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PREFACE 


This microfiche publication, American Foreign Pol- 
icy: Foreign Affairs Press Briefings, 1984. Supplement, 
presents the full texts of two series of documents: 
Department of State Daily Press Briefings and De- 
partinent of State and White House Special Press 
Briefings. Some of these were published as extracts 
in the printed volume American Foreign Policy: Cur- 
rent Documents, 1984. Volumes in the American Foreign 
Policy series, the authoritative official record of ma- 
jor public statements concerning foreign affairs, 
have been published since 1950. 

The microfiche supplements to the series seek to 
ensure wider and more convenient official and pub- 
lic access to the highlights of the foreign affairs 
record. To date, microfiche supplements to the 1981, 
1982, and 1983 printed volumes have been pub- 
lished. Because the microfiche supplement for 1984 
includes only press briefings, the subtitle has been 
changed from Current Documents, which was used for 
previous supplements to the series, to Foreign Affairs 
Press Briefings. The printed guide accompanying the 
microfiche contains a comprehensive index to both 
the Daily and Special Briefings. The guide is also 
filmed as the first microfiche card in the set. 

The foreign affairs briefings are divided into two 
parts in this publication. Part I contains the com- 
plete texts of the Depariment of State Daily Press 
Briefings held in 1984. At these briefings, the De- 
partment of State Spokesman provides to news cor- 
respondents officially accredited to the Department 
a daily review of major foreign affairs topics. These 
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“noon briefings”, which began during the 1960s, in- 
clude prepared official announcements on events, 
appointments, and foreign policy issues as well as 
responses to questions from the correspondents. 

Part II of this microfiche publication reproduces 
special press briefings by senior Department or 
White House officials on major foreign policy issues 
or on State visits by foreign dignitaries. These 
Department of State and White House Special 
Briefings are conducted “on the record” or “on 
background”, in which case, the correspondents are 
interdicted from identifying the briefing officer. In 
the texts of the background briefings presented 
here, the names of the briefing officers, if men- 
tioned, have been deleted. 

This microfiche publication does not include inter- 
views or off-the-record or deep background brief- 
ings, briefings before nonpress groups, or briefings 
by foreign spokesmen unless given jointly with U.S. 
officials. It also does not include press conferences 
by the President ur the Secretary of State, almost all 
of which have been published previously in Public 
Papers of the Presidents or the Department of State 
Bulletin. 

The President's Press Secretary or Deputy Press 
Secretary also gives daily briefings to White House 
correspondents on the full range of governmental 
activities and responsibilities. Only a small propor- 
tion of these White House daily press briefings deals 
with foreign affairs topics, and none of them is in- 
cluded here. Some selected passages from them on 
key foreign affairs issues, however, are printed in 
American Foreign Policy: Current Documents, 1984. 

The record copies of the Department's Daily and 
Special Briefings, which are verbatim transcripts, are 
retained in the Department of State and will be 
transferred to the National Archives and Records 
Administration for permanent preservation. The 
texts reproduced in this microfiche publication are 
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the only published form of these briefings. The 
original White House briefing records are retained 
‘by the Executive Office and will be preserved with 
other historical papers of the Reagan administration. 

Evans Gerakas and William F. Sanford, Jr. pre- 
pared the documents for publication under the gen- 
eral direction of David S. Patterson, Chief of the 
Operations Staff. Tiffiony Wells and Elizabeth A. 
Barwick prepared the index to the Daily Briefings; 
Gloria S. Beasley and Rita M. Baker compiled the 
index to the Special Briefings. Ms. Baker developed 
the consolidated index and supervised the final re- 
view of the index, guide, and manuscript before 
publication. 


William Z. Slany 
The Historian 
Bureau of Public Affairs 
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Editor's Note: The references in this index are the dates of the 
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White House Special Press Briefings are listed separately, as Daily 
and Special, respectively, under each heading. When more than 
one Special briefing occurred on the same day, the order in which 
they appear on the microfiche card is in parentheses after the 
date. 


Aaron, David, Daily, Oct. 3 
Abe, Shintaro: 

Daily, Jan. 24 

Special, Jan. 26 (2), 30 (4), Dec. 31 
Abramowitz, Morton I., Daily, Dec. 19 
Abrams, Elliott: 

Daily, Jan. 10, 27, Feb. 8, Mar. 16, 29, Apr. 12, 16, May 
2, 16, 18, 24, 29, June 20, 26-28, Aug. 8, 9, 23, 27, 
Sept. 12 

Special, Feb. 10 (1), Sept. 18 (1) 

Abu Nidal, Daily, Dec. 14 
Acid rain: 
Daily, Feb. 16 
Special, Apr. 2 (2), Sept. 25 (1) 
Adelman, Kenneth: 
Daily, June 29, July 23 
Special, Nov. 22 
Advisory Panel on U.S. Mission Security, Daily, Mar. 29, 
Aug. 3 
Aeroflot: 
Daily, Jan. 17, Oct. 6 
, Aug. 28 
Afghanistan: 

Daily, Jan. 6, Feb. 21, Mar. 14, 21, 27, 29, Apr. 11, 13, 17, 
24, 30, May 1, 3, 22, June 14, July 26, 27, Aug. 9, 23, 
29, Nov. 27, Dec. 19, 20, 27, 31 

Special, Apr. 27, Sept. 24, Dec. 20 (2) 

Afghanistan Day, Daily, Mar. 21 








Africa (see also Organization of African Unity): 
pe. 3. &. & 9, 10, 13, 20, 23, 30, 31, Feb. 1, 8, 
15-17, 21, 23, 24, 27, May 2, 17, 22, June 6, 8, 11, 12, 
18, Nov. I, 8, 16 


Special, 30 (3), Aug. 2 (3) 
Conteence on Asastance 10 Atican Refugees, Daily, Mar. 


niall cil tate che Weenie Vth tin @ Stun 
Food Emergency), Special, July 10, Oct. 9/1), Nov. 2 
(2), 9 (1), 16, Dec. 5, 7 (2), 10 (2), 12, 27 
. 30 (3) 
Initiative, Special, July 10, Oct. 9 


Daily, Feb. 21, July 3 
Agee Mehmet Ali, Daily, June I! 


Agency for International Development (AID): 

Daily, Apr. 6, Aug. 1, 2, 19, Nov. | 

Special, Jan. 16 (1), 30 (3), 31, Aug. 2 (2), Oct. 9 (1), 17, 
Nov. 1, 2 (2), 9 (1), Dec. 12, 17 

Agrava Board (see also Philippines), Daily, Oct. 23, 24 

Agricukural Trade Development and Assistance Act (P.L. 
480), Daily, jan. 31 

Air France, Daily, Aug. 

Air India, Daily, Aug. 

Airborne Meo and Control System (AWACS), Daily, 
Mar. 19, 21, 23, 27, Apr. 12, May 16, 29, 30, June 5, 6, 
19, 26 

Al Najah University, Daily, Aug. 30, 31, Sept. 13 

Alexander, William V., Daily, Sept. 26, Nov. 16 

Alfonsin, Raul: 

Daily, July 25 
. Feb. 10 (1), Sept. 23 


, Sept. 
ionden tn haan Ls 17 
American Farm Bureau Federation, Daily, Jan. 6 


Atpercan rac Pb Alas Commitee, , Apr. 3 
American- 

American . Daily, : 

American Society of International Law, Special, Apr. 9 (2) 
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American Society of Newspaper Editors, Daily, May 4, 10 
American University in Beirut, Daily, May 9, Aug. 22 
America’s Watch, Daily, Feb. 29. May |! 
Amin, Idi, Daily, Apr. 12 
Amnesty International: 
Daity, May 21, Sept. 28 
Feb. 10 (1), May 21 (1) 


, Jan. 18 (2), Feb. 10 (1) 


Angola: 
. Jan. 3, 5, 6, 9, 20, 23, 24, Feb. 13, 15, 23, 27, Mar. 
12-14, 21, 22, Apr. 23-25, June 14, 18, Sept. 10, Oct. 
15, 19, 22, Nov. 2, 16, 20, 26 
so 30 (3), Feb. 9, 15, Mar. 13 (2), 14, May 9 (1), 
9 (1), Nov. 2 (1), Dec. 3 (1), 7 (1) 
Aetaalioe Daily, . 18, 27 
Anti-Ballistic Mi (ABM) Treaty (1972) (see also howe 
control), Special, Dec. 20 (1) 


Daily, Apr. 2 $, June 11, 12, 19, July 3, 6, 13, 18, 23.25, 


Sept. I 
Special. Apr 2 (1), June 29, July 17, Aug. 1, Sept. 29. 
Dec. 20 (1) 
Anti-Semitism, Daily, Aug. 23 
Apartheid: 
Daily, Dec. 12 
Special, Dec. 7 (1) 
. Benigno S.: 
, Feb. 24 
Special, Feb. 10 (1) 
Aquino, Corazon, Daily, Oct. 23, 24 
Arab-Israeli dispute (see also individual countries, Middle East 


headings West Bank): 
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ma ‘5. 13, 17, 31, Feb. 21, = May 7, 9, Nov. 28 
Arens. Moshe 


Now. 5,6. 
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Baily pe 3, 19, Mar. 27, 29, July 23, 25, June 12, Oct. 
. 51 

Special. Mar. 27, 7, Dec. 10 (1), 19 

hotnen. Mhed he seat: 

Daily, Mar. 23, Apr. 25, 26, June 4, 5, 14, 20, 28, 29, 


Daily, jan. 6, 13, 18-20, $1, Feb. 1, 16, Mar. 13, 14, 22, 
0, July 26, Aug. 8, Sept. 6, 11, 12, 15, 18, 26, 


rie 13 (1), 13 (2), 17 (2), 18 (2), Apr. 2 (1), 
18 (1), 
) 


27, . 25 (2), 30 (1), 30 (2), June 9 (2), 29, Sept. 
21 (1), 24, 28, 29, Nov. 22, 30, Dec. 6 (2), 20 (1), 21, 
31 

Arms Daily, Sept. 12 

Arms sales May 2, 14-16, Aug. 15, Sept. 12, 19 


"A . 3, June 20, Aug. 8, 22, Sept. 14, Dec. 18 


Special, July 2, Dec. 19 (1) 
ustralia- Zealand-United States Security Treaty 
(ANZUS) (/957): 


Daily, June 19, 20, 27, July 16, Aug. 22, Sept. 10, 18 
July 2, Now. 


& 


apres. Feb. 21, 28 
Capt. Eduardo, Daily, Jan. 18, Apr. 2 
Ayala, Roberto, Daily, Feb. 24 
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Aziz, Tariq M.., Nov. 26 (2) 
Azores, Special, Mar. 13 (2) 


Buena Soares, joao Clemente, Daily, June 2! 
Baha'is, Daily, jan. 19, Dec. 19 


Bahrain, Apr. 9 
Baker, Howard H.., Jr., Daily, June 14 
. . Feb. 24 
Bakic-American Fieedom ; Mar. 16, ~ 16 
Bandar bin Sukan, Prince, Feb. 6, 29, Mar. 27, June 
22, July 25 


Barnes, Michael D., Daily, Now. 20 

Barry, Marion, Special, A 

Bartholomew, Reginald, Daly, Feb. 16, June 21, Dec. 3 

Bechtel Corporation, Daily, Apr. 23 

Becton, Gen. Jules, Special, Oct. 9 (1), 25. “!w. 9 (1), Dec. 
12 


Beef, Daily, Apr. 5, © 
. James M., Special, Jan. 26 (1) 
unde Terry, Fernando, Daily, Sept. 26 


m: 
Daily, May 18, . 7, Nov. 5, 30, Dec. 1 


Special, Now. 28, Dec. 6 (2) 
Benveniste, Meron, Apr. 9, 24, 26 
Bergold, Harry E., Jr., Daily, Apr. 17, 19 
Bering Sea, Daily, Apr. 17, May 15, Aug. | 
Berlin: 

Daily, Apr. 4-6, 13, 24, 25, 27 


% =. Apr. 4 (1), Dec. 6 (2) 

inguer, Enrico, . June Il 

Berman, Howard L., . Apr. 20 

Berri, Nabi, . Feb. 6, 8, 16 

Bessmertnykh, Aleksandr A.. Daily, Aug. | 

Big Pine Il, Daily, Feb. | 

Biological weapons. See Chemical and biological weapons 


Bishop, Maurice, , Feb. 25 
Bishops’ Conference, , Mar. 22 
Bitow, Oleg, Daily, 7”) 

Blaize, Herbert, Geeclal, Oct. 17 

Block, John R., . Nov. 27, Dec. 5 
Boesak. Alan, , Nov. 16 

Bolivia. 


Daily, May 30, June |, July 6, 1, Nov. 30 
Special, Dec. 4 

















» Daily, Jan. 
Bulgaria, Daily, Feb. 21, Apr. 2, June Il. 25, July 3, 5, 9, 
24, Oct. 3 
Bunker, Ellsworth, Daily, Sept. 28 
h, Peter, Special, Dec. 20 (2) 
Burt, R., Daily, Feb. 1, 7, 21, Mar. 7, Apr. 26, 


Special. Bw 
. Apr. 
Camp David (see also Middle East ings), Daily, Jan. 
23, 24, 27, Feb. 3, Mar. 8, 12, Oct. 3, 5 


Daily, Jan 25, Mar. 26, 29, Apr 2, 16, May 15, June 21, 


1, 2, 5, Oct. 3 
Special, hoe. 2 Gy, Sept. $8 (hy, Doc. 19 (1) 
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cry 


. Apr. 11, July 23, 25 
Sept. 18 (1) 
Daily, Feb. 2, > bat. 29 
Griean Past Inne Special, Apr. 9 [10] (2), July 16, 


8 SESE Market, Special, July 16 
Caribbean Leaders’ Conference, Special, July 16, 19 
Carlucci, Frank, Special, Feb. 2! 

ona Institute ay _ Apr. 24, Oct. 30 


Catholic Church, 
Catholic Relief Services, 
Ceausescu, Nicolae, Daily, July 23 
Central America (see also indrvidual countries, Caribbean en- 
tries, Comtadora peace ): 
Daily, jan. 4, 6, 9, 13, 20, Feb. 1, 3, 16, 17, 21, Mar. 16, 
27, 29, Apr. 3, 10-12, 16, 20, 23-25, 30, May 1, 3, 9, 
15, 23-25, June 5, 11, 14, 19, 22, 26, July 3, 6, 12, 20, 
25, 27, Sept. 10, 12, 27, Oct. 1, 2, 9, 12, 18, 25, 26, 
Now. 6, 9, Dec. 21 
Special. jan. 31, Feb. 3, 17, Mar. 28, Apr 2 (2), 9 (2), 9 
{10} 2), 20 (2), 27, May 9 (2), May 31, Aug. 8, Oct. | 
National Bipartisan Commission on Central America: 
Daily. jan. 9, 13, Apr. 16 
. Jan. 11, 16 (1), 27, Feb. 3, 17, Mar. 2 (1), 15 (1), 
15 (2), 28, 29, Apr. 18 (2), May 9 (2), 21 (1), July 13, 
19 
Central America Democracy, Peace and Development ini- 


tiative, Special, Feb. 17 

Central American Development Organization, Special, 
Feb. 3, 17 

Central American Outreach Group, Daily, May 30, Aug. |, 
29, Sept. 19 


Ne en tie 
Daily, Feb. 5, Mar. 22, May 3, 8, 14, June 1, 1. Oci. 18, 
19, 22, 25, 30, Nov. | 


Special, Sept. 21 (1) 
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China—Continued 
Reagan trip to, Special, Apr. 3 (2). 6, 10 (1), 10 (3), 16, 18 
(2), 20 (1), 20 (2), 26, 27, 30 
Soviet relations, , Apr. 3 (2) 
Technology transfer, Special, Apr. 16, 18 (2), Apr. 27 
Trade with U.S., Special, Apr. 6, 27 
U.S.-China Joint Economic Committee, Special, Apr. 3 
(2), 20 (2) 
U.S.-Chinese Agreement on Nuclear Cooperation, 
, Apr. 26, 27 
Chitunda, Daily, Mar. 12 
Chun, Doo Hwan, Daily, Aug. 13 
Citrus, Daily, Apr. 3, 6 
Civil aviation, Special, Aug. 3 
Clark, Joan, Daily, June 28 
Climaco, Cesar, Daily, Nov. 19 
Collins, Gen. J. Lawton, Special, May 22 
Colombia: 
Daily, Jan. 3, Apr. 24, May 2, July 31, Nov. 19, 26, 27, 
30, Dec. 27 
Special, Aug. 30 
Columbia Pictures, Daily, Feb. 2 
Commerce, Department of, Special, Sept. 25 (2) 
Commission on Security and Economic Assistance, Special, 
Feb. 21 
Commission on Strategic Forces, Special, Apr. 9 (3) 
Committee on Jerusalem, Daily, Apr. 25 
Commodity Credit Corporation: 
Ditty, Aug. 28 
Special, Nov. 26 (2) 
Compton. lohn, Special, July 19 
Compute ‘software, Special, Dec. 3 
Conference on Assistance to African Refugees, Daily, Mar. 
16 
Conference on Confidence- and Security-Building Mea- 
sures and Disarmament in Europe, Special, Jan. 6 (1), 
6 (2), Apr. 3 (1) 
Conference on Disarmament in Europe (CDE): 
Daily, Jan. 18, 24, June 4, Aug. 22, Dec. 3 
Special, Jan. 6 (2), 13 (1), Apr. 4 (2), 18 (1) 
Conference on Peaceful Uses of Outer Space, Daily, June 
15 
Conference on Security and Cooperation in Europe 
(CSCE): 
Daily, June 5, Dec. 4 
Special, Jan. 6 (1), 6 (2), 13 (1) 
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Congress, U-.S.: 

Daily, Jan. 16, 25, Feb. 6, 8, 21, 28, Mar. 2, 8, 9, 16, 29, 
Apr. 10, 13, 16, 25, 26, May 1, 3, 9, 18, 24, 25, 29, 30, 
June 14, 19, 22, 25, July 12, Aug. 29, Sept. 7, 10-12, 
14, Dec. 4, 10, 24, 26 

Special, Jan. 16 (2), Apr. 2 (1), Dec. 7 (1) 

African food relief, Special, July 10, Oct. 9 (1), Nov. 2 
(2), 1€ 
Arms controi, Special, Nov. 22 
Defense budget, Special, Nov. 29, Dec. 6 (1) 
El Salvador, Special, July 13 
Genocide Convention, Special, Sept. 5 
House Appropriations Committee, Daily, Mar. 8 
House Armed Services Committee, Daily, Jan. 24 
House Committee on Narcotics Abuse and Control, 
Daily, June 19 
House Foreign Affairs Committee, Daily, Feb. 21, 28, 
Mar. 22, June 12 
Israel, Special, Oct. 9 (2) 
Joint Economic Committee, Daily, Feb. 7 
Senate, Daily, Jan. 11, Mar. 2, 9, 22, 27, June 26, July 
3, 5, Sept. 10, 18 
Senate Appropriations Committee, Daily, Mar. 9 
Senate Budget Committee, Daily, Feb. 21 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee, Daily, Mar. 2 
Senate Intelligence Committee, Daily, May 24 
Subcommittee on Europe and the Middle East, Daily, 
Feb. 7 
Subcoinmittee on Human Rights and and Interna- 
tional Organizations, Daily, Feb. 7 
Congressional Research Service, Daily, May 14 
Conservative Political Action Conference, Daily, Feb. 23, 
Mar. 2 
Contact Group (see also South Africa): 
Daily, Mar. 13, June 6 
Special, Feb. 9 
Contadora peace process (see also individual countries, Cen- 
tral America): 

Daily, jan. 4, Mar. 29, Apr. 9, 10, 18, 24, 30, May 1, 2, 
14, June II, July 19, Aug. 29, Sept. 24, 26-28, Oct. 1, 
2, 9, 15, 25, Nov. 6, 9, 15 

Special, Jan. 27, Mar. 14, 22, 28, Apr. 9 (2), May 9 (2), 
14, Sept. 23, Oct. 1, 9 (3), Nov. 9 (2), Dec. 3 (2), 4 

San Jose communiqué, Daily, Oct. | 

Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimina- 
tion Against Women, Special, Sept. 5 
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Coordinating Committee for Multilateral Security Export 
Controls (COCOM): 


Daily, July 17 
Sed jan. 9 (1), Apr. 6, 27 
Copper, Daily, June 12, 15 
Copyright Convention, Special, Dec. 19 {2) 
Cordovez, Diego, Special, Dec. 20 (2) 
Corr, Edwin G., Daily, July 6 
Costa Rica: 
Daily, Mar. 12, Apr. 10, 18, 23, May 3, 4, 7, 10, 16, June 
1, 29, Aug. 15, 31 


Special, Feb. 3, May 14 
Costa, John, Special, Dec. 17 
Council of Economic Advisers (CEA), Special, Feb. 2, June 
9 
Council of the Americas, Daily, May 8, 9 
Crabtree, Lt. Col. Kenneth, Daily, Apr. 16, 17 
Cranston, Alan, Daily, June 21, Aug. 22 
Craxi, Bettino: 
Daily, May 8 
Special, May 25 (2), 30 (2) 
Crete, Daily, Nov. 16 
Crocker, Chester A.: 
Daily, Feb. 3, 21, 23, May 2, June 11, Aug. 17, 29, Sept. 
4, 10, Oct. 29, Nov. 15, 16, Dec. 7 
Special, Mar. 13 (2), 14, Sept. 25 (2), Dec. 3 (1) 
Crockett, George W., Jr., Special, Dec. 10 (1) 
Cruz, Arturo Jose, Daily, July 23, 25, 26, Sept. 24, 28, Oct. 
29, Nov. 15 
Cuba: 
Daily, Jan. 6, 9, 20, 25, 26, 30, 31, Feb. 24, Mar. 8, 13, 
14, 21, 22, Apr. 16, 24, 26, 30, May 14, June 25-29, 
July 5, 6, 12, 13, 23, 25, 27, 31, Aug. 2, 3, 21, 27, 30, 
31, Sept. 7, 11, 12, 14, 17, Nov. 16, 29, 30, Dec. 3-5, 7, 
11-14, 18 
, Feb. 10 (1), Apr. 9 [10] (2), July 16, Nov. 2 (1), 
Dec. 3 (2), 14 
Customs Service Investigation, Daily, Sept. 12 
Cyprus, Daily, Apr. 2, 18, June 4, July 20, 23, Aug. 15, 
Oct. 12, Dec. 13 
Czechoslovakia, Daily, Apr. 25, 26, May 23, Aug. 20, Oct. 
3, 29, Nov. 28 


Dalai Lama, Daily, Aug. 28 

Dam, Kenneth, Daily, jan. 10, Feb. 8, May 1, 4, 23-25, 
June 1, 21, Aug. 6, 22, Oct. 1, 5, 12, 15, 17, Nov. 16, 29, 
Dec. 4, 5, 31 
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D’Aubuisson, Maj. Roberto: 
Daily, Jan. 27, Feb. 3, 29, Mar. 5, 7, May 15, June 5, 14, 
25-28, Dec. 3 
Special, Mar. 13 (1), 22, May 9 (2), Oct. 9 (3) 
Dawit, Walde Georgis, Special, Oct. 25, Nov. 1, 2 (2), 9 (1), 
Dec. 12 
De La Espriella, Daily, Feb. 14 
De Mita, Ciriaco, Daily, Dec. 18 
De la Madrid Hurtado, Miguel: 
Daily, Apr. 13 
Special, May 14, 15 
Deaver, Michael, Special, May 21 (3) 
Debt, international, Special, June 7, 9, Dec. 3 
Defense, Department of, Daily, Apr. 4, 5, 12, 13, Aug. 8, 
27, Dec. 4, 5, 19, 21, 24, 27 
Defense budget, Special, Mar. 15 (3), Dec. 6 (1) 
Defense Intelligence Agency (DIA), Daily, Sept. 24 
DeLorean, John, Special, Aug. 30 
Deng Xiaoping: 
Daily, Oct. 12 
Special, Apr. 28 
Denmark: 
Daily, May 10 
, May 25 (2) 
DePree, Willard, Daily, June 7 
Derwinski, Edward J., Daily, May 25, Aug. 21 
D’Escoto Brockman, Miguel, Daily, Apr. 9 
Die Zeit, Daily, Apr. 27 
Diplomatic immunity, Special, June 22 
Direct Communications Link (U.S.-Soviet): 
Daily, Jan. 11, Apr. 30, June 29, July 10-13, 16, 17 
Special, Jan. 13 (1), Apr. 3 (1), May 25 (2), July 17 
Disinformation campaign, Daily, July 11-13, Aug. 6 
Djibouti, Daily, Aug. 17, 21 
Dobbins, James F., Daily, Oct. | 
Dobrynin, Anatoliy Fedorovich: 
Daily, Jan. 11, Apr. 3, 12, 13, May 10, June 15, 20, 21, 29, 
July 3, Sept. 17, 18, Nov. 16 
, Sept. 28 
d, Christopher A., Daily, Mar. 29 
Dole, Elizabeth, Special, Nov. 27 
Dole, Robert J., Special, Nov. 29, Dec. 6 (1) 
Domenici, Pete V., Special, Nov. 29 
Dominica: 
Daily, Dec. 4 
Special, July 16 
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Dominican Republic: 
Daily, Apr. 24, 25 
smd . 9 (1), 9 [10] (2), July 16 
Des Santos Eduardo, Daily, Oct. 15 


Dozier, Gilbert, Special, Aug. 30 
Drug Enforcement Agency (DEA), Special, Aug. 30 


Duarte Fuentes, José Napoleon: 
Daily, May 2, 4, 9, 15, 16, 21, june 14, 26, July 18, 20, 
23, Oct. 9, 16, 17, 25, Dec. 4, 5, 7 
Special, May 9 (2), 21 (1), 31, July 13, Aug. 8, Oct. 1,9 
(3) 
Dunsmore, Barrie, Daily, Sept. 14 
Durazo Moreno, Arturo, Daily, Aug. 22 
Duval, Gaetan, Special, Sept. 25 (2) 


Eagleburger, Lawrence S.: 
Daily, Jan. 19, 27, Feb 2, 3, 13, 23, Mar. 2, 7, 16, 22, 
Apr. 2, 12, 13, 25, July 12 
Special, Jan. 30 (4), Oct. 9 (2) 
Eastern pneeg? (see also individual countries, Warsaw Pact): 
Daily, Sepi. 10 
Special, Aug. 3, Nov. 30 
Eban, Abba, Daily, Apr. 6 
Economic Summit, London: 
Daily, June 11 
, May 18, 23, 25 (1), June 9 (1), 9 (2) 

Economy, international, Special, May 25 (1), Sept. 21 (1), 
Dec. 19 (1), 31 

Ecuador, Daily, May 4, 7 

Egypt: 

Daily, Jan. 13, 24, Feb. 1, 2, 21, 28, Mar. 8, 12, 19, 21-23, 
24, 29, Apr. 20, 23, June 1, 5, 28, July 13, 31, Te l, 
6-8, 10, 1 15, 29, Sent. 19, 26-28, Oct. 3, 5, 15, I 
19, 25, 29, Nov. 7, 9, 19, Dec. 11, 14, 17, 19 

Special, Feb. 10 (2), 14, Oct. 9 (2) 
Bright Star, Daily, Aug. 14 
Ras Banas facilities, , Aug. 14, Oct. 19 
El Salvador (see also Central America, Contadora peace 


process): 

Daily, Jan. 3-5, 9, 11, 16, 18, 25, 27, 30, 31, Feb. 2, 3, 
6, 8, 10, 14, 16, 24, 27, 29, Mar. 2, 5, 7-9, 12, 13, 19, 
21-23, 26, 27, 29, Apr. 2, 6, 10-13, 16-20, 23, 24, 
26, 30, May 2-4, 7-10, 14, 16, 18, 21-25, 30, June 8, 
12, 14, 25- 1 5, 12, 13, 18, 23, Aug. 1, 2, 8, 10, 
13, 15, 16, 29-31, Sept. 7, 10, 11, 13, 14, 24, 28, Oct. 
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El Salvador—Continued 
1-3, 9, 15-17, 19, 22, 24, 25, Nov. 2, 9, 14, 16, 19-21, 
30, Dec. 3, 4, 7, 12, 13, 24 
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Monroe Doctrine, Daily. Nov. 8, 13 
Monterrosa, Lt. Col. Domingo, Daily, Oct. 24 
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Nakajima, Special, Jan. 30 (4) 
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Special, Feb. 9. May 7, 9 (1), Nov. 2 (1), Dec. 3 (1), 7 (1) 
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Nevin, Louis, Daily, June 29 
New Forum, Daily, Aug. 17 
New Ireland Forum, Special, May 21 (2) 
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Daily, Feb. 27, Mar. 7, Apr. 26, May 17, 25, 30, June 4, 
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Norway, Daily, !an. 23, 27 
Novosti, Daily, Aug. 20 
Nuclear energy: 
Daily, Aug. 30 
Special, Apr. 11 
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Organization of American States (OAS) (see also Latin 
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Pacific oe Apr. 20 (2), Dec. 31 
. Robert P 
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17-19, 23, 25-27, 31, Aug. 1, 3, 13, 14, 17, Sept. 14, 
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Reagan, Ronald—Continued 
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Special, June 9 (2) 
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Shultz, George P.—Continued 
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5-9, 13-16, 19-21, 26-30, Dec. 4, 5, 7, 10, 13, 14, 17-20, 
31 
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China, Special, Apr. 30 
Economic Summit, London, Special, June 9 (2) 
Europe visit, Special, Dec. 6 (2) 
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Solidarity (see also Poland): 
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South Africa (see also Sullivan principles): 
Daily, Jan. 3, 5, 6, 9, 13, 20, 23, 31, Feb. 1, 8, 15-17, 21, 
23, 24, 27, Mar. 2, 12, 13, 16, 19, 21, 22, 29, Apr. 3, 
4, 16, 17, 24, June 8, 11, July 3, Aug. 1, 14, 16, 22, 23, 
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, Feb. 9, 15, Mar. 13 (2), Apr. 27, May 9 (1), Nov. 
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Soviet Military Power, 1984, Daily, Apr. 9 
Soviet Union (see also Direct Communications Link, U.S.- 
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Star wars. See Strategic Defense Initiative. 
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6-8, 10, 13-15, 17, 21, 23, 24, 27-29, July 12, Aug. 14, 
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Special, Jan. 31 
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Steel: 
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Straits of Hormuz (see also Iran-Iraq war, Persian Gulf), 
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also Arms control): 
Daily, jan. 25, 36, Dec. 4, 5 
Special, Apr. 2 (1) 
Strategic Arms Reduction Talks (START) (see also Arms 
control): 
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Special, Jan. 17 (2), 30 (1), June 9 
Strategic Defense Initiative (see also Antisatellite weapons, 
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Special, May 30 (2), Nov. 28, 30, Dec. 20 (1), 21, 31 
Suarez, Adolfo, Daily, Aug. 22 
Suazo Cordova, Roberto, Daily, Nov. 2 
Sudan: 
Daily, Feb. 3, Mar. 2, 5, 12, 13, 16, 19, 21, 23, 27, 29, 
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Sept. 4, 12, Oct. 31, Dec. 27 
Special, Jan. 30 (3), Feb. 15, Apr. 9 (1), Oct. 9 (1), 25, 
Nov. 9 (1), Dec. 27 
Suez Canal, Daily, Nov. 7 
Sugar: 
Daily, Mar. 14, Nov. 27 
Special, May 7, Sept. 25 (2), Nov. 26 (1), 27 
Sullivan principles (see also South Africa), Special, Dec. 10 
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Supreme Court, U.S., Daily, June 28, 29 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #1 


TUESDAY, JANUARY 3, 1984, 12:30 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED ) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, all. I'd like to 
welcome you all back from the holidays. 


I have a short statement from the Secretary of 
State on Lt. Goodman's release. The Secretary says as 
Follows: 


"I want to express appreciation for the efforts of 
all those who have been helpful in securing Lt. Goodman's 
release, especially the efforts ot Rev. Jackson and 
Ambassador Paganelli. The decision of the Syrian 
Government to release Lt. Goodman can only be helpful 
to the course of relations between our two countries." 


That's the end of the statement from Secretary 
Shultz. 
= 
0 How do you expect to follow up on that state- 
ment and on the release? 


Ay I think we'll let the Secretary's words and 
the President's words speak for themselves, Jim. Won't nave 
anything (inaudible) 


0 What does the action of the Syrian Government 
tell you about their policies or their intentions? 


A I think we will leave that to the future and 
leave that to the diplomatic negotiations that we have with 
them, and have had. We've been in very close touch with them 
on the question of Lt. Goodman and other matters, and those 
good relations in terms of communications will continue. 





0 And in terms of U.S. policy now, will there 
be any change such as an altering of the reconnaissance 
flights over Syrian positions. 


A No, there is no change in our policy on recon- 
naissance flights. 


0 Who will Rumsfeld see? Will he go to 
Damascus on this trip? 





‘ 
a*® 


A Don't have anything for you on Ambassador 
Rumsfeld's travel plans. He's in Washington today, as ycu 
know -- was at the White House earlier this morning. But I 
don't have anything for you on his travel plans. 


0 I thought (inaudible) said he was leaving this 
evening? Can you go even that far? 


4 I don't have anything for you on Ambassador 
Rumsfeld's (inaudible) 


0 Can you teil us who will greet Jackson and 
Goodman at the airport tomorrow? 


A I think you need to keep in touch with the 
Pentagon on those travel plans. As we understand it, the 
plane on which the Rev. Jackson and Lt. Goodman are tra- 
veling out of Damascus to Germany has left Damascus, and 
will arrive in Germany later this evening. Another plane 
will pick them up, and we expect that plane to leave this 
evening and to be at an East Coast destination, at the 
moment around 6:20 our time tomorrow morning. But I think 
you need to keep in touch with the Pentagon as to that 
destination. 


I think, as Larry Speakes indicated this morning, 
there may be a question of Lt. Goodman's determining where 
he wants to go. 


0 Can you tell us who will greet him? 


4 I think it will depend on where they decide 
to come in. 


0 Do you view Rev. Jackson and Ambassador 
Paganelli as co-equals there in securing Lt. Goodman's 
release? 


A Ambassador Paganelli, as you know, has been a 
central figure in the United States' negotiations on this 
matter, I think the Syrian Government in its announce- 
ment made the point that it was responding to a request by 
the United States Government and Rev. Jackson. Rev. 
Jackson, of course, was a private individual, and affected 
this happy outcome. 


0 Jonn, did actually, the Administration know 
that the Syrians have requested or hinted that it would like 
U.S. overflights, surveillance flights, to stop, and you are 
saying nothing will change on that? 











A (A) I'm not going to get into the substance 
of our diplomatic negotiations with the Sy~ian Government; 
(B) I've seen the same reports that you have in the press 
that the Syrian Government has asked for cessation of 
reconnaissance flights; (C) there is no change in our policy 
On reconnaissance flights. 





0 John, on Lebanon, do you have any comment on 
the cuts in the standing size of both the Italian and the 
French contingents in the MNF? 


A No more, I think, on the Italian situation 
than we offered the other day, Bernie. Insofar as the 
French are concerned, we were informed in advance that 
France planned to return some of its MNF forces to the 
UNIFIL contingent, from which these units were originally 
drawn. 


We were also advised that France's commitment to 
the MNF mission remains unchanged. Each contributor to the 
Multinational Force determines the size of the force needed 
to accomplish its mission. The French have had in Beirut 
for some time a force exceeding the size of their original 


commitment. o 

9) John, is redeployment of the Marines under 
consideration? 

a I have nothing on that for you. 

0 Is it not even under consideration? 

4 I think there have been suggestions that the 


possibility of redeployment, not a change in mission, but a 
possibility of redeployment is something that has been 
discussed at some levels in the Administraton. 


0 Maybe I missed it, but did you put any 
interpretation on what the motivations were for Assad to 
release Goodman? 


4 No, I can't. 
0 Do you see this as a move by Assad to invi- 


gorate public opinion in the U.S. that is already opposed 
to U.S. policy in Lebanon, to escalate their opposition? 





4 Can't speculate, Bernie. Tf think you would 
have to ask President Assad and the Syrian Government what 
the motivation was. 











0 Did the United States know before Jackson 
left for Damascus -- were you told in any way by Syria 
that the release of Lt. Goodman would take place? 


a You put me in a difficult position because in 
effect what you're asking me to do is reveal the substance 
of our diplomatic conversations, and traditionally, we don't 
do that. But I would steer you away from any suggestion 
that we were aware of this. 


The first call, in fact, indicating Lt. Goodman's 
release came in at about 4:45 a.m. this morning, and that 
was a call from Ambassador Paganelli to the Department. 


0 When you said before that there would be no 
change in U.S. policy on reconnaissance, is that across-the- 
board, that is to say that the release of the Lieutenant by 
the Syrians will not alter, revise, or overhaul what we know 
to be <= to the degree that we know it -- U.S. policy in 
Lebanon right now? 


4A What I said was that there is no change in 
policy that has existed on reconnaissance flights. They are 
not hostile in intent; they are flown purely for self- 
defense of our forces in the area. 


0 And will continue -- 

4 And there is no change in our policy. 
0 And will continue? 

4 No change in our policy. 


0 John, do you read the Syrians’ move as 3 
gesture of good will, and therefore, there is a need to 
reciprocate, politically speaking? 


A I think I'll leave you with the Secretary's 
words in his statement. 


0 John, could I ask you a question about the 
conduct of diplomacy here? You make the point, in your sta- 
tement, Of saying that Jackson is a private citizen. 


A Yes. 














0 Don't you run the risk now of Alan Cranston's 
negotiating with the Soviet Union and Walter Yondale neqo- 
tiating with King Fussein? Is there some implication here 
for the conduct of American diplomacy? 


a I don't think there is any contradiction bet- 
ween the happy outcome of Rev. Jackson's mission and some of 
the reservations and concerns that the Administration 
expressed before his departure. I don't think there is any 
inconsistency. 


The Government would be concerned that any private 
mission jeopardize any effort to secure the release of an 
American citizen, for example. But, happily, this one has 
worked out successfully; but that doesn't mean that the same 
concerns would not apply to any other such nission. 


0 If you're talking about “other nissions," 
and here you are speaking specifically of the release of an 
American orisoner -- 


A Yes. 7 


0 “-- but what about the conduct of other divlo- 
matic nissions, such as aetting Hussein to the tals, or 
Starting the arms negotiations or any one of a number of 
other things? Do you see any implication for foreign oolicy 
conduct with orivate citizens engaging in unilateral 
neqaotiations? 


ay I think it's very hard, given the kind of 
abstract scenario you're suggestina, for us to say we would 
welcome a mission by “X"; we would not welcome a mission by 
"vy." You have to look at these case by case. 


9 John, refresh my memory? ‘Yho did Jackson 
talk with here at the State Department? 


4 He saw Assistant Secretary “Murphy and he saw 
Under Secretary fagleburaer. 


9 John, if we could come back to redeployment, 
you said it has been discussed at some levels. Is this only 
redeoloyment off-shore, or are other forms of redeployment 
also being discussed? 


x I'm not going to be able to get into it. As 
you know, we tend not to discuss plans that are circulating 
within the Administration until they come to fruition. 








0 So it's just redeployment, whether off-shore 
Or not? 


4 What I said is that it had been in the public 
domain, that there is some discussion of change in 
redeployment of the Marines, but not the mission. Where 
that discussion will end, I do not know. 


e) John, you said before Jackson left, or the 
President said, that such a mission could be counterproduc- 
tive, and it seemed from all of the public statements that 
you were quite negative about his going there, and yet he 
has produced Goodman. Do you think you were too negative, 
to begin with? 


ay I don't think that the concerns and the 
caution about non-governmental missions running parallel to 
very vigorous diplomatic efforts, I don't think those 
cautions, in general, were or are ill-founded. I think that 
is something that a responsible Administration -- whatever 
the Administration is -=- I think has to be concerned about, 
that in something as serious and as delicate as this, that 
the very vigorous and continuous efforts of Ambassador 
Paganelli would not be offset, undercut, or harmed in any 
way by another initiative. 


0 Just to follow that up, if I might, the 
judgment here, as I got it, was that the Syrians would not 
release Goodman. In other words -- 


A I don't know whether anybody could make that 
judgment -- 


0 Well, a number of your colleagues were making 
that kind of a judgment and passing it on ON BACKGROUND, 
that this is not in Syria's interest; it's not the way Syria 
sees itself playing a Middle East role. 


0 Do you see now that perhaps your judgment of 
Syria has been wrong, as it has been in the past <= and 
you've acknowledged that on occasion? 


A I don't think it is really appropriate to 
make sweeping assessments of Syrian intentions or Syrian 
policy. I think what the Secretary said about what this 
augurs for the future of U.S.-Syrian relations is obvious. 
And I think I'll leave you with those words. 

















Bernie? 


0 There is a lot of diplomatic phrasing you're 
using. I wonder if I could just ask you more bluntly -- the 
United States will give nothing to Assad, in return for the 
release of Goodman? Is that right? 


4 Well, if you mean were there any conditions 
attendant upon his release, I think the Rev. Jackson has 
said that insofar as his discussions were concerned, he 
offered nothing, and indeed, of course, was not in a 
position to offer anything. And, certainly, as far as the 
United States is concerned, there are no conditions. 


0 So Assad gets nothing in return? 


4 Well, if you mean were there conditions 
attendant upon Lt. Goodman's release, the answer to that is 
no. What the future of Syrian-U.S. relations are is up to 
you to conjecture. 


0 The release of Goodman by the Syrians, thate 
doesn‘t look to you as an embarrassment to the Reagan 
Administration, or does it come from the fact that the 
Syrians want to show, like my colleague said that, you know, 
your judgment of them in the past has been wrong, and 
possibly they want to prove to you that you have been wrong? 


aN I think the President said he was delighted 
by Lt. Goodman's release. 


I think everybody in this town is delighted by his 
release. 


0 Now that it’s all over, and the Lieutenant is 
Out, can you shed any more light on why Ambassador Rumsfeld 
did not take this matter up with the Syrians? 


A No more, I think, than we have done before, 
and that is that the diplomatic efforts to secure Lt. 
Goodman's release were carefully orchestrated, were very 
vigorous, were continued on a daily basis; that Ambassador 
Paganelli was the key factor in the diplomatic initiative; 
that certainly other government officials who visited Damascus 
would have been, and were, supportive; but beyond that 
I'm not going to get into what Ambassador Rumsfeld did or 
did not talk about with (inaudible) 











0 Well, it's pretty clear that he did not, so 
says Mr. Xhaddam, anyway. 


A Okay. 


0 And a lot of people gain the impression 
because he did not, or it was reported that he did not -- 
the Department did not refute that -- that this was an indi- 
cation of a lack of interest on the part of the 
Administration or the Government regarding the Lieutenant. 

I think Jesse Jackson made that -- that was the point at 
which he got into ali this. 


Now that it's all over, granted that Paganelli was 
making vigorous representations and all the rest, can you 
say why the judgment was made that Rumsfeld should not take 
it up? 


4 I'm going to continue not to get into what 
Ambassador Rumsfeld discussed or did not discuss. However, 
the suggestion that whatever position he took in his 
discussions with the Syrians was somehow an express‘on of 
disinterest or carelessness on the part of himself or the 
Administration is simply hogwash. 


0 You're not -=- you're saying that this was 
part of the strategy was not to mention the Lieutenant when 
Rumsfeld went there? 


4 If I said that, I would be confirming what 
Ambassador Rumsfeld did or didn't talk about. What I'm 
saying is that the overall strategy was coordinated and 
there was not a -= that any suggestion that there was for- 
getfulness or carelessness on the part of any of those 
involved in this is just nonsense. 


0 It wasn't carelessness or it wasn't 
forgetfulness -- 


A Correct. 


0 It was part of the -- if, indeed, that's what 
happened, this was part of a strategy -- 


A Correct. 


0 -- to go there and not mention the 
Lieutenant? 


0 Lieutenant Goodman said this morning that he 
was prepared mentally to stay about six months there. Tf it 











wasn't for Jesse Jackson, would you think that the time-frame 
would be that he could be out by six months or something 
like that? 


a I don't know. It's difficult to say. The 
United States would have continued its daily efforts to 
secure his release. 


0 John, if there were no conditions offered by 
the United States, how was Paganelli negotiating for the 
return of Lieutenant Goodman? 


4 I think that our position with the Syrian 
Government was based on the same basis as Reverend 
Jackson's, that this release should be effected on humani- 
tarian grounds. 


0 John, when the actual release statement was 
made on the part of the Syrians, was it made exclusively to 
Jackson or was Paganrelli there, or was it to Paganelli? 
Whom did the Syrians choose to break the word to whom? 


A I cannot answer that question, and I'm sure 
it's a matter of record. It can easily be answered. I can- 
not answer it. All I can say is that Ambassador Paganelli 
was in very close touch with the Reverend Jackson, was with 
him a great deal of the time; but I do not know under what 
circumstances -- 


<) Can you take it, please? 
4A Let me see if we do know here. 


0 Is it understood that if the United States 
happened to have a Syrian member of the armed forces fall into 
its hands that he or she would be returned? 


4 I think that's a very hypothetical situation. 
I think we will not choose to answer that one. 


°) John, is it more logical to leave it to the 
Syrians to say to whom they responded, to the Reagan 
Administration or to Mr. Jackson? 


A In fact, in their statement they said that 
they were responding to overtures both by the United States 
Government and the Reverend Jackson, but where you could put 
the weight on that, I guess you'd have to ask the Syrians. 


2) Do you have anything on the President of 
Nigeria and (inaudible) the U.S. Government supports the new 
military government? 
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a Yes, Nigeria. The United States suppcrts 
constitutional and representative government as essential 
to democracy and human freedom. We regret the removal of 
Nigeria's Government by unconstitutional means. However, 
the coup in Nigeria appears to have been an internal affair. 


We are looking towards working with the authori- 
ties there. 


0 Do you have any reason to doubt that there is a 
Libyan connection in the coup d'etat in Nigeria? 

oy I don't have anything for you on a Libyan 
connection in Nigeria. 

0 Can we get a copy of that statement? 

A Sure. 

0 Has the American Embassy, tne Ambassador, if 


he's present in Nigeria, been in touch the new leadership? 
You say you're looking forward to working with him. 


My I do not know whether that is the case, Don. 
We've been in contact with a number of American businessmen, 
American missionaries, to see how they are doing. All of 
them report themselves safe. There are about 7,100 
Americans in Nigeria. 


Insofar as travel to Nigeria is concerned, the 
International Airport remains closed. Telecommunications 
with the outside world remain shut off; a travel advisory 
recommending against travel to Nigeria is in effect. But I 
do not know whether our Embassy has been in touch with the 
new leadership. 


0 John, why is the U.S. Government is sup- 
porting all the dictators in the world. Are they intending 
to bring democracy to change a dictatorship? 


A I think the United States’ position on 
democratic -- 


0 Including Pakistan. 


A I think the United States’ position on 
democractic institutions and the need for them and the sup- 
port of their growth is well known. 


0 John, i€ this is an unconstitutionally placed 
government, why is the United States looking forward to 
working with it? 
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a Because it is the Government of Nigeria, as 
we understand it. 


0 And does its manner of coming to power affect 
any U.S. aid programs or any U.S. recommendations to the 
IMF? 


a Not that I'm aware at the moment. I presume 
that before any new agreements or bilateral accords were 
signed, there would be a period of time for review, but I'm 
not aware that any existing arrangements are in jeopardy. 


C Do you know whether President Shagari is 
alive or dead? 


My I don’t know. I can not say. 

0 A clarification. When you read the state- 
ment, did you say the United States is looking toward or 
looking forward? 

A I thought I said looking -- yes; I may have 
said “forward” but I should have said “looking towards 
working with the authorities.* 


0 Has any any working group inside the State 
Department been formed in the wake of the coup at all, or 
interagency? 

4 I can’t answer that. I don't know. 

0 Can you look into it. No? 

0 Any reaction, John, to Generali Buhari's state- 
ment, that some people accused of corruption will be 
jailed without trial? 


A No, I don't. 


0 Not even on human rights? 

A No, don't have any reaction to that 
statement. 

0 John, over the weekend there was a newspaper 


report that said that the United States had urged its 
friends in the Persian Gulf area not -- to further restrict 
trade with Iran; and also that the United States had told 
its friends in the Persian Gulf that a victory in that war 
by Iraq would not be <= should be prevented. 


Do you have any comment on that report? 
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4 Not in the kind of general way you raise it, 
Ralph; no. 


'e) Did tne United States -- 20 Questions -- did 
the United States tell its friends in Persian Gulf that vic- 
tory by Iran should be avoided at all costs? 


I, No. We've had a mission in the area, and I 
think the Press Office can provide you some guidance on 
that, but we wouldn't get into the extent or the detail of 
the diplomatic discussions anyway. 


) The United States maintain its previously 
Stated positions on Iran and Iraq? 

A Yes. Sure. 

0 As it pertains to that war? 

A Sure. 

0 Yesterday, Evans & Novak had a very 


interesting commentary in the Washington Post that the 
President has discussed with Mr. Shultz in the Oval Office a 
new strategy which deals that they will put more emphasis in 
peace in the West Bank rather than the President carrying 
the votes of the Jewish community in the United States. Do 
you have any comment on that? 


4 I*m afraid that one got by me. I didn't 
catch that one; sorry. 


0 A couple of Latin American questions. Do you 
have anything on a protest or a representation the United 
States made to Colombia about their refusal to extradite 
people accused of drug crimes? 


A NO. 


) And, second, do you have any current readout 
on the military situation in El Salvador? 





n Yes. We can confirm what I think is pretty 
much known. That the military headquarters at El Paraiso 
was overrun for five hours on December 30 by a sizeable 
guerrilla force, and that the Cuscatlan bridge over the Lempa 
River was destroyed on January l. 


These are serious developments but they're hardly 


irreversible. They point up again the need for continuing 
military assistance to El Salvador at increased levels. 
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0 Do you have anything on the Chinese Prime 
Minister's visit, and also whether the U.S. is prepared to 
sell out Taiwan in order to gain Chinese friendship? 


4 I think our position on Taiwan has been 
2dequately stated on a number of occasions. Happy to have 
you dig that out. And so far as the first part of the 
question is concerned, I think perhaps a little nearer the 
Prime Minister's visit, there would be a background briefing 


on this. 
0 What was that last sentence you made to El 
Salvador, please? "It points up the. . .* 
A The need for increased military assistance. 
) An increased military -- 
a Well, the need for continuing military 


assistance at increased levels. (Laughter) 


I thought my paraphrasing -- 


) Do you have numbers? 
° my I don't have numbers. 
0 What kinds of increased levels are you 
talking about, John? 
A Bernie just asked me if I had numbers, and I 
said no. 
0 Could we follow on El Salvador for a sec? Do 


you have anything on death squads? 


A No. 

0 No? 

4 Not beyond what we've said. 

0 How about <= anything on censorship? 

ny No. 

0 Can you look into that latter question, 


because they called up <-=- 


A Which latter question? 
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0 The question of censorship, that they were 
not -- they've been calling on news agencies in San Salvador 
and telling them not to report on anything but authorized 
and official information on -- 


a Is it a published report? 


0 Yes. 

4 Can you tell me where it was published so 
that <-- 

0 It was partly published in the New York 
Times. 


A How can we research the question if you don't 
tell me where it was published? 


e) Well, I'm sorry. It was published in the New 
York Times over the weekend. I can provide you with a 
dispatch on it. 


0 John, back to China? 
aay Yes. 


0 Can you tell us anything about Don 
Oberdorfer's report on the U.S.-China agreement? 


4 Yes. The U.S.=-PRC Industrial and 
Technological Cooperation Accord, which has been under nego- 
tiation since last spring, was recently completed in 
Beijing. We expect the Accord to be signed during the 
Premier's upcoming visit to Washington. 


0 Can you tell us what it covers? 
No. I have to refer you to Commerce for that. 
Can you tell us if copies can be released? 


ry 
0 
Ay Ot the agreement <-=- 
0 Yes. 

Py 


-- before it's signed? I doubt that we would 
release it before it's signed. 


0 There were re. .cs in London that Ambassador 
Dobrynin approached the South African Ambassador last week 
and warned him against any attempt to overthrow the Angolan 
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Government, and if any such attempt were tried, there could 
be serious consequences in terms of Soviet-South African 
relations. Do you have anything on that? 


a No, I don't. 

0 Also on the Russians, John, there's a report 
Out of Moscow that the Soviet Foreign Minister will not 
discuss disarmament matters when he meets Secretary Shultz in 
Stockholm. Do you have any comment on that? 


4 No. We expect to have a full discussion on a 
wide range of activities. 


0 Will that include Lebanon? 


A It might. 


0 Can I go back to Lebanon one second? 
a Sure. 
0 Do you have any comment on the statement by 


Senator Mondale that the United States should withdraw 
within 45 days its troops from Lebanon? 


A No. Congress made a determination about a 
time-frame for withdrawal, and that time-frame exists. I sup- 
pose if you keep changing that time-frame you would inject a 
note of inconsistency in U.S. foreign policy. 


0 He says, as I understand it, that his deci- 
Sion was based in part on the report by the Pentagon's blue 
ribbon committee. Do you think that changes the situation in 
some important respect in Lebanon? 


4 Not that I'm aware of. 

0 There was also a statement on the weekend 
that Chairman Arafat has officially rejected talks under the 
Reagan plan. Do you have any comment on that, and does that 
dash off any hopes that the Administration had of reviving 
the talks with King Hussein? 


A No. Our position on the September 1 ini- 
tiative remains unchanged. 


0 Anything more on Angola from last week? 


rs NO. 
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0 John, do you have any comment on a Newsweek 
report that the El Salvador guerrillas may be preparing an 
offensive to disrupt the presidential election in March? 





A No. No, I don't. 


0 And on Argentina, do you have any comment on 
the judicial process that's going on there? 


A No. 
O Thank you. 
a Okay. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:05 P.M.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, all. A couple of 
announcements up front. Firstly, the availability of the 
document, The Quest for Peace. Available in the Press 
Office after today's briefing will be copies of a publication 
called The Quest for Peace, which is a compilation of 
U.S. pu c statements and documents relating to the Arab- 
Israeli peace process from 1967 through 1983. The publica- 
tion was prepared by the Office of the Historian in the 
Bureau of Public Affairs. 








Secondly, Secretary Shultz's trip to Stockholm. A 
couple of additions: The Secretary will travel to London, 
January 15 and 16 for consultations with Her Majesty's Government 
enroute to the opening session of the Conference on Security- 
and Confidence-Building Measures and Disarmament in Europe in 
Stockholm. Before returning to Washington, he will visit 
Oslo on January 19 for consultations with the Norwegian 
Government. ° 


And thirdly, just a point on Ambassador Quainton: As 
you know, we don't discuss Presidential appointments. 
However, we want to discount any misleading impressions con- 
cerning our Ambassador to Nicaragua, Mr. Quainton. If and when 
Ambassador Quainton moves to a new assignment, that will be 
normal rotation. He has done a fine job in Nicaragua. We 
have great confidence in him. When he does move, he will 
proceed to another important assignment. 


Our ambassadors serve at the pleasure of the 
President. Neither Dr. Kissinger nor anybody else outside 
the Government is responsible for the appointment of 
ambassadors, and Dr. Kissinger made no recommendation to the 
Administration that Ambassador Quainton be replaced. 


That's all I have up front. I don't have a very 
fat book, but I'll be happy to proceed. 


Q Did Mr. Kissinger make any comment on the ser- 
vice of Mr. Quainton? 


4 I don't know. I guess you would have to 
ask Dr. Kissinger. I'm talking about the process and the 
authority. 











Q Anything received by this Department? 

A Not to my knowledge. 

Q Are his two years up? 

Mn I think he has been there -- I'm not quite 


sure on the tenure. It's not quite two years, I think. 


Q Let me go back briefly on the trip. The 
Secretary will be leaving here on the 15th? 


fy If January 15th is the Saturday, he'll leave on 
that Saturday evening; be in London Sunday; go on to 
Stockholm; and then be in Oslo, I guess it's the Thursday. 
Sunday is the 15th. 
Sunday is the 15th? 


I thought he was leaving -- 


"2 © > O 


Sunday is the 14th. 


By O.K. Can we check that? I thought he was 
leaving Saturday night, and I still think he is leaving 
Saturday night. 


Q Sunday night? 

ay Saturday night. 

(Laughter) 

Q Is Oslo an overnight? 

My Oslo will, at the moment, will be an overnight. 
think we will leave late on Wednesday, Stockholm, spend that 
night in Oslo, and part of the next day, and come back on the 
Thursday. 

Q Will London-- 

Q The sun never comes up. 

oN If we leave on Saturday night, we will arrive 
in London Sunday morning, and I'm not quite sure whether we 


overnight in London, and go on to Stockholm early next 
morning. I think we do. I think we do. 








Q John, can I try one more on -- 
My On what date we leave? 


Q No, on the Kissinger thing. Your statement 
said that Kissinger made no recommendation that he be 
replaced, so your statement says something about what Kissinger 
said, or says what Kissinger didn't say. Would you be willing to 
say what else Kissinger didn't say? 


A I don't know. (Laughter) I've long since 
learned in Washington, this is a gossipy town and I cannot 
possibily verify what everybody says to everybody else in 
this town and don't intend to, but I think this arises from the 
New York Times story of this morning in which Dr. Kissinger 
denies that he was involved in any way in any decision that 
might be made about Ambassador Quainton and what we're doing 
is agreeing with that position. 





Q But making a recommendation that he be 
replaced and informing the White House, or complaining to the 
White House about his conduct, are two very different things. 


My Yes, they'd be two very different things. 


Q You said that he didn't do one. Will you say 
that he didn't do the other? 


aN You'll nave to ask Dr. Kissinger what comments 
he might have made about this case, if any. I don't know. 
What I'm saying is I'm talking about the process and the 
authority and making the point Dr. Kissinger was not and is 
not involved in that kind of a decision. 


Q Did Kissinger have anything to do with the 
fact that you have offered this statement today? 


Sy I think Dr. Kissinger took a healthy interest 
in the New York Times item this morning. 





Q John, do you have any comment on the new 
Israeli raids in the Bekaa Valley in Lebanon and their 
timing? 


A No, I don't. We were not informed in advance; 
don't have any readout for you on the outcome of the raids, 
and don't have any comment on then. 





Q To follow up, do you have any further infor- 
mation on the time and date -- time and place of the meeting 
for the joint Israeli-U.S. Commission? 


a I do not. The last I heard it was -- the 
thinking was January, but I do not know whether -- and my 
recollection is that it probably will be in Washington, and I 
think the time was January, but I do not have a date. Let me 
take a look and see whether we can get anything on that for you. 


Q Do you have any information on the resumption 
of the National Reconciliation Conference, when and where? 


A No; don't. 


Q There's more talk in Israel now about the 
withdrawal of Israeli forces from Lebanon without waiting for 
a Syrian similar withdrawal. How does the Administration 
feel about that? 


oN I don't think we would -- I'm not aware of 
what specific reports you're referring to in Israel. Our 
position is clear: Withdrawal of all foreign forces from 
Lebanon is what we're aiming for. 


Q Would we support the unilateral withdrawal of 
Israel from Lebanon at this time? 


My I think that is something that the various 
parties have to talk through themselves and make their deci- 
sions about, and at that time we might have a view cn it. 

Q Where is Mr. Rumsfeld today? 

4 Rumsfeld is in Beirut today. 

Q Will he go to Damascus? 

Q Who has he seen? 


A I don't know who he has seen today, and don't 
have anything for you on his onward travel plans. 


Let me just check and see whether <= anybody know 
who he has seen today? No. Not yet. 


Q John, is it your understanding that there is a 
security plan in Lebanon which is very close to being 
accepted by most of the combatants and could, in fact, go 
into effect -- 
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A, I think if -=- there is discussion of such a 
plan. If such a plan were to come to fruition, that would 
please us, and we would consider it to be a positive step. 


Q As it's presently being discussed in public, 
it would seem it would provide an opportunity for, at very 
least, redeployment of Marine forces, if not withdrawal of some 
of them. Is that the proper inference? 


A In what sense do you mean “redeployment?” 


Q If, for example, the airport were to be 
declared a neutral area, or if indeed there were promises 
that there would be no firing on them there, the Marines 
could presumably go somewhere else, or home. 


My Yes. I'm saying “yes” in that I heard your question; 
not “yes” to the question of redeployment. Don't have anything 
on that. As you know, there has been some discussion on 
deployment of the Marines within their present mission area 
and within the existing mandate, and I'm sure that discussion 
goes on, but I don't have anything on any different plan or 
redeployment outside that area. 


Q John, are those discussions related to the 
reports of the near agreement on the security plan -- 


fy No. 
Q -- and/or the political agreement? 


y No. I think that's the kind of on-going 
review of the Marines’ situation in light of the security 
Situation that has been going on for some time, and undoub- 
tedly would continue, given the dangers and pressures of the 
day. 


Q John, can you confirm reports on Grenada, when the 
United States sent troops to that island last October it 
notified the Cubans in advance of its intentions to do so? 


fy I think we have answered that question before 
and offered you some guidance on it which <= undoubtedly it 
could be dug up. 


Q As a follow-up, can you tell me who made this 
decision to notify the Cubans? 


4 Why don't you get the guidance that we gave 
before, and I think that may answer your question. 


Marvin? 














Q On that security plan though, if that were to 
work -- and I know that your answer was conditional, as you 
answered it before --but if it were to work, could it not be 
seen as being a reason to withdraw the Marines? 


A I don't know about that, Marvin. I think it 
will be a welcome development in that it would be con- 
sciidation of the government's authority over a wider area 
that is not occupied by foreign forces and that would be 
welcome, but I wouldn't make the jump to the MNF. 

? 

Q And,one of these -- one of the ideas in that 
security plan, it would affect about forty percent of the 
country. So would any serious thought be given to pulling 
the Marines out until such time as you felt that the writ of the 
government extended over all of the country? 


4 I think the President has talked about his own 
thoughts about withdrawal of the Marines and when that might 
occur and how that might occur, and I think I won't attempt 
to go beyond what he said. 


Q Because this fits in with the first point that 
he made. 


A As I say, I think if this matures -- it's a 
Lebanese initiative -- it would be welcome. I think it would 
be an indication of growing stability. Obviously, that is a 
factor in our overall thinking about Lebanon, but I wouldn't 
try to relate it to the departure of the Marines. 





Q John, I'm confused between what you're saying 
and what some of the questions are carrying. What is it 
you're welcoming? 


A The reports of a Lebanese plan in conjunction 
with various factions to extend the authority of the govern- 
ment and the military into areas presently not totally 
policed by the central government. 


Q Wasn't that one of the approaches agreed upon 
when President Gemayel was here a few weeks ago? 


A It may -- I mean, it wouldn't surprise me. It 
obviously is something that everybody has been enthusiastic 
about. 


Q Don't you have any comment on the events of 
Tunisia yesterday? 





A Not a great deal. I can give you a iittle update 
on the situation there and the Americans there. 


There have been no reports of injury or harm to 
Americans in Tunisia. There has been no substantial 
damage to American property, although some cars owned by 
Americans were damaged by indiscriminate throwing of rocks by 
passing demonstrators. The crouble in Tunisia has not been 
aimed at foreigners or at Americans in particular. 


There are about 740 Americans registered with the 
Embassy and resident in Tunisia. This figure includes U.S. 
citizens with the Embassy and other U.S. government offices 
as well as citizens employed by American companies, mostly 
petroleum companies in Tunisia, and also some private citi- 
zens. Obviously, there may be some American tourists in 
Tunisia in addition to those figures. 


There's no official travel advisory notice warning 
U.S. citizens against traveling to Tunisia, but it might be 
prudent for those contemplating travel there to wait until 
the law and order situation is back to normal. 


Q John, how do you read the so-called coor- 
dination between the Libyan and the Tunisian Governments, 
which sounds very odd, taking the past experience in 
consideration? 


a Don't have any analysis or comment for you. 
Q El Salvador? 
A Sure. 


Q Any thoughts on reports that the Salvadorans 
are not moving quickly enough to curb death squad activity? 


as Yes. Don't agree with that suggestion. 
While the press reports differ in their appraisal of 
progress to date, the United States' assessment is that 
positive steps are being taken. 


We're not prepared to offer a comprehensive state- 
ment at this point, but among those steps are the December 
19 arrest of Captain Eduardo Avila which we hope will 
further a resolution in the case of the death of our two 
American land reform advisors, the transfer of military officers, 
and the public commitment of the Salvadoran military to deal 
with the issue. 








The important point is that the leadership of both 
the Administration and the Government of El Salvador have 
made clear a determination to deal with the problems of 
extremist violence as rapidly as possible. We should look 
at the overall progress achieved rather than the means by 
which it is obtained. 


We would expect these steps to continue but cannot 
confirm as authoritative the specific dates and numbers 
suggested in some press reports. 


Q Have they then removed the 25 principal 
Suspects that the U.S. wanted to be removed? 


A As I say, I can't confirm specific numbers. 


Q What is your analysis of the fact that the -- 
in the orders of the day yesterday, there were no major 
changes in the military lineup? That was taken as the 
Signal that the government was really ignoring your plea. 


4 Not responding specificially to that point, 
Barrie, but we think progress is being made. We think 
they are being responsive, ‘and have heard very clearly our 
message which was clearly communicated, and that there is 
progress on this front. , 


' a Does that mean you're satisfied with what's 
been done? 


My One always wants more progress, swifter. I 
think that's a fair statement, but we think progress is 
being made. We're satisifed that progress is being made. 


Q Can we have a copy of the statement you made 
a moment ago? 


A Sure. 


Q Do you have any elaboration on your 
Suggestion yesterday that an increase in military aid may be 
sought? 


4 No, we've made no secret of the fact that the 
current level of military assistance is clearly inadequate, 
but at this point we're not prepared to offer any specif.c 
comment on any possible supplemental requests. 


Q How inadequate? How do you define them? 


A That it’s not adequate. 











Q Would you have some ballpark figures on how 
much you're -=- 


a No, don't have any figures. 


Q Would you quarrel with the $100 million 
figure in the -- 


A Don't have any figures for you. 


Q Has El Salvador asked the United States help 
for restoring that big bridge that was blown up? 


ny I'm sorry? 


Q Has El Salvador asked for some assistance 
from the U.S. for restoring that bridge that the guerrillas 
blew up? 


A I don't know, Don. I don't know. 
Q Could you find out if that's the case? 
A We'll take a look at it; sure. 


Q Do you have any comment to the “33 Democrats 
that are saying that the position of President Reagan to 
wait for the certification of El Salvador human rights is in 
contradiction with Section 7 of Article I of the 
Constitution? 


A No. 
Q No comment at all? 


By No. Our position on certification was made 
Clear at the time, and I think the Administration's actions 
on the human rights front in Salvador have spoken for them- 
selves since then. 


Q New subject? 


Q No, no. Could you elaborate a little bit on 
what you -=- when you said the Salvadoran Government has 
tranferred military advisors, what significance does that 
have? 


BN I think that means that those -- I guess I'm 
just going to stand on those words. (Laughter) I guess I'm 
just going to stand on those words for rather obvious 
reasons. 














10 : 


Q On a related question, on Mexican death 
squads. Now that Guadalupe Mendoza Espinoza has attempted 
the assassination by stabbing of a political rival, Juan 
Perez of the Mexican Labor Party, has the State Department 
in any way changed its policy toward his party, the National 
Action Party in Mexico? 


Ay “I'm not aware of any change towards his 
party. 


Q Okay, can you take it, because in the past 
you have invited leaders of the PAN to diplomatic recep- 
tions, you've claimed that they're a legitimate, political 
faction in Mexico, and treated them as a legitimate, politi- 
cal faction? 


Although their leaders have publicly threatened 
violence, and now one of their leaders has engaged in an 
attempted stabbing of a political opponent, it seemed to me 
that there might be a re-evaluation in order. In fact, 
there might even be any examination of those in the 
Department who recommended this policy toward the PAN to 
begin with? 


A Not that I'm aware of. 
Mike? ’ 


Q Do you have anything new for us on the 
Situation in Nigeria? 


aN An update insofar as <= the situation 
throughout Nigeria is calm; appears to be returning to nor- 
mai. The international airports are open; the curfew has 
been lifted. 


It's also reported that telecommunications contact 
with the outside world is in the process of being restored, 
but at last report the land borders of Nigeria were still 
closed. 


We still have a travel advisory in effect because 
although the airports are open, the problem of communicating 
with Nigeria remains. In addition, one may expect that the 
backlog of travelers will create delays. Our Embassy there 
is monitoring the situation closely, and the advisory will 
be revised or rescinded as soon as conditions warrant. 


Our Embassy in Lagos and our Consulate in Kaduna 
have been in touch with a number of American business firms, 
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and missionary organizations and individuals. They're all 
reported safe. There have been no incidents of violence 
directed against Americans or other foreigners. 


Insofar as contact with the new government is con- 
cerned, the heads of diplomatic missions to Nigeria have 
been convoked by the new government today, and our charge 
d'affaires plans to attend. 


That's really about all I have. 
Q Copy, please? 
ay Yes; sure. 


Q Anything on the political or physical health 
of the deposed president, or his whereabouts? 


4 Not really. Seen the reports about 
ex-President Shagari and other senior members of his govern- 
ment being taken into custody. I don't wish to speculate on 
what the new government may do, but consistent with our 
general concerns on such matters, it's our hope that any 
action taken will be in accord with due process and will 
maintain Nigeria's positive record with regard to human 
rights in general. 


Q Could you say something about the foreign 
policy implications of the release of Lieutenant Goodman? 


4 I think the President's words yesterday and 
the Secretary's words, and the Deputy Secretary's words 
really cover the ground, Dana. 


Q John, just in that connection, the Reverend 
Jackson described the release as a breakthrough for peace. 
Will the Department agree with that description? 


a I think the President and the Secretary 
characterized the release of Lieutenant Goodman in terms of 
their hopes for the future of U.S.-Syrian relations, and I 
think that's where we would stand. 


Q And do you see this as an opportunity for the 
U.S. to take a new initiative, a new step? 


ms It's not a question of taking a new step. 
It's a question of continuing the kind of diplomatic inti- 
tiative that we've had underway. 














12 


As you know, Ambassador Rumsfeld is back in the 
area. After having had consultations here, there are con- 
Sultations through other diplomatic channels, and those will 
go forward vigorously. 


Q is the point now -- if you could help us in 
this sense -- is the point now to try, for example, to take 
the security plan, which is being discussed by the Lebanese, 
and try to encourage that through to a final result, to 
fruition, or are you taking this and trying to move it in 
another direction? 


a I think that successful conclusion and imple- 
mentation of the security plan in Lebanon would be a posi- 
tive step. As you know, we are looking towards national 
reconciliation, and I think President Gemayel and others are 
working toward that end. And, of course, beyond that is the 
ultimate goal of the withdrawal of foreign forces. There's 
movement, certainly, on those fronts. 


Q John, has a time been set for the briefing on 
the Zhao Ziyang visit? 


4 I don't think a time has been set. I think 
it is likely to be Monday, but we'll get back to you as soon 
as we -- 


Q After he arrives? 

oy You're talking about the Chinese Premier? 

Q Yes. 

A Monday; yes. 

Q Some forces in Lebanon are saying that the 
Israeli behavior, especially with the air raids against the 


Bekaa Valley, is an attempt to foil the Gemayel plan for 
security. 


Ay Some sources are saying that? 


Q Forces. i mean forces; some national forces 
inside Lebanon. Yes. Those who are supposed to get into 
agreement with Mr. Gemayel. 


A Haven't seen <= I don't see what evidence 
there is to bear out that thesis. 
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Q John, Lebanon: You just ran through a couple 
of things on our goals in Lebanon. You said our ultimate 
objective is the withdrawal of foreign forces, and then you 
said there's movement on those fronts; we're getting closer 
to the withdrawal of foreign forces. I mean, is there 
progress on that? 


a I don't want to electrify you. Work con- 
tinues towards that goal, shall we say. 


Q John, Izvestia described Jackson's success in 
the Goodman negotiations as a political victory for Jackson 
over Reagan. Does the Administration agree with that 
assessment? 





A We rarely agree with Izvestia. 





Q Now, you described -- another question, on 
the same subject. You've described Jackson's mission as a 
private mission? 


“a Correct. 


Q Presumably, you have reason to believe he 
wasn't acting as an agent of the U.S. Government. 


a Yes. 


Q How do you know he wasn't acting as an agent 
of some other government? 


a Why don't you ask Reverend Jackson? 


Q We have asked him. He hasn't denied the 
funding he gets from Muammar Quaddafi, amongst others. Why 
aren't you aware of that? 


A Are you seeking to ask intelligent questions 
Or are you seeking to use this as some kind of political 
platform? 


Q I would stack the intelligence of my 
questions against -- 


A Are there anymore intelligent, journalistic 
-- if you don't be quiet, I will have your microphone turned 
off. 


Q Do you have anything, John, on a buildup of 
Indian divisions along the Paki border? 
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No. 

Any reports of that? 

No. 

Can you look into it? 

Be glad to look into it. 


John, do you have anything on Ambassador 


Stone's travels? 


A 


Stone is -- was today, early. this morning, in 


Honduras; went on to Costa Rica, and will be in El Salvador 
late today, overnighting there. Nothing beyond that for 


you. 
Q 


A 


Q 


and Nicaragua? 


No Nicaragua stop you can tell us about? 
Nothing I can tell you about. No. 


Where is the dialogue now, between Contadora 


°y Proceeding. 

Q It is proceeding? 

A Yes. Trust me. 

Q On the U.N. Secretary General's, I guess, 
refusal to keep on the job a Soviet defector <= he asked to 


stay on the job until he, I think, gets American -- 


A 


Yes, I think our Mission at the U.N. may be 


happy to answer that question. 


Q 


A 


Thank you. 


Okay. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:55 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: 0O.K. Good afternoon. I don't have 
any announcements. Be happy to take your questions. 


Q Alan, can you comment on the comments by 
Foreign Minister Gromyko regarding the resumption of missile 
talks, duplicity of the United States to be deploying missi- 
les while calling for resumption of the talks? 


A The tone and substance of the Soviet state- 
ment were unfortunate, but not particularly new. For a 
speech with the supposed purpose of criticizing hypocrisy 
and polemics, the use of such rhetoric as “propagandistic 
narcotics" seemed strained, to say the least, and undercut 
Mr. Gromyko's assertions that the Soviet Union was “not 
lacking in good will” to reduce international tensions. 


For our part, we have made clear that we are 
interested in pursuing a serious, businesslike and construc- 
tive dialogue with the Soviets on the full range of issues 
between our two countries. That will continue to be our 
app. ach to the Secretary's meeting with Mr. Gromyko this 
Jan ory 18th. 


Q On that point, how does this affect the 
atmosphere of those talks, though? What is the attitude you 
find expressed by the - 


A I think I will stand on that guidance. 

Q Alan, can we have a copy of that statement? 

A Sure. 

Q Can you comment on <= I know you're not going 


to, but I have to ask == can you comment on how the Gromyko 
statement differs from Secretary Shultz’ comments prior to 
the last scheduled meeting the two men were to have and the 
agenda for that meeting? 


a Well, I don't — 
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Q You commented on this agenda. I thought you 
might comment on the first. 
oy In terms of the agenda, I don't have a com- 


ment other than, as I say, Our approach is serious, business- 
like, constructive, and looking toward the full range of 
issues. 


Q That's this time. It wasn't the last time, 
was it? 


A Well, the last time, obviously, we had a 
particular circumstance. 


Q Has there been any agreement with the Soviet 
Union on the agenda, or has the matter been discussed with 
them yet? 


pt I think that the question of specifics cer- 
tainly has been discussed, Bernie, but I don't have anything 
to offer you beyond what I've said. 


Q Was it discussed when Ambassador Dobrynin met 
with the Secretary? 

fy I think that is a fair assumption. 

Q Are other meetings of that sort scheduled 


before the meeting in Stockholm? 


A Are other meetings scheduled-- 
Q Yes. 
ra -- between now and then? I don't Know, 


Marvin, whether there are or not. 


Q How would you describe the Secretary's atti- 
tude toward these meetings? Is he enthusiastic about seeing 
Mr. Gromyko, or would he rather stay at home? 


fy Mike, I really am going to stick with the 
Statement I've given you. I think it is quite adequate to 
describe the U.S. approach, including the Secretary's per- 
sonal approach. 


Q There are reports out of Beirut that the 
Lebanese Government, as part of this package to arrange a 
security agreement with the other factions in Lebanon, is 











asking the Multinational Force, including the Americans, to 
supply some kind of back-up support for the Lebanese forces 
if they move out into new areas. 


Has the U.S. actually received such a request? 
Does it have any:sopinion about it? 


A I'm not sure what you mean by, or what the 
reports mean by “back-up” on that, Bernie. I guess I'm not 
going to get into the question of the specifics of the 
dialogue. We've discussed the role and the mission and the 
mandate frequently -- and I hope consistently -- and that 
hasn't changed, so that I don't have anything new to offer 
you in that respect. 


Q In the wake of the Jackson trip and so forth, 
has there been any kind of follow-up at all between the 
United States and Syria? 


A I don't have anything to offer you today on 
that. 


Q Has anything happened, or you have nothing 
that you know about? 


My I just don't have anything to offer you. If 
I did, I would offer it to you. 


Q Alan, since the State Department worked with 
and reportedly briefed the Reverend Jesse Jackson, who, as you 
probably know, in front of the President and Secretary 
Shultz, said at the White House yesterday -- does the State 
Department agree with Mr. Jackson's statement regarding 
Lieutenant Goodman, that "The Syrians had the right to kill 
him"? 

My Lester, I'm not going to try to go back to 
rehash the issue. I would guess I'd have to say I don't -- 

I didn't see that statement, frankly. 


Q There were 26 television cameras focused, and 
it is -=- 


a I guess I missed all 26. 











Q I can play it if you'd like to hear it. 
a I'm not disputing you. I didn't hear it. 


Q All I want to know is, if the State 
Department that briefed this man has nothing to say when he 
suggests -- 


AD I don't think anybody suggested in the U.S. 
Government that they had the right to kill him, and I -- 


Q He was a guest of the White House, and he did 


it right in front of Secretary Shultz. Has Shultz said 
anything? 


Would you -- 
I think I've just answered your question. 
No, you didn't. 


Yes. 
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But how do you feel, Alan, do you agree with 
this, that the Syrians had the right to kill Lt. Goodman or 
not? 


oy As I just said, Lester -- but you were too 
busy interrupting -=- nobody in the U.S. Government that I'm 
aware of has ever said the Syrians had the right to kill him. 
And that's -- 


Q You would deny this statement, and he was 
wrong? 


Ah I will address you in terms of what the U.S. 
policy is. I'm not going to respond -- 


Q Will you deny the statement and repudiate it, 
Alan? 


aN I haven't personally seen the statement, and 
I can't address it. I'm telling you what the policy is -- 


Q Oh, come on. 


4 -- and our position is, Lester. 


I haven't heard the Secretary address the icsue. 











Q What about Goodman saying that he was punched 
by the Syrians? Have you had any official reaction on that? 


A As far as I know, he -- 
' 


Q I forget the exact phrasing. 


a I've seen some reports on that. I don't know 
that he has been fully debriefed, and I think that one would 
have to get his debriefing before one could comment on that. 
Obviously, one would be concerned -- the U. S. Government 
would be concerned if that is the case. 


I didn't hear him; I saw some press reports which 
had talked about that when, I guess, they were still in 
Syria; but I don't have anything to confirm it or to comment 
on it at this time. 


Q To go back to Bernie's question about back-up 
Support on the MNF, and you went and said, “We've stated our 
policy on the MNF many times," which is certainly true. 


A Yes. 


Q At a certain point, about a year or so ago, 
it was the idea that if the Lebanese army could move out, the 
MNF would move into certain positions and provide that kind 
of back-up support. But it seems as though the political 
and diplomatic climate has now changed. So the question, I 
think, is a valid one: Do you see the MNF role and the 
American part in it as backing up the Lebanese army as and 
if it should move beyond its current positions? 


A I can't answer that in a specific way, 
Marvin, because first of all, it poses a hypothetical 
Situation in terms of what may happen with the Lebanese 
Armed Forces. But the mandate is within the Beirut area. 


Q Right. 


A And specifically, how the MNF would carry out 
the mandate, which is in all the public documents and all 
the statements we've talked about, within that, I can't spe- 
culate for you in that situation. I think we'd have to wait 
and see. 


Q And could you tell us, in fact, whether there 
is such a request in from the Lebanese Government? 














a As I said, I don't think I can really get 
into the question of what sorts of requests have or have not 
been made. 


Q Alan, can you tell us your analysis of the 
current state of play on the negotiations for a new security 
arrangement in Lebanon, who has signed on, who hasn't, who 
may be about to? 


ay No, I really can't. The negotiations are 
currently underway about improving the security situation in 
certain areas of Lebanon, and extending the authority of the 
central government into those areas with the approval of the 
various communities that are involved. That is an ongoing 
process, and until it is agreed and in place, or at least 
announced, I think it would be inappropriate and probably 
unhelpful to comment from here, so I will decline to 
(inaudible) 


Q There are reports that the Syrians and the 
Israelis have given their blessing to it. Any thoughts on that? 


4 I can't really address that. I think you 
would have to ask the parties directly concerned. 


Excuse me. Did I hear Mr. Schieffer's voice? 
No, I didn't. 


MR. SCHIEFFER: He asked my question. 
4 All right. Sorry. 
O.K. Go ahead. 


Q Is Mr. Rumsfeld having any negotiations or 
what is (inaudible) 


Q What role did Mr. Rumsfeld, the Middle East 
envoy -- 


A My usual and John's usual inability and 
reticence to comment on Ambassador Rumsfeld's activities -- 
he's in Beirut today. 


Q What role is the U.S. playing in these 
maneuvers taking place within the Lebanese political 
context? 








a We certainly are talking to a lot of people, 
but beyond that, I would really not have any kind of 
characterization to offer you. This is their plan that 
they're talking about and their effort. 


Q Do we have anybody on the scene there aside 
from Bartholomew and Rumsfeld? 


A Well, Ambassador Bartholomew is there; 
Ambassador Rumsfeld has now returned to the area. But this 
is, basically, something that is going on within the 
Government of Lebanon and the other groups that are 
concerned. It's not a U.S. effort. 


Q Are you all for it? 


fy We are for anything which will promote the 
objectives of expanding the authority of the central govern- 
ment and establishing peace and accomplishing the other goals 
that we have talked about -- getting the foreign forces out 
and so on. 


Q Alan, dust one other question, please: At what 
point in geography does the word “peacekeeping” come to the 
end of its role, in Lebanese geography? 


4 I'd refer you back, Bernie, to the letters 
which went up to the Hill. When the U.S. MNF contingent 
went out there, it talked about the Beirut area. I'm not 
prepared to try and get a map out to define that specifi- 
cally, but that is the geographic boundary as of this 


point. 


Q Alan, do you have any reading of the impact 
of the Israeli raid on Balbek <= the number of people 
killed, the extent to which there may or may not have been 
Civilian casualties? 

A I don't have anything on it. 

Q Do you have any comment on the -- 


A Don't have anything. 


Q Would it be fair for us to conclude from your 
comments about the Lebanese security agreement that the U.S. 
is afraid to publicly and strongly endorse the process that 
is going on for fear of giving it the kiss of death with 
Syria? 











“ No. I don*t think I'd get that dramatic. 
I think that the point is that it is something that is going 
on within Lebanon. It's obviously a complicated and sen- 
Sitive issue, and there is simply no positive purpose to be 
served by commenting on it from here. 


Q Picking up Barrie's question, the United 
States has no comment on this latest Israeli round of bombing? 


A No. I think John was asked about this 
yesterday -- 


Q But today? 


A -- and he stated we had not been inforned, 
which is the case. Other than : at, (inaudible) 


Q You don't see this as a cycle of violence and 
so forth? 

ay I don't have any comment on it. 

Q Alan, senior Israeli officials expressed 


their concern today as to what they expect as U.S.-Syrian 
dialogue that could result in things that wouldn't make 
Israel happy. Have you been informed formally by such -- 


a Frankly, I don't know whether that thought 
has been formally expressed to us or not, but I wouldn't 
be able to get into it if I did. The fact of dialogue be- 
tween the United States and various parties in the Middle 
East is there, and we have indicated that we intend to continue 
dialogue. But our policy and our objectives are also laid 
out, and those have not changed. 


-- MORE -- 








Q Alan, why can‘t you comment on this raid 
yesterday? You say that you haven't been informed. In 
light of your strategic agreement and whatever you just did 
with Israel on November 29th, doesn't any responsibility 
fall somewhere that this could <= like Bernie said -- 
escalate the violence in the area? 


on (A), = don’t have anything to offer you on it 
and, (6), I think that by bringing in the results of the visit 
by the Prime Minister here, you're skewing the nature of 
that visit and the results of it; so I'd refer you back to 
what was said specifically about that visit, but I don't 
have any comment to offer you on that. 


Q Is it justifiable or unjustifiable? Is it 
defensive or offensive? I mean, how do you see this? 


4 I just don’t have anything for you on that. 


Q Alan, to go back to the Gemayel plan, can you 
tell us anything about what effect this might have on the 
May 17th agreement, and what's the current U.S. policy 
towards that agreement? Has there been any change? 


aN I don't know what you're calling the “Gemayel 
plan.” If you're talking about the things that have been 
talked about in the paper -- 


Q Yes. 


A -- in the last few days, I'm not sure I 
necessarily see a relevance to it. In any case, our position 
on the May 17th agreement has not changed. We continue to 
support it. 


Q Alan, would you quarrel with the view that 
our reluctance even to express regret over the loss of life 
in this latest Israeli strike in Lebanon at least indicates a 
tacit approval on our part of what is going on? 


A No, I wouldn't draw any lessons or anything 
from it other than that I don’t have anything to offer you 
on it. 


Q Alan, when will the joint commission -- 
American and Israeli commission -- resume or meet? 
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A I think that this was asked yesterday 
and we got an answer that's going to be posted. My 
recollection is that it has not been set as of this point, 
but people are looking toward later this month. We'll just 
have to keep you posted when that happens. 


Q The Israelis announced that this will be by 
the last week of January. 


y That could be. I'm not aware that that 
actually has been, myself -- in checking it this morning, I'm 
not aware that that had been set. It may be that that's 
what they're looking towards and what we're looking towards, 
but I don't have an announcement or any information that it has 
been finally agreed at this point. I don't dispute the idea 
that might happen. 


Q To follow up -- I mean technically, this com- 
mission will deal with such a thing if there is an attack -- 
for example, if Israel will launch any attack -- to coordinate 
that with the Americans or not? 


oN No, no. To go back to the briefings that 
were given at the time. This is not a planning group of that 
sort. Go back and look at the briefings. I think you'll 
find it's quite a different -- 


Q It is not for any discussion, or any coor- 
dination of policy or anything? 

a Let me refer you back to the briefings that 
were offered at the time of the visit, and I think you'll 
find that they lay out the parameters of that commission. 


Q Alan, do you have any reports of a PLO 
withdrawal from Lebanon? 


Bay Beyond the evacuation from Tripoli? 


Q Beyond. 


4 Do I have a report on that or not? 
Q Being withdrawn into Syria. 
ay I don't. 


Q Alan, a two-part, if I may. 
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The Pentagon said this morning that they asked the 
International Red Cross to treat Lieutenant Goodman as a 
prisoner of war. Does the State Department agree or 
disagree? 


fy I'd refer you to what the Pentagon said 
about that. 


Q Well, I mean what is the State 
Department's feeling? What was he == a prisoner of 
war, hostage, Kidnap victim, what? How do you describe 
him? This is certainly international relations. 


a I wouldn't dispute what the Pentagon said 
about it. For the technical aspect you'd have to ask the 
ICRC. 


Q Sure, O.K. 


Does the State Department know of any expertise in 
diplomatic or humanitarian projects possessed by Mr. Tom 
Porter, who was in the Jackson entourage of 14 that flew to 
Damascus? And he was Jesse Jackson's campaign manager. 


I' ask this because there are churches raising money to 
pay for this trip, and I wondered if Mr. Porter is known to 
you to have any expertise in humanitarian -- 


Ys Lester, I don't know anything about anybody 
Q You don't. You've never heard of Porter? 
A It has nothing to do with what I've heard or 


haven't heard of a private group -- 

Q Well, what does the State Department -- 

my -- and you'd have to go to the -- 

Q Sure. No, no <= what does the State 
Department feel was the purpose of a campaign manager in 
this allegedly purely humanitarian endeavor? Do you have 
any ideas? 


A You can ask the people who were involved in 
that. 


Q I will. 
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Q Alan, about the question here, there is -- as 
you probably know this morning -- a report that an Israeli offi- 
cial said that the United States tacitly approves of these 
Israeli bombings. Can you deny that? 

A I'm not going to go off of the position that 
I've given you, which is I don't have anything to give you 
on it. So I'm not going to address what an Israeli official 
Said or didn't say. 

Q Excuse me, Alan. I mean there is a direct 
report by an Israeli official saying that the United States 
tacitly approves this. I'm not asking you to comment on it. 

A That -- 


Q Do yOu approve or do you not? Can you deny 
it? Would you say, "No, we do not approve"? 


A Neither on the basis of your question nor any 
of the other questions do I have anything to say to you 
about that. 


Q The Fatah Central Committee reached a number 
of decisions. Did you have any comment on that? 


A Don't have anything on that. 


Q I want to bring you back to this question of the 
Israeli bombing, Alan. 


A Yes. 


Q You have in the past, when there's been such 
a strike, talked about cycles of violence and so forth. 


fy Sometimes. 
Q Not recently, right. 


Why is there this "No comment" at this particular 
point? 


fy I don't have anything to offer you on it. 
Q For what reason? 


fy I don't have anything to offer you on it. 
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Q Alan, are you expecting something later 
today? 


A Am I expecting something later? No, I don't 
think particularly. 


Q Alan, can you say that we should draw no 
lessons from your refusal to comment on this, that your 
decision-making is purely capricious and reflects no -- 


A No. 

Q -- rational decision-making process? 

A I don't think you should do that, Stan. 

Q Well, then we have to draw lessons from it. 
Q What other conclusions can we reach, Alan? 


Q Have there been civilians -- at least, 
according to Larry Pintak, CBS and all of the networks, and 
this morning all of the newspapers, showing devastation anu 
destructions of homes and other things? And I believe I 
find it rather insensitive that the State Department will 
not come and make a statement whether it's approve or 
disapprove, condemn or not condemn, or anything. 


4 Look, the tragedy -- 


Q This really makes us wonder what's this 
policy all about. 


on There is a lot of tragedy and ioss of human 
life going on in that region and in that country. That we 
condemn, and that we deplore, and that we regret <-- 

Q Would you condemn this too? 


A -- but I don't have anything specific to say 
beyond this -- 


Q Why not? 


Q You've been muzzled. Isn't that the honest 
truth? 


A No, Lester. 
Q You've been muzzled, gagged? 


A I don't think so. 
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Q Yes, you have. 

a Lester, would you just calm down? 
Q Just tell us. 

We sympathize, Alan. Tell us the truth. 


on Can you point out certain things, Alan, which 
may have contributed to this last positive development in 
Lebanon about the likely Lebanese Government taking over 
control of 40 percent of Lebanon which is not under Israeli 
Or Syrian control? Can you point out certain things that 
may have contributed to that? 





Q I don't think so. I think we'd really have 
to leave comments about what is happening and the reasons 
for what is happening to those who are directly involved -- 
the various Lebanese parties, the Lebanese Government, and 
so on. I don't think I have anything to offer you. 


- Q Any American official took part in that -- do 
you know? Can you say? 


A Again, I say we've talked to a lot of people 
about it -= certainly -- but I don't have any judgments to 
offer you. 


Q Alan, the reconnaissance flights of the U.S. 
aircraft -=- are they continuing the same time as the 
Israelis bombing the Bekaa Valley? 


fy I have not talked, and I don't intend to 
talk, about specifics of our military activities. As John 
has indicated, there's no change in our policy. But I'm not 
going to get into the specifics of operational details. 


Q Away from the Israeli bombings and strikes, 
are they continuing? 


4 As I say, I'm not going to get into the 
question of specifics. Our policy on this question has not 
changed. 


Q You said earlier that Israel did not inform 
che U.S. in advance, and John said yesterday that Israel 
did not inform the U.S. in advance of the strikes. 
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a Right. 


Q Aside from being informed in advance, was 
there any coordination -- strategic or otherwise <-- with 
Israel as it specifically relates to these raids? 


A These were Israeli raids taken on Israeli 
initiative, and you'd have to go ask the Israelis about them. 
They don't have anything to do with us. 


Q- "Anything to-do." 


Q Do you have any information about whether El 
Salvador requested money to rebuild that destroyed bridge? 


ay Yes. There is an answer, which is going to 
be posted to that question. So let me refer you to it. It 
will be posted this afternoon. 


Q O.K. 
Q Alan, South Africa? 
A Yes. 


Q Any comment on the warning from the Soviet 
Union asking South Africa to stop direct and indirect mili- 
tary activities in Angola? 


% No. I really don't have anything on that. 
That is something you would have to address to either of 
those two governments. 


Q How about -- is the U.S. it... ‘tive still 
Operative, that Chester Crocker initiative f. Cuban 
withdrawal from Angola? Is the U.S. position the same on 
that? 


oss The U.S. position on Namibia and southern 
Africa and the issue of the non-linked but, nonetheless, related 
issue of Cuban presence and so on hasn't changed. None of 
that's changed, in essence, in answer to your question. 

Q Alan, a two-part. 


The first part, I'm sure, is very easy. 
(Laughter.) Can you give us some -- 


A It usually is, Lester. (Laughter. ) 
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Q -- progress report on the investigation and 
what it has disclosed as to who was responsible for sending, 
oh, the secret information to Lorton Reformatory? 

4 I don't have any update for you on that. 

Q You mean they're still looking? 

A The investigation continues. 

Q They're still looking. 

Now, the other thing is this: The Washington Post 
in a long story on your counterpart at the White House, 


guoted him as saying he knows there are 10,000 ways of 
evading a question. He knows them all. 





How many thousand do you know. (Laughter. ) 


fy I'm studying your methods, Lester, and I 
wiil let you know when I finish. 


Q The members of the Kissinger Commission, when 
they went to Nicaragua, were reported to have been not too 
well treated in Nicaragua. Now Ambassador Stone is going 
to Nicaragua today and there has been one attack by the 
contras. Doesn't the United States have any way of 
restraining these attacks when one member, one Ambassador 
like Stone, is going to Nicaragua? 


M I don't know how you would expect me to 
address a question about -- 


Q How do you expect the Nicaraguans to treat 
Ambassador Stone when they are attacking by forces backed by 
the U.S.? 


4 I expect that the Nicaraguan Government will 
treat Ambassador Stone with the respect and attention that 
an envoy of the President of the United States deserves. 


Q Is he there? 


“ He is going. He was to have gone. I don't 
have confirmation of his actual arrival, George, but he was 
to have gone from El Salvador to Managua today; and he will 
be going on to Bogota tonight, where he will overnight. 


Q Is he going to attend the Contadora 
Anniversary on Monday or Tuesday of next week? 
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A Where is that? 
Q Contadora. 


4 Oh, in Contadora? I'm not aware of his plans 
in that respect. 


Q O.K., thank you., 


(Whereupon, at 12:48 p.m., the briefing was concluded.) 
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FRIDAY, JANUARY 6, 1984, 12:20 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: I have a very lean book today, but I 
have a couple of announcements up front. 


There will be a background briefing by a senior 
Administration official on the upcoming visit of Chinese 
Premier Zhao on Monday at 11:00 a.m. in the White House 
Press Briefing Room. 


I have an announcement on a speech by Deputy 
Secretary Dam. Deputy Secretary of State Kenneth Dam will 
deliver an on-the-record address to the American Farm Bureau 
Federation's annual meeting. That will be at 10:45 in the 
morning, Tuesday, January 10, in the Orlando, Florida, 
Convention Center. The subject is "U.S. Foreign Policy and 
Agricultural Trade.” If you want to cover this event, 
please contact John Lewis of the American Farm Bureau 
Federation at the Orlando Marriott Hotel. He's at 
(305) 351-2420. That's John Lewis, (305) 351-2420. 


(I have) a statement on the southern African nego- 
tiations. As we stated on December 27, the United States 
Government believes that a disengagement of forces in 
southern Angola is a crucial first step toward ending the 
cycle of violence in that area. In this context, we welcomed 
the South African December 15 disengagement offer, and we 
now welcome the Angolan Government's December 31 statement 
of its position to the U.N. Secretary General as positive 
developments. 


The United States will be encouraging interested 
parties to cooperate in bringing about an effective disengage- 
ment of forces on January 31. In addition to addressing 
the immediate, urgent need to end the violence, a disengage- 
ment of forces can also work toward creating conditions 
favorable to larger efforts to achieve an overall negotiated 
solution. 


In this connection, we are continuing to pursue our 
contacts with all parties. We continue to welcome the U.N. 
Secretary General's helpful involvement in this effort to 
achieve independence for Namibia and peace in the region. 


That's all I've got. 





Q What did the Angolans say in their statement? 


f I don't have their -- I guess you ought to go 
back and get the specifics on their announcement. 


Q Can we have a copy of that statement? 
y Sure. 
Q John, on that Angolan question, several days 


ago the South African Foreign Ministry put out a statement 
acknowledging that they had had communications from the 
Soviet Union about South African activities in Angola, 
calling them unacceptable. Does the United States have any 
comment on that, or on the Soviet Tass statement, which I 
understand came out the day before yesterday, with regard 
to South Africa and Angola? 


A No, no comment on the Tass statement. We'v 
made clear in our statements, and in other guidance over the 
past two weeks, Our position regarding the whole situation 
in southern Africa. No further comment. 


Q You don't have any comment on Soviet-South 
African matters? 

A No, we do not. 

Q Can we stay on Africa one more time? 

A Sure. 


Q There's a report that the Cubans have begun to 
withdraw from Ethiopia. Any guidance on that? 


4 No, don't have any guidance on that. I'm not 
sure whether we have had anything on that earlier. I can't 
recall it; no, I guess not. I guess there's been no further, 
no earlier guidance. 


Q Do you have confirmation; do you have anything 
on it? 


= No, don't have anything on it. 
Q Can you take the question? 


A Let's look into that for you; sure. 





Q On Lebanon, what can you tell us about what 
the United States is prepared to do to adjust the -- two 
things: first, the situation of the Marines, and (2) to 
adjust the May 17 agreement? 


a To adjust the situation of the Marines? I'm 
not quite sure, Jim, I follow you. 


Q Are you willing to redeploy? Are you planning 
to redeploy? 


fy No plans to redeploy. As we have said, the 
question of deployment within the present mandate, within the 
present mission, certainly has been looked at from to time, 
and certainly continues to be looked at, but no plans to make 
any change that I'm aware of. 


On May 17, no change on that. 


Q Is there under consideration a Lebanese 
request to deploy troops to southern Lebanon? 


A You'll have to ask the Lebgnese if they want 
to talk about any request. : 


. John, if I could follow the May 17 -- 


4 But I would <= in connection with the reports 
of Lebanese requests, I guess I'd really steer you to what I 
just said, that we're not planning any change. 


Q the May 17, apart from any changes, would 
you be wiliing .o, in effect, set it aside and set up a new 
agreement? 


’y Our position on the May 17 agreement is abso- 
lutely firm and unchanged. 


Q John, the Israeli Chief of Staff is quoted 
today in an Israeli newspaper as saying that he would not 
Oppose withdrawing the Israeli troops and leaving Syrian 
troops behind. In other words, apparently this is the 
first time the Israelis have said they would consider a uni- 
lateral withdrawal. Is that something we would look 
favorably on? 


A I don't think we should respond to individual 
statements by individual Israelis. It seems to me that the 
question of withdrawal is a matter for governmental deci- 
sion. Governments are involved in that, and I think govern- 
ments should make plain their position on that. 





Q What is the status of the negotiations going 
on now in Lebanon between the Gemayel Government and the 
other factions? 


A I guess they'’re still moving forward. You've 
seen various conflicting reports of ups and downs. Don't 
have anything for you on where it stands. 


Q There was a great deal of optimism. Have 
those negotiations been set back? 


4 If they come to the kind of agreement that has 
been suggested, yes, we would be pleased by that and con- 
sider that constructive. Obviously, if it doesn't come 
about, I guess we would consider that the opposite of 
constructive. 


Q Will there be an announcement this weekend of 
some sort? 


A . I don't know. It seems to be moving from day 
to day. 


Q Where is Rumsfeld? 
A Rumsfeld's been in Israel today. 


Q In Israel, also, there are reports, I 
understand, of likely application of Israeli law over the 
territories which the Egyptian Foreign Minister has sent 
telegrams to the Secretary of -- the United Nations 
Secretary General, to EEC officials, to the Israelis, and 
I don’t know if the United States has received any such. 
Can you confirm these reports? 


A I'm sorry, I missed the first part of the 
question. 


Q The Israelis are reported to be considering 
officially by the Knesset to apply Israeli law over the 
territories, the occupied territories. I received a report 
about it since yesterday, and today I see in FBIS where the 
Foreign Minister of Egypt or the Under Secretary have sent 
telegrams complaining to the United Nations <-- 


A I'm not aware of that. I'm not just not up on 
that. I haven't seen that. 


Q Would you please look into it? 








A I'll look into it, but I sort of caution you 
that we don't usually indicate who's sent telegrams and who's 
said what to us through diplomatic channels. But because I 
know nothing about it, I'll take a look at it; but I don't 
promise, if there is some diplomatic interchange, to come 
back and tell you what it was. 


Q If you do look at it and you find that there 
is some light to it, can you also tell us what will the 
United States’ response be then? 


A Let me take a look and see whether we might 
have something for you on that during the day. 


Q Do you have any reaction to Hussein's 
recalling of the Parliament, and whether this helps the 
peace process or -- 


A I think Alan had somethina yesterday, which 
I have with me. I'd be happy to give you the words. 


The United States welcomes that reconvening of the 
Jordanian Parliament as we would any move toward popular 
participation in the political life of any country, par- 
ticularly one with which we have es close a relationship as 
Jordan. 


Q Copy of that? 
rN Sure. 


Q Do you see it as being a step towards some 
resumption of a negotiation process, the Parliament being 
recalled? 


aN i think you'd have to ask the Jordanians where 
they see it leading. 


Q Your statement cast it in the light of popular 
participation, but it's generally seen as a factor in the 
potential negotiations regarding the West Bank. 


A I think we would have to see how that evolves. 
I mean, we have <-- we're welcoming the reconvening of the 
Parliament. 


Q Do you see it in any way as an effort to 
reincorporate the areas into Jordan? 


A No, I think it's a reconvening of the 
Parliament with the existing representatives. 











Q John, has President Assad agreed to see Mr. 
Rumsfeld? 


4 Don't have anything for you on Mr. Rumsfeld's 
Onward plans or meetings. Sorry. 


Q Aside from his plans to go, has the U.S. been 
invited to send him? 


fy I honestly do not know where we stand on a 
visit to Syria. 


Q John, if the security arrangements in Lebanon 
will be reached, according to the news, in 40 percent of 
the country which is not under occupation by Syria and 
Israel -- 


res I keep hearing that 40 percent figure. Maybe 
it's correct; I'm not quite sure about that percentage, but 


Q -- you know, the part which is not occupied, what 
will be in store for freeing the other 60 percent or the 
Other percentage of the country of Lebanon which is occupied 
under occupation forces? 


sy What would be in store? The withdrawal of the 
forces, the occupying forces, in those areas. 


Q The strategy which was planned already a long 
time ago to call on all the forces, or are you going to have 
some other initiative? (sic) 


A The goal was set a long time ago and is still 
being worked towards. 


7 Q If I might follow up on iny colleague's 
question about the Israeli Chief of Staff statement, could 
you interpret this that this is a reflection of the Israeli 
Government, too, opinion, because he is the Israeli Chief of 
Staff, and he wasn't saying this specially? (sic) 


A I know, but I think you have to ask the 
Israelis. I don't think we can answer that. 


Q Can we envision a withdrawal of the American 
Marines while Syrian and/or Israeli forces still are 
occupying portions of Lebanon? 











A Well, I think the President has talked about 
withdrawal of the Marines and the circumstances under which 
those would take place, and I guess I would refer you to his 
words. There have been one or two positive developments 
Since then: the raising of the seige on the village and now 
the discussion of a security arrangement. But basically I 
think I'd refer you to the President's words, particularly, 
I think, in his radio address. 


Q You have welcomed the likelihood of elections 
in Jordan. I would like to draw your attention to something 
that -- the elections there actually have a significance 
that goes beyond the present borders of Jordan <- and I 
guess you are aware of this -- of the two banks of the 
Jordan, when the Kingdom was composed of the two banks, and 
Palestinians from the West Bank were also taking part in 
that Parliament. 


In your statement, did you take that into con- 
sideration, or would you like to add something in this line? 


A What we said, we said; and we welcome the 
reconvening of the Parliament. Where that will lead and what 
the implications of that are, I can't speculate on. 


Q Short of just demanding or requesting the 
withdrawal of Syrian forces from Lebanon, has the United 
States laid out for the Syrians any kind of detailed steps 
that would be required on their part that might lead to the 
withdrawal of American Marines from that country? Have we, 
either through Jesse Jackson, through our American 
Ambassador there, or through any other diplomatic contacts, 
Said to the Syrians, in effect, “Look, this is what has to 
happen in order for what you regard as a threat, the presence 
of the American Marines, to be <= "? 


rs Well, let me answer that by saying we never 
talk about diplomatic discussions, so I wouldn't get into 
the details; but I think you would be going down the wrong 
road if you suggested that there has been that kind of 
exchange. There clearly has been discussion of Syrian 
withdrawal and what has to happen. I think the end result 
for Marine withdrawal is out there, but I don't think that 
there has been any detailed discussion of that. I think 
it’s obvious. 


Q How do you respond in this respect to growing 
fears, especially in Western Europe and particularly in West 
Germany, that the withdrawal of American forces in Lebanon 
might be something like the beginning of the withdrawal of 
American forces in Europe in general? 





a First of all, we're not talking about the 
withdrawal of American forces from Lebanon. Others may be, 
but the Administration is not talking about that. Secondly, 
I know of no plans to link the ultimate withdrawal of Marines 
from Lebanon to a run-down of U.S. forces in Western Europe. 


Q It would be a hell of a story! 
(Laughter) 


Q John, on another subject, is there any work 
being done in the way of presenting any new arms control pro- 
posals or new negotiating proposals to Mr. Gromyko when Mr. 
Shultz meets with him? 


fy Well, as we have consistently said, Geneva is 
the place where we talk about arms control. It may well be 
that arms control, in general, may be discussed in Stockholm. 


Q Would vou lead me along the lines of specu- 
lating that Mr. Shultz may tell Mr. Gromyko that if the 
Russians returned to Geneva, they might find the Americans 
more forthcoming or more flexible? 


aN I wouldn't lead you down the road to specula- 
tion under any circumstances. (Laughter) 


Q Well, John, I want to pursue this for a 
minute, because before the holidays a senior White House 
official in a backgrounder indicated that a’ good deal of 
work was going to be done in the next two or three weeks on 
looking at the current American positions, and possibly 
laying out some new positions. 


Is that work going on? Can't you -- 


rss Well, it may or may not be, and I'm not going 
to talk about that. But I mean, given the character -- 


Q You're not viewing Stockholm as a negotiating 
session? 


4 I think you would be misled to think that in 
a three-hour meeting, with translation, that would or could 
become a negotiating session. Yes, you're right: it could 
not. I don't think it could. 


Q Is the President going to make a major speech 
on U.S.-Soviet relations before that meeting takes place? 





A I don't know. I guess you'd better check with 
the White House on that, Barrie. 


Q Could I ask about Central America? Why is it 
Ambassador Stdne never seems to be able to complete his 
Central American trips? Yesterday -- 

a4 Yes. 


Q -- was another example. Do you know why he 
came back? 


a Changed plans. I think he came back for con- 
Ssultations in Washington. 


Q Do you know if he is going to see the 
President? 


os I think he would expect to see the President 
and other officials, yes. Sure. 


Q John, to go back to the Middle East for a 
second, do you have any comment either on reports of 
withdrawal or evacuation or removal of Soviet advisers 
from Syria? 

ms No; don't have anything on that. 


Q Anything on the same context regarding PLO 
forces from Lebanon to Syria? 


A No. Seen the reports, seen the conflicting 
reports; don't have anything on that either. 


Q There are reports that Jumblatt's objections 
are what is holding up this Lebanese security negotiation. 


fy Seen those reports. 
Q What about them? 


’s As I said earlier, this goes up and down from 
hour to hour. 


Q Is it up or down now, in your estimation? 


A I don't know where it stands. We're still =-- 


Q Can I get another crack at Stone? 
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nay Sure. 


Q Was he told something in Managua yesterday 
that you can tell us about? 


Ay I think you would be misled if you thought 
that there was some drama or some significance attached to 
what was a change in plan. He's back; he didn't go to 
Bogota; he will go to Bogota, will include that in a 
future swing through the area, but nothing dramatic in his 


return. 
Q Had he found out about today's meeting? 
fy I can't imagine what you're talking about. 
(Laughter) 


Q Do you have anything on the draft registration 
in Afghanistan? 


Ps Sorry, Ami? 
Q On the dwaft registration in Afghanistan? 
fy No, I do not. I'm sorry. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:39 p.m.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) = 


MR. HUGHES: My names is Hughes. I have no 
announcements. Quick briefing. Out by 25 past 12:00. 


MR. ANDERSON: All over? Finished? 


MR. HUGHES: Just finished, Jim. No. I have no 
announcements. I'll be glad to take any questions. 


Q Okay. Can we start with Lebanon? Can you 
tell us what you see coming out of the meeting of the Arab 
Foreign Ministers in Damascus? 

4 No. Don't really have any comment on that. 
It's their conference, so I think the readout would have to 
come from them. 

Q What was the question? 


A What do we have coming out of the three 
Foreign Minsters' meeting. 


Q And what do you see as the prospects for the 
Geneva meeting to resume again? 


A I think we have to wait for a readout from 
them. 


Q And you're not in any way participating, 
hearing about, or in any way involved with this? 


A Well, not directly involved. No. 
Where is Mr. Rumsfeld? 


Rumsfeld is in Israel today. 


Rumsfeld is in Israel today. 


Q 
A 
Q I can't hear you, John. 
A 
Q 


Has he been invited to Damascus? 








A Not a question of being invited to Damascus. 
I don't know whether he will go to Damascus on this par- 
ticular sortie, this particular swing, of the Middle East. 
I don't have any details on that. 


Q Is there some doubt he will go to Damascus? 


A No. Just don't have anything for you on his 
onward plans at the moment. 


Q Wouldn't it be almost mandatory that he go to 
Syria? 


A Weli, just don't -- I mean, I'm not 
suggesting that he's not or I'm not suggesting that he is, 
but I just don't have anything for you on his onward plans. 


Q Do you know what happened to that security 
pact that people were saying was supposed to be signed or 
announced on Friday afternoon? 


A Well, as we understand it, there's agreement 
in principle, but there are some loose ends. And, as I 
understand it, discussions are still going on to see whether 
those loose ends can be tied up or whatever one does with 
loose ends. 


Q John, on the situation around Beirut, some of 
the Generals at the Pentagon are privately saying that 
Vessey's mission there is to work toward the buildup of ten 
Lebanese battalions, that there's now four trained, and the 
idea would be that they would assume control in the greater 
Beirut metropolitan area, and that then the Marines and the 
others in the Multinational Force would be withdrawn. 


Is there anything you could say to enlighten us on 
that in general and Vessey's trip in particular? 


ay No. I don't have anything on General 
Vessey's trip and the specifics that you mention, but it 
isn't any secret that we have been committed to training and 
expanding the capability of the LAF, and that is going on, 
and I'm sure would continue to go on. But as to the specific 
numbers, no, I don‘t have anything for you on that. 


Q The only thing about that, John, is that 
sort of assumes that southern Lebanon and the area occupied 
by Syria would <= it doesn't address that. I mean, what 
would happen to those areas if the Lebanese army takes 
control of, say, Beirut metropolitan area? What about the 
rest of Lebanon? 











A Well, I suppose your -- I mean, I guess the 
context in which you're raising this is that there's 
discussion about extending LAF control over the unoccupied 
territory. Obviously, moving into those -- into that terri- 
tory which is occupied is another step, but that doesn't 
mean that anybody has abandoned the goal of removing the 
Israelis and the Syrians and remnants of the PLO from those 
areas. 


Q Mr. Dam seemed somewhat optimistic about 
Syria's attitude. I was wondering if, aside from the 
release of the American flyer, could you give us specific 
illustrations of that cooperation? 


a No. I really couldn't. I think the Deputy 
Secretary addressed that yesterday, and I'll leave you with 
his words. 


Q Well, he did address the issue in a very 
general way. I was wondering if you could be more specific. 


A No. I really can't. 


Q Has Israel told the United States that it's 
willing to pull most of its forces out of Lebanon without 
any agreement to withdraw on Syria's part? 


oss Well, wouldn't get into our diplomatic 
discussions, but I also wouldn't want to steer you in any 
direction. I would just refer you to what I said on Friday, 
that that would be an Israeli Government decision. I think 
there were some Israeli Government words over the weekend, 
and we don't have anything beyond that. 


Q Another question -- 


rs Incidentally, there was an incorrect 
reference in The New York Times this morning. It suggested 
that I was referring in what I said on Friday to a statement 
by Mr. Arens. The question I was asked was about a state- 
ment by General Levi, and it was to General Levi's reported 
remark that I was responding. 








Q There are reports from Jordan this morning in 
FBIS that the Reagan Administration is considering changing 
some of the wordings in the Reagan plan in order to fit with 
the Arab leaders’ desire or requirement. 


A A report in FBIS this morning? 











Q Yes. 
A That there's a change in the Reagan plan? 


Q Yes. That President Reagan and Mr. Shultz 
have discussed this, and they want to put some teeth to it 


A Haven‘t seen the FBIS report and am very much 
unaware of any change in the Reagan plan. 


Q A follow-up: In light of Mr. Arafat's rejec- 
tion of the Reagan peace plan, what do you foresee in his 
upcoming visit to Jordan which could happen in the next few 
days, that the talks with King Hussein -- 

Between Mr. Arafat and King Hussein? 
Yes. 
Oh, I think that's up to then. 


New subject? 


>, oO F*- O PF 


Yes. 


-- MORE -- 





Q Do you have any reaction to the North Korean 
proposal reported in Seoul on the radio -- no, not on the radio, I'm 
sorry, but reported in Seoul -- that the North Korean 
leadership is prepared to meet with the United States and 
South Korea to discugs differences? 


Mh Those are press stories, and don't have 
very detailed comment on press stories; but it is a 
longstanding U.S. Government position that the solution in 
Korea must be worked out primarily by the Koreans themselves 
through a dialogue between South and North. The United 
States supports efforts to reduce tensions on the Korean 
Peninsula and permit progress towards peaceful reunification. 


We would note that tensions have recently been 
heightened by the North Korean bomb attack in Rangoon, an 
action which raises serious questions about North Korean 
intentions and motives. 


Q Copies of that? 
A Sure. 


Q What is your comment on the thrust of The 
Washington Post editorial of today about an actual tilt and 
the new policy in the Iran-Iraq war that the United States 
Government is undertaking? 





My No comment on The Washington Post editcrial. 
No change in our position. 





Q What is your position? 
nN As set out many times before. 


Q Is the U.S. Government satisfied with the 
actions taken so far by the El Salvador Government on the 
death squads? 


rs I don't think I really have anything to say, 
Jim, beyond what I said the other day, in that there is progress 
and there is movement -- we consider there is movement -- 
that they heard very clearly what the Vice President had to 
say, what the Secretary has had to say, and what the 
President has had to say, and that there is a response to 
that. 


Q And there was a built-in deadline in what the 
Vice President had to say, which is right about now. 








K I'm not sure that anybody has tied themselves 
into dates, Jim, for action. I think what we've looked for is 
movement, and I think we're seeing it. 


Q What movement? 


an I think various people are being reassigned, 
and some of the things that were discussed by the Vice 
President with the Salvadoran leadership are taking place. 


Q Japan? 
A Yes. 


Q A Japanese newspaper reported, quoting the 
American official document, that the U.S. submarine carried 
nuclear weapons to Yokoska without prior consultation with 
the Japanese Government -- 


A Yes. 


Q -- from 1960 to 1963. Do you have any comment 
on that? 


aN Well, we'll have to refer any questions 
regarding the specific missions of the two submarines in 
question, the “Growler” and the "“Grayback," to the Department 
of Defense. U.S. policy on nuclear weapons as it relates to 
Japan remains unchanged. We understand the special sentiment 
of the Japanese people with respect to nuclear weapons; we 
are faithfully honoring our obligations under the U.S.-Japan 
Treaty of Mutual Cooperation and Security, and will continue 
to do so. U.S. policy on nuclear weapons in general is, 
without exception, neither to confirm nor deny their presence 


Or absence anywhere. ’ 
Q Copy? 
A Sure. 


Q To follow up, please: but if the article is 
true, the U.S. Government violated the Mutual Security Treaty 
with the Japanese Government, because without prior 
consultation -- 


A I'm not going to go beyond the words I've 
offered to you which I think set out our commitments and our 
understanding of them. 


Q On Friday, the U.S. abstained on a vote 
regarding Angola and South Africa. Why did the U.S. abstain 
rather than veto? 








A Let me go back and look at that for you. 


Q Also another one: I saw your posting on Cubans 
in Ethiopia. There was another report that there was, I 
think, an overthrow in Suriname also as a protest against the 
Cubans there. Do you have anything on that? 


A No, don’t have anything on that. 
Q Will you look into that too, please? 
A Sure. 

Q Thank you. 


John, there was a report yesterday on a net- 
work that a Syrian Minister was quoted as saying -- he 
actually said on the network while being interviewed by an 
American newsman, that the Syrian Government did not take 
part, did not know about, and did not support the attack on 
the Marines. Does that fit into the picture of what was said 
yesterday, somehow improving the tension between the United 
States and Syria? 


A I think -- 
Q Are you also aware of that report? 


a Am I aware of the television report or of the 
interview? 


Q Yes. 


y Yes, I'm aware of the interview, but I think 
I'll leave you with the words of various officials including 
especially the Secretary of State on this subject. 


Q Mike Wallace last night, on Sixty Minutes, 
said that the State Department refused to allow a represen- 
tative to appear on his portion on Syria, on CBS. Do you 
have any explanation why the State Department rr ‘used? 





A It's not a question of refusing to allow; I 
guess it's a question of just not choosing to participate. 


Q It was of significance, you know, there were 
many Officials of Syria and other places on -- 





f I won't bore you with the number of interview 
requests we get every day and those we are able to respond to 
and those we're not able to respond to, for a variety of 
reasons. 


Q Is it because you are in contact now with 
Syria reaching a very sensitive position or -- 


MK No. I think it was just a decision not to 
participate in that particular program. 


Q Do you have any notion now how the Kissinger 
report is going to be put out <- when and where? 


A I think I would refer you to the White House 
-- I don't know whether there has been a White House announce- 
ment yet. I guess there hasn't. 


Q There has. 

4A There has? What did they say? 

Q It was vague. 

Q (Inaudiable) not sure if it was ON BACKGROUND or not. 
(Laughter) 

A I would look for some activity sort of the 


middle of the week. 


Q They are saying now tomorrow. 

A They're saying tomorrow? 

Q Three-ish. 

aN I guess there are two phases to this, but I 


think I really have to refer you to then. 
Q Thank you. 
aN All right. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:32 P.M.) 
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TUESDAY, JANUARY 10, 1984, 11:48 A.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, everybody. I have a 
few announcements up front. 


Available in the Press Office are copies of Deputy 
Secretary of State Kenneth Dam's speech before the American 
Farm Bureau Federation. The subject is "U.S. Foreign 
Policy and Agricultural Trade.” That's the speech he is 
giving today in Orlando. 


Also available in the Press Office after the briefing 
will be copies of a report of the National Bipartisan 
Commission on Central America. The report is embarcoed until 
3:00 p.m. tomorrow, Wednesday -- that's the Kissinger 
Commission Report available after the briefing, but 
embargoed until tomorrow. 


Can we have a little quiet back there, please? 


Statement on the death of Souvanna Phouma: The 
United States has learned with rearet of the death January 
10 of Souvanna Phouma, former Prime Minister of Laos. for 
many years after Laos gained its independence, Souvanna Phouma 
was a leading figure in the history of his country. During 
his long tenure as Prime Minister, many officials of the 
United States and other countries had the opportunity to work 
with Souvanna Phouma towards the goal of a united, indepen- 
dent, non-aligned Laos and the peaceful reconciliation of 
all of Laos’ pecple. The United States extends to Souvanna 
Phouma's family the condolences of his many friends here. 


Finally, on U.S.-Vatican diplomatic relations, 
the United States of America and the Holy See, in the desire 
to further promote the existing mutual friendly relations, 
have decided by common agreement to establish diplomatic rela- 
tions between them at the level of embassy on the part of the 
United States of America and of nunciature on the part of the 
Holy See, as of today, January 10, 1984. 


That's all I have for you. 




















Q Can you explain why the announcement was made 
from the Vatican at 7:30 this morning? 
a I think it had to do with publication in 
Osservatorio Romano, Jim. I think that was the -- 
Q They accommodate to the press there? (Laughter) 
A There happens to have been a different time schedule. 
Q Just as a matter of curiosity, was it not 


decided to make it a simultaneous -- 


A I think there was an original thought along 
those lines, but in practical terms, I think it appeared in 
their official newspaper a little ahead of the time we were 
able to get out and give you the news this morning. 


Q Another mechanical problem: In most cities, the 
Papal Nuncio becomes dean of the diplomatic corps. Will that be 
the case in Washington? 


A I can't answer that question, Jim. I don't 
know. 


Q * Do they get absolution with free publication? 
(Laughter) 


A Sorry? 
Q Do they get absolution? 


A I can't answer that question either. Be happy 
to look at the diplomatic -- 


Q Physically, what difference does the establish- 
ment of these relations make? 


A I think, obviously, better communications. We 
will elevate our representative -=- there will no longer be a 
representative; it will be an Ambassador on the part of the 
United States -- and I think they have an Apostolic Delegate 
at the moment, and I think he will be succeeded by a Papal 
Nuncio. But I would refer you to them for their title. 


Q What would be the number of people in the U.S. 
Embassy? 


A I don't know. 


Q There is a small office now. 








A There is a small office there at the moment, 
and I'm not sure how that will chance. 


Q How does that make for better communications? 
Will the legations be bigger in both -- 


A I don't know if they will be better; it's just 
an upgrading of the relationship and I guess an improvement 
of the channel of communication by elevation. 


Q Yes. Well, how does that improve the channel 
of communication, is what I'm getting at? 


My I guess we will have the same channel of com- 
munication as the 107 other countries that recognize the 
Vatican, that have established diplomatic relations before us. 


Q Is there a deficiency in the communications 
now? 


A It's mot a question of a deficiency; it's a 
question of putting ourselves on the same basis as 107 other 
countries at a time when we think it is appropriate to do it. 


Q John, what has changed since 1952, the last 
time this was proposed, when there was a fairly larce amount 
of oppositiom to the idea of full diplomatic relations with 
the Vatican? What has changed to make this a more appropriate 
time, as you just said. 


A I think the President has decided that this is 
the appropriate time to do it. 


Q Can you be any more -- 

A No. 

Q -- forthcoming with an explanation for what has 
changed? 

A No, I can't. 

Q John, other than communications <-- 


A I think the White House -- Ambassadors being 
Presidential appointees, I think the White House would make 
any announcement on any intention to nominate by the 
President. 








I think they will. I think they will at their noon 
briefing. 


Q Will he be available? I believe he's in town, 
Or was supposed to be in town. 


My I guess we have to wait until the White House 
makes its announcement. 

Q Is he in town now? 

My I guess we'd have to see who they are intending 


to nominate. 


Q Well, let's guess that it's Wilson. Is he 
here? Do you know whether he is here? 


ms We'll wait and see what their announcement 
is. I know we're frustrating you a little, but there is a 
protocol involved. 


Q Has the Secretary received any calls in opposi- 
tion to this move? 


A Not that I'm aware of, no. 


Q . John, do you anticipate this is going to 
require a new building, or will the additional expense simply 
be in salaries? 


A I don't know. I'll be glad to look into that 
and see if, at this stage, there is any further information 
available. 


Q How do you respond to protests from the 
American Jewish Congress and other religious groups that this 
is a violation of the separation of church and state? 


A Well, it isn't. 
Q Why isn't it? 


A It's not a violation of church and state 
because for a long time, we recognized the Holy See as having 
an international personality distinct from the Roman Catholic 
Church. This relationship will be with the Holy See. The 
Holy See is distinct from the Catholic Church. 


Q Could you parse that a little bit? What is the 
distinction? 
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A I think the Pope has responsibilities and a 
leadership role in the Roman Catholic Church, as he has in the 
Holy See, which is responsible for the Vatican, which is a 
sovereign city-state. The two roles, as I understz:d it,-are 
separate. 


Q Does that mean the relationship will be between 
the Government of the United States -- 


A -- And of the Holy See. 


0 -- and of the Government of the Vatican 
City-State, and not with the Catholic Church? 


BN With the Holy See, that's correct. With the Holy 
See. 


Q Not with the Catholic Church? 
A Correct. 


Q O.K. Could I ask you whether this move is being 
made in anticipation of another Papal visit? 


A I'm sorry. I can't see who's asking the 
question. Oh, sorry Ralph. 


Q Sorry. Can I ask whether this move is being made 
in anticipation of another Papal visit to the United States? 


A Not that I know of. I mean, I'm not aware that 
there is another Papal visit. 


-- MORE -- 











Q Do we need more and better communications 
with the Holy See, John? I mean, what else is accomplished? 
We don*t trade with the Holy See. 


y Well, I think it puts this relationship on a 
par with similar relationships we have with a variety of 
other such entities. We have relationships already with the 
Vatican. We are involved in various treaties with them. 
We're not exactly in the forefront here. As I say, 107 
nations -- all the major nations of the world <= have such 
relations, and we're simply upgrading to that status. 


Q But, John, 107 other nations don't have 
separation of church and state doctrines either. 


A That is not -- as I just said, that's not a 
problem. 


Q The Holy See has been there since a number of 
centuries. What's new in the relations between the Holy See 
and the United States to necessitate this step, which, if I 
may say as a foreign correspondent, is somehow against the 
trend of the public opinion in the United States. 


x I don't think it is against the trend in 
public opinion, and, as I say, I think we have addressed 
this question of the separation of church and state. 
There's a long history of representation. I just refresh 
your memory. 


The United States has had a presidential personal 
representative to the Holy See for many years. The tradi- 
tion was established in 1939 by President Roosevelt when he 
appointed Myron Taylor as his personal representative. The 
Holy See is an international focal point of diplomatic con- 
tact, and, as I say, we're joining 107 other nations, 
including all our major allies, in establishing diplomatic 
relations with the Holy See. 


Q Sir, you said that the Vatican has an inter- 
national personality distinct from the Catholic Church -- 


A Yes. 


Q -- and that's how you get around the church- 
state thing. Could you -- 


A Well, it’s not a “getting around it.” It's a 
recognition of the fact. 





Q Could you explain what is that international 
personality that makes it distinctive and different from the 
Catholic Church? 


y Well, the Holy See is a government of a 
sovereign city-state and operates as such, and is recognized 
as such by most of the nations of the world. 


Q What does that government do, sir, besides 
administer 100-some acres? 


A Well, I think it's involved in treaties, and 
it's involved in negotiations, and a variety of other acti- 
vities, but I don't think I ought to be speaking for the 
Holy See. I think you ought to talk to then. 


Q Would it be accurate for us to report, then, 
that the relationship will deal not with matters relating to 
the Catholic Church but only with treaties and -- 


A I don't think it will be accurate to report 
that. I think it will be accurate to make a point that 
there is a separation -- a constitutional, legal separation 
between the Holy See and the Catholic Church, and that it is 
not a conflict between church and state for the United 
States nor, indeed, for the other countries. 


’ 

Q Sir, would you care to offer any response to 
the comment put out today by the joint Baptist Conference 
that refers to this move as a “ludicrous leap of logic 
reeking of Orwell's 1984?" (Laughter) 


A I haven't seen the comment, I'm afraid. 


Q Do you care to offer a comment now that 
you've heard it, sir? 


A No. I wouldn't. 
Q What are the positive steps for doing it? 


We've asked about the city-church state, but why did the 
President decide to now do it? 


A Well, what are the reasons for not doing it? 
Q That's what we've gone into. 
A Well, it's considered an appropriate time by 


the Administration to do it. As I say, we're not exactly at 
the head of the diplomatic line here. 








Q They offered. to help on the U.S.-Soviet arms 
talks, I believe. Was that involved in any way? 


aN Well, I wouldn't get into any kind of diplo- 
matic discussions that we might have had, but I think that a 
suggestion of a quid pre quo is going down the wrong road. 
This is simply the right time to do it. 





Q John, what we're trying to get at is what 
will be different? 





oy We will have an Ambassador to the Holy See in 
Rome. The Holy See will have a Papal Nuncio in Washington 
as distinct from an Apostolic Delegate. 


Q And why -- 


A It will be an upgrading of that relationship 
so that our relationship with the Holy See, the government 
of a sovereign city-state, will conform to the relationship 
we have with other countries, and, indeed, will conform to 
the relationship that most other countries have with the 
Holy See. 


Q John, did the Administration, in consideration 
of what would be an appropriate time, give consideration to 
the thought of delaying this move until after the election 
to avoid any possible connection between the 51 million 
Catholic voters -- 


A I'm not aware that any consideration was 
given to that. 


Q Did the Congress have any opportunity to have 
its say? 


N Sure. We've consulted with Congress, have 
done that, have undergone that process, and, as a matter of 
fact, Congress recently repealed the 1867 Statute which 
stated that Federal funds could not be used for a diplomatic 
mission to the Vatican, so Congress has taken the 
appropriate action. 


Q And it will, in effect, have another go at it 
in the sense that the Ambassador-designate will now have to 
be approved <-- 


A That's right. That's correct. 


Q Although he did not have to be approved 
previously. 











y I guess he did not have to be. I guess he 
did not have to be -- but he certainly will in the future. 
Yes. He'll have to be confirmed. 


Q John, does this have anything to do with the 
development of U.S. policy towards Poland? 





A No. 


Q John, does this, on the other hand, give the 
Holy See any special status in diplomacy as a neutral cround 
Or a place for the Pope to work throuch in terms of diplo- 
macy towards world peace? 


nN Does it enhance <-- 


Q Does this enhance the Holy See as a neutral 
ground for diplomacy? 


A I don't know that it does, Jim. I don't see 
that it does, but I may be going beyond my expertise in the 
area, but I can't at first glimpse see that. 


Q New subject? 


A Sure. 
’ 


Q No. One more, please. Do you know whether 
this gentleman -- I think his name is Wilson, the California 
man who's being appointed -- do you know whether he is a 
member of the Catholic Church? 


A I do not. 
Q Yes. 


A Somebody tells me he is, but I don't know 
that. 


Q Would this ambassadorial -- 


A But that's not a requirement. (Laughter) 
An Ambassador to the Holy See need not necessarily be a 
Roman Catholic. 


Q Would this Ambassadorial link provide any 
way, for example, for the Administration to try to present 
its views to the American Conference of Bishops on its 
nuclear weapons stand? Would that be an appropriate use of 
this new Ambassadorial upgrading, sir? 
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My I don't know. I don't think we have had 
problems in making our views known to the American Bishops 
in the past. I don't see why this channel would change 
that. 


Q New subject? 
K Sure. 
Q Can you tell us where Ambassador Rumsfeld is 


today, and whether he's received an invitation to go to 
« Damascus? 





A He's in Israel today. Don't have anything 
for you on his onward travel plans. 


Q Does he have an invitation? 


A I don't have anything for you on his onward 
travel plans. 


Q Was he in Algiers? 
NX Yes. He was in Algiers over the weekend. 


Q Anything regarding the Israeli Government's 
position towards the unilateral withdrawal from Lebanon? 


A No. 
Q Nothing new? 
A Nothing beyond what I said yesterday. 


Q Do you have anything on the talks regarding 
the security plan of the Geneva Conference? 


A No. I guess the parties are still talking. 
Don't have anything new to offer. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


Q John, anything on the trip of Mr. Abrams to 
Nicaragua? 


A Mr. Abrams? 


Q Abrams -- to Nicaragua? 





A Elliott Abrams? 
Q Yes. 


a I don't know. Anybody know anything about 
it? (No response) Sorry. 


Q Anything new on southern Africa to speak of? 


nN No. Nothing new on southern Africa. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:04 p.m.) 
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WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 11, 1983, 12:14 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, everybody. Just 
like to draw to your attention that in the Press Office 
afterwards will be available copies of Deputy Secretary 
Kenneth Dam's testimony before the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee this morning. I guess he's still up on the Hill. 
The subject of his prepared statement was “Policy Options in 
Lebanon." 


That's all I have. 


Q On Lebanon, where is Ambassador Rumsfeld? 

A Rumsfeld is today still in Beirut. 

Q Is he going -- i 

A No. He still is in Beirut. That's correct. 
Q Is he going to Damascus? 

nN Don't have anything to announce on his plans, 


but I wouldn't steer you away from that, but I don't have 
any announcement on when. 


Q And who is he seeing in Beirut? 


A I don't know who he’s <= he has seen, Jim. 
He traditionally sees the principal leaders and President 
Gemayel. I don't know whether he has seen -- I don't know 
who he has seen today. 


Q Would you like to comment on any of the state- 
ments made in the last day or so by Mr. Jumblatt or the 
Syrians about their reasons for not going along with this 
security agreement? 


A Wo. I think that the parties and factions 
involved are continuing to talk, and we will have to wait to 
see whether they come to a successful resolution of what 
differences they have. 





Q John, yesterday The New York Times had a 
story about the Administration believes that Israel has live 
options which might entertain in relation to withdrawing 
from Lebanon without simultaneous withdrawal of the Syrian 
forces. Can you elaborate the Administration's live 
options? 





My I have nothing to say beyond what I said yesterday, 
which I think was to refer to what I said on Friday. 


Q Go back to Friday -- 
My I know that's not helpful. 
Q Friday we'll go back to -- 


A I have nothing for you. At least my story is 
consistent. I said the same thing yesterday as I said on Friday. 


Q Would you steer us away from drawing the 
conclusion that if Rumsfeld goes to Damascus he will see 
Assad as opposed to Arafat? 


ns I wouldn't rule out his seeing President 
Assad if he goes to Damascus. I'm not announcing he's going 
to Damascus. 


Q I understand, but you didn't steer us away 
from drawing -- 


A Didn't steer you away from -- 

Q -- the conclusion that he was going to 
Damascus. 

oe Right. 

0 I'm asking whether you would steer us -- 

A No. 

Q -- away from the conclusion -- 

A No. 

Q -- that if he goes -- 

A No. I wouldn't steer you away. 


Q Is he with diplomatic chauffeurs? 





A (Laughter) Only on off days, Bernie. 


Q Is the Secretary going to have a meeting with 
Ambassador Dobrynin before he leaves for his trip? 


M I don't think the Secretary will see Mr. 
Dobrynin. 


Q Who's he with right now in the building? 
Q Wait a minute. Who will? 


4 I think Ambassador Dobrynin may be in the 
building -- 


Q He is. 

4 He either is or will shortly be in the 
building for a luncheon with Secretary Burt, Assistant 
Secretary Burt. 


Q New subject? 


Q Can you tell us what that's about, John? 


ay I think it has to do with the continuing 
discussions about the hotline situation, Greg. 

Q Do you have any comment on -- 

Q (Inaudible) 

aN No. I think this is a hotline discussion. 

Q This is not preparatory to the Gromyko 
meeting? 

A No. This is the continuing discussion we've 


had. The Soviets are going to be here today, through the 
13th for a discussion of confidence-building measures 
involving the improvement of communications links between 
the U.S. and the U.S.S.R. 


We've talked about these in the past, and this is 
simply a continuing chapter in that -- in the evolution of 
that discussion. 


Q Is this a technical kind of thing -- 


A Yes. 





-- about upgrading the communications links? 
Yes. That's right. 

And is there a special delegation from Moscow? 
Yes. There is. 

Technical team? 


Technical team. Yes. 
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When did they come, John? 


A I don't know when they came, but I think 
their first contact with us is today. I think I'm right in 
Saying that. 


Q Is that contact here at the State Department? 
A Yes. 

Q Is that Dobrynin that's leading it? 

fy Dobrynin? 

Q The delegation -- is that the idea? 

A I don't know whether he is leading their 


delegation -- you have to get the lineup from them -- but he 
is accompanying their delegation. 


Q And will they be at the luncheon? 

Ay Dobrynin will be at the lunch. Yes. 

Q With the technical group? 

A Yes. 

Q Thank you. 

Q Is it just limited, John, to the improvement of 


communications links, or -=- 
A Yes. 


Q They're not discussing other confidence- 
building measures? 





a No. I'm sure they're discussing 
confidence-building measures, but it is a technical 
discussion -- 


Q Has this been split out in any formal sense 
from the START negotiations? Because they were discussing 
them in the context of START. 


ot Well, I think these have always gone foward 
separately, and, obviously, have a bearing on that, but I 
think these have always gone forward separately and focus on 
the hot line. 


Q John, do you know if -- 
Q Are these confidence -- 
Q -- are there any more new technological 


equipments and so forth that are being proposed for linking 
up the two countries, more sophisticated communications 
gear? 


A I don't know where the technical discussion 
Stands. I guess that's -- you know, that's the kind of 
thing that they'll be into during this meeting. 


Q Besides Burt, who else? 

A I don't have a lineup on -- 

Q Can we get a list of who's there? 

ra I could probably do that for you. It would 


involve, obviously, NSC and Department of Defense on our 
side, but I don't <= let me see who -- if I can find out for 
you who is there in addition to Burt. 


Q Ambassador Goodby last week said that one of 
the topics that we hope for agreement in Stockholm was on 
communications and crises. Is this part of that, or is this 
Strictly the bilateral hotline? 


a I think this is a very technical-level 
discussion, Bernie, and I think you should see it in that 
light. 


Q Do you know anything about the technical side 
at all that you can tell us? 


4M No. 





Q You have no -=- none of the technical details? 
A No. I'm sorry. I'm totally -- 


Q John, what is the position of the United 
States on talks with North Korea? 


A Well, I think, as the President said last 
night, quadripartite talks might well contribute to a reduc- 
tion of tension. 


Q That's not a new position. We have insisted 
on this for -- 


A We've been talking about this for some time. 
Q Well, let me ask -- 


Q- Is there anything new in what you understand 
the North Korean position to be as reflected in that press 
dispatch? 


4 Well, in light of what happened in Rangoon, 
of course, we, like the Government of South Korea, remain 
skeptical of the motives and intentions of North Korea, but 
we have to wait and see. 


Q Well, no, the reason I'm asking that is some 
of the wires are portraying the North Korean proposal as 
something new. It's my understanding the North Koreans have 
always demanded separate talks with South Korea and separate 
talks with the United States, and we have always asked for 
four-way talks. 


The North Koreans don't now seem to be putting 
forward anything -- 


A They seem to be including South Korea, 
though. I think that is correct. 


Q The North Koreans seem to be including South 
Korea. 


i Seem to be including South Korea. 
Q As a participant? 
oy Yes. 


Q As an observer? 





aN Yes. As -- well -- 


Q Why do we want China in the talks? What's 
wrong with just talking to North Korea? 


A Well, I think it really would be premature 
for us to get into detailed discussion of the shape or form 
Or participants of such a conference on Korea, but I think 
the President said whet he said last night, that we would 
favor a quadripartite meeting, should that come about.- And, 
obviously, an essential of that is that South Korea should 
be there and speaking for itself, and China has played a 
role in this -- evolution of this. 


Q John, this morning, Evans and Novak - 
Q Stay on the same subject. 
Q What kind of communications have there been 


with Pyongyang about this? Has there been -- 


A They've been diplomatic, but I'm not going to 
get into who talked to who, where and how, Bernie. 


-- MORE -- 





Q When you say that the North Koreans -- in 
the pest, I remember when President Carter called for 
talks, the North Koreans indicated they were ready to talk 
to the U.S. but leave South Korea out of it. They didn't 
want to deal with them. 


A I think that's correct. 


Q Is this now a new element of North Korean 
policy that you are sensing? 


a If our collective recollection is correct and 
if they are now, in fact, saying, “Let's sit down and talk 
with South Korea," I guess that's a new development. 


Q But has that been confirmed by what Premier 
Zhao told President Reagan, in any way? 


A I can't talk about discussions between the 
Chinese and ourselves here. 


Q John, can't we get the American reading of 
whether it does in fact mean even an elyptical invitation of 
the South Koreans? What is the American assessment? 


a I think that we would be taking a look at it; 
I think the South Koreans would be taking a look at it, and 
weighing what it means. But beyond that -- 


Q You have no sense of -=- other than indicating 
that? 


A No, but as I say, I think you also have to, 
in the light of what happened in Rangoon and the conjunction 
of these events, I think you have to take a little time to 
weigh what is going on here. 


Q John, in that connection, South Korea today 
is saying that it would not join such negotiations until 
North Korea accepts responsibility for Rangoon. 


Q Your position a moment ago was that the 
U.S. is skeptical of the North Korean -- 


A -— motivations. 


Q -- statements and motivations. 





Q Do you go as far as being skeptical enough to 
say that South Korea should not join such talks unless there 
is a formal statement of acceptance? 


My No. I confined remarks to our skepticism on 
what I've already offered you. 


Q So the U.S. position is, at this point at 
least, publicly less strict in terms of -- 


ry The U.S. position in terms that the President 
enunciated it last night. 


Q -- which is that it has only to be skeptical -- 


A A quadripartite conference might, if it comes 
about, might contribute to a reduction of tension on the 
Korean Peninsula. 


Q Since he didn't make reference to Rangoon, 
then yoa would not <-- 


A I think he has Rangoon in mind. 


Q John, the North Koreans said that this proposal 
was delivered to us in a letter which was handed to the Chinese. 
Can you give us the date that we received it -- 


A No. 

Q -- and the date that was on the letter? 

A No. 

Q Have we received the letter from the Chinese? 
A Not going to get into the context of our 


diplomatic discussions on this. 


Q You can't even get into the mechanics of how 
the letter was delivered? 


“ No. Not going to. 


Q Can you confirm that we did receive the 
letter? 
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A Not going to get into it. 

Q How do we know about it? 

(Laughter) 

A Trust me. 

Q Trust you? 

(Laughter) 

Q Don't get carried away. 

Q Is that personal or institutional, John? 
(Laughter) 


Q Can you say whether (inaudible) American 
response -- 


A No. 


Q -- other than what the President said 
publicly? 


A No, I can't. Can't. 


Q Is it fair, John, to draw the conclusion from 
what you say that if Rangoon had not happened, Washington 
would jump at this? 


A I don't think we ever make such dramatic 
statements as that. 


Q But the skepticism that you say grew out of 
Rangoon -- before Rangoon, Washington was always skeptical 
of North Korean motives. 


4 Well, there may be some justification for 
that. 


Q John, the White House Spokesman, Larry 
Speakes, this morning cited what he called "a new State 
Department estimate" that says 40 percent of the death- 
squad-style killings in El Salvador are attributable to the 
left. What evidence, if any, do you have to support that 
charge? 





ll 


My Well, I haven't exactly seen what Larry 
Speakes said, so I really can't get into it. I can say that 
there is a downward trend in civilian deaths in El Salvador 
attributed to political violence. The number of deaths has 
dropped sharply over the past three years. 


Our Embassy compilation of press accounts of such 
deaths shows a monthly average of 178 for the first 6 months 
of 1983, and an average of 104 for the last six months of 
last year, so that's a downward trend. 


As you know, the President indicated that the 
Department will provide a report on the situation, on El 
Salvador, to the Congress no later than January 16, and that 
report will contain an analysis and an evaluation of this 
issue. 


Q Can we have a copy of that, please? 
A Sure. 


Q John, does the State Department have any 
material evidence, as opposed to press accounts in El 
Salvador, to support Mr. Speakes'* contention that 40 percent 
of the death-squad murders are the work of the political 
left? 


By Well, as I say, I haven't seen what Mr. 
Speakes said this morning, so I'm not going to comment. 
I've given you what we have on the trend. I'm not sure 
whether the Embassy has anything beyond press accounts. I 
don't know. 


Q John -- 


A But wr. don't you wait until the report goes 
out? 


Q John, the figures that you mentioned may be 
right for the six-monthly period, but from the information 
“ming from this podium, in fact in the last couple of 
tenths in 1983, there was a rapid increase in the death 
squads. 


nN I' afraid, in terms of statistics, Jim, I can 
do no better than give you the ones I have given you. But 
if you think there is a discrepancy, we'll be glad to take a 
look at it. 
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Q Yes, because the alarm that was expressed by 
Vice President Bush and by Ambassador Pickering took place 
in November and December. 


ay Uh-huh + 


Q But now you are telling us at this time that 
they were expressing alarm, in fact there was quite a noti- 
ceable decrease. 


A Let me take a look and see what the answer is 
to that question. 


Q John, can you determine if there is in fact a 
new State Department estimate that supports the Speakes 
declaration, that the State Department has a 40 percent esti- 
mate on the -- 


A I don't know. I haven't seen what is in that 
report to Congress. 


Q Can you give us a summation of your eva- 
luation of those figures, John? Do we take heart from it? 
Are we discouraged? Are we somewhere in between? , 


A Well, if == Jim has raised a fair point, 
which we would be glad to look at; but on the basis of it, 
if you have a downward trend, I guess that is something 
that everybody would be happy with. 


On the general problem of death squads, as you 
know, we have detected progress. We have made some very 
sharp statements and some strong signals, and we are seeing 
what we consider to be a positive response to those 
Signals. 


Q John, if I may pursue that, a senior, 
ex-State Department official, who authored a Commission 
report, said this morning that -- 

A Can you be a little more -- (Laughter) 

Q Well, he's ON BACKGROUND so I don't want to - 

A Oh, well, yes. 

Q But he said that he thought that these death 


squads would end -- the death-squad killings would end in 
the near future. Do you share that optimism? 
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oN I think we would certainly hope that that 
would be the case. 


Q You have nothing to go on to -- 
rN Nothing beyond what I've -- 


Q John, you referred in your comments on the 
deaths to a “sharp decrease” over the past three years, but a 
"downward trend" in the past year. 


A Uh-huh. 


Q Would you characterize what you've described 
in the past year as a “sharp decrease", or were you referring 
to the distinction between what has happened in the past 
year, compared to what happened three years ago? 


aN I don't know that I'd characterize it, but 
going from 100 whatever-it-was to slightly over 100 certainly 
would seem to represent progress, but I'm going to look into 
Jim's question, which is a fair one. 


Q John, there is a story this morning in “Evans 
and Novak", that Mr. Jackson carried a letter from Assad to 
President Reagan. 


A Yes. 
Q Do you have any comment on that -- 
A No. 


Q -- in light of this, do you have any date for 
Rumsfeld to visit with Assad? 


A, No, nothing to announce on a Syrian visit by 
Ambassador Rumsfeld. But as I said earlier, I wouldn't 
steer you away from it. 

Q Thanx you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:31 p.m.) 
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FRIDAY, JANUARY 13, 1984, 12:26 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good morning. A couple of announce- 


ments: 


There will be a BACKGROUND briefing today -- that's 
a reminder -- at 2:00 o'clock in this briefing room on the 
Secretary's travels to London, Stockholm and Oslo. 


Also, on Monday AID Administrator Peter McPherson 
will hold a news briefing on the humanitarian and economic 
assistance aspects of the Kissinger Commission Report. That 
will be Monday in this briefing room at 2:00 o'clock. That 
session will be ON THE RECORD and for sound and camera. 


That's all I have for you. 

Q What time was that again? 

A 2:00 o'clock on Monday. 

Q Anything on Rumsfeld's meeting with Assad? 
A 


No. He's in Damascus, saw Khaddam and 
Assad, but no readout for you. 


Q I know you don't tell us his travel plans, 
but would you tell us if he, after this meeting, intends to 
come back to the United States? Not particularly when, but 


A I think not directly. 


Q Will he go to London and see the Secretary 
maybe? 


A I am not aware of such a plan at the moment. 
You know, one never rules anything out, but I'm not aware of 
that at the moment, Bernie. 


Q What is your assessment of the overall 
situation regarding the negotiations for the security 
agreement? And what is prompting, do you think, this new 
round of fighting in Beirut? 








A Can*t speculate, and have nothing for you on 
the progress of the negotiations beyond what the Secretary 
said yesterday. He reierred to the ups and downs that take 
Place in Lebanon. : 


Q Do you have any sense of who it is that is 
responsible for the attack on the Marines today? 


. No. Have a little readout on what is 
actually happening there on the ground. This morning U.S. 
MNF positions in the southeast part of the airport, Beirut 
airport, came under heavy small arms fire from a building to 
the east of their positions. 


The Marines returned fire. There were no Marine 
casualties. After LAF units were fired upon from the same 
area, they also returned fire. The overall exchange lasted 
about two hours, during which there were large secondary 
explosions seen coming from the building from which the fire 
had originated. As a result of all this, the Beirut Airport 
was closed for about an hour. It's now open again. 


The French MNF contingent and LAF units have been 
involved in exchanges with unidentified militiamen in West 
Beirut. 


The wife of the French Cultural Attache in Beirut 
is in good condition after she was slightly wounded by a 
gunman who reportedly fled on a motorcycle. 


We have seen reports this morning of artillery and 
small arms exchanges in the greater Beirut area. We've also 
seen a report that a school bus was attacked near Hadath. 


The United States is concerned about the flareup 
of violence in the greater Beirut area. We call on the par- 
ties to excercise restraint, to spare innocent civilian 
lives, and to respect the cease-fire. 


Q Copy of that, John? 


Q Did the Secretary and Mr. Andreotti discuss 
the MNF, and did the Italians give you any new signals about 
their participation? 


A I'm sure they did. I think Mr. Andreotti 
himself had some remarks about the MNF and the continuing 
Italian commitment to it this morning, but I think there may 

















emerge other statements during the day. But I think he 
already talked about it this morning. 


Q Did he explain in detail the Italian decision 
to draw down and sort of -- 


A I don't know what was discussed in his 
meeting with the Secretary, but I understand he made some 
public statements after the meeting about Italy's commitment 
to the MNF. 

Here or at the White House? 
Anybody have any idea? Sorry. 


White House. 
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White House? Okay. 


Q John, yesterday Spadolini, I think it was, 
suggested that Italy and perhaps the other MNF partners 
should go in the direction of being replaced by U.N. forces. 
I remember the President made a remark about that, too, in 
his year-ender with the wire agencies. 


Is there any more thought given to going to the 
U.N., which is — 


A I don't know that there's any more thought 
given to going to the U.N., Bill. This is something that is 
out there, has been talked about from time to time over a 
fairly extended period, and I think the Secretary has men- 
tioned it as well. 


There's also been discussion of the obvious 
demerits of the idea of Soviet involvement and Soviet veto 
over U.N. forces. But -- so I don't know that there is any 
more thrust or discussion being given to an idea that has 
been discussed over the months. 


Q John, despite the Secretary's reply yester- 
day, I'm still having trouble understanding the timing of 
the -- 


A Timing of? 


Q No. The timing of the -- accusing the 
Soviets of violating the old treaties, even while he's going 
to see Gromyko. 














Will the issuance of the report at this time 
complicate the Secretary's trip or the opportunity to resume 
arms talks? 


A I don't see that it is any complication. You 
have a strategy; you have a relationship with a country 
that is a sophisticated relationship; and there are various 
facets of that that proceed at the same time. 


I think what the Secretary said was that you have 
to be realistic and you have to speak out if you see a 
violation. You would be derelict in not bringing that to 
the attention of the other party, but that does not preclude 
a discussion and a dialogue which is able and is going on 
through a variety of channels. 


Q Are you convinced -- 

A So it's not a contradiction. 

Q Is Congress all that sophisticated, too? 
A I'm not a -- 


You're going to have to sell the treaty 
eventually. 


A -- spokesman for Congress. 


Q No. I mean, you negotiate on two -- at least 
on two levels. You also have to eventually persuade 
Congress to ratify a treaty. And doesn't it become harder to 
get Congress to go aiong when the Soviets are accused of 
being liars and cheats? 


A You have to look of the realities of the 
situation. If there are indeed violations, we would be 
derelict in not speaking out on then. 

Lester? 

Q Can I go to a new subject? 

A It's okay with me. 


Q John, since you have served as the editor of 
a famed church-owned daily newspaper, as well -~- 


A Why don't we keep this on U.S. foreign policy 
rather than personal? 











Q It is. It's <= that's exactly -- as well as 
an unusually well informed spokesman at the State 
Department, and since The New York Times reports you saying 
that there is no violation of separation of church and state 
because the United States is recognizing the Holy See rather 
than the Roman Catholic Church itself, could you tell us if 
the Holy See is not a religious establishment, does the 
State Department ard it as a real estate establishment or 
what kind of establishment? And I have two follow-ups. 


A I thought we made our position quite clear 
the other day, and I don't have anything to add to it. 


Q From the reports here, John, it isn't clear. 
What kind of establishment -- 


A Might not be clear to you -- 
Q -- do you regard it as? 


A -- but it was clear to me when I said it at 
the time. 


Well, could you just clarify this? 
No. 


Q 

A 

Q What kind of -- 
A I think I was clear at the time. I made -- 
Q 


In other words, it's not a religious 
establishment. Is that what you're saying? 


A I made clear the distinction between the Holy 
See and the city-state -- 


Q It wasn't clear to The New York Times. 





A Well, I'm sorry. 


Q Let me try a follow-up. Since the world has 
hundreds of millions of Moslems in countries all over the 
world who have a holy city in Mecca, why has the State 
Department failed to recommend an Ambassador to Mecca, other 
than the fact that the Moslem vote in the United States is 
negligible. 


A I'm not aware of any plans to establish 
Giplomatic relations with Mecca. 








Q I understand. I'm asking why. Why are there 
-- no ambassador to -- 


Not relevant, Lester. 

That's not relevant. 

Not the same situation. 
-=- MORE << 














Q Will the State Department recommend ambassa- 
dors to the World Council of Churches? 


A I*m not aware of any plans, Lester. 
Are there any serious questions? 


Q That's a very serious question. You're 
being sued, John. 


A So be it, Lester. 
Q You're being sued -- 


A We got three questions from you, Lester. Why 
don't you hold off. 


Q Can I ask a logistical question on the trip. 
If you can tell us, on background or on the record, when 
might Mr. Shultz hold his news conference? What I have in 
mind is Gromyko has a habit of holding a news conference 
after the Americans leave and say something rather -- 


A Why don’t we have a little chat after this 
on-the-record session. 


Q Okay. 


Q John, any developments on the helicopter in 
Honduras, Nicaragua -- any reply? 


A The Nicaraguans have come back to us. We're 
looking at that response, but nothing beyond that. Still 
looking into the question of -- obviously, an investigation 
continues to go on into what happened on the scene, but I 
think the Pentagon is probably a better source. 


Q Have they come back with the fuller explana- 
tion that was requested? 


A Not able to get into what is in the com- 
munication, but they did deliver a communication to us last 
evening. 


Q Sorry, was it delivered here or was it deli- 
vered in Managua? 


A Here, delivered here. 


Q John, can I ask you <= back on the Middle 
East -- a question. While in Beirut, General Vessey was 











reported to have -- was reported from Beirut by a network 

news S| that he was looking into the Lebanese Government 
to officially request the Marines to leave Beirut, and then 
it wag reported that he also asked for $600 million, or the 


asked for. (Sic) Can you confirm 
have anything to say about him? 






A The in epee that U.S. military aid to the 
LAP in terms of training and equipment is some kind of deal 
for the exit of the Marines, of course, is ridiculous. WNo 
change in the positics on the Marines. Insofar as the mili- 
tary training program to the LAF, yes, that goes forward 
vigorously, and I'm sure the Pentagon can tell you where it 
stands and I'm sure military officers would have discussed 
that during their visit. 


Q A follow-up to this. You are -- I mean, it 
also was reported at the time that a specific date was men- 
tioned -- June 6 -— by which it was reported the Marines 
would have left Beirut. So you're saying that there is no 
grounds to that, no -- 


A Anybody who is suggesting there's a date for 
the departure of the Marines is being very fanciful. 


Q Can you confirm the report that the U.S. is 
seriously contemplating a new MBFR proposal which could be 
unveiled in Stockholm? 


A I don't have a great deal for you on that, 
Barrie, but I'll give you the words we have. We and our 
Allies participating in the MBFR talks remain committed to 
seeking progress. However, we're not going to speculate 
about what we might do if the talks resume. 


It's premature to talk about initiatives in nego- 
tiations which are not now taking place. The first order of 
business is to resume the talks. The Soviets said that they 
would set a date for resumption later through diplomatic 
channels. We have not yet heard from them. They are aware 
that we are prepared to resume the talks as soon as 
possible. 


Q John, can I also go back to a particular 
point? As far as aid to the LAF, is there -- I mean, their 
figure of $600 million is anywhere correct? I mean, is the 
United States considering giving them -- 


A I really don't have that, but I think the 
Pentagon could give you -- I'm sure they would give you a 
full account of what we're doing and what's envisaged. 

















Q John, do you have anything further on the 
situation on the Korean peninsula, the diplomatic initiatives 
going forward, and what the Chinese Premier proposed when he 
was here and when he proposed it? 


A No, I really don't beyond what the Secretary 
said on this subject terday and what I had said earlier, 
referring to the Pres t's remarks about our feeling on a 
quadripartitite meeting. I think that the Washington Times 
yesterday -- sorry Mr. Howe isn't here -- me a 
the press conference in suggesting that I had said talks 
could only take place between the two, North Korea and South 
Korea. That wasn't what I said. I said they both would 
have to be involved, but we have never talked about two- 
party talks. 


Q Can you go beyond that, to China and the 
United States? 


A No. As the President said, we think that 
quadripartitite talks might well lead to a reduction of ten- 
sion on the Korean peninsula, but it's premature to talk 
re the shape of any such conference or who might be 

volved. 


Q Last Friday you were asked about Egypt's pro- 
test to the United Nations about Israelis applying their 
authorities on the West Bank of Jordan. Had the State 
Department, the United State Government, received such a 
copy of the protest or something like that to this effect? 


A Have we had some guidence on that? Let me 
take a look at that. I'm not quite sure where we stand on 
that. 

Q Another question. Do you have anything to 
offer on the upcoming visit or meeting between Arafat and 
King Hussein? 

A No. 


Q Anything about the upcoming Islamic Summit 
Conference which will be held soon? 


A No. 


Q Do you have anything further on the charges 
by the FPriends Committee on arms to South Africa? 


N I think we might have something for you a 
little later in the day on that. Why don't you keep 


checking with the Press Office. 
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Q John, there are rather lengthy lists of 
violations on the part of the Soviet Union to the SALT I 
treaties. Could you be specific as to which items is the 
se een Mr. Gromyko in his meeting 
on th? 


A No, I can't. The Secretary sort of declined 
 aagugy oe to get into his agenda, and I would be foolhearty 
to go beyond what he said yesterday. 


Q But he is going to go over the violations? 


A I don't think he talked about that. I think 
he declined to be drawn on what he might talk about with Mr. 


Gromyko. Sorry. 
Q John -- 


A Yes, Lester. 


Q There's a couple of others on this. Why are 
we not building =-- is there some explanation that you gave as 
tc why we're not building an embassy in Vatican City, or is 
it the land shortage? 


A I think the present facilities are considered 
adequate for the moment. 


Q I see. It has nothing to do with the land 
shortage? 


A I'm not aware of that. 


Q The Times quotes somebody, unidentified, from 
the State Department as saying that this will involve 
moderate costs. Whenever i hear that term from the State 
Department, you'll understand if I wince, because I don't 
know exactly what you mean by “moderate." What -- could you 
define that? 


A I think you haven't caught up with the 
guidance that we offered, Lester, last week. Why don't you 
take a look at that. 


Q Well, let me ask one final question. Does 
Secretary Shultz want you and Mr. Romberg to conduct 
briefings only for the benefit of those who come here every- 
day or should those of us who can't come everyday, because 
we have other assignments, be entitled to answers? 


Line 








ll 





A If you mean are we going to repeat answers 
that everybody in this room may have heard -- 


Q Not everybody, because everybody desn't 
come. 


A -- well, most in this room may have heard 
when you can just as easily walk a few steps down the hall 
and read a piece of paper, the answer to that is no. 

Q I see. In other words, we have to read all 
of -- if we are away -- for instance, if somebody is over- 
seas and they come back, they have to read the entire 
briefing. Is that right? 

A Well, I do. Why shouldn't you? 


Q Because you work full time, and you work for 
the government and I don't. 


A Then, you're going to miss great pearls, 
Lester. 


Q I see. 
C Thank you. 
(Press briefing concluded at 12:45 P.M.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Sorry for the 
delay. Just one announcement to remind you, as we 
announced last week, that AID Administrator Peter McPherson 
will be briefing today at 2:00 p.m. on the humanitarian and 
economic assistance recommendations of the Kissinger 
Commission Report. 


Following that briefing, we will have available in 
the Press Office copies of the “Report to Congress on El 
Salvador" -- that's the title of it -- which will be 
transmitted to the Congress early this afternoon. There 
will then be a backgrounder on that report about 30 minutes 
following Mr. McPherson's briefing, so you'll have a chance 
to go through that. The briefing will be ON BACKGROUND with 
attribution to State Department officials. 


Q On that, how is that different from cer- 
tification, what this report is? 


A Well, I will answer you briefly, Jim, but you 
also should talk about this with your briefers this after- 
noon. Obviously, there was a formal requirement under the 
law previously to certify. When the President went against 
that bill, he also instructed, however, that there be a 
report to the Congress, and that the first one of those 
reports, although not necessarily saying what the pattern 
would be after that -- but that the first one be on the date 
when that certification requirement had been, so that this 
-- that's the difference. 


Q What time will that be? 


A Well, assuming that Mr. McPherson briefed 
from about 2:00 to about 2:30 and the report is made < 
available then at about 2:30, that BACKGROUND briefing would 
take place approximately 3:00 o'clock. 


Okay. That's it for announcements. Happy to take p 
your questions. “ 


Q Alan, on Lebanon, do you still believe that 
the plan for a cease-fire and a political settlement in a 
security framework is possible? 





eR ae ee ak 
tay 


A The short answer to that is yes, but I don't 
have any update to give you on the status of talks on that. 


Q Do you consider the hopes for such a plan to 
have been set back by the fighting that took place over the 
weekend? 


A Well, I'm not going to try, Jim, to give you 
temperature readings on it. I simply would say that the 
process is going forward. There are a lot of conversations 
which are being held, and it is important that that take 
place. 


Q Where is Mr. Rumsfeld? 


A Ambassador Rumsfeld is in Israel at the 
moment. He was previously, a little bit eariier, in 
Lebanon. 


Q Anything on Shafik Wazzan's statement that 
Lebanon might not ratify the May 17 agreement? 


A No. The position of the government of 
Lebanon remains that they stand behind that agreement. So - 


Q On the President's speech today, there was a 
suggestion when he was talking about Shultz meeting Gromyko 
-- I forgot the words, but it's something like "This should 
be the first of a number of meetings." 


Is there an arrangement already between the two 
countries for a series of meetings, of which this is the 
first? 


A I don't have anything on it to give to you, 
Marvin. I would think that we ought to let the first 
meeting -- the meeting that is taking place, take place, and 
see what happens after that, but I leave you with, 
obviously, what the President said about it. But I don't 
have anything to give you on a series of meetings other than to 
note that there, of course, has been a series of meetings in 
the past which you know about that has taken place here over 
a period of time between the Secretary and Ambassador 
Dobrynin. There also have been conversations in Moscow with 
our Embassy there, but I don't have any meeting -- specific 
meetings to give to you at this point. 


Q I just want to know whether I'm being hung up 
on the grammar or whether there is lurking behind the gram- 
mar some diplomatic reality? In other words, there is -- 





A Well, I understand your question, I just 
don't have any -- 


Q There are events that take place. There are 
General Assembly meetings, and they do get together and all 
that. 


A Right. 


Q But is there a series -- a special series of 
meetings that has been agreed to? 


A I don't have anything to give you, talking 
about any special series of meetings. I think that we would 
have to let the future take care of itself essentially, and 
why don't we also let the results of that meeting be briefed 
as -- after that meeting takes place by the Secretary or his 
party or however that's to be done. 


-- MORE -- 





Q On Lebanon, we always hear that the Syrian 
position still has not changed. So can we assune that 
Rumsfeld hasn't achieved anything so far? 


A I don't have anything to give you, as I 
usually do not, about Ambassador Rumsfeld and his mission. 


Q But what about the Syrian position? I mean, 
even we see it more hard than ever. Now they say that nothing 
will happen until the agreement is abrogated. Now, Shafig 
Wazzan said, “though not ratified," so what is happening? 


A We, obviously, have taken note of the Syrian 
positions on that, and I guess what I would simply say about 
that is that our purposes remain as they have been, and we 
are continuing to work for the goals we have set up for 
ourselves and will persist in that. 


Q Is there any hardening of the Syrian position 
or shifting, or what? Can you tell -- 


A I don't think I'm going to try to charac- 
terize that in specific terms in that way. 


Jim? 


Q Are we still pursuing further explanations 
from the Nicaraguans on the shooting down of the helicopter 
last week? 


A I think we are looking for something further 
in terms of a more detailed explanation of what happened. 
I think there was some initial response which we did not -- 
I guess last week John indicated we wouldn't get into 
detail, but I think it essentially went along the lines of 
what they had been saying publicly. 


Q Then, the issue is not settled. Is it clear 
why the aircraft was in that position now, from our own 
investigation? 


A I don't have anything further on it, Jim. 
You might want to check with the Pentagon, but I don't have 
anything further on it. 


Q Do you have any comment on press reports that 
U.S. personnel have been traveling by helicopters to a 
supply depot three miles from the Nicaraguan border? 








A No, I don't know anything about them, but I 
refer you to the Pentagon on their ground rules. 


Q Alan, following up on the question of the 
helicopter, the answer that the Nicaraguans gave you 
already, although it was not very detailed, what is your 
position on that specific answer? 

A I don't have a judgment to give you about 
that. I think our position on it was made known in various 
statements last week on the incident. 

A Is that it? 

Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:50 p.m.) 
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‘TUESDAY, JANUARY 17, 1984, 12:10 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have no announce- 
ments. I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Do you know about this arms sale between 
Prance and Saudi Arabia? 


A Don't have anything on that, Jim. Saw the 
reports in the morning papers, obviously, and I think there 
was some comment that was attributed to DOD, but I don't 
have anything on it. 


Q Does that mean the United States was not 
informed or (inaudible) -- 


A No, it doesn't mean that. It means I don't 
have anything for you. But as I say, I saw some comment 
attributed to the Pentagon on it. 


Q -- which strikes me that the U.S. Government 
was informed. What I'm trying to find out is is the State 
Departisent was. 


A I just don't have anything to give you on it. 


Q Do you have anything on the kidnapping of the 
Saudi diplomat in Beirut? 
eae Nothing very specific. We, obviously, are 
aware of the reports, and understand that a Saudi Arabian 
Consul was kidnapped by unknown gunmen in Beirut earlier 
today. Don't have any details. 


We condemn in the strongest terms the kidnapping 
of diplomatic or consular personnel, and we call for his 
early release. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on the manner in 
which the Russians reacted to the President's speech? 


A Not a lot, Marvin. The response, as I saw 
it, was issued yesterday before the speech was even made, 
and it certainly -- It's what it was: it was a Tass and 
Novosti reaction, not an official governmental reaction, I 
think. I would refer to what the --- 





Q You're drawing a distinction between Tass 
the Soviet Government? . 


A Well, I think that they say sometimes dif- 
ferently nuanced things, use different words sometimes. 
I would not draw a large distinction talking about the 
independence of Tass and Novosti. 


Q Yes. 


A But the point I would make, too, is one the 
Secretary made in his press conference in London, which is 
to talk about the responsibility of the United States, the 
Soviet Union, and other governments to work for greater 
security and stability in the world. And we trust, there- 
fore, that the Soviet Union will take the President's words 
seriously, and will respond in kind. 


Q Alan, any chance of sweetening the offer, the 
reopening of Aeroflot offices, that sort of thirny? 


A ‘I don't have anything to suggest that that's 
underway. 


Q The Middle East? Do you have any comment on -- 


o 


Let me just follow? 
O.K. 


o) 


Q There were Soviet Government media reactions 
that followed the President's speech as well, and they were 
more detailed than the ones that preceded. 


A Well, let's see what happens with this, 
Marvin. I think also we have, of course, Mr. Gromyko's 
speech which is coming up, and beyond the public statements, 
we have the meeting which is coming up. 


Certainly, the meeting is tomorrow. I understand 
that there may be a postponement of his speech until tomorrow 
because the whole schedule of the Conference was slipping. 
But in any case -- 

Q Will the meeting slip as well, do you think? 

A No, not to my understanding. 


Q Postponement of the Gromyko speech -- 





A You had better get that out of the 
Conference; but my understanding, just for your guidance is 
that, in fact, it was a possibility because of nothing other 
than the fact that the whole schedule was slipping some. 

But that may be wrong. : 


Q Do you have any comment on the King Hussein 
speech to the Jordanian Parliament yesterday? 


A What aspect are you focusing on? 


Q Any aspect. I mean, is his call to the PLO, 
to, you know, bring Egypt back in, majority rule among the 
Arab countries -- 


A I guess the only one I really could address 
would be the peace process issue as a general matter, and 
our position on that has been consistent, which is that the 
best way to give new impetus to the peace process would be 
for the early entry of Jordan into negotiations with Israel. 
We support King Hussein's efforts to create conditions 
necessary for him to enter peace talks with Israel, but 
beyond that, I don't have any specific comment on his 
address. 


Q Alan, on this note: there were reports cir- 
culating sometime after the breakdown of the talks between 
Arafat and King Hussein that King Hussein was asking, speci- 
fically, for the United States to issue a call, or to 
achieve some agreement with Israel to freeze the settlements 
on the West Bank. Whatever happened on this thing? This is 
one condition that Jordan is seeing by entering the peace 
talks. : 

A Well, this has been addressed many times, as 
you know, from here and other U.S. Government podiums. I 
don't have anything new to offer you on that. Our position 
on the continuing settlement activities is clear; but I 
don't have any new position to give you on that or any 
diplomatic reporting to give you. 


Q Alan, Jo you see this as a way of King 
Hussein trying to get those elements of the PLO still 
loyal to Arafat to engage in negotiations with him first? 


A I think I'd have to let King Hussein speak 
for himself on that, Marvin. I don't think it's proper for 
me to do that. 





Q On this point, Alan, what is it that the 
United States would 1 to see King Hussein doing? I mean, 
does the United States -- 


A We would like to see King Hussein enter the 
peace talks. It's obvious that he needs certain backing -- 
he's talked about this; we've talked about it -- backing 
from Palestinians and from other Arab states to do that. 

He has been working on this for some time. And as I said 
before, we support him in his efforts to create the 
conditions necessary for him to enter peace talks with 
Israel. 


Beyond that, specifically how he is going to do 
this or whether various things he’s doing are designed to 
talk to that or other aspects of his own policies, we'd 
have to leave to him to address. 


Q To follow up on that, Alan, as you probably 
well know, it would require King Hussein to have an approval 
from the PLO or Arafat, especially to talk on behalf of the 
Palestinian people -- to replace the PLO, it would require a 
reversal of the '74 Resolution. 


Is that what the United States is looking forward 
to? I mean, would you like King Hussein to receive a commit- 
ment from or an approval by Arafat to talk on behalf of the 
Palestinians? Can you address that, especially? 


A What we would like to have happen -- I'm 
really repeating myself -- is to have him come to the table. 
There are certain conditions which are necessary for that to 
happen. We hope that those conditions will be available to 
him. I*m not going to try to specify what it is that he 
will need beyond the way I've already described it. 


Q Would that include -- Can you just tell me 
if that includes the reversal, or the right to talk or to 
negotiate on behalf of the Palestinians? 


A He needs, clearly, backing from Palestinians; 
but I can't get more detailed with you than that at this 
point. 








Q Do you expect the Israelis to be quite ready 
for such talks? 


A I can't really. I can‘t speak for the 
Israelis on that. Our posit on this is clear. I refer 
you back to the President's September 1, ‘82 initiative. 
We're plowing over old ground on this, but let's -- the 
first step, I think, is to see if we can get King Russein -- 
not if we can get, but if King Hussein can be in a position 
to come to the table. 


Q In the light of the fact -- excuse me, Marvin 
-- in the light of the fact that the Israelis still are 
rejecting the Reagan initiative, they have nothing new -- 


A We've talked about this many times. The 
Reagan initiative, the September 1. peace plan, is clearly 
the position we would take in those talks, the positions we 
would support in those talks. 


Marvin? 

Q Alan, twice you've said this backing of the 
Palestinians, but you haven't said the PLO. Are you trying 
to draw a distinction there? 

A We're not trying to specify specifically whom 
King Hussein needs as backers. That's something he will 
have to -- 

Q You say the "Palestinians." Who do you mean? 

A I'm not going to try to define it further. 

Q Alan, do you have anything further on the 
Secretary's comment on the lack of progress in Ambassador 
Rumsfeld's talks with the Syrians? 

A No. 


Where is Ambassador Rumsfeld today? 


© 


He is in Israel. 


> 


Q Can I ask on the first -- Jim's question, 
Alan? Can you address this aspect of it: Saudi officials 
were quoting as -- interpreting this sale or the purchase 
from France as a way of protest to the strategic cooperation 
agreed upon between U.S. and Israel. Would you <-- do you 
see it as such? Would you care to comment and respond? 








A I don*t have a characterization to offer you. 
Why don’t you ask the Saudis what -- 


Q ~- We know what the Saudis said. We're trying 
to get your response to it. 


A I know -— you're telling me what Saudi sources 
have said, but I'm not going to respond to that. 


Q Can you tell us how lenient the Secretary 
will be with Mr. Gromyko when he meets him in Stockholm -- 


A I'm sorry, I missed the first part of your 
question. How -- 


Q How lenient the Secretary will be with Gromyko 
in order to bring the Russians back to the peace table? 


A I don't it's a question of being lenient. 
It's a question of putting our policies and positions out, 
discussing the full range of issues, and having a discussion 
of that sort. I wouldn't characterize it in terms of 
leniency, particularly. 


Q Do you think he will ever be able to bring 
them back to the peace talk table? 


A I can't predict on that, and I don't think we 
have tended to do that. In terms of the arms talks that are 
going on, or had been going on, in any case in Geneva and in 
Vienna, we think we have good positions out there. We have 
a reasonable negotiating position. We're willing to nego- 
tiate. It's not take-it-or-leave-it. And we think the 
Soviets should come back to the table. We hope they will. 


Q Alan, I just heard you saying that you want 
King Hussein to come to the negotiating table. Based on 
what? Is it the President Reagan initiative, the first sun- 
mit conference, the United Nations Resolutions 242/338, or 
what? What are the conditions that you want, all the cir- 
cumstances that you want him to come? 


A I'm really not going to go back and have a 
briefing on all the things that we've briefed on in the last 
year and a half. I refer you back to the record on it. 


Our position at those talks would be the 
President's position as laid out in his speech. We've made 
it clear that others may come in with other positions on the 
issues. That's what negotiations are all about. 








Q. eadal tatte ano thea tieré wad 0 bit of a 
crises in Chad, the U.S. had forces that went into the 
region. Have all of those forces been withdrawn? 

A U.S. had forces -- 








Q 
A I see what you're saying. 
Q There were planes that flew in in Sudan. 


A Clearly, the planes have left. I guess the 
quickest way is to ask you to ask the Pentagon the answer to 
that question. I don't know the answer to that question. 


Q Do you -- has that call just passed by? Is 
there no U.S. concern with what is now happening in Chad? 


A Oh, I wouldn't say that. I don't think that 
that's -- 


Q Do you have anything down there that -- 
nothing? 


A I don't have written guidance but I think that 
we have been concerned. There is guidance actually, pro- 
bably available in the Press Office, about the talks at the 
OAU and our concern that those talks have not gone 
anywhere, and I think there is continuing concern for preci- 
sely what it is that Libya intends with its occupation forces 
in northern Chad. 


Q Because none of those forces have gone back, 
have they? 


Libyan forces? 


Yes. 


> Oo F 


Q Also under the category of pending business, 
does the State Department now have any clearer view of how 
classified documents got to the Lorton Prison? 


A Don't have anything new on that at this 
point, Larry. There may be something coming up in the next 
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week or so, and we will make it known to you. You won't 
eT ern. ee eee eens CO Ong 
about it. 


There's been a new spate of coup rumors out™~ 
seen any of these reports? Do you 


A Not really. We don't have information. 
Obviously, we're aware of those reports, but we don't have 
information to confirm the reports. 


We would oppose any change of government in 
Guatemala other than through democratic means. Since coming 
pote good General Mejia has confirmed that his government 

@ hold constituent assembly elections this July, and we 
fully support this decision and look foward to the early 
announcement of an electoral law. 


Q Copy of that? 
A Yes. 


Q Alan, just one more thing, and you don't have 
to go back to a year and a half of briefings. Hussein, if 
he does have a green light, so to speak, he needs a partner 
to talk, assuming that those talks you're encouraging are to 
be under the Reagan plan. Israel has refused or rejected 
the Reagan plan and will not talk on the Reagan plan, so who 
can you tell us King Hussein will be talking, negotiating 
with on the Reagan plan? 


A I guess I really am going to have to refer 
you back to the record because we have made clear that we 
would not expect that all of the parties that would sit down 
at the talks, which are already established under the Camp 
David Accords, and the basis is laid out in those Accords, 
but we would not expect everybody who comes there to come 
with the same negotiating position. 


We would go with the negotiating position the 
President has laid out. We have made very clear that the 
President's initiative is well within the Camp David 
Accords. So we don't see a problem in that particular 
respect. Others come to the table with different positions, 
fine. The point is to go back and talk. 


Q You know that Israel would come to the nego- 
tiating table? 














A I'm not going to try to speak for Israel. So, 
I think, as I say, the next step is essentially for King 
Hussein to obtain the support that he needs to come to the 
table. That's not a new position. That's what we've been 
saying for quite sometime. | 


Q Can I understand from this that you would 
like very much to open the negotiation with King Hussein and 
the PLO or King Hussein -- or the PLO through King Hussein 
first, and then after that to carry it on to Israel because 
Israel will not participate in these talks as -- 


A I don't think I would consider that an 
interpretation of what I said. I'd go back to my word 
instead of trying to drag the PLO and the United States into 
the same forum on that. 


Q A report in the Washington Post -- the budget 
-- the Reagan Administration out the Ladest Es the World 
Bank. But cutting the budget of the World Bank, that means 
this Administration doesn't care for the Third World 
countries or poor countries and also the poor in this 


country? 


A No, no. I wouldn't say that at all. This 
was the position the Administration took and I would refer 
you to the statements that have been made by the represent- 
atives to the various conferences that have been held, but 
it certainly would be amistake to say the Administration 
doesn't care about Third World countries. 


Q I mean, also, is there any secret deal with 
China because China is also affected by the budget? 

A No. 

Q Thank you. : 


A Okay, you're welcome. 
(Press briefing concluded at 12:26 P.M.) 
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WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 18, 1984, 12:14 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Okay. A hardy crew. I have a 
coupl* of announcements for you. 


First, an announcement regarding the U.S. Advisory 
Commission on Public Diplomacy. Available in the Press 
Office is the 1983 Report of the U.S. Advisory Commission on 
Public Diplomacy. The Commission is an independent, bipar- 
tisan body created by Congress to conduct a continuing over- 
view of the U.S. Information Agency. Its Chairman is Edwin 
J. Feulner, Jr. 


The Commission has assessed current programs and 
activities of the agency, which includes the Voice of 
America. Its report and recommendations are being submitted 
today to President Reagan, the Congress, the Secretary of 
State, and USIA Director Charles 2. Wick. 


Questions concerning the report should be directed 
to G. Richard Monsen or Bruce Gregory of the Advisory 
Commission's staff. Telephone number on that is 485-2457. 





Second -- 
Q Alan, will we be able to get copies of that? 
q In the Press Office afterward. 


Second, a statement regarding the assassination of 
Dr. Kerr. At about 9:30 this morning Beirut time, two uniden- 
tified male assailants attacked Dr. Malcolm Kerr, the 
President of the American University in Beirut, as he was 
exiting an elevator enroute to his office at the university. 
Dr. Kerr was pronounced dead at American University Hopsital 
shortly afterwards. AUB has been closed in mourning for Dr. 
Kerr. 





We understand that members of the Kerr family are 
; in Beirut. We urge you to respect their privacy in the wake 
of their grievous loss. 


We have no information on Dr. Kerr's assailants 
beyond press reports that the Islamic Jihad publicly has 





claimed responsibility for the assassination. We view Dr. 
Kerr's assassination as an outrageous and contemptible act 
directed against a respected educator who tirelessly and 
courageously served the principles of academic freedom and 
excellence in education. We wish to express our deepest 
sympathy to the Kerr family. 


Dr. Kerr's untimely and tragic death at the hands 
of these despicable assassins must strengthen our resolve 
not to give in to the acts of terrorists. Terrorism is 
repugnant and contrary to the principles for which Dr. Kerr 
stood. 


Q May we have a copy of that, please? 





A Sure. That's it on announcements and so 
forth. Happy to take questions. 


Q Alan, when you say "strengthen Our resolve 
not to give in to terrorism," does that translate into 
anything specific? 


A I don't have anything specific at this point 
except that it clearly means we should not back away in the 
face -- specifically in the face of terrorist activities and 
say, "My goodness, we better leave.” Not going to do that. 


Q Alan, this is the most recent in a number of 
terrorist activities by the Islamic Jihad against Americans 
in Lebanon. Is the United States going to do anything about 
this group, or just let it continue? 


A Well, we've indicated before we're not really 
sure what this group is, whether there indeed is a group as 
such or whether different people doing different things are using 
the same name. We just don't know anything about it. 


Obviously, we're concerned. We will investi- 
gate, together with others -- Lebanese authorities in this 
case -- others in activities which are appropriate, but we 
certainly don't just sit back and say that there's nothing 
we can do. We try to find out what we can about them. 


Q Would you refresh our memory, Alan, on what 
investigations or what investigative process we've been par- 
ticipating in, in light of these long string of incidents? 


a Well, I can't specifically recall all of 
them, Jim. You've got, obviously, the Beirut bombing, 
you've got the Marine bombing, you've got the bombing in 





Kuwait, you've got -- I mean, there are other incidents: 
the bombings against the French, the bombings aaainst the 
Israelis, and you've got a lot of things that are terrorist 
type activities that have been undertaken and which are -- 
obviously, people are trying to follow up and get as much 
detail on as possible. 


Q What type of assistance are we offering local 
authorities in these investigations? 


A I don't recall, frankly, what we've said in 
the past. We've talked about it to the extent that I think 
we have done things in the past or were willing to talk about it. 
I don't know in this case. This obviously just happened, 
and I don't know what's happening on the ground in this case. 





Q In that these -- the last two things they've 
claimed credit for -- the Saudi and Dr. Kerr -- have been 
directed towards individuals, different from the past bom- 
bings, any different thing we can do in terms of security or 
anything different we're doing now since they seem to be at 
least at the moment going after individuals? 


A I don't know the answers to -- whether every 
individual -- in this case the president of a university -- 
can be expected to have some sort of mammoth security 
apparatus. I don't know how you deal with that sort of 
thing. I'm not an expert on terrorism, but I'm sure that 
people are looking at this and considering ways that at 
least one can reduce the chances and advice that can be 
given to individuals in situations where the possibility of 
terrorism may be perceived to be particularly high. 


But, obviously, people have to go about their 
lives, and as long as there are murderers who are determined 
to kill people, obviously, there is a risk. But you do what 
you can. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q New subject? On a lighter note, what are 
these penguins and whales demonstrating against outside the 
C Street entrance? What is the conference going on here 
now? 


A It*s an Antarctica Conference. An informal 
working group consisting of representatives of the 16 nations 
who are consultative parties to the Antarctic Treaty opened 
the third in a series of meetings in Washington today. The 
purpose of the meeting is to continue efforts begun about 14 
years ago to negotiate and draft a new agreement with regard 
to the potential exploration and development of mineral 
resources in the Antarctic which would supplement the 
Antarctic Treaty itself. 


The meeting will continue for the next eight 
working days, ending on January 27. At the conclusion of 
the meeting, the Chairman of the working group, Christopher 
Beeby from New Zealand, will brief the press, but the time 
and place for that briefing has not yet been set. No 
substantive information will be available during the course 
of the discussions, so I guess I have to ask you to hold your 
questions until that time. 


Q Copy of that? 
Aw Sure. 


Q Do we have any response to Mr. Gromyko's 
speech in Stockholm? 


By I'm sure there'll be a response, Greg, but I 
think we will defer to the Secretary's party on that 
question. 


Q It was rather tough sounding. Do we consider 
it a rejection in any way of Reagan's -- 


A It's very tempting to comment, but as I say, 
we'll defer comment to the Secretary's party. 


No other questions? 


A Alan, a group, the Arms Control Association 
today criticized the Administration for reieasing seven 
possible violations of treaties submitted by the Soviet 
Union. It said that going public sort of gave the lie to 
the President's intentions of dealing again with the Soviets 
when there are private channels for dealing with these. 

What would the comment be in response to that? 
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A First of all, as of this point we have not 
made any detailed, on-the-record comment on this subject. 
As you know, we have indicated that the Hill is being 
briefed in response to their requirement for a report. A 
report was done. They're being briefed on it at this point. 
The report will actually be sent up to the Hill shortly. I 
don't have a precise time on that. 


Information on that subject was presented during a 
background briefing last week. And I guess we just don't 
have anything more to say beyond what the Secretary indi- 
cated in his press conference last week, which is that, 
first of all, there's no inconsistency between having 
problems and trying to work ahead and resolve not only those 
problems but others as well. But also there's no inclina- 
tion to hide from the problems that we have. So I guess 
that would be the response I would have to give you on that. 


Q Alan, a couple of questions on Central 
America. Anything new on the case of Captain Avila? Any 
new information; anything new you wish to say? 


a There really isn't much on that. As the 
report on the situation in El Salvador, which was issued on 
the 16th indicated, the Salvadoran Attorney General is con- 
tinuing to pursue the prosecution in the case of the murders 
of Michael Hammer and Mark Pearlman, despite a number of 
adverse rulings by the Salvadoran courts. 


C*>tain Eduardo Avila has been linked to that 
case, and \* December '83 he was charged with an infraction 
of military discipline and was arrested. That current 
charge carries a penalty of thirty days' detention, but it's 
possible additional charges could be filed against him. 


Our concerns in the issue are clearly related to 
any testimony that Captain Avila might be able to provide 
which would further a resolution in the AIFLD case. 


Q Which raises the question of, has it been possi- 
ble to take testimony from him while he was -- 


A I think that's a question you would have to 
address to Salvadoran authorities. 


Q Okay. On Nicaragua, Mr. Ortega gave a wide- 
ranging press conference yesterday in which he said, among 
other things, that he believed the crew of the helicopter 
that went down on the Honduran border were “sappers;" that 
is to say, engineers who specialized in mines and such. 
Anything on that? 
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He also charged that the FDN has U.S. support for 
a rather large-scale offensive with the aim of liberating 
territory. 


A On the second part, I will obviously not com- 
ment, as we never do, on allegations of intelligence activi- 


ty. 


On the former, I really would refer you to what 
the Pentagon has said about this. They have pointed out 
that the two passengers were engineers who were involved in 
improvement of the airfield at Aguacate, and that the heli- 
copter was on a routine flight between San Lorenzo and 
Aguacate, as part of the Ahuas Tara II joint military exer- 
cise. So that would not obviously agree in any way with 
that description of their role for that flight's mission. 


Q One final question on that. Mr. Ortega said 
he believed that the United States and Honduras were 
discussing the possibility of a joint U.S.-Honduran military 
base or bases. Anything on that? 


py I think, again, there has been indication 
before that we don't have any plan to establish bases, U.S. 
bases, in Honduras. On the other hand, we have been working 
on -- in part of this exercise in upgrading the airfield, 
and so on, to facilitate the exercise and upgrade those 
capabilities, but it isn't a question of establishing a U.S. 
base in those places. 


Q Would there be any reason now why the heli- 
copter was unmarked if it was on a routine flight? 


A It's been said that it was unmarked, but I 
think that the Pentagon's indicated there were markings on 
it. It's been said that there was mud over the markings. I 
think Mike Burch has indicated he was looking into that 
question. He wasn't confirming that was the case, but he 
understood that if that was the case, there was a question 
to be answered and he said he was looking into it. I don't 
know that he's resolved that yet. 


As you may know, the two engineers who were 
passengers on the plane were giving a press conference in 
Honduras today. So it is possible -- I don't have a readout 
on that because it was only due to end a few minutes ago -- but 
it's possible they had answers to some of these questions. 

I just don't know, however. And I really would have to 
refer you to the Pentagon for that kind of question. 





Q 
A 


Thank you. 
You're welcome. 
(Press briefing concluded at 12:30 P.M.) 
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THURSDAY, JANUARY 19, 1984, 12:27 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have one state- 
ment for you regarding Iranian persecution of the Baha'i.’ 
We've recently received additional disturbing reports of the 
Iranian Government's severe persecution of that country's 
Baha‘i community. According to these reports, during 
November and December 1983, Iranian authorities arrested some 
180 Baha'i, most of them former elected members of Baha'i 
organizations which disbanded in early September following a 
declaration by Iran's Chief Revolutionary Prosecutor that 
"activities of Baha‘is are banned in Iran." 


In addition, 70 more Baha‘is were reportedly 
arrested January 1 through 3, 1984. As of last week more 
than 550 Baha‘is, many of them women, were imprisoned in 
Iran. Some Baha'is are known to have died under torture 
while in prison; others have simply disappeared and are 
presumed dead. 


The United States supports efforts in inter- 
national fora such as the U.N. Human Rights Commission and 
the U.N. General Assembly's Third Committee to highlight and 
to combat the Iranian Government-directed persecution of the 
Baha'is. We wish to take this occasion to reiterate what 
President Reagan has already said last May 22: “America and 
the world are increasingly alarmed and dismayed at the 
persecution and ‘severe repression of the Baha‘is in Iran." 


That's the end of the statement. Happy to -- 
Q Copies of that, please, Alan? 
A Yes. Sure. 


Q Any reason, other than the obvious, for doing 
that now? 


A No. But I think the reason is indeed rather 
obvious. 


Tell me what the obvious reason -- 


It's a pretty terrible situation -- 














A -— and it's worth calling attention to. 
Q Why Goes Khomeini dislike the Baha'is? 


I don't pretend to be an expert on why 
Khomeini diel ikes Baha‘is or a lot of other people. I'll 
leave that -- why don't you go ask the Iranians. Maybe it 
would be interesting to get some responses from then. 


Q Alan, what can you tell us about decisions 
made by this government to lift some of the Polish 
sanctions? 


A Okay. The President has decided to permit 
the landing of Polish charter flights and lift the ban on 
fishing by Polish vessels in U.S. waters. You recall that 
in December, the President stated “we will give immediate and 
serious consideration to the issues raised by Lech Walesa." 


The President has also taken note of some positive 
developments in Poland such as the release of the vast 
majority of political prisoners and the successful visit by 
His Holiness Pope John Paul II. 


It is the President's hope that the Adminiztra- 
tion's action will help contribute to the process of récon- 
ciliation and the improvement of human rights in Polai’4. 


Q Can I ask a question about this? Did we 
get anything in reciprocity? 


A I think that the basis for the decision is as 
I have just given it to you. 


Q Charter flights, I understand, are 88 -- 


A That's right. That's the number that they 
requested. 


Over what period of time? 
I think that is in the course of a year. 
Q 88 this year? 





A I will check on this. 


These are Polish charter planes or any 
datteie’ tates tea totunks 


A Mo. These are -- well, they requested 88 
Se eee ee eee ee 
granted. 


Q Por what purpose, Alan? 
A It hasn't -=- not specified. 


Q And are we to understand this as the first 
step in a process that will continue? 


A Well, let me note a couple things on that. 
First, other sanctions remain in place, and it's our hope 
that the situation will improve sufficiently to permit us to 
lift other sanctions as well in the near future. 


The Polish Government has taken some positive 
steps: The release of the vast majority of political pris- 
oners and the successful visit by the Pope. Very serious 
human rights problems remain. such as those still imprisoned 
and their treatment, and, the pending trials of the 1l KOR 
and Solidarity activists. We will continue to do what we 
can to encourage a policy of reconciliation in Poland. 


The President's step-by-step policy toward Poland 
remains unchanged. 


Q Can you quantify the release of political 


prisoners? 

A How many? I do not have numbers on that. 
Sorry. 

Q Do we know how many remain in custody? 
diets Don't have anything in detail for you on 


Q Do we know, though? 
A I can't answer that question. I don't know. 


Q Alan, in a statement on May 1 of '82, Reagan 
was listing the conditions under which we would lift sanc- 
tions, and one of them was the ootentae of a genuine dialogue 
between the government and Solidarity led by Lech Walesa. 

Have we given up on that condition? 








~ 


A I think that it has been -- there 
lot of statements over time about that, about the need 
Gialogue with representative trade uniors and so on 
as I say, the President's policy has not changed on this, 
and the steps which have been taken are taken, as I say, for 
the reasons I have given you. ' 


Q Alan, could you spell out which sanctions 
remain in place? 


| A Yes. A freeze on new credits, suspension of 
Poland's MPN status, opposition to Poland's membership in the 
IMF, suspension of landing rights for regularly scheduled 
flights for the Polish airline LOT, suspension of travel 
between the two countries under the Maria-Sklodowska-Curie 
joint travel fund which finances joint scientific research 
projects, suspension of Export-Import “ink's line of credit 
insurance for Poland, and curtailment of the shipment of 
non-humanitarian agricultural commodities for distribution 
by the Polish Government. ‘ 


Q Copy of that? 
A Yes. We can make that available. 


Q There's a report that -- I can't describe the 
source of it now, I don't know, it was sent to us from New 
York == that Moscow is considering not attending the summer 
Olympics in Los Angeles because “the State Department is 
interfering with their travel arrangements." 


Do you have anything on that at all? 


AR No. Not really. The U.S. has obligations, 
obviously, in terms of allowing people to go to the 
Olympics, and we will uphold those responsibilities as host 
in all respects. This includes allowing athletes from all 
countries properly accredited to the IOC unhindered entry. 


As President Reagan stated, “The United States 
will welcome athletes from all nations to participate in the 
1984 Olympic games in Los Angeles." 











Q Do you know what might be the source of their 
complaint? 


A No. I don't. 


Q They haven't filed a formal ncte of concern 
or protest with the State Department? 


A I don‘t know what the situation is that 
rept raising specifically. That's really what I've got on 
t at this point, Dennis. 


Q Has there been some problem with their 
accreditation? 


A I'm not aware of a problem with their 
accreditation. 








Q May I go to the Middle East for a question or 
two? King Hussein is reported to have said he will not 
discuss the Reagan plan when and if he meets with Yassir 
Arafat of the PLO because, he says, the United States did 
not meet what he was told by U.S. officials, that is 
a freeze on settlements and Israel would withdraw 
from Lebanon. 


Do you have any comment on that? 
4 
A No. We've addressed these kinds of questions 
many, many times before. I don't have anything new to offer 
you on it. 


Q It is something that just came up yesterday. 


A But we have addressed the issues many times 
before, and I'll refer you back to our record on that. 


Q Are you aware of any U.S. Government approach 
to Arafat within the last three weeks? 


A No. Our position on the PLO remains 
unchanged. 


Q -- indirect approach to Arafat? 


A No, the answer is; but the fact is, obviously, 
we talk to people who talk to Arafat. If you want to call 
that an indirect approach in any sense, I suppose you could. 
But I would caution you against doing that, because you're 
asking me have we purposefully done something (inaudible). 


Q Have we purposefully tried to get a message 
through to Arafat through a third party? 


A I'm not aware that we have, Marvin. Our 
message to Arafat is one that has been articulated many 
times over many years, which is that our position on dealing 
with the PLO is as it has been, that is we would talk with 
them if they did the things we have insisted upon, which is 
to accept 242, 338, and Israel's right to exist. 


Q That's a "no," then. So far as you know, there 
has been no indirect approach to Arafat? 


A I'm not aware of any approaches. 








Q You could also refer me back to many previous 
statements, but I'm going to ask you about Shamir's comment 
where he is saying that he is disappointed, so to speak, 
with King Hussein because King Hussein knows that Irael has 
rejected the Reagan plan and would never talk with “the 
terrorists." Do you have any comment on that? 


A No. 


Q Do you have any comment on a Pashington Post 
story today that Argentina has said they wi no longer help the 
contras in Central America? 


A No, Bill. We have, obviously, in terms of 
allegations of U.S. involvement with contras, declined to 
address such questions because they include allegations of 
intelligence-type activity; and I think the same kind of 
thing would hold in that case, but also because it would be 
commenting on another country's foreign policy and involve- 
ment in a third country, and I don't think I'm going to do 
that. : 


I did note that that article talked about perhaps a 
decision by Argentina to support very strongly the Contadora 
process, which of course, we do as well; and we share what 
is reported to be Argentina's encouragement by the results 
of a most recent Contadora meeting, as an indication that 
the negotiating process among the Central American countries 
is a serious effort and is moving forward. That they have 
chosen to support this apparently is something that we 
would, obviously, welcome. 


Q Alan, on the Polish thing again, allowing the 
Poles to go back to fishing in American waters, how much of 
a catch did they have in the past? Is there a price tag on 
that? 


A I don't have figures for the past; can't give 
you a specific number on the future either. That depends, 
as I understand it, largely on the amount -- for any country 
-- on the amount that that country agrees to buy from U.S. 
fishermen. And once there are joint venture agreements in 
place, then allocations are made. 


Q Is that the way it works? 


A That's the way it works. 





’ 
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In the North Atlantic only or what? 


mo FF SO 


It is in the North Atlantic only? 


A I don't know what waters we're specifically 
talking about. 
| 


Q Alan, I gather a member of the new Nigerian 
regime has been in town. Has he had any discussions with 
officials of the State Department? And what was the 
subject? 


A I think we did have some guidance on this sub- 
ject before, and I would ask you to check in the Press 
Office on that. 


Q Allan, any readout on the Malaysian Prime 
Minister's visit? 


A No. There have been readouts at the White 
House, and I would have to refer you to those. 


Q Alan, on this Polish decision, when did the 
President make this decision? 


A I don't have that, Marvin. 


Q Was that decision passed on by Shultz to 
Gromyko? 


A (A) I don't know, and (B) I'm not going to get 
into the subjects discussed between the Secretary and the 
Foreign Minister. 


Q Do you know if a date has been set to resume 
MBFR? 


A I think the Secretary addressed this, and I 
don't have anything beyond what he said about it. 


Q The report said he was vague. 
Q So is Alan. (Laughter) 
Q There is a report in a Dallas paper that the Reagan 


Admninstration wants to renew a request for a Jordanian 
Strike Force. Do you have anything on that? 





a %- 


A No. Obviously, there have been reports about 
this subject in the past, and we have declined to comment on 
them, and I‘*m going to stick to that at this point. 


Q While © have your attention, anything about 
the Honduran report in the paper this morning that that heli- 
copter was actually on a mission? 


A Yes, simply that we have checked very care- 
fully and stand by our previous statements that that heli- 
copter was on 4 routine flight between San Lorenzo and 
Aguacate. The investigation that DOD is conducting is con- 
tinuing on that, and obviously, there are a number of 
questions left to be answered if they can be. For example: 
Did that helicopter indeed stray inadvertently into 
Nicaraguan air space? 


I don't know that we'll get a definitive answer on 
that, but anyway that's a question that is obviously out 
there, and it’s not clear. What is clear is that Nicaraguan 
troops fired on the helicopter and its crew after it had 
come down in Honduran territory. 


Q Do you have any notion what this, I guess it 
was a colonel, was talking about then -- what kind of -- ? 


A No. 
Q Was a flight plan filed three days in advance? 


A No. Really, you should go to the Pentagon for 
all these kinds of questions, but I have checked on them and 
the answer is that I've been told very clearly, no, and that 
it is not a practice to file a flight plan three days in 
advance, so I don't know how that tracks at all. 


Q Who would you file a flight plan with if you were 
going to fly across Honduran air space? Do they have 
something like our FAA? 


A You've really got to go to the Pentagon for 
that kind of question. 


Q Alan, I guess I should ask if there is any 
independent assessment here of the Shultz-Gromyko talks, or 
any statement on Gromyko's speech? 


A We will stick with where I was yesterday, 
which is that any comment on that comes out of the party. 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have two brief 
announcements: 


Pirst, to tell you that available in the Press 
Office is the text, as prepared for delivery, of a speech 
given by Assistant Secretary for Inter-American Affairs 
Motley before the Foreign Policy Association in New York 
City last night. The speech is entitled "Is Peace Possible 
in Central America?"* Bas 

> 

Second, with regard to the Guatemalan elections, 
we note with pleasure that yesterday the Guatemalan 
Government issued the electoral decree covering the 
Constituent Assembly elections to be held on July l. We 
believe the Government of Guatemala has taken an important 
step toward the establishment of democratic, constitutional 
rule in .Guatemala. 


That's it for announcements. I'll be happy to 
take your questions. 


Q Alan, do you know anything about a meeting 
that's taking place on Cape Verde between Angola and South 
Africa? 


A Not really. That's a -- I've seen the reports 
on that, Jim. That's a subject I think you would have to 
address to the governments referred to in that -- 

Q Is Prank Wisner there? 


A I don't know where Prank is at this par- 
ticular point. 


Q Well, is the United States taking any part, 
direct or indirect? 


A Ah, are there any -~ you're taking about are 
there tripartite talks, in essence, going on -- 


Q No. 


 _ 
cS 


A The answer to that is we remain in continuing 
contact with all the parties to the negotiations, including 
both Angola and South Africa, but there are no tripartite _ 
talks going on involving the U.S., South Africa and Angola as 
reported in the press. 


Q There is no American representation at all at 
that meeting? 


A Well, I think that would constitute tripar- 
tite talks. 


Q Well, we could have an observer who would not 
be part of the -- 


A I'm not trying to be clever. 

Q Okay. 

Q Could you check <-- 

A But, again, if it's a question of staying in 
touch, sure, we're in touch. 

Q Would you check to see if Frank Wisner is 


there? 
A Is where? 
Q In Cape Verde. 


A I'll try and see if I can find out where he 
is. I'm not sure that I have that, but, yes, I'll look into 
it. 


Q Do you have anything on the same subject with 
respect to the rejection of the Angolan proposal that was 
covered today? 


A Well, simply that in our view it is not 
possible to gauge the status of a complex ongoing nego- 
tiation through textual analysis of press communiques issued 
by various parties in various contexts over many weeks. 


The South African proposal for a 30-day disengage- 
ment starting January 31 remains very much alive, and we're 
confident that no party has rejected it. 


In our continuing contacts with the parties, we 
will be urging the importance of a period of restraint to 
help create the atmosphere for resolving the broader issues. 
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Q May we get a copy of that? 
A Yes. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on the activities 
of Mr. Rumsfeld? 


A He's in London at this point, having earlier 
been in Rome. 


Q Do you have a reaction to the Islamic 
Conference and Egypt? 


A I don't, Bill. 


Q Any further information on the threats of 
some sort of Kamikaze in the Lebanon area? os 


A No, not really. I think that the Pentagon 
has some words on that. Essentially the answer is that U.S. 
forces are always aware of and preparing against various 


kinds of contingencies, but I'm not going to talk about specific 


contingencies. 


Q Does this mean that the last information was 
really serious, that there is something around? 


A What it-means it that we don't talk about the 
kinds of preparations that are made to deal with various 
contingencies. I wouldn't -- I'm not trying to steer you 
one way or another on it. 


Q Can you bring us up to date? Is there now a 
new examination of the circumstances of the helicopter's 
downing on the border between Honduras and Nicaragua? 


A I don't think there's a new investigation of 
that, Jim. There has been an ongoing investigation, a 
thorough one, being conducted by the Department of Defense. 
We've talked about this, referred to it several times, as 
has DOD. But, again, following reports this morning, we've 
checked with the Pentagon, we've checked with our Embassy, 
and we stand by the previous statements. 


Q Are there any official U.S. personnel in that 
area involved with road construction or road inspection -- 
that is, of any U.S. Government agency -- from, say, six 
kilometers to the east of Las Strojes and near Cifuentes? 





A I don't know specifically what might be going 
on in terms of road construction. I think that the Pentagon 
has indicated that they're not involved in that road 
construction, but I really would refer you to then. 


Q What about other agencies? If AID, for 
example, is helping with the road or infrastructures, as 
they sometimes do. That wouldn't be a Defense Department -- 


A Okay. Check with AID. I just don't know the 
answer to it. 


Q Alan, that investigation that you mentioned 
on the helicopter incident, is that finished, complete? Do 
you have findings of it? 


A No. I have not -- to my knowledge, it is not 
yet complete, although, obviously, they have spent a fair 
amount of time on it at this point. But I'm not aware that 
it’s complete yet. But, again, check with the Pentagon. 


Q Can you confirm the assertion in the Post 
today that Negroponte has ordered details to be re-examined 
and that the Embassy has gone to Honduran authorities to 
account for the differences in their accounts of the 
incident? 


A I can't address the first part of it. I 
don't know the answer. In terms of are we in touch with the 
Honduran authorities, the answer to that is yes. We are 
trying to square away why it is that different kinds of state- 
ments are coming out of the Honduran authorities compared 
with what our investigations and inquiries and so on have 
shown to be the facts. 


Q Alan, just to clarify, are there -- is there 
one investigation by the Defense Department and the Embassy 
inquiries are part of that, or is the Embassy conducting a 
separate investigation with a separate report? 


A I don't know that the Embassy is conducting a 
separate investigation. Obviously, with all the statements 
that are being quoted in the press, people are concerned to 
make sure that we understand what <-- not only what happened, 
but what is behind the various statements -- is there some 
misunderstanding -- or just what it is. 


In any case, I think everybody's working together, 
but the basic look at it, the examination that's going on, 
is the DOD investigation of it. 
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Q Alan, after the Secretary left Stockholm and 
after he held his news conference, reports appeared in 
Stockholm quoting the Soviets as saying there may be a 
possibility that the MBFR talks could resume. 


A Yes. 


Q Do you have anything to think that may be 
right? 


A All I can really say about that is that there 
has been no date agreed, and we obviously are hopeful that 
we could reach agreement to resume the MBFR talks in the 
foreseeable future. But I can't really take you beyond that 
at this point. I'm aware of the report you're talking 
about, but I can't take you beyond that. 


Q Alan, is there a sort of standing invitation 
to King Hussein to visit Washington? 


A I don't know -- the answer is I don't know 
whether there's in essence a “standing invitation." 
Obviously, he is always welcome here pending working out 
scheduling problems, but I don't know, you know, in the 
technical sense whether there -- 


Q Would you take the question, please? 


A No. I think that the fact of the matter is 
that he's always welcome to come here. 


Q Do you have anything on the situation in 
Uruguay where there apparently is a little bit of unrest? 


A Yes. I do have something on it. 


Our Embassy in Uruguay reports that the general 
strike called for January 18 was honored by most par- 
ticipants, affecting most of the country's commerce, business 
and industry. 


The Government of Uruguay has responded by issuing 
a decree declaring the Interunion Worker's Assembly (PIT), 
the labor group that organized the strike, illegal and 
dissolving that organization. The decree also prohibits 
reporting on the general strike or any future strike calls. 


Our policy has been to support a political pro- 
cess, as determined by the Uruguayans themselves, which will 
lead to the return of a democratic constitutional government 
in Uruguay. We believe that freedom of assembly and of 
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expression, including the development of free and indepen- 
dent labor organizations, are fundamental elements of a 
democratic systen. 


We note that important steps have been taken to 
carry out the transition to a democratic government in 
Uruguay. The established transition timetable calls for 
elections in November 1984 and the return to a civilian 
government in 1985. The Government of Uruguay has 
repeatedly reaffirmed its commitment to this timetable. We 
believe the continuation of this process is important and 
hope that events occuring during the past few days will not 
disrupt the achievement of this objective. 


Q Copy, please? 
A Sure. 


Q Are you urging them to lift the ban on the 
trade union? That's not clear by this statement. 


A I don't think I would get into the question 
of, you know, what our discussions might be. Our approach 
to the issues are expressed in that statement. 


Q Alan, with the end of this month approaching 
now, do you have further information on the joint com- 
mission, the Israeli-American joint commission? 


A I don't. 
Q Noth 


Q Alan, Er.c Gairy is to return to Grenada 
tomorrow, and he has said that he expects to be afforded 
some special status, receiving security, etc., as the last 
elected Prime Minister of Grenada. 


What will his status be in the view of our Mission 
there, and do you foresee any talks or contacts between the 
official U.S. Mission and Sir Eric? 


A I don't know whether there'd be any contacts 
with him. Obviously, there would be contacts with a variety 
of people in Grenada. As far as his status, I think that's 
a matter of what -- where he fits into the current Grenadan 
Government, and to my knowledge -- you know, we have the 
Governor-General and we have the government in place at this 
point, and I'd refer you to them to discuss their own 
government structure. 


i-i@s 





Q Alan, do you have anything further on the 
Soviet travel arrangements for the Olympics that we asked on 


yesterday? 


A Not really a lot. I don't know -- I mean, 
most of what I have, really, is to reiterate the points that 
we made yesterday, that we are not seeking to -- or not only 
not seeking to, but are not in the way of arrangements that 
are being made or liaison between Los Angeles Olympic Orga- 
nizating Committee and the Soviets. They apparently have 
been in contact and have reached agreements within their 
competence, so I don't really have anything on that. 


I said yesterday that we have responsibilities as 
host, and we will uphold those responsibilities in all 
respects, including allowing athletes and other Olympic 
delegation members from all countries properly accredited to 
the IOC unhindered entry to the United States and, of 
curse, access to all Olympic events. 


Q Who has responsibility for security? 


h I don't know the answer to that, Spence. 
That's obviously not a -- I'm sure that our people would be 
involved to some extent, but we're talking about security 
within the United States, and that doesn't strike me as 
being essentially a State Department matter. 


Q Alan, the statement that you read and that 
others in this building are talking about covers athletes, 
members of the official delegations -- 


A Yes. 
Q What about journalists, Soviet -- 


A Well, if properly accredited to the IOC, they 
will also have full access to the Olympic facilities. 


Q I think at the news conference yesterday they 
Claimed that the United States had prevented them from 
appointing an Olympics attache. Could you address that 
one? 


A Well, in principle we don't have any objec- 
tion to a Soviet Olympic attache in Los Angeles, and we're 
willing to discuss a request for that. But the Soviets have 
not brought up with the Department of State any specific indivi- 
dual or submitted a visa applicat .on. 








Q Alan, there is almost -- 


A Let me take some other questions. I'll 
come back to you. Larry? 


Q On the subject of travel arrangements, in a 
different field, did the Soviet Union refuse permission for 
an American aircraft to land in Moscow to pick up Ambassador 
Hartman to take him to the Stockholm talks? 


A I don‘t know the answer to that question. 


Q Do you have any statement on the UNESCO 
Director General's letter to Shultz earlier this week? 


A No, not really a statement. It's a long 
letter, as you're aware, and it was dated the 18th, a couple 
days ago. We have -- I assume you have copies. They made 
it available. We can-make available a copy if you don't 
have one. But at this point we don't have a particular 
response to it. 


Q Alan, one more on the Olympics, if I could. 
In a sense, the crux of the matter appears to be a question 
of to whom the Soviets must address their :equests. Is it 
the Department's position that the Soviets should address 
their requests for travel arrangements directly to the 
Department? And, secondly, I gather the import of what you 
said about the attache is that certainly in that case they 
should address such a request directly to the Department. 


A Well, if they're looking for a visa, I would 
think that's right. The issue of charters and so on, I 
gather, has been discussed between -- transportation has 
been discussed with the Los Angeles Olympic Organizing Com- 
mittee. At this point I really am not in a position to go 
beyond that, but obviously any agreement that they -- 
those two committees -- reach between them within their own 
competence, that's fine. 


The government has certain responsibilities and 
competence as well, and therefore any agreement that would 
affect our areas of competence could not be binding between 
those two committees, so we would have to get involved. But 
I can't really at this point spell out for you all the 
details of how ali this is going to work. I just don't know 
at this point. 











Q There is almost a unanimous condemnation in 
Lebanon from different factions of the murder of -- assassina- 
tion of Dr. Kerr. How do you read this? 


A I think I read it as a reflection of the high 
regard in which Dr. Kerr was held by a variety of people 
across the spectrum within Lebanon, and it only underscores 
the tragedy of the assassination, murder, of a man who's 
dedicated his life to learning and understanding. 


Q But behind the academic prestige of Dr. Kerr, 
you don't find any political indications to the fact that 
the Lebanese, even the Shi'ites and the others who were 
accused of being terrorists, taking this attitude? You 
don't find it political? 


A I don't think I‘m prepared at this point to 
draw those kinds of conclusions. I think to understand the 
motivations of the murderers, you'd have to get ahold of 
them and ask them. 


Q Alan, on Monday in his speech President 
Reagan claimed that nuclear weapons are good for the world 
peace, or in a way that means the U.S. at least has made the 
world safer by making more nuclear weapons. That means this 
Administration is committed to build more nuclear weapons 
rather than to put pressure on others not to do so? 


A I'm not going to try to -- first of all, the 
attitude towards the approach, serious approach towards 
disarmament and arms control is lsid out in a variety of 
speeches and presentations. I'm not going to try to do 
that. 


I'm also not going to try to give a seminar here 
on deterrence, but I think that that is in fact the context 
in which the President made his remarks, and I would refer 
you to that and to general discussions of deterrence as 
opposed to suggesting that the effort is indeed in some way 
to willy-nilly build weapons. That clearly is not the case. 


Q But really in a way how long the world will 
be safer by building more nuclear weapons? (Sic) 


A Well, again, I'd refer you to a lot of 
discussion that exists in the literature about the question 
of deterrence and the concept of deterrence. 
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Q Alan, do you have any official confirmation 
of the reported pullout of Cuban troops from Ethiopia? 


A I don't have confirmation. I think we indi- 
cated the other day there were some indications that there 
might be some draw-down of some of the Cuban forces in 
Ethiopia, but I don't have any specifics to give you at this 
point. 


Larry? 


Q Do you have any -- does the State Department 
have any reaction to the remarks yesterday afternoon of the 
Malaysian Prime Minister in which he severely criticized the 
United States and the industrialized nations of the world 
for ignoring or thwarting what he said are the legitimate 
aspirations of the Third World, including Malaysia? 


A Not a specific response to that, no. I've 
only really seen the wires on it, and I don't have a 
response. I think that -- I addressed the other day -- the 
question was asked about whether our contribution to IDA 
reflected any lack of concern for the Third World, and the 
answer to that is no, and the answer to this essentially is 
no, too. But I haven't seen his remarks, and I really don't 
have a specific response. 


Q Do you have any comment on reports saying 
that Mr. Zhao Ziyang, the Chinese Prime Minister, was very 
critical to the U.S. policy in the Middle East? 


A No. I'm not going to try to speak for Mr. 
Zhao ~- he can speak for himself -~ and we're not going to 
go into the details of the talks beyond what may have been 
briefed at the White House following his visit here. 


Q Alan, Jordan announced day before yesterday 
that it is not ready to deal with the Reagan plan because 
you couldn't -- the United States couldn't secure the 
Israeli withdrawal from Lebanon completely and you couldn't 
get the Israelis to freeze the settlements in the West Bank. 
Do you have any position on that? 


A You asked =-- I thought it was you, maybe it 
was Ghassan -- somebody asked this question the other day. 


Q I'm sorry. I was sick. I wasn't here. 


A Yes. 








ll 


Q Alan, a report in the U.S. News and World 
Report about where the U.S. will stand if the Kremlin is 
n the Russian military. 
A I'm sorry? Say that again. 


3 Q If the Russian military takes over the 
Kremlin, where the U.S. will stand -- 


A No. I think I'm not going to try to 
grapple with that one. 


Q I mean, if that means the U.S. will support 
the Russian military as the U.S. does the other military 
governments? 

A It means it's a very speculative question. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:39 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoor. I have a few announce- 
ments up front. First, I'd like to congratulate Jim Slade 
who, I understand, has succeeded Mr. Nokes as President of 
tne State Department Correspondents Association. I don't 
see Jim here today, but congratulations anyway. 


Q Can't hear you. 


A Jim Slade, your new President of your 
Correspondents Association, congratulations. 


An announcement on the Secretary's travel plans. 
We've previously announced that Secretary Shultz will visit 
Brazil in early February at the invitation of Foreign 
Minister Guerreiro. 


As part of the same trip, the Secretary will visit 
Venezuela Feburary 1 to 3, and will attend the February 2 
inauguration of the new Venezuelan President, Mr. Lusinchi. 


Following his visit to Brazil, the Secretary will 
travel to Grenada and Barbados on February 7 and 8. The 
Secretary plans to attend Grenada's Independence Day ceremo- 
nies on February 7 as a guest of Governor General Sir Paul 
Scoon and Chairman of the Advisory Council, Nicholas 
Braithwaite. 


On February 8, the Secretary will meet with the 
Prime Minister of Barbados, Mr. Adams, and Foreign Minister 
Tull as well as the Prime Ministers of the Organization of 
Eastern Caribbean States. 

Q Before you go on, may I ask a question? 

A~ Sure. 


Q Will he spend -- how much time will he spend 
in Grenada? 


A It will not be an overnight, Jim. 


An announcement on Iran. 








Q Are there any other possible stops on that 
trip? 


A Let me chat about that after the session. 


On January 14, 1984, Secretary Shultz formally 
designated Iran as a country that has repeatedly provided 
support for acts of international terrorism. Mention of this 
designation is included in the Secretary of Commerce's 
report to Congress on the annual renewal of foreign policy 
controls, and that formal designation is published in 
today's Federal Register. 


And, lastly, on the situation of our Embassy in 
Berlin, the six East Germans who came to the U.S. Embassy in 
East Berlin on Priday requesting assistance in immigrating 
from the GDR have left the Embassy voluntarily. They 
departed following the conclusion of negotiations with an 
East German attorney, Dr. Wolfgang Vogel. All of the six 
individuals have arrived safely in West Berlin. 


That's all I have in the way of -- 
Q Copy on that? 
A Sure. 


Q John, can I go back to your previous one on 
Iran? What does that change, since Iran was already 
excluded from military sales? 


aN That's correct, Jim. There are already a 
number of controls on Iran. What this means is that it 
tightens those regulations. A validated Commerce Department 
export license will be required for the export to Iran of 
crime control and detection equipment, of certain military 
vehicles and equipment on the regional stability list, of 
aircraft valued at $3 million each or more, of helicopters 
over 10,000 pounds empty weight, and of goods and technology 
subject to national security controls if destined for mili- 
tary end-use and valued at $7 million or more. 


Most of these items are already subject to a 
licensing requirement for export to Iran, for either 
national security or foreign policy purposes. This designa- 
tion will not mean any change in our licensing policy for 
export of military items to Iran, none of which is currently 
approved. 


Q Copy of that? 
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A Sure. 


Q And what event or series of events convinced 
the Secretary to put Iran on the list? 


A I think based on convincing evidence of a 
broad Iranian policy furthering terrorism beyond its bor- 
ders, including public statements by Iranian officials sup- 
porting those acts. 


Q What other countries are on the list? 
A I don't have a list. 
Q Are there other countries on the list? 


A There is a terrorism list. I don't happen to 
have it with me. 


Q John, is this the first time Iran has been so 
formally designated? 


A I'll be glad to look at that for you, Bernie. 
Go not think so. I don't know the answer to that. 


Q And are you suggesting that Iran at this 
point could, if the licenses are issued, get choppers and 
aircraft, et cetera? 


oN I think it's very unlikely. 


Q John, Iraq was taken off that same list, was 
it not? 


A Let me check on that for you. I'm really not 
that familiar with it. 


Q My recollection, it was. The two together, 
does that, in effect, ammount to a de facto tilt in the 
direction of Iraq? 





A No. I'd say it's not a tilt. Our position 
on the Iran-Iraq war and the supply of weapons to both Iran 
and Iraq is the same. There's no change in that. 


This is a specific finding in connection with 
terrorisna. 





Q Along those lines, John, of military sales, 
there is a story this weekend about U.S. concern over 
Agusta-Bell, the Italian-based manufacturer of Hueys. 


A Uh-huh. 


Q They have a whole bunch of helicopters that 
Iran had previously ordered and may have paid for -- I don't 
know -- and it was suggested that the U.S. Government might 
ae in and become the buyer of second place. Anything on 
t? 


A Don't have anything for you on that, Bill. 


Q How about those countries with which we are 
friendly, which have in the past, either openly or clan- 
destinely, provided Iran with arms, Israel most 
specifically? 


A Our position on the supplies is quite clear. 
There has been no change in our position. 


Q Do we expect the Department to contact other 
arms suppliers with which we have friendly relations? 


A I think they are and would be aware of our 
position. 


Q John, do we get any oil from Iran at this 
time? And does its placement on the terrorist list affect 
our ability to buy oil from them? 

A I think there is a small -- there is a 
question regarding oil, but I do not know whether this move 
would affect that, John. 

Q What's the question? 


A Whether it would affect the importation of 
oil? 


Q Yes. 


A I don't know whether it would affect it or 
not. 


Q You say that there is a small amount being 
purchased now? ) 


A I understand that there is; but I'd be glad 
to look into it for you. I think there is a small amount. 








Q John, On Friday, King Hassan, of Morocco, 
said at a press conference, at the Islamic Conference organ- 
ization, that President Mubarak of Egypt had told him that 
as far as the Camp David Agreements were concerned, it 
was essentially dead; that while it may survive as an 
agreement, Egypt had gotten all it wanted from it, and there 
was no need to really look at it as a live document. 


This has touched off some statements in Israel, 
and I just wondered whether you have either heard from the 
Israelis and/or talked to the Egyptians about this. 


A I do not know the answer to either of those 
questions. : 


Q You have nothing on the statement? 
A No. 


Q John, since you begat the meeting with a 
reference to a domestic situation, when one of our 
colleagues asked one of your staff why the State Department 
Press Office is concealing the list of reporters and their 
affiliates who are accredited, he was told by this staffer, 
"If you don't like it, why don't you sue us?" 


So, on behalf of this colleague, I have been 
appointed by the U.S. District Court to serve you and Mr. 
Romberg. 


(Documents handed to the Spokesman and Mr. Romberg.) 
A And the question is? 


Q Why do you concea] the list of the accredited 
reporters? 


A I think in light of your action, Lester, I 
would be unwise to offer any response. 


Q You'd rather discuss it in court? I mean, 
the thing is this: You know there are hundreds of -- 


A Are you going to make a speech now or are you 
going -- : 


Q I just thought we might save the problem of 
taking you to court, John, if you would tell us why, when 
the Congressional Directory has hundreds of names and 
affiliates, why are you concealing this list? 
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I*d be honored, personally -- 
A I think we did, in fact, offer you a formal 


Q You didn't offer me; I'm just a process- 
server. My appointment is here by the District Court. 


A All right. Are there any other questions? 
Q I see. O.K. 


Q Do you have anything on Jumblatt and what he 
said over the weekend concerning -- 


A Not really, Marvin. There have been con- 
fusing reports, first that he was asking for the removal of 
President Gemayel, and then there appeared to be a qualifi- 
cation of that, that he was not; that he was asking for the 
removal of the Cabinet. But I think in view of the con- 
fusion, that we won't have any comment. 


Q Is Rumsfeld back yet? 
A Yes, he's in Washington. 


Q Do you know of any plans, John, for him to 
break the cycle of silence and -- 


A No, I do not know of any plans for him to 
break the cycle of silence. 


(Laughter) 








Q John, going back to your announcement on the 
Berlin refugees, what precautions is the U.S. Government 
taking to make sure that this doesn't become a precedent? 


A Well, I don't think we will get into special 
precautions. As you know, there are -- there's a misconcep- 
tion apparently surrounding the question of asylum. Asylum 
is something that is not decided upon by an Embassy. That 
is something that is ruled on and decided upon here. But 
I*m not going to get into a question of what may or may not 
be taking place at various embassies. 


Q Well, did the East Germans ask for any 
assurance that the United States would not encourage future 
cases? 


A I don't think we're going to get into 
discussions surrounding this case. The East Germans were 
represented -- I think that's the right way to put it -- by 
an East German attorney. Our Embassy in Berlin certainly 
had some discussions with that attorney and wanted to be help- 
ful in resolving the situation, but I think that really the 
East German Government and the West German Government would 
be the correct ones to go to for a fuller version. 


Q Didn't, John, that Norwegian -- I think you 
met the man, in fact -- 


A I was trying to remember whether I did. I 
don't think I did. 


Q Wasn't he sitting next to you, maybe, at 
the press conference? 


a No. I think that was -- I have the name 
written down in my notebook <= but I think that is not in 
fact the individual they're talking about. 


Q But -- 


A But, no, I don't have anything on the 
Norwegian press gentleman. 


Q John, do you have any more on the talks with 
the Soviets, conventional force talks and START talks that 
are supposed to go on? 


A No. On the conventional talks, the Secretary 
talked of the March 16 resumption date during his session on 





ABC yesterday. That is, of course, an Alliance decision, 
but I don't see any reason why that date wouldn't hold, why 
it wouldn't be good. 


Q Are you going to make any new initiatives 
there? . 


A I don't think we will get into details of our 
position. 


Q John, do you have anything on the meetings on 
the strategic ration that is going on? Could you tell 
us who the participants are, the Americans and Israelis? 


A Yes. The meeting is being held in Washington 
today and tomorrow. Don't have anything on the agenda. The 
American team would be led by Admiral Howe. I do not know 
who is leading the Israeli tean. 


Q John, will there be a read-out here on 
Foreign Minister Abe's visit coming on FPriday before the 
visit? 


A I don't know of any plans to do a 
backgrounder. Let me take a look at it. 


Q Are you going to have a read-out on the JPMG? 
A I don't think so. 


Q John, is the U.S. participating in tripartite 
talks oetweng, Angola and South Africa? 


A No. 

Q Indirectly? 

A No. 

Q Giving any advice to either side? 


Well, we certainly have been trying to move 
things steal in a positive direction, but insofar as talks 
that were held -- as I think Mr. Romberg said on Priday, 
they were not tripartite talks. 


Q John, are you going to have copies of that 
compliance report over here? The White House is talking 
about releasing it this afternoon. 








That's the classified document. 

I guess it is, come to think of it. (Laughter) 
That -- 

The question still applies. 


A In that case, we probably won't be distri- 
buting that, Hank. 


Q John, did I just miss on the Namibia -- there 
was a question on Namibia. I think -- 


A 
Q 
A 
Q 


A The question is whether the United States has 
heen involved. I guess the Angolans and the South Africans 
were meeting in Cape Verde, and the question is whether we 
were involved as a government, as a party, to those talks, and 
the answer was and is no. 

Q And where is Frank Wisner now? 


ry He was in Cape Verde, and he had some talks 
with the Angolans, but he was not a participant in those 
talks between those two governments. 

Q And where is he now? 

N I think he's in Portugal now. 

Q Okay. Thank you. 

A Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:43 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I have a few announce- 
ments up front. 


Available in the Press Office is the prepared 
statement of Assistant Secretary for Inter-American Affairs 
Langhorne Motley before the House Armed Services Committee. 
That was today. The subject is the circumstances which led 
to U.S. participation in the collective security and rescue 
operation on the island of Grenada last October. 


Abe briefing on Thursday at 2:30. A senior State 
Department official will give a briefing on the upcoming 
visit of Japan's Foreign Minister Abe. It will be here in 
our briefing room. It will be ON BACKGROUND. 


Finally, this afternoon -- not finally, but this 
afternoon -- on Lorton, Assistant Secretary for Administration 
Robert Lamb will hold a briefing on the Department's 
investigation of the Lorton papers incident. That will be 
at 3:00 this afternoon, be ON THE RECORD, cameras allowed. 

An executive summary of the investigative report on the 
incident will be made available in the Press Office at about 
2:45, embargoed until 3:00. 


Q Is it possible to get that summary earlier 
for those who wouldn't necessarily stay around for the -- 


A Let's see if we can inch it up a little, 
Bernie. 


Q Like after lunch? 

A No. I don't think we'll be able to do it 
that soon, but we might be able to improve on it by 15 
minutes, something like that. 


Q Break the embargo. 


A Finally -- this time really finally -- press 
announcement of Western proposals at CDE conference. The 
NATO allies have tabled a package of confidence- and 
security-building measures at the CDE in Stockholm. The six 





measures, which make up this package, are described in an 
announcement available in the Press Office. 


The early introduction of the package demonstrates 
the seriousness of purpose with which the West has 
approached the CDE. In keeping with the CDE mandate, the six 
Western proposals to be negotiated are militarily signifi- 
cant, designed to make real progress in improving security 
in Europe. They will be politically binding, a commitment 
acknowledged by all participants. They are verifiable, 
perhaps the most imporant factor of all in building con- 
fidence, and, finally, the measures will be applicable to 
the whole of Europe west of the Urals. 


This is a significant advance over the measures 
negotiated in Helsinki in 1975 which were only applicable to 
the Western 250 kilometers of the Soviet Union. If they are 
adopted, the Western proposals will contribute to more open- 
ness, more predictability and less uncertainty about the 
military situation in Europe. They are concrete, practical, 
and realistic measures, not unverifiable declarations of 
good intent or repetitions of commitments already undertaken 
in other agreements. They are mutually reinforcing -- that 
is, each measure is made stronger by the others. 


That's all I have for you up front. Be glad to 
take any questions. 


Q John, first, have you heard of a coup or an 
attempted coup in Angola? 
A No. I have not. 


te 


Q Could you look into to see if -- 
A See what we have, but don't know anything. 


Q Okay. On another subject: What is Mr. 
Rumsfeld doing in Washington? 


A Well, today he's involved in a number of con- 
paltatione on the Hill with various congressmen and sena- 
tors. As you know, he has talked with the Secretary, I. 
think the President, and is having a number of consultations 
in Washington. 


Q Does the fact that he is back here mean that 
his mission is now suspended? 


A Not to my knowledge. I think it's one of his 
routine return visits to Washington for consultation. 





Q Are you saying, then, he will be going back? 


A Certainly don't have any suggestion -- I'm 
not aware of any suggestion that he will not. 


Q Do you have any comment today on Mr. Jumblatt's 
repeating his call for the resignation of Mr. Gemayel or the 
(inaudible)? 


A No, not really. Mr. Jumblatt'’s statements 
have been confusing and contradictory, and I don‘t think . 
we'll have any comment on then. 


Q In what way were they contradictory? 


A Well, we had the initial announcement that he 
was calling for President Gemayel's ouster; then we had a 
clarification that he wasn't calling for President Gemayel's 
ouster, but only the Cabinet; and now we have a further 
report that he is calling for President Gemayel's ouster. 
And I think that is contradictory and confusing, so we won't 
have any comment on it. 


Q From the point of view of U.S. interests, 
what difference does it make if he is calling for the ouster 
of the Cabinet or the President, whom the Cabinet serves? 


A Our position and policy has been absolutely 
plain and is unchanged that we support the legitimate 
government of Lebanon and we support that Government's 
efforts to bring about national reconciliation. 


Q -~- which includes the Cabinet. 


A Well, that's for the Lebanese to work out 
among themselves. We're not deciding the composition. All 
we're saying is that we support the legitimate government 
and its efforts to effect national reconciliation. How that 
is brought about is up to the Lebanese. 


Q May we assume that you are now steering away 
from the security plan, and you are reducing your require- 
ments or whatever demands from Mr. Gemayel? 


A Well, it's not our security plan; however, 
our position on it has not changed. 


Q You mean you still would like that security 
plan to come out? | 





A Yes, a security plan that in turn would lead 
to national reconciliation would be a very constructive 
development. 


Q But due to the fact that it is not coming 
out, you would like to come to some agreement to bring about 
something similar or closer that will have more dialogue 
with the opposing parties? 


A You mean an alternative security plan? 
Q Possibly -- some arrangement there. 


A I think that's for the Lebanese to take the 
initiative on that. 


Q I'm referring to the story of John Goshko 
this morning in the Post, you know, this -- 


A To the Post story, the suggestion that 
there's a -- No, no, there is no change in our position. 
We have supported national reconciliation of all the par- 
ties. It seems to us it's not the United States that is 
narrowing its focus; it is certain factions that are 
refusing to participate in that process. That is where the 
narrowing of focus is coming from. It's not from the United 
States. 


Q John, on Jumblatt's statements, are any 
American officials in touch with him, I mean, have any been 
in touch with him recently? 


A I don't know how recently. Obviously, we have 
talked with him over a period of time, but I don't know how 
recently. 


Q John, these certain factions you referred to, 
were those controlled by Syria? 


A I think I won't specify. We'll leave it for 
you and history to chronicle. 


Q John, will you have any results to tell us 
about on this Israeli-American Military Political Committee? 


A No, don't think so; don't think there will be 
any readout. 


Q No readout? 





No. 
Why is that, John? 
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Guess they are confidential discussions. 


Q Yes. But it was announced when the concept 
of “strategic cooperation” first came up, it was announced 
with some fanfare, and suddenly now it disappears. 


A Well, I don't know about fanfare. 
Q Well, what do you call a briefing? 


A (Laughter) You extracted from it, probably. 
Well, I guess just a decision that there will be no readout. 


Q Could it be because of the adverse reaction 
in the Arab world? 


A I.think these are confidential discussions. 
They are discussing a number of issues of which you are 
aware. I'm sure there will be further discussions. This 
Political Military Committee is due to meet twice a year, 
and I think probably the answer is they are not going to 
announce after every meeting a blow-by-blow program of what 
has been discussed and what has been decided. 


Q Only the Israelis -- 

Q You will tell us where they are meeting? 

A Yes. They were meeting down at Fort McNair. 
Q Fort McNair? 


A (To staff) Isn't that right, Fort McNair? 
Yes, I think that's right. 





Q Is the call of the two American aircraft 
carriers into Haifa, is that part this new strategic 
cooperation, or whatever you want to call it? I think it's 
the Eisenhower. 


A The two aircraft carriers -- 
Q The Eisenhower and the -- 


A I'm sorry, I wasn't -- I mean, it's not unu- 
sual that they should call into Haifa. 


QG It's the first time, I understand. 


A No, I don't think -- the Pentagon could tell 
you that, but I don't think so. I don't think this is the 
first call. 


Q Do you have any comment today on the question 
I asked yesterday for which you had no comment about King 
Hassan's statement that he had been told by President 
Mubarak that Camp David is essentially dead. 


A Not really beyond to restate what is the 
obvious, Bernie, and that is that President Mubarak and 
other senior Egyptian officials in their public statements 
and in private statments to us have made clear Egypt's con- 
tinuing support for the Camp David Accords. 


Egypt continues to be a full and active partner in 
the peace process. In addition, President Mubarak has spo- 
ken out in support of the President's 1982 peace intiative 
urging King Hussein to enter expanded negotiations with 
Israel. That's the record. 


Q A copy of this? 

A Sure. 

Q On this point, Mr. Shamir is quoted in the 
paper this morning that he said that Ying Hussein completely 
doesn't agree with Camp David, or something to this effect, 
that he doesn't go along with Camp David. What do you -- 


A Don't have any comment. 


Q That they want to go along with Camp David, ~— 
the only thing there is no other alternative for peace talks 
but based on Camp David? 











A Don't have anything to respond on that. 


Q What's your position? Does King Hussein 
accept Camp David and 242 -- what's the story? 


A Our position on the peace process and the 
circumstances under which the various parties would sit down 
together and who those parties might be has been made very 
plain; no change in that. 


Q Do you have anything on a small report on the 
PBIS about Iraq allegedly receiving Soviet SS-12 missiles 
which have a range of 800 kilometers? 


A No, I don't. Sorry. 


Q Going to Angola, following the Cape Verde 
meetings, is the U.S. getting any closer to eventual 
recognition of Angola? 


A I don't know there is any change in that 
position. I think what we have been doing is working to 
bring stability to southern Africa, but in terms of changed 
relationships, no, I think there's no change. 


Q Has there been any change in the numbers of 
Cubans in Angola? 


A In Angola? Not to my knowledge. 

Q Ethiopia? 

A Ethiopia? You want to try Ethiopia? 
Q 


No, I was asking about Angola first. 
(Laughter) 


oN Not to my knowledge. We've seen some reports 
about lesser numbers in Ethopia. 


Q I was wondering whether there were -- one of 
the things I had heard was that there may be greater numbers 
in Angola because there are lesser -- fewer in Ethopia. 


A I think some months ago there was a little 
blip in the Cuban figures in Angola. I'm not aware of any- 
more recent change. Insofar as the departure of Cubans from 
Ethopia, if they go home and behave themselves, that's 
something we would welcome. 


Q Back to Iraq for a second. Do you if, pur- 
suant to Don Rumsfeld's first trip, when he visited Iraq, is 
there any formal procedure set up for consultation between 
the United States and Iraq on -- 


As a result of that meeting? 
As a result of that meeting? 
No. 


? 


you know? 
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Have there been any meetings since that; do 


A There may well have been. I'm not aware of 
them, but, I mean, I wouldn't rule out that there had been 
some meetings between Americans and Iragis.. I don't know at 
what level, but -- 

Q Could you take the question? 

A I'll take a look at it, sure. 

Q On Iraq, there is controversy in the Congress 
about Dixon-Berman versus Boschwitz about reinstating Irag 
in the countries which support terrorism. What's the posi- 
tion of the State Department on this? 


A Iraq is not on the terrorism list at the 
moment. 


Q It's not? 
A No. 


Q But what's this Dixon-Berman thing that's 
going to be doing to the effort today? 


Ly Don't know. 
Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:30 P.M.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have got a couple 
of arrive. and statements. First, available in the 
Press Office is the gdh pared statement before the 
House Foreign Affairs Committee by AID Administrator 
McPherson, Assistant Secretary for Inter-American Affairs 
Motley, and U.S. Permanent Representative to the 
Organization of American States, Ambassador Middendorf. The 
subject of the testimony is “The Inter-American Foundation." 


Also, to tell you that this afternoon, sometime 
after this briefing -- I'm afraid I don't have a specific 
time to give you at this point -- copies of the report on 
the status of land reform in El Salvador, which is being 
transmitted to the Congress today, will be available. 


As you know, pursuant to Section 101 (B) of the 
second Continuing Resolution for FY 84, that is P.L. 
98-151 it was stipulated that not more than 90 percent" of 
the amount made available for military assistance to El 
Salvador in FY 1984 could be spent until the President had 
certified to the Congress that “the Government of El 
Salvador has not taken any action which would alter, 
suspend, or terminate the land reform program for Phase I or 
Phase III..." and that the Government of El Salvador 
"continues to make documented progress on implementing the 
land reform progran." 


The document transmitted to the Congress today 
notes that the new constitution adopted by El Salvador in 
December protects the land reform program as implemented to 
date, and provides for the implementation of Phase II which 
had been deferred. In addition, the Legislative Assembly 
extended until June 30, 1984, the period during which appli- 
cations could be filed by tenant farmers under Phase III, 
the “Land to the Tiller" program. In brief, despite 
numerous problems, not the least among them left- and right- 
wing violence, the report documents the accomplishments of 
land reform -- in four years, over 92,000 Salvadorans have 
received land either individually or as a member of 
cooperatives; including their families, more than 550,000 
people have benefitted from the agrarian reform; and over 23 
percent of El Salvador's total farmland has been transferred 
to those who previously worked the land but did not own it. 





At 3:30 p.m. today, in the briefing room, there 
will be a background briefing on that land reform certification. 
Por your guidance only -- not for publication -- the 
briefers will be James H. Michael, the Principal Deputy 
Assistant Secretary for Inter-American Affairs and Peter W. 
Askin, Director cf the Office of Central American Affairs in 
the Agency for International Development. 


A Joint Press Statement is being issued today 
regarding the Joint Political Miltary Group that has been 
meeting recently. The statement reads as follows: 


As announced by both governments subsequent to 
the visit of Prime Minister Yitzhak Shamir of Israel to 
Washington last November, a Joint Political Military Group 
has been formed to examine ways to enhance cooperation 
between our two countries as announced by Prime Minister 
Shamir and President Reagan. 


That group has held its first meeting, in 
Washington, January 23rd and 24th. The JPMG will convene 
later in the year. 


I'm sure that answers all the question you have 
about that. 


(Laughter) 
Q Piling break on that one? 


A Let me go on. I have one other statement. 
No, I think we'll hold the filing break till we finish all 
of the nuances of that. 


Regarding a Pravda attack on Zionism, on January 
17, Pravda ran an article drawing sweeping connections bet- 
ween Zionism and Nazism. The views expressed in that piece 
are so outrageous and so indefensible that we are reluctant 
to dignify them, or even call further attention to them with 
a response. Nevertheless, the Soviets should know that no 
intelligent person can be swayed by the insupportable 
charges made in that article, and that efforts to refute 
charges of widespread anti-Semitism in the USSR by slan- 
dering the Jewish victims of Nazism convince no one, but 
rather have precisely the opposite effect. The Soviet 
authorities cannot disguise their responsibility for the 
publication of such slander. It comes on the heels of other 
similar articles in recent months, and as we see it, this is 
a trend which does no honor to the USSR. 








Q Copy? 
A Yes. 
That's it for announcements. Be happy to take 


questions . 


Q Pollowing that, does the State Department 
have any reaction to another statement coming from the 
Soviet Union -- I guess it was an interview with Andropov 
about arms control? 


A Yes, I do have a reaction to that interview. 
We welcome Chairman Andropov's assertion that the Soviets 
also believe in dialogue, and we agree wholeheartedly that 
our common objective should be concrete agreements on the 
issues that divide our two countries. 


As the President said, we think our policies over 
the past three years have made the world a safer place, but 
that does not mean we think it is safe enough, and we are 
ready to redouble our efforts to work with the Soviets to 
reduce tensions and arms and make it safer still. 


Steady American strength and purpose are essential 
if that effort is to be successful, and neither the Soviets 
nor anyone else have any reason to be afraid or to refuse to 
negotiate. 


Some of the familiar Soviet proposals he mentioned 
do not seem very concrete to us. For our part, we have on 
the table a whole range of specific proposals that try to 
take into account some of the concerns he described. 


We want a joint effort to get down to the business 
of solving these problems, and we are ready if the Soviets 
are. We are ready to sit down at any time to discuss solu- 
tions that deal realistically and equitably with both sides' 
interests and concerns. 


Regarding intermediate-range missiles, it was 
Soviet deployment prior to the December 1979 NATO decision 
which upset the military balance, not the recent NATO 
deployments. At the U.N., the President proposed a flexible 
framework for negotiations which could be the basis for 
agreement. In Geneva, the U.S. placed new proposals on 
the negotiating table just one week before the Soviets 
walked out. 





Q Can we have a copy of that first one? 


A Copy? Sure. 


Q Other than reading this statement, are you 
taking any measures to follow the dialogue up? 


A I don't think I would get into the specifics 
of our diplomacy on this, Jim. I think that the Secretary 
addressed, in terms that he considered appropriate, what 
came out after his meeting with Mr. Gromyko, and I think 
oe leave you with the words that were given you at that 
t . 


Q Alan, yesterday, the Boston Globe had a story 
that a senior Soviet official had suggested that they might 
be interested in an interim, or a limited, strategic arms 
agreement which could be negotiated rather quickly. 


A Yes. 


Q Do you consider that any kind of a signal to 
the United States? And what, generally, do you think of the 
notion? 


A I can't tell you whether it is a signal or 
not a signal, Barry, but we, too, would like to reach a 
START agreement this year. The United States believes that 
the proposals it currently has on the table are fair and 
equitable, and if implemented would result in reductions to 
a more stable balance of strategic forces. 


As the President said on January 16th, the U.S. is 
prepared to meet the Soviets half way if they will do 
likewise. The first step should be for the Soviets to 
return to the negotiating table. 


Q Alan, do you read anything different or 
anything new into the slight change of phraseology in 
Andropov's statement which talked about the readiness to 
return to the situation? He said the Soviets are ready for 
an agreement if the U.S. shows that it is prepared to return 
to the situation that existed prior to the deployment. 


That's a little different from saying they won't 
return to the table until the U.S., or the West goes back to 
that situation. Am i reading too much into that or -- 





A I guess I'm not going to try from here to 
parse all of those sentences. I understand the point you're 
making. I think the fact of the matter is, as I said, the 
U.S. has positions on the table at Geneva on INF, and we're 
not going to find out what those kinds of utterances mean, 
if they have any special nuanced meanings, until the nego- 
tiations resume. 


Q Alan -- 


A It's up to the Soviets, I think, to explain 
to us if they have something further to say on that question. 


Q That goes to the very question of whether 
the negotiations will resume. 


A You can't explore and have a dialogue if you 
don't have a dialogue, right? So -- I don't know how to get 
around that one, Ralph. 


Bernie? 


Q Alan, the response to the Andropov statement, 
Goes that go to the Soviets privately, or does this seem to 
be a negotiation in public? 


A I don't know that I would call it a nego- 
tiation, and I cannot tell you honestly whether this would 
be, in some way, transmitted privately; but I think that you 
can take it that certainly it is a public response to a 
public, published interview. 


Q Has Shultz had any meetings with Dobrynin 
since he has been back -- Shultz has been back? 


A I'm not aware that he has had any meetings 
with Ambassador Dobrynin since he's been back. 


Q Same or related subject, do you have a 
response to the Soviet -- 


A Bernie, if there is something different on 
that, I'll let you know, but I don't think so. 


Q Alan, do you have a response to the Soviet 
reply to the U.S. charge of violations of the SALT and other 
accords -- their reply calling our charges an “odious smear," 
and accusing the United States of specific violations of its own. 








A You're talking about the piece in The 
Woah ington Post this morning, or are you talking about a 


piece the other day? 
Q I'm talking about the TASS piece yesterday. 


A I don't have a specific response to that TASS 
piece, which was intemperate to say the least; but in terms 
of any response on violations, the fact is the U.S. 
is abiding by its commitments under SALT II, that is, not to 
undercut the provisions of SALT II, as we have said we would 
not, and other arms control agreements which we have reached. 


Q To follow up on that, can you be specific on 
their charges about the MX, the Midgetman, and the testing 
of an anti-satellite weapon? 


A I'll refer you back to things on all of those 
which we have said in the past. That has all been addressed 
in previous statements and briefings that have been offered 
to you, Larry. I don't happen to have that guidance, and I 
don't want to try to wing it, but let me just leave you 
— that request to go back and look at what we've said 
before. 


Q Alan, does that also apply to the charge that 
the United States violated Article XII by putting missiles in 
Europe? 


A Article XXII, is it?* That's what I mean. I 
have something here which talks about the article this 
morning in which a general charge -- there was a violation -- 


Q That's right. 


a -~ of what I read as Article XXII.* In response 
to that, simply to say that -- first of all, the only provi- 
sion of SALT II which would have applied to the long-range 
INF systems was contained in the Protocol to SALT II, and 
that limited deloyments until December 31, 1981, of cruise 
missiles capable of a range in excess of 600 nautical miles 
On sea-based or on land-based launchers. That provision 
would have expired in 1981, however, even if SALT II had 
been ratified. 


Moreover, the Pershing II and GLCMs are 
intermediate-range nuclear forces being deployed to counter 
the threat to the U.S. Allies posed by the SS=-20 and other 
Soviet INF systems. The Soviet General quoted this morning 
-- Starodubov, I guess it is -- asserts that these systems 


*NOTE: ihe guicance contained a typographical error. 
The correct designation is xII. 














are viewed as strategic _by the Soviet Union, and therefore, 
circumvent Article XXII*of the SALT II Treaty. However, by 
mutual agreement, the treaty defines land-based strategic 
missiles as those having a range of 5,500 kilometers or 
more. Since our INF systems do not fall into that category, 
Starodubov's contention is incorrect. Moreover, in signing 
SALT II, the U.S. stated explicitly that any future limita- 
tions on U.S. systems principally designed for theater 
missions would have to be accompanied by appropriate limits 
on Soviet theater systems like the SS-20. 


It was the absence of coverage of the INF systems 
in the SALT II treaty that led NATO to propose, and the 
Soviets afterward to accept, the INF negotiations which 
began in 1981. We regret the Soviets chose to unilaterally 
walk out of the INF talks last November. We are prepared to 
resume those negotiations, and to secure an agreement elimi- 
nating or substantially reducing U.S. and Soviet longer- 
range land-based INF missiles as soon as possible. 


Q Alan, can we have a copy of that, please? 
A Yes. 
Q Alan, also on arms control questions, do you 


have any response to a book recently published by the 
Carnegie Endowment and the Brookings Institute, called 
Ballistic Missile Defense which criticizes President 
Reagan's ballistic missile defense program on diplomatic, 


political, strategic, and technical grounds? 





A I think, again, as there has been discussion 
of that system in the past, we have explained our positions. 
I don't have any new guidance to offer you today, and I'd 
refer you back to the record. 


-- MORE -- 








Q To follow up on that, one of the authors of 
that study is a Mr. David Schwartz, who was hired by the 
Bureau Of Politico-Military Affairs in «he State Department 
to work on this issue, after publishing this report for 
Brookings, which was highly critical of the President. 


Can you do anything to comment on why he was hired 
by Rick Burt in that position? 


A I don't have any background on that. 

Q Can you look into that? | 

A No. Go ahead. 

Q It will be charged in a seminar in Washington 


sponsored by the Executive Intelligence Review on Friday. 
There's a reason for that. 





A Excuse me. This is not a propaganda forum 
for your conference that's coming up. You'll have your con- 
ference, you'll make your statement -- 


Q Just for NBC? 
A No, not just for NBC. 


Q I've never seen you cut off Kalb on a 
question like that. 


Q On Monday, the Department confirmed six were 
given permission to stay in the West. 


A Excuse me, six -- 


Q The six were given permission to stay in the 
West. They were West, I mean East Germans; not the Chinese. 
But why Dr. Yuren, the Chinese physican, was denied per- 
mission political asylum in the United States? 


A First of all, we don't comment on asylum 
cases. Second of all, we explained all we really had to say 
about the German case, and I think you're trying to mix up a 
variety of concepts which are not mixable. 


Q Alan, the Soviets come almost every day with 
sort of literature against capitalism, Kantism, Hegelianisn, 
every sort of "isms" without you coming out with sort of 
response to that. Why, when they are attacking Zionism? 
Where the United States is here? 


A This attack was, as the statement I gave you 


said, so outrageous ang so 0 noxious that it was felt 
nece$sary to s4y something ut it. 











Q It applies to their literature on all sorts 
of philosophies and doctrines all over the world. 


A Sometimes it does and sometimes it doesn't. 
I'm not arguing that they don't put out all sorts of very 
nasty stuff. I wouldn't argue that for a minute. 


Q This statement from Andropov, does it indi- 
cate to you that Andropov is back in power, or is he out? 
Because he was missing since August of last year. 


A I think we've declined to comment on Mr. 
Andropov's health. I also think the Secretary addressed 
this question before about indications that we had that he 
was functioning, and in any case we deal with the Soviet 
Government and we obviously are dealing with a functioning 
government. 


Q Anything on the reports of Cuban pullback 
from Ethiopia? 


A No. I indicated the other day, Jim, when you 
weren't here that there are indications, yes, that there is 
some drawdown perhaps going on, but I don't have any details 
on it. 


Q (Inaudible) the previous reference to me or 
my brother. I would just like to say that while I'm 
delighted that whatever is said on our behalf is listened to 
so carefully, let there be no confusion between what we say 
and what is said. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on Japan's 
increase in the size of its defense budget? 


A Yes. Very simply, that we understand and 
appreciate the efforts of the Japanese political leadership 
to maximize budget allocations for defense at a time when 
ser'ous fiscal problems force spending cutbacks elsewhere. 


We believe it extremely important that Japan 
acnieve the capabilities to fulfill mutually agreed-upon 
roles and missions laid out by former Prime Minister 
Suzuki in 1981, and we will continue to focus on that objec- 
tive rather than on budget levels, which are, after all, up 
to the Japanese to decide. 


Q Copy of that? 
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A Yes. 


Q When will the joint Israeli/American Committee 
meet again? 


A Don't have anything for you on that. 


Q Do you have any comment on Canadian Foreign 
Minister MacEachen's comments about compensation for nine 
Canadians who apparently were used in an experiment on LSD 
and electric shock treatments? Are you aware of that -- 


A I'm not aware of it nor do I think it -- 
well, I'm not aware of it. I don't know what agency of 
government is particularly involved. 


Q It supposedly involves the CIA. 
A I see. I don't have anything on it. 


Q Mr. MacEachen made his comments on the 
record. Would you care to look into that? 


A I'Jl take a look and see if we can get 
anything for you. 


Q Alan, Ambassador Kirkpatrick is quoted as 
saying that the Secretary's -- the United Nations Secretary 
General's proposal to have an international conference on the 
Middle East is ill-advised and harmful. Is that Secretary 
Shultz's views? Does he express the Secretary's views, or 
the Administration's views, by saying so? 


A Yes, indeed. Ambassador Kirkpatrick, as you 
suggested, sent a letter to the Secretary General, or to the 
Security Council President, I guess it was -- excuse me -~ 
stating our opposition to the conference. 


The U.S. voted against the U.N. General Assembly 
Resolution which endorsed the holding of this conference. 


The United States is committed to the effort to 
find a just and lasting peace to the Arab-Israeli conflict. 
Our view is that the holding of such an international con- 
ference is not the most productive approach to the search 
for peace. 














ll 


The only realistic path to peace is direct nego- 
tiations among the parties directly concerned, based upon 
U.N. Security Council Resolutions 242 and 338, a process the 
U.S. has encouraged in the Camp David Accords and President 
Reagan's September 1, 1982, initiative. 


I believe that the text has been -- is available 
in New York, and I think if you needed it we could probably 
make it available to you here. 


Q And can we please have a copy of that? 
A Sure. 


Q Let me ask you something else. Another on 
the Middle East also. There were reports yesterday, Alan, 
that the United States is considering seriously to supply 
Jordan with surface-to-air missiles and to push on with the 
Jordanian strike force. Can you tell us something about 
that? 


ay Not a lot. The question of possible sale of 
Stingers, which I think is the missile that was mentioned, 
has been under discussion for a long time, I guess. But if 
and when a decision is made on that, we would notify 
Congress promptly in the usual manner. But I don't have 
anything beyond that, and we have not addressed, as far as 
the -- however you define the Jordanian force -- I don't 
have anything new to say to you. We have not commented. I 
don't have anything at this point to say about it. 


Q Was that discussed with the Israeli joint 
political/military group? 


A I don't have anything on the content of the 
talks at all, John. 


Q Alan, on that meeting, there was a parallel 
meeting involving financial experts, I think, in this 
building, under Secretaries Schneider and Wallis were 
leading the American team. Do you have anything on that? 
Also taking place Monday and Tuesday. 


A Yes, there was some guidance. I thought that 
-- we have some guidance, I think, in the Press Office on 
this, Jim. I don't happen to have it with me. But there 
were some economic talks that went on. 


Q Is your objection to this international con- 
ference in the Middle East on Palestine stems from the fact 
that you're afraid that the Soviet Union will be part and 
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parcei to try to negotiate direct negotiations between the 
parties concerned? 


A Let me refer you to Ambassador Kirkpatrick's 
letter and -- 


Q Can we get that letter? 
A I can get you a copy of that. 


Q Is the sale of Stingers separate from the 
RDF? Is that -- 


A As far as the sale of Stingers, I've given 
you that. As far as any other programs are concerned, I 
don't bheve anything to say about them, so I'm going to have 
to leave you with it that way? 


Q It's unconnected to? 


A I'm going to have to leave you with what I've 
just given you on it, Bill. 


Q Is there a request from Jordan to supply them 
with this officially and it's being discussed now, or what 
is it exactly; where does it stand? 


A I'm not in a position to say. I just don't 
know about request or not request. The fact is, as I said, 
there's been discussion about this for some time. I don't 
know how -- I don't have a way of qualifying it in the way 
that you're asking. But as I'm saying, there's been 
discussicn. But if a decision is taken to do that, then we 
would notify Congress promptly in the usual ways. 


Q But as of now, no decision has been taken? 
A That's right. 

Q Will it be tomorrow? 

A There's no decision -- 

Q There's no announcement. 


A There certainly is no announcement. I guess 
I am not absolutely up to date on the state of play. 


Q You said if and when a decision. 
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A Okay, that's fair. I say that and I will 
stick with that, but I just don't know whether -- I don't 
have anything to say about it beyond what I've said at this 
point. Let's leave it at that. 


Q Do you have any comment on North Korea's 
rejection of the inclusion of China in the Korea talks? 


A You're going back some way. I don't recall, 
frankly, Ralph. We've had guidance in the past on the 
question of Korea talks. John's addressed it here at the 
briefing, and I think that the President talked about it -- 
I just don't have the guidance. The point, basically, is to 
get the two parties to talk. That isn't to say that's an 
exclusive forum, or whatever. But anyway, let me refer you 
back to both what's been said and what exists in the way of 
guidance. I don't have it here. 


Q I have another question about the Middle 
East, please. Do you have any comment on this statement 
attributed to Mr. Terzi, the observer of the PLO in 
United Nations, that the PLO leadership would be willing to 
recognize Israel within the '67 borders? 


A I think that the PLO has said a variety of 
things that have included things of that nature before, but 
they have other parts to those statements, so I don't have a 
real comment on it. But I don't know that that is the 
entirety of what he said or the entirety of the PLO position 
on that. 


Q One more on another subject, if I might. 
There is an article this morning in the paper that says that 
a British musical group is claiming credit for a tape 
recording of Thatcher and Reagan, that the Administration 
implied last year was a product of Soviet forgery. Do you 
have any comment on that? 


A The Soviets have clearly engaged extensively 
in “active measures," which is what they call those kinds of 
activities, and we've documented this in a variety of ways. 


The tape that you're referring to seemed to fit 
into that pattern and was addressed in that context. If 
it turns out that it was a hoax, as these people claim, and 
I don't have any reason for knowing one way or another, 
then it was a hoax. But that doesn't change the fact, even 
if that were true, that the Soviets, in fact, have engaged 
very extensively in active measures. 


* 
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Q If I could follow that. It may not change 
the fact that they've engaged in them, but does it cast some 
doubt on the U.S. compilation of examples of this sort of 
thing? 


A I don't think so. I think -- you could go 
back and look at what has been published and the nature of 
the evidence is described in those publications, so it's 
there for you to make your judgments about. 


Q Could this admission prejudice their chances 
of -- that is, the Crass's group -- chances of getting a visa 
to come to this country? (Laughter) 


A I haven't got the slightest idea. 


Q Alan, your answer about the strike force, is 
it the same ~- I mean, you said what you said based on the 
fact that you did not tackle this problem or admit its 
existence all together previously, or is it something new? I 
mean, when we asked about this before -- 


A We haven't addressed these reports that have 
been out about this, and I'm not sure that the term that 
you're using is the appropriate term, in any case, for what- 
ever programs that have been described. But we haven't 
addressed it, and I'm not going to address it here. 


Spence? 


Q Will you answer it now, please? You did not 
address it before and you don't address it now -- 


A That's right. 

Did you have a question? I'm sorry. 

Q Do you attach any significance to the Israeli 
Government apology to the Jordanian Government about 
wounding three Jordanian soldiers the day before yesterday? 

A Attach significance to it? 


Q This is the first time that Isracl apologized in 
doing something like that. 


A I don't know if it's the first time they've 
apologized -- 


Q Can you look into the matter? 
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A They apologized; it stands on its own. 


Q Do you have any confirmation or comment of 
the rted death of an American fighting with the 
guerrillas in El Salvador? 


A I don't really have anything on that. There 
was, I think, one sentence which says that in the guidance. 
Yes. We've seen the reports in the press. We're looking 


into them. 
Q Thank you. 
A You're welcome. 
(Press briefing concluded at 12:55 p.m.) 
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THURSDAY, JANUARY 26, 1984, 12:37 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: A few announcements -- mainly on 
backgrounders, testimony, and things of that sort. To 
remind you that there will be a BACKGROUND briefing today 
here in the briefing room at 2:30 by a senior Department 
official on the upcoming visit of Japanese Foreign Minister 
Abe. Also, available in the Press Office at 1:30 today will 
be the prepared statement of Assistant Secretary for Near 
Eastern and South Asian Affairs Richard Murphy before the 
House Committee on Foreign Affairs, the subject, “Foreign 
Policy in the Middle East.* 


Available in the Press Office, also at 1:30, will be 
the prepared statements of Assistant Secretary for Inter- 
American Affairs Langhorne A. Motley and Assistant Secretary 
for Human Rights and Humanitarian Affairs Elliott Abrams 
before the Joint House Subcommittees on Western Hemisphere 
Affairs and Human Rights, subject, “El Salvador." 


Finally, there will be a BACKGROUNDER on the 
Secretary's forthcoming trip to Latin America and the 
Caribbean tomorrow, on Friday, at 3:30 here in the briefing 
room. 


That's it for announcements. I'll be happy to 
take your questions. 


Q Is Frank Wisner coming back here? 
ny Yes. 


Q What is he coming back with? What was 
accomplished in his talks there? 


a I don't have anything to offer you, Jim, on 
the results of his conversations. 


Q On travels, does Mr. Rumsfeld have any plans 
to go back to the Middle East? 


A Again, we have not telegraphed his movements 
ahead of time, and I'm afraid I can't do that for you. But 
I would remind you of what John said the other day, that 
there is no indication that he wouldn't that; but I can't 
give you specifics. 








Q Have there been any exchanges, Alan, with the 
Soviets since the meeting between Mr. Gromyko and Secretary 
Shultz? 


K Any exchanges with the Soviets? 
Q Oral, verbal, or -- 


A I*m sure there have been exchanges with the 
Soviets, but -- There are exchanges. 


Q Have you received any kind of a new arms 
control proposal from the Soviets -- strategic arms control 
proposal? 


aN Again, I think I'm not going to go into the 
specifics of our conversations except to say that I think 
the Secretary explained -- and we have said on the record -- 
there were briefings after his meeting, both in a 
BACKGROUNDER and on the record later about the Soviet 
attitude towards the nuclear talks. We'll let the Soviets 
speak for themselves on that. They seem to have done that. 


Q I'm not asking you about what the Soviets 
said -- 


A Yes, but you‘re asking about exchanges, and 
I'm not going to get into that. 


Q No. I'm just asking, have we, the United 
States, the State Department, the White House, received anything 
new from the Soviets in the way of a proposal -- 


A You're asking me about exchanges between 
the United States and the Soviet Union, and as I said, 
I'm not going to get into it. 


Q Do you have anything on the Times story: of 
the Vatican reported to have furnished aid to fleeing Nazis, 
which refers to a declassified State Department report? 


* I have some information on it; I don't have a 
great deal. What, specifically, are you interested in with 
regard to it? 


Q What you in fact do have. 











A O.K. I have not seen the report; I don't 
know what the report contains, and I'm certainly not in a 
position to confirm or deny the veracity of allegations 
which are reported in this article to be in the report 
regarding activities in the late forties. I'm not in a position 
to do tiat at this point. 


The case of Walter Rauff has involved longstanding 
efforts by the Government of the Federal Republic of 
Germany, and now the Government of Israel, to press their 
extradition claims in Chile. 


In 1983, Mr. Wiesenthal sent a telegram to 

President Reagan concerning the Rauff case. In responding 
on behalf of the President, the Department told Mr. 
Wiesenthal at that time that although the United States has 
no legal standing in the case, we will continue to explore 
fully any possible role that we would have for assisting the 
West German extradition request to see that justice is done 
in the case. That's about as far as I can take it. 


Q Do you have anything on steps, by way of 
exploration done by the Administration? 


Ay Don't have anything to offer you on that. 
Q Can we have a copy of that? 


A No. I'm afraid you're going to have to get 
it from the transcript. 





Q Can you tell us at this time, was there any 
specific communication by the U.S. Government to the 
Government of Chile following this statement to Mr. 
Wiesenthal? 


A I think I just said I'm not going to be able 
to go any further in terms of what may or may not have been 
done. 


Q Can you tell us whether the State Department 
today believes that the report made in 1947 was a genuine 
report by a Foreign Service Officer who was known to have 
been a reliable person? 


A I'll repeat what I said at the very beginning 
of my statement on this, and that is, I am not in a position 
to confirm or deny allegations which may or may not be, 
or which may, be included in that report. I haven't seen it, 
and I'm just not in a position to comoment on it at this 


point. 











Q Alan, as you probably read, there have been 
press reports in the Middle East quoting some unnamed 
Western diplomats that the Administration here has already 
told the Gemayel Government that it would back an army 
offensive in the areas around Beirut, aimed at the Shi'ites. 


Is there anything to that? 


A Well, you put me in the usual problem of com- 
menting on our diplomatic conversations, and I guess I can- 
not get into our diplomatic conversations, on the one hand. 
But with respect to our general approach, I can say the 
following: That we continue to support negotiations among 
the parties in Lebanon as a way to attain the goal of 
national reconciliation. An obvious first step is the 
security arrangements plan to strerigthen the cease-fire and 
enable the government to provide better security to the 
inhabitants of greater Beirut. 


Negotiations between the government and various 
militia groups have been under way for some weeks. ° 
We understand they're continuing. 


Q Copy of that? 


Q Alan, if I may follow up, I'm sure you've 
read the Post piece saying that this process has virtually 
come to a halt. 


A Well, we basically, I think, don't share 
that. We think that conversations are continuing. We 
understand that negotiations are continuing. We support 
those efforts. 


While, obviously, the situation is difficult, 
nonetheless, we're hopeful that the negotiations will lead 
to improvements, and we believe it's premature to reach the 
sort of watershed conclusions regarding the situation on the 
ground in Lebanon that that report suggests. 


Q Alan, could I just take you back to the other 
story? It says that the State Department report on the 
Nazis, etc., is declassified. 


Q I take that to be the case. Therefore, 
can you make copies available to us? 











A I will look into it, Bernie. I don't know if 
that's the case. I'll be happy to take a look at it. 


Q Alan, the Democratic leadership on the Hill 
is beginning to demand -- as you probably saw in The Wall 
Street Journal piece today -- that the Administration 
take its case to the U.N., risk a Soviet veto, but at least 
ask for UNIFIL to replace MNF. Have you got anything on 
that? 


A The UNIFIL and the MNF, although separate in 
Origin and structure, can be considered part of a broad- 
based international effort to help Lebanon recover its sta- 
bility and independence. 


The U.S. is one of a dozen countries involved. 
Our forces amount to about one-ninth of the total. The 
UNIFIL mandate has been limited to the southern part of 
Lebanon and to helping secure the restoration of Lebanese 
Government authority. 


UNIFIL may well have a greater role as the 
Situation changes. We're continuing to examine the possibi- 
lities of a broader U.N. peacekeeping role in Lebanon. 
Obviously, we believe that the MNF is playing an important 
function which we have explained at great length. 


Q Can you expand that answer to include the 
possibility of using UNTSO? 


A I don't think that the question is -- I can't 
in a specific way, Jim. UNTSO has been referred to, as has 
UNIFIL been referred to, by the Secretary and others in 
saying, now, as we look to the future and at some possible 
U.N. or international role, we could look at the various 
mechanisms which exist. But I can't really try to be more 
specific at this point about what a U.N. role might be in 
the future. 


Q Can you really say, Alan, whether we've had 
any discussions recently with either the Syrians or the 
Russians with reference to the UNIFIL force? 


A Can't say. Don't think if -- again, I don't 
think we'd get into the question of the specifics of our 
discussions. We have had discussions with various parties 
all along on all sorts of aspects of this -- of the Middle 
East question and Lebanon question, but I'm not going to be 
more specific than that. 











Q Are yOu aware of any change in attitude, 
either on the Syrian side or the Soviet side, to UNIFIL? 


A tI don't think that I really could speak for 
the Soviets or the Syrians. I think you ought to ask them 
that question. 


Q Can we get a copy of that, Alan? 
A I can give you a copy of part of it, Bill. 


Q Would you like to see UNIFIL step into the 
MNF role and clear the way for an MNF pullback? 


A I think what I'm saying to you on this, 
Bernie, is that, clearly, we have been looking at, will 
continue to look at, the question of a possible U.N., 
including specifically UNIFIL, role in Lebanon, or changed 
UNIFIL role in Lebanon, as the situation changes. 


At this particular point the MNF is playing a 
vital role in support of the Lebanese Government as it seeks 
to establish its authority, first in the Beirut area and 
then more broadly. 


I cannot try to give you the kind of specific 
answer other than to go back to the point we have made 
before, which is if your question is, are we looking for an 
excuse to cease -- to cut and run, the answer to that is no. 


Q Where will those United Nations forces be 
placed that you're looking at? 


A You're trying to pin me down on specifics of 
something which I'm saying is a conceptual approach which 
I'm sure has been discussed or thought about by various 
people, but I'm not prepared to try to do that. You're 
getting way ahead of the situation. 


Q What is the point -- 


Is it in the Beirut area, Alan? 


Q 
A Excuse me. Excuse me. 
Q 


Will it be in the Beirut -- 





A I'm not going to try to go further with this,, 
Ghassan. 


Q Alan, a few months ago, I believe, when Flora 
Lewis interviewed with President Gemayel, he said that the 
United States was trying to push him to get that recon- 
ciliation, and he wasn‘t really at the time ready to give 
that reconciliation process, and now they're talking about 
the reconciliation process. 


How effective is -- without going into the 
exchange of diplomacy, or whatever it is -- the response of 
President Gemayel to your efforts which -- there are reports 
saying that the United States has not been putting enough 
pressure or enough facilitation to Gemayel to come with the 
reconciliation. 


How effective was, and how did he reach -=- how did 
you reach with President Gemayel into the point of 
reconciliation? (Sic) 


A I don't think it's a question to be addressed 
in those terms. Two points on it. One, our position on 
national reconciliation and a broad-based government and all 
of that has been quite clear and quite -- expressed quite 
openly here and elsewhere. But in terms of President 
Gemayel's decisions and what he has proceeded with in terms 
of his proposals and his efforts are precisely that -=- his 
decisions, his proposals, his efforts -- and I think that 
your question is premised on false premises. 


Q Alan, you talk about associations continuing, 
etc., difficult and what-not. In the U.S. view, what is the 
primary reason for the negotiations not to have made a good 
deal more progress, tO put it all very charitably? 


A I don't know that we can identify what the 
principle reasons are. There have been various parties who 
have seemed to have introduced new considerations from time 
to time. I think that Mr. Dam, the Deputy Secretary, addressed 
the question when he testified recently on the Hill. He 
talked about the Syrian role. I'd refer you to that 
testimony. 


So I think that there's been a complex of factors, 
but, as I say, our understanding is that these talks go on. 
In fact, the same paper which carried the story this morning 
about how everything had broken down carried another story which 
talked about new proposals which have been made, looking to 
move the discussions forward. So I think I'll stand on what 


I said. 











Q Alan, Mr. Saeb Salem, who is a former prime 
minister in Lebanon, a moderate, and a friend of the United 
States, was yesterday bitterly critical to both President 
Gemayel and U.S. Administration. 


Do you have any comment on that? 

A No. I think our positions and our efforts to 
be supportive and helpful are well known, and I don't have 
anything new to add to it. 

Q Alan, are there any consultations between the 
U.S. Government and the Federal Republic of Germany con- 
cerning arms sales to Saudi Arabia? 

A Have there been consultations? 

Q Yes. Or contacts or -- 

A Again, I wouldn't get into the question of 
what consultations may or may not have taken place. I'm not 
trying to lead you one way or another on that. 


Q Is there any attitude of the U.S. Government 
concerning arms sales to Saudi Arabia? 


A I don't have anything to say about that. I'd 
refer you to our own relationship, but I don't have anything 
to say. 

Q Alan -- 

A I'll get back to you in a second, Lester. 


Q Do you have anything today on the Stinger 
sales to Jordan? 


A No. MDon't have anything. 


Q Same as yesterday. 


Q Alan, last Friday the State Department's 
former spokesman, Hodding Carter, emceed a Public Broad- 
casting program in which he repeatedly said that the Cuban 
Government was notified five hours before our landings in 
Grenada. 














Has the State Department asked PBS for a correc- 
tion of this in view of Secretary Shultz's letter of 
November 29 to Senator Wallop? 


A I*m not aware of any request for a correc- 
tion. However, the implication of your question is correct; 
that is to say, that there was no 5-hour previous notifica- 
tion. There was no prior notification at all. 
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Q Since this is a federally funded public 
broadcasting system, aren't you anxious that what Mr. Carter 
has apparently mistakenly conveyed to all of his listeners 
should be corrected? 


A I think that we're always interested in 


ren oy sure that the reporting is accurate, Lester, and I 
th =— oP 


Q What will you do? 


A I don't know, but I think you raised an 
interesting point about whether we should at least be in 
touch with him. I don't know if we want to raise in some 
formal way any more than we necessarily do with anybody else. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on the report of 
the SS-22's in East Germany? 


A Not a great deal, actually. We're not in a 
position to confirm those reports at this time. The 
Soviets, as I think I've indicated before -- certainly has 
been indicated from this podium before -- announced last 
year they intended to deploy additional nuclear-capable 
missiles in eastern European states in response to the U.S. 
long-range INF deployments, and, in fact, of course they 
have recently announced that they had deployed additional 
“operational tactical missiles" in East Germany, and I think 
they mentioned Czechoslovakia as well. But they didn't spe- 
cify the systems involved. , 


In any case, as I indicated when asked about this 
several days ago, we believe there is no justification what- 
soever for any Soviet so-called “countermeasures” in view of 
their current nuclear and conventional capabilities. 


Q There is a report from Lebanon on a cable 
from Mr. Jumblatt to Secretary Shultz. Do you have anything 
on that, or if the Secretary intends to reply? 


AN I don't have anything on it. 

Q Do you have anything on the -- 

Q Wait a minute. Has he received such a cable? 
A I don't have anything on it. | 














_ 


ll 


, Q Do you have anything on the question I asked 
yesterday about the new Soviet missile sale to Iraq? 


A No. 


Q Can you tell us whether Hussein met with 
Rumsfeld in London last month? 


A I don't recall. i thought that question 
came up and was answered -- 


Q I was on the trip but -- 

A Let me check on it and see what I can get on 
it. 

Q You said that there is no justification for 


these countermeasures by the Soviets. And yesterday one 
senior official at the White House conceded that the U.S. 
position of negotiating with strength could lead to a new arms 
race. Do you see these deployments as the beginning of the 
arms race by the Soviets? 


A I don't think I'm going to try to make a 
judgment on that. I think what I would simply say is that 
rather than deploying more nuclear-capable missiles in addi- 
tion to their already considerable SS-20 force, which is 
targeted against western Europe, that the Soviets should 
return to the negotiating table and resume work with us on 
an equitable, verifiable INF agreement. 


Q Is there a danager of this arms race, or do 
you have -- 


A I said, I'm not going to try to speculate. 
I just responded to your question. 


Q Alan, in the President's speech last night, 
he referred to legislation he would introduce on terrorism. 


». @ Yes. 
Q What's that about? 


A I checked on that, in fact, Bernie, to see 
if there was anything further I could say at this point. 
The answer is, I don't have anything further I can say at 
this point. When the proposals are made, I'm told that we 
can try and put together a briefing or something of that 
sort for you. 











12 


Q Do you have any idea on the time involved 
here; where they are now? 


A I don't have anything on that. 
Q Any further information on Chad? 


A On Chad? Further to what? I don't know -- 
we had some guidance available -- 


Q Related to the deterioration of the 
situation, and the French aircraft being shot down? 


A Obviously, we've seen the reports, and also 
French Defense Minister Hernu's statements. We regret the 
loss of life in this encounter, with the airplane being shot 
down. 


The U.S. deplores this continuing evidence of 
Libyan-backed aggression in Chad. We reiterate our view 
that Libya must end its aggression and withdraw its forces 
from Chad forthwith. The U.S. will continue its efforts in 
support of the legitimate government of Chad and French 
efforts to assist this government. 


Q Alan, there have been somewhat frantic or 
hysterical comments being mace by the Iranians over the last 
few days about American plots. Allegedly, their being put 
on the terrorist list in this country has persuaded them 
that there is some kind of an American plan or plot to 
attack Iran. 


Are there any circumstances at all under which 
this government would consider any kind of retaliatory 
action against Iran? 


A That's a very speculative question, asking 
for a hypothetical answer, and I'm not going to try to go into 
that kind of thing, John. 


John -- I mean, Alan, UPI, in this report, 
which is filed January 23 -- and I'm sure you've seen 
because it concerns John Hughes -- reports, “Hughes said 
earlier requests from Kinsolving and Accuracy in Media also 
requested the addresses and social security n rs of the 
correspondents. The State Department press officer refused 


to comply." 
Did Hughes said this, or is UPI incorrect? 
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A I don't know the answer to that, Lester. 


Q I wonder if you could take the question, 
Alan, because I never asked -- never, never, never asked for 
social security numbers and I never asked even for the list. 
All I was doing is serving as appointment by the U.S. 
District Court as a process server; and the point is, you 
are being -—— in other words, by UPI, apparcntly all over the 
country -- being represented as saying that I said something I 
never said. So will you take the question and get us an 
answer by Monday? 


A Oh, I don‘t commit myself to anything like 
that, Lester. 


Q You will take the question? 


A I will look into the question. You might 
also talk -- 


Q When will Hughes be back? 


A Excuse me. You might also talk to UPI. 
Q There was a story in the Washington Post this 





morning regarding Ziad Abu el-Eain who is supposed to be 
exchanged with the other prisoners from Israeli jails, and 
according to the Red Cross he was retained back to Nafha 
Prison and he was not freed. Is the United States 
Government planning to take any interest in Ziad Abu 
el-Eain's case since originally Ziad Abu el-Eain was extra- 
dited to Israel by the United States Government? 


A This is an old story, and we had guidance on 
this before. Basically, the issue of that exchange is 
something that we were not involved, in regarding which we 
would have no particular comment. Our involvement in that 
case was of a different nature -- 


Q Alan, I would like to ask another question 
on Press Office policy. Two days ago, an NBC Nightly News 
crew under the direction of producer Margo Dunlap was 
admitted to this briefing room for the purpose, as Miss 
Dunlap explained it, of filming a piece for a campaign pro- 
paganda piece that NBC is doing on behalf of the Mondale 
campaign against the campaign of his opponent Lyndon 
Larouche. 


Was the Press Office aware that that's the purpose 
of the NBC crew being here, or were you misinformed by NBC 





ve 
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that she was here to cover foreign policy the way the rest 
of us are? 


A I don't know the answer to the question as 
to what was said, and I can't tell you. 


Q Will you look into this because this goes to 
the question of your accredition of NBC correspondents and 
=o rr me pera as a news organization as opposed to a 
polit - ) 


A Lots of questions are raised in lots of ways 


about that sort of thing. 
Q On Latin America, if I may? 
A Sorry? 
. Q Do you have any reaction to the treaty, to 


the agreement between Chile and Argentina on the Beagle 
Channel? 


nN We had something the other day. Let me 
refer you back to the Press Office on that. 


Q And also, do you have any readout on the 
upcoming visit of the President of the Dominican Republic? 


4 I don't have any particular guidance on it 


here. I think it was announced by the White House this 


morning, so I refer you to that announcement. 


Q Alan, 7% have one more question for you on 
the Walter Rauff affair, if you will. 

4 Yes. 

Q Is there some general guidance that you have 


for us about American involvement in assistance in the hunt 
for Nazis, whether it's by the Federal Republic of Germany 
or Israel or any Other country with which we have diplomatic 
relations? Is there some unit that's been assigned to 
handle this liaison? 


A A unit to handle the liaison? I think that 
the Justice Department has generally taken a lead on this 
matter, and they have an office devoted, as you are 
doubtless aware, to that question. So I would focus -- if 
you're looking for a specific office that deals with that 
question, I'd refer you there. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:03 p.m.) 
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PRIDAY, JANUARY 27, 1984, 12:24 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon all. I have a couple 
of announcements up front. 


As we announced earlier, Secretary Shultz will be 
traveling to Venezuela, Brazil, Grenada and Barbados next 
week. In addition to these stops, the Secretary has 
accepted an invitation to visit El Salvador during that trip 
which lasts from January 31 to February 8. He will be in El 
Salvador on January 31. 


The Secretary earlier had to postpone a visit to 
El Salvadur scheduled for last October, and he looks forward 
to exchanging views with President Magana, Foreign Minister 
Chavez Mena and cther Salvadoran leaders. 


El Salvador is currently in the midst of a presi- 
dential campaign for the March 25 elections, and this visit 
will provide a first-hand opportunity to discuss our many 
shared interests. The US Administration's determination to 
request from the U.S. Congress funding necessary to imple- 
ment fully the recommendations of the National Bipartisan 
Commission on Central America will also be discussed. 


A couple of reminders about -- 
Q Will he see Major D‘Aubuisson? 
A I don't have a schedule yet for him, Mike, 


other than these two names mentioned. I just don't have his 
schedule. 


Q How long will he be there? 
A He'll be there a day. 

Q What time? 

A A day. 

Q Overnight? 

A 


Let's talk about the overnight part after the 
session. 


Q Do you know if among those leaders he's going 
to meet any presidential candidates? 


A That's why I say -- I don't know what his 
schedule is other than the two. 

















On that trip, you might address some of those 
questions to a senior Administration official this afternoon 
who will brief on the Secretary's trip at 3:30 today. 


There will also be an on-the-record briefing this 
afternoon at 4:15 following the conclusion of the meetings 
of the Consultative Parties Working Group on Antarctic 
Mineral Resources. That will be in Room 1107. The Chairman 
of the Working Group, Mr. Chris Bebee of New Zealand, will 
be available to answer questions with regard to the 
substance of the meetings. Mr. R. Tucker Scully, Director 
of the Department of State's Office of Oceans and Polar 
Affairs and Head of the U.S. delegation will be available to 
answer questions from the U.S. perspective. That's Room 
1107, 4:15 this afternoon; and the background briefing on 
the Secretary's trip, 3:30 in this Briefing Room. 


That's all I've got for you. 


Q John, what can you tell us about the current 
Administration's plans for a strike force involving 
Jordanian troops? 


A I.do have some words for you on that, Jim. 


The Administration intends to submit an FY 1984 
supplemental budget request. We won't have further comment 
on that request until it goes to the Congress on Monday and 
until we've had an opportunity to consult with the Congress. 
After it is released, we will be prepared to discuss 
publicly any part of the budget proposal which is 
unclassified or which is subsequently declassified. 


Q Well, the fact that you've responded to my 
question about a Jordanian strike ‘force with a response 
about a budget request, can we infer from that, then, the 
es request will include a request for funds for such a 

orce? 


A You put me in a difficult position because it 
is at this stage classified. But should it become 
declassified, and it may well be, then we'll be glad to talk 
about it. 


C Maybe we can discuss the unclassified por- 
tion of it that was in the New York Times today. 





a Well, we might. What did you have in mind? 


Q I was wondering if you've had any indications 
from Israel as to how it feels about this particular program. 











A No, I think you'd have to ask the Israelis. 
I*ve seen those comments from the Israelis, and I think you'd 
have to ask them for what their position is on this. 


Q Is it your plan now, John, to make any part 
of the Jordanian strike force supplemental public? 


A I'm not aware that anything at this stage is 
public. 


Q That is an answer but not to the question. 
The question is, do you plan to make it any part of that 
supplemental concerning the Jordanian strike force public 
in the future? 


A I wouldn't be surprised if it does become 
public. 


Q But John, without reference to what you're 
going to do on Monday, why did the Administration decide not 
to go ahead with such a force last year? 


A I guess you're still talking about a subject 
that was in a classified phase at that time, and therefore I 
guess I'm just really not able to talk about it. 


Q Would you steer us away from re-reporting the 
facts as declassified in this morning's New York Times? 





A No, I wouldn't steer you away from the story. 


Q John, you said that you will not -- in 
answering Jim -- that you will not answer a question about 
something that was classified. 





A Correct. 


Q Well, you answered something, his first 
question, in a way saying that yes, there is. Can you 
discuss that aspect to it. You obviously -- 


A No. What I said was that to my knowledge at 
this stage there is no portion involving Jordan, say, that 
is unclassified. But I think that it might well become 
declassified and should it become declassified, then I think 
we'll be glad to talk about it. 


Q John, what reason does the Administration 
have at this time to repeat the effort? 


A You're really putting me on the spot because 
we are talking about, as I say, material that was 








classified. But without talking about the substance of 
classified recommendations, I think there has been no change 
in the Administration's viewpoint on this particular sub- 
ject. The rationalization and the importance of it would 
remain unchanged. 


Q Do you feel that there may be a change or 
could be change in Congress' viewpoint on this subject? 


A Have to wait and see. 


Q Without discussing directly that, where does 
the projected sale of Stinger missiles to Jordan stand? 


A Don't have anything for you on that, Jim. 


Q Are there any plans, John, to submit two 
separate requests of arms, I mean, to Congress. Are you 
planning to submit two separate requests for aid to Jordan? 


A Why don't we wait and see later in next week 
and see how it all turns out. 


Q If you can tell us now, is it one package 
that you're going to ask from the Congress, or is it two 
separate? | 


A Just not going to get into that, but might be 
able to shed a little light on this next week. 


Q A technical point on this: You say that the 
Administration will submit a supplemental -- budget supple- 
mental request. 


A Uh-huh . 


Q Under whose -- under what appropriation does 
this go -- Defense, State Department, who? And who will get 
this money? 


A I cannot answer that question. 

Q You mean you don't know rather than -- 

A I don't know. 

Q It's not a matter of classification. 

A I don't know specifically how that's -- I 


don't know whose -- 








Q Is there anybody, any other country, sup- 
porting Jordan militarily at present with funds? Do we 
know? 


A I don't know. Have to ask other countries. 


Q Early this year I believe there were indica- 
tions that Israel will not object to this idea, from reading 
some reports, and this morning at 9:00 o'clock CBS reported 
that Mr. Shamir said that they are against it and they are 
against the sale -- supposedly some sale of -- I think some 
kind of weapons, I forget the -- 


A CBS reported -- 
Q Yes. 
A -- that Mr. Shamir is against the sale? 


Q Yes. Also, some sale -- anything to the 
Saudi Arabians. 


A I'll let CBS clear that one with you. 
Q Excuse me? 
A I'm not aware of that, but I'll let <- 


Q Yes. This morning it was on the air, and 
also some sale for some type of weapons to Saudi Arabia 
also. On this matter can you look into this? Was his -- 
his objection stems from what? 


A No. I don't think we'd have any comment. If 
you're talking about Israeli -- 


Q Objection to the -- 


A ~- reaction, I think you'd have to talk to 
the Israelis. 


Q Well, but you know last week there was talk 
that they will not object. Today they are objecting. What's 


A I'm aware of the speculation. I'm aware of 
nuances in different stories this morning. The New York 
Times, for example, is somewhat different from CBS, but I 
think you have to ask the Israelis. 


Q Maybe we could ask the United States whether 
or not it asked the Israelis not to oppose it. 





A Oh, we would never get into a discussion of 
diplomatic exchanges, Barrie. 


Q Did Ambassador Rosenne come in Friday and 
Monday to see Larry Eagleburger? 


A He -- I think he was in. Yes. I think he 
was. I don't know. I'm not quite sure what days, but yes, 
I think he was in. 


Q Has a request for this equipment come from 
Jordan to the United States? 


A Not going to get into our discussions with 
Jordan. We've had a long-standing interest in mutual 
security with Jordan, but I'm not going to get into speci- 
fics of discussions we might have had with then. 


Q Don't you traditionally disclose when a for- 
mal request is made? 


A Why don't we wait until next week and see 
what unfolds. 


Q Could you deal with the justifications or the 
policy? 


A I think we'll wait until next week, Bernie. 


Q Could you give us anything about the visit 
from Mr. Rumsfeld to the region, especially -- 


A Yes. He's on his way back. He is about to 
arrive in the region very shortly, but I can't tell you 
where he is going to be until he gets there. 


Q Yeah. But what I'd like to ask is, are you 
optimistic for his trip, because he's involved -- I think 
there is -- Ambassador Murphy is joining hin. 


A Maybe. 
Q And a couple of -- 


A Uh-huh. I don't know whether -- I really 
don't know whether Ambassador Murphy has gone, but I 
wouldn't rule it out. 


Q John, I'm sorry. Who is on his way back to 
the region? 


A Mr. Rumsfeld. 








Thank you. 
Mr. Rumsfeld. Ambassador Rumsfeld. 


>» © * 


Q Is there a firm date on Rumsfeld meeting 
President Assad? 





A Don't have anything for you on visits by 
Ambassador Rumsfeld to Syria. 


Q You don't have it? There's no such date? 


A I just don't have anything. You know, a tradi- 
tionally non-communicative mode on Ambassador Rumsfeld's 
} travel plans. 


Q John, do you have anything on Secretary 
Crocker? That is, who he has seen, what he is doing? 


A Nothing really beyond what Alan gave you 
yesterday. I don't have an update to that. 


Q What about Deputy Assistant Secretary Wisner? 
Can you confirm -- 


A Yes. I think he -- I think Mr. Wisner is -- 
not sure whether he is yet -- I'm not sure whether Frank 
Wisner is back. 


MR. ROMBERG: He is back. 


MR. HUGHES: He is back in Washington. Okay. And 
he did meet with the Mozambican Minister of State in the 
Presidency shortly before he returned to Washington. He was 
taking advantage of his presence in Lebanon -- in Lisbon -- to 
discuss with him -- beg pardon -- matters of mutual concern. 


Q John, do we have anything on President 
Mubarak going to Jordan and Iraq? 


A No. 

Q You have no information? 

A No. 

Q Do you have anything about the statement made 
in the Congress yesterday about asking the State Department 


for something in writing from President Mubarak that he has not 
discarded Camp David as was reported by the King of Morocco? 
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a. a ee 
> 


A No. I don't. 

Q You haven't heard anything about that? 
A No. 

Q Well, you probably will. 


The other thing is that I wonder if you have state- 
ments for public dissemination about a report in The 
New York Times about what it calls “a long, secret State 
Department report in 1947 that called the Vatican the 
largest single organization involved in the illegal movement 
of immigrants, including Nazis?" 





A Well, the report is in the public domain, and 
be happy to make it available to you after this briefing in 
the Press Office. 

Q Good. Now, the other thing is the -- well, 
I'll come to it. Could I continue with this, or is there 
somebody else? 

A No. Go ahead. 


Q I mean, I've got a lot of questions. I don't 
get out as often as I should. 


A We're all spellbound, I think. (Laughter) 

Q They're all spellbound? 

A Go ahead. 

Q The question on the -- Lebanon. The- 
Secretary was in private session yesterday in the Congress, 
but Assistant Secretary Murphy was in public session. 

A Yes. 

Q The question I'm asking here, is there any 
change whatever in the May 17 -- change in attitude by the 
State Department -- 

A No. 

Q -- towards the May 17 agreement? 

A No. 

Q Still the same? 











Yes. 
Pirn? 
Yes. 


Strong, “we don't move?" 





Yes. 


Right. Thank you. 


on + Oo FF ODO PF 


Q John, what's the State Department position 
about a letter published this week in the Washington Jewish 
Week by Elliott Abrams, Assistant Secretary of State for 
Human Rights, regarding the PLO and the Nicaraguans, 
Sandinistas? 





A I wasn't aware of the letter, but I 
understand you're about to make me instantly aware of the 
letter, and therefore we would be glad to take a look at it 
after this briefing. 


Q Thank you. 
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Q Any confirmation or comment on the reported 
killing of an American in El Salvador? 


A Yes, do have something on that. 


Our Embassy in El Salvador has confirmed that an 
American citizen, Linda Louise Cancel -- she was born on 
July 7, 1960, in California; I don't have her home town -- 
was shot and killed in eastern El Salvador as she was riding 
with her husband and children to Costa Rica. U.S. Consular 
officials visited the scene to render assistance after 
receiving initial reports of the attack by uniformed men. 
The eye witnesses included her husband, the U.S. citizen 
driver of the vehicle, and the Salvadoran customs official 
who was apparently travelling with them in the bus, who sub- 
sequently informed the Consular Officers that the killers 
were guerrillas. 


According to the testimony given to the Consular 
Officers by Ms. Cancel's husband, Mr. Curtis Lewenz, and 
other witnesses, the four -- that's Mr. and Mrs. Lewenz and, 
I guess, two children -- were en route to Costa Rica in a 
large family bus in the company of a Salvadoran Customs 
Officer. On January 26 -- that's yesterday -- at approximately 
7:30 in the morning on the Pan American Highway near the 
turnoff to Sociedad, located in the department of Morazan 
between the cities of Jocoro and Santa Rosa de Lima, traffic 
began to slow down and some cars pulled off the side of the 
,road. The bus continued, passing the vehicles that had 
stopped. A yellow Toyota followed behind, and the occupants 
of the Toyota signaled the bus to stop. Fearing harm from the 
occupants of the Toyota, the driver continued at a higher 
rate of speed. 


A little farther down the road the victim's 
vehicle encountered two armed men dressed in a combination 
of military and civilian clothing who signaled the bus to 
stop. The Customs Officer reports that he told the driver 
to stop, but the driver continued on his way. They then 
were hit by gunfire from the surrounding hillsides. One 
bu.let hit Mrs. Cancel in the upper right side, and three 
struck the vehicle. 


In addition to Mrs. Cancel and her husband, they 
had their daughter, who was born in 1982, and their son, who 
was born in 1978. 


The reason the Customs Officer was with them is 
that he joined them at the Guatemala/El Salvador border for 
the purpose of escorting them out of the country. 








ll 


. 


The family was travelling with most of their 
possessions. Apparently they were moving to Costa Rica. 
And since they were in transit, they would have had to sub- 
mit to an inventory of their goods upon entering and leaving 
Salvadoran territory. However, for a small fee, the 
Salvadoran Government ides the service of a customs 
escort from border to border in order to avoid the delays 
caused by making two inventories. And that's why the 
Customs Officer was with them. He was not in uniform; he 
was wearing civilian clothes. 


Witnesses told Consular Officers that the area was 
occupied by guerrillas and that the guerrillas had stopped 
traffic ahead. That is really about all I have for you on 
it. 

Who was driving, John, do you know? 
I think the husband was driving. 


John, can we get a copy of the statement? 


> Oo F DO 


Yes, you can get a copy of what I just read. 


Q Also, the other day I asked Alan about the 
reported death of another American that apparently was 
fighting with the guerrillas, and he just told me that he had 
seen the report. Do you have anything more now? 


A I don't have anything on that. No, I don't 
have anything further? Be glad to check to see if we do. 


Q Do you know if the Embassy is making any 
investigation of the death? 


A I don't know. 

(To staff) Is it checking? 

STAFF: The Embassy's checking. 

A Yes, the Embassy is checking. 

Q Do you have anything with respect to El 
Salvador on the report in The Times today that the Justice 
Department had only received the names of some people with 
respect to death squads, “self-exiles" or “auto exiles?" 

A Well, that is an ongoing investigation, and 


sO we are not soing to be very forthcoming. We have made 
clear a number of times the seriousness with which we regard 
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extremist violence in El Salvador. That includes violence 
from the left as well as the right. Our concern, obviously, 
extends to the. question of whatever degree that violence 
might be aided and abetted from within the United States and 
the extent to which this might be occurring; and the possibi- 
lity of violations of U.S. law is a matter under investiga- 
tion, and so we are not prepared to comment on an ongoing 


process. 









Q Also, one other on the same story: It says 
here there was a cable that was made available to The New 
York Times from January ‘81, which identified Roberto 

uisson as the agent of six exile leaders, to funnel 
money and help to death squads operating in El Salvador. 





Can you confirm that you had that information in 
January of 1981? 


A Can*t. Didn't know anything about it until 
you raised it. 


Q Can you look into it? 
A We'll take a look at it. 


Q John, had you heard anything on that spy case 
in Norway? Apparently -- 


A No. No, I don't. I had an interest in it, as 
we have been there so recently and met a number of Norwegian 
officials; but I don't think we met him during our stay 
there. 


Q Aha. Trying to get out of it, huh? 
(Laughter) 


Q John, do you have anything on Mr. Abe's 
meeting with the Secretary this morning? 


A I don't. I think there might be a readout at 
the conclusion of Mr. Abe's meeting, probably on Monday. 


Q May I ask one more question? 
A Sure. 
Q The Smithsonian has cancelled an archeology 


exhibit that was being prepared with cooperation with the 
Museum of Israel in Jerusalem. The State Department had 





ees ek 
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some part in the exhibit. I'm not imputing that the State 
had something to do with the cancellation, 

al h it might. But what I would like to know is, what 

pate the State Department play in this particular 

exhibit? 








A In a Smithsonian exhibition that had been 
cancelled? 


Q Yes. There is something -- the State 
Department does have a part, a connection with the transfer 
of the exhibits from overseas to the United States and back 
to the countries involved, and so on. 


A I'll take a look at it and see what -- 
Q Would you? 
A Sure. 


Q John, just for the record, since you were 
able to give us the color of the Toyota in El Salvador, 
could you explain why the Department is unable to offer even 
the slightest bit of detail about an issue of at least 
equally important public discussion as the sale of $220 
million worth of weapons to Jordan on the same day that it 
is able to tell us the color of the -- 


A Yes, because the one is classified information 
and the other is not. 


Q But you said that it will be declassified. 
What difference does it make, if it's going to be 
declassified anyway? 


A I guess the difference is that I would go to 
jail if I gave you classified information. (Laughter) 
It may not be important to you, but it does have a bearing 
on my tenure at this podium. (Laughter) 


Q So you're putting your jailing above the 
public interest, is that it? 


(Laughter) 


(The briefing concluded at 12:47 p.m.) 
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DPC #19 


MONDAY, JANUARY 30, 1984, 12:30 P. HM. 
' (O88 THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have several 
announcements. 


Pirst, the Secretary will make an announcement on 
the subject of aid to Africa here in the Press Briefing 
Room, room 2118, at 2:15 this afternoon. The announcement 
will be followed by an ON-THE-RECORD briefing by AID 
Administrator Peter McPherson and Deputy Assistant Secretary 
for African Affairs Princeton Lyman. 


In addition, there will be a briefing on the visit 
of Japanese Foreign Minister Shintaro Abe today here in the 
briefing room at 3:15. The briefing will be ON BACKGROUND, 
attributable to a senior Administration official. 


Deputy Secretary of State Kenneth W. Dam will 
address the Japan Society ON THE RECORD, Monday, February 6, 
5:30-6:45 p.m., at the Japan House, which is at 333 East 
47th Street in New York City. T£& you want to cover the 
event, please contact Victoria Lyon-Bestor -- that's L-y-o-n 
hyphen B-e-s-t-o-r -- or Mary Allis -- A-l-l-i-s -- of the 
Japan Society at Area Code (212) 832-1155. 


Also, to tell you that tomorrow, Tuesday, January 
31, at 2:30 p.m., Peter McPherson, Director of AID, William 
Schneider, Jr., Under Secretary of State for Security 
Assistance, Science and Technology, and Ronald Spiers, Under 
Secretary for Management, will hold a press conference. 


I might note at this point that while it will be 
ON THE RECORD and for cameras, it will be embargoed until 
noon, Wednesday, February 1. The purpose of the briefing is 
to give an overview of most of the major developments and 
issues pertaining to the proposed FY-85 State Depertment 
foreign assistance budget. 


Also, obviously, there will be other aspects that 
Mr. Spiers will cover regarding the State Department. 
Specifically, they will address issues relating to the FMS 














Program and assistance to Egypt and Israel, as well as 
several others matters. I understand they will not, 
however, be prepared to discuss details of assistance to 
Central America at that time. 


Q 
A 


Where is that? 


That will be here in this room, tomorrow, 


Tuesday, at 2:30 p.m., again, embargoed until noon on 


Wednesday. 


Q 
also? 


A 


Q 
A 


Alan, will that cover FY-84 supplemental 


No. That's on FY-85. 


Just FY-85? 


FY-85. 


Regarding steps to combat terrorism, we've had 
inguiries on the intent of the President's remarks in the 


State of the Union message on cooperation with our allies on 
terrorism, and the submission to the Congress on legislation 


on the same subject. 


There was a meeting in the Department, January 


26-27, with security experts from the Summit Seven countries 
discuss our continuing joint efforts to carry out the Venice 
Declaration of 1981 on protection of diplomatic personnel. 


This is part of a continuing effort, and we anti- 
cipate a further meeting in April on these matters of common 
concern. The legislative package is in the final clearance 


stages, and we expect that it will be transmitted to the 


Congress in the near future. 


that time. 


Q 
A 


And, finally, just to tell you that available in 
the Press Office is a statement on the U.S. 


Copy, please? 
We can give you a copy of that, yes. 


Government's 


strong objections to the European Community's efforts to 
restrict imports of U.S. non-grain feed ingredients. 


That's it for announcements. Happy to take 


questions. 








We will provide a briefing at 











. Q Alan, do you have any comment on the list of 
charges by TASS over the weekend about U.S. arms control 
violations? 


A Yes, Ido. We are disappointed with the ini- 
tial Soviet response to expressed U.S. concerns regarding 
Soviet arms control non-compliance. As the President said 
in his letter transmitting a report to the Congress on this 
subject, “It is essential that all parties to agreements 
comply with then." 


The President stated that after a careful review 
of many months and numerous diplomatic exchanges with the 
U.S.S.R., the Administration had determined that violations 
or probable violations had occurred with respect to seven 
initial issues analyzed. The U.S.S.R. has been informed of 
these determinations. 


Regrettably, it has responded initially not by 
treating the issue seriously, but by dusting off a familiar 
list of spurious countercharges. The Soviet charges of U.S. 
arms control violations are baseless. As the President said 
on January 23, the U.S. is continuing to carry out its own 
obligations and commitments under relevant agreements. 


We hope the initial Soviet reaction is not their 
last word, and the Soviets will prove ready to engage in a 
constructive dialogue with us on compliance by undertaking 
explanations, clarifications and corrective actions as 


appropriate. 
Q Copy? 
A Sure. 
Q Specifically, denied the accusations. 
A Yes. 
Q Do you have any background on specifics? 


A Yes. I do. Why don't you tell me which 
specific ones. There are an awful lot. 


Q Let's go down the whole list? 


A Go down the list. What is it that -- Why don't you 
tell me what you're interested in. 


Q Well, come on. You would save us all a lot 
of time if you would -- 








A But there's an awful lot here, and we'll 
spend a lot of time here, Bernie, if I give you everything 
I've got. 


Q Well, why don't you put it out as a -- 


A I think the question of -- which are the speci- 
fic things that you're interested in, go ahead and ask. 


Q Start with concealment. 
A The question of shelters? 
Q Yes. 


A During initial Minuteman construction as well 
as the Miniteman silo upgrade program during the mid-70s, 
environmental shelters were employed to protect construction 
at the launchers from the weather. The facts concerning the 
activities being carried out at the launchers were provided 
and explained in full detail to the Soviets and were also 
available in the public domain. In response to Soviet 
expressions of concern, the shelters were modified, and 
their use was discontinyed after the completion of the 
Minutemanm silo upgrade program in early 1979. 


In the case of the Titan II silo, a cover was used 
to protect it from the weather during repair work on damage 
due to an accident. It was specifically designed to avoid 
any impediment to national technical means, and was removed 
promptly after the need for it ended. The Soviets have been 
fully aware of these facts for at least several years. 


Q Copy? 

A Sure. 

Q All right. The second one is 
"Soviet-described direct violations of the SALT II Treaty, 
alleged U.S. failure to work out solutions regarding long- 
range land- and sea-based cruise missiles as specified in 
the protocol." 

I guess that comes under the -- 
Not following the protocol, I guess. 


Noncircumvention? 


oO FF» O PY 


No, but go ahead with that one. 











(Laughter) 


"A The protocol. Let's do the protocol, the 
long-range cruise missiles. 


The SALT II protocol would have expired on 

December 31, 1981, even if SALT II had been ratified and 
entered into force. The U.S. was in full compliance with 
all provisions of the Protocol when it would have been in 
effect. The U.S. made it clear at the time SALT II was 
signed that the Protocol would not be extended. The sub- 
sequent NATO decision to deploy land-based longer-range INF 
missiles in Europe was made in response to a specific and 
growing Soviet threat, namely SS-20 deployments. The U.S. 
remains willing to negotiate on all long-range INF systems, 
including ground-launched cruise missiles (GLCMs). It is 
the Soviets who have broken off the INF talks and thereby 
impeded efforts to negotiate an agreement involving GLCMs. 


Q Copy? 
A Yes. 


Q What about the radar violation of the '72 ABM 
treaty? 


A There is no merit whatsoever in these 
charges. The Shemya Island radar in the Aleutians is for 
national. technical means of verification, and the Pave Paws 
radars are Ballistic Missile Early Warning (BMEW) radars 
located on the periphery of national territory and oriented 
outward, as specifically permitted by the Treaty. 


Q Copy? 
A Yes. 
Q What about noncircumvention on the Pershing? 


A The U.S. made clear to the Soviets during the 
SALT II negotiations, and subsequently stated publicly 
following signature of the Treaty, that the SALT II noncir- 
cumvention provision would not alter existing patterns of 
cooperation with our Allies or preclude transfer of systems 
and weapons technology. 


The only provision of SALT II which would have 
applied to the long-range INF system was contained in its 
Protocol. This limited deployment until December 31, 1981, 








of cruise missiles capable of a range in excess of 600 kilo- 
meters on. sea-based or on land-based launchers. That provi- 
sion would have expired in 1981, however, even if SALT II 
had been ratified. 


The Pershing II and GLCM are {ntermediate-range 
nuclear forces being deployed to counter the threat to the 
U.S. Allies posed by the SS-20 and other Soviet INF systems. 
Recently, a Soviet spokesman asserted that these systems are 
viewed as strategic by the Soviet Union and, therefore, cir- 
cumvent Article XII of the SALT II Treaty. As pointed out 
before, by mutual agreement, however, the treaty defines 
land-based strategic ballistic missiles as those having a 
range of 5,500 km or more. Since our INF systems do not 
fall into that category, the Soviet spokesman's contention 
is groundless. Moreover, in signing SALT II, the U.S. 
stated explicitly that any future limitations on U.S. 
systems principally designed for theater missionswould have 
to be accompanied by appropriate limits on Soviet theater 
systems like the SS-20. 


Q What about the charge that the U.S. has gone 


' .over the 150 kiloton threshold limit? 


A Since the effective date of the Threshold 
Test Ban Treaty and the Peaceful Nuclear Explosions . 
Treaties, the United States has conducted no nuclear tests 
having yields which exceeded the 150 kiloton threshold of 
these treaties. 


Q The Minuteman IIIs and Minuteman II silos 
have been covered? 


A No. 


Q What was the effective date of -- 
I know I can look it up, but -- 


A I don't have here the effective date. Of the 
TTBT and the PNET Treaties? 


Q Yes, please. 
I knew it. But I don't. 


Q On the conversion of Minuteman IIs, is that 
the question? 








Q Yes. 


A The Minuteman II silos were not converted to 
Minuteman III launchers. The Soviets have been informed 
that any launchers of Minuteman II ICBMs converted to 
launchers of Minuteman III ICBMs would be made 
distinguishable on the basis of externally observable design 
features, as required by the SALT II Treaty. In the course 
of the SALT II negotiations, the U.S. had 550 Minuteman III 
ICBMs, as is well known. 


Q Can we have copies of all that? 
A Sure. 


Q What about the charge that the U.S. has syste- 
matically violated confidentiality, in connection with the 
agreed principle of confidentiality? 


A The SCC? 
Q Yes. 


A The U.S. continues properly to dthonetes its 
obligations and responsibilities under the Regulations of 
the Standing Consultative Commission. The U.S. Government 
is not making public the proceedings of the Commission. The 
appearance of stories in the press about the SCC and 
possible subjects under discussion there does not reflect a 
change in that policy. 


Q Alan, were the Sovict charges matters of long 
debate and concern between the two countries? 


A I can't answer you in a comprehensive way on 
that. I know that on a number of these issues, they have 
been raised years past, and some of them haven't been 
raised, in fact, in years. But as I'm indicating to you, 

I can't tell you whether each one of these has been raised 
individually, but what I will tell you is that on each of 
these, there is no basis for the charges. 


As I'm indicating, I've been reading you specific 
responses to each of these; but the fact of the matter is 
that they have dragged out a bunch of spurious charges in 
response to the concerns that we have made clear and we 
consider to be serious matters. 


Q Had each of these been raised at the 
Standard Consultative Committee? 











A I'm not going to get into what is raised in 
that Committee. 


Q Can you post those answers? Plus whatever 
answers we may not have asked about thus far? 


A No. I think if you've got specific . 
questions, I'll be happy to go into them. I don't think we 
need to go putting out stuff which you may not be interested 
in. I'm not going to post it, but I said I would make it 
available. I'll be happy to make it available. I'm not 
going to put it all up on the board, but we'll put it out on 
the table for you. 


Q Oh, that's fine. 


Q Alan, did you cover all of the alleged violations . 
of the Helsinki Agreement in your answer there? 


A No, the Helsinki, I think, was another question 
that they raised. 


The United States is in compliance with all the 
undertakings, human rights, as well as security, contained in 
the Helsinki Final Act. Our military activities are completely 
in accordance with the provisions of the Final Act. 


We and our Allies notify all exercises which 
exceed the threshold of 25,000 troops established by the 
Final Act, and often notify smaller-scale military maneuvers, 
as a voluntary effort to strengthen mutual confidence. 


We regret that the Soviet Union has not always 
reciprocated. Not only have the Warsaw Pact nations 
generally declined to provide voluntary notification of any 
exercise which did not reach the 25,000 troop threshold, as 
the President's report to Congress on compliance indicated, 
but the Soviet Union, in a clearcut failure to comply with 
the Final Act, failed to adquately notify the exercise Zapad 
81, which involved some 100,000 troops. * 


* After the briefing, the Spokesman added the 
following: 


The Soviet accusation's lack of substance is 
demonstrated by the fact that the Soviet Union has never 
formally approached the U.S. concerning possible U.S. 
failures to comply with the security provisions of the Final 
Act. Only in response to U.S. concerns about Soviet com 
pliance with arms control agreements has the Soviet Union 
seen fit to lodge these unsubstantiated charges. 
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Q Copy of that, Alan, please? 

A Yes. 

Q What about the violations of the ‘63 Limited 
Test Ban Treaty -- radioactive substances beyond -- 


A What, the venting aspects? 
Q Yes. 


A Both the United States and the USSR have 
encountered some difficulty in totally containing all their 
underground nuclear tests. The United States, however, has 
had only a few problems in the past with the venting of 
radioactive debris from underground tests at the Nevada Test 
site. As more experience was gained with the containment of 
underground tests, venting from U.S. tests became even more 
rare. Over the past decade, there has been only one inci- 
dent of local and minor venting. The Soviets had not raised 
their concerns about U.S. venting with us since 1976, until 
the latest reference to it. 


Q Can we have a copy of that answer and the 
previous one, please? 


A Yes. We can provide copies of all the 
answers that I've given you. 


Q What about the charge that a Soviet document 
accused Washington of unilaterally blocking talks on anti- 
satellite systems, nuclear testing, demilitarization of the 
Indian Ocean? 

A I don't have anything on the Indian Ocean, 
per se. Anti-satellite testing -- space-based systems, is 
that what you're talking about? 


Q Yes. 


A The ABM Treaty does not prohibit research, 
and both sides have had research prograns since the signing 
of the Treaty. Soviet research and development efforts in 
the ABM field have been continuous and more extensive than 
our own. Our program calls only for enhanced research in 
this area. The President stated in his March 23, 1983, 
speech that U.S. activities in this area would be consistent 
with U.S. treaty obligations. 





10 


Q How many have you got left now? 

_ (Laughter) 

A You've got most of then. 

Q Were any of their accusations true, Alan? 

A No. 

Q In other words, it's a complete tissue of 
historical ineptitude -- would you describe it that way? 


A I will leave it to you to characterize it, 
Lester. 


Q You wouldn't deny that description? 

A I would just stick to the words I've used. 

Q -- a pack of lies? 

(Laughter) 

A Lester, you can use all the dramatic terms -- 
Q Thank you. 

A Any other questions on this one? 


Q Yes. Following the United States charges of 
violations, or probable violations, basically made public 
here on, I believe it was the 13th, has the U.S. taken these 
questions again to the Soviets through diplomatic means, and 
have you gotten any response? You sort of indicated not, 
but you didn't really explicitly address it. I'm talking 
about now the charges the U.S. made. 


A I understand. I don't think I can address 

_ the second part of the question any further. On the first 
part, I'll refer you to what I said in the opening response, 
which is that the USSR has been informed of these deter- 
minations, that is those that we made about violations or 
probable violations. 


Q (Inaudible) since you made them, right? 


eg have been informed. I think you can 
take that - mean it's more than simply a background 
briefing here on a Friday afternoon. 





Q Alan, to follow on that, I took your earlier 
comments calling this Soviet response, the “Soviet initial 
response.“ Was I wrong to assume that that means what it 
says, which is -- 


A I will leave you with the words, and I 
wouldn't quarrel with your interpretation of it. 


Q There was a related story that a NATO study 
Claims that the Soviet military spending has gone down in 
recent years. Do you have anything on that? 


A Yes, I do. The NATO estimates of military 
spending trends are similar to estimates by the U.S. 
intelligence community which were included in testimony on 
the Hill in September 1983. We can only speculate on the 
causes of the apparent slow-down in the growth of Soviet 
military spending. However, as the NATO study points out, 
Soviet military spending remains at a very high level, bet- 
ween 14 and 16 percent of GNP. 


It is important to keep in mind that what we're 
talking about is the decline in the growth rate in real 
Soviet defense spending, and not a decline in the level of 
absolute outlays. Soviet defense spending remains at a 
very high level, and is continuing to grow. 


Q Copy of that, please? 

A Yes. 

Q Do you have any comments on King Hussein's 
news conference on his rejection of the idea of a Jordanian 
rapid deployment force? 

A No, I don't. 


Q No comment? 


A No. 
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Q How about the supplemental request for that 
force; is that to be opened today? 


A I don't have anything new on that beyond what 
we said last week, Jim. The budget supplemental for 
FY-84, I understand, is scheduled to go to the Congress later 
this week. And as John indicated last week, when he talked 
about this at that time, we would be prepared to talk about 
portions which are unclassified. So let's wait until that 
goes forward and see where we are. 


Q Yes. He said it was going to be today. 


A I'm telling you, as of this point, that it's 
scheduled to go later this week. 


Q Alan, on Guatemala. 
A Go ahead, George. 


Q You announced a year ago that helicopter 
spare parts could be sold to Guatemala on a cash basis -- 


Q -- and we saw an announcement over the 
weekend by the Guatemalan Foreign Minister, highlighted by a 
major newspaper today, did anything happen between January 
*83 and January ‘84 which prevented the shipment of those 
spare parts to Guatemala? 


A Did anything happen which prevented it? I 
can't tell you which -- our position, however, is as it has 
been in the story on this, as you suggest, is not new. That 
is, a year ago we agreed to permit the cash sale of certain 
items including helicopter spare parts which had been 
requested previously by the Government of Guatemala. We 
reaffirm that commitment in October, and again recently, and 
so that has been our position consistently. I think if you 
look back at responses to questions on that, you will find 
that's the case. 


Q Have they done anything on human rights that 
would justify the sale going forward? 


A Again, I would go back and look at what we 
said at the time. We made known that we would permit those 
items to go forward. I don't have anything new to offer you 
on that. 


»44 
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Q Let me make sure I understand something about 
these budget briefings that are coming up. Do these all 
relate to Fiscal ‘85? 


‘A The ones I — the one for tomorrow, embargoed 
until Wednesday, relates to 1985. What I said about the 
FY-84 supplemental is that when that goes forward we would be 
prepared to addess those questions. 


Jin? 


Q Back on Guatemala for a second. Did you have 
any reaction to the report issued by Americas Watch last week, 
which was written up yesterday in the Times, about what they 
regard as the deterioriating situation in the past year under 
the Mejia government; and has there been any resolution to 
any of the disappearances or killings of the AID contract 
employees? I think there are three of them who've died in 
the last year. 


A On the latter, I don't have anything to 
report to you. On the former, as you know our own human 
rights country reports are due out shortly, and I think 
we'll refer you to those reports when they come out. 


Q Back to the Middle East? 
Q Guatemala. 
A Go ahead. 


Q This is unclear. Was there not a decision 
conveyed to the Guatemalans at the end of last year that 
these sales of spare parts are being held up? 


A As usual, if you ask about what we talked 
about with the Guatemalans, you put me in the kind position 
where I can't answer the question. 


Our position on this has been, as I articulated it 
to you, and I can't take you beyond that. 


Q So you're saying, in other words, there was 
no change? 


A I said we made that commitment. We 
reiterated it in October. Again, recently. That's really 
all I can say to you about it. I can't get into diplomatic 
dialogue. 
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David? 
Q Okay, back to the Middle East. 
A Go ahead. We'll come back. 


Q Okay, yes. Two things. One, yesterday there 
was an attempted attack on the Al Agsa Mosque. Do you have 
any comment on that or guidance? 


A Yes, I do. We, of course, deplore and con- 
dean the senseless effort to do violence to one of Islan's 
most sacred mosques. We note, also, that this attempt has 
been condemned by the Government of Israel. 


Q That's it? 
A That's it. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on the state- 
ments attributed to U.S. citizen Mier Kahane who said that 
we will not -- you know, they will not do it themselves but 
he almost in a way that as an Israeli - American citizen, 

I think, there is a responsibility to what he said? 


A Our attitude towards such attacks is quite 
clear, and to just deplore and condemn them and certainly 
not to condone them or agree with sentiment which would do 
so. 


Q Thank you, Alan. Do you have anything on 
Chester Crocker's talks? Is any progress being made down 
there? 


A I don't have anything to give you on that. 
Sorry. 


Ralph? 


Q Anything on Rumsfeld's whereabouts today, and 
his invitation, if any, to see President Assad? 


A He's in Damascus, and I've seen by wires -- 
wire reports that he has seen Minister Khaddam. He was in 
Beirut and Amman over the weekend, but I don't have anything 
for you on either the nature of his talks or other appoint- 
ments he may have. 


Q In connection with that -- maybe I missed 
something, but there's a posted piece of guidance that says 
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it*s standard procedure not to disclose his schedule after 
it happens. The question specifically related to his trip 
to London -- 


A I understand that. We have not always given 
you details on whom he has seen and when he's seen then. 
Sometimes we mention it, sometimes we don't. 





Q It's not standard procedure not to do that? 


A Well, standard procedure sometimes to do it 
and sometimes not to do it. (Laughter) 


Jim? 


Q On Guatemala again. I'm a little unclear as 
to what the status of this is. Has a sale has been consunm- 
mated and delivery agreed upon, or is the only thing that 
happened on Saturday is that the Poreign Minister went in 
and that Chapin simply said, “if you want to buy $2 million 
worth, you may buy $2 million worth?" 


A You're again asking me to get into details of 
the discussions. I'm not going to do that. My 
understanding is they're have been no deliveries. I can't 
tell you what went on in those conversations. I don't know. 
I wasn't there, and I actually haven't seen a report of it. 


Q In December, Alan, you knocked down expli- 
citly stories from Guatemala by senior Guatemalan leaders, 
including the head of the armed forces, that an agreement 
had been reached and that deliveries were coming in such -- 


A I just don't have anything more than I've 
just given you. Sorry. 


Lester? 


Q To the Mediterranean. Russell Shaw, who is 
the ranking public information officer at the United States 
Catholic Conference, which is the national headquarters of 
the Roman Catholic Church in the United States, has said, 
and this is a quote, “The statement that the Holy See is 
distinct from the Catholic Church is a badly phrased, impre- 
cise, overstatement that is the equivalent of saying that 
Congress is different from the United States." 


Do you have any reaction to this statement, Alan, 
and I have one follow-up? 
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A Our position on this was laid out at the 
time, and I think you were absent, but I'm sure you've taken 
a look at the transcript carefully. 


-Q I checked the transcript carefully. 
A Good. 


Q On one follow-up. Dr. James Dunn of the 
Baptist Joint Committee on Public Affairs, which represents 
27 million Baptists said, and this is a quote: "The treat- 
ment of the religious press by the State Department Officer 
John Hughes is simply another evidence of this 
Administration's insensitivity to countless millions' prin- 
cipal concern about church/state separation. It's an evi- 
dence of what seems at least to be an arrogant and 
insensitive response to very serious questions, trivializa- 
tion and making light of earnest questions seeking infor- 
mation about the justification of this Administration's 
attempt to send a United States Ambassador to the Roman 
Catholic Church." 


Comment? (Laugher) 


A I don't think I can keep all that in my head. 
The fact is it was not treated in a trivial way, and we put 
out the position, explained it, the basis for it. Certainly 
took seriously the questions which were raised and answered 
them to the best of our ability. 


Q Alan, on Friday, you took a question 
regarding State Department involvement in a Smithsonian exhi- 
bition. Do you have anything on that? 


A I guess we haven't gotten anything back on 
that yet, but we will try and get something for you on that. 


Q Newsweek today reports that a new book being 
published in Israel by Zev Schieff and Yehud Yauri says the 
United States was notified six months in advance of the 
invasion of Lebanon. Do you have any comment? 





A We've addressed that many times in the past, 
that we did not have advance notice and did not give a green 
light. 

Q Have you seen this particular report? 


A I've heard about the report. I haven't seen 


it. 
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Q I have a related question. 


A Try it. 


Q Here goes. This has to do with another war 
which is called Grenada. And it has to do with timing. On 
October 26, you put out a press -- you posted an answer to a 
question saying that you notified Cuba “in a timely manner" 
prior to the invasion, presumably. 


A Prior -- what? 


—Q You didn't say “prior,” but you said in “a 
timely manner." 


A Yes, right. 


Q On January 24, last week, Secretary Motley 
said that we carefully delayed informing Cuba until the next 
morning so they could not interfere with the success of the 
operation? 


A Right. There's nothing inconsistent between 
those statement. They were not informed -- you must have 
missed during your absence a lot of statements on this, Jim 
-- did not inform the Cubans ahead time. There was never 
any intention to inform the Cubans ahead of time. The pur- 
pose was to inform them in a timely manner once the opera- 
tion was underway so that they would understand what we were 
doing and hopefully would restrain their forces from firing 
and therefore could avoid loss of life. But there was never 
any intention or any actuality of advance notification. 


Q Wait. I'm sorry. When you say “in a timely 
manner,” you're saying that in a manner to reduce 
casualties? 

A That's right. 

Q But not prior to the actual landing? 

A That's correct. 

Q So that you accepted the notion that there 


could be or would be some casualties but then to notify them 
as soon as possible? 


A I suppose these construction workers cou'd 
have been assumed to be organized to resist -- 
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Q Well, can you say when the Embassy, or the 
Interest Section was informed -- 


A Let me ask you to go back and take a look. I 
/ think it's been addressed in the record. 


Q Not precisely. 


A We did talk about it and the fact that -- 
when we tried to notify them, in fact, because our com 
munications were down and we suggested people might want to 
contact the Government of Cuba as to why that was the case; 
that, therefore, it was delayed even longer than we would 
have intended. But in any case it was never intended to be 
before the operation began. 


Stan? 


A Alan, over the last several weeks, a series 
of articles have appeared in Izvestia, Red Star, Literanaya (sic) 
Gazeta, the Libyan News Service Jana, attacking a prominent 
U.S. citizen, Lyndon LaRouche because of his support for 
this Administration's foreign policy in the area of strate- 
gic weapons buildup, including an allegation that LaRouche 
was sent as an emissary of President Reagan.to Italy to 
organize for a ballistic missile defense program. 





Do you have any comment on those allegations and 
slanders? 


A Not knowing the facts, no, I really can't. 
Q Can you look into that? 


A No. I think that we don't comment on charges 
against private individuals, and so I will just will leave 
you there. I'm not aware of any mission undertaken on 
behalf of the government. 


Q As a follow-up on that, Alan, now that NBC 
Nightly News has announced that it will join these Soviet 
and Libyan press outlets in a series of slander attacks 
against LaRouche on behalf of the KGB, do you still -- 


A You may take that up with NBC. 
Q Do you still -- well, you put out a statement 


Friday describing NBC as a legitimate news service. Do you 
stand by that? 


A Yes, I stand by that. 
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Q Alan, you had a statement on terrorism 
earlier. I wonder if you have any comment on the killing of 
an army general in Spain? 


A Yes. 
Q And I have a follow-up. 


A We condemn the cowardly and brutal assassina- 
tion of Lieutenant General Quintana this past Sunday in 
Madrid. Such terrorist acts constitute an attack on the 
civilized and democratic values of free men and women 
everywhere, and they underscore the need for strengthened 
international cooperation to eliminate the scourge of 
terrorisa. 


Q Also, Prime Minister Gonzalez is asking the 
Council of Europe for an international terrorism conference, 
or something like that. Do you have any feeling, official 
feelings or any intention to send a representative or 
something like that? 


AC Don't know anything about that. Sorry. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Evans & Novek 
column this morning about the deviciveness in the U.S. 
Administration betwéen Secretary Shultz and Mr. Weinberger 
about Lebanon? ' 


A We don't ever get into columns like that. 


Q Anything on either Salvadoran -- the 
impressment into the army or McCartney's article yesterday 
in the Post on the border situation and the helicopter? 


A I don't have anything on the border 
situation. On the report this morning in the New York 
Times, I think, is the one you're referring to -- 





Q Christian Science Monitor. 





A The Monitor as well. There have been a 
number of reports that the Salvadoran army and guerrilla 
groups are forceably recruiting Salvandoran youths. The 
Salvadoran Government has itself expressed concern over such 
actions and is seeking to improve the current decentralized 
recruitment procedures that allow for such abuses. 


I don't have any specific information regarding 
numbers. As the New York Times article, at least, notes 
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this morning, all young men in El Salvador are subject to 
military service. 


Q Can I get a copy of that, please? 
A Yes. 
Lester? 


Q Alan, according to the New York Times, in a 
very small piece in the back pages, the State Department has 
finally learned, and I note after five months of investiga- 
tion, who it was that is responsible for sending those 
government secrets to Lorton Reformatory by mistake. But 
the Times reports that you're refusing to reveal who these 
people are and how they are to be disciplined, which is in 
such direct contrast to reprimands in the Pentagon, and 
various other places -- 


A What's your question? 


Q My question is, how can the State Department 
recently expect any other government department, whether 
Defense or Intelligence, to give -- to share with the State 
Department any classified material given what's happened and 
what you're doing about it? 


A I would refer you, Lester, to the briefing 
which was held here. Perhaps you missed it, but there was 
an on-the-record briefing on this subject. 


Q You explained -- you're not saying the Times 
was inaccurate, are you, Alan? God knows, you wouldn't say 


A I didn‘'t read the story, so I couldn't address 
that. 


Q Alan, another four years of Mr. Reagan means 
more nuclear weapons in the world and less human rights? 


A No, I wouldn't say that. (Laughter) 
(Press briefing concluded at 1:05 P.M.) 


a 


- a 
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DPC #20 


TUESDAY, JANUARY 3l, 1984, 12:30 P.M. 
{ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have several 
items up front for you. First, Assistant Secretary of State 
for Bast Asian and Pacific Affairs Paul Wolfowitz will 
address the Asia Society, or is I guess at this point 
addressing the Asia Society in New York. The subject of the 
speech is “Foreign Policy towards Korea." An as-delivered 
text will be available in the Press Office later this after- 
noon. 


To remind you that there will be an ON-THE-RECORD 
briefing here in the briefing room this afternoon by Peter 
McPherson, Director of AID; William Schneider, Under 
Secretary of State for Security Assistance, Science, and 
Technology; and Ronald Spiers, Under Secretary of State for 
Management, addressing issues pertaining to the proposed 
PY-85 State Department budget including foreign assistance. 


The briefing will be for cameras. However, again 
to remind you, it will be embargoed until noon tomorrow, 
February l. 


Q What time is that? 
A The briefing will be here at 2:30. 


A lot of questions have been asked about the Human 
Rights Reports so let me tell you that in compliance with 
the provisions of Section 116-D-1 and 502-B of the Foreign 
Assistance Act of 1961, the U.S. Department of State will 
deliver to the Congress today the Country Reports on Human 
Rights Practices for 1983. Printing requirements will take 
approximately one week. It is planned now that the document 
will be provided simultaneously to members of the Hill press 
corps and the Department press corps one day before it is 
made available to the public, on an embargoed basis, and 
that Elliott Abrams, Assistant Secretary of State for Human 
ot ey and Humanitarian Affairs, will hold an ON-THE-RECORD 
briefing on that report prior to the lifting of the embargo, 
so you will get it one day embargoed, be able to go through 
it, and come into a briefing the next day, ask your 
questions, following which the embargo on the report and the 
briefing will be lifted. 








That will be next week? 

It will be next week, yes. 

No precise date? 

I don’t have a precise date at this point. 
early in the week, but obviously, the printing 
be the deciding factor. 

Is it going to be delivered today? 

It is being delivered to the Hill today. 


To whom on the Hill? 


It could 
is going 


o > © S3> © > o 


I don't know. 


> 


To take note of stories which appeared this 
morning, there are erroneous reports in the morning papers 
that the U.S. Government has ousted Robert Rutka, 

a Canadian national who has had dealings with the Cuban 
Government news agency, Prensa Latina. The U.S. Government 
has not asked Mr. Rutka to leave the country, nor to cease 
activities as a journalist in the United States. 


In a letter that was mailed January 19, a follow- 
up was sent on January 26, the Treas Department warned 
Mr. Rutka against continued dealings with Prensa Latina. 

It is our understanding that as a person within the United 
States who is engaging in transactions with a Cuban- 
controlled entity, Mr. Rutka is required to apply for a 
license under the provisions of the Cuban Assets Control 
Regulations. He has not done so. Suggest you contact the 
Treasury Department for further details. 


Q Can we ask questions on that? 


A You can ask questions, but basically, you're 
going to have to go to Treasury on that, Jim. 


Q You say Prensa Latina, but he works for an 
organization which Canadians call Prensa Latina, Ltd. 
Is there any legal significance to be attached to that 
difference? 


A You'll again have to go to Treasury who apply 
the regulations. 








And, finally, an announcement on the South African 
public announcement today regarding nuclear export policy and 
international safeguards. The Department is pleased to note 
that the Chairman of the Atomic Energy Corporation of South 
Africa has announced today that the Government of South Africa 
will conduct and administer its external nuclear affairs in a 
manner which is in line with the spirit, principles, and goals 
of the Non-Proliferation Treaty and the Nuclear Suppliers 
Group Guidelines. 


The Government of South Africa stated today it 
will transfer nuclear material, equipment, and technology 
identified in the so-called “trigger list" of the Nuclear 
Suppliers Group Guidelines only if the recipient country 
agrees to place such material, equipment, or technology 
under the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) safe- 
guards, and gives assurances that such items will be used 
only for peaceful and non-explosive purposes. 


South Africa has also stated that it is prepared 
to resume discussions with the IAEA, to place under safeguards 
a semi-commercial uranium plant which it is constructing. 
South Africa has invited the United States to resume 
discussions on the technical aspects of the application of 
safeguards on such an enrichment facility. 


We believe that the South African announcement 
represents an important step by that government. These 
actions regarding their nuclear exports are consistent with 
efforts by the United States and other governments to deve- 
lop a common nuclear supply policy in the interest of 
limiting the spread of nuclear weapons. Moreover, the 
resumption of negotiations with the IAEA offers the poten- 
tial for expanding the scope of IAEA safeguards to a large 
sensitive nuclear facility. The United States is of course 
prepared to resume technical discussions with the Government 
of South Africa on the technical aspects of such safeguards. 


The Government of South Africa has not agreed to 
adhere to the Non-Proliferation Treaty or to place all of 
its nuclear facilities under IAEA safeguards. We believe 
that such a step would be most desirable, and it is our hope 
that the Government of South Africa will eventually appre- 
ciate the benefits of its joining the 116 other countries in 
adhering to the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty, and we 
will continue to make these views known to the Government of 
South Africa. 


Q May we have a copy of that? 








A Yes. That’s it. Happy to take - 


Q A question on that: Do you have the name of 
the facility that you referred to there toward the 


beginning? 


A Yes. I think I do have that. Why don't I 
ask you to get that later, Jim. I think we do have the 
one that they‘re talking about, including — 


Q Does it start with a °V," do you remember? 


A You're talking about the Valindaba 
facility? 


Q Yes. 


A That's a pilot scale of uranium enrichment 
facility, as I understand it. 


Q Can we get the extended guidance that -- 


A Well, why don't you ask in the Press Office. 
I*m not going to hand out a lot of stuff, but I'm happy to 
have questions answered there. But why don't you address 
those questions in the Press Office later. 


Q Does this announcement result from any U.S. 
initiative? Is it part of constructive engagement? 


A I don't think it's a question of U.S. ini- 
tiative on this thing. We have had discussions. Our policy 
has been to foster constructive dialogue with the Government 
of South Africa on non-proliferation matters and par- 
ticularly in the area of international safeguards. 


I note that the South African announcement today 
contains a reference to discussions on nuclear policy and 
safeguards with the United States and notes that South Africa 
has become aware of U.S. concerns about its intentions in the 
area of nuclear supply. 


Q Alan, back on the Prensa Latina, Ltd. 
guidance -- 


A Yes. 


Q You say go to Treasury, but you do, I 
understand, have some words prepared there. 








A I already gave them to you. 

Q No. There are other words -- 
A No. I°m afraid — on what? 
Q 


-— that have been prepared. The idea being 
that if he were to apply for a license, an important con- 
sideration on whether that license to continue operations 
would be granted, would be reciprocity for an American jour- 
nalist to go to Cuba. Is that indeed the case? 


A Well, I think it would be -—— I'm not going to 
predict if he does do that what the likelihood of his 
getting a license is. One factor Treasury might wish to 
weigh whether the U.S. journalists would be granted con- 
parable newsgathering abilities in Cuba. 


Q Okay. Another follow-up also on South Africa 
but on another subject: Stories from South Africa today 
talk about U.S. assurances in connection with the withdrawal 
of South African troops from the Angolan border areas. 

Are there any such? 


A Well, I*m not going to get into the -- 
without ing to lead you one way or another on this, Jin, 
I*m not going to get into the substance of our diplomatic 
discussions. What I can say about the Prime Minister's 
statement today is that, first of all, we don't have a full 
text of his remarks on the floor of the Parliament, but we 
welcome the action regarding the implementation of the 
disengagement and withdrawal as a positive and important 
step. 


We're actively encouraging all interested parties 
to cooperate in bringing about an effective disengagement of 
forces which will create conditions favorable to larger 
efforts to achieve an overall negotiated solution to the 
Namibia independence issue. , 


Q And repeating my question, are there any U.S. 
assurances made in connection with this? 


A To repeat my answer, I'm not going to get, 
without leading you one way or another, into the question of 
what our diplomatic dialogue entails. 


Q What is our understanding of the scope of the 
disengagement referred to by Botha today? 








A I*a not going to 
detail on it, Jim. I think tha 


can. Is it your understand that 
disengagement will be total, the t 
African troops and personnel in Angola presently will leave 
Angola? 
try 


A I*m not going to 
of it. Let's see how it works ou 


ad 
. 


Q You released -- do you have a situation 
report on Lebanon, the killing of one Marine and wounding 
three? 


A Yes. We have a little bit on that. 
Yesterday there were two incidents involving the U.S. MNF 
contingent. Two Marines were slightly wounded in the first. 
In the second, one Marine was killed, another seriously 
wounded. 


The Marines returned fire each time. The 
seriously wounded Marine has been medevaced to the U.S.S. 
guan: but, again, as usual I'd refer you to DOD for further 

ls. 


Tnere was heavy fighting yestr~ . in the southern 
suburbs of Beirut and along the Alayh r > (ne, and during 
the night there were artillery exchanges .:: «gq al-Gharb, 
Qabr Shaun, and Khalde. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 
A Yes. 


Q Alan, can you tell us where Rumsfeld is, and 
can you tell us if he met with Assad? 


A He is in Israel. I don't have any infor- 
mation about a meeting with Assad. 


Q Alan, there was a story yesterday that after 
his meetings, I think with Khaddam, U.S. officials were 
quoted as saying that they were pleased by the progress that 
had been made. 


If that report is accurate, could you share what 
that progress is? 





A Marvin, we don't talk about Mr. Rumsfeld's 
missions, so I‘m going to stay away from it, I'm afraid. 


Q Well, you talked about one report today being 
erroneous. Would you say that report was? 


A We don’t talk about Ambassador Rumsfeld's 
missions. 


a Dig Ambassador Rumsfeld meet any U.N. offi- 
cials whil» be was in the United States? 


A I don‘t know. He may well have, but I don't 
have any information to give you on that. 


Q Had he been intending to see Assad? 


A Again, I think that he carried out, to ay 
knowledge, the scheduie he was intending to carry out, so I 
will leave you with that. 


Q How about Assistant Secretary Murphy? 


A Be is still in the region. I'm not sure he's 
with Ambassador Rumsfeld at the moment. 


Q Is he in Syria? 


A He may have stayed in Syria. I think that 
with this mission of -—— a lot of people on it, people will 
be dropping in and out of it, so I expect he will join up 
with him again -- with Ambassador Rumsfeld again as he con- 
tinues that mission. 


Q Alan, Go you have any reaction to a report 


from Beirut today that an independent republic is going to 
be declared in south Lebanon within the next 48 hours? 


A An independent republic? I hadn‘t heard the 
reports. 


Q Could you check it? 


A No. I think I'd refer you to the Lebanese on 
that. I don’t know anything about it. 


Q Do you have anything on the reports that the 
Poreign Minister of Lebanon is going to visit Washington? 
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A No. I don‘t have anything on that. I think 
he has visited here from time to time, but I don't have 


anything specific on a visit upcoming. 


Q Alan, anything on Arafat going to Jordan or 
on Gemayel-Assad summit? 


A  Wope. Nothing. 


Q Alan, Jumblatt has been asking for the — 
possibly for the third or fourth time — for the resignation of 
President Gemayel, and he repeated that in the last 24 


hours. 
A You say who has? Assad? 
Q No. Walid Jumblatt. 
A Jumblatt. 
Q Yes. 


A Well, our support -- I mean, I don't know 
really what to say beyond what we said before. Our support 
for the Government of Lebanon remains as it has been and for 
the various policies we have talked about before, but I 
don't have a specific reaction beyond that. 


Marvin? 


Q Alan, is it now U.S. policy that the INF 
talks -— it would be desirable for the INF talks to be 
absorbed in the START negotiations? 


A No. I think that Ambassador Rowny addressed 
this yesterday, and some of the early reports I think 
suggested that was what he was saying. In fact, I think 
I had thought that had gotten cleared off -- cleared up -- 
excuse me — later in the day. 


But the trade-offs that he was talking about were 
trade-offs between areas of U.S. advantage -- for example in 
heavy bombers, air-launch cruise missile -- as against areas 
of Soviet advantage -- for example, strategic ballistic missi- 
les. And he was not suggesting that it was our proposal or, 
indeed, that it was the Soviet proposal to merge those 
negotiations. 





Q And the U.S. position is that we still do 
not want to see the merger take place? 


A That it would complicate negotiations. 


Q How do we feel about the characterization of 
those talks as being near a breakthrough at the time it was 
cut off? 


A You have his words. I don't think that's 
quite what he said. I'd look at it. I think he talked 
about trying to get back to this issue of trade-offs and 
getting a breakthrough there. But anyway I'd refer you to 
what he said on that. 


A Alan, do you have anything that you can tell 
us about the on-going project on terrorism, either the 
legislative aspect of it or the intra-government group? 


A I don't. I saw an article this morning 
based on apparently some background briefing. I'm really 
were I was, I'm afraid, in terms of being able to help you on 
that, which is to say that when that proposal goes forward 
we'd be happy to have a briefing on the proposal, the package 
on terrorism, but I can't do anything for you at this point. 


Q When you say it goes forward, when it goes 
to the Hill? 


A Yes. 
Q This is inter-agency? 


A Certainly there are inter-agency aspects to 
it; sure. 


Q Which agencies are involved in that? 


A I don't know. All the agencies involved. 
Clearly, Justice is involved; we're involved. I don't know. 
Obviously, there are others that have an input, but in terms 
of the legislative side of it, it seemed to me that those are the 
two principal agencies other than the White House. 


Q One more on another subject. Do you have 
any comment on the report about food aid in El Salvador 
being sold? 


A Yes. I saw that story this morning. We're 
aware of the story. We regard the charges as very serious. 
So serious in fact that we're sending the highest available 
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AID official in the Food for Peace Office, Mr. Charles 
Gladson, Deputy Assistant Administrator, to investigate 
the matter. 


We're hoping that representatives from the 
Catholic Relief Services and the U.N. World Food Program, 
both of which are involved in providing U.S.-donated food 
stuffs in El Salvador, will accompany Mr. Gladson on this 
important mission. 


Our AID Mission in El Salvador was contacted 
yesterday on the allegation and immediately sent a team to 
look into. them. The team included Government of El Salvador 
officials, the Inspector General of the Military, and Food 
for Peace officers. Mr. Juan Vasquez of the L.A. Times also 
went. 





Q In what capacity? 


A I guess he had raised the issue. I don't 
know. You'll have to ask the L.A. Times. 





The team combed the market and the entire area -- 
there were, by the way, there was at least one other jour- 
nalist offered the opportunity who turned it down -- the 
team combed the market and the entire area and what they 
found was 450 pounds of cornmeal in several three- and five- 
pounds sacks, these being in PL-480 sacks; 40 pounds of 
. powdered milk in one opened sack; 140 pounds of bulgar in 
two sealed 50-pound sacks and one opened sack. And in two 
grain stores, they found several sealed sacks marked as U.S. 
donated foods. When opened, however, these sacks contained 
locally produced rice and sugar. 


Poor people, I would note, sometimes don't throw 
reuseable materal such as plastic foodsacks away, and 
apparently the sacks had been reused to ship and sell 
locally produced food. 


PL-480 sacks are numbered, and we will b2 using 
these numbers to track the movement of these foodstuffs. 


In the past, allegations of this nature, when 
investigated, have not proved to be major diversions or 
misuses of U.S. donated foodstuffs, and I have a list which 
I can make available to you later of a past audit, and 
investigations regarding the U.S. donated foodstuffs in El 
Salvador. 


As I say, however, the charges are taken 
seriously and people are going to look at it. 
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Q Can we get a copy? 
A Yes. 
Excuse me. Ralph, do you have a follow-up? 


A I just wanted to ask whether Secretary 
Shultz is expected to deal with this issue during his one- 
day stop in El Salvador? 


A I would not think it would be a principal 
topic of discussion. 


Q Alan, in that investigation that was carried 
out on the spot, did it include the national guard headquar- 
ters that was next to the market, because the Christian 
Science Monitor reported that that's apparently -- or indi- 
cated that was where the source of a lot of this was? 


A I would suggest in follow-up on that that 
you be in touch with AID and see what you can find out. I 
don't have further detail. 


On that same topic. You said past allega- 
tions of this kind of thing have not proven to be major 
diversions of food. What have they been? What is the 
explanations in the past? 


A As I say, I have a sheet which I'll give you 
which has information on that. 


Q In the past, what has it been? 


A I don't have it in my head, and I'm going to 
give you the sheet on it. 


Q A follow-up? 
A Charles? 


Q In the article, though, there was mention of 
also cther types of goods being sold, such as weaponry. I'm 
wondering if the investigation includes -- you're only men- 
tioning AID people. That is, there have been allegations in 
the past that a lot of weaponry that is supplied to 
Salvadoran army gets sold on the black market. Are you 
looking into that? 


A I don't know specifically. That's not 
something I think that's particularly new as a charge. 
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Obviously, there is always concern if there's any diversion 
of equipment from its proper use. 


This particular story, however, relates to diver- 
sion of foodstuffs, and it is being followed up. 


Q On your recitation of on-the-spot investiga- 
tion, you were saying — 
4 


A On the what? On-the-spot investigation? 
Sorry. 


A The sacks found, you were saying there that 
there's no evidence far of any U.S. food being sold? 


A No, I didn't say that. 
Q What was -- 


A Why don't you go back and read what I said, 
and then see -- 


Q I'm going to, but in case it's not clear 
there I'm asking now. 


A I think it is clear. That they found bags 
which were PL-480 sacks and in the one case it looked like, 
at least, it had been refilled. They're investigating it. 
That's as much as I can say about it. 


Q Any other cases -- 
A I don't know. 


Q You don't know whether they contained PL-480 
food? 


A I don't know. But I think -- I said they 
were sacks and they had foods in them. I can't tell you 
whether they were the foods originally. They may have been. 
I'm not trying to deny that. I'm saying they're looking 
into that and this is what they found. 


Q How could they tell, Alan? 
A What? On local rice and sugar? I think 


that the kind of stuff that's there, it's fairly easily 
Gistinguished if you take a look at it. 


Q Did the Salvadoran authorities ask the FBI 
to assist in the investigation? 
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A John, let's not have -- any serious 
questions? 


Q Do you have complete up-to-date list of 
countries considered by the United States to be terrorisa- 
supporting states? 


A There is the terrorist list, and we provided 
that the other day, I think, when talking about adding Iran 
to that list. I think there were four other countries. 


Q Is there guidance on that? 


A I don't want to misstate it. I think -- 
let's check on it later, but that list is publicly available. 


Q Do you have any comment on the article today 
on Nicaragua command control in the Post? 


A Yes. According to the best information 
availabie to us, the Sandinistas continue to provide vital 
military support to the Salvadoran insurgents, including a 
command and control center, numerous training centers and a 
logistical base for arms, ammunition, and other supplies. 


Q And when you -- in this article, it raises 
the question of what the United States means when it says 
“command and control." You just used the word “a command 
and control center," meaning there must be more than one, I 
guess, that is used by the Salvadoran guerrillas. 


Can you define what you mean by it? 

A Command and control center of a military 
organization is where the top military commanders and staff of 
the organization are located and where strategic planning is 
carried out. 

Q Thank you. 


A Your welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:46 P.M.) 
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WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 1, 1984, 12:12 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have just one 
announcement, a follow-on to yesterday's briefing, on which 
the embargo has just come off, and that is that there are a 
few -- and I would emphasize “a few" -- sets of 8 X 12 color 
prints on some of the charts, I think about five of the 
charts that were here yesterday. So if your organization 
can really use those color charts, why don't you talk to the 
Press Office afterward. They'll try to help you on that. 


That's all I have on announcements. Be happy to 
take your questions. 


Q Alan, is the State Department going to put 
out a transcript of some remarks made yesterday by 
Under Secretary Eagleburger? 


A The State Department doesn't have a 
transcript of those remarks, Jim. 


You say you don't have? 
No. 


mo FF SO 


Can you get one? 


A I don't know. I would think you'd have to go 
to the organization to get such. 


Q Well, do you know if accounts of what the 
Under Secretary said are accurate? 


A I don’t have the transcript, so I can't very 
well comment on it. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on the certain 
assurances the United States has made to the South African 
Government in terms of the ceasefire, as announced -- 


A Talked about this yesterday, I thought, a 
little bit, Jim, not -<- I don't, the quick answer is, and 
I'd refer you back to what I said. I don't have that same 
piece of guidance here, but our hope is, obviously, that 
this disengagement process will go forward and lead to a 
broader settlement of the problems in the ion, in Namibia 
and so on. But I don't have anything specific on that. 








Q Even though now you've seen the full text of 
the Prime Minister's remarks? 


A Well, I haven't personally. I suppose other 
people have, but, in any case, the answer is the same. 


Q Alan, there were some figures, at least in ay 
newspaper, from Secretary Shultz's airplane on the level of 
aid for Salvador. 


A Uh-huh. I would refer you back to the 
cautions given you yesterday by the briefers about final 
figures for individual countries in Central America. 


I was going to ask particularly about -- they 
had a figure of $ 220 million in military aid for FY-85 which 
even giv ng a certain -- seemed much too high, and I don't 


A Okay. Bernie, I just don't have anything 
today on those figures. I think that there will be 
something later in the week coming out on this whole plan, 
and I think -- I trust that there will be figures available 
at that time. But I really -- it may turn out that the 
figures that were in that story are accurate. I can't tell 
you that -- I don't know -- but the fact is I would still 
urge you to be cautious about the figures. 


Q Is there much -- I mean, unfortunately, we 
are all having to write stories.about the Central American 
aid figures tonight. 


A I understand that, but the fact of the matter 
is also there's been no announcement of those figures, and I 
don't see how we can really deal with that, since we are 
planning to have something on that later in the week. 


Q $ Why -- what is happening later in the week? 

A Well, why don't we talk about it later? 

Q Do you have any comment on a long story in 
The Washington Post today, suggesting circumstantial evi- 
ence of an Iranian and Syrian connection in the Beirut 
bombings? 





A Simply that the thrust of that story is not 
inconsistent with our previous statements regarding respon- 
sibility for the October 23 attacks, which I think is the 
principal one addressed in there, although we're not going 
to address for obvious reason the details in the article. At 
this point, we are unable to be as definitive as those 
reporters have been. 








As Secretary Shultz said on October 24, while we 
don't know “who is directly responsible for the attacks, it 
is not difficult to detect who are the opponents of 
stability in Lebanon." That was a quote. 


There is strong circumstantial evidence of con- 
tinuing Iranian involvement in, and support for, terrorisa 
in Lebanon. And, as the Secretary noted, again a quote: 
"Syria must bear a share of responsibility for any Iranian 
actions in Lebanon whether or not Syria knew of any specific 
terrorist plans.* 


Q Copy of that? 


A Copy? Yes. It may take a little while, but 
we can give you a copy of that. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on the various -- 
does the State Department have any position on the 
Democratic proposal on Lebanon? 


A I think Larry Speakes addressed this this 
morning at his briefing, and I'd refer you to his remarks. 


Q And equally on Gemayel‘s statement that 
withdrawal would lead to a Soviet-styled -- Soviet- 
controlled council, revolutionary council? The statement of 


A No. I don't have a specific response to 
that. I think we have indicated that various parties in the 
Middle East have made very clear to us they think that the 
withdrawal of the MNF would be a very serious problen. 


Q About the statement by the Secretary now, 
I mean, are you telling us that the <-- you know that those 
behind the October 23rd are Iranians and, therefore, you 
think the Syrians are responsible for it? I mean, there's a 
negation in there. 


A Yes. I'm going to leave you with the words 
that I used, and you'll have to write it as you interpret 
those words. 


Q But can you -- why is -- I mean how, there- 
fore, the Syrians are responsible? Why are they 
responsible? Can you tell us? If you don't know who the 
cause is, how can you blame somebody? | 








A Well, e've gone over this many times. We're 
not trying to say ap .iang new. We're also not backing away 
from what we have said before, so I will leave you with a 
lot of briefing that has gone on prior to this. 


Q Alan, just to clarify on the Speakes' thing, 
on the Democrats, Speakes said the Democrats are playing 
politics with the MNF withdrawal from Lebanon, and you're 
referring us to what Speakes said. 


Can we assume from that that the State Department 
endorses that -- those specific words? 


A The White Bouse has addressed this subject. 
I'm not going to go into it. 


Q And the State Department has nothing to say 
about the Capitol Hill moves, both by Democrats and 
Republicans, on the question of withdrawal? 


A As I said, the policy, in terms of attitudes 
of people in the region and in terms of the Administration's 
policy on the MNF presence and all that, has been articu- 
lated many times, and the importance of remaining steadfast. 
There's nothing new about that. 


As far as the reaction this morning, I refer you 
to what Larry said on it.. I don't have anything to say. 


Q Well, can I just follow that for a second? 
Shultz was on the Hill last week and others were on the Hill 
last week making a major lobbying effort to head off the 
kind of thing that Speakes is now referring to. 


Should we see this as the next step in the 
Administration's lobbying effort to publicly accuse it of 
becoming a political football? 


a I think there are a lot of conversations 
aes A try to make sure that this problem is satisfac- 
y mM G 


Q On Lebanon also, do you have any comment on a 
statement by Walid Jumblatt saying that the negotiations 
leading to a new national consensus in Lebanon are a waste 
of time? 





A No. The discussions, in fact, are con- 
tinuing, and we support that effort, and we want to seé it 
= Boe ym We think it's very important that it move 


Q Would you try to sort out the differences 
between Mr. Burt and Mr. Rowny over what would happen if the 
Russians returned to the table, Mr. Rowny saying that he 
thought the two sides could bring about a breakthrough, and 
Mr. Burt saying he didn't see any early resolution? 


A Well, I haven't -- I'm not sure that I really 
can. I have not seen Mr. Burt's words. I've seen a press 
account of it. I'm not sure that from what I saw there was 
any particular difference, but I just -- I'm not in a posi- 
tion really to comment on it. I'm going to have to leave 
you with the thoughts, I think, that Ambassador Rowny 
expressed that view following his meeting with the 
President. And, as I say, I don‘t see any necessary contra- 
diction. I think you have to put both of their words into 
context, and I don't have the transcript of Rick's. 





Q Could you say anything about the status of 
the Administration's effort to finance something in the 
neture of a strike force in Jordan, or the status -—- 


A No. That subject, which has come up 
before -- don't have anything to say on it. Haven't had in 
the past and I don't have at this point. If we do in the 
future, we'll let you know, but I don't at this point. 


Do you have any news about the 
Labanese/Syrian Presidents holding a summit in Saudia Arabia 
sometime? 


A No. 


Q To the fact of this statement about the 
Marines in Lebanon of theeDemocratic Party, CBS this morning 
-- and I will try to put you in the picture -- said 
that Larry Speakes almost said that these Democrats are 
almost unpatriotic because of their position. 


Is it unpatriotic in America now to be critical 
of foreign policy in Lebanon? 


A I'm just going to leave you -- I don't have 
the exact things that he said. I'd refer you to what he 
said, and you can read them for yourselves. 


Q Alan, let's say that intelligence reports 
are true that Iranians pay $50,000 for the bombing. Now, 
what kind of action is the U.S. going to take - 


A Again, I'm not going to address any speci- 
fic parts of that article which talk about intelligence 
reports. I'm not going to get into it. 


Q On the other article on a Capitol Hill 
report which says that the U.S. is establishing a substan- 
tial semi-permanent military capability with a thousand U.S. 
military a remaining in Honduras after the Big Pine II 
exercises. Do you have any comment on that? 


A I'd refer you to the Pentagon. My 
understanding is that -- and, again, it's really for your 
guidance, because it really has to be a Pentagon matter -- 
but I'm told there is no decision at this point. I'm not 
saying there won't be. I don't know. But in any case, 
there is no decision to leave behind people. That exercise 
goes on for -- what? -—- another couple weeks, I guess. 

So we'll see what happens. 
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Q How about the -non-personnel aspect of that 


question? 
A As to equipment and so on being left 
behind? 
Q Substantial semi-permanent ailitary 
capability? 


A Again, I think you'd have to ask the 
Pentagon what the details on it would be. 


Q That report also indicates that there would 
be another exercise -- perhaps not in such large scope -- 
later on this year. Would there be any need for ailitary 
engineers and support personnel to stay there? 


A You'd have to ask the Pentagon. ‘1 my 
knowledge, there's no decision to do that. I certainly 
don't rule out that there would be another exercise, but ay 
understanding, pending your check with the Pentagon, is 
there's no decision to have one. But I can't tell you what 
would be required. That's a military judgment. 


Q Alan, is there any further information on 
the internal developments in Lebanon? 

A About the what? Internal developments in 
Lebanon? 

Q Yes. 

A No. 

Q And on Chad? 

A Chad, I don't have any update to give you 


beyond what we had the other day on Chad. 


Q Do you have contacts with the French con- 
cerning the latest deterioration in the position there? 


A I can't comment in specific terms whether 
we've had -- when our most recent contacts have been with 
the French, but certainly we do talk to the Prench about 
developments there. There's no question about that. 


Q At least, you must be following the con- 
tacts between the French and the Libyans in this concern? 








A That*s something that would be up to the 
Prench and Libyans to comment on. But, as I say, we cer- 
tainly would keep up with the French on it. 


Q On Honduras, there is consideration to 
leaving behind people; is that correct? 


A You'd have to ask the Pentagon. I just 
don't know. I'm just saying as far as I know, I've the seen 
the ,» and I asked is there a decision to do that. And 
I'm told, no, there is no decision to do that. 


Q Does the State Department favor that -- 


A I wouldn't get into agency positions one 
way or another. That's not to lead you -- 


Q Would King Hussein be having any talks with 
Administration officials while he's here for medical 
treatment? 


A My understanding on that is that there are 
no appointments set, but I certainly wouldn't rule that out. 
That's obviously a possibility. 


Q Does he expect to come to Washington as far 
as you know? 
A You would have to check with the Jordanian 


Embassy on his schedule. But as I say, I wouldn't rule out 
the possibility of talks. 


Q Alan, the next meeting of the Israeli mili- 
tary/political working group, or whatever they're being 
called, will be held in Israel. Can you tell us who, from 
the U.S., will head that delegation? 


A I don't think we've said anything about the 
next meeting other than there will be another meeting. I 
don't think we've specified when, where or who, and I don't 
have anything to give you on that. 


Q There is a report in one of the opposition 
newspapers in Cairo thet the American Embassy in Cairo 
decided to give itself the responsibility of choosing the 
Egyptian journalists who are to visit the United States. Do 
you have anything on that? 
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A I don't have anything on it. I don't know 
under what program you're talking...There are a variety of 
programs under which people come to the U.S. So I just 
don't know the answer to that question. 


Q Any comments on the $37 billion Soviet aid 
to Pakistan? 


A $37 billion Soviet aid to Pakistan? 
Q Right. 
A No. I think we had some guidance the 
other day, which I would refer you to in the Press Office, on 
the Soviet Union and Pakistan. I'm not sure whether thct 
was the specific question or not, but let me refer you to 
the Press Office on it. 
Q Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded 12:27 P.M.) 
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THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 2, 1984, 12:20 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have a couple of 
announcements for you. First, available in the Press Office 
is the prepared statement by AID Administrator Peter 
McPherson before the House Foreign Affairs Committee. The 
subject of the testimony is the Administration's annual pro- 
posal for foreign economic assistance. 


Also available later this afternoon in the Press 
Office will be the prepared statement by Under Secretary for 
Political Affairs Lawrence Eagleburger before the House 
Foreign Affairs Committee. The testimony will be on 
Lebanon. As you may know, that testimony is scheduled for 
1:30 this afternoon. It is open. I believe it is in Room 
2172 of the Rayburn Building. 


A sad announcement: Many of you know that Robert 
Funseth, former Spokesman for the Department, lost his son 
Eric last Sunday. All of us want to express our deepest sym- 
pathy to Bob and his wife, Marilyn. We share their grief 
and hope they know our hearts and thoughts are with then. 


Mr. Funseth has asked us to let his friends know 
that the memorial service for Eric will be held this 
Saturday, February 4, at 11:00 a.m. at St. John's Church, 
Lafayette Square. The family requests no flowers but rather 
that contributions be made to the Outreach Program at St. 
John's Church or to the Eric C. Funseth Memorial Fund of 
Sheppard and Enock Pratt Hospital in Baltimore. The mailing 
addresses for these charities are posted on the Bulletin 
Boards in the Main Press Office and also in Room 2310. 


That is it for announcements. I'll be happy to 
take your questions. 


Q Before I ask a question, I'd just like to 
say that I'm sure we all join you in expressing your syn- 
pathy to Bob and his family. 


Can you tell us about this current situation with 
Ambassador Galbraith in Paris? 


A Not really a lot, Jim. I think that the 
Embassy, Our Embassy in Paris, indicated yesterday that there 











had been a misunderstanding about what the Ambassador had said 
due to inaccurate and incomplete transcript of the broadcast 
which had taken place last Sunday night. 


I understand that the Ambassador did meet with the 
French Prime Minister on February 1, but I don't have any 
details to give you. 


Q There's no change contemplated in the 
Ambassador's status? 


A No. 
Q Do you have any comment on the statements 


made by President Hafiz al-Assad of Syria yesterday 
regarding the American troops in Lebanon? 


A No, I don't. 
Q Any comment on Prince Abdullah? 
A I think that I do have some comment. I 


think that there was some reporting, or interpreting, of what 
he was saying, that he was suggesting he was advocating 
pulling the U.S. Marines out of Lebanon. That's not our 
understanding of the Saudi position, and it's certainly not 
what Crown Prince Abdullah said in his January 29 meeting 
with the distinguished American visitors to Saudi Arabia. 
The Crown Prince recognizes fully that a U.S. withdrawal now 
would harm the U.S. reputation and tarnish that of its 
friends. Saudi Arabia has told us that it supports the 
request of the Government of Lebanon for the Multinational 
Force presence, and we understand that remains the Saudi 
Government position. 


Q Alan, on the other part of the statement 
that was attributed therefore only to a senior Saudi offi- 
cial, they said something about President Gemayel, that he is 
unyielding to any compromise, he thinks that he's o- 
tiating from his point of strength by having the Marines 
there and having the Israeli occupation almost supporting 
him. Do you have any comment on this source. 


A No. As I say, the Saudi Government sup- 
ported the Government of Lebanon's request for the MNF pre- 
sence, and we understand that remains their position. I'm 
not going to comment on a source. 


Q Can we get a copy of that? 





A The copy of what I gave you, sure. 


Q Just to be clear, that Saudi position that 
you gave to us is something based upon a check by the U.S. 
following the report, right? 


A I think what I gave you at the end, which 
says that we understand that remains the Saudi Government 
position, is a current understanding. 


Q Did we have somebody at this meeting? Was 
there some State Department representative there? 


A I don't have the details of the meeting, 
Bernie. But I don't think there's any question about the 
confidence of what we're saying. 


Q Wasn't it the case that King Fahd sent a 
message to President Reagan last November, saying that the 
Israelis should leave Lebanon and then he was sure Syria 
would leave? 


A I don't recall what we have said about 
Presidential messages/exchanges with the King. Saudi Arabia 
has been clear in its support for a Lebanon free of all 
foreign forces. Obviously, their goal and ours, in that 
respect, are identical. But for their view of how that 
might best be accomplished, I'd have to ask you to talk to 
them. 


Q How is it that you have -- 
A How what? 


Q How is it that ot have such -- I mean, 
information about the subject with the Saudis? After the 
statement of Prince Abdullah did you? 


A I said to Marvin, I'm not going to go into 
details of how and when we conduct our exchanges, but that 
the understanding that I expressed in the initial statement, 
that we understand that that remains their position, is a 
current understanding. 


Q But what I am asking -- 


A I understand your question, and I would ask 
you to listen to my answer. It's a current understanding. 


Q Let me try it one other way. He seemed to be 
saying also that the Syrians were to pull out if the United 





States troops and all the other foreign forces did. Is that 
a@ proposal that you're considering? 


A That who said this? 
Q Abdullah. 


A As I said, as far as their views -- his 
views, or the Saudi Government's views, on how one can best 
achieve what is a shared goal of the withdrawal of all the 
foreign forces, you should talk to them. I think we've 
talked before about the question of unilateral pullout. I 
don*t have anything new to add to that subject today. 


Q Alan, on this matter, can you confirm or 
deny that the United States objected to an Israeli 
withdrawal, an additional Israeli withdrawal in southern 
Lebanon? There were reports that you sounded an objection 
and you said if you will withdrawal to the Israelis, that 
things in southern Lebanon will go haywire? 


A No. I don't have a specific response to that 
report. We have indicated before -- certainly -- obviously, 
as you know, we favor the withdrawal of all the forces. As 
to any possible further drawdowns, that we were sure that 
there would be full consultation on that subject. But I 
don't have anything to take you beyond our standing position 
on that; give you any detail on that. 


Q Let me follow up. You had the <= you didn't 
want to comment until after in detail about Mr. Jumblatt's 
statements, but I think yesterday's statement about that the 
possibility of a warfare in Lebanon will erupt anytime soon 
is more serious than just saying that you're supporting the 
Government of Mr. Gemayel. Do you have any comments on this 
such severity of statements coming out now? 


A No, I'm not going to | to comment daily on 
what Mr. Jumblatt says. The situation is one, right now, 
setting aside his remarks about a breakdown in the situation 
and so on, but as far as the situation -- I'll give ua 
little sitrep: No incidents involving the U.S. MNF in the 
MNF contingent in the past 24 hours. 


There was fighting yesterday along the Alayh 
ridgeline and in Beirut's southern suburbs and extensive 
shelling of East Beirut last night. 


We are concerned about the increase of violence in 
the Greater Beirut area and call on all the parties to 
respect the ceasefire. We note with particular concern 








reports of shelling in heavily populated civilian areas and 
urge the combatants spare innocent civilian lives. 


Q A copy of that? 
A Yes. 


Q And, again, about the statement made by 
Prince Abdullah, would you say that it was a sort of surprise to 
the U.S. Administration? 


-- Again, I think that you're assuming that he 
said sintbhtie in your question -- that I'm saying that he didn't 
say, so -- 


Q Alan, I guess we have a problem with what 
you think he has said. And maybe the story is different on 
what he had said. 


The story I saw had him saying that if the United 
States troops would withdraw, he was confident that syrian 
troops would also withdraw. It sounded like a new proposal. 


Q There were other stories that were simply 
saying that the U.S. should pull the Marines out and I'am 
addressing those stories. As far as -- again, I just refer 
you back to what I said about his views, or the Saudi views, 
on sequencing a withdrawal or how that might be effected 
best -- I would refer you to the Saudis. I'm not going to get 
into that. Marvin. 


Q I was just going to try to parse your answer 
a little bit. Because you were saying that the U.S. and 
Saudi Arabia share the same overall goal. 

A Right. 

Q Now, you're -- 


A Which is the withdrawal of all foreign 
forces. 


Q And now you've put in the word “sequence” 
and maybe that's where the hangup is. Is it the Saudi -- 


A No. I said -- I'm sorry -- in answer to the 
question initially, I said, as to how the Saudis think that 
that goal, that shared goal, can best be achieved, I refer 
you to then. 








Q Right. But are you disputing that this is, 
in fact, what he has reported to have said or that he might 
have said to you? 


A I don't have anything on that, as to what he 
might have said on that subject. What we're particularly 
focused on was that some of the reporting seemed to suggest 
the Marines should get out of Lebanon, and that isn't 
what he said. 


Q Okay. But is it possible that the Marines 
getting out of Lebanon is part of the sequence that is now 
being expressed by Saudi officials, in part, to the U.S.? 


A Again, I can't take you beyond what I've 
said on that, but I would refer you again to the specifics 
of what I've said in the first place, which is that the 
Crown Printe recognizes fully a U.S. withdrawal now would 
harm the U.S. reputation and tarnish that of its friends. 


Q Do you see the statements of Prince 
Abdullah as part and parcel of the new relations between 
Saudi Arabia and some of the so-called radical Arab 
countries, like Libya and Syria? 


A I don't see how you -- I'm not sure I can 
follow the question and put it into context. I don't -- 


Q No, I mean to say if this is a reflection of 
a new attitude being taken by the Saudi Government in the 
a of their better relations now with the Syrians and the 
Libyans? 


A I think what we're saying is that we don't 
see a change in what their position has been. 


Do you have any indication that the Soviet 
Union is increasing its push or its involvement in the 
Lebanese quagmire or the whole stion there of Lebanon, 
because there are reports also that indicates that there are 
too much of activity as a result of Mr. Jumblatt was in 
Moscow and then came back to Damascus, and other things? Is 
there a connection there, a direct connection to this? 


A Between that and -- 
Q Between that and the Soviet Union involve- 


ment, that this is why this escalation is coming to this 
point? 


A I don't have any judgments to offer you on 
that. We have addressed -- the Secretary talked about Mr. 








Jumblatt and his trip, and we've expressed before our con- 
cerns about the large-scale Soviet military presence in 

ia, and so on. But I don't have anything new -- the kind 
of assessment you're asking for, I don't have. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Egyptian 
Government's banning on any filas by Columbia pictures? 

A I don't. 

Ralph? 

Q No comment? 

A I saw the story, but I don't have anything 
on it. 

Q Alan, back on the Prince again for just a 


second. You seem to be focusing on the reputation of the 
U.S. and the reputation of the U.S.‘s friends; is that why 
the Marines should not be withdrawn now, because withdrawing 
them would tarnish the reputations? 


A No. I think I will refer you, as terms of 
U.S. policy Mowry f to Mr. Eagleburger's statement and let 
him speak specifically to the U.S. policy. It'll be an open 
session. 


—-MORE-- 








Q Alan, on the Prince also, I understand the 
thrust of what he told the visiting businessmen, and I quote 
as as I can from Amman, that had it been that you sent 
the MNF, including the Marines, to the Lebanon in order to 
stop the Israeli invasion, you would have been welcome, and 
these are his words. And he added, now the objective of the 

in Beirut is to protect persons with false policies. 
t do you say to this? 


A Well, Crown Prince Abdullah cautioned against 
intervention in Lebanon to protect, as you say, “individuals 
or particular factions." We've made it clear from the 
beginning our forces and our policy are dedicated to 
rebuilding an independent Lebanon with a free government. 








We're supporting a. legitimate government. We do 
not and will not use our power to support one faction 
against another. This policy is understood by the Saudi 
Arabian Government. 


Q Copy? 
A Yes. 


Q Let me go back to this subject of President 
Gemayel and your efforts to exert pressure, or convincing 
President Gemayel to come to an agreement with the factions 
there. 


There have been all kind of reports and throughout 
the time, you know, there were bits and pieces of your 
efforts to put President Gemayel in the right place in 
telling him that he has to acquiesce and he has to cooperate 
with the rest of the people there and the other factions. 


All indications there that you are always criti- 
cized now that you didn't put enough pressure, and with this 
statement of Prince Abdullah, there is indication that he 
is not listening to almost because you are supporting hia 
es ae more than you are supporting the peace efforts to 
try to bring about there. 


So could you clear the atmosphere of your real 
efforts, you know, intensive efforts to bring about a recon- 
ciliation and settlement in Lebanon, and that President 
Gemayel will abide by your, you know, desire and the wish of 
the other factions to come -- 


Q I don't think we tell presidents of other 
countries what to do. The fact of the matter is, we have 





made very clear, both in words and in deeds our belief that 
a national reconciliation process is very important in 
Lebanon. President Gemayel has said that as well. So, 
obviously, we have engaged in extensive conversations. The 
various missions of negotiators, now Ambassador Rumsfeld, 
have been importantly focused in part on this question, but 
I think that the premise of the question about telling other 
governments what to do is not a premise we would accept. 


Q You just mentioned that the U.S. objective 
now is to achieve Lebanese Government independence. If that 
is to be done through military force, which now it is reported 
as almost inevitable, would that still be-within U.S. -- 
acceptable U.S. approach to have to achieve in -- 


A I don't necessarily accept your statement 
about inevitability and I therefore say that is in the reala 
of the speculative, and I'm not going to try to address it. 


Q Any reaction to the report that the Soviets 
are backing off their position that they wouldn't want a 
U.N. peacekeeping force in Lebanon? 


A No. I think you'd have to let them speak for 
themselves on that question. 


Q Well, let me just ask _ one other thing. 
Last week a high Department official in an open session said 
that when he was questioned about proposals that the MNF be 

out and a U.N. force of some kind be phased in, that 
t was his understanding that the Soviets had never been too 
keen on peacekeeping forces and that they would veto it if 
we went before the U.N. with that kind of proposal. 


Is that still -- 


A I don‘t have anything to offer you on that. 
It is possible that in the course of his discussions this 
afternoon, Mr. Eagleburger might -- I don't know -- but why 
don't you say what he has to say about that? 


Q Can we say that there is an agreement between 
the Americans and the Saudis on the final goal in Lebanon, 
but there is disagreement on the means or the ways that you -- 


A I'm not going to try to get into what our 
dialogue is like with the Saudis or any other government -- 


Q You also put it that -- 
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A Well, you are, because you're asking whether 
we‘re disagreeing with each other. I'm simply saying that 
they will have to speak for themselves on their views on 
obtaining it, but there's no question that the goals are the 
same. 


Q The Secretary said in Salvador that the 
United States is neutral in that election coming up, yet the 
Times today suggests there are fears that a D'Aubuisson vic- 
tory would create one situation and a Duarte victory might 
lead to a coup the other way. 





: Do you have any statement to sort out the U.S. 
position on the election? 


A Well, on the question of elections and our 
position on the elections, the Secretary's words are unan- 
biguous, and I leave you with those. As far as the question 
of coups and so on and so forth, the Salvadoran military has 
pledged itself to provide the security necessary for the 
March 25 election to take place, fully concurring with the 
importance of free elections to the pacification effort, and 
we believe the results of the election will be respected. 


Q How about the gist of the article which 
suggests there are fears that a D'Aubuisson victory -- that 
that would lead to continued human rights abuse and there- 
fore Congressional cutting. 


A I*m not going to try to speculate about what 
a future government might be and what its policies might be. 


Q I forget, why was D'Aubuisson refused a visa 
back a couple months ago? 


A You forget? I'd refer you to the record. 
That will refresh your memory. 


Q Oh, all right. (Laughter.) 


Q Is the language you just used the same used 
before the last Guatemalan election? 


A I'd refer you to the record, to check that. 
Q Okay. 
Q Comments that this President had only three -- 





ll 


A I‘m sorry, I can't -- 


Q Comments that this President had only three 
foreign policy elements: one, missiles, second, troops, and 
third, military aid. 


A Well, that's not a question. Go ahead, 
Steve. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment this morning on 
the foreign policy implications of this morning's Post story 
on EDB? 


A I think that that question is somewhat up in 
the air. As far as the story and the reference to the 
Caribbean Basin, for example, the Environmental Protection 
Agency has not yet announced what it will actually require 
regarding agricultural imports which have been treated with 
EDB. 


The Public Health decisions in this regard are 
beyond the purview of the Department of State, and I will 
have to refer to the technical agencies involved for further 
information on their eventual rulings. — 


Regardless of the foreign policy considerations 
which may be involved in any U.S. trade policy, all U.S. 
agricultural imports have always been subject to strictly 
enforced requirements of U.S. nealth and sanitation 
authorities. 


It's in the economic and political interests of the 
United States to encourage the economic development of less 
developed nations, many of which are heavily dependent on 
agricultural exports. And we're in close touch with the 
Environmental Protection Agency and the Department of 
Agriculture on this matter. But that's really as far as I 
can take you at this particular point. 


Q Okay. Can you just react to the report in 
the Post that the Embassies have -- that Embassies or the 
State Department, has suggested to the EPA that if it bans 
EDB, it could harm the Caribbean Basin Initiative? 


A I don't know the facts, and I don*t have any 
comment. 


Alan, do you have any further information on 
the diplomatic crisis with Prance resulting from the statements 
made by the U.S. Ambassador? 
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A Oh, I think I would steer you away from using 
Gramatic terms like “diplomatic crisis." I don't have 
anything further to say beyond what I said before, though, 
about it. 


Jin? 


Q The Post today quotes Associated Press as 
saying that the helicopter sale to Guatemala had been 
delayed as a result of an increase in human rights abuses in 
that country in the past year. Can you address that? 


A Not really. All I can really say to you is 
that approximately $2 million in helicopter and aircraft 
spare parts under a cash sale offer made to the government 
of Guatemala in January ‘83 are being sold. The sale was 
never consummated because the Guatemalan Government said it 
lacked funds to purchase the equipment. In November the 
Guatemalan Government renewed its August request, made a 
down payment, and these cases are being processed at this 
time. I don't have a specific shipment date. 


Q What was the August request about? I didn't 
understand that part. 


A There was -- in August, apparently they first 
made a request about this which they then renewed in 
November, and at that time -- that is, in November, they 
then made a down payment. 

Q Alan, why didn't we respond at the time that 
the request was made in August if there were no legal or 
policy barriers to the sale? 


A Well, I don't have anything. I've given you 
everything I can on that. 


Q Can you look into that? 


A No. I think that the fact is that the sale 
is going forward. You recall that in January ‘83 we 
announced that after extended consultations with the 
Congress and analysis of the situation in Guatemala, the 
Government had decided to permit the cash sale to the 
Government of Guatemala of some 15 previously-requested 
spare parts and safety-of-flight cases under the FMS 


progran. 


That decision was made in light of the human 
rights improvements that had taken place in Guatemala since 
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the Rios Montt Government came to power in March of ‘82, and 
we gave you, I think, at that time a list which I won't go 
through. And the decision to proceed with the shipment is 
made to fulfill that commitment. 


Q Excuse me -- 


A And we took into consideration the human 
rights situation at that time in reaching our decision. As 
far as our current assessment of the situation in Guatemala, 
the os: %an rights situation, that will be detailed in the 
forthcoming human rights country reports which will be 
available next week. 


Q Can we get a copy of what you just read? 


A No. I think you're going to have to get it 
from the transcript. . 


Q All right. Then if I could just follow. 
The reason I ask about the August is that -- and why I'd 
like you to look into that, is because it's implicit in the 
guidance that you gave. You said there was a request in 
August, but then the Guatemalans had to renew their request 
in November before it was acted upon, and that gives rise to 
an implication that there was a problem between August and 
November. 


A I just don't have anything further for you. 


Q In that connection, you cited as the reason 
for providing the equipment now was that -- in order to fulfill 
that commitment, that January commitment. 


Would you have cited other reasons if there were 
other reasons? 


A I don't know. I mean, the fact is we have -- 
Q Well <-- 


A We've addressed the issue several times and 
referred to that commitment and referred you back to the record 
where you can find that, and said we would live up to that 
commitment. 


Q You're living up to that commitment, and 
you're saying that the reason for doing -- for providing the 
material now is to live up to that commitment. Are you 
saying -- 
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A We try to live up to our commitments. 


Q Richt. Are you saying -- by specifying one 
reason, are you saying that that's the reason for doing it? 


A I can't tell you whether there are other fac- 
tors involved, but that is basically what we're doing is: we 
said we would sell it; they've asked to buy it; we're selling it. 


Q Because we can easily draw the implication 
there that if you're citing that reason, then there may very 
well be changes in the human rights assessment, but you feel 
that you have to live up to that January commitment. 


A Well, I can't draw your conclusions for you, 
but I can tell you that this is what our policy is. 

Q Can you tell us where the JLP is? 

A No. 

Q Do you have any guidance on the Chilean refu- 


sal to expel Rauff, and Israel's formal request? 


A Simply to note, as we previously have, that 
the U.S. Government position on Nazi war criminals is clear. 
They should be returned to justice. But the U.S. has no 
jurisdiction in the Rauff case, but we're prepared to offer 
any appropriate assistance to see that justice is done. 


Q What kind of assistance would be appropriate? 
A I don't have details to offer you on that. 

Q Okay. Thank you. 

A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:44 p.m.) 
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FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 3, 1984, 12:15 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I do not have any 
announcements. I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Can you bring us up to date on what you 
hear from Lebanon? It seems that large-scale fighting has 
broken out again. 


A I can give you what I have in the way of a 
sitrep, Jim. It is, I would caution you, however, based on 
information which is a couple of hours old, so -- that's 
just the nature of the process. 


There have been no incidents involving -- well, 
the guidance here says there's no incidents involving U.S. 
MNF contingent in the past 24 hours. In fact, I would 
double-check that. There may have been some small arms 
exchange. Nothing big, but there may have been some small 
arms incidents. 


There has been heavy fighting in the greater 
Beirut area. I understand that all the parties have agreed 
to a cease-fire which is, one hopes, in the process of being 
implemented. But, again, that's a cautionary -- there 
should be a cautionary note introduced into what actually is 
happening on the ground there. 


All U.S. personnel in the Beirut area are safe 
though some windows were broken at the Ambassador's resi- 
dence yesterday @s © result of nearby shelling. But I 
really don't havi © ore up-to-date reading. I think that 
your colleagues }j ably are more current than we can be in 
terms of keeping .—) informed. 


Q Do you have any political statement on the 
situation? 


A I do not. I think that Under Secretary 
Eagleburger had extensive remarks about the situation 
yesterday, and I would refer you to his testimony. 


Q What does this new, heavy fighting say to 
you about the possibility of a security framework eventually 
being negotiated? 





A I don't know that one can draw firm and 
fast conclusions from it. Obviously, it is not a happy 
situation where you have shelling and firing and so on, but 
I don't think that it necessarily means that that process at 
all is dead. That process continues. 


Q Alan, do you have any furthe- breakout 
beyond what was given at the White House today on the 
figures for Central American countries other than El 
Salvador? 


A I don't have any information beyond that. 
That's where -- I mean, that briefing was as complete as we 
can provide information at this point. 


Q Can you make available here the pieces of 
paper that were made available there? 


A I don't know. : I wil! look at it. I assume 
you covered it over there, so I'll look at it; but obviously 
the information is primarily going to come out of the White 
House. 


Q Why is the information that was provided 
today so scant? I mean, this has been -- the figures provi- 
ded today were in the Washington Times of all places two 
weeks ago. So it doesn't seem like anything more has hap- 
pened. Do you have an explanation? 





A I think that there are consultations con- 
tinuing with the Congress, and I think there is, among other 
things, some hesitancy to give great detail in public while 
the consultations with the Congress on this package 
continue. 


Q In that case, why was this briefing held 
today and not postponed until you got things more together? 


AK Oh, I think the basic philosophy and the 
basic numbers framework are available at this point, and it 
seemed an appropriate time to do it. I don't think that 
there will be a great delay in providing the detail, but in 
any case it was done and you'll just have to take what you 
can get out of it. 


Q Do you have any comment on the 
French-Soviet trade agreement signed today? 








A I don't. 
Jim? 
Q Do you have any comment on the statements 


made by former Ambassador White yesterday on the Hill, 
saying that this government has information which it has 
covered up which would implicate D'Aubuisson in the killing 
of Archbishop Romero? 


A That simply is not true. As we've stated 
in response to these charges on at least three earlier 
occasions, we're well aware of the allegations linking Mr. 
D'Aubuisson to the death of Archbishop Romero. The infor- 
mation available to us, however, is limited and incomplete 
and no conclusions can be drawn from it. 


In 1982, in May, and again in May of 1983, we 
provided the documentary information available to the 
Department on this matter to the House Foreign Affairs 
Committee. In addition, a Department official testified on 
the subject before a closed session of that Committee on May 
26, 1982. 


Q Is that true that no cable was sent to the 
State Department saying that -- 


AK No, I'm not going to get into the question 
of cables, specific cables, that may or may not have been 
sent. But what I'm saying -- 


Q But I mean, that's what his testimony rests 
on, though. 


A No. What his testimony rests on is that 
cables that he sent were allegedly withheld; and without 
addressing specific cables, what I'm saying to you is 
nothing was withheld. 


Q Nothing has been withheld? Is that what 
you said? 


h Yes. Nothing over which -- you know, no 
State Department reports were withheld. 


Q Why was your information about this 
limited, as you said? 


A That's the nature of the information. 


Chris? 





Q The other element of his testimony was the 
names of six Salvadorans living in Miami. 


A Again, I'm not going to get into the speci- 
fics of specific reports. 

Q But that is a completely different -- 

A The approach of the Department of State, 


however, has been to provide that information which we have 
on that subject -- that is, people who may be in this country 
involved in death squad activity -- to the Justice Department, 
and that has been done. Obviously that's -- 


Q Is it your understanding that those people 
and others are under investigation at the present time? 


A You would have to check with the 
Justice Department. I can't answer. 


Q Did you also just say a minute ago that the 
policy was also to give the information to Congress since 
nothing has been withheld? 


A Talking about Mr. D'Aubuisson and his 
involvement was the first question. Now, we're talking 
about some individuals who were named by Mr. White. 

Again, I'm not going to get into the specifics of what was 
reported by our Embassy during his time or other times; 

but as a general approach and a general matter, when we 

have information on activity which could be illegal in 

this country, that information is turned over to the Justice 
Department. 


Q With respect to -- 
A Excuse me. Lars, did you have a question? 


Q I think it's hopeless, but the Justice 
Department complains that the information they got was very 
vague, very common Hispanic last names, no addresses, 
nothing like that. 


a Well, I'm not sure that the information 
that we had -- I can't address that, 0.K.? I can't really 
speak to the accuracy of that report from Justice, but I'm 
not sure that -- I don't know about whether information 
provided is last names only or addresses or what; I guess it 
really is hopeless in the sense that I can't get into the 
detail on it. 











Q Were these specific names provided to the 
Justice Department? 


A I think I have just said, I'm not going to 
get into -- 


Q When were they provided to the Justice 
Department? 


‘a I don't have information on when names 
were provided to Justice. 


Q Okay. And with respect to the 
D'Aubuisson-Romero connection, is there presently an 
investigation in El Salvador or in the United States with 
respect to the responsibility for that assassination? 


A I think that if there is an investigation 
going on in El Salvador, you should check with the 
Salvadoran authorities. The information that we have has 
been -- I've described it to you, and I've described what we 
have done with it. 


Q When you say that the reports or evidence 
are limited and incomplete, are you suggesting that some of 
the reports or evidence that you have do bear on this 
matter and do support, in however limited or incomplete 
a fashion, the thesis being put forward by Ambassador White? 


A I think it's clear that there is reporting 
that is relevant to this matter. I'm not going to go beyond 
that. 


Q Why is it that the United States has not 
made public, especially since there is no investigation in 
El Salvador, the evidence that bears on this matter, which 
was clearly a crime? 


A We often do not make public information 
which, for a variety of reasons, including sources and 
methods, including other factors which go into the 
legitimate classification of information, as you well know. 


Ghassan. 


Q Alan, back on the Middle East, do you have 
any more comments today on Prince Abdullah's remarks of 
yesterday? 





A I can repeat to you essentially what was 
said yesterday by Ambassador Eagleburger up on the Hill. And 
I also understand that the Saudi Embassy may be prepared to 
address this question as well, so I was informed -- I can't 
say; I haven't been in touch with them directly, but I have 
ee told that they are prepared to address the question it 
asked. 


But to basically review, we have reviewed the 
record of what Crown Prince Abdullah said in his January 29 
meeting with distinguished American visitors to Saudi 
Arabia and which U.S. Embassy officials also attended, to 
clear up a point that was asked yesterday. 


When asked by members of the group for his reac- 
tion should the Marines withdraw, Crown Prince Abdullah said 
he did not favor this. He stated that, “If they are 
withdrawn, the U.S. will be shamed. I do not want the U.S. 
to mar its reputation because that of its friends will be 
tarnished as well. U.S. forces should be withdrawn only 
along with or after the Israeli forces." 


Taken in context, the Crown Prince's remarks are 
consistent with what the Government of Saudi Arabia has told 
us, which is that it supports the request of the Government 
of Lebanon for the Multinational Force presence; and as I 
indicated yesterday, we understand that that remains the 
Saudi Government position. 


Q Can I, please -- first of all, can we have 
a copy of what you read just now? 

A Sure. 

Q And two -- ah, what do I want to ask -- can 


we also have a copy of Secretary Eagleburger's remarks 
yesterday? Do you have that? 


A I think the prepared remarks were available 
in the Press Office yesterday, and perhaps they can dig out 
some copies which are left over. As far as the rest of this 
statement in which this may have come, you really would 
have to go to the Hill. But I recall that he did address 
that, I think in the question-and-answer period, so I'm not 
sure that what we have for you will cover that. 


Q One more thing, please. About two weeks 
ago there was a report which I think you or John addressed 
of President Mubarak telling King Hassan that Camp David 
is dead. You told us at the time, and was satisfactory 
(sic). But recently, there was a report where U.S. offi- 
cials were quoted saying that Kamal Hassan Ali “swore" 
Mubarak never said those remarks. 








Would you comment on that? Can you clarify this 
for me? 


A No, I think we have expressed several times 
our understanding of the Egyptian Government's firm con- 
tinued dedication to 242, Camp David; but as far as specific 
remarks and so on, really, it's the Egyptian President. You 
should ask the Government of Egypt. 


Q But can you tell us if you, to your 
knowledge, the Foreign Minister of Egypt ever made these 
remarks, that he swore that Mubarak never -- 


A I'm not going to address the question of 
what may have transpired between officials of the U.S. 
Government and the Government of Egypt. 


Ralph? 


Q I know that you have answered this question 
in the past, but sometimes the answers change. Do you have 
any comment today on the continuing and repeated calls by 
Mr. Jumblatt for President Gemayel's resignation? 


A No, other than to say that our support for 
the legitimate Government of Lebanon and its efforts at 
national reconciliation and establishing its authority 
throughout Lebanon remains firm. 





Q Do you have any comment on his repeated 
suggestion that the U.S. -- that that statement by the U.S. 
reflects support of an unpopular faction of the Lebanese 
political community? 


A Well, I haven't seen what he said specifi- 
cally other than -- I mean, I've seen his remarks in the 
past. I don't know what this one is. It is clear, however, 
that is not U.S. policy. It is not what we are doing. 

We're supporting a government which was elected through a 
process which exists in Lebanon and which also has dedicated 
itself to broadening the political base. So the answer is we 
are certainly not supporting any faction; we are supporting 
the central government. 


Q Anything on the Jordanian force? 
A No. 


Q Can you also -- on the Middle East, while on 
the Middle East -- can you tell us if the U.S. received any 
"firm protest" or any protest about the Mubarak statement 
from the Government of Israel? 


4K Again, I'm not going to get into the question 
of any conversations between ourselves and another govenment 
of that sort. 


Q The Embassy in Tegucigalpa is reporting a 
helicopter crash yesterday in which some American soldiers 
were killed and wounded. Do we know whether that was 
near the Nicaraguan border; how close I'm not sure. Do you 
know whether -- 


A This was what kind of <-- I don't know 
anything about it. 


Q It was a U.S. Army helicopter crash in 
northeast Honduras near the Nicaraguan border. I just won- 
dered if it was -- there was bad weather. Are we calling it 
an accident or hostile action? 


A I don't know anything about it. I guess 
you'd have to check with the Pentagon on it. 


Q The Pentagon saye it was 35 miles from the 
border. There was no hostile fire. It was bad weather, and 
the plane went down with four dead, six wounded. 


a Thank you, Rick. 








Q Did you have anything on Sudan? 
A On? 


Q Sudan. There was a raid on a Chevron 
installation. 


A I had something yesterday. I don't think I 
have it with me, so could you check -- let me just double 
check to be sure I don't have it. Yeah, maybe I do have it 
with me actually. Excuse me. 


Again, this is from yesterday. Okay? I don't 
have an update beyond what it was. 


Our Embassy in Khartoum reports that it was 
informed a group of armed men, estimated between 15 to 20 of 
them, attacked a Chevron drilling barge at its Rub Kona base 
camp near Bentiu in southern Sudan. 


Three third-country nationals were killed in the 
attac, all contractor employees. Six more were wounded, 
including an American whose injuries we understand are 
slight. At this time -- at the time this guidance was pre- 
pared, and I don't have any update -- we had no specific 
information on the group responsible for the attack. I 
think that remains the case. We still do not. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on a London 
Telegraph story that the United States and Britain have 
sarees 5 set up convoys if necessary to protect ships going 
through the Straits of Hormuz? 


Ls Yes. I do have something on that. We have 
had bilateral consultations with the British about the 
situation in the Gulf. These consultations continue, but to 
say that they constitute joint planning for operations would 
be an exaggeration. 


In any event, comments on military plans or opera- 
tions would have to come from the Department of Defense. 


Q Do you have anything on the meeting between 
Murphy and the Iragi President? 


A No, I don't. 


Q Can you be any more helpful on the meeting between 
Eagleburger and the French Ambassador today? 


x No. That meeting was set up some days ago, I 
guess. It was originally scheduled, as I understand it, for 
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yesterday and was postponed because of Under Secretary 
Eagleburger’'s appearance on the Hill, so it was rescheduled 


for today. 


Q Was it set up before the Galbraith incident 
or after the Galbraith incident? 


A I believe it was set up before, but in any 
case it was not set up for the purpose of dealing with that. 


Q Anything on the efforts in southern Africa 
for a settlement? 


A Don't have anything new to offer you today on 
that, Bernie. 


Q Is Crocker going to be seeing the Contact 
Group? 


A I don't have anything -- 


Q I saw something to the effect that he had 
gone to London from Johannesburg. 


A Yes. Ozzie, I don't know. I certainly don't 
rule out the fact that he might be touching base with 
various people. Whether he's going to do a complete tour or 
what he's doing, I don't know. 


Q You mentioned earlier in the week a meeting 
of security officials about terrorism from other countries. 
Again, a British paper had a lot more detail on this, said 
it was in part to coordinate efforts in conjunction with the 
Olympic games. Is that accurate? 


A I don't know the answer. 
Q And it was held at the CIA, not here. 


uN Yes. Again, I don't have details on it. I 
still am hoping that we'll get something, but I'm not, 
unfortunately, getting a lot of positive signs that we'll 
get a briefing on this terrorism package, at which point it 
will be an opportune moment to ask a lot of questions about 
this sort of thing. You're talking about the Los Angeles 
Olympics? 


Q Yes. 
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A Since that's a little ways off, let me ask 
you to hold that and try and put those questions when we get 
that briefing, and we're working on it. 


Steve? 


Q Alan, about the middle of December the 
Administration tightened its trade sanctions on Libya, and 
at the time said that -- or it was said that the policy was 
still under review. 


Can you tell us if any further actions have been 
taken or are under consideration? 


A I don't have anything to give you on that. I 
will check, and if there's anything new to say, I'll get it. 
Okay? 


Roberto, did you have a question? 


Q Yes. You said that we should hold for some 
kind of a package, wasn't it? 


A I had indicated before that when the 
President's initiative on terrorism, which is a legislative 
package, is ready to be briefed on, we will have a briefing 
-- we'll set up a briefing -- and it seems to me that's a 
good occasion to ask those questions. 


Spence? 
Q Has there been any reply given to North Korea 


on the tripartite talks with South Korea on peace in the 
peninsula? 


A I don't have anything on that. 
Q Alan? 
A Chris? Excuse me. 


Q Do you have anything -- the EDB ban was 
announced this morning. Do you have anything on how that 
will affect our foreign trade imports -- 


A I don't have anything on that. 


Q You said a couple of days ago that anything 
you had to say would wait until the -- 
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A Yes. I will pass on the continuing interest. 
Obviously it's an important story. Stan? 


Q Alan, is there any change in State Department 
policy toward the Mexican National Action Party in light of, 
(1) a large-scale drug bust involving a police chief and 
other officiais of the P.A.N. party in Mexico yesterday; and 
(2) the announcement of joint rallies against government 
economic policies by the P.A.N. and the Soviet-linked 
Mexican Socialist Community Party? 


A I'm not aware that the United States 
Government has a policy toward specific parties. 


Q I asked about State Department policy, not 
the U.S. Government policy, and you've posted statements 
regarding your policy to the P.A.N. -- 

A Regarding contacts. 


Q Well, is there any change in your policy on 
contacts with the P.A.N.? 


A I don't have anything new to say. 
Q Okay. Thank you. 
A Okay. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:35 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I understand we 
have a microphone problem, so let me ask you for the sake of 
everybody, including our Court Reporters, but also including 
your colleagues, to speak up loudly with your questions. 


Q Should we stand up. 

A It's up to you whether you want to stand up. 
Q (Inaudible. ) 

A Cameras are in the back of the room. So 


during the question period, they can only get the back of 
your head. 


Let me make a couple of announcements first. 
Available in the Press Office is the prepared text of the 
speech to be given by Deputy Secretary Kenneth Dam before 
the Japan Society today in New York. The subject of the 
address is Economic Diplomacy. The text is embargoed until 
5:30 p.m., Eastern Standard Time, which is the delivery time. 


Also available in the Press Office at 2:00 p.m. is 
the prepared statement by Assistant Secretary of State for 
East Asian and Pacific Affairs Paul Wolfowitz before the 
House Foreign Affairs Committee. Testimony will be on the 
FY-85 Foreign Assistance Proposal for East Asia and the 
Pacific. 


And, finally, available at 2:00 p.m. today in the 
Press Office will be the prepared statement by Assistant 
Secretary of State for European and Canadian Affairs 
Richard Burt before the House Foreign Affairs Committee. 
The subject is Security Assistance Requirements for the 
European Region in FY-85. That includes Greece, Turkey, 
Cyprus, Spain and Portugal. 


That is it for announcements. I will be happy to 
take your questions. 


Q Can you bring us up to date on the situation 
in Lebanon, and whether you think the Lebanese Government is 
still, in fact, in place and operating -- 


A Okay, let's -- 











Q -- that the Lebanese Government is still, in 
fact, in place and operating? 


A Let me give you a couple of different 
responses to that. (Laughter) Presumably, consistent. No, 
I've addressed different aspect of it. 


First of all, on the situation there, just to give 
you a little bit -- and this may be out of date. In fact, I 
know one aspect in which it certainly is out of date, and 
that is late reports of possible casualties to a couple of 
Marines. There's some conflicting late reports on that, so 
I just don't have information on that. 


Following the imposition of a 1:00 p.m., Beirut 
time, curfew, firing began again in Beirut. I understand the 
shelling has been very heavy in both east and west Beirut 
and in the southern suburbs. Much of the shelling is bet- 
ween the Lebanese Armed Forces and the Amal militia but some 
of the shelling is coming from the mountains. 


There are reports of a large number of Shi'a 
refugees fleeing into west Beirut. The airport is closed. 


I understand that all U.S. Embassy personnel are 
safe. As I say, initially when this was drafted, we had no 
reports of Marine casualties. There are some recent reports 
which suggest there may have been a couple. 


As far as the government situation is concerned, 
as you know, President Gemayel has issued an 8-point plan. 
The plan has called for political and administrative 
reforms; a February 28 reconvening in Geneva of the talks 
on political reconciliation; acceptance of Prime Minister 
Wazzan's resignation; formation of a government of national 
unity. LAF preparation for deployment to the south and to the 
north; a comprehensive and total ceasefire and an observer 
committee made up of retired military personnel; intensified 
Lebanese/Syrian consultations; and, complete withdrawal of 
all external forces from Lebanon. 


We share the goals expressed in President 
Gemayel‘’s announced program, from the most immediate objec- 
tive of a total ceasefire to the longer range goals of a 
broadened government of national unity and the withdrawl of 
external forces from Lebanon. 


We have continually urged all Lebanese par- 
ties to sit down at the negotiating table to settle their 
differences. In particular, we welcome President Gemayel's 








call to reconvene the reconciliation talks in Geneva, and we 
urge all parties to accept his offer. 


We believe President Gemayel's program offers a 
practical basis for ending the deterioration of the 
situation in Lebanon. 


One other dimension, I guess, I would mention -- 
Q Copy -- 


A Copy? Surely. One other dimension which 
perhaps has been clarified at this point, but there was some 
confusion about what the Amal leader, Nabih Barri, has called 
for in terms of the Shi'a personnel in the army. He did not. 
call for the Shi‘as in the LAF to leave the army. He said 
that in the event they are ordered to fire on the people, 
they should not do so. 


We do not have information that they are leaving 
the army. As I say, he didn't ask them to leave and they have 
not done so. 


It is obviously very important to the integrity of 
the LAF that it remain the army of all the people of 
Lebanon. It would be clearly against the interest of the 
Shi'a to withdraw from the army. The only way their 
interest and the interests of all the confessional groups in 
Lebanon can be assured is for each of those groups to par- 
ticipate as responsible members of the army and the 


government. 
Q Copy? 
A Copy. 
Q Do you have more? 
A No. Jim, go ahead. Loudly, please. 


Q Could I follow-up. At least one of the eight 
points announced, or laid out by President Gemayel, would 
imply a willingness to scrap the May 17 agreement. What is 
the U.S. attitude about that? 


A I guess I would refer you, one, to his words, and 
I'd ask you to look at them carefully. Our position on the 
May 17 agreement is clear. We have supported it; we do. 
Our understanding also is that the GOL -— Government of 
Lebanon -- also is unchanged in its position, but that is 








not inconsistent with the idea that everything is on the 
table for discussion, which is what I believe President 
Gemayel mentioned. So I don’t think there's been anything 
further on that beyond what I've just suggested. 


A Alan, can you explain what maybe President 
Gemayel means by “he was embarrassed by the May 17 
agreement," which he mentioned yesterday? 

A I think you'd have to get the amplification 
Q He said, or it was mentioned yesterday in 


Lebanon that the United States requested from Gemayel to 
include the opposition in an enlarged government. 


Is this something new or something that you talked 
about before with the Lebanese Government? 


A You've asked this question several times 
before. The U.S. position in favor of a broadened government 
of national reconciliation has been clear and clearly stated 
many times. I think we have also pointed out that President 
Gemayel's support for a broadened government for national 
reconciliation has also been stated several times. Beyond 
that I don't intend to go into the diplomatic dialogue. 


Q What impresses me or struck me yesterday is 
that it was mentioned yesterday in the context of the whole 
crises in Lebanon as if it were something new that the 
United States has just put in in the last 48 or 72 hours to the 
' Lebanese Government? 


A I don't think that the record would support 
that contention. 


Bernie? 


Q Alan, what value does this appeal of yours 
have insofar as diffusing the tensions in Lebanon? 


A I can't tell you what value a particular 
appeal has, Bernie. Obviously, we also have active diplo- 
macy underway to try to help in anyway we can. Ambassadors 
Rumsfeld and Murphy -- Assistant Secretary Murphy -- are in 
Beirut today. But I can't try to spell out for you more 
specifically what effect it may have. We hope that the 
situation calms down and that progress is made. 








Q Can I just follow up? To what degree is the 
United States disposed toward introducing military force, 
say, by way of the ships to make its views felt and 
influence the situation in Lebanon? 


A I don't have anything new to offer you on the 
question of our ships and the practices they followed and 
the rules they have followed, so I guess I'd have to refer 
ame A back to the record on what we have said about that 

re. 


Q A follow-up. Will the United States, in 
fact, resort to force to insure the viability/credibility of 
the Lebanese Armed Forces or of President Gemayel? 


A Again, I don't have anything new to say to 
you about that at this point. I would refer you back to 
what we have said before. 


Q You're not ruling out the force? 


A I have nothing new to say about it. I'd 
refer you back to what we have said on the record about this 
before. I would also tell you not necessarily specifically 
with regard to your question, but I do understand that the 
White House may have something to say as well about the 
Lebanese situation today, so you might want to refer to your 
colleagues there. 


Bernie? 


Q I wanted to know about the meetings that are 
going on. YThere's a report that Vice President Bush was 
summoned back from a hockey game and Weinberger was summoned 
off the Hill this morning. Are there these crisis, NSC 
meetings -- 


A I think I'd have to refer you to the White 
House on any meetings of that sort. 


Q Alan, could you tell us anything at all about 
the Syrian role in this? Some people in the White House are 
saying that the infiltration of arms, Syrian-facilitiated 
arms, ammo, and even some PLO fighters -- about 250 strong -- 
have been reinfiltrated at the courtesy of the Syrians into 
West Beirut. Do you have anything to -- 


A I don't have specifics. I think that 
Secretary Shultz has addressed his approach, the 
Government's approach to Syria in his -- I'm trying to look 
and see whether this is in a press conference or whether 











this was perhaps on the plane on the way; it may have been 
on the plane. But I think you got the wire reports of that. 


Q Anything beyond that? 


A I understand that -- No, I don't have anything 
beyond that. 


Q Is there some specific information you have 
that Syria instigated the latest fighting? 


A Bernie, I have nothing reaily to take you 
beyond what the Secretary said. 


Q The Secretary seems to be just rehashing what 
Eagleburger is saying. Is there any evidence of any speci- 
fic Syrian role? 


A Let me read you a wire. I can't confirm it 
because I haven't gotten an official report on what he said, 
but I've got a wire which one of your colleagues wrote from 
that trip. “I know there are lots of threats, telephone 
threats occurred. There's a pattern of shelling and 
violence that is having a bearing." Also, apparently he 
said that the Syrians had used “force, shelling and 
attacks." 


I've got to really refer you to what the reporting 
is. I cannot -- I don't have a report of that conversation, 
and I cannot -- 


Q I don*t care what Shultz said. I just want 
to know what your intelligence information said. 


A I'm not likely to give you a lot of detail on 
our intelligence information. 


Q Two questions, Alan. Can you confirm or deny 
the reports of rather large-scale desertions by Moslem men- 
bers of the LAF. Yuu spoke of the importance of maintaining 


A I think I answered that before when I said 
that Nabih Barri had not called for their leaving the army, 
and they have not done so. 


Ralph? 














Q Alan, given the resignation of the Cabinet 
and President Gemayel's present situation, does the United 
States still believe that President Gemayel's government is 
the legitimate covernment of Lebanon, and would you care to 
repeat today the Administration's pledge of support? 


A I think everything I've said is very clearly 
a reiteration of that point. I might note that Prime 
Minister Wazzan had offered to resign on several previous 
occasions for the purpose of clearing away for a government 
of national reconciliation. Organization of such a govern- 
ment would be a significant step towards stability in 
Lebanon and we support such a process. 


Q Does that mean that you see his resignation 
is actually a step in the right direction in the view of the 
eyes of the U.S.? 


A I think in that respect, it is seen by him -- 
Q I'm asking about what -- 


A I understand that, and if I may finish my 
answer. It is seen by him in that light, and we certainly 
are not quarreling and, in fact, support the idea that a 
government of national reconciliation would be a significant 
step towards stability in Lebanon. 


John? 

Q I understand that President Gemayel is -- 

A Can you speak up so your colleagues can hear? 

Q I understand that President Gemayel is 
meeting today with two former Sunni Prime Ministers. To what 
extent -- one of them, apparently an elderly statesman who 
helped form that 1943 covenant -- would the U.S. like to 
see those two gentlemen (inaudible)? 


A I'm not going to try to comment on specifics. 
Obviously, he is actively engaged in following up on his 


8-point progran. 
Bassem? 


Q A couple cf questions. 


A Can you speak up a little bit, please? 








| Q There are a couple of reports out of Beirut 
that ships, U.S. ships fired on the mountains today. Do you 
have any comment? 


A I éon't. You'd have to ask the Pentagon. I 
haven't seen any reports. 


Q From what you have been saying, you leave the 
impression that national reconciliation is still a viable 
possibility while the Druze leader, Mr. Jumblatt, as well as 
Mr. Barri represent the majority, the major faction of the 
country, namely, the Shi'ites, that asked for President 
Gemayel's resigration. I don't see the possibility of it. 


A Our position is as I have articulated it to 
you. I don't think we have confirmation of the reports -- 
I'm not denying them -- but I don't think we have confirmation of 
the reports that Mr. Barri called for the resignation. I've 
seen the wires, and so on. But in any case, I will leave 
you with the words I had before on the 8-point program that 
President Gemayel put forth. 


Roy, did you have a question? 
Q I'll pass for now. 


Q We will remember that President Reagan since 
a few weeks ago said that he will be ready to withdraw the 
Marines from Lebanon in case the situation is collapsing 
there. How can we define “collapse" if it is not the pre- 
vailing state now in Lebanon? 


A I'm not going to try to define “collapse.* 
That was also the subject you'll recall of a lot of follow- 
up, both in the press and the President himself addressed it 
later. The fact of the matter is that we continue to be -- 
the President continues to be strongly behind the 
Multinational Porce and its contribution to the process in 
Lebanon; and I think that, as I said before, there will be a 
White House statement on this subject and I really would 
refer you to that. 


Ghassan? 

Q Two questions. Can we infer from what the 
Secretary is quoted (inaudible) that he understands the Lebanese 
Cabinet has resigned (inaudible). 


A Could you speak up again? 


A\* 














Q What I am asking is what you just read us now 
on what the Reagan Administration on the record said that 
Secretary Shultz is referring to Syrian threats, and I'm 
asking you, can we undéerstand that what he's inferring is 
= the Lebanese Cabinet has Fs cm because of Syrian 

reats? 


A I, again, don't have the full text of what he 
said. I'm going to have to leave you with the reports 
coming out of the party at this point. I just don't have -- 


Q Is there any plan -- 


Q One other point, please. Can you tell us 
the answer to the first question about the May 17? If I 
misunderstood you, please correct me. Did you say that the 
May 17 can also be the subject for discussions now? 


A I think what I'm saying is that I understand 
that as far -- the question was raised, “hasn't the May 17 
agreement been tossed aside by President Gemayel?” My 
understanding is that all he has done is to say that 
everything is up for discussion. He hasn't addressed the 
May 17 agreement in any new way. We don't see an incon- 
sistency between that position, that everything is on the 
table for discussion on the one hand with what is our 
understanding of continued GOL support for that agreement. 


Q Would the United States Government, as the 
party that brought about the May 17 agreement, would you 
like to see the May 17 put on the table and discussed? 


A Our positon remains one of support for the 
May 17 agreement. I think that's as far I may go. 


Don, did you have a question? 


Q Yes. Going back to the question about 
Gemayel. Does the United States have a position on whether 
Gemayel should resign, or does it consider that strictly a 
matter for him to decide? 


A Obviously, if he -- in essence, any govern- 
ment, obviously, is made up by its own domestic situation in 
the processes. In one sense, it's not ours to comment on, 
and on the other hand, I would not want to leave you with 
anything that, as I said to Ralph, a reiteration of our con- 
tinuing strong support for the government of President 
Gemayel, the Government of Lebanon. 
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Q Would you argue with the characterization 
that the situation in Beirut is now deteriorating rapidly? 


A I"m not going to try to make those kinds of 
judgments. | 


Jis? 


Q Do you believe the reconciliaton can be 
pulled off without the full cooperation of both President 
Assad and the Druze leader, Mr. Jumblatt, who is today on 
the record saying the only hope is a new President? 


A Mr. Jumblatt has said a lot of different 
things. Let's let the process work itself out. 


Jim? 


Q To nail down on the May 17 question, do you 
interpret Mr. Gemayel’s remarks as meaning that, among other 
things, and including everything, the May 17 agreement is on 
the table? 


A I think you‘ll have to ask him what he meant 
by it. Tt can only tell you what our position is as I have 
already done. 


Q Does the State Department see any connection, 
direct or indirect, between the debate going on in the U.S. 
Congress about the continued presence of the U.S. Marines 
and the intransigence shown by some of the parties in the 
Lebanese debate? 


A Jim, I think that has been -- the answer to 
that is clearly yes, and I would refer you to the words of 
Under Secretary Eagleburger on the subject the other day up 
on the Hill. I think Secretary Shultz has addressed this in 
the last day. Por a higher level, more authoritative ver- 
sion, I refer you to -- 


~-MORE-- 





ll 


Q Right. Can I take it one step beyond what 
said? Would the State Department, as a matter of 
istration policy, like to see that debate suspended, . 

therefore? 


A I don't think anybody has called for the 
suspension of the debate. I think the question is what 
message is transmitted by proposals which would appear to be 
calling for a reversal of the earlier decision to allow the 
MNF force to be there for 18 months and to work within that 
framework. This sort of on-again/off-again approach, is I 
think, what has concerned people. 


Q Right. But my question is: If it is having 
a negative impact, in your point of view, on the situation 
-- the political situation in Lebanon -- would it be better 
if that debate were suspended? 


A I don't have any words beyond what the 
Secretary and Mr. Zagleburger offered on it. 


. Q Once before the U.S. military ships off shore 
went to the rescue of Gemayel with the New Jersey. Would 
the United States do that again for that specific purpose in 
contrast to protecting the Marines or is U.S. military force 
to be used only for protecting the Marines? 


BN Again, we've addressed the issue before, 
Bernie, and I'm afraid I can't answer your question this 
time any differently than I did the last time. That is to 
say that we said a number of things about what rules apply 
and under what circumstances they are to be used. I have to 
refer you back to that; I don't have anything new to say 
about that. 


Q Alan, can you tell us how Rumsfeld and Murphy 
are operating -- 


A Can you speak up? 


Q Are Rumsfeld and Murphy operating out of the 
Residence, out of the Embassy, and has there been any 
shelling of either location? 


A I think I'm going to duck on the question of 
specifically where they are for perhaps obvious reasons. In 
terms of any shelling, I'm not aware of any shelling. I've 
seen no reports of shelling of either the Residence or 
the Embassy. 
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Q Fas the Embassy come in under any fire of any 
kind since it's not far from the area of the fighting? 


A As I say, there were reports on the wire 
which indicated some Marines in the area of the Embassy may 
have been wounded. I can't tell you what the specifics of 
that may have been. I can‘t even confirm that. 


Q Alan, President Gemayel said that 
everything's on the table and you said you don't want to 
define what he means by “everything.” Is the United States 
urging him not to suspend or scrap the May 17th agreement as a 
way Of bringing about reconciliation? 


A You're asking me to get into the question of 
the U.S. dialogue with the Government of Lebanon, and I'm 
afraid I can't really do that. 


Q Well, does the U.S. wish that he should not 
scrap the May 17th agreement? 


A You're asking the same question in another 
way. I'm not going to get into it. 


Our position on the May 17th agreement has not 
changed, and I'll leave it at that. 


Q A new subject? 


A No. Let's finish off on this one. I don't 
want to go to a new thing. ; 


Q Just to clean up something you mentioned a 
little earlier, you referred twice to this White House 
announcement. Can we anticipate a new announcement or a 
changed position on the status of the Marines? 


A That's not what I'm talking about. I think 
that we were talking about -- it's my understanding, and I 
haven't seen the text, frankly, -- and I can't guarantee you 
there will be something coming up -- but there was 
discussion of possibly something coming out of the White 
House which would address the current situation. 


Q Could that be also reaffirmation, speaking 
about the Marines now? 


A Let's wait and see what it says. I don't 
want to try to steal their thunder. 
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Q Can we expect any solution without the full 
cooperation of the Syrians in Lebanon? 


A We've talked about this before. I don't have 
anything new to say. The Syrians have obviously not proved 
to be very helpful in the current situation, so we would be 
looking for some cooperation. We think there should be. We 
think it is in everyone's interest, including Syria's, that 
there be; but I can't try to project the course of events. 


Q Alan, the Lebanese army is one of the main factors 
the policy of this Administration is putting emphasis on. I 
think with the latest performance of this army, do you think 
it is still believing that a solution could be coming forth 
within months? 


Q I don't think that the situation, which is 
obviously not a happy one, but I don't think that the 
situation at this moment vitiates what we have said before 
on this subject. So, obviously, there is need to strengthen 
the Lebanese army; and we have been engaged in that process, 
through training and equipment and so on, and we will con- 
tinue to be engaged in that process. 


Q Alan, has the question been raised about the 
visit of Mubarak this coming weekend, with this whole situation? 


A I don't have anything on that. 
Q You have nothing on Mubarak at all? 
A No, no. 


Q Alan, are you prepared today to say that the 
Situation in Lebanon has improved over the long run, over 
the last six months, and that progress has been made as the 
President has said on so many occasions? 


A I refer you to the President's words. They 
speak for themselves. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on the 
tripartite talks which were held in Israel the end of 
December with the participation of Mr. Bartholomew -- the U.S. 
Ambassador to Lebanon -- and Mr. Kimche and Mr. Siad 
Haddad from Lebanon to try to work out a formula to bypass 
Mr. Jumblatt and his opposition to an agreement in the area? 


A No. I wouldn't get into any specifics of any 
discussions we have. Obviously, we're talking with all of 
the various parties to try to help move the process forward, 
but I'm not going to get into detail. 
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Q Alan, what you said a moment ago, when you 
characterized the Syria role -- is it that in your view the 
Syrians are primarily responsible for the current flareup? 


A Are the Syrians primarily responsible for the 
current flareup? 


Q Yes. 


A I don't know how to assign specific weights, 
but certainly the Syrians bear responsibility for the 
current situation. Beyond that, as to how one assigns 
weights, I don't think I could do it. 


Q Alan, if we follow that through its logical 
conclusion, and we hear you saying that the Syurians have 
not been helpful, we have to conclude that the Syrian goal 
is to undermine Gemayel as the President of Lebanon. 
Therefore, what incentive is there, in your words, to expect 
some cooperation. What incentive for Syria is there? Why 
is it in their interest, as you said, to have cooperation? 
They're reaching their goals now; they're accomplishing 
their goals at the moment. 


A You've defined their goals. I'm not going to 
try to define Syrian goals, I'll let them do that for 
themselves. What is clearly in Syria's interest is that 
there be stability and peace in its region, and the current 
situation -- to which, as we've said, they have contributed 
-- does not go in that direction. 


Q Alan, what do you have working for you now in 
a way to defuse this? You talk about the fact that 
Rumsfeld is in the area and Murphy, that President Gemayel 
has an eight-point plan, you express hopes and so forth. 
But we see what the military realities are on the ground. 
What does the U.S. have working for it at the present time? 


A I think basically what is working -- not for the 
U.S. but what is working for the situation -- for a positive 
resolution is that it is in the interests of the various par- 
ties to stop the shooting and to work constructively on a 
government of national reconciliation. That has been an 
agreement of the various parties within Lebanon for some 
time; and there is, so far as I can tell, no change in that -- 


Q Yes, but there's no -- 


A -~- shared objective. 


. 
o 
~ 
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Q But there‘s no change in the continued 
violence and tension. 


A Well -- 


Q I don*t see where your incentive moves 
anything. 


A It changes from time to time; but there's 
obviously a lot of discussion going on, a lot of activity. 
The President -- that is President Gemayel's proposal has 
just been announced. We hear that he is engaged in active 
discussions with various people. Let's let the situation 
evolve. 


Q Is there any consideration being given to the 
Secretary cutting short his trip or Deputy Secretary Dam not 
going to New York to make a speech about Japan? 


A I know of none, no. 


Q Can you tell me if there is any contradiction 
or there isn't between what the Secretary has been reported 
as saying or what the Vice President said yesterday that the 
collapse of the cabinet is not that negative? Are the 
Syrians doing something good for U.S. policy there? 
(Laughter. ) 


A I think I'll leave what I said before on 


Q Really then, is there a contradiction, 
because (inaudible) 


A I think what the Vice President said is that 
the situation is not a totally pessimistic one and there may 
in fact be an opportunity here to move towards a broader 
government, a more broadly-based government. That would be 
something that we have supported, President Gemayel has 
been working on, and so on. That‘s perhaps to be separated 
from the question of mischief-making. 


Q Is there a special study group set up to 
monitor this, an inter-departmental one, within the State Department? 


A There are all sorts of groups which always 
get involved in this kind of situation, but I have nothing 
special to offer you. 


Q Do I understand you to say you welcome the 
resignation of Wazzan? 











16 aoe 


A I didn't say “welcome.” I didn't quite put 
it that way. 


Q I'm trying to sort out some of the con- 
volutions on your part. (Laughter. ) 


A Bernie, what I said was -- 
Q Seriously. 


A -— seriously -- he had offered to resign -- 
Frime Minister Wazzan had offered to resign on several pre- 
vious occasions for the purpese of facilitating the for- 
mation of a government of national reconciliation. 0O.K.? 


He has now done that and has, in the course of 
resigning, made it clear that that is an objective that he 
hopes will be fulfilled. Obviously, the organization of 
such a government would be a significant step toward stabi- 
lity in Lebanon. 


Q Do you have any reason to believe that that 
is actually about to arise now? 


A I think we've just been discussing this and 
now we're getting a little silly. 


Q Have the Syrians been cautioned and warned in 
the last 48 to 72 hours by the United States that any action 
that results in the death or any casualties -- American 
casualties, Marine casualities -- at the airport -- 
there will be reprisals for them against Syrian positions in 
Lebanon? 


A Our position on striking back if our forces 
-- that is, the MNF -- or diplomatic mission and so on -- 
are attacked is quite clear. We're not there as a force to 
go out and create trouble, but we will respond if fired 


upon. 


Q Let me follow that up. The Secretary has 
said himself that we will retaliate. My question is: Have 
the Syrians been reminded of that in the last 72 hours? 


A I'm not going to get into the question of 
whether there has or has not been any further dialogue, but 
I don't think the Syrians need reminding. I think they're 
well aware of our position. Jim? 


Q In connection with that, can you confirm the 
reports from last night that Lebanese army positions near the 
Marine barracks have in fact been abandoned? 
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A No, I cannot confirm that. I've seen 
reports which conflict with that suggestion, so I cannot 
confirm it from here. 


Q Do you think if the balance of power was in 
favor of America that the situation would be diffeent? 


A I don't now ’:», % start to address that 
question. 


Q Do you have anything on two American diplo- 
mats being ejected from Ethiopia? 


A Yes, I do. 


We were informed early last week by the Ethiopian 
Government that it required the departure of four officers 
serving at our Embassy. They subsequently left Ethiopia. 
We told the Ethiopians they would have to withdraw two of 
their diplomats in Washington. One has left; the other has 
severed his connections with the Ethiopian Government and 
asked to remain in the United States. 


The expulsion order has been suspended to permit 
the INS to review his application. 


Q In other words, he's asked for asylum I take it? 


A I think I would have to stick with the words 
I've given you. I don't know technically what he's done, 
Don, but I guess I wouldn't be in a position to go beyond 
that. 


Q I mean what is the main purpose of all this? 
What are the Ethiopians saying about why is it requiring 
these people to go? Do you accept it, reject it, or what is 
it all about? 


A Under the terms of the Vienna Convention, a 
state is not required to give a reason when asking for the 
recall of foreign diplomats. No specific reasons were 
given by either side in this instance. 


Q What kind of numbers does this mean (inaudible) 
A I don't know, frankly. I saw a wire report 


which indicated that it left two accredited diplomats, but I 
don't know -- 


Q Two U.S. diplomats? 
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A U.S. diplomats. 


But I can't confirm “hat. I have not looked at 
the table of organization. 


Q And is there something that led to this? Is 
it just out of the blue or what? 


A I think I‘m going to have to leave you with 
that; but, as I say, in response, we said they would have 
to withdraw two, and named them. One has asked to stay. And 
we're doing that. 


Q Can you give us the names of the Americans? 
A Yes, I can give you names. 


The Americans are Ernest Brant, First Secretary; 
Paul Bradley, Second Secretary; Timothy Wells, Commercial 
Officer; Robert Kragie, Vice Consul. 


The Ethiopians are -- forgive my pronunciation -- 
Belay G. Tsadik, First Secretary. Also, Gelagay Zawde, 
Commercial Counselor. And it is Mr. Zawde who elected to 
seek to remain in the United States. 


Q Can you tell us a little bit more about 
Tsadik -- as to his age, his background? 


A I don't have anything further. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on the Soviet 
overflight of Taiwan airspace for about 35 minutes? 


A I don't know anything about it. 


Q Anything on the status, or comment, on 
Honduras -- on the buildup of American facilities? 


A Not a great deal. As we said before, there 
are no U.S. bases in Honduras and no plans to establish 
them. There is another joint exercise which is now sche- 
duled for later this year in Honduras. Congressional con- 
sultations have been initiated and formal announcement will 
be made once the details and exact timing are finalized, 
and I'd refer you to the Pentagon for detials on that. 


With regard to the allegations regarding use of 
DOD funds, which I think is what Senator Sasser has 
addressed, again I would refer you to DOD. 
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Q How would you answer if I were to say 
that it looked like the U.S. was managing to maintaii. a 
large military force in Honduras on the pretext of exercises 
around the clock throughout the year by having the exercises 
repeat and be in recess only for short periocs during the 
year? Do you have any comment? 





A I only know of one other exercise that is 
scheduled at this point for Honduras. I think Secretary 
Weinberger addressed the question of some people staying 
behind. I don't have anything further on that. 


Jin? 


Q Do you have anything on a report that appears 
today in the Christian Science Monitor about £l Salvador 
land reform in quoting an Inspector General's report which 
is a lot less rosy than the parts of the report that were 
given out here on January 16th? 





A Yes. There is an extensive document, an AID 
management response, to the Inspector General's report which 
we can make available. It probably would have to be 
reproduced. It's fairly thick; it's about 12 pages or so. 
And I think rather than trying to go through it here, I'd 
refer you to that. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment or any confir- 
mation about these reports quoting Administration officials as 
saying that the U.S. Government has lost two sources of 
information about death squads and that's why you don't have 
or you have limited information about D‘Aubuisson and the 
death squads and who made the (inaudible)? 


A No, I really don't have anything on that. I 
mean, we've made clear a number of times the seriousness with 
which we regard extremist violence in El Salvador, including 
violence from the left as well as from the rightest death 
squads? 


I think I noted on Priday that we have testified 
or commented on the charges on at least three earlier occasions 
and provided documentary evidence, information, from 
the Department earlier to the House Foreign Affairs 
Committee and also to the FBI. 


As far as any sources are concerned, 
obviously, that would be confidential so I really can't 
comment on that. 


Q Do you have anything also on Central 
America -- anything today about this supposed plan of 
the Nicaraguan Government to delay the elections? 








A I think the Secretary addressed that 
as well, so I refer you to his words on that. 


Jin? 


Q That's what I was going to ask about, except 
I was going to add that -- 


A Right. 


Q -- they seem to be implying a link between 
U.S. support for the contras and the elections. Do you 
have any comment with respect to that link? 


A Again, I refer you to what the 
Secretary said. 


Q On Namibia, would the United States 
like to see South Africa accept the results of an 
election there, even if it brings SWAPO to power? And 
would the United States be prepared to accept such a 
result there? 


A I think that there have been many pro- 
nouncements on that before, Russ, and I refer you back 
to what all those are. 


Q Do you have any comment on the state- 
ment issued over the weekend by Prince Bandar, the 
Saudi Ambassador to Washington, saying that it is the 
position of Saudi Arabia to watch the Marines in 
Lebanon; and is not their position as such, as it was 
expressed in the statement, which were in the papers, 
that only the Lebanese Government could ask for the removal 
of the Marines and not the Saudi Government (which) has no 
position to say it? 


A I'm not aware of his statement. 


Q Anything about the annual report of 
human rights? 


A No, not anything yet. Perhaps later 
this week we'll have something. 


Q Thank you, Alan. 


(Whereupon, at 1:13 p.m., the briefing was concluded.) 
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TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 7, 1984, 12:04 P. H. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. A couple of 
announcements: 


Available in the Press Office is the prepared state- 
ment by Under Secretary for Economic Affairs Wallis before 
the Joint Economic Committee. The testimony, which I 
believe was this morning, was on economic policy. 


Also available in the Press Office at 3:30 will be 
the prepared statement by Assistant Secretary for 
International Organizational Affairs Gregory Newell before 
the Subcommittee on Human Rights and International 
Organizations. The subject of his testimony will be the 
authorization for international organizations and programs. 


Additionally, at 3:30 in the Press Office will be 
the prepared statement by Assistant Secretary for European 
and Canadian Affairs Richard Burt before the House 
Subcommittee on Europe and the Middle East. The subject 
will be developments in Europe. 


One other announcement: Secretary of State George 
P. Shultz will serve as host for a dinner on Thursday, 
February 9, marking the establishment of the Dean and 
Virginia Rusk Fellowship and honoring the former Secretary 
of State on his 75th birthday. 


The dinner, in the Department's Benjamin Franklin 
Room, is co-sponsored by the Institute for the Study of 
Diplomacy of the School of Foreign Service at Georgetown 
pry pp and the Southern Center of International Studies 
at Atlanta. 


Arrangements for a photo pool to cover the 
receiving line prior to the dinner will be made by Darlene 
Kirk of our Press Office, 632-2492. For further information 
on the event, contact Roberta Magenti at Georgetown 
aaeae at 625-3321 or 625-8136. That's 625-3321 or 
-8 36. 


That is it for announcements, and -- 








Q Can I just -- on this thing, who will be 
the most senior American official at this dinner? 


A Active official? 
Q Will the President be there? 


A The Secretary, I believe, will be the senior- 
most American official. 


Q The President's in California. He's not 
coming back until Sunday. 


Q But he could come back for the dinner. 


Q Can you start out by bringing us up to date 
on Lebanon, and specifically is the United States evacuating 


anybody? 


A Okay. I will bring you up to date on what I 
can. I caution you, I do not have a lot to say to you today 
about Lebanon. 


As far as movement of people is concerned, as a 
prudent response to the most recent deterioration of the 
security situation in Beirut, the remaining dependents of 
U.S.G. employees have departed or are in the process of 
departing. We're also drawing down some temporary duty per- 
ca 1 and others whose services are not mandatory at this 
t . 

The EBabassy continues to operate and is staffed 
for all essential functions. As far as the situation -- 


Q Stop there for a moment. How many people are 
we talking about here? 


A Well, understanding is that those who have 
been left -- who have left so far included 25 employees 
and 13 dependents. And I think that there are a few more 
dependents who will be -- who are still there and who are in 
the process of leaving or will be leaving. 


Q Where to? 


A I*m told Cyprus, but I don't know if that 
is presumably a temporary destination. 


Q How many does that leave? 


A Well, it will leave -- once all the other 
ts are out, that's it. I don't have an exact 
figure. I've seen a number of something like 69 











American officials, but I can't confirm that absolutely to 
you, Bernie. So -- but assuming that's a rough measure. 


Q Thank you. 
A That gives you something. 


On the situation, I probably am not going to be 
able to give you much more than you know from your own 
sources, but let me just give you what I do have. 


We're aware, obviously, of fighting between the 
LAF and various units in -- militia units in West Beirut, 
firing there, shells also landing in East Beirut today. A 
curfew remains in effect. Artillery struck throughout the 
night in West Beirut. Several buildings inhabited by U.S. ~ 
Government personnel were hit, but no U.S. personnel were 
injured. Many shells have struck the campus of the American 
University in Beirut. 


Two Embassy employees were detained by a Shi'ite 


militia group last night, but they were later released and 
all Mission personnel have been accounted for. Today the 


U.S.S. New Jersey fired five-inch rounds against mortar and 
ar ery pos ns that were firing on the U.S. MNF posi- 
tions. One Marine was seriously wounded by the incoming 
fire, but, again, for details as usual I would refer you to 
the Pentagon. The airport remains closed. 

(Mr. Carlson handed paper to Mr. Romberg) 

I'm given new figures, if I may, on the depar- 
tures: 24 employees taken out, 17 dependents taken out. So 
that leaves, according to this figure, 34 assigned personnel 
and one dependent. Okay? 

Q Alan -- 

Q Wait a minute -- 

Q That leaves there now? 

A 


Now that leaves 34 assigned personnel, one 


Q That knocks down the 69 figure, is that 


A Yes. 





Q Has the situation gotten worse, Alan, would 
you say, in terms of the -- 


A Oh, I don't think I'm going to try to give 
you judgments on that. I'll let you draw your own conclu- 
sions 


Q Alan, what about -- 


A It's not what you would call a terrific 
situation, John. (Laughter) 


Q What about the MNF forces there? The 
Secretary is quoted on the AP as saying today that we've 
been in discussion with them. I gather from someone that 
Mitterrand has called for the immediate withdrawal of the 
MNF. . 


A I haven't seen that. There is, has been 
and there is historically, if you will -- in a short term of 
"historical sense" -- a lot of consultation among the MNF 
contributing nations. That continues. But I don't have 
anything new to offer you on that. 

Q Is there likely to be a meeting? 
A meeting -- 
Of the Ministers again? 


The Italians have called for a meeting -- 
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I don't know of any plans at this moment for 
a meeting, but I don't know, John. 


Alan, what is the form of -- 


Excuse me. Bernie, go ahead. Did you want 
to finish? 


Q Yes. Let me finish my question. How germane 
-- you know, I recognize that things change, but we've been 
given statements Sunday and again yesterday. I mean, how 
seriously should we take these statements, or do they just 
reflect yesterday's view of things? 


In other words, the President put out a statement 
which seemed to reflect a determination to stick with it in 
Lebanon and to -- called on Syria to do certain things. 
Then we see certain statements by the Secretary which came 
later which are interpreted by the reporters traveling with 
him as suggesting that we're looking for a way out of there. 








I would just really like to know what the policy 
is? . Have the Secretary's comments been taken out of con- 
text or what? 


A I think that the Secretary -- I would have to 
say to you that the President's statement on this yesterday, 
the White House statement, was very clear, and I did not 
read the Secretary's statements as being inconsistent with 
that. 


I think basically what he was saying is we're 
looking for the most effective way to do what it is the 
President has made clear we are continuing to do. 


Q And then he said today about we're looking at 
different ways of the MNF to do -- 


A That's what I'm saying. The MNF or whatever, 
I mean, we're always looking for the most effective way. Go 
back to what Larry Eagleburger said last week. That's true. 


Having said that, I don't have anything new to say 
to you today about it. 


Q Were all these -- all the remarks by Shultz 
should not, from your point of view, be seen in the context 
of what Bernie's suggesting as a review that could lead to a 
withdrawal? 


A I'm not going to try to get into the question 
of what would -- what reviews are being conducted. 
Obviously, officials are concerned about not only the imme- 
diate situation but the longer-term situation, and are 
looking at it. But I really am not here to address the 
question of options or anything of that sort. 


Q Where is Rumsfeld? 
A He is in Beirut. 


Q He didn*t go to Damascus? That story's 
incorrect? 


A That story is incorrect. I didn't know there 
was such a story, but, in any case, he did not go. 


Q Murphy? 


A Murphy was in Beirut, may still be there, but 
in fact he was looking to leave Beirut to do a round of 











consultations in Europe. Whether he has left or not, I 
simply don‘t know. 


Q Any contact with the Syrians in the last 
24-48 hours? 


A I don't know whether there was diplomatic 
contact. There may well have been. I can't tell you. 


Q You're not answering that question of mine -- 
a review by the U.S. that could lead to a withdrawal. 


A No. I'm not answering your question. I'm 
sayinc I'm not going to get into the question -- I'm not 
going to address the question one way or another of what 
policy options, possiblities or lack of possibilities; but I 
think it would be wrong to walk out of here and say the 
State Department today refused to rule out this or rule out 
that. I'm just not addressing the issues. 


Q Well, but in the past you have. You've just 
knocked that down -- you know, you've written obituaries for 
that idea more than once. 


A Well, in terms of the U.S. participation in 
the Multinational Force and the standing behind, firmly 
behind, the Government of Lebanon, there is no change in 
policy. I'm not suggesting that to you at all. There 
is no change. 


Q When you knocked down the Rumsfeld-to- 
Damascus story, were you just knocking down the fact that he 
hasn't left yet, or that he's not going at all? 


A I don't know of any plans for him to go, 
frankly, although I think we probably would not want to get 
into his advance schedule. But he is in Beirut and -- 
that's just a fact. 


Q As we speak, he's in Beirut. 


A Well, he was a short while ago. Yes. As we 
speak he is in Beirut. 


Q Has the situation calmed down enough in 
Beirut so that either he or Ambassador Bartholomew are able 
to move around to talk to people? 


A They are talking to people. I don't know 
where they are talking to them or how. I just can't answer 
it; I don't know the facts. 








Q To clean up the Murphy thing just quickly, 
he's going to Europe to consult with the MNF partners? 


A I think he will be. 


Q So that would be the answer to the question 
about whether there will be a Ministers' meeting -- 


A No. I -— 


Q At least preliminary there will be an 
Assistant Secretary of State's meeting. 


A No, no, no, no. “Preliminary” -- I'm not 
casting it that way at all. I'm simply saying that he is 
intending to leave Beirut and do some consultations in 
Europe with the MNF partners, but I'm not at all suggesting 
that that's a preliminary to a Ministers’ meeting. 


Q What -- 
A Excuse me. There was a question over here. 


Q Is that going to be the principal forum or 
will there be meetings here at the Department or at the 
Ministerial level in each of the capitals concerning this 
urgent round of consultations? 


A There are all sorts of consultations and 
discussions which go on all the time, so -- 


Q Any ones in particular that you're aware of 
that have taken place or will -- 


A I'd really rather not go into a lot of detail 
on it, simply because we have not done that; but it is not 
unusual that we should have active discussions with our MNF 
partners. We have had; we are having; we will continue to 
have. 


Bernie? 


Q Was the French Foreign Ministry represen- 
tative here today for such discussions? 


A I don't know. They may well have been. 


Q Alan, what is the explanation that you're 
offering on an official level for the introduction of the 


New Jersey firing? 


vv 








A I'm sorry? Why? 
Q Why. Yes. 


A Because the MNF was fired upon. This is 
hardly the first time the New Jersey has fired. I would 
remind you, I said they fired their five-inch guns, but that 
hardly precludes firing whatever else is necessary. 


Bassam? 


Q Was the U.S. unit fired on, when you say 
the MNF was fired on? 


A I don't have details. I'm sorry. 


Q A clarification, Alan: You said that your 
support to the Lebanese Government is unwavering, standing 
with the Lebanese Government. What government? I mean, 
Gemayel or his government? There is none at all. Please 
clarify it for us. 


A There may not be -- actually, I understand 
in fact the Cabinet Ministers were requested to stay on 
temporarily, so there is a government. Now you want to get 
into a philosophical discussion. I'm not going to do that 
for you. 


Q Alan, have you got any response from the 
Syrian Government to the statement made by President Reagan 
yesterday? 


A The answer is I don't know, but I guess I 
wouldn't be able to comment in any case regarding that. I 
think that they probably have expressed themselves publicly, 
but I don't happen to have that. 

Q Alan, the Marine who was seriously injured, 
was that in an attack today or is that the same one 
yesterday? 

A No. I think there were two, Greg. 

Q There were two. 
A 


There was one yesterday at the airport -- 


Q There were two separate attacks apparently on 
the airport facilities yesterday and today? 











A I don't know where the second Marine was 
injured -- you know, where he was when he was injured. And 
I'm not sure -- I really would ask you to go to the Pentagon 
because -- 


Q Yes. I'm still confused. The New Jersey 
response today was in an attack on the Marines ay 


A It was -- again, I don't have detail, but it 
was -- excuse me, I guess I do in this one respect. I'll go 
back; I‘m sorry. In answer to Bernie's question before, 
it was the U.S. MNF position. Okay? 


Mortar and artillery positions that were firing on 
U.S. MNF positions. Okay? 


Q The Pentagon said it was the French position 
that was being -- 


A Well, it may have been two different things 
that were going on. 


Q Alan -- 
A Excuse me. John? 


Q Could I go back to Bernie Kalb's question 
just for a second about the rationale for the return fire? 


Is this in your understanding a simple outgrowth 
of President Reagan's remarks on September 14 that we 
would return fire if fired upon? Or is it something broader 
than that, that this is firing to protect Americans in 
Beirut, to support the Gemayel Government? In other words, 
it goes beyond what the President said on the 14th? 


A This -- I don't think I could be clearer that 
in terms of the New Jersey, what this says very clearly is 
they fired five-inch ante against mortar and artillery 
positions that were firing on the U.S. MNF positions. 


But, in any case, we have indicated before that 
they would fire also on positions which fired on U.S. per- 
sonnel or MNF positions and so on. So that position has 
been laid out long since. 


Q So there is nothing politically different 
about this than, say, firing the last time guns were used 
two weeks ago? 


A No. 
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Q The 15th. 
Q Just a second. Does that also apply to 


A Yes. That's my understanding. 

Q Couple of questions, Alan. The firing today 
by the New Jersey was not in support of the Gemayel 
Government, is that correct? 


A I'm not going to repeat it a third time, 


Bernie. 
Q No, no. But -- 
A I just read it three times -- 
Q But it hasn't been put to you that way. 
A It's very clear; it says it was in response 


to an attack on an MNF position. Okay? I can't answer it 
any clearer than that. 


Q Has there been any -- 

A Chris, do you have a question? 

Q FYI, as Bill was saying, the Pentagon says 
very specifically it was Druze firing on the French this 


morning that brought the firing shortly before 6:15 from the 
five-inch guns of the New Jersey. 





A Okay. Well, then if they've got something 
different, I guess I would defer to the Pentagon's announce- 
ment on it. But that also doesn't fall outside, as I said 
to thn before, what was announced before as things we would 
re*,..nd to. 


Q Alan, you were asked earlier -- just to 
clarify something -- you said in the endorsement in terms of 
U.S. participation in the MNF, “and we're strongly behind or 
ee behind the Government of Lebanon. There's no change 

n that. 


Do you want to add Gemayel to that? Are you 
strongly behind President Gemayel or not? 


A Sure. 








il 


Q Yes, just as much -- 
A There‘s no change in that. 
Bernie? 


Q Has there been any -- after the President's 
statement yesterday so specifically directed against Syria, 
have we noticed any change in any Syrian behavior on the 
following lines? The infiltration of supplies to the mili- 
tia through the Syrian-held positions? 


A Finish your list and I'll tell you. 
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Q Any effort on the part of the Syrians to 
respond through diplomatic channels to the President? Any 
invitation extended to Rumsfeld to continue discussions, 


etc.? 

A I*m not aware of any -- 

Q Have there been any Syrian blip along any of 
these lines? 


A Not that I‘m aware of. 


Q Alan, could we get away from the military 
situation for just a second and ask you for a sitrep on the 
government of Lebanon -- 


A Don't have one to give you. 


Q -- and a sitrep on the political efforts 
that Gemayel may or may not be doing? 


A I don't have anything new to give you on that 
today. 


Q Last night, I believe the news said that 
there were unidentified sources which fired at the Marines 
or the MNF, From the action of the New Jersey this morning, 
have you found out, or the intelligence or maybe the forces 
on the ground, found out that where is this source or the 
New Jersey hit back, because -- the unidentified source, 
which was that? (sic) 





A I don't think -- first of all, in light of 
apparent Pentagon statements which are different from this, 
I refer you to the Pentagon as to what they did. 


Secondly -- and maybe we'll just cut out giving 
you sitreps -- secondly, I don't think the point is 
necessarily to say that you knew who was behind the weapon 
when it fired as much as it is to say when you fired on the 
position you knew where it was, or you knew where it was -- 
well, I'll leave it at that. 


But I don't know that one needs to know the iden- 
tity of the person or persons actually firing the weapon 
before you fire back. 


Quite the opposite. Anybody who fires on those 
forces will be fired upon. 
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Jim? Go ahead. 


Q Has the United States or anybody thought of 
bringing the United Nations into this business now? 


A There have -- I don‘t know what you mean by 
"bringing them in." We've addressed before the question of 
a possible U.N. role. I don't have anything new to say 
about that. I think that there have been discussions in the 
past with the U.N. I'm sure there will be further ones. 


Q Specifically, in line with the President's 
statement yesterday that Syria certainly bears some 
responsbility -- 


A Right. 


Q -- would that not be one pressure point to 
bring on the Syrians? 


A Well, I‘m sure that the Secretary General and 
the U.N. are interested in this question, and we've had con- 
sultations with them. I don't have anything specific to 
offer you on it, though. Bernie? 


Q Alan, is it the U.S. understanding that the 
target of the New Jersey was within Syrian-held territory. 





A I don't know the answer to that. 


Q I would like to follow up on my question, 
Alan. In light of this, what happened, could it be 
discounted or could it be suggested or inferred that there 
was a provocation from some sources on the ground in Beirut 
itself to fire at the MNF or at the Marines in order to have 
that retaliation which happened this morning at 6:15? I 
mean, couldn't you find that there are some elements, 
trigger-happy, who want to create the situation of 
confusion? . 


A I have no basis for making that speculation. 
Jeff? 


Q Alan, is it the contention of the U.S. 
Government at this time that it has taken no military action 
in direct support of the Gemayel Government and has only 
ee and bombed in support of the U.S. Marines and the MNF 
orces? 
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Girect attack against the MNF. So that falls, again, within 
the -—— that was a circumstance that was made clear and is a 
little different from a direct attack. 


Q My question is still not answered, Alan. 


A I just answered it to the extent I'm going to 
answer it, Jeff. 


Q Would it be right to assume that contacts 
with the different factions in Lebanon -—— different factions 
in Lebanon -- have been disconnected now with the United 
States with the exception of the Gemayel government? 


A No. That would not be an accurate 
statement. 


Q Excuse me if you addressed this in the 
first five minutes, but can you tell us -- can you assess 
for us what the situation regarding the Lebanese Army is, 
the reports that they are handing over weapons to militia, 
that they are working with the militia in certain instances? 


A I can't confirm those reports. I wouldn't 
deny those reports, but I don't have information. 


Q You have nothing above and beyond what you 
said yesterday about it? 


A No. 


Q And with respect to their positions around 
the perimeter of the Marines, of where the Marines are -- 


A I don’t have anything on that. 

Q Can you say whether or not the U.S. training 
of the LAF continues? And resupply programs, are they still 
on-going or has that been suspended? 

A You means as of this moment as opposed to -- 


Q Well, because of the situation, has there 
been an alteration in that schedule? 


A You would have to ask the -- there's cer- 
tainly no alteration of the policy. In terms of the 
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actuality on the ground, I guess I‘d have to refer you to 
the Pentagon to find that out. But there's no change in 


policy. 


Q -Alan, a follow-up on his question. Isn‘t it 
true that some of the forces that have left the Army are the 
same forces that have been trained by U.S. special forces 
trainers? They've left not only with their weapons but also 
with the advanced training they've received from the U.S.? 


A I don't know. I don't know who has left the 
Army. 


Q Alan, is the U.S. participating in 
discussions to reconstitute the Lebanese Government? 


A Participating in discussions? I can only, 
really, John, refer you back to what I've said before -- that 
is, that we have tried to help facilitate the formation of a 
broadly based government and that effort certainly con- 
tinues. But I don't have anything new to say. That's 
hardly a new -- 


Q No, but we can assume that Bartholomew and 
others are in touch with various possible candidates who -- 


A I don't know that they're getting -- how 
deeply one would get into the question of trying to broker a 
settlement. That's not what I'm trying to say. But in 
terms of working with various parties and encouraging that 
sort of more broadly based government, that Costmany is 
being done. 

Q Alan, the opposition militia has said a pre- 
condition for any formation of a broadly based government 
would necessitate the abrogation of the May 17 agreement. 


If that's what it took to get what we're hoping to 
facilitate -- that is, the formation of a broadly based 
government -- would the United States abandon its support 
for May 17? 


A Two points: (1) our position hasn't 
oo (2) I*m not going to try to speculate on a hypothe- 
tical. 


Q Does the Administration think that the inclu- 
sion of a Lebanese Army man like General Tannous would 
add to the stability of the Lebanese situation? 
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A 
from here who the appropr 


Q Okay, could I ask you another question on 
that? There's talk in Beirut this morning that the 
Aduinistration may have a coup d'etat on their hands, what 

Ss 


they're calling there a “white coup," from the Lebanese army 
leadership. 


A I'm not aware of that. 


Q Are you happy with the behavior of the 
Democratic representatives by shelving the resolution in the 
Congress and not to push in the evacuation of the Marines 
now until -- 


A I don*t have anything new to say. We've 
expressed our views on that before. Nothing new on that. 


Greg, did you have a question? 
Q Whether Shultz is coming back early at all? 


A No indication that he's coming back early. I 
talked with them when they were actually, I guess, in the 
air on the way to Grenada and they were certainly planning 
to go ahead with their full schedule, and I have no indica- 
tion that anything other than that is suggested. 


Q Alan, what can you tell us, if anything, 
about consultations with Israel on the situation in Beirut? 


A Surely, there are conversations -- 

Q On the military? 

A -- with a variety of parties. Well, a lot 
of consultations go on. I'm not going to get into details 
about it. 

Q Following up Ralph, there are reports on FBIS 
that an Israeli armored column is heading north from the 
Awali line. 

A That's the first I know about it. 


Q Alan, are you asking the Arab moderates to 
put some more pressure on Syria right now? 


A Again, you're asking a lot of questions about 
what it is we're saying to other governments. I'm not going 
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to get into that. We have had a lot of discussions with 
Arab governments, we have worked cooperatively with a lot of 
them, and that effort continues. 


Q Well, but would you like them to do it right 
now? 


A I think we'll continue our discussions. 


Q Have you been discussing this issue with the 
Soviets lately, and how would you describe the Soviet role 
in the last 4-5 days? 


A I don't have a characterization of the Soviet 
role in the last four or five days to offer you, and I 
really don't know when the last discussions of the issue 
with the Soviets took place. 


Q Alan, is American support of Lebanon inextri- 
cably linked to support of Amin Gemayel personally? 


A I think that our position in support of the 
Government of Lebanon and for the efforts at national recon- 
ciliation and a broad government are quite clear, well known. 
I'm going to leave it at that. We certainly have supported 
President Gemayel's efforts and stand behind him. But 
you're asking basically a speculative, hypothetical 
situation, implicit in your question. I'm not going to try 
to address it. 


Q Alan, is it the U.S. view that the militia, 
the Shi'ites, etc., the opposition militia, are calling 
the shots on their own or that they are essentially being 
manipulated by Syria? 


A I think this gets back to a question that was 
asked yesterday about sort of the weight of responsibility 
in all this. That's part of that question; and I'm not 
going to try to apportion weights as to what is being done 
by any group on their own, what is being done with the 
encouragement of others. 


What I said yesterday, and it remains true today, 
is that Syria bears responsibility, but I'm not going to try 
to apportion that. 


Q Can you be anymore specific in terms of 
amount of arms that the Syrians have facilitiated into the 
area or -~- 
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A I can't, John. 


Q Can you confirm the presence of these PLO 
factions that are reportedly back in West Beirut, several 
hundred? , 


A = can't confirm it. I'm aware of the 
reports; I've seen reports, and so on. I'm not in a posi- 
tion certainly to deny them, but I'm not in a position to 
confirm them either. 


Q What is that? PLO fighters coming into 
Beirut, West Beirut? 


A Yes, West Beirut. Palestinians. 


Q What can you tell us about the flow of ordi- 
nance -- arms -- to the militia? 


A I don't have any information to share with 
you. 


Q Alan, let's have a filing break, okay? 
A Piling break? Yes, okay. 


Q Alan, due to the fact that Mr. Shafiq Wazzan 
yesterday requested or asked for the abrogation of the May 
17 agreement -- and this is not a hypothetical question -- 
if Mr. Gemayel himself will come tomorrow or in the next 
few days or the next few hours and say to the United States, 
"let's abolish this or abrogate it," what will be your posi- 
tion on that? ’ 


A The very word “if" in your question makes it 
a hypothetical question. I'm not going to get into it. I'm 
not going to get into it. 


Q It looks like it. You know, it's coming to 
it. (Laughter) 


A You're free to make your own judgment on it. 
You're asking me for our response to a hypothetical 
situation. I don't have a response to a hypothetical. 


Q Up to yesterday you were just refraining to 
see the desertion from the Lebanese Army of the Shi'ites and 
others. What's your explanation of today? 
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A Sure, I've seen reports of this, but I can't 
confirm it. Based on our official reporting, I'm not in a 
position to confirm that. But -- 


Q There is no "if" here in this question, you 
know. It's a fact now. 


A You assert it as a fact; I'm telling you I 
‘can't confirm it. So -- 


Q Alan, how should President Gemayel's govern- 
ment read che evacuation of dependents and non-essential 
diplomatic personnel from the U.S. Embassy in Beirut? 


A Simply as a prudent move to take out people . 
who are not required there, but certainly the Embassy opera- 
tion continues. And as I say, they're non-essential person- 
nel who were taken out, and I would not try to read broad 
political signals into that. 


Q Well, let me just follow that. Wouldn't it 
be accurate to read it as a U.S. assessment that militarily, 
and from a security standpoint, the U.S. does not believe 
that the Gemayel Government is in control in Lebanon? 


A No. I think that that's a sweeping generali- 
zation. As I say, go back to what I said about the fact 
that, yes, there is some deterioration in the situation, 
it's the prudent thing to do. That's why we're doing it. 


Q In what way -- wait a minute -- in what way is 
it sweeping? We're talking about an area around the 
U.S. and British Embassy compound in Beirut, the only area 
in which Gemayel's army had any effective control until a 
few days ago. 


A There are shells coming in which -- as I say, 
that buildings housing U.S. Government personnel were hit, 
although there were no injuries. I think it's the prudent 
thing to do. If you don't agree with that, that's your 
privilege. 


Bernie? 


Q Alan, do you have a sense of how long the 
firing by the New Jersey lasted? 





A I don't. I'm sure the Pentagon can give you 
something on that. 
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Q Did the firing precede the partial 
evacuation? 


A Oh, I think it did; yes. 


Q Have you received any other evacuation 
requests from any Americans over there in Beirut? 


A I don't know if there have been any, frankly. 
Obviously, people have in mind the fact that there are a lot 
of American citizens there, and I'm sure that people have 
considered what they might do if there really were a break- 
down. 





Q But no requests for you to evacuate Americans? 


A I can't say “no requests." I don't know the 
answer to that. 


Q Alan, the French have consistently taken as 
many attacks as the U.S. MNF, and obviously they are as 
equally diplomatically active. Are we coordinating our 
diplomacy with Paris, or is this-a two-pronged activity 
going on? 


A I think we're in very close touch with our 
MNF partners, as I say; and Ambassador Murphy is going to 
Europe to consult; there are various consultations going on 
through embassies, and so on. 


Q And are we also coordinating with Rafiq 
al-Hariri, the Saudi “envoy"? 


A I can't give you a late readout on that. 


We've been in touch clearly with the Saudis and have worked 
with them and with others, but I don't have a -- 


Q Have you given a ballpark figure on the 
number of Americans in Beirut? Do you have such a thing? 


A I have one in my head, but I don't know if 
it's accurate enough to share with you at this point, so -- 
I can try and -- 

Q Can you do it on an estimated basis? 


A Well, why don't we talk about that later. 


Q Alan, can you characterize for us the rela- 
eo state of cohesiveness of the MNF partners at this 
point? 
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A As I have said several times, there is good 
coordination. It continues. It's active. 


Q That's wasn't the question. 


Q Alan, the original invasion by the Israelis 
of Lebanon, which was embraced very warmly by Henry 
Kissinger at the time -- in fact, even before it happened -- 
in the last few months the President has also gone out of 
his way to state that he, now in retrospect, does support 
that. 


I*m wondering, in light of what it's led to now, 
if there's any sort of reassessment? 


A I'm not aware that that's the case -- 
What is? The reassessment or -- 


That the basis of your question is the case. 
Go ahead. 


Q Alan, have any other embassies carried out 
any kind of partial evacuation comparable to the U.S.? 


A I don't know. You'd have to check with their 
governments. 


Q Secondly. Do you characterize the present 
play of whatever negotiations there are among the various 
competing factions as being at a deadlock? Is it stagnant 
now? Are there any talks underway? 


A I would prefer not to characterize what other 
people are doing. As I say, our efforts continue but I 
don't want to try to characterize what factions in Lebanon 
may be doing. | 


Q Is it the U.S. feeling that there will 
actually have to be a rather serious “shoot ‘em up" before 
there will be a serious negotiation? 


A That's very speculative, Bernie. I don't 
think I'd like to engage in that one. 


Q I just want to be clear on one thing. Were 
you saying earlier, when you talked about motar and 
artillery firing on U.S. positions, are you talking about 
U.S. positions at the airport, the MNF at the airport? 

A MNF positions. 


Q MNF. Not U.S. at the airport? 








22 


. A That's what this guidance says. Go ask the 
Pentagon, however, since there seems to be some discrepancy 
between this and the Pentagon. 


Is there anything else? 
Q Let's go. 

A Okay. Let's go. 

Q Thank you. 
A 


You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:36 P.M.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Sorry for the 
,delay. I have a few announcements up front. 
yl" 

Pirst, regarding the assassination of the United 
Arab Emirates Ambassador in France. We condemn in the strong- 
est terms the assassination today in Paris of the United 
Arab Emirates Ambassador to France, Khalifa Ahmed Abd 
al-Aziz al-Mubarak. We wish to extend our condolences to 
the Government of the United Arab Emirates and to Ambassador 
al-Mubarak‘s family. 


Second, regarding the visit of the Somali Foreign 
Minister: Somali Foreign Minister Jama Barre, who is in 
Washington on a private visit, met with the Acting Secretary 
on Febrary 7. The United States Government continues to 
encourage the peaceful solution of differences among states 
in the Horn region and noted Somali willingness to improve 
relations with its neighbors. The United States Government 
supports Somalia's long-term economic policies directed 
toward liberalization and intends to assist Somalia meet 
short-term needs. 


Q Copy? 


A Sure. Regarding the human rights reports 
long awaited. It is expected -- let me caution you -- 
“expected” okay? -- that copies of the Country Reports on 
Human Rights Practices for 1963 will be available for the 
press late tomorrow morning. They would be distributed to 
you on an embargoed basis from the Press } saws as soon as 
they're available tomorrow. 


It is currently planned that the reports would be 
embargoed until noon on Friday, February 10. Assistant 
Secretary of State for Human Rights and Aun: ‘tarian 
Affairs Elliott Abrams will hold an On-the-w  .d 
briefing on the report Priday morning at 1l:°%. That 
briefing also would be embargoed until noon on Priday to 
coincide with the release of the embargo on the reports. 
This is all conditional on having those reports in hand, so 
if we have to change the ground rules at the last minute, I 
hope you'll understand, but that is our plan at this time. 








Also, regarding a briefing, a backgrounder in this 
case, there will Se a press BACKGROUNDER on southern Africa 
held in this room tomorrow, Thursday, February 9, at 4:00 
p.m. 


That is it for announcements. I'11 be happy to 
take your questions. , 


Q What is the outlook for a press conference 
from the Secretary? 


A I don't have any suggestion of a press con- 
ference on the Secretary's return. He's had several, of 
course, during this trip, but I don't know of any plans for 
one when he comes back. 


Q Alan, what are we accomplishing at this point 
by shelling behind Syrian lines in Lebanon? 


A (A) I guess I've got to tell you that I'm not 
totally up to date on the situation on the ground. I do 


understand that the U.S.S. New Je fired 16-inch shells 
at targets which were firing at yarizes targets, including 
the Ambassador's residence, today. 

I think that I would refer you, basically, to the 


President's statement of yesterday, which I can quote to you 
if you would like. 


Q We have it. 


A You have it? Good. I hope you understand 
it. Read it carefully. 


Q We need your interpretation of it. 


A Read it carefully. No, you don't need 
interpretation, but I would read it. It explains precisely 
why and under what circumstances there would be such firing, 
and so that -- you ask me why; I'm a little puzzled in the 
sense that it is explained in that statement. 


Q I asked what we're accomplishing; not why. 


A We're firing on targets that are firing, at a 
minimum, at the Ambassador's residence, and at other 
targets. 











Q What is the effect of this new policy on 
American diplomatic efforts to bring about a political solu- 
tion in Lebanon? 


A The question is really a broad one, as you 
suggest, of what effectiveness of the MNF is. These changes 
that were announced by the President yesterday are designed 
to make our participation in the MNF more effective, and 
hopefully, more convincing to those participants actually in 
the region that it is sensible to reach a political accon- 
modation, a solution. 


; 


} |: 
Q' We are working diplomatically in conjunction 
with the MNF, but not only as a part of it. Mr. Rumsfeld 

is not there as an instrument of the MNF. He's there as an 
instrument of American policy. So my question goes beyond 


the question of the MNF. 


Do you believe that this bombardment behind Syrian 
lines and the destruction today of a Syrian artillery con- 
mand center is going to be helpful in getting people to make 
a deal? 


A I can't make that judgment. Beyond what 
I just said to you before, Jeff, and I'd refer you to 
those words, but the basis on which we will engage in fire 
have been laid out. 


Bernie? 


Q How are you reconciling the use of the big 
guns with the fact that you have not yet moved any of the 
Marines out, and doesn't that -- 


A I don't see the connection. 


Q I*ll make it clear for you, then. Doesn't 
that increase the possibility that the Marines, also known 
as “sitting ducks," might be brought under attack because of 
the broadened use of military power as set forth in the 
President's statement? 


A Again, you've got to go basically to the 
Pentagon to find out precisely what targets were being fired at, 
including the Ambassador's residence, but there's no change 
in the sense that we have said before, when American diplo- 
mats, MNF, whatever, are being fired on, we will fire back. 


Q There is a change -- 














A There is a change in what the President said 
yesterday, but if you want to look at that specific thing, 
for example, you could have done it under the previous cir- 
cumstance as well as under the new circumstance. When 
we're fired on, we're going to fire back. And the 
Ambassador's residence was certainly included under the pre- 
vious terms and it obviously is included under the new cir- 
cumstance. 


The fact that the Marines -- the redeployment 
of the Marines has not begun doesn't mean that you sit there 
and let your facilities be shelled and not respond. 


Q Is this withdrawal of 500, whatever the 
number will come to ultimately, is it your understanding 
that it will take place within a month of -- 


A No. What will happen -- 
Q What is the timing on that? 


A Okay. The timing on that is that -- first of 
all, as the President indicated, it will begin soon. We 
estimate that about 500 Marines will deploy on board ship 
within the coming month. 


As the President's statement indicated, though, we 
won't be taking any action on redeployment until a plan has 
been submitted to the President. 


Q Until what? 


A A plan has been submitted to the President. 
I can't tell you beyond that at this stage what the further 
stagings that were indicated by the President will be. I 
just don't know that. 


Q Is this the first step of a total pullout 
which you're disguising as a phased withdrawal? 


A No. I think the President indicated in his 
statement yesterday, quite clearly, his continued commitment 
to the MNF and to support of the Government of Lebanon, and 
I would reject that characterization. 


Q One other thing. What is the objective of all 
these new things yesterday? 


A The objective is to make the MNF more effec- 
tive. It's quite clear that the deployment of the Marines 
at the airport had become both an excuse for some of the 








parties, saying “we won't do anything 
and also a target. So that what 
sideration for several weeks now 

ture our participation in the MNF under the 
and within the existing policy framework to 

tive; and these steps that were announced yesterday are 
designed to do that. 


Q Alan, given that, are you encouraging 
President Gemayel to step down as well -- 


A No. 


Q - since the MNF had functioned as an excuse 
to further progress, would we then, since they are also 
saying that President Gemayel as president is a bar to further 
the progress, are we encouraging him to step down at this point? 


A No, clearly not. 
Ralph? 


Q Is the purpose of the one-month delay in 
redeployments or withdrawals to give Gemayel a timetable 
during which he can get his act together, or not, before 
actual movement takes place? What's the -- 


A I'm not saying there's a one-month delay. 


Q Well, the Marines in Beirut this morning were 
saying that it could be done in three or four days if the 
orders were given for that purpose. So what's the purpose 
of the delay, making the announcement, and then just 
delaying the actual movement? 


A The announcement is to articulate a policy. 
You don't do things which are perceived to be of major 
dimension without explaining yourself. So that's why you 
have a policy announcement. 


In terms of why phasing it, you phase it so it is 
done in an orderly way and doesn't give a misperception of a 
pullout, to go back to what we were discussing before. It 
is a redeployment, as I think Secretary Weinberger talked 
about it this morning, and it is going to be done, as the 
President said yesterday, in stages. It's not going to be 
done all at once. 


I also -- I don't know when it's going to begin, 
Ralph. I don't know anybody who said there's going to be a 
month delay in beginning -- 
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Q You said five hundred over one month, s0 
that would mean a few each day, perhaps -- 


A I don't know. 


Q Well, at the very most, you could have 500 
moving at one time out of 1,500. 


A That's right. It'll be done in an orderly 
way. 


Ghassan? 
Q Two questions, Alan. 
A I*m sorry, I can't hear you. 


Q Two questions. You just told us now that the 
Marines -- one of the reasons besides firing at the Marines 
is that some parties said they will not do something until 
or unless the Marines are moved. Is this -- I've never 
heard this before. Are they being moved out because of 
political as well as military pressures to facilitate cer- 
tain things in Beirut? 


A There is no question, and I don't really have 
writ, I guess, to go beyond a general statement -- perhaps 
some of this is in the public domain; perhaps not all of it 
is. I just will make a general statement. 


There's no question that some of the parties were 
using the current deployment pattern of the MNF as an excuse 
not to move ahead on the political front. Whether that was 
a valid excuse, obviously, is e¢ question for judgment. But 
in any case, to the extent that people were trying to do 
that, this will eliminate that excuse. 


Q Which party, Alan? 


A As I say, I'm not prepared to go into greater 
detail on that. 


Q Can I please follow up on this? So this 
actually could be seen as a positive gesture on the part of 
the United States to continue to open more political | 
Giscussions. Am I wrong in understanding it that way? 





A Certainly, the objective of the entire 
package is to facilitate movement toward the various goals 
that we have laid out many times. 


Q Alan, I know you don't want to go into 
further details but there are two basic parties in Lebanon -- 
our guys and their guys -- and there's been some hint that 

1 has not been willing to make more concessions than 
he did because he had the United States behind him. Are you 
suggesting that perhaps he is the party that didn't make the 
political concessions? 


A Mo; no, I'm not making that suggestion. 









Q The bad guys? 


- A I prefer not to go into that charac- 
terization, but I'm not suggesting what you were raising 
about President Gemayel. 


Q Alan, Republican and Democratic Congressional 
critics of the decision to escalate the military involvement 
of the U.S. ships believe that the United States will actually 
take sides in the civil war in Lebanon against the wish of 
the majority of the Lebanese people. How do you answer 
these critics? 


A The same way I've answered that question the 
half dozen times you've raised it before, which is to say, 
we are not taking sides on behalf of any one faction or con- 
fessional group within Lebanon against others. We are 
working on behalf of support for the central government of 
Lebanon, a broadening of that government, the establishment 
of that government's authority throughout the country of 
Lebanon. 


Ji- 


Q . Gon me to repeat what we asked yesterday 
and the day before yesterday: Is there a government in 
Lebanon now? I mean, you know -- 


A There is a government. The President 
remains. I think that, clearly, there needs to be re- 
establishment. There is, in a sense, I guess you'd have to 
say, a caretaker government in the sense that the Prime 
Minister has resigned and has asked to be replaced. So that 
process will move forward. But there is a government in 
Lebanon we're dealing with, including obviously President 
Gemayel. 














Jin? 


Q I*d like to refer your attention to the 
second point in the President's statement, saying “When the 
government of Lebanon is able to reconstitute itself," and 
so on, the United States pledges to do Xx, Y and 2. 





A Uh-huh. I think that gets to the point I was 
just making. 


Q Can you tell me whether, in fact, the United 
States will do X, Y and 2 before the government reconstitu- 
tes itself? 


A Pirst of all, that gets to the point I was just 
making about the fact that there is in a sense a caretaker 
government there, and so that process of reconstituting the 
government is underway. 


As far as training and equipping, and so on, there 
is an on-going program, and there's nothing in the 
President's package which suggests that that program would 
not continue as it has been. 


Q I'm not asking whether it'll continue; I'm 
asking about the words “vigorously accelerate", “speed up 
delivery", “improve the flow", “intensify training," which 
points to a change in the schedule. Will these changes in 
the scheduling, or in the pace, of the U.S. training program 
take place only when the Government of Lebanon is able to 
reconstitute itself, or is it taking place even as we speak 
in advance of any formal reconstitution? 


A No. I think, basically, as the President 
noted yesterday, are plans to accelerate -~ for that acclera- 
tion that you're referring to -- are contingent on progress 
towards reconstitution of the government, which obviously 
involves the question of political stability which in turn 
affects the ability of the LAF to absorb equipment and 
training. So that is the answer to that. 


Excuse me, John, you have a question? 


Q Alan, could you tell us a little about the 
consultations with the MNF partners on this? The reports 
are that they were notified not until an hour before the 
announcement was made. Is that accurate? 





A There was -- let me just go back a little bit 

the history of this thing. I think part of it I'm going 
eee? one ween in terms of the President 

his decisions. et me just try what I can on this. 


I indicated before, the review of this has been 
eins weeks. An effort to make more effective 
ibution that we have, I'd refer you back, for 
az an indication of that, to Larry 





Eag remarks in his prepared sel -- toward the 
end of that testimony -- before the House Pore gn Affairs 
Committee last week. 





The decision, in principle, to go ahead with these 
moves was made by the President last week. Consultations 
with various parties began at that time -- obviously, the 
Government of Lebanon and others as well. 


The Government of Lebanon then gave its go-ahead, 
said “do this" in recent days, and we began more intensive 
consultations about what we were going to do. As the 
situation in Beirut changed in the last few days, there was, 
in effect, a pause to review because this was a long-term 
program that people were looking at; it was a policy being 
adopted for long-term reasons, not for purposes of dealing 
with the short-term contingency, and people wanted to take a 
look at it. They did, and then the decision was made to go 
ahead, and I think that there was, perhaps, some unsureness 
about the exact timing of that announcemert yesterday and I 
think that's what's been reflected. But there was con- 
sultation about the general purposes of this quite a bit 
before that. 


Again, as to the exact timing and that sort of 
thing, I really have to refer you to Larry Speakes. 


Q Wasn't it early yesterday that the MNI part- 
ners heard for the first time that the United States would 
be pulling the Marines back onto the ships? 


A Early yesterday? I can't -- I honestly don't 
know when, but there was a consultative process going on all 
along. I just don't know specifically when, John. I'm not 
trying to duck it. I don't know the answer, and I'm not 
sure that I would get into great detail, but I don't think 
that's the kind of thing that was being reflected 
necessarily, at least, in the stories that I read this 
morning which were talking about, I think, a different 
problem where it seemed to be a shorter notice than that. 





10 


Q Alan, granted that this is 1984, how do you 
make an army more effective by pulling it out? 


A It's not a question of making an army more 
effective -- 


Q Our armed forces. 


A Our presence there has been not tc be a 
fighting force in the sense of going out and challenging 
people, but to be a supporting presence. We've gone through 
that and I don't intend to rehearse all of that. 


As I said before, the fact of the matter, however, 
is that it was clear over time that that force was 
increasingly becoming both an excuse and a target. So the 
issue was, how do you make your contribution in a more 
effective way, in a way which, in fact, is safer? So, this 
approach to trying to provide more fire power, more 
training, more equipment for the Lebanese Armed Forces, and 
yet have that presence there. 


Not all the Marines are going to be pulled out; 
not all military uniform personnel will be pulled out. 
You'll have trainers, for example. You'll have people 
guarding facilities. We'll just have to see how that evolves. 
I*m not prepared to address that in great detail because I 
think all that's been worked out. But that question is, how 
do you get things done in a way which contributes to your 
longer-term objectives. 


David? 


Q Something I'd appreciate your explaining to 
me. You said before that U.S. goals there had not changed 
by which I mean -- I assume you mean -- the overall goals: 
strong central government, withdrawal of foreign forces, 
secure the northern border. Could you please explain to me 
how the Marine withdrawal contributes to those goals? 


A Again, I think, the point -- I think I'm 
going to begin to stop going over the same ground. The 
point is to try more effectively to contribute to the pro- 
cess, essentially, the political process, and the ending of 
the hostilities between the various factions supported, to 
some extent, importantly externally within Lebanon. And it 
is felt that this approach, this three-pronged approach the 
President addressed, or announced yesterday, will contribute 
to that. 


Q Will we encourage the rest of the MNF to 
leave as well? 
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A Oh, I think that they understand the purposes 
of what we're doing. It's not a question of encouraging the 
other parties to leave; no. I understand from various 
reports this morning that the British have withdrawn their 
contingent also to a ship. They haven't left the MNF. I 
don't know what the French and Italians will do, if 
anything, and I'd obviously have to refer you to them. 


Q Alan, can you spell out for us, please, the |. 
disintegration of the Lebanese Army, the extent of it? ‘yl 


A I have nothing to offer you on it. 


Q Is it as bad as has been painted, that they 
were defecting in wholesale lots, or -- 


A I don't have details on it, Bill. I've seen 
reports but I don't have details on it. Again, I'm not 
. suggesting that the whole thing is holding together. 
Obviously, there are units which are holding together quite 
well, but I just don't have details to give you on that. 


Chris? 
Q "MNF" means Multinational Force? 
A Right. 


Q If we take our Marines and over a period we 
put them all on the ships or we put them somewhere else and 
the other nations, our other partners, do a similar kind 
of thing, and most of them are saying things like they are 
going to, and the British have already done it, what is the 
Multinational Force? Is it a flotilla off the coast? What 
is it? Does it exist anymore after that? 


A Sure. It is a presence which is still there, 
and, as I said before, I'm not clear as to precisely who will 
be on the ground. They won't all be part of the MNF. 
Presumably, there'll be other personnel there as well. But 
the fact of the matter is, it wasn't there as a fighting 
unit, rose. It was there as a presence. That presence 
will remain. There will be other dimensions to our presence 
which we've talked about. 


Bernie? 


--MORE-- 
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Q Could I just follow that, please? 
A Yeah. Go ahead. 


Q Our -- the presence that will remain, though, 
is the 110 trainers, who clearly are supporting the Lebanese 
Army. I mean, it can't be much more direct than that. So 
our only presence will be -- at some point will be -- that 
training presence on the ground plus the flotilla -- 


A No. I didn't say that. And I think we're 
going to have to see what the remaining force will look 
like. We talked about, in the President's announcement, an 
accelerated program of training and equipping. Presumably, 
that will include more people. There will be Marines or 
others around to be guarding facilities, not just, you know 
-- so there's a function. 


Q It's my point that we will be increasing the 
training aspect of it, we will -- there will no longer be a 
multinational aspect of it at all, so we are -- 


A Well -- 
Q How does that make it -- 
A You will have -- 


Q -- simply being a supporter of the Lebanese 
Army and not any kind of multinational thing at all? 


A Well, I think that the principle -- the pre- 
sence will remain. You will have the ships which will be 
both offshore containing the Marines in them and also the 
firepower which those ships represent. 


Bernie? 

Q Alan, a couple of things here. Do you have a 
sense of the number of Americans in Beirut and what pre- 
cautions are being taken -- 

A Yes. I have something on that. 


Q -- to protect Americans, as well as the U.S. 
press there? 


A I don't have anything specific on the press. 
I do have -- let me give you what I've got, though, on 
American citizens and so on. 
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Pirst of all, the figures, I must say to you, are 
not easy to come by. I am trusting that these are final 
figures, for the moment anyway. 


Yesterday 41 Americans departed Beirut as part of 
the U.S. drawdown of government personnel. Of those, 24 are 
U.S. Government employees, 17 dependents. 


Today a total of 49 Americans departed Beirut, 
including 45 U.S. AID host-country contractors, three State 
' Department employees, and one dependent. 


The Department, of course, has contingency plans 
-- always does -- for evacuation of private citizens and spe- 
cified third-country nationals -- has it for all countries 
in which the U.S. Government is formally represented. 


In addition, we -- with regard specifically to 
Lebanon, we have standing agreements with various countries 
to assist in the removal of their citizens residing in the 
‘country, should that become necessary. 


We, of course, continue to monitor the situation 
closely, and we intend to implement evacuation plans in the 
event that this becomes necessary. But I would stress to you, 
that is not a decision which has been taken by any means, 
and at this point the U.S. has only undertaken a drawdown of 
U.S. personnel in Beirut. 


There is no formal evacuation underway, but, 
obviously, we will give American citizens a facilitative sup- 
port, as resources permit, to arrange departure via commercial 
means. 


Q And the numbers? 


A Now, as far as the number of various kinds of 
Americans in Beirut, there are 191 U.S. Government employees 
now in Beirut, 106 of whom are temporary duty trainers 
assigned to the Office of Military Cooperation. No depen- 
dents remain in Beirut. 


We estimate that there are also approximately 1350 
U.S. citizens in Beirut. They are employees of U.S. firms 
or full-time residents, clergy, relief workers and their 
dependents. 


We also estimate that about 900 dual Z 
Lebanese-American nationals reside in Beirut, and that there 
are about 174 resident aliens there as well. 
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So far as we know, all American citizens are safe 
and accounted for. 


Q What does an American citizen get told if he 
or she calls the Embassy inside Beirut today -- or they 
can't get through to the Embassy. But if they could speak to an 
American State Department official in Beirut, what would 
they be told? Is it time to leave? 


A There is no evacuation under way. There is 
-- there has been a travel advisory issued -- let me just 
read it to you -- on this. 


It says, “The Department of State advised that the 
situation in Lebanon remains hazardous. In view of the wor- 
sened security situation, dependents of U.S. Government 
employees have left the country, but the Embassy in Beirut 
remains in operation. All Americans should avoid travel to 
Lebanon at this time." 


In answer to your question about somebody who's 
already there, I just -- I don't believe that any formal 
notice of any sort has been given. There is no evacuation 
under way, as I say, although that may -- that limits, 
because there's no evacuation under way, limits the kinds of 
things that the Embassy can do. They certainly would, 
within their resources, provide facilitative assistance for 
commercial travel out. 


What's the date of that advisory? 
The advisory is dated the 8th. _ 
That's today. 
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That's today. 


Q Alan, would you cite for us the Congressional 
language under which the President feels he has authority to 
expand the ability of the Sixth Fleet to take under fire 
positions in Lebanon that are not taking the Marines under 
fire? 


A I think I would -- I guess if you're going to 
ask me about a military question, I'll refer you to the 
military organization, the Pentagon. But the -- 


Q That's a legal question. 


A But there is -- has been an understanding -- 
well, there was a submission under the War Powers Act which 
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went up. There's no change in that. The mandate of the 
forces there and basic terms and the role has not changed. 
There was, as I reminded you yesterday in response to a 
question, an occasion in -- some time ago at Sug-al-Gharb 
where there was firing on what were not directly U.S. for- 
ces, but it was felt that that firing, if the attack had 
succeeded, would have endangered U.S. personnel -- MNF and 
other U.S. personnel -- and that was done at that time. 





As the President indicated in his statement 
estensey again to go back to the text, his first point was 
To enhance the safety of American and other MNF personnel in 
Lebanon, I have authorized U.S. Naval forces, under the 
existing mandate of the MNF. . ." and so on. 


Q He says “under the existing mandate." I'm 
just asking you -- 


A That's right. 


Q == what language in the mandate would you 
cite to support that authority? 


A Well, I don't have the mandate. I'd refer 
you back to it. It's on the public record, Bill. 


Q Alan, since you -- since the U.S. bombard- 
ments there in Lebanon are in part intended to support the 
Lebanese Army, can you tell us in non-military terms what is 
the present status of this army, of the LAF? 


A You're saying the firing is to support the 
army? No. That is not the purpose. The firing, as I just 
read, is to support the safety, or in support of the 
safety, of Americans there, and that is the basic underlying 
principle of that. 


Q It's not intended to support the army, the 
Lebanese Army? 


A Well, our policy support for the Central 
Government of Lebanon, and for the Lebanese Armed Forces is 
one thing. The mandate under which we would be using fire 
refers to the safety of Americans, so that's another thing. 


aoe could you characterize in non- 
military Gees the situation of the LAF there now? 


A No. I was asked about that before, and I 
really don't have anything for you. 
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Q Alan, I‘*ve got a clarification on the nus- 
bers, and I have a question as well. Does your head count 
apply to Americans in Lebanon but outside of Beirut, or are 
these strictly people in the City of Beirut? 


A I will check. I believe this is in Beirut. 
This is -- | 


Q If you could -- 
A This says in Beirut. Okay? 


Q -— somehow get a country-wide figure, that 
would be helpful. 


A Well, okay. I will put the question. I 
don't know that I can answer it satisfactorily. 


Q The question I have is, at the time the 
Multinational Force was chartered, one of its key functions 
was envisioned as providing a buffer for us at the point at 
which foreign troops began to withdraw to fill the void left 
by that withdrawal. 


Does this new policy foreclose that eventual role, 
should there be a negotiated withdrawal of Syrian and 
Israeli troops? 


A Well, I‘m not sure I agree with your descrip- 
tion of the role. It was described as an “interposition 
force", which didn't necessarily say that there was going to 
be any movement out in any direction as there was withdrawal 
of forces -- of the force that it was interposing between. 


Well, I think that what might have happened, or 
what might happen in the future, I'm not really going to try 
to speculate about. But I would really ask you to go back 
and check on what was said at the time, because I don't 
think that it was ne gee and we always, I think, have 
said we don't know, in terms of when foreign forces withdraw, 
how we would deal with an expanded MNF role, if there would 
be an expanded MNF role, if there will be an expansion of 
the MNF forces; and all those questions we basically set 
aside because we didn't know the answers to those things. 


So it really, I'm afraid, falls into the realm of 
the hypothetical. But there was not laid out any plan 
which -- 


Q Is that not a moot possibility? 


rai 
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A I'm not going to try to speculate on the 
future on that, Bill. 


Q Alan, do you have anything to tell us about 
the consultations with Israel, and these consultations 
are within the framework of the strategic agreements with 
Israel? 


A Oh, I — we have had a lot of consultation 
with the various parties, including Israel, the other Arab 
states in the region, and so on. So there's nothing new 
about that, and we have been in touch with Israel about our 
plans in this case. 


Q Alan, do I understand -- 
A Excuse me. What? 


Q Is the Israeli position being cooperative 
with the United States in the decision -- 


é I don't think I'm going to describe any one 
party. I'm not going to start down a list of what's the 
attitude. We have good, close cooperative relations with 
Israel, but I'm not going to start characterizing our con- 
versations on this. 


Q Do I understand correctly that we do not con- 
template shooting behind Syrian lines except somehow when a 
case can be made it's in defense of Americans there? 

A I suggest to you, you read the President's 
statement. That isn't what it says. It says -- well, vou 
have it, and you told me not to read it, so I won't do tat. 

Q Alan -- 

A Excuse me? 

Q Follow on that, please, Alan? 

A 


Yes. Excuse me. Go ahead. 


Q Reading through the President's statement 
yesterday, he talks about accelerating arms, but there 
doesn't seem to be any money in the '84-'85 budget for this 
sort of arms. Does that mean you're going to go to the 
Congress for a supplement? 
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A Well, I’m sure there would have to be 
arrangements made to find funding for it, yes. I don't know 
precisely what would be done, but there would obviously have 
to be some money. 


Q Could I also ask you about the radar systes 
that has been in Lebanon helping the forces find out where 
the attacks are coming from? Is that going to stay along 
with the advisers? 


A I think I would have to ask you to go to the 
Pentagon to talk about that. 


Jin? 
Q Could we have a filing break? 


A Any objection to a filing break? (There was 
no objection) Okay. Piling break. 


Q Can I go back to the President's statement on 
the first one which you just read? Are we to interpret that 
statement as meaning that any firing from parts of Lebanon 
controlled by Syria into greater Beirut automatically 
affects the safety of American and other MNF personnel in 
Lebanon? 


A I think that is a reasonable reading of that. 


Q Alan, under the President's plan, any firing 
by Syrian artillery units inside Lebanon, having nothing to 
do with Shi'a or Druze, does that qualify for becoming a 
target? And has there been any firing exclusively Syrian? 


A I don't know the answer to the question, the 
second question. Again, I'd have to refer you to the 
President's words. He talks about any -— “against any units 
firing into greater Beirut from parts of Lebanon controlled 
by Syria as well as against any units directly attacking 
American or MNF personnel and facilities". 


Q So Syrian artillery could draw a hit by the 
U.S.? 


A If they -—- yes. If they fire, they could be 
fired upon. 


Q Alan, there's a variety of interpretations in 
the President's move as representing a failure of his policy 
and a stunning defeat for his policy. Could you address 
that question? 
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A I think that what I have said makes clear 
that what is at issue here, what has been announced here, is 
a policy which has been under consideration for some weeks 
in an attempt to, not leave the situation but rather to 
yr oom dre the effort that we're making and make it more 
effective. 


So I think it is not reasonable to characterize it 
as -- bespeaking a failure, but rather as a serious effort 
to try to be more effective. 


Q Do you see these latest steps as a triumph of 
U.S. policy? 


A I don't think I'm prepared to talk about 
triumphs, but I think the fact is we're trying to be more 
effective in doing what we're doing. 


Jeff? 


Q Alan, when the New Jersey first used its 
16-inch guns, government officials were very careful about 
explaining to us that because of the tremendous damage that 
each of the shells do, that we use them very sparingly. And 
this.morning we fired more 16-inch shells in a single salvo 
than have been used since the New Jersey was first deployed, 
put into action with the big guns. 





Are we to take that as an indication that our con- 
cern about collateral damage has decreased? 


A I don't think I would take it as that. I 
cannot tell you, though, what the nature of the targets was. 
You'd have to go to the Pentagon for that. But the concern 
about innocent people being affected is no less than it was. 


Ralph? 


Q Alan, in light of everything you've said 
about trying to increase the effectiveness of the 
Multinational Force in Lebanon, did Secretary Shultz or -- 
recommend, or did the Administration consider, reinforcing 
the Multinational Porce on the ground? 


A I think I've indicated before I don't go into 
the question of options, and I don't intend to do that 
today. 


Q Alan, since you said that the review has been 
going on for some weeks, there are reports last night that 








t was made after Mr. Rumsfeld 
with President 1 for two hours -- his situation 
the situat in Lebanon was so negative that 
the President made the decision to come out with the state- 
ment. What do you comment on that? 


A Well, I said that the decision was made in 
principle last week. We then went ahead with various con- 
sultations, including, of course, centrally, with the 
Government of Lebanon. But -- and that the terms -- I indi- 
cated before that in terms of the timing, specific 
timing, of that announcement yesterday, I'm really going to 
have to defer to Larry Speakes. I'm not capable of 
answering that. I'm not with the party. 


Q Alan, I know the Deputy Secretary's testimony 
this afternoon is closed, but would you anticipate that what 
you are telling us right now is the operative American posi- 
tion, and there will not be some major policy shift in that 
this afternoon? 


A I certainly would not anticipate a major 
policy shift being announced this afternoon. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment -- 
Q Alan -- 
A Please, please. 


Q What does the last sentence in the paragraph 
about shelling in the President's statement mean, where he 
says “We will stand firm to deter those who seek to 
influence Lebanon's future by intimidation"? Doesn't that 
suggest a different purpose, of supporting the government? 


A I think it indicates a determination, but I 
don't think it indicates anything that's inconsistent with 
what I‘ve said before. 


Q Do you have any comment on the statement made 
by Italian Poreign Minister Mr. Andreotti that the decision 
taken by Mr. Reagan is a unilateral action and dangerous to 
the MNF? 


A Well, I hadn't seen that statement. I 
really can't comment on it. There obviously -- we did -- as 
I say, there were consultations. The decision is as 
explained in the President's statement, and I would leave 
you with that. 








Q Alan -- 
Q In that regard -- 
A Max? 

—Q I know you can't go ‘nto diplomatic 
exchanges, but Reuters has a report that the Soviets are 
sending one of their top guys to Damascus next week. Have 
we been in touch with the Soviet Union in the last 24 hours 
on this subject? ay. 


A I don't know the answer to that, Max. 
Ghassan? 


Q The President's statement -- I think there is 
-- you, in my understanding, expressed two views here. I'd 
like to pin you down. 


Is it in defense of the MNF, or is it, as the 
President says it, “firing at the greater Beirut area, as 
11 as." How do you read “as well as," as separate from or 
alongside? 


A I think, again, I've got to refer you to the 
text. 


Q It's an interpretative area, Alan. 


A What it says is -- I know. We can go through 
great textual analysis here, but the fact is, it says that they 
are authorized under the existing mandate to provide naval 
gunfire and air support against -- and let me sort of number 
them for you: 


(1) Any units firing into greater Beirut from 
parts of Lebanon controlled by Syria. Okay? That's one. 
Any units firing into greater Beirut from Syrian -- from 
parts of Lebanon controlled by Syria, as well as, 


(2) Against any units directly attacking American 
or MNF personnel or facilities. 


So those are different things. 


Q To follow up -- 
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ich 
the purpose to create the pre- 
text for the American ships to shell the Syrian positions. 


A Well, I*m not aware of that, but I guess I 
would have to say that since the response is generally back 
to the direct place from which the fire came, that strikes 
me as a rather dangerous approach to life, if anybody is 
doing that. 


Q Are you very sure of the sources of fire 
coming to the Beirut area? 


A I can't tell you in every instance we are, 
but I think that the fact of the matter is that we have 
pretty good resources on that. 


Jim? 


Q On the MNF question that was just raised, and 
with the Italian Foreign Minister as well, can you say, were 
there any reservations expressed by any of the MNF partners 
about such an announcement at this time, when there were 
consultations, and was there anything more than 
consultations? Was there a meeting of the minds that would 
suggest an MNF agreement, that is, across -- the English, 
the Prench, the Italians? 


A Again, I am, as usual, not going to get into 
the diplomacy. I think that the various MNF governments can 
express themselves as they wish. 


Q Last night -- 

Q Another subject? 

A No. Let's stay with this one. 
Q 


Last night Prince Bandar bin Sultan, the 
Saudi Ambassador who negotiated the last cease-fire with the 
United States and with Mr. Rumsfeld and others, said on 
*“Nightline* that he was not consulted about the decision of 
the President or the announcement of the President, and he 
said he knew about it after it happened. What do you answer 
to this? 


A Well, I don't know what -- specifically what 
consultations were held with the Government of Saudi Arabia. 
I'm sorry. 








Let's basically finish this off -- two more 
questions -- and go to something else. Bill? 


Q How about the UNIFIL forces? What's the 
progress of attempts to bring them into the picture? 


A Well, I don’t know of anything specific. I 
think their mandate comes up -- when? I can't remember when 
it comes up, but it's -— yes -- it will be due in the next 
couple months, I guess, for renewal. But I don’t think -- 


at this point I don't have ing to say to you about a 
UNIFIL force sort of filling behind or anything of that 
sort. 


Q You'd be bringing them up from the south, not 
just renewing their mandate. 


A Yeah. I don‘t know of any consideration 
actively being given to that or by the UNIFIL contributors 
to thinking about that. 


Q Alan, is it true that Bartholomew and Rums- 
feld were pinned down briefly yesterday at the U.S. Embassy 
and wanted to leave but were unable to leave because of the 
fighting outside? 


A I don't know the answer to that, but there 
was firing around the residence and so on, so, I mean, I 
don't -- I can’t say it*s not true, Ralph. I just don't 
know the answer to it. 


Q Where are they today, Alan? 


A Well, Ambassador Rumsfeld is in Beirut. 
Ambassador Murphy was in Rome. He is enroute to Paris and 
London. 


Q All these diplomats that came out of Beirut, 
are they coming to the United States? 


A They -- all of those who were -- who departed 
have been transported to Cyprus, will proceed from there to 
various onward destinations. The temporary-duty employees 
will be returning to the United States within the next 
several days. Permanent Department of State employees are 
on duty status and may be temporarily reassigned to other 
posts or to the Department. 


We anticipate that all the dependents will be 
returning to the U.S., but I just don't really have anything 
further on that. 
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Q Alan, could it be assumed that the American 
flotilla offshore of Lebanon will remain to stay there even 
after the United Nations peacekeeping force is taking charge 
there? 


A You're taking me way down a future road which 
I'm just not prepared to get into. Can we close off this 
subject and take anything else that anybody's interested in, 
if there's anything else? 


Q Yes. Do you have any comment o1 the vote 
yesterday by the House on certification in Salvador? 


A Yes. We don't see any necessity for a nead- 
to-head confrontation on this issue. Our position on this 
issue is well known. There is agreement among the 
Executive, the Congress and the Commission that human rights 
progress is essential, but in our judgment the all-or- 
nothing basis of the previous certification language has not 
been effective. 


We concur with the consensus on conditionality in 
military assistance reached by the Bipartisan Commission 
that "Vigorous concurrent policies on both the military and 
human rights fronts are needed to break out of the demora- 
lizing cycle of deterioration on the one hand, and abuses 
on the other. 


"We believe policies of increased aid and 
increased pressure to safeguard human rights would improve 
both security and justice. A slackening on one front would 
undermine our objective on the other. El Salvador must 
succeed on both, or it will not succeed on either." 


That's the end of the quote. We expect to con- 
tinue to discuss this issue with the Congress in the context 
of the Central America Democracy Peace and Development Ini- 
tiative which will be transmitted to Congress shortly, 
perhaps before the end of the week. 

Q Copy of that, please? 

A Yes. 


Q Do you have any remarks or reaction to the 
statements of the Mexican President yesterday? 


No. We don't. Okay? 


Thank you, Alan. 
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You're welcome. 
The briefing concluded at 1:35 p.m.) 
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FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 10, 1984, 1:10 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. A couple of announce- 
ments up front. As you know, yesterday afternoon the 
Press Office made available the fourth set of Grenada docu- 
ments. Due to the limited quantity, I'm afraid we're going 
to have to limit distribution of those sets to one copy per 
news organization. 


Point number 2, as you know, President Mubarak and 
King Hussein are scheduled to be here next week. Obviously, 
with developments in Moscow -- 

Q Who is scheduled? I'm sorry. 


A Mubarak and Hussein. Obviously, there may be 
some state of flux in the travel of various dignitaries 
around the world, but assuming that those visits are still 
on schedule, we are going ahead with the BACKGROUNDER this 
afternoon at 2 o'clock in our briefing room on their visits. 

Q That's 2 o'clock, John? 

A That's 2 o'clock. 


Q Mubarak, Monday, and Hussein, Tuesday, or 
vice versa? 


A I think it is Hussein, Monday, and Mubarak, 
Tuesday. I think that's the way it goes. 


Q Will they meet each other? 
A I don't have anything for you on that. 


O.K. That's all I have. Any questions? 


Q What is the U.S. position on the May 17th 
agreement? And has the United States asked Israel not to 
object if the Lebanese say it should be abrogated? 











A Well, no change in our position, Bernie. Not 
going to get into, as usual, diplomatic exchanges, but on 
the subject of the May 17th agreement, it is designed to 
advance us toward our goal of the withdrawal of all foreign 
forces from Lebanon. That continues to be our objective, 
and we, therefore, continue tp support the agreement, and 
are not advocating repudiation of that agreement. 

Q Are you doing it privately? 


A I think I have overwhelmed yeu with about all 
I've got to say on that. 


Q And “not advocating..." What was that again, 
please? 


Repudiation. 

How about modification? 

Not -- Don't have anything on -- 
How about shelving? 


(Laughter) 
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No. Seriously. 


A It's a good agreement. We were witnesses to 
it. It's between Lebanon and Israel -- no change in our 
estimate of the usefulness of that agreement. 


Q What about -- 
Q Let me put it another way. 


A You could put it another way, but I'd give you 
the same answer. 


Q Let me put it another way, if I may, that if 
it came down to the crunch in negotiations, say, between the 
militia and President Gemayel where the retention of the May 
17 agreement was the final stumbling block preventing the 
assemblage of the various forces around the table, would the 
United States just look the other way? 


A A hypothetical question. You're asking me 
what our position is on this particular day. I'm telling 
you what our position is, what our policy is. 





Q You are denying what Bernie asked you, that 
the U.S. has asked Israel to look the other way? 


I said we weren't going to, as usual and as 


night cole: not going to discuss any diplomatic talks we 
or might not have had. 


Q Is it fair to infer, though, that your prime 
concern is the withdrawal of all foreign forces rather than 
this specific piece of paper? 


A That's what the May 17 agreement leads 
toward. There are other aspects, of course -- 


Q There are other aspects -- 


A -- that are important: the security of Israel 
is important. 


Q Right. But is your prime concern the 
withdrawal of foreign forces or is your prime concern the 
May 17th agreement? 


A Well, I don't think we would weight it; I 
would think what we would say is the May 17 agreement is a 
good one leading to a variety of objectives, not only the 
withdrawal of foreign forces. But clearly, that is a very 
key one. 


Q Is it only the letter to Israel, the side letter 
that calls for simultaneous, in effect simultaneous 
withdrawal? 


A Well, as you know, we don't talk about 
alleged side letters, although they are very much -- however 
they may be in the public domain. 


Q Let me ask you one other question. Is it 
possible in your view that the agreement itself could be 
renegotiated in any way to provide for additional security 
guarantees for Syria or any -- 


A I'm telling you where we stand on the May 17 
agreement. I guess -- You know, you're raising hypotheti- 
cal questions. 


Q Have you received word on the discussions 
that have gone on in Damascus and/or Beirut on the possibi- 
lities of a new government? 








A Wo, not really, Bernie. As you can imagine, 
the Lebanese officials are very active in pursuing the 
various initiatives that they have offered. Other govern- 
ments clearly are ing to be helpful -- we certainly are. 
Ambassador Rumsfeld in Beirut; Ambassador Bartholomew is, 
similarly active in helping as he can; _ beyond that, 
don't have any -- 


Q Have you had a recent message from President 
Assad or from anyone in the Syrian Government that Mr. 
Rumsfeld would be welcome to come back to Damascus? 


A I'm not aware of such a message, John. 


Q John, on the May 17th, Israel has redeployed 
once, and now there are reports that it may do it again. 


A Uh-huh. 


Q Is your understanding that these 
redeployments or partial withdrawals are in accordance with 
the May 17th ? I'm trying to put it out to you (inaudible) 


A Oh, I think that is a rather legal question, 
and that I probably would be wise not to answer it. It is the 
total withdrawal of all foreign forces that is our objec- 
tive. 


Q I mean, my intention, John, was, if Israel 
goes through another partial withdrawal, and the Lebanese 
Government comes to you and says, “Well, we would like to 
abrogate the agreement since Israel has withdrawn "x" 
number of miles from Beirut." 


Would the United States Government, then, support 
the abrogation of or reopening, or doing away with 
(inaudible) 


A I guess we'd give an answer at that time; 
But you're asking me where we are today. 


Lester. 


Q The Republican Whip in the House said about 
the State Department yesterday, “You folks are not in touch 
with reality," and he called Deputy Secretary Dam's 
briefing, “the usual State Department gobbledygook." 


My question is, do you believe the Republican 
Whip is not worthy of a comment, or do you believe that his 
charges are unanswerable, or will you respond to these 
strong charges now? 








A I'm not aware that anybody is responding in 
the Department today, and I'm not. 


Q In other words, “No comment?" 

A That's it. 

Q All right. Could I ask one follow-up on 
that? Since Mr. Lott said that the American people heard 
(Reagan, or heard the President say that the Marines would be 
redeployed, “That's got to begin iately," what's the 
Secretary's reaction to that? 


A I'm sorry. I didn't quite follow the 
question. 


Q Well, this is just a quote. He said, "The 
American people --* 


I'm sorry. Who is this, saying this? 
This is Trent Lott, the Hous2 Minority Whip. 
Uh-huh. 


Your party. 
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Uh-huh. 
(Laughter) 


Q I presume it's your party. The American 
people heard him -- that's the President -- say they would 
be redeployed -- that's the Marines -- “And that's got to begin 
immediately.* 


What is the Secretary's reaction to that? 


A Well, it's not a question of the Secretary's 
reaction; it's a question of looking at the facts of the 
situation. The facts of the situation are that the 
Secretary of Defense is to present to the President a plan 
for that redeployment. As far as I know, that plan is not 
yet before the President. 


Q John, could you tell us anything, please, 
about whether — efforts are underway by the United States 
to drop the Multinational Force problem, so to speak, in the 


hands of the U.N. Security Council, that there be an alter- 
nate force created to supplant the MNF? 








A Wo. There have been some discussions at the 
U.N., I think yesterday. I think the Lebanese were 
involved; I think we were involved; I think the French were 
involveco. And I think our position is that nothing in a 
very concrete form has emerged. 


I think our position is that we are listening 
with interest to those discussions. 


Q Let me phrase it more sharply, then: Is the 
United States pushing a proposal encouraging, seeking to 
stimulate a proposal to create a United Nations Force that 
would, in fact, supplant -- a U.N. force to supplant the 
Multinational Force, and is the U.S. doing this? 


A You ask “is the United States stimulating 
that?" I think that goes beyond what I said. I think what 
we're doing is listening. 


As we have said on a number of occasions in the 
past, we certainly have no objection to looking at the way 
in which the United Nations could be helpful in Lebanon. We 
have consistently supported the extension of the UNIFIL 
Force in Lebanon. 


There have been problems about a U.N. Force, 
not the least of which is that problem of a Soviet veto. So 
in principle, we have no problem with exploring a more 
constructive use of U.N. forces in Lebanon, but as to 
specifics, don't have anything to offer you as to whether 
anybody has come up with a plan that is acceptable. 


Q Apart from exploring, would the United States 
like to see 4 U.N. Force supplant the MNF? 


A I think it would depend on the circumstances, 
composition, and various other aspects surrounding such a U.N. 
force, particularly where it might operate, and what its 
mandate might be. 


Q Didn't the Secretary try to effect such a 
U.N. force last fall, when he was up at the U.N.? 


A I don't know about “effect a U.N. force." 
There has always been this looming problem in the background 
of the Soviet ability to hamper and hinder the work of such 
a force, and indeed, to restrict the duration under which it 
might operate. So that has always been a reality out there, 
but certainly, we have gone to great lengths to try to get 





the UNIPIL force extended, and encourage those countries 

which have contributed to UNIFIL, although the work that 

UNIFIL is currently doing is, I'm sure, not as meaningful 
‘as those contributing countries would wish. 


Zz ’ 
eit 








Q Let me just follow that up. Is this one of 
the areas the Secretary alluded to where he thinks the 
Soviets might be able to take more cooperative -- 
. 
A I suppose if the Soviets did not hlock such a 
force and the kind of work it might do and where it might be 
» I presume that we would look with greater interest 
t such a plan. 
Q 


John, does the Israeli bombing today of posi- 
tions near Beirut constitute a helpful action in your mind? 
Was it coordinated with the United States? 


A No. It was not coordinated with the United 
States. 


Q Well, is it a helpful or an unhelpful action 
in terms of what you're trying to achieve in Lebanon? 


A Don't have any comment for you on that. The 
Israelis took the action they did. They did not consult 
with us in advance or coordinate, but we don't have any conm- 
ment on it. 


Q But how could they not coordinate when in 
fact you're firing on some targets and they're firing on 
some targets? How do you avoid hitting the same targets? 
How do you avoid hitting each other? 


A I don't know. I mean, it is possible -- I do 
not know whether at some low level there might have been 
coordination when aircraft are flying in the same area or 
something like that, but, if -- I mean, I assume your 
question is basically a political question, and the answer 
to that is that there was not coordination. And there may 
not have been any military coordination at all. I do not 
know. But sometimes pilots alert cther pilots to the fact 
that they're flying in an area. 


Q It's certainly going to be seen in the area 
as something that was coordinated — 


A I'm sorry. I didn't get the first part. 


Q I would assume it will be seen in the area as 
something that is coordinated. 


A Well, but those in the area who see it 
as coordinated would be wrong. 








Q Do you ever communicate in the context of the 
strategic consensus? 


A I*m sorry? 


» € In a strategic cooperation agreement, which I 
understand you have with Israel, do you ever communicate and 
let each other know what you're doing? 


A Well, it's not a strategic agreement, Bernie. 
I think we've gone over that ground. It's a 
political/military committee, as I understand it, which met 
once in January and is due to meet again in June. 





Q All right. I'll let you edit my question. 
What is the answer? 


A Well, that organization is not involved in 
the kind of coordination that you're suggesting. 


Q I see. 


Q John, can I ask you a question here on the 
Secretary's statement? He said he sent a message to Mr. 
Gromyko. That was by a message to the Embassy here or cable 
traffic to our Moscow Embassy, and the same, please, for the 
President? How was that conveyed? 


A Well, I think I do not know physically how 
that was transmitted, but I expect it would have been 
transmitted by cable to our Embassy in Moscow to be put into 
letter form and delivered in Moscow. I think that is 
usually the way. 


Q What time -- do you have any idea when the 
President's cable went out and when the Secretary's? Were 
these together? 


A I don't know what time they went out. The 
Secretary was alerted around 6:00 this morning by our 
Operations Center to the fact that Mr. Andropov had died. 
pie in the office shortly thereafter conferring with various 
aids. 


Q Excuse me. May I check that time? 
Sure. 


Q 6:00 o'clock, you say? 
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A It was around 6:00. It might have been a few 
minutes after 6:00. 


Q Ditn't the Secre 
receive any offic:.:1 notification 
this? 







say that we did not 
the Soviets about 


A On the funeral arrangements, or, indeed, on 


the -- 

On the death. 

Yes. That's right. But our information, our 
Embassy firmed. 


Q 
A 
con 
Q At about 6:00. 
Q Prior to the official announcement. 
A t‘- 
Q 6:00 o‘clock is about half an hour prior -- 
A 


Let me just think back to the sequence. I 
guess it would be prior because I think the official announce- 
ment did come after that. Yes. 


Q Could I follow that up? Did you begin to get 
reports in this building or in any other place in this 
government on Friday that Mr. Andropov was -- 

A No. 


Q -- about to die? 


A Priday. Wo. What are we today? We're -- 
Thursday. Today's Friday. Last Friday? 


Q 
A 
Q 
Q 
A 
Q 


Last week? 

No. 

Alan, has anything — 

What was the cause of death? 
Don't know. 

Do we know? 


1l 


A Don't know. 


Q John, has the Embassy reported anything 
untoward going on in the Soviet Union? I mean, given the 
fact that these things are always unprecedented? 


But there's no unusual activity? 
No. . we 


> 


Q I wonder if you'd comment on various 
interpretations -- 


A Not that we're aware of. 


Q -- various interpretations about what the 
Secretary said, ranging from -- he left it wide open that the 
President might attend the funeral of Andropov, to the 
President can't wait to attend the funeral of Andropov. 


Q Or won't go. 


A The President can't wait to attend the 
funeral? 


Q In other words, he's rarin’ to go if there's 
the slightest indication of an amber light from Moscow? 


A (Laughter) That's a somewhat colorful 
interpretation, I think, of -- 


Q A colorful reply is not required. 


A Why don't I give you a plain reply to your 
colorful question. I think that the question of a delega- 
tion to the funeral is something that is under con- 
sideration, and, as I say, I think the Secretary said we 
haven't yet had a formal notification of arrangements. 
Obviously, thinking is going on about who would go, but just 
as obviously it would be improper to make any announcements 
about who would go before one has been invited. 


Q Did Mr. Bush leave as scheduled today? 


A No. He did not leave. He did not -- I think 
there have been some changes in his schedule. I think he 
was to leave late tonight, and I frankly do not know where 
his -- I think that is in some doubt now. 





12 


Q Where is he going? 
A He*s going to Europe. 


Q John, could I ask you the same question I 
asked the Secre Isn't the decision whether the 
President will go ely dependent on whether the Soviets 
have in fact - 


* A Whether the Soviets -- 
‘: 

Q Whether the Soviets have in fact designated a 
new leader? 


A Well, I can't tell you what factors that the 
President will take into account when he makes his decision. 


Q Has the Secretary made any recommendation to 
the President? 


A I don’t think we would get into that kind of 
internal discussion, John. 


Q John, on the Secretary also, but about the 
Middle East: Would you care to dispel the many reports that 
the Secretary is not happy with what is going on in Lebanon, 
that it is not really to the State Department's taste, the 
whole redeployment and the whole change in the U.S. troops 
in Lebanon? 


A No. 

Q Could you tell us something about -- 

A No. I don't think so. The President has 
taken his decisions on Lebanon, the Secretary supports those 
decisions, and I don't think we would get into discussion 
that may or may not have gone on inside the Administration. 

Q Can you clear up this question -— 

Cc Piling break? 


A Piling break? Sure. 


Q Can you clear up the question on whether a 
decision in principle was made February 1 or whether it 
wasn't made? 
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A Let me go back and do a little specific 
research on that for you. I think some folks are working on 
that. 


Q John, you always said that you consult with 
MNF partners, especially France -- 


A Uh-huh . 


Q But recently there are comments from -- 
France was very un-understanding -- I mean,, they criticize 
you heavily. 


A Uh-huh. Well, you know, good friends some- 
times do not agree with each other on various points. I 
don't know what their point of disagreement is, but we con- 
sult with them regularly. 


Q They criticized the shelling very am. 
though. What's your reaction? 


A Well, I don't have any reaction. The 
President took the decision that he did, and the 
Administration is four-square behind that, and I can only 
speak for our government. 


Q John, yesterday the Secretary testified that 
this government has been consulting with its European allies 
on the question of applying some sort of economic pressure 
on the Syrian Government. 


Can you specify which allies and which type of -- 


A No. I really can't go beyond what he gave 
you. 


Q John, on Central America, yesterday there was 
a news conference in Mexico in which the rebel leaders in El 
Salvador made a new peace proposal. 

Do you have any reaction to that? 


A Was that the one where they talked about par- 
ticipation at elections? 


Q Well, they would not disrupt the elections. 
That's one thing they said. 


A Okay. We're carefully reviewing the text of 
the proposal. As was made clear during the Secretary of 
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State's visit to El Salvador, the Salvadoran Peace 
Commission remains open to renewing contact with the 
PDR/FMLN in order to discuss ways for them to join in the 
democratic process. 


On Mr. Ungo's pledge that the guerrillas will not 
disrupt the election, we note that Mr. Ungo made similar 
statements in 1982 before the Constituent Assembly election. 
He obviously was not speaking for armed guerrillas on that 
occasion because there were strenuous efforts to stop the 
vote. Mario Aquinada, another FDR/FMLN spokesman and repre- 
sentative of the Communist Party of El Salvador, stated in 
Bogota on January 25 that while the guerrillas would not 
specifically target the election, “maybe some bridges will 
fall or some traffic will be stopped.” 


Because of the guerrillas’ failure to disrupt the 
elections in 1982, it comes as no surprise that they are 
downplaying that aspect of their strategy this time. 


Furthermore, the proposal calls for the abrogation 
of the new Salvadoran constitution, and, as you know, that's 
the product of a Constituent Assembly elected by 80 percent 
of the eligible voters. It would be injudicious to nego- 
tiate away the fruits of the democratic system. 

Copy, please? 
Copy? sure. 


But the proposal is nothing new? 


r oO F VD 


It doesn't seem to be. 


A follow-up question on El Salvador, also: 
There was a -- Michael Barnes, the Chairman of the House 
Western Hemisphere Affairs Subcommittee yesterday said that 
you -- the Administration was preparing to end-run Congress 
and send additional aid to El Salvador. 


Do you have any confirmation of that? 


A Well, not confirmation. I have a comment on 
it. In light of the fact as indicated in Congressional 
testimony on January 26 by Assistant Secretary Motley that 
the congressionally approved funds will be exhausted prior 
to the March 25 elections in El Salvador, it's fair to say 
we're looking at various options. But at this point we're 
not prepared to get into specifics. 
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We are clearly concerned about the need to assist 
the Government of El Salvador in ensuring adequate security 
through the March 25 election period. Those elections are 
central to peace and progress in El Salvador. Any guerrilla 
effort to prevent free elections must be effectively 
countered. We have been and will continue to consult the 
Congress about this issue. ' 


Q Copy of that, please? 
A Sure. 


Q (inaudible) the $179 million for ‘84, and 
this $64.8 million -- 


A I think that is correct. 

Q We have a briefing at 2:00. 
A Sure. 

Q Thank you. 

A Okay. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:34 p.m.) 
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DPC #28 


MONDAY, FEBRUARY 13, 1984, 12:20 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, all. A couple of 
announcements: Secretary Shultz will deliver a foreign 
policy address -- the subject will be Africa -- to the World 
Affairs Council at the Westin Hotel, in Boston, on 
Wednesday, February 15. We expect him to speak about 7:30, 
and barring any technical difficulties, we are going to pipe 
live into the Press Room the speech. Anyone interested in 
actually covering the event in Boston should contact Lisa 
Collins of the World Affairs Council in Boston. She's at 
617-482-1740. That's Leisa Collins, World Affairs Council at 
Boston, 617-482-1740. 


The Council will present its Christian A. Herter 
Memorial Award for a significant contribution to better 
international understanding to the Secretary on that occa- 
sion. That's Wednesday, in Boston. 

I understand that after the President's lunch 
with Kino Hussein today, there is likely to be a readout at 
the White House about 1:15. It will be ON BACKGROUND. 

That's all I have. 


Q Will we be able to have the text of the 
Secretary's speech before 7:00? 


I certainly hope so. 
Is there a Q&A, t00? 
There will be a Q&A, yes. 
This is Wednesday night? 


Wednesday night. 


ono Fr, ODO FF ODO °F 


John, what is now the U.S. position on the 
May 17 agreement? 


A No change since the words I gave you on 
Friday, Jim. Be glad to repeat them. 








Q Please. 


A The May 17 agreement is designed to 
advance us toward our goal of the withdrawal of all foreign 
forces from Lebanon. That continues to be our objective, 
and we are, therefore, not advocating repudiation of the 
agreement, which we continue to support. 


Q Should the Lebanese Government choose to 
repudiate it, what then? 


A We were and are a witness to that agreement 
between the Governments of Lebanon and Israel. We think 
it's a good agreement, and we stand by it. Should the 
governments involved take some action on it, then that would 
be -- One cannot prevent them taking action, but we think 
it is a good agreement, and we stand by it. 


Q John, in that connection -- I've forgotten 
the exact word you used, abrogate or some -- 

A Today? 

Q Yes, just now. 

A Repudiate. 

Q Repudiate. How about something short of 
repudiate, like modify, change, rewrite? 

A You can try me on each of those, but the 
language is still the same. 

Q O.K. You'd fit any of those words into 
that same thing? 

A Uh-huh. 

Q Did you say now, John, that if the two con- 


cerned parties discuss it and decide to do something of what 
he said, the United States will not oppose it? 


A No, I didn't say that. I said one could 
not prevent that, obviously -=- an action by those governments. 
But you're asking us what our position is. If you 
want -- you have to talk to the Israelis and the 
Lebanese about their position. 





I think Prime Minister Shamir had some words over 
the weekend on Israel's position; but as far as our position 
is concerned, it's a good agreement, and we stand by it. 


Q But what you're saying now, John, again, 
you will not actively involve yourself in trying not to 
reopen -- 


A No, I didn't say that. I was really just 
posing, perhaps trying to anticipate the next question. 


Q Will the Administration involve itself in 
making sure that the agreement is not done away with? Would 
you say that? 


A I think that's a hypothetical situation. 
I'm telling you what our position is today. 


Q Just to follow that up, though, John, is 
there any even beginning thought here of involving the 
Secretary in some personal way in an effort to -- 


A -- to travel to the Middle East, do you 
mean? 


Q Well, or, yes, in some way -- related to 
the May 17 agreement? 


A No. 


Q Are you urging the Lebanese, that is to say 
the Government of Lebanon, such as it is now, not to abro- 
gate the agreement with Israel? 


A Well, you know, we don't get into our back- 
and-forth with the Government of Israel, the Government of Lebanon, 
indeed any government. What I can best do is tell you what 
our position is and where we stand. 


Q Well, there is some confusion about the 
Administration position. At the White House, they are 
pitching it in a different direction. ‘They are saying the 
United States is not a party to the agreement, that it is a 
matter between Israel and Lebanon, we're just an observer. 
And you're saying that in a slightly different way. 


A No. I think I said all those things, that 
we are not a party to the agreement; we were witness to it. 
It is an agreement between Israel and Lebanon -- I think I 














said that this morning. I don't think we're pitching it a 
different way. We're telling you where we stand, and not 
trying to delve into the future. 


Q Would you be unhappy if the agreement were 
abrogated? 


A Well, I think we're just going to stand on 
our words, that we think it's a good agreement, that we con- 
tinue to support it, and we're not suggesting the repu- 
diation of it. 


Q John, Mr. Shamir, over the weekend, in his 
latest statement about the agreement, sounded very tough 
wording to the Lebanese Government across the board: “If 
you're not going to live up to the agreement, we're going to 
implement" -- just to paraphrase what he said -- “Implement 
the security arrangements that we have inside Lebanon or 
in Lebanon by ourself," which this is, you know, the tone of 
this sounds like there will be some, possibly another 
involvement, military involvement to capitalize on the 
situation of the terms of the agreement and the security 
agreement that -- (sic) 


A That's a statement. What's the question? 

Q The threat -- It sounded like it's a threat 
for military action in Lebanon, if the Lebanese will -- 

A That's your deduction. 

Q Now, what do you comment on this such 


language? The language is very rough -- harsh language. 


A No, we don't have any comment. I think 
Prime Minister Shamir's words speak for themselves. 


Where do we stand on the U.N. possibility, 
in light of the Syrian statements over the weekend about 
their possible receptiveness towards a U.N. force replacing 
the MNF -- 


A Really no change, I think, in what I said 
last week, and I think Larry Speakes had something to say 
about it, too. 


The United States is not opposed in principle to an 
expanded U.N. presence in Beirut provided the step is taken 
in a way that effectively helps to settle the Lebanese 





problem. We are willing to study specific suggestions and 
would adopt a position in accordance with the realities of 
the situation at the tine. 


The wishes of the Lebanese Government would, of 
course, be a critical element. We would judge any such pro- 
posal in the context of our basic policy goals for Lebanon, 
namely, a stable, representative government exercising 
sovereignty throughout Lebanon, and the withdrawal of 
foreign forces. 


As I said, I think last week, there have been 
some discussions at the U.N. and we're listening to see what 
might come of those, but obviously there are a lot of question 
marks. 


Q Copy of that, John? 

A Sure. 

Q We're not taking a lead in trying to work 
A No, we're not taking the lead; no. 


Q John, on the agreement again, the U.S. 
attitude is being seen in some circles in the Middle East as 
really beginning to be an obstacle actually to national 
reconciliation in Lebanon. Do you agree with that? And when 
do you think that -- I mean, when do you think it would 
become the U.S. ascribing to the agreement becomes an 
obstacle? 


A No, don't agree with that. A lot of people 
at the time that agreement was negotiated asked the United 
States to negotiate Israel's departure from Lebanon. We 
negotiated the agreement and the conditions under which that 
departure might take place. That's what we were asked to 
do. That's what we did. 


Q John, on that agreement, let me come at it 
from a somewhat different angle and see whether it helps at 
all. 

A Lots of luck. (Laughter) 

Q If the agreement is -- is the agreement 


seen by the United States in the context of the survival of 
the Gemayel Government? And if it is seen in that context, 
would you trade one for the other? Is the survival of the 
government worth more than the agreement or is the agreement 
worth more, or are they unrelated? 





A I told you weren't going to have any luck 
with that question, Ralph. 


Q They're not related at all? 


A I don't think you can put it in that con- 
text. The agreement was designed to do certain things, and 
it was an agreement signed between the legitimate government 
of Lebanon -- President Gemayel's government -- and the 
Government of Israel, and set out very clearly certain 
events that would take place. That's what it was intended 
to do, but it's not a question of linking it to the sur- 
vival of a government; it was an agreement signed at that 
time by the legitimate Government of Lebanon which continues 
tc be that government. 


Q It seems those events haven't taken place, 
doesn't that put the agreement in a new light? 


A Those events haven't taken place because 
the Syrians haven't done what they said they would do. 


Q Precisely. And since they don't seem to be 
planning to do it under the agreement, don't you have to 
take a different approach? 


A I'm telling you where we stand on the 
agreement. Obviously, you have a situation of change and 
fluidity in Lebanon, and I can't speak to hypothetical 
developments. 


Q Can we go to something perhaps more 
productive? 

A Good idea. 

Q Do you have anything on Chernenko's 
accession? 

A Don't have a great deal because we think it 


will be inappropriate for us to comment on matters of Soviet 
domestic policy or to speculate at this early date as to the 
possible policies and decisions of the new Soviet leadership. 


Having said that, I just point out that as the 
President emphasized in his condolence message and in his 
Saturday radio address, the President hopes that the 
Soviet leaders will join with us in a productive dialogue 
aimed at finding areas of constructive cooperation in the 
reaerch for peace. In his discussions in Moscow, Vice 





President Bush will be carrying a letter from the President 
to the new Soviet leadership reaffirming this message, and I 
think that's where we are. 


Q Has the Secretary, John, sent a cable to, 
or any message to Gromyko? 


A I think that is correct, Bill. I think one 
went out last week -- yes -- from the Secretary to Gromyko. 


Q Can you give us some idea of the level of 
specificity involved in that letter, or is it just a general 
call? 


A I can't. I don't know. I really don't. 

Q You don't know if it was addressed to Mr. 
Chernenko, per se, or -- 

A I don't know what the addressee is. 

Q The cable to Gromyko, did that affirm any 


kind of a general willingness to meet if the Soviets -- 


A I think that was -- I think you should see 
the cable from the Secretary to Gromyko in the same light as 
the cable from the President, the initial cable being a 
message of condolence; a fairly formal cable. 


Q It does not contain any such general -- 


A I think you should see it in that light. I 
do not know how far it goes, but I think that was the occa- 
sion for it and the intent of that cable. 


Q Do you expect relations between the U.S. 
and the Soviet Union to improve with Chernenko at the helm? 


A I think that we have consistently refused 
to speculate on what the Soviets might do and assert where 
we are. And as you know, our policy is based on strength 
which the Administration believes it has achieved in the 
three years that it has been in office. It is based on a 
realistic appraisal of what the other side is doing, and we 
think we have continued to make realism a cornerstone of our 
policy. And the third leg is to be willing to engage in a 
constructive dialogue, and we have consistently said that we 
are ready for that, and I think Vice President Bush is reaf- 
firming that during his visit to Moscow. So we are ready -- 
I think the Vice President said we are ready to return 





tomorrow to the START talks, INF talks, which would be a 
tangible indication of Soviet willingness to pursue that 


dialogue. 


Q Do you regard Chernenko as a temporary 
leader or a permanent replacement? 


A I think I would be going beyond our state- 
ment, that we're relunctant to get into Soviet internal 
affairs -- if I gave you a comment. 


Q Is it now fairly clear in your mind that 
the Administration is continuing to adhere to its original 
conditions or its original idea about what would bring about 
a meeting between the two leaders? 


As you know, there were some stories last week 
from unnamed officials elsewhere in the country that 
suggested the Administration would like to see a get- 
acquainted meeting of the two leaders. Where does all that 
stand? 


A I don't think there's any change in the 
Administration's position, namely, that a summit meeting 
should be carefully prepared and that there should be some 
meaningful outcome. 


Sorry, go ahead. 


Q Would you include in that -- “a summit 
meeting should be carefully prepared" -- any kind of session 
of President Reagan and General Secretary Chernenko? Do 
you think a get-acquainted meeting is something different 
that also could take place? 


A I don't want to lead you either way, and it 
would be foolish to lead you, I think, given the present 
situation in Moscow. But if you're asking me, would the 
President rule out such a meeting this year, I think, 
clearly, we could not rule them out. We're not ruling it out; 
we're not ruling it in. I think those conditions -- 


Q I guess what I'm trying to get at is: Does 
the Administration view a “get-acquainted session"* in some 
different light than they do <= than it does the general 
idea of a summit meeting which you were referring to before? 


A It depends what you mean by “get-acquainted 
meeting." I think the President and his advisors have made 
clear their reluctance to have a meeting in which the two 
leaders just sit down and chat. I think the President has 











made clear that you should not raise expectations unless 
you're going to come out of such a meeting with something 
meaningful, something constructive. I'm not specifying what 
that is. 


Q Is that different from -- 
A No. 
Q Can you have a get-acquainted meeting in 


which something constructive occurs which is not considered 
a summit; that is, carefully prepared and has concrete 
results? 


A I don't know whether you can have a get- 
acquainted meeting between two leaders that would not be 
considered a summit. 


Q That's what I'm getting at. The 
Administration used the phrase “get acquainted." 


A I suppose you get acquainted in the sense 
that this would be the first time the two have met. 


--MORE-- 
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Q John, there have been two kinds of meetings 
between Soviet and American leaders. There have been -- the 
ones in recent years have generally been -- a date is set 
and there's a big agenda or -- and/or a signing of a 
document. That was -- for instance, the last one was 
Carter's meeting with Brezhnev, really, it was not much more 
than just signing the SALT agreement and some other talks. 
That was, I guess, a well prepared meeting. 


You also had a kind of informal meeting between 
Ford, President Ford, and Brezhnev at the time of the 
signing of the Helsinki Agreement in '75, I guess. You also 
had President Reagan's proposal to Brezhnev that they get 
together while they'd be in New York, assuming Brezhnev 
would have come to New York for a special disarmament 
session. 


Is there any thinking of that kind of meeting? 
That's what I think people mean by get-together. 


A No. I think you've gone really beyond where 
we are. I think there's a readiness to meet in terms of a 
meeting, as I said before, that was reasonably carefully 
prepared and out of which would come something of substance 
or something that is worthwhile. But just how that could be 
structured, how soon it could be structured, where it could 
be structured, under what cirumcstances, I think that's 
ahead of where we are. 


Q John, back on the Middle East, please, one 
more thing: What can you tell us about the message that's 
being relayed to King Hussein and President Mubarak? 


BN The message? 


Q I mean, anything that -- what can you tell 
us about what would the United States encourage these two 
leaders to do for the peace process? 


BN Well, I think you had a backgrounder on this 
on Friday, and I think you will have a backgrounder after 
the King's meeting with the President today, so I'll leave 
it to those expert officials to brief you. 


Q Will there be any effort, do you know, at 
this point by the President to bring both leaders together 
for a joint meeting with him or not? 


A I think the White House has announced, as I 
recall, yes. 
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Q Meeting tomorrow? 

A I think they will have lunch together. 

Q There was a report yesterday about the 
Saudi-French initiative for simultaneous Israeli and Syrian 
withdrawal from Lebanon, that they are working about it. Do 
you have any comment on that? 


A No. Don't have any comment on plans, 
discussions, that might be being considered or under way. 


Q John, do you have any confirmation of a 
report out of Angola that UNITA shot down an airliner with 
about 100 Cuban -- 

A No. Just saw that on the wire, but don't 
have anything on it, Jim. But I saw probably the same 
report you did. 


Q John, can you tell us where Rumsfeld is 
today, please? 


A Yes. He's -- he will be back in Washington 
very shortly. 


Q Tomorrow? 
A No. Today. 


Q Have you explored with the Syrians a visit 
over the last few days with Rumsfeld? 


A Not to my knowledge. 
You have not explored it? 
Not to my knowledge. No. 


He hasn't been to Syria on this -- 


r Oo PF VD 


No. He has not. I think I'm correct in 
saying he's not been to -- I'm 95 percent sure. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Syrian 
Foreign, or Deputy Foreign Minister's remarks that Syria's 
patience is running out? 


By I think Under Secretary Eagleburger 
responded to that in a very articulate way yesterday. 
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Q Is that the last word on it? 

A I don't think any further word is necessary. 
Q Any apologies sent to Mr. Khaddam? 

A Not that I'm aware of. 

Q John, were we approached by the Lebanese for 


-- to arrange a -- to participate, rather, in a 
Lebanese-Syrian-Saudi-American meeting at the Foreign 
Ministers’ level? 


A I'm not aware of that, Bill. I'm not aware 
of that. 


Q Apparently they tried to arrange something 
these last few days. 


A Ah-hah. Not aware of it. 

Q Do you have any comment on the Syrian 
warning -- I've forgotten what day it was issued -- about no 
more shelling of the -- Syrian patience is being tested? 
Any comment on that? 

A No. 


Q Policy change on the shelling at all? 


A No. We will -=- you mean a threat to our 
ships? 

0 Yes. 

A Yes. Well, we will defend ourselves, and we 


will defend our ships, of course, and if the Syrians control 
those areas under their responsibility in Lebanon, they will 
have no problems with us. 


Q Has the Administration notified Congress 
that it will sell the Stinger missiles to Jordan? 


A I think an informal notification went up 
late last week, Jim. I don't have anything more on it for 
you at the moment. 


Q John, do you have any idea what's the signi- 
ficance of Alayh -- the City of Alayh which was bombarded by 
the U.S. ships, and there were pictures on CBS and ABC over 
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the weekend? What was Alayh in the way of consideration 
that it was bombarded more than any other parts in Lebanon? 


A I don't have anything for you on that. 
Sorry. 


Q Could you tell me once again what the pur- 
pose of the shelling is? I mean, in the President's state- 
ment last week he said it was to protect -- to just -- in 
response to shelling of East Beirut or of greater Beirut, 
but then there were later statements that it was to protect 
the MNF. I'm just wondering what -- 


A Well, it is. It's to protect Americans, 
both military and non-military, and the MNF. 


Q Do you know how that fits under the 
September agreement, the September War Powers Resolution? 


A Well, it does fit very well with that 
agreement. It has always been clear that we would defend 
Americans in Beirut. 


Q But that refers to the MNF, the September 
War Powers Act, not to Americans in general. 


A Well, MNF -- for example, MNF forces are 
deployed in various parts of the city, and there is an 
Embassy there. There are various U.S. missions. It is very 
hard to shoot into central Beirut without jeopardizing 
Americans. 


Q Do you have anything on the arrest of five 
persons in New Jersey on Saturday involving attempting to 
smuggle some advanced technology to China? 


A No. That's a matter of ongoing investiga- 
tion, and I think we won't have any comment on it at this 
stage. 


Q Do you have any comments on the 
most recent developments in the war between Iran and Irag 
and shelling of cities and so forth? 


A No. Not really any comment, Don. Our posi- 
tion is as it has been all along, that we think a nego- 
tiated settlement of that unfortunate war is the answer to 
the problem, and that is what we would like to see. 
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Q And could you explain, if you have it at 
hand, why the State Department, according to reports anyway, 
has classified the sale of helicopters to Taiwan as a non- 
military sale, although the only reported difference between 
these and military helicopters is they don't have the guns 
on them? 


A Well, I don't think that is the difference. 
I think what we are talking about is the sale of a civilian 
aircraft -- a civilian helicopter to Taiwan. 


Q Is there any requirement that the aircraft 
or helicopter only be used for civilian purposes? 


A Well, I think that's what it is planned to 
be used for. I think that the initial story said that the 
United States was authorizing a sale of the Blackhawk heli- 
copter to Taiwan. That's absolutely not correct. That is 
an offensive helicopter, and what we are talking about is 
the sale of the S-70C. 


Q And if the Taiwanese go on to use this heli- 
copter for non-civilian or military purposes, what will the 
United States do about it, or is there any provision that 
they can't? 


A Well, we're operating under the law which 
does provide for the sale of commercial, non-military 
aircraft to Taiwan, and are perfectly within our right to 
proceed with that sale. 


Q What I'm getting at is, is there any 
requirement on Taiwan that they not use this later for mili- 
tary purposes once they get the aircraft? 


A Well, I don't know how you can make that -- 
I mean, we sell commercial aircraft and equipment around the 
world to a variety of countries. I think our posture has to 
be that we will regulate or not sell, in the cases of cer- 
tain countries, or sell military equipment, and this equip- 
ment does not fall within that category. 


Q So there's no real requirement on them, or 
you don't have a response on that? 


A Well, we have made a judgment on the basis 
of a civilian commercial helicopter. 


Q Do you know what role former Secretary Haig 
played in getting approval of -- 
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A Well, the suggestion that Secretary Haig 
talked to Larry Eagleburger about this is absolutely untrue. 


Q Untrue -- 


A Absolutely untrue that they talked or that 
he sought to influence in any way. I have that from Mr. 
Eagleburger directly. 


Q Did the former Secretary talk to any other 
State Department officials about it? 


A (Laughter) I mean, I wouldn't say no to 
that question because I don't know who he talked to, but I 
will stand by the firm denial of any suggestion that there 
was any improper influence. I really don't have a record of 
who every former Secretary of State spoke to in this 
building. 





Q Just to be clear, you're also standing by 
the denial that there was any conversation with -- 


A Yes. 

Q Related to this -- 

A Yes. 

Q Between the Secretary and -- 

LN And Eagleburger. Correct. What Don was 


asking was, is it conceivable that he may have talked to 
somebody else. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:45 p.m.) 
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TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 14, 1984, 12:17 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I have no announ- 
cements and no news. 


The Press Office drew a little red heart on my 
schedule and a black heart on Mr. Romberg's schedule. I'll 
let you draw your own conclusions. (Laughter) 


Q None on ours. 


A None on yours? Well, that's life. Life is 
hard, Ralph. (Laughter) 


Q A couple of detailed stories maybe you can 
clean up for us. 


A O.K. 


Q One: In their meeting yesterday, did the 
Secretary of State and Mr. Kinnock of the British Labor 
Party have words with each other? 


BN I think it was a frank exchange of views, 
Jim. I think the atmosphere was good, but I think there 
were clearly differences of viewpoints on such assorted 
issues as Central America and nuclear deterrence. 


Q And were those differences enthusiastically 
expressed? 


A I wasn't at the meeting, but I'm sure both 
men expressed with great clarity and consummate articulation, 
skill, the respective viewpoints. 


Q Another story cut of London quotes the former 
British Prime Minister, James Callaghan, as saying that there 
have been secret U.S.-Soviet talks. 


A I saw that, and I don't quite understand what 
Mr. Callaghan was referring to. As we've said, there have 
been a variety of channels -- Secretary Shultz has talked 
with Ambassador Dobrynin here; Ambassador Hartman has talked 
with Soviet officials in Moscow; there have been other 





channels. But I don't really understand what Mr. Callaghan 
was talking about -- a “secret" channel. 


Q He used the word -- I don't know how specifi- 
cally he meant it -- “secret and -- trusted secret emissaries.* 


A Yes. Wo, I don't understand that, don't know 
what he means. 


Q Have there been any emissaries, other than -- 
I mean, I suppose you can consider Harriman, to some extent, 
an emissary. But I mean, have there been any -- 


A Well, nothing, John, that I can think of sort 
of in this kind of atmosphere. It's all been fairly obvious 
and direct. I think the suggestion here is that there's 
something clandestine, and certainly I'm not aware of 
anything like that. 


Q Did Ambassador Hartman see Soviet Poreign Minister 
Gromyko more often in the last several months, the last six 
months, than we might have been led to believe? I mean, 
there was a time when he had seen him -- 


A I honestly can't answer that. I don't 
know. Certainly Ambassador Hartman had access in Moscow, 
but how frequently his meetings took place, I don't know. 


Q Do you have a reading yet on Bush's meeting 
with Chernenko? 


A I don't. We haven't had a report. I think 
the Vice President went more or less directly to the airport, 
and (I've) seen those first wire service reports of his press 
conference. But, no, we don't have a readout yet. 


Q Are you encouraged by what the Vice President 
said? 


A I think we won't respond to wire service 
reports. Not that -- we don't intend any disrespect of the 
wire service reports, but I think we'll just wait until we 
have a fuller readout. 


Q Could you offer us such a readout later in 
the day, when it becomes available to you? 


A No promises. 








Q What about the apparent Soviet shift on the 
U.N. force to replace the MNF, a story that's in one of the 


papers? 
A Shift, Soviet shift? 


Q Well, there's a story in The Washington Post 
this morning that the Soviets might be willing, or in fact 
are willing, to have the Security Courcil approve a U.N. 


force. Does that come as a surprise? Is that something we 
welcome? Do we want to explore it with the Russians? 


A Well, as we've said over the past several 
days, there are some talks going on at the U.N., and we are 
certainly interested in them to see how they turn out. Our 
position has always been that there may be a larger role for 
the U.N. in Lebanon. What that might be depends on what 
everybody has in mind, what restraints would be imposed on 
it. 


I'm not going to get into the conditions, but I 
see that the Soviets, or the press is reporting a variety 
of Soviet conditions. 


Q Are we talking to the Soviets about this 
directly in New York or anywhere else? 


A I'm not aware of any direct talks with the 
Soviets on this particular subject today. 


Q John, one of the things that the Soviets sup- 
posedly are demanding is the removal of the Sixth Fleet from 
offshore. Would that be an acceptable condition? 


A Well, that's what I say: we've seen these 
reports of various Soviet conditions, but I don't think 
we're in any position to comment today. As I say, we con- 
tinue to be in a listening posture and see where it all 
goes. There are various governments, various parties, 
discussing this, attempting to move things along; but I 
think it's premature for us to have a reaction. 


Q But John, let's pick up Barrie's question. 
Would the United States find acceptable a condition that 
involved the withdrawal of the U.S. Sixth Fleet? 


aN Well, it depends on what you mean. There is 
no suggestion of that at the moment. I mean, how far are 
you projecting this? What is the scenario? But the 
President has made clear -- 








Q But if you're going to leave that hang open 
there, which is what you're doing -- 


A No, I'm not leaving it hang open. What I'm 
saying is there's no change in the President's position and 
that there is a rearrangement of the MNF Force. They pre- 
sumably will go on the ships off the coast of Lebanon and 
those ships will stay there, as far as I'm aware. There's 
no change in the President's position. 


Q So does that mean that you're not going to 
buy a package which calls for the withdrawal of the Pleet? 


A I don't know what you're talking about, two 
years, three years, four years down the road; but certainly 
at the moment there is no plan that I'm aware of to change 
the disposition. 


Q In light of a couple of things which happened 
in the last twenty-four hours, or maybe -- this is the 
Soviet Union supposedly or reportedly acceptance or shift in 
position about the United Nation forces in Lebanon -- 





A Sorry -- accepted whose position? 


Q The United Nations forces in Lebanon, you 
know, that reported shift in their position, accepting of 
the United Nation, to have United Nations forces in Lebanon 
with all of their terms. And the second point is the return 
of the Sunni Moslem leaders of Lebanon from a trip to Moscow 
and then coming back and not asking for the removal or the 
downfall of Mr. Gemayel. Do you see anything that could be 
a softening or a change in the posture and the position of 
the Soviet Union vis-a-vis the situation in Lebanon? 


A I don't know that it's a softening. I also 
don't think you should see this as an overnight change in 
the Soviet position. There have been some hints that the 
Soviets might be moving in this direction, and all that's 
happening is that this is being explored at the U.N. to see 
what kind of conditions, restrictions, obstructions might be 
put in the place of such a plan. Where it will come out, 

I don't know. 


We have consistently said that we thought the U.N. 
might play a more constructive role in Lebanon. The problem 
has always been the Soviet veto. If there is to be a real 
change in that position, I think that is something to which 
we would listen with interest. But I also note that a number 




















of conditions are being offered by the Soviet Union which 
seem to be fairly drastic ones. 


Q But you welcome such hints or such indica- 
tions that saybe something -- 


A It would depend, I think, on the basis on 
which the U.N. would operate, what the length of its assign- 
ment would be. As you know, the Soviet Union would be in a 
position to restrict the length of that assignment, where it 
would operate and other conditions that might be attached to 
its presence. We'd have to look at all those. 


Q Are there any on-going discussions with the 
Soviets about this subject, or you're announcing something 
now that the Soviets will know about in the press? 


A Well, I'm not sure -- there may well have 
been references to it in past conversations. I'm not sure 
about that. But in response to John's specific question 
which I took to mean, are we in negotiations with the Soviet 
Union today on this issue -- not that I'm aware of. I think 
what we're doing is adopting a listening and looking posture 
at the U.N. as various governments move this or attempt to 
move this plan. 


Q Is what you heard so far, John, enough to 
kind of try to seek some means to discuss with the Soviets 
these subjects? 


A I just don't have anything for you. I think 
we have to see more in terms of what it is they really are 
suggesting, if they, in fact, are suggesting anything. 


Q (Inaudible) in general, with this now 
becoming, I guess, somewhat more pregnant than it was last 
week or a couple of weeks ago, with the Vice President 
having emerged from his meeting with Mr. Chernenko saying 
that there are opportunities for constructive dialogue, is 
it more reasonable now to expect that the Secretary may want 
to have a meeting with Mr. Gromyko sometime in the next few 
weeks? 


A I suppose one could speculate, but there's 
certainly nothing planned. There's nothing on the agenda. 


Q Has that been raised by either side? 


A Not that I'm aware of. I don't know whether 
it's been raised in Moscow. I'm not aware that it has. 

















Q You don't know whether the Vice President had 
instructions to raise the possibility? 


A No, I do not. 


Q John, if the Soviets did not veto an alter- 
nate U.N. force to replace the MNF force in Beirut, would 
the United States -- and in fact, the U.N. force was 
created, at least, on paper -- would the United States 
accept that at any price? 


A At any price? 
Q Yes, at any price. 
A Obviously not. 


Q On the same: The French and the Italians, who 
are MNF partners, are obviously involved in these talks at 
the United Nations. Are we taking simply a “listening 
posture” to what they themselves are doing, or do we have 
confiderice in their ability to negotiate in our interests? 


. A It's not a question of “negotiating in our 
interests." Obviously, we are in touch with our MNF partners 
at the U.N. and elsewhere, and obviously we are watching 
this carefully as it moves along, if it moves along. 


Q John, which conditions are the ones that you 
characterized as “fairly drastic?" 


A We're not going to get into that, Ralph. 
You've seen reports of those conditions, and I'm not going 
to get into then. 


Q All of them are or -- 
N No, I'm not going to analyze them one by one. 


Q John, why do you choose to portray the U.S. 
in such a passive posture when it is so desparately looking 
for a way out of Lebanon with the Marines? (Laughter) 


A You do come up with colorful, r n- 
interpretations of our position, Bernie. Iti. k ingrained 
caution, in terms of our diplomatic negotiations with the 
Soviet Union over a period years, would cause us to look 
with great carefulness. I'm sure you would approve of that 
caution. 











Q No, I don't mean -- forgetting what the 
Soviet stipulations might be, just a more energetic role. I 
think Murphy the other day, when he testified on the Hill, 
talked about an aggressive pursuit of this whole approach; 
and you are sort of saying, we're sort of tuned in, we'll 
see how it goes, and so forth. Isn't the U.S. doing a lot 
more than that? 


A I think we want to be careful. I think we 
want to look at what might emerge. There are also some 
practical questions to be raised -- namely, which countries 
would be prepared to dispatch troops to Beirut in the pre- 
sent circumstances. There are a number of questions, I 
think, to be thought through and answered. 


Q Would the U.S.? 


A Would the U.S. be prepared to put its troops 
into U.N. forces? I think that probably is academic, and 
perhaps not a question that the U.S. would decide. 


Q Overtaken by events. 


Q John, would you care to comment on reports 
that Secretary Weinberger was surprised at the extent of the 
firing by the New Jersey on that first day, which seems to 
have been inspired by this building? 





A No, I really wouldn't. I think the Pentagon 
had a briefing over there today, and I'm sure they were 
asked that question. The President's position when he 
announced the redeployment was perfectly clear, that over a 
period of time the Marines would be redeployed to the ships; 
that we certainly would reserve the right to fire under cer- 
tain circumstances from the New Jersey and, indeed, other 
warships off the coast; and that we would be doing a number 
of -- engaging in a number of new programs in the field of 
anti-terrorism and so forth and so on. So it was a three- 
point program that he announced. 





Q The report was that Weinberger was somewhat 
surprised and shocked at the extent of the firing by the New 
Jersey. Was this building? 





A I saw the report. I'm not aware of any 
feeling that the response undertaken by the New Jersey was 
out of line with what the President had mandated. 





Q John, do you see the latest shelling which 
happened, I believe, overnight in line of this caution which 
has been issued, that restraint or -- that was issued, that, 
you know, shoot with restraint or bomb with restraint or shell 
with restraint that was issued by the Pentagon? (sic) 





A I'm not sure that -- you're phrasing it a 
certain way, but the rules of engagement are quite clear in 
that we will fire when fired upon or we will fire upon guns 
in Syrian-held territory in Lebanon firing into greater 
Beirut. 


Q Would you like to add to the confusion on 
whether the United States will fire in direct support of the 
Lebanese Armed Forces regardless of whether the Marines are 
under attack? 


A The United States will fire under the rules 
of engagement that I just gave you, Sernie; when Americans 
are directly fired on or when guns firing out of Syrian- 
controlled territory are firing into greater Beirut. 


Q What about guns firing out of east Beirut 
into greater Beirut? 


A When they're firing at us, I think the posi- 
tion is quite clear, that we will fire -- 


Q "Firing at us” means -- what? -- only at the 
airport? 


A I have explained that very carefully. 


Q That's just what I thought. You said earlier 
that you were firing on Syrian guns because they were firing 
into greater Beirut. 


A That's correct. 


Q That's not a dodge; that's into greater 
Beirut, right? 


4x I think the rationale is that when you're 
firing into greater Beirut, if you have been there, you 
would know that any American in greater Beirut might well be 
in jeopardy. 


--MORE-- 





Q John, just to pick it up -- you used the word 
"Syrian guns,“ and there are -- some radio reports talk 
about the U.S. ships firing at Syrian positions. Is it in 
fact Syrian positions or militia in Syrian-held parts? 


A I think the -- 


Q Do we have any evidence that they're firing 
directly at Syrian gun positions, manned by Syrians? 


A Well, I'm not sure you always know who is 
manning the gun that fired at you, Bernie, but when it 
fires and you locate it, we will fire back irrespective of 
who's manning it. 


Q Do you have any comment on an Arthur Young 
report about the Salvadoran Central Bank's use of foreign 
exchange? 

A There is some fairly lengthy guidance which 


arrived just as I was about to come down here, and I haven't 
digested it, but you can get it from the Press Office after- 
wards. Sure. 


Q Do you know -- well, I guess you wouldn't, 
but do you know why the report was classified? 


A I don't. That may be covered in the 
guidance. I don't know. I just didn't have a moment to 
look at the guidance. 


Q John, do you have anything for us on the resigna- 
tion of the Panamanian President? 


A Not a great deal. We really don't comment 
on changes in other governments, but I'll give you what I 
have. 


Pactually, his resignation was announced yester- 
day. Neither he nor his successor have yet given an expla- 
nation of it. He was succeeded by Vice President Jorge 
Illueca who was President of the 1983 General Assembly. 
Probably I'm not getting that pronounciation right. 


We understand that a number of cabinet ministers 
are submitting their resignations and that others will pro- 
bably remain in office, but don't have complete information 
on cabinet changes at this time, and I don't have any com- 
ment on a change in government by a friendly country. 
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Q What effect will this have on the 
presidential election? 


A Apparently none, and we're pleased with 
that. A national election for a new president, two vice 
presidents and a national legislature is scheduled for May 
6. In his first public statement the new president reaf- 
firmed the Panamanian Government's commitment to hold the 
election as scheduled. We have no reason to doubt that this 
will be done, and we are gratified that the electoral pro- 
cess, to which we attach great importance in all countries in 
the region, will proceed. 


Q The new President, he gave a very strong 
speech against U.S. actions in Central America just about 
two months ago. 


Q Does this bode ill for U.S.-Panamanian 
relations? 

A Not that we're aware of, Jim. Can see no 
change. 

Q Have we had any contact with him there, our 


Ambassador or any U.S. officials? 


A I don't know what has taken place since 
this announcement, but I'm sure we have good contact and 
access. 


Q Can I ask, John, on the same area, does the 
State Department have an opinion about the wisdom of 
Reverend Jackson going to Nicaragua? 


A Seen all those reports about invitations to 
Government officials. I think the only awareness we have 
in this building is of an invitation to Assistant Secretary 
Motley, but don't have any comment on whether the Democratic 
candidates would go on up. 


Q Is Motley going? 

A I don't know. 

Q The same area again: The head of the 
Socialist Party in Guatemala was kidnapped and killed, and 
there has been a lot of big rise in urban violence just in 
the last few weeks there. 
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Do you have any statement on trends? 


A No. 

Q Would you look into it? 

A Well, that’s pretty broad -- 

Q Well, it's a pretty important 
assassination. 

A -— question. Why don't you give me a pre- 


cise question? 


All right. There have been reports of 
increasing urban violence in Guatemala City and in other 
urban areas of the country, and among the latest victims has 
been the leader of the Socialist Party -- Social Democratic 
Party there. He was supposed to participate in elections in 
July. 


Do you have any comment with respect to this 


trend? 
A Okay. We'll take that one. 
Q John, could I just -- 
Q John, did you say you had no comment on any 


invitation -- pardon me, Ralph <= no comments on invitations 
to any of the Democratic candidates? 


A Uh-huh. That's right. 


Q John, could I take you back to the U.N. 
force again for just a second? Could you explain the dif- 
ference between the position the U.S. is taking now, in 
effect withholding its views on a U.N. force? Compare that 
to what you said was your fear of a Soviet veto. Is there 
any difference between a Soviet veto and a U.S. veto? 


A No. We've always tried to keep UNIFIL in 
place, although one might have questioned its value, and we 
have paid tribute to those countries who have maintained 
their forces in UNIFIL against the prospect that it might 
become more potent and more useful at some stage. 


But insofar as another U.N. force, separate U.N. 
force, without that mandate, the legitimacy of which and the 
duration of which would be subject to constant Soviet veto, 
has posed obvious problems. 
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So we have always thought that a broader U.N. 
role in Lebanon might be something that would be very use- 
ful. We've always been cautious about the way in which such 
a force might be hobbled or be the hostage, if you will, of 
a Soviet veto. 


Q John, on Lebanon also, about a question of 
Bernie, you could probably disconfirm it -- a senior White 
House official -- 


A I very rarely confirm Bernie Kalb‘s 
questions. (Laughter) 


Q I said maybe you want to disconfirm what I 
am going to say about Bernie's question -— a senior offi- 
cial of the White House last week was briefing foreign 
reporters in the Foreign Press Center, and he said that in 
some cases the Administration has certain, beyond any 
question, information that Syrian guns, manned by Syrian 
personnel, were shooting into the greater Beirut area. 


A Yes. 


Q I think I mentioned that to you, and next 
thing you answered Bernie now that your answer wasn't this 
definite. I just would like to -- 


A No, no, no. No, I think you misunderstand 
me. I'm not suggesting there hasn't been fire from guns in 
Syrian-held territory. 


Q By Syrians. 

A By Syrians, yes. 

Q Okay. 

A But I'm not suggesting that every time we 


respond to fire from a gun that fires at us, we know that 
it's manned by a Syrian crew. 


Q But you are saying -- then you are saying 
Syrian guns, Syrian crew -- 

A On some occasions. 

Q Let me just clear something up. Isn't the 


UNIFIL force that's there now subject to periodic veto in 
the sense that the mandate has to be renewed by the Syrian 
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A It does have to be renewed, but it has a 
different kind of function, and one that apparently is not 
so subject to challenge. 


Q John, would the United States, as a result of 
the current visit of President Mubarak and King Hussein in 
their meeting with the President, welcome the revival of 
President Reagan's peace initiative of September 1, ‘82, and 
what role will the Palestinians -~ are supposed to play in 
this -- end of this? 


A It's not a question of reviving it. That 
peace initiative has always been in place, and I just remind 
you to what you all may not have taken seriously at the time 
the President launched it. He suggested that we Americans 
are sometimes accused of being impetuous and impulsive and 
having a short attention span, but that he was launching 
this for the long haul, that he knew it would be hard, he 
knew it would be difficult, but we would keep at it, and 
that's what he's been doing. 


Q Could you please help clarify something, then, 
coming back to this point? You're saying that at times 
there have been Syrian guns manned by Syrian crews in 
Lebanon firing into greater Beirut? 


A I think that's a fair presumption. 
Q Have they also fired at the U.S. Marines? 
A I can‘t answer that one, Bernie. I don't 


know. I'm not aware of that. 


Q John, on that first question about the 
Kinnock-Shultz meeting, as I understand it, Mr. Kinnock said 
that Shultz lost his temper or lost his cool, something 
along that line. Is that true? 


A I don't know. I wasn't in the meeting. 
This -- I have very rarely seen this Secretary of State lose 
his temper. 


Q That “can‘'t" answer on the Marines, is that 
because you don't know, or you're not aware of it? 

A I'm sorry, Bernie? 

Q On the question of Syrian crews, with 


Syrian guns firing at U.S. Marines. 
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Well, I think it is a presumption based on 


reasonable information. Obviously, one is under some inhi- 
bition about walking up there and physically identifying 


the gunners. 


Q 


No. But the assumption is that Syrian 


guns, Syrian crews, have fired at the U.S. Marines. Is that 
what you're saying? 


A 


Q 


A 
by Syrian crews, 


Q 
A 
Q 
A 
Q 


(The briefing concluded at 12:42 p.m.) 


No. I think the presumption -- 
What are you saying? 


The presumption is that Syrian guns, manned 
have fired into greater Beirut. 


All right. Now what about the Marines? 
That's where I drew the line. 

That you do not know? 

I don't know. Couldn't confirm that. 


Okay. Thank you. 
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MR. HUGHES: Just have a brief housekeeping announce- 
ment, and that is that the Department of State is pleased 
to announce that Vice President Aureliano Chaves of Brazil 
will visit Washington March 19 to 20. He has accepted the 
invitation of Vice President Bush for a working luncheon on 
March 19. Vice President Chavez will see other senior offi- 
cials of the Administration, Congressional leaders and 
private-sector representatives during his stay in the United 
States. Vice President Bush, during his visit to Brazil in 
1981, invited Vice President Chavez to visit Washington and 
is pleased that they now have been able to arrange a mutually 
convenient time to renew their acquaintance. 


That's all I have for you. 


Q John, we have seen and heard the Secretary of 
State. Beyond that, however, does the United States have 
any advance indications that the Government of Lebanon is 
going to abrogate the May 17 agreement? 


A Not that I'm aware of. 
Q Could you take that, please? 


A Well, (a) I want to be straight with you -- 
not that I'm aware of -- but (b) I don't think we would get 
into confidential, diplomatic messages even had they been 
passed. But I'm trying to be as straight with you as I can. 


Q John, could you give us a general situation 
report? It appears that things are deteriorating quite 
rapidly. 


A Obviously it's a very fluid situation in 
Beirut. I don't really have the latest reports. As a 
matter of fact, you all may have them faster than we do. 
Clearly, the LAF suffered a setback yesterday, and just as 
clearly the PSP and Shi'a militias have improved their posi- 
tions south and southeast of Beirut. 


The United States stresses that the key to the 











resolution of Lebanon's problems lies in political nego- 
tiation between the parties and not in military action. 


Q John, could you tell us what prompted the 
Secretary to come down on such short notice to make this 
statement? 


A He has come down from time to time at impor- 
tant moments to offer comments, and I think his feeling 
today was, clearly, we have a changing situaticn in Beirut. 
We have just had a visit to Washington by an important pre- 
sident of an Arab country and an important king of an Arab 
country, and I think his purpose was to underline the con- 
tinuity and the constancy of U.S. policy in the Middle East 
and its continuing commitment. 


Q How about his coming down rere to defend a 
policy that is increasingly crumbling on the ground in 
Lebanon and is under increasing attack and seems to be 
approaching a debacle? 


A I don't necessarily agree with your charac- 
terization, Bernie. I don't think anybody would argue that 
the situation in Lebanon is as we would choose to have it. 
Our motivation for being there has been and is an honorable 
one. We have dedicated a considerable amount of effort to 
it. It is a worthy cause. The stability of Lebanon is 
important to the stability of the Middle East and therefore 
to our national interest. We have worked hard at it, and I'm 
sure will continue to work hard at it although the results so 
far may not be as we might have hoped to see then. 


Q John, can I just follow up please? At one 
point when the Secretary talked about continuing U.S. sup- 
port for the May 17 agreement, he coupled that with a sen- 
tence about “those who would dispense with this agreement 
must bear responsibility to find alternative formulas for 
Israeli withdrawal." 


At the same time he also said that “the United 
States would stand with its friends in the Middle East." 


If Gemayel abrogates, does the U.S. still stand 
with Gemayel himself in contrast to the Lebanese gover’ ment? 


A There isn't any question about the continuing 
support of the United States for the legitimate government 
of Lebanon. President Gemayel heads that legitimate govern- 
ment. 








Our position on May 17 has been, continues to be, 
clear. A variety of parties involved asked us to be helpful 
in securing an agreement which would lead to the removal of 
Israeli forces. We were helpful, I think, in negotiating, 
or helping to negotiate, that agreement. We don't walk away 
from our commitments. We stand by it, and that is where we 
are. 


Q In the Secretary's statement this morning, he 
said “the Syrian-sponsored violence has presented us with 
difficult choices," and he lists a few things that we're con- 
tinuing to do. But I*m wondering, what are those choices 
exactly and how have we chosen -- 


A I think I will leave you with the Secretary's 
words. I don't think I want to get into interpreting what 
he meant to say or -- I think the words speak for them- 
selves, and I think I will leave you with those words. 


Q Specifically, could you tell us whether 
there's any likelihood of speeding up the Marine 
redeployment, which he also mentioned, or turning over 
equipment? Who do we turn the airport over to right now? 


A I don't know. I think that, as you know, 
the Secretary of Defense has made recommendations to the 
President, and the President will make that decision. 


Q Who do we turn the airport over to at this 
point? 


A I can't tell you that. 


Q John, on that same sentence that was cited by 
-—- just now, it says the difficult choices are “in view of 
the legislative and other constraints." Does this mean that 
the Administration is considering seeking to amend the 
legislation passed last fall with respect to rules of engage- 
ment and purpose of the Marines? 


A I'm really going to stand on what the 
Secretary said and not attempt to go beyond that. But I 
think you would be going down the wrong road if you made 
that interpretation. My judgment is that the Secretary is 
speaking to a situation as it has existed; and, as you know, 
he and other members of the Administration have felt under 
certain Congressional restraints in the conduct of foreign 
policy in Lebanon. 








Q John, the Secretary referred to Syrian- 
sponsored military activity. Would it be correct to say 
Syrian and Soviet-sponsored activity?" 


A I'm not speaking to what direct role the 
Soviets have in Lebanon, but there isn't any secret about 
the presence of many thousands of Soviets in Syria, the 
increase in the flow weaponry and I suppose the stiffening 
of Syria that may have been the result of that intrusion of 


weaponry. 


Q But would you say that this proves wrong those 
pundits who have said that the alleged change in leadership 
in Moscow creates a new opportunity in U.S.-Soviet relations? 


A I think we're very fresh into the change in 
Soviet leadership and don't really have any remarks on that. 


Q Are you exploring alternative foraulas for an 
Israeli withdrawal from Lebanon, or are you relying solely on 
the May 17 agreement to bring this about? 


A I'm not aware of such explorations. The May 
17 is a good agreement. It sets out the conditions under 
which Israel would withdraw, and I think the Secretary's 
remarks about it and the implications of abrogation were 
very clear. 


Q Another aspect of that, John, please. It is 
clear -- I don't want to put it like Bernie did yesterday -- 
that the agreement is going to be abrogated. Now, if that 
happens, will the United States -- is the United States 
washing its hands out of Lebanon in as far as the withdrawal 
of Israel and others, or will the United States still facili- 
tate or provide some means to bring about the withdrawal of 
all foreign forces, including Israel? 


A The United States did what was suggested of it 
and what was asked of it in terms of helping to bring about 
that agreement. We stand by it. 


If there should be abrogation by two of the 
parties, I guess that's one situation. If there should be a 
unilateral abrogation, then I think what the Secretary is 
saying is somebody has to find an alternative formula for the 
withdrawal of Israeli troops because that's one of the facets 
of that agreement that is spelled out. 


Q Does that mean, John, that the United States 
-- if that happens, will the United States still aid the 
withdrawal of the Israeli force in Lebanon or will it just 
stay aside -- 











A The United States clearly remains committed -- 
and the Secretary made that clear this morning and the 
President has made that clear -- clearly committed to the 
goals that we have set in Lebanon, which are difficult to 
achieve but nevertheless to which we remain committed -- 
namely, the withdrawal of all foreign forces. And we will 
continue to work to that end. What we're pointing out is 
that there is specific provision for the withdrawal of 
Israeli forces, and at the time that was negotiated it was 
suggested that it would have a bearing on the withdrawal of 
Syrian forces. 


Q John, yesterday, you were having some reluc- 
tance about accepting the role of the Soviet Union to try to 
bring the replacement of the MNF with UNIFIL. Since you just 
said that since events are fast-moving in Beirut and you 
issued caution and apparent warning to Mr. Gemayel not to 
abrogate the May 17 agreement, can you see yourself putting 
all of your efforts now, since you are getting too much 
entangled and there is no way out of it, behind the United 
Nations and the Security Council and the UNIFIL and expanding 
it to bring some peace and harmony in Lebanon and stop the 
bloodshed now? (sic) 


A No change basically in our position as from 
yesterday, and indeed as from previous days and weeks. As 
we've stated, we're not opposed in principle to an expanded 
U.N. presence in Beirut and are willing to study specific 
suggestions. Any such proposal would have to be studied 
carefully. The wishes of the Lebanese Government and the 
preferences of the U.N. Secretary General would, as always, 
be critical elements. 


As you know, discussions are underway on this 
possibility among members of the Security Council and other 
interested governments in New York. A formal meeting of the 
Council, I think, was due to take place late this morning and 
another is scheduled for tomorrow. 


Insefar as Soviet conditions mentioned, there have 
been various reports on the nature of those conditions. In 
some versions they're described as conditions that must be 
fulfilled before any discussion of an enhanced U.N. role in 
Lebanon is undertaken. That is obviously unacceptable. 


Perhaps the Security Council discussion this 
morning will shed some light on the Soviet conditions. We're 
following those discussions closely and will determine our 
position as they proceed, but I can't get any further into 
a discussion of these reports. : 





Q John, can we get a copy of this, please? 

A Yes, sure. 

Q Thank you. 

Q John, the President seems to be <= sorry -- 


the Secretary seems to be making a distinction here between a 
UN presence for such purposes as protecting the refugee camps 
and then beyond that a peacekeeping or peace supervisory force 
of some kind. Is there such a distinction? Do we think 

that the UN may be able to do something now more -- 


A Again, I don't really want to get into the 
business of interpreting his remarks, but I don't think he's 
making a distinction there, Hank. I think what he's saying 
is that the camps and the obvious tragic history of their 
past makes that an especially important aspect should there 
be a UN role. 


Q After Secretary Lehman's statement yester- 
day, I think some of us are still confused as to what are the 
rules of engagement for the use of U.S. naval and air 
weaponry in Lebanon. 


You said yesterday, I believe, that it could be 
used in response to attacks on Americans or to shelling 
which put American lives -- civil or military -- at risk and 
that by definition attacks on downtown Beirut would be con- 
Sidered putting American lives at risk. 


My question is twofold. Is there any other rule 
of engagement where they could be used other than merely to 
protect American lives? And, secondly, would they be used 
to respond to shelling coming only from areas held by pre- 
dominantly by Muslim forces or could they be used to respond 
to shelling coming from areas where the predominance of forces 
was Christian or Israeli? 


hy I thought that by the end of the day 
yesterday there was no confusion. (Laughter.) I thought it 
had been clarified. 


But the rules of engagement are absolutely clear. 
We will fire on those who fire on us or who jeopardize 
American military or civilian lives; and we will fire, or 
reserve the right to fire, on emplacements and positions in 
Syrian-held territory from which there is firing into Greater 
Beirut. 


Q Firing from Syrian-held territory? 








A Syrian-held territory. 

Q Not, for instance, Phalangists firing into 
West Beirut? 

A Outside Greater Beirut? Not that I'm aware 
of at the moment. 

Q You mean if they were firing from East 
Beirut into downtown Beirut? 

A We will fire on anybody in Greater Beirut 
who fires on American positions. 

Q In Greater Beirut? 

A Yes, sure. 

Q What about coming from south of the Awali 
if the firing came from there? 

A I think that's a little academic. 

Q Well, not really. It's happened before. 

Q Do we understand that there will be no 


United Nations peacekeep forcing, keep force, if there's no 
stability in Lebanon? (sic) I mean, do you understand that? 


A I think the Secretary was setting out the 
kind of logical conditions that would have to prevail before 
people would likely contribute forces to a UN peacekeeping 
force. 


Q Another subject? 


A I'm going to take Ralph, and I'll come back 
to you in a minute. 


Q Just a question again on Secretary Shultz's 
comment about what it is the U.S. is proceeding to do. He 
said we are proceeding to redeploy our Marine detachment. 

A Correct. 


Q So far there hasn't been any proceeding on 
that front. 


A Yes. 





Q Is this a sign that some Marines are 
actually moving to the ships? 


A I don't think so. You'd really have to ask 
the Pentagon, but as I follow the story, I think what has 
happened is that some equipment is being packed up and 
indeed maybe already have been shipped out to the ships. 

But I think the President has the plan under consideration 
and will make his decision about how fast the Marines will 
redeploy. 


Q To follow that, on the same sentence, "we 
are proceeding to provide materiel to the LAF — 

A Correct. 

Q -—- as circumstances permit." 

A Correct. 

Q Does that mean that the flow of materiel 


to the LAF has slowed because circumstances are not per- 
mitting it and that the U.S. is focusing its attention more 
now on packing up the gear and getting it on the ships than 
the -- 


A No, no; it does not mean that. It means 
that the flow is continuing to Beirut on schedule. There may 
well be, given the problems, given the fighting -- I don't 
know -- there may well be problems about unloading and 
distributing it. But basically what is in the pipeline con- 
tinues to move through. 


Q John, also on Lebanon, there are reports 
that President Gemayel may be making a radio address to his 
nation. Do you have any advance indications? 


A No. We were besieged by those reports 
yesterday, all of which came to naught, and I guess they 
continue to circulate today. But I don‘t have anything. 


Q John, on the UN question again, please, 
when you say that any role -- a significant role by the UN 
-- is predicated on or presupposes some measure of politi- 
cal accord, do you mean by that the reorganization of the 
Lebanese Government involving the factions or something 
less than that, such as a cease-fire of some kind? What is 
meant by that before you'll seriously consider it? 














A Again, I really don't want to get into the 
business of interpreting what the Secretary said, but I think 
there are some obvious implications. You have to have a 
request for such a force from the government, and I suppose 
that government has to have support and it has to be a legi- 
timate request from that country. 


Q John, in an earlier briefing today a senior 
official was asked about the possibility of Americans serving 
in some kind of truce-observing team or somehow being sent to 
the border between Angola and Namibia, and the official would 
neither rule it out nor rule it in. Can you clarify it in any 
way? 


A I'm reluctant to do it in an on the record 
briefing, commenting on a background briefing. I'd be glad 
to pour cold water on it after this session. 


Q O.K. 


Q John, if the agreement is abrogated by 
Gemayel -- admittedly, a hypothetical cord in this five- 
minute period — after that period, after it is abrogated, 
would the New Jersey and the other U.S. ships continue to 
fire into Greater Beirut for any reason? 





A I know of no reason why the rules of engage- 
ment would be changed under the present circumstances, 
including abrogation of the treaty. 


Q John, where is Rumsfeld now? Where is he 
going? 

A He's here. 

Q And where is he going now? 

A As always, I'm sorry to say we will be 
uncommunicative about this. 

Q Can you say the nature of his next mission? 
I mean, is he going back to Beirut? 

A Oh, I think he'll be involved in the Middle 
East peace process and the Lebanon problem. (Laughter.) 

Q A second question then. 

Q Seriously, John, is he going back to where 


he -- 
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A I would expect him to. I don't know how 
soon, but I would expect him to come back there. 


Q To go back to Bernie's earlier question, and 
I phrase it a slightly different way, do you consider that 
the events overnight and the trends of the last week or so in 
Lebanon constitute a setback for American policy? 


A I guess I thought I answered that, as well 
as I‘m able, before. It‘s been a worthy cause; it's been an 
honorable cause for the United States. We have worked hard 
at it; we have done our best. We'll continue to be committed 
as best we're able. 


Clearly, the results to date have not been, I'm 
sure, as many would have wished them, including the 
Administration. But Lebanon has endured agony for many, many 
years and it's a tough problen. 


Q But I'm saying in the broader context is 
this a setback for the United States and maybe even for the 
West? 


A If you mean is there any diminution of 
effort on the overall Middle East peace front, I think the 
answer to that is no, and I think that is quite clear from 
what has transpired during the visits of President Mubarak 
and King Hussein. 


Q John, do you have any consultation right now 
going on with your MNF partners regarding the fast-moving 
Situation in Lebanon? 


A Yes, there's consultation going on. 


Q And my second part of the question: Can we 
see that statement of the Secretary stems from the fact that 
it's predictable, possibly, the May 17 agreement will be 
abrogated and he's just putting the cart in front of the 
horse, or whatever it is, the situation, by issuing this 
warning about not to abrogate it? (sic) 


A Clearly he responded to that point. But I 
think you'd be wrong in thinking that that was the only fac- 
tor that motivated him to make some remarks about the Middle 
East in general. We've had a number of developments in the 
Middle East, and I think he thought it was worthwhile to tell 
you where we are and where we're going. 


Q John, on that very question, could you share 
with us at what point this morning the Secretary decided to 
come down? 











ll 


A Well, the idea circulated earlier on in the 
morning, but in fact his decision to come down was made some- 
time after noon, after twelve o'clock. 


Q After twelve? 
A Yes. 
Q Was the statement just going to be put out 


as a piece of paper and then he decided to read it? 


A Statements of any kind in this great insti- 
tution get worked on until the last minute, actually. 


Q Is this at all related to an earlier session 
the President had with some reporters where he -~ 


A No. 

Q -- made some comments? 

A No, no. 

Q The statement that the Secretary read -- 

A I think what you should see is the Hussein 


visit, the Mubarak visit, and events in Beirut. It's been, 
as we all know, a very active few days in the Middle East. 


Q John, the statement that the Secretary read 
then w*- prepared prior to his decision to come down? I 
didn't understand that. It might have been distributed, that 
statement? 


A I really don't want to get into the mecha- 
nics of how we do all this, but in general statements in this 
great institution get worked on; input feeds in, flows in; 
they get torn apart. People decide whether they should be 
given, whether they shouldn't, whether paragraphs should be 
deleted. And when all that has gone on, if it's a question 
of the Secretary making a statement, he obviously applies 
himself personally to it and does what he will do to it. 


Q John, would there have been -- 


Q Would he have called the President on this, 
to decide to -- 
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A I do not know whether he talked to 
the President today. 

Q John, thank you. 

Q Shall we adjourn. 

A Sounds like there's a move to adjourn. 


(Whereupon, at 1:30 p.m., the briefing was concluded.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have a couple of 
announcements for you. First of all, the Secretary will 
address the Creve Coeur Club at the Civic Center in Peoria, 
Illinois, on Wednesday, February 22. His speech is scheduled 
for 9:30 p.m. Central Standard Time -- that is 10:30 p.m. 
here. Anyone interested in covering this event should contact 
Jeff Hawkinson at (399) 698-2525, extension 80. It is, because 
of the hour at which it is being delivered, not going to be 
piped back here. 


Q What is the subject? 

A Don't have a subject to give you at this point. 

Second, assuming, as we expect, that the Congress 
will have received by tomorrow the proposed legislation that 
embodies the consensus arrived at by the National Bipartisan 
Commission on Central America, there will be a BACKGROUNDER in 
the briefing room here, tomorrow, February 17, at 2:00 p.m. 


We will confirm that BACKGROUNDER at tomorrow's briefing, but 
just to give you a heads up on that. 


Q Query on that? 

A Sorry? 

Q A question on that, please? 
A Well, -- 


Q You just had a BACKGROUNDER last week at the 
White House. Is there going to be something new? 


A There is a legislative package which would go 
up, so it has the specifics that you were asking about so 
insistently, as I recall. 


There will also be an ON-THE-RECORD press briefing 
by Ambassador Leonard H. Marks at 1l o'clock Wednesday 
morning, February 22, on the results of the recent World 
Administrative Radio Conference for High Frequency 








Broadcasting. Ambassador Marks, head of the U.S. Delegation, 
and other members of the delegation will be present to answer 
your questions. 


That is it for announcements. I will be happy to 
take your questions. 


Q Alan, what can you tell us, please, about the 
proposal that has been submitted, I understand, to this 
government regarding Lebanon? And what is your judgment of 
it? 


A Well, there are various parties working on a 
number of proposals, Mike. There is one that the Saudis have 
proposed -- that is the most recent of them -—- but we're not 
gcing to comment on any of them. So, I'm afraid that's where 
we are. 


Q Alan, according to published reports, one 
feature of this Saudi plan is abrogation of the May 17 
agreement. Do we have any reaction to that? 


A I think that the Secretary addressed pretty 
clearly yesterday the Administration's view on the May 17 
agreement and continuing support for that agreement. 


Q How do you know that's the Administration's 
view? I say that because I'm reading what the President said 
yesterday, that whereas the Secretary said, “We continue to 
support” -- if that was the precise phrasing; the President said 
about the agreement, “We are not a party to it, so there is no 
way we should have a position one way or the other on whether 
it is abrogated or not." 


‘s Two points on that, Bernie: First of all, if 
you look at the question that was asked to which the 
President was responding, it stated, “Yes, I understand that 
the U.S. supports the plan, but if" such-and-such and such- 
and-such. So there was an assumption that underlay the 
President's response to that, and he didn't have a need to 
repeat that. 


Secondly, I would say to you that the Secretary's 
remarks -- while I won't go into details of the proceedings and 
how they were processed -- I think you can assume that they had 
the President's views incorporated in them. 


Q I don't understand the assumption. The 
question is, it says, “Reagan was asked what he thought of 
Lebanon abrogating the agreement"? 











A No. I think you have to go and look at the 
transcript which the White House has, and look at the 
question. It was a rather long question, and includes the 
statenent saying effectively, “I understand the Administration 
supports the May 17 agreement," so he was answering based on 
that assumption. 


Q Alan, on the Saudi initiative, I mean you're 
talking about many different plans. I think we're only really 
talking about one. We are told that the President of Lebanon 
signed it. We are also told an American helicopter has flown 
the document to Cyprus where Saudi diplomats are supposed to 
pick it up to take to Syria. Obviously, if we're so laid back 
on it, why is the U.S. military helping ferry the document 
around? 


A I don't know that that is the case. I can't 
deny it, because I don't know it; but I certainly haven't 
heard of that. But in any case, it's not our plan; I don't 
have any comment on that or any other plan at this point. 


Q To follow up -- 


A And I think Larry Speakes addressed this to 
some extent also this morning, so I'd refer you to what he 
said. 


Q Is there an American involved in this pai- 
ticular negotiating process? 


A Involved in this negotiating process? Between 
whom? I mean -- 


Q Specifically, in the Saudi plan. 


4 Well, I don't really want to get into the 
details of it, but I think you would be misled if you think we 
were somehow in the middle of this. 


Q Alan, was the Saudi plan seen as being in com- 
petition with U.S. proposals for the -- 


A As I say, I'm just not going to get into 
discussions of specific plans, so I don't think that I 
answer that question. 


Q What about your view on the Prench proposal at 


the U.N.? 





A Maybe we could also talk about this a little 
bit later, but -- 


Q What about the Prench proposal at the U.N. 
which, essentially, is for an immediate U.N. presence in Beirut? 
Do you have a view on it? 


A I think, again, the Secretary addressed the 
question of a U.N. force in his statement yesterday, and 
talked about some of the problems in the sense that conditions 
necessary for such a force do not obtain at the present 
moment. 


Q About the Saudi part to this, I mean it is 
reported that the Saudis are advising Gemayel to abrogate. 
What does this do to American-Saudi relations if you can 
confirm what I just told you now, that the Saudis aiding or 
advising Gemayel to abrogate the agreement? 


ny I'm afraid that to even begin to address that, 
I'd have to get into the details, and I said I won't do that, 
so I just can't be responsive to that. ° 


Q Back on the question Secretary Shultz raised 
yesterday when he used the phrase “legislative restraints." 
He said, “In spite of legislative restraints, we are pro- 
ceeding along these several points," and he listed them. 


Could you tell us what legislative restraints the 
Secretary is talking about, the Administration is talking 
about? To say that the U.S. is doing these things in spite of 
legislative restraints -- 


A No, I don't think that's what he said, Ralph. 
I don't think he said, “In spite of." 


Q -- suggests that if there were no legislative 
restraints, the Administration would prefer to be doing 
something else. What would the Administration prefer to be 
doing in Lebanon now? 


A That's a very hypothetical question, and I 
don't intend to go into that. 


Q Well, wait a minute. Can I follow that, Alan, 
please? The Secretary used the phrase “legislative 
restraints." I'm trying to find out what restraints on 
Administration policy are there in place now. 








A I'll just cite you one, and I don't know 
everything he had in mind; but one would be the October 
resolution. 


Q Resolution. What about -- 


A I'm not -- John declined to go into it further; 
I'm going to decline to go into it further. The Secretary 
made his remarks; I refer you to them. I think you mischarac- 
terized the conditionality of what he said in your original 
question. But go look at the remarks. 


Q Alan, on the May 17 agreement, are we telling 
the Lebanese, or in any other way trying to influence then, 
against abrogating the agreement? 


A All I‘m going to say about the agreement is 
that our position on it is clear, stated again by the 
Secretary. And I'm not going to get into the diplomacy of 
this. 


Q Alan, could you take Bernie's question about 
the U.S. military lending a hand to make sure the American 
humiliation is complete? 


A You rephrased his question, I take it? 


Q It's not my question. 

Q No, no. I rephrased it. That's right. 

A Yes, you did. 

Q Could you take his part and my part? 
(Laughter) 

A Your part I will leave to your own charac- 


terizations. I will take a look into the question of what one 
might say, but I think the answer is going to be, without 
steering you one way or another, we're not going to get into 
the question of what we're doing. Brt I will look at it. 


Q My question is that those eight points, as I 
see it, if they were all put into effect, the U.S. should 
like. 


A Well, I think as far as anything we have to say 
from here, Ive exhausted that. 





Q The Israelis have threatened that if the May 17 
agreement is abrogated, they'll, I gather, effectively shut 
off the south from the rest of Lebanon. What's the U.S. posi- 
tion on that? 


A I don't have anything to give you on that. 


Q Alan, was your support for the withdrawal of 
Israeli forces from Lebanon contingent and dependent only on 
that Lebanon keeps the May 17 agreement, or was it based on 
your repeated statements that you want Lebanon to be free from 
foreign forces? 


I'll go back to what the Secretary said that they will 
have to resort tio other alternatives for Israeli withdrawal, 
as you know, the United States has withdrawn its hands from 
withdrawing Israeli forces unless they will abide by the 
May 17 agreement. 


A I think the Secretary's words are pretty clear 
on that. I don't think he quite said it that way, but on the 
other hand, I think his words are clear as to the responsibility 
would be on those who would seek to set aside that plan, for 
finding alternative methods. But our objectives, seeking the 
withdrawal of all foreign forces, have not changed. 


Q Alan, since the collapse of the Lebanese Army, 
Ambassador Bartholomew has spent some time talking to rebel 
leaders, including a couple of hours with Nabih Berri. Have 
we, in fact, cut a deal with the opposition to protect the 
Marines at their surrounded position at the airport? And does 
part of that deal involve the non-use of the U.S. Navy and its 
guns in protecting the Lebanese Government? 


A I can't really address the specifics of what 
his conversations have been. As you know, we have had contact 
with a number of the leaders of various segments of Lebanese 
society on a regular basis, so there is nothing unusual about 
that. I'm sure that, obviously, we have an interest in the 
safety of our Marines. 


As far as the rules are concerned, however, 
regarding shooting at people who shoot at us, that hasn't 
changed. And as far as the rule, the other part of it that the 
President announced, that is firing into Syrian-controlled 
territory, when fire is directed from sites against greater 
Beirut, thereby endangering Americans, that hasn't changed 
either. 





If what you're suggesting is that various groups are 
not going to fire on the Marines, the fact of the matter is 
that if they don't fire on the Marines, the Marines aren't 
going to fire on then. 


Q Nor would the Navy? 


A No. You're talking about people who are within 
the Beirut area and who are not firing on us, we're not going 
to fire on them. 


Q Following on that, there were reports from 
Beirut today that the fighting may spread into the Baabda 
area, specifically, that some of the dissident forces may try 
to move in and take control of Baabda. 


What would we do if the fighting was to affect 
either U.S. Embassy residents and/or the Presidential residence? 


A Well, you're setting up a speculative 
situation, a hypothetical situation, and I'm not going to -- 


Q But it's very possible. 

A Well, I'm not going to try to speculate on the 
possibilities of it. I think it is hypothetical, and I don't 
intend to try to get into it. 


Q Regardless of our own position, has or has not 
President Gemayel agreed to abrogate the May 17 agreement? 


My I think you would have to ask President Gemayel. 
I don't think it is up to us to talk about him. 


-- MORE -- 





Q By saying that the U.S. continues to support the May 
17th agreement, are you saying that the U.S. will not support any 
plan which includes abrogation? 


A I'm not going to address our position on various 
plans. The President got asked a question related to this that 
Bernie raised earlier. He answered it, but not in a way which backed 
away from our support for that plan, but I'm not going to try to ela- 
borate on that issue. 


Q Alan, what sort of faith does the United States have 
in the word or a commitment of Syria? 


A You're setting out a broad-principled question, and I 
don't know how to really deal with that. I suppose in any agreement 
with anybody we would want to make sure we have appropriate measures 
to be sure that any agreements are followed up. 


Q May I switch to another subject, maybe as a kind of 
relief for you? You know the statements were made recently by the 
higher officials of this Administration about a dsesire to improve 
relations with my country, the Soviet Union -=- about necessity to 
start constructive dialogue. 


A Yes. 


Q As far as my government is concerned, the position is 
that to have fruitful dialogue we need to deal with each other not 
from the position of strength but as equal. 


A Yes. 


Q Do you have any knowledge of any concrete proposals 
being contemplated by the Administration to start such a constructive 
dialogue? 


Ay I think that I would not get into the question in 
detail of what we might or might not have in mind in any spe- 
cific terms, but I think that it has been made very clear that 
indeed the President and this Govenrment are interested in a 
meaningful, constructive dialogue, including on arms control 
and arms reduction and other issues; and we would hope to get 
a similar response and attitude from the Soviet Government. 


The Vice President has spoken I think a couple of times now 
publicly about his conversations with General Secretary Chernenko, 
and I don't have anything to add to that. 


I would only comment about one point of your question, and 
that is a position of strength. The U.S. has not said it seeks a 
position of superiority, and it is not U.S. policy to seek a position 
of superiority. 





Q Alan, on the same subject, a former official 
of the Carter Administration, now an adviser to Vice 
President Mondale, has said that he has negotiated an 
arrangement with officials of this Department whereby the 
various arms control talks would be merged and one 
Presidential plenipotentiary negotiator would be appointed to 
oversee the talks. The names Brent Scowcroft and Henry 
Kissinger have come up as possible candidates for that posi- 
tion. Is such a plan under discussion in the Administration? 


A I'm not going to talk about what's under 
discussion in the Administration, but I think our position 
on merging talks has been made clear, and I'd refer you back to 
the record on that. 


Q Alan, can you tell us whether Secretary 
Shultz has read Tony Lewis' column in the Times today and 
whether or not he has any reaction to it? 


A I don't know, and I don't know whether he has 
a reaction to it. 


Q Could you take that question? 


a No. I'm not going to ask for his reaction to 
a newspaper column. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment, please, on the 
report in the Times as well, regarding the classified investi- 
gation of the report on the murder of the nuns, alleging a 
high cover-up in the Salvadoran military? 


A I'm not sure whether I have guidance on this. 
There was guidance on this. Of course, this is the second go-around 
on this story in the last couple of days. I don't have that 
with me; let me refer it to you. ' 


Let me say one thing though. f don't know if it's 
come to your attention that the appeals court in San Vicente 
upheld early this month the lower court's elevation of the 
case to the plenario. That is the final stage of the judi- 
cial proceedings. This means the case is definitively raised to the 
plenario and no further defense appeals on elevation to plenario are 
possible. 


This final stage of the judicial process includes, under 
Salvadoran law, a number of specific steps -- a period for the pre- 
sentation of additional evidence, the selection of a jury and the 
presentation of the case to the jury. 
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The entire process normally takes two to three 
months, so I would refer you to that; but there is also other 
guidance, Mike, which talks more directly to your question, 
and let me refer you to the Press Office on that. 


Q Alan, is anything available yet on the defense 
to the Supreme Court? They have not yet ruled on it, have 
they? 


A I saw a story in the paper which said that. I 
can only tell you that this is what our understanding is of 
the situation as of this moment. 


Q There was a story yesterday in The Washington 
Times that the caveat that senior U.S. officials made at the 
White House briefing room after the end of the talks of 
President Mubarak and King Hussein and President Reagan, 
which read that “you cannot control statements of head of 
states but certainly you do not endorse it by standing 
there," were a result of a consultation between Mr. 
Weinberger and Mr. Shultz, and a senior U.S. official was 
saying these things after consultation. Can you take the 
question, confirm or deny such a thing? 





A No, I would not get into that. But I guess I 
would say to anybody who was there the atmosphere did not 
suggest calculated statements so much. But, in any case, 
I'm certainly not going to take a question about how our 
procedures from these things work. 


Q I want to follow that up. Is this customary? 
I've been in this city for about five years, and I see a lot 
of heads of state -- European, Middle Eastern, whatever. 
But never in my life in this city I have seen such a state- 
ment come out of a spokesman while, you know, the people 
state departing say the statement that you don't agree with 
what he said (sic), and it looks like Leslie Stahl from CBS 
said was it an embarrassment to the President or was it a 
repudiation of head of state of Arab country. By saying 
these things, coming at the White House at the briefing room 
you know just minutes after the departure of people, it 
looked to me unusual. 


Could you answer if there was any precedent or 
this is the first time that such a spokesman discussed it? 


A I haven't got the slightest idea. 


Q Alan, you referred earlier to the White House 
statement -- 


A Thank you. Your colleague says they said the 
same thing -- previously. 





ll 


Q Alan, you referred earlier to the White House 
statement yesterday about the U.S. Navy responding to shelling 
from Syrian-held territory. I asked John yesterday if the 
U.S. Navy could respond to shelling of downtown Beirut from 
Philangist-held territory, and he said, "Yes." 


These two would appear to be in contradiction. Is 
the Navy only authorized to fire on Muslim forces, or can they 
fire on Christian forces as well if they cause the same 
trouble? 


A I would refer you back. You keep on picking 
at it, but go back and look at what the President said. He 
laid it out, it's very specific, and -- 


Q He said Syrian-held territory. 


A He said Syrian-controlled territory into Greater 
Beirut, or anybody who fires on U.S. or MNF personnel. 


Q Iran-Iraq, Alan? 


A Go ahead. Yes -- I really don't have 
anything on Iran-Iraq today. I mean our position hasn't 
changed on it; we'd like to see the war ended. But I don't 
have anything new on it today. 


Q Thank you. 


Q Do you have any comment on talks between 
Angola and South Africa now? 


A No, I really don't. 
Q On the disengagement matter? 


A No. I gather that there was a press report 
that the South African Foreign Minister had gone home, and 
that may be so. I don't know; we don't have the final 
report. But it is far from our impression, just to be clear 
on this -- far from our impression that the talks ended in 
failure -- so if you were to tend it in that direction, that 
would be a mistake. 


Q Did they end? 


BN I just don't know what's going on on the 
ground. As I say, I don't have a final report on it. 
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Q Coming back to the Middle East on one point, 
there is a report this morning -- which I knew of yesterday, 
however -- of Israeli settlers chopping the fingers of an 
80-something years old Palestinian because he refused to 
sell his land to them. Are you aware of the report, and 
would you care to comment on it? 


A No. 
Q If not, would you take it, please? 


A I won't take it. I'm not aware of the report. 
Obviously it would be a horrible thing if that happened, but 
I just can't confirm that. 


Q There are reports this morning out of 
Lebanon of showing reporters to the site of an alleged 
massacre in some town which had previously been held by 
Druze, then taken over last fall by Christian militia and the 
LAF, and has now gone back to Druze hands again. Do you have 
any comment on the reports of those killings, which were 
alleged to have been done by Christian forces at the time of 
the takeover in October? 


A I don't know anything about it. I think 
there have been various reports on various sides about 
killings, and obviously those are tragic events if in fact 
they took place, but I'm not going to be able to comment on 
specific allegations. 


Q A report of a Palestinian PLO fighter rein- 
filtration into Beirut -- do you have anything on that? 


A Nothing beyond what I think we said the other 
day, which is that we are aware of reports of such .e?in- 
filtration. Can't confirm it from here, but the r:« * are 
very disturbing, and we take the matter very serious.,. 


Q Alan? 
A Jim. 


Q Do you have anything on the Grenada airport? 
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A I don't have anything new on it. That is, I 
think that the recommendations have come in now from the 
team that looked at it. It's being studied. There may be 
something shortly on it, but I don't have anything right now. 


Q Also, if I may, there are reports that the 
United States has indicated to its OECD partners that it may 
withdraw from UNCTAD in Geneva; and, also, that it's con- 
sidering reducing, if not withdrawing, from the UN Committee 
on Peaceful Uses of Outer Space. Do you have any comment on 
that? 


A No; I'm not aware of those reports. 

Q No? 

A I'll look into them; yes. 

Q Alan, have we received a diplomatic note from 
Canada regarding transporter pollution policy of this 
Administration, reducing acid rain? 

A Acid rain? No. 

We understand that a diplomatic demarche of some 


kind by the Government of Canada is likely; but we won't 
have any comment, of course, until we've seen it. 





In general terms, we're certainly aware that the 
recent U.S. Government policy decision on acid rain was 
unwelcome to the Government of Canada. The Canadians would 
have preferred a decision to launch a new control program. 


Even though such an option was put aside for now, 
the President's statement of January 25th was important. 
The Administration recognizes that acid rain is a problem 
and is taking steps to deal with the matter through addi- 
tional research and mitigation measures. 


As EPA Chief William Ruckelshaus has reported 
publicly, the President concluded that we do not yet have 
enough information about that problem to warrant a program 
to control the sources of acid rain. While study of the 
problem proceeds, the President has called for development 
of new technologies to reduce the air pollutants which cause 
acid rain. 


Although clearly the Govenrment of Canada has taken 
a different position on this issue, we believe areas of 
agreement remain and hope that U.S.-Canadian cooperation on 
some aspects of the acid rain problem will continue. 
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Q Can we have a copy of that, including your 
follow-up on that? 


A No. I think we'll just put it out straight. 
Q I'd like to ask you about -- 
A Excuse me; I can't hear. 


Q Excuse me. I'd like to ask you about the 
statement which was given by Mr. Shultz yesterday. I don't 
know if anybody else asked this question. When he said that 
the only »eace proposal will be the President Reagan initiatives 
and 242, does that mean that Fez and the Egyptian-French 
proposal for peace is not considerable (sic) in this 
Administration, or -- 


A What it means is that the President and the 
Administration as a whole believe that the President's ini- 
tiative of Septemer 1, 1982, is the only proposal that we're 
aware of that has -- based on, of course, Camp David 
which is based, of course, on Resolution 242 -- is the 
only proposal that we think has a prospect for bringing a 
solution to that. 


At the same time, we have never insisted that when 
people return to the table -- which is what we want to hap- 
pen -- 


Q Yes. 

A -- that they accept that in all its detail, that 
everybody can come to the table with their own positions -- 
of course, the negotiations based on the principles on which 
they are. But as far as the President's initiative, 
those are the proposals that we will support. 

Q Thank you, Alan. 


A You're welcome. 


(Whereupon, at 12:33 p.m., the press briefing was 
concluded. ) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Two brief announ- 
cements: First of all, we're still on a tentative schedule 
for 2 o'clock. Hope to resolve that as soon as possible, but 
at the moment, it's still a tentative BACKGROUND briefing 
at 2:00 here on the proposed legislation resulting from the 
report of the National Bipartisan Commission on Central 
America. 


Housekeeping: The Press Office will have normal 
Saturday hours tomorrow, but on Monday, which is a holiday, | 
it will be on a Sunday schedule, so it will not be open. 
That's it for announcements. Be happy to take your questions. 


Q Alan, can we start out with Lebanon? What do 
you hear about the Lebanese Government and the May 17 
Agreement? Is everything still as it was? 


A I don't have anything to offer on that. 


Q Which means what? That you haven't heard from 
them, or what? 


A It means I don't have anything to offer on it. 
Q What about the situation on the ground? 


A The situation on the ground is fairly 
quiet, actually -- no incidents involving the U.S. MNF 
contingent in the last 24 hours. This is all, again, 10 
o'clock Eastern time. 


Reports that U.S. aircraft were attacking positions 
outside Beirut are false -- I want to get that clear because 
there were some wire reports this morning on it <= and Beirut 
is, reportedly, quiet this morning. Yesterday, there were 
sporadic exchanges in the greater Beirut area. 


Q Do you have a formal Gemayel acceptance of the 
eight-point package? 





oy I'll refer you to my briefing of yesterday. 


Q No, no. Your briefing of yesterday is old 
stuff. 


(Laughter) 


A I will allow President Gemayel to speak for 
himself, or have his spokesman speak for him rather than 
having us speak for him. 


Q But you have no notification in any form? 
A I think I answered Jim before. 
Q No, no. Jim didn't ask that question. 


A Well, all right. I'll give you the same 
answer. I'm not going to address President Gemayel's view on 
this. 


Q There is a report of a massacre there where 
the LAF, which I'm not really implying anything, which the 
U.S. supported, and poured $1 billion worth of weapons 
to, and since October the bodies are on the street there. 


Do you care to comment on that, and how -- I mean, 
what is the Lebanese Army's role in it, as far as you know? 


A I don't have specific information on the 
massacres and the reports of massacres at Kafr Matta, which I 
believe is what you're referring to, and also which, I 
believe, was raised in the briefing yesterday. Nonetheless, 
I will repeat what I said yesterday, which is that we condemn, 
in the strongest terms, the needless taking of innocent 
lives. And I would refer you back for a more comprehensive 
statement, with regard to reported massacres from various 
sources, Of September 9, 1983. We can make that available to 
you later if you're interested in it. But obviously, we con- 
demn those. But I'm not going to get into trying to comment 
on each individual report. 





As I said yesterday, there are reports of massacres 
by all sorts of different people. It's a terrible situation 
when that happens, but I'm not going to try to confirm it. 


Q I would like, plese, to try to get something 
about the fact that the LAF has been in the area since the 
massacre was committed, and the LAF is the force in Lebanon 
which the United States has backed and continues to back. So <-- 








A I've given you what I have on the subject. 
Q Do you have anything new about Iraq-Iran? 


A Not really a great deal that is new. We have 
seen numerous press reports describing intensified fighting 
along the Iran-Iraq border and preparations associated with 
offensive military operations. : 


We are concerned about the escalation that appears 
to be taking place. We deplore the reported loss of civilian 
lives on both sides and the destruction of non-military targets, 
and we renew our call for a negotiated settlement of the war 
based on principles of sovereignty and territorial integrity. 


Q Alan, given the fact that you have said you 
have nothing to offer on the eight-point plan and so forth -- we 
accept that as of now -- but tell us -- there is so much 
confusion about where we stand on seven of the eight points. 


On the eighth point about the May 17, we had the 
Secretary of State talk, but what about the other seven? 
Where do we stand on those? 


A I have no comment on the reported eight-point 
plan at all. 


Q Do we have a copy of the eight-point plan? 


A I thir ast said I don't have a comment at 
all on the reported « ~* - point plan. 


Q That's not answering the question, though. 
A It answers the question. 
Lester, did you have a question? 


Q Alan, in his statement on the murder of Leamon 
Hunt, Secretary Shultz said that, “It wust inspire us to rededi- 
cate ourselves to the cause of peace and to defiance of for- 
ces of terror." 


A two-part question: Could you tell us, Alan, how 
does the Secretary mean that we should “rededicate ourselves" to 
"defiance of terror,” other than being patient? 


A I think, again -- and in this case it does call 
for your patience -- there is a legislative package, which will 
be going forward, to deal with terrorism, and that will be an 
important set of measures in that respect. 





Q Good. Will this package differ in any way 
with President Reagan's promise in 1981, “Let terrorists 
beware that when the rules of international behavior are 
violated, our policy will be one of swift and effective 
retribution," -- 


i Well, I think — 
Q -- or is that inoperative now, Alan? 


a I think I'll let you make the judgment based 
on the briefings that will be held at the time the package 
goes forward. 


Q You won't say that this statement of 1981 
of President Reagan's is now inoperative, will you, Alan? 


os I'm not saying that. 


Q Can you give a better sense, after the talks 
with President Mubarak and King Hussein earlier this week, of 
whether the Administration does plan to do anything in the 
area of the broader Middle East peace process this year? 

In other words, is there any review going on? Are you -- 


A You got a briefing after those visits, and I 
really have nothing to add to add to it. We, obviously, con- 
tinue to believe that the broad peace effort in the Middle East 
is a very important effort, and we will be active on it; but 
I don't have anything specific to offer you beyond what the 
briefer did the other day. 


Q -- because the impression came up at the 
BACKGROUND briefing at the White House yesterday, it seems 
to be around town that the Administration is disengaging 
from Lebanon in terms of trying to influence events there 
now, and that it's talking about the broader Middle East 
issues, but not really planning to do anything. I wonder if 
you have anything to counter that impression that's gaining. 


A I don't think, in order to counter your 
impression, Roy, I intend to lay out our diplomatic strategy, 
but the fact is, the Secretary addressed our broad policy, 
both as regards Lebanon and as regards the Middle East, in 
his statement the other day. I'll refer you to that. The 
President is on the record in his statements, and I don't 
think there is any doubt about the sincerity and importance 
that we attach to it. 





Mike? 


Q Alan, why has Ambassador Stone resigned? What 
does this mean insofar as a change in policy, if any, for 
Central America? 


A Basically, I'm not going to have any responses 
on that subject. Larry Speakes has addressed it, and I refer 
you to what he said. 


I will reiterate, I think, the point that he has 
made that the issues -- the resignation of Ambassador Stone 
does not suggest any policy disagreement or any policy change 
that would be forthcoming. 

Is there a disagreement in personalities -- 


Again, I'm not going to go beyond that. 


mo FY DO 


-- with regard to Ambassador Motley? 


A I'm basically going to refer you to what 
Larry had to say. 


Q To follow up on that -- 
A No; I*1ll come back to you, Lester. 


Q Mr. Stone's office is referring all calls to 
you personally, and so I have to ask -- (laughter) 


n Well, they're wrong. They should refer them 
to Larry Speakes at the White House. 


Q But the question is, is the Post story of the 
difference between Stone and Motley true or false? 


N Again, I'm not going to have anything to say. 
I refer you to Larry Speakes' briefings. 


Q Alan, where does the U.S. stand on the May 17 
Agreement today? 


A Where we stood yesterday, and the day before, and 
the day before that. 


Q Still -- 








Q Why won't you comment on the eight-point plan? 
A There are various plans which have been 


discussed from time to time. I'm not going to get into it. 


We haven't generally done that in the past, and don't intend 
to do it at this point. 


Q Can I be excused to go to Larry Speakes? (Laughter) 
a You are weicome to go to Larry Speakes, Lester. 
Larry, he's coming your way! 


(Laughter) 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Is there now a diplomatic mission of some 
sort regarding the Mid-East, which is directed out of this 
Department which involves Henry Kissinger? 


A I am not aware of such. 


Q Maybe I keep the wrong company, but that's 
what I get from the company I keep. 


7 Well, that may be. (Laughter) 


Is Rumsfeld going back, to Beirut? 


Q 

A Is Rumsfeld going back? 

Q There was a report from Beirut to that effect. 

A It is difficult, Ozzie, because we don't talk 
about his schedule ahead of time. As a general matter, 
without trying to specify anything, I would expect he would 
go back, yes. 


Q So they were saying he was due back in Beirut 
today. 


A That is not correct, but I am not really going to 
go beyond that. 


Q Alan, you said you weren't going to make any 
comment on past events in the Stone situation. What about 
the future? Is that position going to be dissolved or 
filled? 


A No. I think that there has been an announce- 
ment at the White House that Ambassador Shlaudeman will fill 
that role. 


Q On your situation report, have we had actual 
practice with the assurance that the Marines have unre- 
stricted use of the beach and access to the beach in their 
redeployment efforts? 


Ay I will give you my understanding, but for an 
official answer, go to the Pentagon. My understanding is 
there is no problem, that there is nothing between -- 
there are no forces between the Marines and the beach, so 
that the suggestion they somehow have to go through some- 
body's lines to get to the beach, to my understanding is 
incorrect. 


Q We heard it from the briefer yesterday at 
the White House. 








8 
a I am not sure it was a reference to the beach. 
I don't know what other activities the Marines may be 
doing or carrying out, but anyway, basically, let me ask 
you to ask the Pentagon because they have got the detail 
on this. 
I'm sorry, you had a housekeeping question? 


Q Yes, a housexeeping one on Shlaudeman and when 
the nomination might go up. 


B I would ask you to ask the White House. It 
is obviously a White House nomination. 


Q A second follow-up on that. Would 
Shlaudeman's job description differ in any way from Stone's? 


a My understanding is it would not. 


Q Where is Stone today? 


A I don't know precisely where he is. He is 
not in Washington today. 

Q Alan, kind of a related matter. There're refugee 
camps in Honduras, which -- 

A Excuse me, I can’t hear you. 

Q There're refugee camps in Honduras, near the 


border with El Salvador. They are to be moved to make way 
for exercises under Grenadero I. The UNHCR says they 

are going to go ahead and move them. Honduras says that. 
But there is some indication that a number of the refugees 
are trying to get back, do not want to be moved, and are 
trying to get back to El Salvador. Some of them may be 
dying along the way. Fourteen bodies were discovered late 
last week near there. 


Does the United States have a position with respect 
to whether these refugees should be relocated? And if 
you don't have an answer, could you take the question? 


A Let me take a look at it. I don't know. MI 
thought we had actually addressed this issue previously, but 
I will take a look at it for you. 


Q Alan, who is conducting the negotiations in 
Beirut to try to find somebody to turn the airport over to? 


A I guess I am not going to get into great 
detail as to how, what kind of liaison we have got, but 
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we have, as we have indicated before, fairly close, cer- 
tainly frequent, discussions with our MNF partners, the 
Government of Lebanon, and that goes on in a variety of 
places. 


Q Who is in charge now? Is it Bartholomew 
who is in charge? 


a Who is in charge where? 
Q Of the negotiations in Beirut? 


A You are suggesting that that is where that 
issue will necessarily only be discussed. Obviously he 
is the Ambassador there, and is the senior American 
official on the scene at this point. 


I can't tell you whether it is through his 
channels that we would be discussing the various specifics 
of the fall-out from the redeployment, or whether it would 
be discussed elsewhere, as well, or even there at a 
different level. 


Q But certainly there is a negotiation going 
on of some kind, isn't there, with the factions, if not 
with -- I mean, it can't be with the MNF, because they 
are leaving, as well. 


a I am not sure I would accept that. Well, go 
ahead. 


Q Could I =-- I would just like to get some 
answer, because -- 


A I don't think we have to give you the details 
of how the discussions are carried out, Roy. There are 
discussions. It is an issue that people are thinking 
about, but I am not going to have any detail for you. 


Q Can I continue? How are the discussions 
going? I mean, can you give us any kind of a report on 
it? 

A I don't have anything for you. ° 

Bernie? 

Q Alan, what kind of impact do you think the 
present situation, the U.S. redeployment, to use the most 
charitable word -- 


A It's an accurate word. Go ahead. 


Q -- in Lebanon will have on trying to recruit 
the sense of confidence on the part of those Arab states 
that the President would like to join the peace process. he . 














10 


We heard President Mubarak, in an interview 
with the Post, talk about it being a disaster to withdraw 
the Marines, and the whole question has come up about the 
impact. of what is happening in Lebanon on U.S. credibility 
in the Middle East. 


How does that complicate the Administration's 
effort to move forward, to nourish and expand the peace 
process beyond its present state? 


A I don't know that I can answer you in 
specific terms. My understanding is that President 
Mubarak said some other things, too, which weren't quite 
as stark as you just characterized them, talking about 
the U.S. continuing to participate in the MNF, which the 
U.S. is continuing to do. 


So, it isn't as if the U.S. were picking up 
its forces and leaving the MNF. That is not the case. 


I think that we have indicated before that various 
states in the region have indicated to us the importance 
of our continued participation in the MNF. That certainly 
is an important thing to the U.S. Government, and, 
obviously, what we have made clear is the effort here is to 
make the participation as effective as possible. 


I can't tell you what the effect of whatever we 
do or whatever happens in Lebanon, specifically, or more 
generally, will be on others. But, obviously, we are 
going to do our best to try to see that the objectives 
we have laid out, both in Lebanon and, more broadly, 
in the peace process, are realized. 


Q Alan, to follow up on that point, given 
Dr. Kissinger's experience in Vietnam, shouldn't he be 
called on at this point? 


A Jim, did you have a question? 
Q Do you have anything on Lusaka? 


A Yes, I do have something on Lusaka, but it 
is basically to refer you to the communique which has been 
issued in which it was agreed that a small number of 
American representatives could participate in the activities 
of the Joint Commission at the request of the parties. I 
am now addressing the issue of the U.S. role. We are look- 
ing into the matter now. Obviously, we want to be helpful, 
in light of the interest of the parties, and the role that 
we have played and will continue to play in promoting 
prospects for a peaceful settlement. 
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As we have indicated previously, we would envisage 
that the number of Americans who might participate would be 
small, but the communique, I think, is available on a -- it 
has been issued publicly, so I would refer you to it. 


Q Can you make it available to us? 
A Can we do that? Yes, we can make it available. 


Q Coming back to the Middle East, what is the 
purpose of keeping the Marines on the ships in front of 
Beirut? 


nn I don't think I want to go back and rehearse 
all that has been said over the last several days. There 
has been extensive commentary on that. The President has 
addressed it, the Secretary has addressed it, and I'm really 
going to refer you back to it instead of trying to rehash 
it. 


Q Can I try another Stone question? 
A You can try. 


Q Would you characterize in any way his service 
as Special Ambassador to date, his accomplishments in that 
role? 


A I am not going to try to be terribly specific 
except to say that -- I guess I shouldn't be speaking for 
the President, Larry Speakes should be doing that -- but I 
think it is fair to say that the President and the Secretary 
have valued the role he has played, and, again, let me 
refer you to what Larry has said today about that subject. 


Q Okay, thank you. 


A You are welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:43 p.m.) 
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TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 21, 1984, 12:29 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. A few 
announcements: 


First, to. inform you that the Press Office has a 
new addition to the front office staff, Mrs. Gabrielle Mallon, 
who is seated over there. Would you stand up so everybody 
can see you? Gabrielle was formerly with the Foreign Service 
Institute as an assistant to the course manager on “Coping 
with Violence Abroad," so watch out! (Laughter) 


Available in the Press Office at 2:30 will be the 
prepared statement by the Secretary before the Senate Budget 
Committee. The subject of the testimony is Foreign Affairs 
and the FY-85 Foreign Assistance Request. 


Also available in the Press Office at 2:00 p.m. 
will be the prepared statement by Assistant Secretary for 
Inter-American Affairs Motley, before the House Foreign 
Affairs Subcommittee on Western Hemisphere Affairs. It will a 
be on the Central American Initiative -- that is, the 
Administration's proposals in response to the Kissinger 
Commission Report. 


Also, as you know, the Secretary will be 
appearing on the Hill tomorrow again, and we will not have a 
noon briefing tomorrow. 

Q What time tomorrow? 

AK Was it 10:00? Ten o'clock I think it is. 


Q Will that be the last Hill appearance this 
week? 


A This week? 


Q Yes. 


A I'll have to check on that, George. He's 
got a few scheduled. There are a lot of people interested 
in the foreign assistance request, and he will be up -- 
we'll try and check and see if it's the last one this week. 





To remind you that the Secretary will address the 
Creve Coeur Club at the Civic Center in Peoria, Illinois, 
tomorrow, the 22nd of February. The speech is entitled 
"Human Rights and the Moral Dimension of U.S. Foreign 
Policy." It is scheduled for 9:30 p.m. Central Time, so 
that's 10:30 p.m. here. Anyone interested in covering the 
event should contact Jeff Hawkinson at Area Code 
309-698-2525, extension 80. I think I indicated the other 
day that because of the late hour, we will not be piping the 
address back here. 


Q Will- there be Q&A? 
Q Will there be an advance text? 


A Advance text? We'll do our best. On Q6A, I 
don't know the answer to that. 


Q Could you find that out, Alan, because that 
could be important for us? 


A O.K. 
Q Thank you. 
A No Q&A, I'm informed. 
Q No Q&A? 
M If there is a change in that, we'll let you 
know. 
Q Is he coming back to Washington tomorrow 
night? 
A I can't remember whether he is or not, Mike. 
Q Could you check on that? 
A Yes. I think he does come back tomorrow 


night. I think he does come back tomorrow night. 


Also to remind you -- let me just keep on going on 
the announcements -- that there will be a briefing ON THE 
RECORD by Ambassador Leonard Marks at 1l o'clock tomorrow 
morning, February 22, on the results of the recent World 
Administrative Radio Conference for High Frequency 
Broadcasting. Ambassador Marks, who was head of the U.S. 
Delegation, and other members of the Delegation will be pre- 
sent to take questions. 


> 


= 
_ -_ 





And finally, as I think probably most of you 
already know, this morning in New York a further report 
containing information available to the United States on the 
use of chemical and toxin weapons was submitted to the 
Secretary General of the United Nations, and copies of the 
U.N. submission are available in the Press Office. 


That is it for announcements. I'll be happy to 
take your questions. 


Q On the speech just one moment, on the 
advance copy, you said you'll do your best, which meaning 
what time we will be able to have it if it's ready? (Sic) 


a I can't predict that. 


Q- You said you would do your best. Your best 
today or tomorrow? 


a That means as soon as we have it. Oh, I 
think we would not have it today. I would not look for a 
text today, but I can't tell you, as we're never able to, 
precisely when a text will be available. But obviously, it 
would be embargoed until delivery. But in terms of giving 
you an advance copy, we'll do what we can. 


Q Alan, can you give us a report of what is ° af 
happening on the ground in Beirut -- peace negotiations, 
withdrawal of the Marines and --? 


ny Well, as far as the negotiations and all of 
that, I do not have anything to offer you. As far as the 
situation in and around Beirut, there have been no incidents 
involving the U.S. MNF contingent in the past 24 hours. 
Beirut is reported to be relatively calm today, though there 
were some exchanges along the Green Line. 


Shelling in the Sug al Gharb area has reportedly 
decreased. The airport remains closed, and this morning 
Israeli aircraft attacked positions near Bhamdun and Ayn 
al-Jadidah -- pardon my pronunciation -- along the 
Beirut-Damascus highway. 


As far as redeployment, again I don't have a lot 
to offer you. The U.S. Marines have completed the prelimi- 
nary moves necessary prior to commencing loading of combat 
personnel aboard amphibious shipping offshore. It is 
anticipated that they will commence redeployment operations 
within the week. I don't have further detail on that. 





As you know, the British contingent has 
redeployed; the Italian contingent redeployed aboard ship 
except for a 100-man unit which remained in the port area. 
The French contingent is in place. 


Q Pentagon officials are saying this morning 
that a decision has been made to at least to try to turn the 
airport over to the Lebanese Army, bringing them in by heli- 
copter or by the sea. Do you have any comment on that? 


x The only comment I really have is that that 
issue has been dicussed with the government of Lebanon and 
our MNF partners. I-think discussions with the government 
are continuing, but I don't have any update to give you of 
the sort that you're talking about. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on Mr. Jumblatt 
visiting Washington in March? 

aN Simply that -- 

Q Who he will see, if anyone? 

A Simply that his visa application will be 
judged on its merits and in accordance with U.S. law. 

Q Has he actually submitted that application? 

A I believe he has, yes. < 

Q In Damascus? 

A I believe that's correct, Mike. 

Jim? 

Q Anything -- 

A Sorry? 

Q Is there anything tentatively arranged for 
any appointments? 

A I'm not aware of anything, no. 

Q Just follow up, please, Alan. Was he 


encouraged to apply or was it originated with him? 
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2 I think he originated the application. 
Connie? 
Q There's a report out of Israel today that 


the United States is trying to arrange a meeting with 
perhaps Arafat or other Palestinians with using Jordan and 
Egypt as an intermediaries. Do you have anything on that? 


A No. Our position on dealing with the PLO 
remains unchanged. It has been consistent -- the need to 
accept 242, 338 and Israel's right to exist. 


As far as the position on the peace talks is con- 
cerned, that also remains unchanged, which is we would like 
to see those talks move forward. We think the next step is 
for King Hussein to enter the talks. He has made it very 
clear that he needs further backing -- we understand that -- 
from other Arab states and from Palestinians, and we hope 
that that support will be forthcoming. 


Q Will you be able to look into this specific 
report, though, please? 

A No. 

Q Alan, AFP is running a report that last week - 
Afghan rebels mounted a major assault on the Soviet Embassy © «ll 


in Kabul. Do you have anything on that? 


A I don't have anything on that, Bill. Sorry. 
Q Back on the Middle East for a second? 

A Yes. 

Q Are we in consultation with Israel about its 


own military activity in Lebanon and, if so, do we have any 
comment with respect to it? 


n I don't have any comment. They certainly 
have undertaken whatever activity they're undertaking on 
their own. Whether anybody in the militery chain later on 
or somehow has discussed it, I don't know. But in terms of 
the activity, it is not something that they're clearing with 
us or anything of that sort, so it's their activity. 


Q Alan, what is Mr. Burt doing in East 
Germany, Bulgaria and Hungary? 





A I had some guidance on that the other day. 
I'm afraid I don't have it with me. He basically, I think 
-- I may be wrong -- but I think he has not been out there 
into those countries since he has become Assistant 
Secretary. So this is an opportunity for him to do that. 


Q I gather he's the first American official of 
any senior rank to visit East Berlin. Does the United 
States recognize East Berlin as the capital of the GDR? I 
guess we do if we have an Embassy there. 


A We have an Embassy there. 

Q I thought we never recognized -- well, 
that's an old question. 

A We have our Embassy there. 

Q Alan, I want to go back to the Jumblatt 


visit. He has been visiting the United States frequently 
during the last years, but his visa application at this time 
is going to be seen in a new light? 


Q In the light of his role during the last 
months -- 
A I don't think it's appropriate to go into a 


the details, but I think that he has -- that each time he 
has applied, his visa application has had to be reviewed. 
And, as I say, it will be reviewed in accordance with cir- 
cumstances, the law, and so on. 


Q Is that the extent of the information you 
we on it, because I heard -- it was reported that he 
actually cancelled the trip to Washington, to the United 
States? 


A If that is true, you're ahead of me. But as 
of my last understanding, which was just before I came out 
here, this is where we are. 

Q Do you have anything on the Iran-Iraq war? 


A No, I don't have anything new on the 
Iran-Iraq war. 


Q Excuse me, just a follow up. There are 
reports that Administration officials are increasingly con- 
cerned about the level of fighting there. 





a I think I had something on this at the end 
of last week, Tim, which I'd refer you back to. The answer 
is, we are concerned about possible escalation, and I'd 
refer you, as I say, back to what I had on that. 


Bernie? 


Q Alan, sometime ago when the Sug al-Gharb 
situation was seen in a threatening light from the U.S. 
point of view, that was called of vital interest and the 
U.S. Navy went to work on that area. 


Given the present circumstances, the present 
situation of Sug al-Gharb, why is the U.S. Navy not lending 
a hand on Sug al-Gharb, it once having been characterized as 
a vital U.S. interest? 


A I think there are a couple of things to keep 
in mind. First of all, to my knowledge, there has not been 
-~- while there's been shelling, and so on, there's not been 
any sort of major assault against Sug al-Gharb, so the cir- 
cumstance is something to keep in mind. And, as I said in 
giving you the little rundown on the situation, our 
reporting is that the firing around Sug al-Gharb at this 
point has decreased. 


At the same time, you're correct in pointing out 
that the rules of engagement permitted that activity at that 
time, and to my understanding there is no change which would 
prohibit that, should circumstances be decided to warrant 
that. But I just don't have anything specific to offer at 
this particular point. 


Li. 


Q Let me follow up, if I may. Has a deal been 
worked out between the United States and the various mili- 
tias that are bringing Beirut under attack whereby the U.S. 
has agreed not, regardless of whether Sug al-Gharb falls, 
not to use the U.S. Navy against the militia in return for 
the militia not in any way interrupting the planned 
deployment of the American Marines? 

A I think I just, in effect, answered the 
question by saying that the rules of engagement have not 
been restricted to eliminate the possibility of doing that. 
At the same time, I guess I've got to say -- repeat what we 
indicated last week, I think what the Secretary indicated -- 
that is, while it is always a risk, that the Marines 
do rt seem to be in a particularly heightened state of 
danger at this point. Obviously, we'll be alert and take 





appropriate precautions as they are moving out of the air- 
port. That's the way the circumstances -- 


Q Let me just follow up. Is there a deal that 
has been worked out? 

A Of the sort that you're -- 

Q Yes. Forget rules of engagement for a 7 
moment. 

A No, I think -- 

Q Has any package been worked out secretly 
with the militias? 

4 You're asking me now, you're pushing me on 
things that I couldn't, as a matter of principle -- 

Q Has a package been worked out publicly? 

f You're asking me as a matter of principle -- 


Okay, publicly, I'm not aware of any packages that have been 
announced, Bernie. 


I think that -- well, you puc me in a box because 


we don't talk about our -- — 
Q That's the whole idea. 7 
A That's the idea; I know. I would not 


Suggest to you that the U.S. is hindered in its ability to 
make independent judgments and take actions in accordance 
with its rules of engagement. 


Q Does that mean then, by extrapolation, there 
is no such deal? 

A I think I'll let you extrapolate. 

Q Just a second. Was any deal discussed with 


the militia -- 


A Again -- now, you're really asking me to 
tvi< about what the United States talks about in its private 
conversations, and without trying to steer you one way or 
another, I'm simply not going to do that. 


Q A follow up. Since the rules of engagement 
hasn't changed, does that mean the Navy will bombard Sug 
al-Gharb if it's being attacked? 





A No. I think that what it means is that 
there is -- that the same reasoning which applied and the 
same capabilities which applied, could apply but a decision, 
obviously, is made in individual circumstances. 


Q But the circumstances change. There's no 
Marines, I mean, in the future. 


x I'm not going to try to get ahead of the 
facts. The facts are that Sug al-Gharb has not been under 
major assault, and I'm not going to try to prdject what the 
judgments will be if that were to happen. 


Ghasson? 
Q Could we have a filing break? 
Ay Okay, filing break. 


I'll try to put it in a different way. You 
said that there is no major assault. If there would be 
something that the United States would call “a major 
assault," will the Navy be reactivated? 


os I say that is a judgment that would have to 

made at the time, depending on the circumstances. I'm not 

going to try to prejudge it. mn 
Q Do you have anything on South Africa's 7 


lastest agreements with Mozambique? 


a We have continued to encourage the various 
parties in southern Africa to conduct dialogue to resolve 
their differences, and we welcome the fact of the meeting 
but have no comment on the substance of any reported 
agreements. 


Q Can you give us any details on the U.S. role 
in this and also tell us what other meetings are going on 
now? 


a Don't have anything further for you. 


--MORE-- 
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Q Is the United States setting up some sort of 
a consultate or diplomatic office in Windhoek? 


as I don't have anything specifically on 
Windhoek. I can check and see if there's anything going on, 
but I don't have anything to offer you on it. 


Q Do you have anything on Luanda? 


A No. “I think that our view on relations with 
Angola has been addressed before. 


Q What American officials are down there now 
besides the Ambassador? 


A Down -- ? 


Q Well, down where talks are being held right 
now, and you can tell us where they are? 


no I don't know which talks you're specifically 
referring to. 


Q The whole area there. There are intensified 
talks going on by the parties. 


4 The talks that are going on, I think between 
Mozambique and southern Africa, are talks going on between 
them. We talked about the tripartite talks last week, and I 
don't have anything new basically to offer at this par- 
ticular point on that. 


Q Is Secretary Crocker back? 
A I think he is back. 


Q Do you have anything on reported talks between 
one of Crocker's deputies and a leader of the ANC? 


A No. 


Q Is the United States sending a group to 
monitor along the border between Angola and Namibia? 


A Well, I think again we had something on this 
last week which indicated that -- 


Q But you have nothing beyond that? 








il 


4 I have nothing beyond what the guidance was 
at the end of last week. 


Q Alan, the first time the Suq al-Gharb U.S. 
Navy shelling took place, that, on its own, was described 
as of vital interest with no particular link to the Marines. 
Is that right? 


A I think -- no, that is not right. That is 
not right. What it talked about was -- well, let me refer 
you back to the recard when you talk about it rather than 
pulling it out of my head, but the connection with Americans 
and the safety of Americans in the Beirut area was part of 
that. 


Q So that if the rules of engagement haven't 
changed, as you say, any U.S. action in support of 
Sug al-Gharb would have to be linked to some threat against 
te Marines. 


A Not only the Marines. I think I'd refer 
you to what we said about the Marines, American diplomatic 
presence and so on and so forth. 


Q No you have a comment on the U.S. submission 

today to the U.N.? 
A I'm sorry. I can't hear you. a 
Q Do you have a comment on the U.S. submission 


to the U.N. today? The chemical -- 


4 I don't really have a comment on it. There 
are a whole lot of specifics, in terms of why we've done it 
-- because we had more data and so on. But basically I 
thought that the submission, which I went over before I came 
out here, was pretty self-explanatory. 


Q Alan, there was a report on the weekend that 
(there were) some contacts for the last two years or for a 
period of ten months between the Administration and the PLO. 
An officer from the State Department did make a comment. 
Can you tell us a little more about it, or can you make 
something on the record as to if you can confirm these 
things, what was the purpose, and can you tell us any more 
about it is what I mean? 


a Not really much beyond what was said over 
the weekend, which is to say this is a story based on alle- 
gedly leaked information, and I guess we can't get into 
detail on that. But two points: 
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(1) We have contact with a variety of people who 
either -- who claim to have contact with the PLO. 


(2) We have consistently said, both publicly and 
privately, the same thing, which is that we will not nego- 
tiate with or recognize the PLO until the PLO accepts U.N. 
Security Council Resolutions 242 and 338 and recognizes 
Israel's right to exist. 


There is po change in that. We've said that if 
they do these things, that we'll talk with them. There's no 
change in that. 


Q Can I just follow up? What you're saying, 
then, that the contact with a variety of people who had con- 
tact with the PLO -- I mean, but there was intention to do 
that, or is it you talked to them and they had contact with 
the PLO? 


A There are a variety of people who have said, 
"We have contact with the PLO. What should we tell the PLO 
about the U.S. position?" They should tell the U.S. about 
the PLO -- or our position about dealing with the PLO is 
just what I said, and that is what we've said. 


Q Alan, but does that mean that 50 meetings 
with Yasser Arafat to tell him what you want? 


a I can't tell you about 50 meetings with 
Arafat. I can only tell you what our position is. 


Q Can you tell us in specific reference to the 
Times' piece whether then-Assistant Secretary Veliotes 
worked with Mr. Mroz to work out specific memoranda that 
would be cleared with the PLO with a view towards 
establishing formally that relationship? 


A Marvin, I'm not going to get into any speci- 
fic -- I guess the word isn't “allegation,” but any specific 
reports of specific kinds of contacts because I think that 
there are a variety of people and we could begin to go down 
a long list of people who say that they're dealing with the 
PLO. I'm not going to do that. 


Q When is -- 


A But the policy is consistent, has been con- 
sistently expressed in private and in public. 


this sarticsies ~ as re + Pha tho tardst: of “fe fs Endl 
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the United States was trying its best to work out common 
understandings with the PLO through an intermediary in order 
to achieve mutual recognition; it was not simply passing on 
the general policy which you have done eloquently today. 
Isn't that correct? 


A I'm not going to get into discussing any 
specifics of supposed contacts. I think that the Secretary 
indicated, in answer to questions last week up in Boston, 
that if the PLO would do the things that we have said that 
we would require that they do in order to talk to them, we'd 
be glad to have that happen. 


Q But you're painting it all very passively. 
The point of this story was there was an active, directed 
effort by the Assistant Secretary of State through an inter- 
mediary to work out a deal. 


A Well, I understand your point, but I really 
don't have anything further. I'm not going to go into spe- 
cifics. Jim? 


Q On -- the Nicaraguans announced today they 
going to hold -- 


Q I have a follow-up -- 
a Excuse me? . al 
Q I have a follow-up on the same question, 
please. 
A All right. Let's stay on this question. Go 
ahead. 


Q Have you deemed it necessary to get into 
contacts with Israel to get them, to put them in the image 
(sic), to inform them in advance before getting into con- 
tacts with those variety of people? 


A We have made clear publicly and privately, 
and the Government of Israel knows this, what our position 
is, and so I don't think that it is necessary every time 
somebody comes to us and says, “I have contact with the PLO. 
What should I tell the PLO about the U.S. position?" to tell 
Israel or anybody else specifically about that. But our 
position has been consistent. 


Q Do you have anything on a reported Russian 
concession on chemical weapons negotiations on the issue of 
verification? 
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4 I don't have anything new on that. I saw 
that report this morning. We did have something the other 
day about the policy. This was -- well, it was a previous 
story, I guess, about a week ago where they talked about 
accepting in principle a proposal for rapid on-site inspec- 
tion. Shall I give you that? Again, I can't totally relate 
it to the story that I read today, but, in any case, it was 
not clear from that announcement exactly what principles the 
Soviets had accepted. 


The United States has pressed in the CD for a 
comprehensive chemical weapons ban. An essential element in 
ensuring that nations respect such a ban is effective veri- 
fication. The U.S. favors implementation of a series of 
rigorous inspection procedures, including mandatory and 
challenge inspections. The Soviets have previously accepted 
the principle of challenge inspection, but it failed to ela- 
borate on this in the CD. If the Soviets have accepted the 
principle that states should be obligated to submit to 
international on-site inspection if a state accused of 
violating the CW treaty fails to explain satisfactorily its 
activities within seven days, we would welcome such a move. 


Q Copy of that, please, Alan? 

A Yes. 

Q You say that is week old guidance? 

aN That is a week old in response to a specific 
story at that time. Again, I'm at a little bit of a loss to 
know guite how this relates to the story of today. Jim, 
you've been -- 

Q Yes. On Nicaragua, the Sandinistas 
announced elections today to take place November 4 this 
year. Do you have a comment? 

a Don't. I haven't seen that, frankly, so -- 


Q Is it possible you'd be posting one later 
today, or will you have to wait until tomorrow? 


AK I can't tell you. I'll have to take a look 
at it. 


Q Can we get a background briefing here on 
Prime Minister Muldoon's visit, either here or at the White 
House? 
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x I don't know the answer to that. Why don't 
you check iater with the Press Office, and we can try and 
find out. 


Q Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:54 p.m.) © 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 
Lec #uz 
THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 23, 1984, 12:15 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, all. Got a 
couple of housekeeping announcements up front and then a 
statement. Available in the Press Office is the prepared 
statement by Under Secretary for Political Affairs Lawrence 
Eagleburger before the Senate Foreign Relations Committee. 
The subject of that testimony is “Moving the U.S. Embassy 
from Tel Aviv to Jerusalem." 


Also available in the Press Office at 2:00 this 
afternoon will be the prepared statement by Deputy Assistant 
Secretary for Near Eastern and South Asian Affairs Robert 
Pelletreau before the House Foreign Affairs Committee. That 
testimony is on “Aid to Lebanon.* 


Announcement on the speaking engagement by the 
Secretary: Secretary of State Shultz will deliver 
ON-THE-RECORD remarks at the 1984 Conservative Political 
Action Conference on Friday, March 2. That will be at 4:15 
p.m. at the Sheraton-Washington Hotel. If you want to cover 
this event, please be in touch with Ellen Lathem of Gray & 
Company. She is at (202)-333-7400. Barring technical dif- 
ficulties -- I love that caveat -- we plan to pipe in the 
Secretary's remarks and the question-and-answer session into 
the briefing room. 


Finally, a statement on the bombing of the 
Soviet compound in New York. Last night, a bomb was thrown 
over the fence of the Soviet U.N. Mission's housing complex 
in New York. The bomb exploded doing extensive damage to a 
vehicle in the parking lot and causing a fire. There are 
reports that a group which calls itself “Jewish Direct 
Action® is claiming responsibility for this act of 
terrorism. This disgraceful, cowardly attack brings disre- 
pute upon the United States. 


If it was, in fact, committed by a group which 
purports to support Jewish emigration from the Soviet Union, 
the group is doing a disservice to that cause. The United 
States Government has long supported, and continues to sup- 
port, the right of Soviet Jews to emmigrate to the country 
of their choice. We have nothing but respect for the 
courage of those Soviet Jews, who, at the risk of their 
homes, their careers, and in some cases, their freedom, 
attempt peacefully and openly to exercise the basic human 
right of freedom to travel. 





The United States Government condemns this act 
of terrorism against the Soviet U.N. Mission complex. We 
have nothing but contempt for anyone who would attack the 
accredited representatives of a foreign government on our 
soil. They understand nothing of human rights, and are akin 
to the fanatics who have committed terrorist attacks on our 
own diplomats and military personnel abroad. 


There is no place in this country for 
terrorism, and foreign diplomats must be allowed to carry 
out their activities without a terrorist threat against 
them. The resources of the federal government will be 
brought to bear to find out who committed last night's 
bombing, and to prosecute the perpetrators to the full 
extent of the law. 


Q Copy of that? 
A Sure. 


That's all I*ve got for you. Be happy to 
take any questions. 


Q John, can you bring us up to date on what 
you think is going on in Lebanon? 


nN No incidents involving the MNF in the past 
24 hours -- that's on the military front. We are -- 
Ambassador Bartholomew is discussing with the Government of 
Lebanon the question of to whom the airport would be handed 
over when the Marines are redeployed. 


On the diplomatic front, a lot of activity con- 
tinues. We're monitoring that. 


Q Are you hopeful of the report from 
Damascus that Prince Bandar bin Sultan, the Saudi Ambassador 


A I'm sorry. I can't <= There's a little 
discussion going on here. I didn't get that. 


Q Are you hopeful from the reports from 
Damascus that the Saudis and the Syrians are almost about 
reaching some new ideas in the -- 


x Don't have anything for you on that. 
The reports are conflicting as to whether there is some 
resolution, some agreement or not, and who is party to it, 
so don't have anything for you on it. 





Q John, sre we in fairly regular touch with 
the Saudis about this? 


A Yes, I think so. Yes. 
Q How regular? 


A I can't give you a blow-by-blow, John, but 
I think -- 


Q Daily, weekly, monthly, hourly? 


K I can't even narrow that down for you. I 
don't know whether it is daily. 


Q Where is Mr. Rumsfeld? 

A He's here in Washington. 

Q Is he going back? 

nN Don't have anything for you on his travel 
plans. He's consulting here in Washington; don't know quite 
when he'll go back to the area. 


Q But is there any consideration to his 
going back? Is it part of his -- 


A Is there consideration to his going back? 
Yes. 
Oh, yes, I think it's -- I think that's -- 


I mean, he hasn't cut off his efforts? 


ry Oo F DO 


Not to my knowledge. 


Q John, Flora Lewis has a column in today's 
New York Times about some contacts involving the United States 
indirectly. Do you have any knowledge of that -- involving the 
PLO? 





A No, I do not have any knowledge of it. I 
did skim the Flora Lewis column. It didn't seem to me to go 
much beyond what has been said on this particular topic. 
Maybe I missed something. 








Q One thing I saw which I thought was new 
was that the Tunisian, in between, had brought a piece of 
paper to the State Department which gave a formula by which 
the PLO would recognize Israel. But then, there was never 
any response from the United States. 


x No, I don't have anything on that par- 
ticular point. 


Q Will you look into that to see if that was 
ever, in fact, brought to the attention of the State 
Department? 


nN Let me see if we can give you anything more 
than we have done. Sure. 


Q John, anything on Iran-Iraq? 


A Obviously, there is heavy fighting. I 
don't have a great deal, but I'll be happy to give you what 
I have. Fighting is continuing. As far as we are aware, 
there is no evidence that the lines of battle have changed 
significantly in the past several days. 


The United States deplores the continuation of 
fighting, and in particular, attacks on civilian targets. 
We urge both parties to accept mediation and the ceasefire 
provisions contained in U.N. Security Council Resolution 
540. 


Q John, Iraq said that it accepts most of 
the Resolution, and they are asking the Americans are they 
I mean, willing to deplore or that if Iran penetrates Iraq, I 
mean -- are you standing still if Iran penetrates to Basra or 
something like that, what your position will be? (sic) 


A I think that the President was clear in 
his remarks yesterday, last night, about the importance of 
the Gulf. Don't have anything for you beyond that. 


Q Have the orders to ships operating in that 
region been changed in any way, or will they be in the next 
few days, John? 


A Not that I'm aware of, Jim. I'm not aware 
of that. 





Q John, is your concern about this war stem 
from the fact that you would like to see the flow of oil to 
the Western world going unhindered by any blockade, or is it 
because also the human suffering which is going on on both sides? 


A I was about to say -- you answered your 
own question. I was about to say, of course, there is con- 
cern about the flow of oil, but there is also concern about 
a lot of people getting killed -- large numbers of people 
getting killed. 


Q John, you've said here that there is no 
evidence that the lines of battle have significantly 
changed. Does that mean that you are disputing the Iranian 

, Claim that they have broken off, intercepted the road be- 
tween Basra and Baghdad? 


A I think what we're saying is that we've 
seen a lot of claims and counterclaims on both sides and a 
lot of rhetoric, and as far as we can judge, there is no 
substantial change. 


Q John, an Iragi official said that you are 
equating them with Iranian -- even the Iranian are the 
aggressor and the Iragi accepted all proposals for peace. 
You don't have any stand on that? 


aN Not beyond our position on the whole 
conflict as we have stated it before. 


Q John, has there been any change of rules 
of engagement in Lebanon? The President talked of restraint 
last night. 


A No, I don*t think there has been any 
change in the rules of engagement, but I also think that he 
was very clear on that last night. 


Q In the sense that -- 


N In the sense that it seemed to me that 
what he was doing was confirming the rules of engagement, 
offering the words, obviously, “on restraint"; but there seemed 
to be no change in the definition of the rules of 
engagement. 
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Q I just wanted to get a sense from you on 
whether your degree of concern about what is happening be- 
tween Iran and Iraq has deepened. For the last three 
or four years you've been concerned about fighting, con- 
cerned about the possibility of closing the Straits of 
Hormuz. As a result of the latest offensive, can you say 
that the concern is more widespread? Do you see evidence of 
Iranian planes or ships being deployed to take any action? 
What's different? 


A We have long been concerned about it and 
worried about it, but obviously, when you see increased 
military activity, and you track that forward and consider 
the implications of that, and the responses that there might 
be by one side or the other, I think it's a fair statement 
to say that that deepens one's concern, yes. 


Q John, since Iraq, about a few days ago, 
stopped the shelling of civilian areas for one week, and it 
was sort of a testing ground -- and Iran responded to this -- 


and said, “We want to see if the real Iragis will stick it." 
A Uh<—huh. 


Q Have you been doing anything related to 
some of the requests of Iraq to ask your allies such as 
Israel and some European countries to stop sending some 
spare parts and shipments of weapons and other things -- 


A As we have said before, we have been in 
touch with a number of countries about the flow of arms to 
the area. 


Q I mean have you been fortifying your posi- 
tion or making more efforts, doubling your efforts, as a 
result of your statement of concern? 


A Underlining our position. 


Q John, the President said last night during 
his news conference that the mission of the Marines was ori- 
ginally to prevent a war between Syria and Israel. 


I may have missed something in the past year, 
but could you refresh my memory as to when the 
Administration declared that to have been the mission of the 
Marines? 


A I don't know whether it was declared to be 
the mission, but I think that that certainly is obvious that 
they were interposed between those forces. 





Q At the airport in Beirut? 


A Well, they were -- obviously, you had the 
threat of confrontation between Syrian and Israeli forces. 
That must have been a concern of everybody. I don't think 
ycu'd be right in saying that was the basic mission, but it 
certainly was an aspect of it. 


Q John, also at the President's press con- 
ference last night, he dealt with the question about -- 
remarks about Mr. Shultz, and said he wouldn't take a 
resignation from him at this time. 


What is Mr. Shultz's attitude toward a 
resignation at this time? 


A His attitude towards a resignation? Well, as 
I have consistently said to various people who have called 
me about it arid talked to me about it in the past several 
days and, indeed, when we went through this flurry some 
months ago, the Secretary has not offered his resignation, 
has no intention of resigning. 


The President described such reports last night as 
disgraceful, and, as you know, the President declined to 
accept the resignation which has not been offered. 

(Laughter) 


Q Do you see anything pregnant in the remark "at 
this time?" 


Pregnant? 
Uh-huh e 
In the President's remark? 


Yes. 


r Oo + OD FY 


You're going to have to flesh that one out 
for me. What do you mean? 


Q That he might accept it. 


Q The Secretary told him that he may resign at 
the end of the term, for instance? 


A Oh, I wouldn't get into that. I think the 
Secretary on that particular question of a second term has 





made the point in public before that it probably isn't the 
right thing to offer yourself up for a second term before 
the President has been re-elected and has an opportunity to 
determine who he wants in his cabinet. I think this 
Secretary of State isn't the kind of man to seize office 
before being asked. 


Q John, on the Cohen meeting this afternoon, 
did Secretary Shultz request that meeting, and can you tell 
us something about that? 


A I'm not sure how that one was raised. Yes. 
Let me see what I can find. I'm not sure. 


Q The same question on the Perez meeting today. 


A That was requested by Mr. Perez. Fairly 
routine. He's been to the United States, I think, about 
once a year, has usually seen the Secretary of State and the 
Vice President on those visits. The Secretary has seen Mr. 
Perez and other Israeli leaders, both in government and in 
opposition during his visits to Israel. 


Q But, John, wasn't Ambassador Rosenne at that 
meeting? 


A Yes. 


Q Didn't it turn into a kind of a -=- like more 
of a working meeting than just courtesy? 


A Ambassador Rosenne was certainly at the 
meeting this morning, but that, too, I think is fairly 
usual. There's nothing unusual. 


Q Going further, didn't it turn into more of a 
working meeting than a courtesy thing, discussing matters 
such as U.S. contacts with the PLO and so forth? 


A I don't know, because I wasn't there, but 
that could well have come up. I don't know. I guess -- I 
don't know whether Mr. Perez has come down yet. I don't 
think he has. 


Q Yes, he has. 


4 He did? Well, you have the advantage of me. 
Did he say anything? 


Q Yes. 





A Ah hah. Okay. Well, then you know more than 


I do. 

Q Have you been consulted on the air raids made 
by the Israelis against -- 

A No. No coordination. 

Q No coordination? 

A No. 

Q Do you have a certain position towards these? 

A No. No comment. 

Q No comment? 

A No. 

Q John, on Grenada, do you have any comment on 


the charges levied against the -- I think it's 18 people -- 


A No. That process is going forward. We 
wouldn't have a comment on it. 


Q John, couple of questions on Nicaragua. In 
the Secretary's comments yesterday, does he believe that a 
reduction in the voting age to 16 automatically jeopardizes 
a free and fair election in Nicaragua? 


A I think I'll leave you with his words. I 
think he raised a question about the motivation behind that. 


Q But as a general statement, does the State 
Department regard the reduction of voting age to 16 as 
something that may jeopardize free elections? 


A The State Department hasn't taken a position 
on that. I think I'd just leave you with the Secretary's 
question mark. 


Q And one other question on his comments. He 
.d that the elections were being called on "very short 
ioLice." Can you explain that in the context of the other 
elections in Salvador and Guatemala that have been called -- 


A No. And, indeed, I can't quite remember that 
phrase. I'd like to go back and look at what he said so I 
can see. I just can't quite put my finger on that. 


<a» 
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Q If Israel didn't coordinate with you about the 
bombing or the raids in Lebanon, had Israel told you 
anything about the plan to build a Phalangist army in 
southern Lebanon, and arm it with the equipment that the 
Phalangists dragged away from the Lebanese forces? 


A I'm not aware -- I mean, as a general prin- 
ciple, we don't talk about our diplomatic discussions, but 
I'm not aware of any specific -- 


Q Do you have any comment, John, on the news 
coming out from the -- CBS, as far as I remember, on lots of 
U.S. arms being taken by the Phalangists from the army? 


Mh No. The Pentagon, I think, had some words 
yesterday on the flow of arms, U.S. arms, to Lebanon, and 
I'm sure they can flesh that out for you. But, no, I don't 
have anything on arms that are being lost. 


Q Can you confirm the news? 


A No. I can't confirm it. I mean, I saw some 
news clips -- 


Q Do you have any comment on reports that there 
is consideration to a Shultz-Gromyko meeting perhaps in con- 
nection with the March 16? 


A Yes. I think you'd be going down -- March 16, 
I think, is not the right way to look at it. In general a 
Shultz-Gromyko meeting -- I don't think one can ever rule 
anything out, but certainly nothing is in train on that 
subject. 


Q John, how are you, then, communicating other 
than by Presidential statement your desire to improve rela- 
tions with the Soviet Union? 


A Oh, there are a number of channels. There's 
Stockholm, there's their Ambassador here, there's our 
Ambassador there. 


Q Are they meeting? 


4 I don't know whether Ambassador Dobrynin has 
been in, in the past several days. I don't think he's been 
in since the Secretary got back from the weekend, but that 
channel is always a -- 


Q What areas of Soviet-American relations right 
now are being explored? 
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A Well, there is the CDE area at Stockholm. I 
would say that is a principal one. There is the MBFR. As 
you know, INF is stalled, but we remain ready to return at a 
moment's notice. START -- we have not been given a date, 
and the position on that remains as it was. 


Q Have you begun to talk about cultural rela- 
tions again, consular? 


A I'm not aware of that discussion going for- 
ward, Marvin. 


Q On both consular and -- 
A I'm not aware of that. 


Q On Angola's -- or any plans to send now U.S. 
personnel to the border area? 


a Well, not to the border area. There is the 
question of a U.S. liaison office in Windhoek. An administra~ 
tive support staff has arrived in Windhoek to prepare for 
the opening of our liaison office later in the week. That 
liaison office will be headed by Mr. William Twaddell who was 
our charge d'affaires at our Embassy in Maputo, Mozambique, 
from 1980 to 1983. 


Including the administrative support staff, that 
liaison mission will not total more than a dozen people. 
The liaison office is there in order that we can be on hand 
to play the role envisioned for us under the terms of the 
military disengagement agreed by South Africa and Angola. 
Our role will be limited to assisting with the disengagement 
of forces now under way in southern Angola. 


Q How long will that office be there, do you 
think, John? Is there -- 


A I don't know. I can't tell you how long that 
will operate. 


Q To follow on that, are there any military 
personnel involved, included in this group? 


A It's a Department of State operation. Final 
details are being worked out. We do plan to have military 
expertise available to our liaison office. I'm not sure how 
that will be done, whether it will be done from the Embassy 
in Pretoria -~ I guess it's Pretoria/Cape Town, in fact -- 
but the details are not worked out. 
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Q And, also, will this office handle anything 
in Windhoek other than matters concerning the disengagement, 
or is that its sole purpose? 


A No. I think its sole purpose at this stage 
is to be a presence between the Angolans and the South 
Africans, as need be, for the passing of messages, and so 
forth and so on. 


C One other on the same subject, if I may. 
Sam Nujoma is in -- or was in Canada yesterday, and reports 
say he is coming here. 

A Uh-huh. 

Q Is he meeting with anyone here? 


A Yes. I think he's seeing Mr. Crocker this 
afternoon. 


When is that? 


I don't know whether I have a time on that 


> 


for you. 
Q Is it today? 
as It's today. ‘Yes. 
Q Oh. I'm sorry. 
A I don't have a time. 


Q John, I have another question on the Middle 
East, please. Anything -- any more information about the 
moves with the United Nations towards a U.N. peacekeeping 
force for Lebanon? 


4A No. There's continuing activity at the U.N. 
and some today. One would expect that to continue during 
this week, but, no, nothing coming to a conclusion that I'm 
aware of. 


Q Do you expect the United Nations -- the 
Security Council to hold a meeting for this purpose? 


M I don't know. I think it's too early -- at 
least I don't know. 
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Q John, going back to Africa for a second, with 
all this activity, a security arrangement between Mozambique 
and South Africa, the U.S. setting up a liaison office in 
Namibia, talks presumably ongoing between Angola and South 
Africa. Is the State Department encouraged by the general 
momentum? Is there big "mo" in southern Africa? 


A (Laughter) Well, I think there certainly 
have been some developments in the past several days which, 
at this stage, lead to encouragement, but I think this has 
been going on for a long time, and we are always cautious 
about predicting too much that is constructive emerging in a 
very short time. 


But, certainly, there are developments under way 
which seem to suggest that there is movement in the direc- 
tion we would like to see. 


Q John, do current counter-terrorist activi- 
ties of the U.S. Government involve collaboration with 
foreign governmental agencies as well as perhaps private 
agencies in the United States and abroad? 


A You sound like you're getting into an 
intelligence area, and I really wouldn't comment on that. 


Q Well, I'm getting into counter-terrorism 
which is a responsibility of this Department, and what I'd 
like to raise is an issue, which has become something of an 
international issue, and which may jeopardize the counter- 
terrorist activities of the U.S. Government, and therefore 
the safety of U.S. personnel abroad and perhaps even here in 
the United States, which is the international -- 


A And that is? 

Q Which is the international issue which has 
been raised over the fact that this Administration has 
denied Secret Service protection to a man who has been 
publicly targeted by Libya for his -- 

A I think the Treasury Department -- 

Q -- support of this Administration. 


A I think the Treasury Department controls the 
Secret Service. You ought to ask -- 


Q Well, the Treasury Department controls that, 
but are you concerned for the safety of U.S. personnel, 
given the fact that the Administration -- 
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A Always, always concerned for the safety of 
U.S. citizens. 


Q -- has now publicly announced that it will 
not protect those who cooperate with it in anti-terrorist 
actions? 


A Always concerned with the s«fety of U.S. per- 
sonnel. Okay? 


Q Thank you, John. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:39 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, all. I have a couple 
of statements up front on the assassination of the Spanish 
Senator and a Salvadoran legislator. 


Firstly, we deplore the brutal assassination of 
Spanish Senator Enrique Casas Vila in San Sebastian, Spain, 
February 23. On this sad occasion we convey our sympathy to 
his family and to the people and Government of Spain. Par- 
ticularly in view of the upcoming regional elections in 
Spain, we condemn this cowardly political assassination and 
affirm our strong support and admiration for Spain's 
vigorous democracy. 


We also take this occasion to renew our support 
for increased international efforts against terrorism whose 
ultimate targets are the democratic and civilized values we 
share with free people and free nations everywhere. 


In the case of the Salvadoran assassination, we 
deplore the assassination of Roberto Ismael Ayala, legisla- 
tive assembly representative of the Authentic Institutional 
Party in El Salvador. No group has claimed responsibility. 


As with the assassination of ARENA party represen- 
tative Ricardo Arnoldo Pohl in late January, we have con- 
sistently deplored political violence. In these specific 
cases the attacks are not only against individuals, but 
against one of the basic organs through which Salvadoran 
citizens are trying to achieve progress and an end to 
violence through democracy and the rule of law. 


And, finally, just to comment on the TASS report, 
we note with distaste the TASS dispatch charging American 
official connivance in the bombing of the Soviet housing 
compound in New York. As you know, we issued a statement 
yesterday denouncing the disgraceful, cowardly attack 
against Soviet property. We today reiterate our condem- 
nation of this terrorist action and our contempt for its 
perpretrators. And further today, in light of the TASS 
dispatch, we reject as completely unfounded any accusation 
of U.S. complicity or connivance in that event. 


That's all I've got for you. Happy to -- 








Copy of that, John? 


Sure. Well -- 


mo FF ®O 


The last one? 


aN Yeah. I'll <= I think you'd have to get that 
one from the transcript because that is -- 


Q On that subject -- 
A -- partly me. 


Q -- what is the state of the anti-terrorist 
legislation? 


A I can't give you the latest state of play on 
that. I know that the White House is working on that, Jim. 
But I can't tell you exactly where it is. 


Q A follow up on the Salvadoran part of your 
statement. 


A Uh-huh. 


Q Has there been any decision on dispatching 
edditional emergency military funds to El Salvador? 


A No. I think that's a matter still under 
consideration. 


Q Okay. 


Q Can you bring us up to date, John, on 
Lebanon? Is the cease-fire holding? 


A Well, we've seen the same kind of reports 
that you have. (There) seems to be, certainly, a cessation 
of violence. We hope that the cease-fire does take effect. 
We hope that it holds. There have been no incidents in the 
past 24 hours involving the U.S. component of the MNF. 


Q Is Rumsfeld here? 


iN Yes. He's here. He's here with Ambassador 
Silberman. We expect that when Ambassador Rumsfeld returns 
to the area, Ambassador Silberman would go with him, but 
don't have anything for you on their plans for travel. 


Q Can you tell us anything about to whom the 
Marines will be turning over the airport? 











A I think that's a matter that's currently 
under discussion between our Ambassador in Beirut and the 
Government of Lebanon, Bernie. 


Q Will it be that the Marines will be turning 
over the airport to the very Moslem groups that the New 
Jersey was shelling a couple of weeks ago? 


A I think, as I say, that's a matter that's 
under discussion between the Lebanese authorities and our 
Embassy. 

Q Is that even a remote possibility? 


A Well, it's certainly a possibility that the 
airport will be turned over to LAF forces. 


0 Some of whom are also members of units that 
the United States was shelling? 


4 I can't give you anything on that. 

Q That was Bernie's question. 

a Well, I can't answer that. I'm saying what 
is a possibility is that the airport might be handed over to 
the Lebanese Army, which seems a distinct possibility. 

Q Which units of the Lebanese Army? 


A You can keep on asking that question, and I 
can keep on telling you I don't know the answer to that. 


Q Why do you say it's a possibility? I mean, 
they can't take the airport to Grenada, can they? 


A I don't think they can take the airport to 
Grenada. No. 


Q They've got to turn it over to somebody. 
A That's correct. 
Q So why are you -- 


A It might be good to turn it over to somebody 
who can control it, I would think. 


Q Well, the Moslem gunmen who surround the air- 
port quite conceivably could control it after the Marines 

















wel. 


leave. Does that mean it's the right group to turn it over 
to? 


A I don't think that was the drift of Bernie's 
question. I think the drift of Bernie's question was what 
units within -- as I understood it; maybe I misunderstood it 
-- what units within the Lebanese Armed Forces it might be 
turned over. Was that your question? 


Q My question was, will the Marines be turning 
over the airport to the Moslem militia groups that just -- 


A The militia groups? No. 
Q Yes. 


4 No. I cannot tell you to whom they will be 
turning it over, but I think that is less likely than their 
turning it over to the Lebanese Armed Forces. 


Q But is it possible that they would turn it 
over to soldiers or units of the Lebanese Armed Forces that 
are cooperating with the Shi'ite militia? 


4 Well, I thought that was the thrust of 
Bernie's question, and that's what I was telling you, that I 
cannot tell you to which unit of the Lebanese Armed Forces 
-- if, indeed, that is the decision -- the airport would be 
turned over. That is something that the Government of 
Lebanon, in concert with our Ambassador, there would have to 
decide. 


Q John, there was a report in FBIS this morning 
that Fadi Frem, who is the head of the Phalangist armed 
forces -- he has a position in the Phalangists -- was asked 
to coordinate with the Israelis to create a deterrent to the 
Syrian presence and influence in Lebanon. Do you have any 
thoughts about that? 





A No. Haven't seen that and don't have any 
reaction to it. 


Q Can you look into this matter? 


A I'll take a look. 


Q Do we know, John, whether the Israelis are 
going to cooperate with the cease-fire as far as ceasing 
their air strikes? 





A I can't answer that. You'll have to ask 
them. 


Q Jumblatt -- do we have anything more on his 
arriving in the United States? 


A I think he has decided not to undertake that 
trip at the moment. 


Q Did the U.S. approve or disapprove of the 
visa? 


A I think it was academic. I think he decided 
not to come, so the question of -- 


0 Did it ever reach a decision on the visa? 
A I'm not aware that it did, Bernie. 


Q John, on another part of the world, there are 
reports today from southern Africa that this disengagement 
may be breaking down, that the UNITA forces had seized a 
diamond town and taken a whole lot of foreign hostages. Is 
this in violation of the understanding that had been reached? 


A Well, I think that a meeting is imminent, as 
I understand it, Bernie, between the South Africans and the 
Angolans on suggestions that there may have been infringe- 
ments of the disengagement process. 


Q John -- 


A I think that's to take place this weekend. 
I'm not quite sure about it. 


Q Supposing it turns out to be UNITA, which is 
not claimed, certainly, by the Angolans or by the South 
Africans? How does that play into the whole thing? 


A Well, I think we'll wait and see how the 
weekend meeting turns out. 


Q What is the role of the United States' diplo- 
mats going to be in this meeting, if any? 


a I do not know -- I'm not quite sure where 
this meeting is held, Don, so I'm not sure whether we are 
going to be physically present at such a meeting. As I 
understand it, we are not members of the commission. That 
doesn't mean that we couldn't be present at a meeting on 








occasion, and it certainly doesn't mean that we could not 
Or would not be helpful in passing messages between the two 
sides if that were deemed to be helpful. But I'm not sure 
whether specifically we're going to be at this meeting. 


Q Weil, the person who was named -- I forget 
his name -- yesterday, a diplomat -- 


A Twaddell. 


Q Yes. Will he be there physically and be able 
to take part? 


A I do not know whether he's in position yet. 
Does anybody happen to know that? Don't know. 


Q Could we find out? 


A We can look at that for you. Sure. Find out 
where he is. 


Q John, with respect to the meeting -- I guess, 
I think it's to take place tomorrow -- amy understanding is 
that it's been requested by South Africa because of their 
allegation last night that several hundred SWAPO troops were 
moving into the area from which they're withdrawing. 


A Uh-huh. 


Q So my question with respect to UNITA is, do 
you think that any action by UNITA is relevant to the 
disengagement process? Is that the U.S. view? 


A Well, I guess it's relevant, but I don't have 
comment for you on how that might fit into meetings over the 
weekend and how it might be discussed. 


Q John, picking up Bernie Gwertzman's story 
the other day -- perhaps this was asked -- has there been 
any authorized -- authorization by the Administration to 
revive those secret contacts with the PLO with a view toward 
achieving American objectives with respect to the PLO? 


A I think Secretary Shultz pretty much 
responded to that in his testimony the other day. I forget 
when it was, Wednesday or Thursday. I forget before which 
Committee, but I think he made the point that that there was 
no activity at the moment. 














Q What do you mean by “at the moment"? 


A Well, I think that he made the point that 
nothing was going on currently. 


Q Can I ask on Lebanon, John? Is the United 
States now in support of a cease-fire there? 


A A cease-fire where? 
Q In Lebanon. 


A Anything that leads to the end of the killing - 
in Lebanon is obviously something we welcome. 


Q Okay. Will that -- 


A We were a key factor in an earlier cease- 
fire, as you remember, which did not hold. 





Q Okay. Will that include also Israeli 
bombings? Will the cease-fire -- would you also support a 
cease-fire that Israel also cease its activities there? 


A The long-term goals which we have con- 
sistently set for Lebanon still apply -- namely, the 
withdrawal of all foreign forces, the sovereignty of the 
legitimate government, and concern for Israel's security on 
its northern borders. 


Q Okay, John. What I mean is that in the last 
five days there have been attacks or strikes by Israeli air 
force, and, John, I'm trying to understand if you -- this 
government's support for a cease-fire would include that -- 
would indicate that Israel also should cease those 
activities; and, if so, would you ask Israel to do so? 


A I don't really have anything for you on that. 
I think the Israelis have talked of attacking Palestinian 
terrorist bases, and we have understood Israel's concern 
about Palestinian terrorism directed at Israel from Lebanese 
enclaves. 


-- MORE -- 








Q Do you have -- excuse me, just one more thing 
-- do you have, does this government have any indication 
that there are PLO troops in Lebanon armed and ready, or 
have already engaged in fighting against Israel? 


A I can't give you a specific indication of 
what they have done, but there isn't any doubt that there 
has been reinfiltration into Lebanon of Palestinian forces 
and that is something that we think is very serious. 


Q John, I mean, again, if there are so-called 
PLO, it's not really defined by the US Government or Israel 
what is a PLO? There are people coming to Lebanon because 
that part of West Beirut where 500,000 Palestinians are in 
that section of Lebanon and including Beirut. Some people 
are returning for their families. Will you call that PLO 
reinfiltration? 


A You asked me whether we had any doubt that 
Palestinian combat fighters had returned. No, we do not 
have any doubt. 


Q On this question, since you -- Israeli pre- 
sence in Lebanon was the motive or was the reason that you 
went there to try to bring about the evacuation of all 
foreign forces, occupying forces from Lebanon. Now the 
Israelis -- 


A I think there were some Syrians in Lebanon. 
I think there's been some others there, too. 


Q And Syrians and PLO and others, but, you 
know, the invasion cf June of 1982 generated the whole 
situation. What I‘m asking here, the day before yesterday 
Or yesterday you didn't make any comment on Israeli raids in 
Lebanon, and you said there was no coordination with the 
Israelis. 


A Correct. 

Q The Israelis are now acting alone, without 
coordination with you, without anything, without con- 
Sultating -- 


A Without coordination on the air strikes, yes. 


Q So it's sort of, it's their domain, it's 
their territory, it's their case that they are doing strikes. 

















A It's not their domain, and I wasn't 
responding, I did not give a comment, on the air strikes, 
but there are certain realities that are obvious in the con- 
fused situation in Lebanon. 


Q You couldn't offer any evidence, and I have 
from NPR reporters on the scene and other reporters who were 
there and they scoured the whole area for one week and they 
couldn't find a single PLO combatant in the area, and Israel 
now coming with the excuses of saying that there are PLO 
infiltrators there, so what can we come to this -- (sic) 


A Well, we will have to differ. You say there 
is not a single Palestinian fighter in Lebanon, and we differ 
with ycu. 


Q I didn't say it. These are, you know, the 
reports from NPR and others. 


A Yes, well, we would differ with any report 
that says there's not a single Palestinian fighter in 
Lebanon and there's been no reinfiltration. 

Q John, can I just understand the one point that 
was raised? You are not calling on the Israelis to observe 
the cease-fire? 


A It's not a question of calling on the 
Israelis to observe the cease-fire -- 


Q Well, let me say, would you call on the 
Israelis to observe the cease-fire and put an end to the air 
raids because of the cease-fire? , 


aK I'm not going to respond to that question at 
the moment, Bernie. 


Q John, can we go to a different area? 

A Sure. 

Q On Iran-Iraq, do you have anything fresh on 
Iran's remarks that we might keep to ourselves in that 
region? 


A I'm sorry. Any -- 


Q Fresh <-- 
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A Comment on Iran's remarks that we might keep 
to ourselves? 


Q Yes. 
A I have to probe a little to find what -- 


Q They're saying today that the United States 
ought to stay out of it. 


A I think the United States has done its best 
(a) to stay out of it and (b) to remain a nonpartisan in 
the question of this very tragic war. I think our record 
has been pretty good. 


Q There is a report today that the United 
States might or has plans to put in ground troops if the 
Straits of Hormuz are threatened. Can you tell us anything 
about that? 


A I haven't seen that report, and I'm certainly 
not aware of it. 


Q John, have you any reading on a statement by 
Khomeini in which he said that Iran would not initiate any 
action that would lead to the closure of the Straits unless 
the right of traffic was denied to Iran? 


A No, don't have any -- 


Q Do you see that as a change? 

A No, don't have any evaluation of it. 

Q Are civilian targets still being hit? 

A I can't give you a readout of what has been 
hit today. 

Q John, do you stay with your comment yester- 
day -- 

A Yes. 

Q -~- that there is no substantial change in the 
battlelines? 


A That's correct. There appears to have been 
an Iranian advance, some indication that it's been repulsed, 
and I think the situation is about as I said yesterday, 
that the lines have not substantially changed at this stage. 


Q Would you -- is there some feeling that this 
Iranian advance is not over? 
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7 I think that's a legitimate deduction. 


Q John, can I also -- just one about the answer 
to Bernie. The U.S. then sees the cease-fire there as bet- 
ween the factions in Lebanon, and Israel's activities, mili- 
tary activities there, will not fit under the cease-fire 
which you told us now U.S. supports? Is that the correct 
understanding? 


A I'm just simply not going to respond to a 
question as to what position we're going to take on Israeli 
air strikes. That's what I am declining to do. But our 
long-term goals for the removal of all foreign forces are, 
of course, still very much in mind. 


Q John, about the Irag-Iran war, there's no 
chance that the U.S.A. will intervene to implement the 
United Nations Resolution on the war, or any kind of 
mediation or anything? I mean, are you waiting until the 
Straits of Hormuz is blocked or something like that happens, 
then you interfere? 


Mn I think the President has offered words which 
go about as far as indicating what action we might take, and 
I think we'll rest on his words. He was not very specific 
in indicating what action we would take in the event of the 
Straits being blocked, but I think he made American resolve 
and interest fairly evident. 


Q I mean, we understood that until this hap- 
pened, America will not interfere. That's the 
understanding? 


aN Not “intervene?” 
Q Intervene peacefully or any other way. 


A I think we have worked at it peacefully 
without much <= along with others. I don't see the war 
having been brought to a conclusion yet. 


Q John, Philippine opposition leader Salvador 
Laurel has been received by senior Administration officials 
and continues to be today. I'm curious, what message is the 
Administration trying to send to President Marcos right now 
about the upcoming elections in the Philippines? 
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A I guess you're really raising two questions. 
Yes, I think Under Secretary Eagleburger either has seen or 
is about to see -- was it yesterday? -- Mr. Laurel. That's 
a perfectly normal contact between a member of the moderate 
opposition in the Philippines, but I'm not going to get into 
what kind of discussions they might have had. 


Q What kind of general message is this 
Administration sending to Mr. Marcos? 


A That's why I separated the two. Well, I 
think that we have on many occasions expressed our support 
for the democratic process in the Philippines and underlined 
the necessity for that moving forward. 


Q On the same subject, in the past few days 
two Filipinos with direct or indirect links to the military 
establishment have come forward here in Washington and 
alleged that the Marcos regime was behind the death of 
Senator Aquino. Do you have any comment? 


A No. We've seen the reports of those charges 
but don't have any comment on them. ‘ 

Q Is the aid package for the Filipinos affected 
in any way by these allegations? 


BN I'm not aware of any change in our thinking 
on the proposed aid program for the Philippines. 


Q On that point, Congressman Solarz, who is 
Chairman of the Asian Affairs Committee, a subcommittee of 
the House Foreign Affairs, proposed yesterday a change in 
the aid program for the Philippines which would make it much 
more weighted on economic and less on military than the pro- 
posal given by the Administration. 


A Yes. 


Q Does it seem as though this proposal would be 
acceptable to the Administration? Does the Administration 
consider it to be in keeping with the bases agreement which 
was signed a few months ago with the Philippines? 


A Don, as you say, it was only put forward 
yesterday, and I think where we are is in the process of 
considering it, taking a look at what Mr. Solarz has 
suggested. 


Q Has there been any decision on supplying U.S. 
aid to Grenada to finish that airport? 
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A No. I do not know -- I do not think a deci- 
sion has been taken on that. As you know, that's a matter 
that we were looking at, and so far as I know there has been 
no decision on that. 


Q John, a couple days ago DAS Michel was 
talking on the Hill about Cubans -- the Cuban Government 
using its expertise from drug smucgling to steal hish tech- 
nology. Do you have anything more on that? 


A I don't. 


Q Could I ask you two specific questions to 
take? 


A Uh-huh - 


Q He says, “Recent reports suggest that the 
Cubans may be engaged in..." so on and so forth to smuggle 
such equipment." Could you find out, is he talking about 
press reports or -- 


nN Let's see what we can develop for you. 


Q And one more, please. He says, “We have no 
reason to doubt that it would also cooperate with drug 
smugglers in order to obtain high technology equipment." 
Could you find out if he has any reason to believe? 


A Sure. 
Q Thank you. 


Q John, is the Secretary going to meet today 
with Dr. Walid Haddad, the advisor of President Gemayel, and 
do you have anything of the -- 


nN I do not think that is on his schedule. 
Haddad? Walid Haddad? I don't think so. I think Mr. 
Haddad has meet with Assistant Secretary Murphy. I don't 
think he is scheduled to see the Secretary. 


Q The Lebanese Embassy told me that he's sup- 
posed to see him at 3:00 p.m. It's not on his schedule? 


A Then, if the Lebanese Embassy says that, let 
me take a look at it. I didn't think it was on the 
Secretary's schedule, but let me take a look at it. 


Q Do you have anything about the talks he's 
having here? 
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A Can I what? Sorry. 


Q Do you have any comments about the talks that 
Dr. Haddad is having? 


A No, I really don't. As I say, he has spent 
quite a bit of time with Assistant Secretary Murphy, but I 
don't really have anything for you on what they're talking 
about. 


Q John, in Correo de la Cera a couple of days 
ago, there was an interview by Henry Brandon with Henry 
Kissinger which was run in which Kissinger announced his 
availability for the post of special negotiator to Moscow, I 
presume for this Administration. Has he made that candidacy 
known to you here? 


nN Not that I'm aware of. This is the first 
I've heard of (a) the report and (b) the alleged offer. 


Q You don't know if that's under discussion? 
Q Thank you. 
(Press briefing concluded at 12:55 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #36 


MONDAY, FEBRUARY 27, 1984, 12:12 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Order in the court. I'm all up to 
speed on these legal phrases since Mr. Romberg spent two 
days on jury duty. (Laughter) 


I don* have any announcements for you today 
except to say that available in the Press Office is the pre- 
pared statement by AID Administrator Peter McPherson before 
the House Appropriations Committee today. The subject of 
that testimony was the $90 million food supplemental request 
for Africa. That's all I've got. 


Q Cen we start with Lebanon? First of all, do 


you know anything about an American priest reportedly being 
killed? 


A Seen that report and the Embassy is looking 
into it, Jim. 


Q No confirmation of it? 
A Don't have any confirmation of it, no. 
Q And what about the situation in general? 


K The situation in general -- there was a fair 
amount of firing yesterday in the Greater Beirut area. 
Apparently it subsided after midnight, although we've seen 
some reports of resumed firing today. The Beirut 
International Airport remains closed. 


Q John, there was a report over the weekend -- 
I forget where -- suggesting or claiming that Rumsfeld might 
not go back to Lebanon, period -- that that issue had been 
put behind and -- 


A Saw that report. Really don't have anything 
for you on his plans. As we heve said, we continue to 
expect that he will go back to the region. Don't have 


Q He's supposed to have left last night, in 
fact. 


A No, I don't think so. 

















Q He did not? 


A Did not. He's still in the country, and I'm 
not aware of any plans that he was to have left last night. 


Q But has he dropped Lebanon as to his portfolio? 


A Well, don't have anything for you on that, 
Bernie. As he formulates his travel plans, we'll let you 
know when he's aoing and where he's going. 


I guess we won't let you know where he is going 
until he gets there; that's the -- 


Q No, I'm not asking where he is going, but 
rather whether he is interested in Lebanon any more. 


A I'm sure he's interested in Lebanon. Just 
what his itinerary is there, I can't tell you today. 


Q John, there is a report out of the White 
House that he's not going back immediately and that he is 
refocusing his attention off Lebanon and onto the broader 
Mid-East peace process. Could you address that and maybe 
bring us up to date on the broader Mid-East peace process? 


A Well, I don't know about the first part, that 
he's not going back to Lebanon. I just, really, don't have 
anything for you on that. He has always been involved in 
the broader process as well, and I don't find anything new 
Or unusual about his involvement in the broader Middle East 
process. 


Q Is the broader process on “hold,” as one 
report had it over the weekend? 


A Not at all, no. Not at all. 
Q Can you give some examples of how it is not? 


ie I think that, as you are aware, there have 
been some meetings over the weekend in Amman between King 
Hussein and Mr. Arafat. I think one would want to see how 
those develop. But certainly that is -- 


Q I think in particular that the description of 
being "on hold," was applied to American thinking, 
formulating. 











On the peace process? 


Yes. 


> Oo FY 


I'm not aware of a “hold” on the peace process. 


Q John, you do say that he has, Rumsfeld, been 
involved in the broader peace process. 


A Uh-huh. 


Q But in answer to Bernie's question on whether 
he has dropped Lebanon, you have nothing to say on that? 


A What I'm really doing is responding to the 
question of to where he is travelling, Bernie; and I'm not 
aware that any travel plans have been set for him yet, so I 
can't tell you whether he's going back to Lebanon or not. 


Q I'm not asking about travel. I'm saying that 
you are noting his continued involvement on broader peace 
process; but to the specific question as to whether he has 
dropped Lebanon, you're not as forthcoming. 


A I don't know to what extent he's going to be 
directly involved in diplomacy involving Lebanon, but 
certainly his interest I'm sure in it remains high. 


Q There is also the question of experience. 
Rumsfeld's career is unblemished by Middle East experience, 
including the broader sense. 


A He is a very experienced negotiator -- 
Q With Arabs? 


A -- with an acute involvement in foreign 
affairs. He's had posts in diplomacy, been a Congressman. 
I don't think many people would agree with your apparent 
characterization that he is not fitted for the role. 


Q John, to what degree do you think the 
American Marine redeployment, to use your word, has affected 
American influence and credibility in the Middle East as 
the Administration pushes toward energizing the peace 
process? 














A I don't know. I suppose that question is 
being asked of Britain and France and Italy, all of whom 
have been involved in the attempt to bring more stability 
and peace to Lebanon. 


As we have said before, that has not so far turned 
out as we would have hoped it would turn out, but it has 
been an honorable motivation, I think, on our part and of 
the other MNF parties. We have worked hard at it; we have 
lost lives at it, as have the others; and we consider it to 
have been worthwhile. 


It may not have been a rewarding experience, but 
it has been selfless on the part of the United States and 
the other nations who were involved and who have given 
their lives in that cause. I think it will be seen in that 
light. 


Q John, who do we turn the airport over to? 


A The airport was turned over to the 33rd 
Battalion of the Lebanese Army. 


Q Have they taken custody of it? 


A I think they are in control of the runways, 
the control tower, and the terminal building. 


Q Yesterday, several television reports showed 
the Amal militia taking positions. Are they being moved 
out or are they sharing in control? 





A I really think you have to go to the Pentagon 
for a detailed rundown on where that stands. There have 
been some confusing reports that militiamen may be positioned 
around the airport. There was another report that some of 
the LAF might have been flying a militia flag. I think in 
view of the confusion, the Pentagon is probably the best 
place to put that question. 


Q Isn't that unit you identified either a 
defecting unit from the Forces or at least a noncombatant in 
the recent fighting? 


aN I wouldn't steer you away from that, but, 
again, I think you ought to get the Pentagon to give you 
detailed -- I think the commander of that unit is an officer 
who was a liaison officer with the MNF -- to the MNF, I 
should say. 





Q For the record, why are we continuing to fly 
reconnaissance flights now that the Marines have left? 


A Well, we still have Americans in the City of 
Beirut, Bernie. I'll giv? you a more precise answer to 
that. 


While the Marines have deployed from Beirut 
International Airport to their ships offshore, there are 
still U.S. military and diplomatic personnel and facilities 
in Lebanon that we must protect. 


Q Why must we keep them there? 


A There are about 150 Marines, I think, in 
Beirut protecting the Embassy and the residence; and there 
are about 180 plus, I think, people attached to the Embassy. 
I can give you a breakdown on those numbers. 


As of last week, there were 23 State Department 
employees, 14 Marine security guards, 23 people from other 
U.S. governmental agencies, and 97 on temporary duty, about 
80 of whom are U.S. Army trainers and one member of the 
Rumsfeld mission. So the total number of USG personnel 
assigned to the Embassy is 158, although that number 
obviously fluctuates modestly on a daily basis. 


Q Along the same lines, John, why are we con- 
tinuing to shell? 


A Rules of engagement are unchanged. Same con- 
ditions apply. 


Q Even when the evidence on the ground suggests 
that the New Jersey especially is really inaccurate? 
Reuters reported this morning that 18 goats died of shock. 





A Twelve goats, I think. 


Q Twelve goats. Exaggerate. Normal exaggera- 
tion. 


A Well, saw the report. But the fact is that 
both the New Jersey and other ships fired in response to 
fire on American units or American aircraft, and the rules 
of engagement remain unchanged. 





Q John, just to pursue that a little further. 
What is the American current position on the question of the 
Sua Al-Gharb position? It's currently being held by the 

















Lebanese Army. Do we consider their continued holding of 
that position critical to the security of the Embassy? 


a Well, that's sort of an academic situation. 
The situation there is static, but we understand that not 
very much is happening there. There is far less activity, 
and people are pretty much in place as they have been, so 
there seems to be no movement at Sug al-Gharb. 


Q Several months ago the United States shelled 
that position in order to keep it in the hands of the 
Lebanese Army. Would we do so again if it were threatened? 


ay I think that our commanders on the scene 
would take tactical decisions within the rules of engagement 
as they presently are defined. 


Q Is there any contemplation of moving people 
out of the U.S. Embassy to take them out of harms way? 


A Not that I'm aware of. 


Q Does it mean that as long as there are 158 
Americans with the Embassy and Marines in training and other 
things, you will continue the reconnaissance flights and you 
will engage in the shelling when you see that they are in 
danger? 


A No change in the decision to fly recon- 
naissance flights, and there's no change in the rules of 
engagement. 


Q I want to follow on something you said 
earlier about King Hussein and Arafat. There are reports 
which indicate that the United States next -- the next step 
that the United States will be taking in the Middle East or 
undertaking, it will hinge or depend on the outcome of these 
talks, awaiting the results of these talks. What do you 
make of this? 


A Well, I wouldn't say “hinge on the outcome of 
those talks," but as everybody knows King Hussein is a 
central factor in the peace plans that we have suggested, 
and this is an important meeting; sure. 


Q Excuse me, I want to follow on this. When 
King Hussein was here at the White House, a senior U.S. 
official was asked if he satisfied the King and thinks that 
King Hussein brought about here, and he said flatly no. (Sic) 








A I'm sorry, I didn't quite understand that. 


Q If he satisfied the -- the senior official 
said, was asked if the United States Administration satis- 
fied King Hussein in his visit to answer his requests or 
demands or appeal to the United States Administration ir 
many areas, and he said flatly no. Anything happen since 
the visit of King Hussein to Washington and now the meeting 
in Jordan that you're expecting any movement which will come 
out of this meeting? 


A I'm not personally familiar with that par- 
ticular statement that you cite, but there's been no change 
in our position since then. 


Q John, can we talk for just a second. Today 
is the first opportunity to discuss the mission of the 
Marines in Lebanon since their redeployment. Could you 
state for us what the Marine mission is now? 


A I think the President has made that very 
clear on a number of occasions and made clear our policy: 
the redeployment of the Marines, the continuation of the air 
cover plus the training role that the United States pursue 
as appropriate. 


Q The presence of the Marines on the ships is 
still to provide a presence in Lebanon; is that correct? 


A I think the President defined that very 
Clearly the other night in his press conference. 


Q To follow on that, can you, for the record, 
tell us whether you -- you haven't used the word "MNF" so 
far in this briefing and that was part of the rules of enga- 
gement, or they were cited as one -- their safety was cited 
as one reason for the rules of engagement of a couple weeks 
ago. 


Does, for the record, the MNF currently exist in 
the Reagan Administration's view despite the fact that only 
one member is on the ground. 


Q I don't know -- well, there are two members 
on the ground <-- France and the United States. 


A The personnel that you went through include 
members of the MNF contingent? 


A I was perhaps being a little too literal when 
you said “on the ground," but certainly the United States is 














there and the French are there, so two components of the MNF 
are still there. 


I assume -- but I mean you raise an interesting 
legal question. 


Q Can we get an answer to it? 
A Sure. Let's try. 


Q Could I -=- you've got me confused with your 
numbers. At one point you said 180 plus. That's wrong. 


BN I said 180 plus before I started reading from 
my detailed -- 


Q And then you said 158, but the numbers that 
you gave add up to 157. 


A I thought I added them up and got one short 
this morning and then I found I'd neglected the Rumsfeld 
man; if you include him, does it still come out? Is it 
still short? 


A No. I see, okay. 
Q Is the Rumsfeld person apart from the 97? 


A All I know is, anticipating your arithmetic, 
I went over it this morning and first said, wait a minute, 
there's one short here, and then went over it again and 
found it did add up. 


Q The Rumsfeld man is not one of the 23 State 
Department people? 


A No, but he's included as one of the one 
hundred and -- whatever the total is. Does that give you 
a right figure? 


Q Yes. 
A Okay, that's it. 


Q John, picking up Jim's question, are you 
suggesting that the Marines who are guarding the Embassy and 
the residence are considered by the United States as part of 
a continuing MNF? 





. A No. What I was saying is that the MNF force 
is deployed on the ships offshore and, as the President has 
said, is there and is available. I really was responding 

to the suggestion that there is only one country involved, 

and that's not so. 


Q John, are you concerned that the redeployment 
may affect America's ability to nuture some kind of settle- 
ment in the Middle East? 


A I don't see it. There's certainly no dimuni- 
tion of effort on our part, and all the factors that cer- 
tainly were there and that we have perceived to be there 
that should move the various parties towards peace, surely 
are still there and surely the agony of Lebanon should 
underline the necessity of moving forward. So, no, don't 
see any reason to -- 


Q What about the quotes that have be ascribed 
in the last two or three weeks to both Hussein and Mubarak, 
saying that a pullout along the lines that the United States 
has now effected would damage the credibility of the United 
States and its ability to conduct a middleman role in the 
Middle East? 


A Yes. Well, you know, one has seen those 
quotes but certain realities have confronted us on the 
ground, the Administration made the decision to redeploy 
those Marines. You have heard what the President has said 
about our fortitude and commitment, and we think that the 
quality of our effort, the sincerity of our effort, plus 
what the President has said are words that speak for them- 
selves. 


Q You think they will be believed, these words? 
A We certainly hope so. 


Q John, about the Arafat and Hussein talks, you 
said that they are important talks. What would the United 
States like to come out of them in order to think that they 
were kind of successful or that they have not failed? 


A As we have consistently hoped for in terms of 
the President's September 1 initiative, movement in the 
direction of additional parties going to the peace table. 


Q You mean for Jordan to represent the 
Palestinians in a -=- 

















A Uh-huh ° 
Q -- with Palestinian, non-PLO Palestinians? 


A Sure. As we have consistently said, you can- 
not determine the fate of the Palestinians without some kind 
of Palestinian voice, some kind of Palestinian presence. 

Now how that is to be brought about is clearly something 
that the parties themselves have to discuss. But this is a 
meeting that conceivably could facilitate in that process. 


Q Just one follow-up on this. Is the United 
States itself, through your ambassadors in the region or 
consuls in Jerusalem on the West Bank, have you tried to 
reach any Palestinians there to induce them to come into the 
talks or something? There are statements from the West Bank 
that would lead people to believe that the United States may 
actually be involved in trying to convince some -- 


A It depends what you mean by “be involved." 
It's like our talks on a number of issues which are part of 
the foreign policy of the United States. We talk freely 
with a number of people about those hopes and objectives and 
try to encourage others to move in that direction. 


Q Would that include some mayors on the West 
Bank? 


A I don't have any specifics but it may well 
have done. 


Q John, there's a report, or there have been reports, 
about Ambassador Silberman having a role in the Middle East 
negotiations. Can you define what his role should be? 


A I think that when Ambassador Rumsfeld returns 
to the Middle East, Ambassador Silberman will go with him 
and be a key part of Ambassador Rumsfeld's team. 


Q Did the Administration put any time limit on 
the period that the Marines will be on the offshore? 


A Not that I'm aware of. 
Q Another question. Do you have anything new 


on the Soviet position regarding the Security Council that 
you know? 








ll 


A No. That debate at the U.N. is going forward, 
as you well know. The members of the Security Council have 
consulted; consultations are continuing with an informal 
session of the Council. France has introduced a draft reso- 
lution which remains the focus of discussion. The con- 
sultations in New York haven't arrived yet at any concrete 
results, so really can't speculate about it. 


As to the idea of injecting a U.N. force in 
Beirut, there's general agreement that a measure of stabi- 
lity on the ground is necessary for the effective func- 
tioning of this or any peacekeeping force. It cannot be 
expected to interject itself in the middle of a battlefield 
among warring groups. The agreement of the Government of 
Lebanon is also a key element. However, this doesn't mean 
that the Security Council should not consider the possible 
arrangements for such a force. . 


Q Can I have a copy of this? 


A Sure. 


--MORE-- 
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Q Another question. Do you have anything on 
the meeting -- 


Q Before you leave that -- 
A Hold on. 


Q Before you leave that, I was unclear fron 
that whether the U.S. favors the introduction cf such a 
force or not. 


A Well, certainly not opposed to discussing it, 
but I think we would want to see the negotiations and the 
consultations a little further along before we had any addi- 
tional comment, John. That's where we are. 


Q But is -- 
A Let me -- excuse me. Let me go back to -- 


Q Do you have anything on the meeting last 
Friday that Dr. Haddad, the National Security Adviser of 
President Gemayel, held with the Secretary here? 


A No. I really don't. I think somebody here 
said that Dr. Haddad had some comments when he came down. 
I'm not sure whether that's -- 


Q He did not. 
A He did not. Okay. No. Sorry. 
Q You have nothing on it. 


Q John, is it true that the United States will 
accept a Jordanian-Palestinian, which is called Arab delega- 
tion, in the enlarged peace talks as a result of the visit 
of King Hussein and President Mubarak and their talks with 
President Reagan last week? 


A As a result of President Mubarak -- 


Q You know, the talks which were held by the 
heads of states, Arab states, with President Mubarak and 
King Hussein, their meeting in the White House? 


A Okay. And would the United States accept a 
delegation where? 
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Q A joint Arab delegation which would consist 
of Jordanians and Palestinians in the upcoming stage of 
talks in the Middle East, peaceful talks? 


A Well, what you seem to be talking about is 
the same kind of thing we've been talking about over a long 
period of time. 


Q It's a little different from the way that 
it's -- 


A That's why I wanted to be careful how I 
answered your question. Why is it a little different? 


Q This is why I'm asking this, because they say 
it's now called an Arab delegation which will consist of 
Palestinians and Jordanians, and not only Jordanians to 
represent the Palestinians or something like that. This is 
what I understand that it will be -- it's accepted by the 
White House to have Palestinians with the Jordanians in the 
enlarged peace talks. 





A Not aware of that, but it doesn’t frankly 
sound very different to me from what we have been talking 
about, and that, of course, is a question for the Jordanians 
and the Palestinians to work out. 


Q John, has the State Department had a chance 
to see the essay by Henry Kissinger in this week's Time 
magazine in which he proposes a rather radical restructuring 
of NATO, including the giving up of the U.S. command role? 


ny Yes. We note, Jim, that Dr. Kissinger has 
reaffirmed the centrality of the transatlantic defense rela- 
tionship to Western security and world peace. We share that 
view. 


We believe that the NATO alliance is healthy, that 
its structure is sound, and that its strategy is valid and 
viable. 


The Administration believes all Allies should make 
a greater effort to strengthen NATO defenses, and is pleased 
to note the progress that is being made in this regard. 


The United States for its part will continue to 
make an undiminished contribution to the strength of the 
Alliance. 
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Views such as Dr. Kissinger's represent his own 
thinking and are constructive contributions to the healthy 
consideration of issues within the community of Alliance 
security concerns. 


Q Well, among other things, he suggests that 
the Europeans take over the negotiator's role on the 
medium-range -- on missiles based in Europe. Would the 
State Department go along with that? 


A Don't have any comment on that. I think 
our words here speak for themselves about the Alliance. 


Q He also calls for a major study of the whole 
Alliance structure once the U.S. elections are done. Wowild 
the State Department support such a study? 


A I'm not aware of any thinking that's being 
done along those lines. 


Q Could we have a copy of that? 

A Sure. 

Q John, related to that, there was a story 
yesterday that major West European countries will have their 
defense ministers meeting for a discussion of European, West 
European, defense strategy. How does the U.S. regard that? 


A I haven't got any comment for you on that, 
Marvin. Sorry. 


Q Could you give it a shot? 
A Sure. 


Q John, has a decision been made on whether to 
dispatch additional emergency aid to El Salvador? 


AN No. I think that's still under con- 
sideration. 


Q John, anything on Iran-Iraq today? What's 
your assessment of what took place over the weekend? 


A Okay. Be glad to give you what I've got, 
while also making the point that we really aren't in great 
shape to give you a detailed battlefield report day by day. 
But, however, on the basis of our information it seems clear 





that Iranian claims of successful incursions have been 
exaggerated and that Iraq has repulsed several probes with 
heavy Iranian losses. There has been large-scale fighting, 
but we have no evidence of significant changes in the battle 
front. 


The United States regrets that Iraq's recent mora- 
torium on attacking civilian areas went unreciprocated and 
has ended. It is tragic that so many lives are being lost 
in needless continued fighting. 


It is unfortunate that Iran has not heeded 
repeated calls by the world community for restraint, cease- 
fires and negotiations toward a settlement of the conflict. 
The United States continues to believe that there can be no 
military resolution of this dangerous conflict. 


Q Copy? 

A Sure. 

Q That's a -- 
Q 


Could you read that sentence, the one about 
regretting that Iraq's acts on civilians? 


By We regret that Irag's recent moratorium on 
attacking civilian areas went unreciprocated and has ended. 


Q Okay. 

Q John, in light of such a lengthy statement, 
are we considering any new moves to bolster Iraq's war 
effort in the interest of achieving a cease-fire and peace? 


A We're very involved, as we have been all 
along, in the field of diplomacy, if that's what you mean. 


Q I just -- I think that's -- what you just 
read seemed to be the most fulsome and pro-Iragi statement 
that I've heard in a long time with respect to this war. 

A Just a statement of the facts as we see them. 


Q But -- no, I understand. But does it herald 
any change on the ground in terms of our neutrality or 
anything like that? 


A No. 
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Q No cifference? 


Q Can I follow that up, John? Are we involved 
at all in any kind of contingency planning with Iraq about 
possible help to them in the event of a successful Iranian 
strike or a closing of the Straits of Hormuz or anything of 
that sort? 


A Well, the President and the Secretary, as you 
know, have made our position plain on the closing of the 
Straits, which we would consider a very serious development. 
But I think you'd have to go to the Pentagon for any 
discussion that they might want to offer of their con- 
tingency planning. 


Q John, in connection with the act of diplo- 
macy, has Japan, which has been active in this area, 
informed the U.S. of any shift in position on Iran's part 
perhaps with regard to whether it -- 


A I don't think we're, Ralph -- as always, I 
think we're going to disappoint you on the details of who 
we've been talking to and who has said what to whom in which 
closed room. 


Q Can we get away from the question of who said 
what to whom, but go to the nub of the question, which is 
whether the U.S. is aware of any change in Iran's diplomatic 
position? 


A In Iran's diplomatic position? 

Q Yes. 

A No. 

Q Are there any plans to send senior U.S. 


officials such as Murphy -- to send him back to Iraq? Is 
there anything cooking on that? 


A I'm not aware of any, Jim. I'm not aware of 
any. 


Q John, can you confirm numbers in The New York 
Times about the American military advisers in Salvador, the 
number has risen to 96? 





A No. I refer you to the Pentagon on that. I 
understand that we are rigidly adhering to that 55 ceiling 
limit on trainers, but I think the Pentagon -- I'll leave 
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them to flesh out where we stand in terms of personnel 
there. 


Bernie? 


Q John, is the pipeline of military supplies to 
the Lebanese Armed Forces continuing as before? 


A Again, I think I'd refer you to the Pentagon, 
Bernie. I think what is in the pipeline is on its way, but 
I think on a shipment-by-shipment basis we're looking at the 
situation to see what is going and to whom at what time. 

Q John, do you have any details about the 
hostage-taking in Angola, or do you have any comment on the 
taking of the hostages? 

A No, I don't. 

No reaction or comment? 

No. 

You don't mind? 

I don't know what you're talking about. 


Well, 77 hostages were taken in the south (sic) of 


Angola by UNITA on Friday. 


Uh-huh. 


se 2S 


And I wondered if you had any reaction to the 
taking of hostages. 


A No. Don't have anything on it. 


Q Can I follow up on -- well, do you have 
anything on this week's meeting between Angola and South 
Africa? 


A I think it went, so far as we can tell, 
fairly well. We were not there. They met, I think, on 
Saturday -- that's correct. Both sides seemed to be 
interested in conducting serious, businesslike talks. Have 
to refer you to the two governments concerned for any 
readout. As I say, we were not in that first meeting, but 
remain ready to be present or to assist when requested by 
the parties. 
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Q And, also to follow on just the previous 
question with respect to the 77 hostages who were taken by 
UNITA, you were asked about that -- I think it was you, but 
maybe it was Alan -- on Friday -- I can't recall -- 


A I was? 

Q And there was no -- 

A It doesn't ring a bell. 

Q Was it Alan? 

A It doesn't ring a bell with either Alan or me. 


Q Well, I thought perhaps it was raised, but, 
in any case, you didn't have much to say about the situation 
with respect either to SWAPO or Angola, South Africa -- 


A Right. 
Q Or UNITA. 
A Right. 


Q And then a piece of guidance appeared out- 
side that you had not used in the briefing. Can you say 
what that was in response to? 


A It was in response to the fact that I hadn't 
found it in my book. (Laughter) 


Q All right. 


Q John. Two questions -- I could ask that 
earlier one a little differently. Is Lebanon -- is 
achieving a government of reconciliation in Lebanon still a 
high priority responsibility for Mr. Rumsfeld? 


A Oh, I think that's a fair statement, yes. 
I think that's a priority of the United States Government, 
and I'm sure Ambassador Rumsfeld subscribes to that. 


Q Okay. And the second one was, is it still 
American doctrine that any firing upon Beirut from Syrian- 
held positions is tantamount to firing upon American 
citizens? 


A That's still part of our rules of engagement. 
As I say, I think the commanders will make tactical deci- 
sions at the time, but that is still part of their rule of 
engagement. 
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(Beeping sound) 


Q Another subject, John. Does the United 
States plan in the next -- 


A Are you trying to give us a message? 


Q -- in the next several weeks or months to 
present a claim for -- to the Soviet Embassy, the Soviet 
Government, claim for compensation of the lives of the 
Americans who were killed, the 61 Americans in the KAL? 


A KAL? 

Q Yes. 

A Let me see where that is. I just don't know 
where that stands. 

Q I understand that's being compiled now and is 
going to be presented shortly. 

A Be glad to take a look and see if we have 
anything. 

Q John, Grenada airport or anti-terrorism 


legislation? Anything on either one of these? 
A No. No development, I'm afraid. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:44 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have nc announce- 
ments. I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Alan, have you had an opportunity to look at 
Mr. Gromyko's remarks? Do you see anything new in them? Do 
you have a response? 


A Well, in this speech to a domestic Soviet 
audience in Minsk, Mr. Gromyko chose to characterize U.S. 
policies in rather {:miliar and unconstructive rhetoric. 
Such statements certainly do not square with the expressed 
desire of the Soviet ledership cited even by Mr. Gromyko in 
this latest speech for a productive dialogue with ‘the United 
States. 


As the President has stated, we remain committed 
to such a dialogue and hope the Soviet leaders will sit down 
with us in an effort to solve some of the real prcolems that 
divide us. It's Sovieat actions, not words that count. 


Q Does the President have a -=- as the L.A. 
Times -- I think the AP and L.A. is reporting, is there a 
new proposal for MBFR that you could tell us about? 


A I can't tell you abc Presidential actions. 
I can simply tell you that together with our Allies we are 
preparing the western approach to the next round of the MBFR 
talks which will resume in Vienna on March 16. We-remain 
interested in achieving genuine progress in those talks. 


Q Do you have a specific reaction to Gromyko's 
idea of a Middle East conference (inaudible)? 


A Yes. The proposal is not a new one, as you're 
well aware. It was a prominent part of Mr. Brezhenev's 
remarks on the Mideast in his last major policy statement on 
the area in the autumn of 1982. At that time it did not 
generate much interest among the nations of the region. 


The United States continues to believe that nego- 
tiations along the lines enunciated by the President in his 
Mideast peace plan of September 1, 1982, offered the best 
opportunity to reach a peaceful resolution of regional 
problems. 








Q Yesterday, the House Foreign Affairs 
Comm'ttee, in this regard, passed an amendment to the 
foreign aid. First of all, they deprived Jordan from 
getting any assistance until Jordan -- King Hussein will 
make available that he will have peace with Israel. 


And the second part -- I want your comment on it 
-- relating to the attempts to get in touch or negotiate or 
talk or approach, whatever, any feelings between the United 
States Administration and the PLO. 


Knowing that from the beginning that you wanted to 
get the PLO to recognize Israel so you can recognize the 
PLO, do you see this to restrict completely and prohibit any 
contacts between the United States Administration and any 
PLO. even though a third party going along with your policy 
or restricting your action or movement in the future to 
bring about recognition of the ‘PLO and recognition of Israel 
and your recognition in the area? 


A With regard to the PLO, the U.S. has not 
violated and has no intention to violate what it has said on 
this issue, in terms of recognizing and negotiating with the 
PLO. Our policy remains unchanged. 


At the same time, it isn't appropriate -- it is 
not appropriate for Congress to involve itself in tre 
details of the execution of policy which by very de“inition, 
execution, is an Executive Branch function. Similarly, with 
respect to arms for Jordan, the Administration will decide 
when it's in a position to move on that question. 


The Congress, of course, has its constitutional 
role in the authorization and appropriation process. But, 
again, it is not appropriate in the Administration's view to 
impose those sorts of strictures on the execution of policy. 


Q Can we get a copy? 


A I'm afraid you're going to have to get that 
from the transcript. | 


Q Alan, speaking of the PLO, since the Reverend 
Jesse Jackson has been so deeply involved in foreign 
affairs, does Secretary Shultz believe in the sincerity of 
his repentance and that he should be commended for having 
only lied for about two weeks? 





A I don't think we're going to speak here from 
this podium about the domestic political campaign, Lester. 


Q It's foreign policy. 
A I've just given you an answer. 


Q Do you have anything on the shooting incident 
in the Straits of Hormuz or near the Straits of Hormuz 
Sunday? 


A I think that I do have what DOD is doing on 
this incident, but I really am going to refer you to then. 
They have, I think, rather detailed guidance on what hap- 
pened, and it really is their matter and I really do prefer 
that they address it. 


Bill, you had a -- Bill Beecher, did you have a 
question? 


Q No. 
A Okay, I'm sorry to have interrupted -- 


Q Do you have anything with respect to 
Iran-Iraq now on the alleged attack on tankers near Kharg 
Island? 


A We are not able to confirm that such an 
attack took place. 


Q Would you expound on that, Alan? The 
Pentagon intelligence sources have said that they've exa- 
mined, or at least made a preliminary study of the evidence 
and have come to a preliminary conclusion that there was no 
attack. Are you saying that that is your assessment as well? 


A Well, by the very nature of your question, 
you're asking me to comment in some way on intelligence 
information. I, as you know, am loath to do that, but I 
would not <= I'm not quarreling with you. I'm simply saying 
as an ON-THE-RECORD statement that we cannot confirm that 
attack. 


Q Could I follow that up. Without getting into 
the content of intelligence matters, could you tell us how 
far down the river the assessment is? 





A I can't really give you detail on that. 


Q Are these preliminary conclusions, or are 
they firm conclusions? 


A Again, you're asking me to comment on what 
you're c.ting as intelligence sources, defense intelligence 
sources, and I guess I just can't really do that, John. I'm 
sorry. 


Q Yesterday, the statement that was issued late 
yesterday said that if there had been such attacks, they 
would be unfortunate -- I think the word was used -- escala- 
tion of the war situation. 


Has the United States been in touch with Iraq to 
express its concern, or what have we been doing with Iraq 
since these developments began? 


A I don't have details on that to give to you, 
Don. I think our statement last night speaks for itself. I 
think it reiterated our strong and long-held position that 
we don't believe there can be a military solution, but it 
had othe: things to say as well, and I would refer you to 
the entire statement. 


Q Let me take one other in that same conflict. 
Iran says, and it said several times -- recently, again, 
today -- that Iraq is using chemical weapons in the Persian 
Gulf war. Does the United States have any indication of 
whether this is true? Does the United States have any posi- 
tion about the use of chemical weapons in the war? 


A I am not able from here to confirm to you 
that it is true. But our position on the use of chemical 
weapons is clear, and we would find that a problem. 

Q A problem? 


A We would regret and oppose the use of such 
weapons. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on the 
explosion in East Jerusalem? 


A We condemn this grotesque terrorist act. 


Q Do you see it as a sort of protest by the 
Arabs to the discussion in the Congress about the recogni- 





tion by the United States of Jerusalem as the capital of 
Israel? 


A I have no idea what lies behind it. I've 
seen a couple of press reports on different people claiming 
responsibility, and I think it's too early at this point to 
say, but there is no excuse, whatever the reason may be, 
that is justifiable. 


Jim? 
Q Alan? 
A Okay, Ralph. 


Q Can we talk about Rumsfeld for a second, 
please? Can you tell us where he is? 


A He's in the United States. 


Q Have you seen the report that says he will 
resign after his next trip to the region? 


A Have seen it; don't have any information to 
that effect, and having checked carefully on that story, I 
can guarantee to you that the various people who are com- 
menting on and writing on the issue to that effect have no 
information either on which to base that. 


Q Can you tell us anything about Silberman's 
status at this pont? 


A He remains as he has been, an unpaid 
consultant. 


Q When will he start to be paid? 


A I'm not sure that he will. In fact, I 
understand that Ambassador Rumsfeld is not paid either. 
That has happened in the past, so I don't know that I would 
-- I just don't know the answers to whether Ambassador 
Silberman at some point would get paid, but he's -- that's 
not necessarily the fact. 


Q Does that raise the question of if he's -- if 
Rumsfeld is unpaid, which I was not aware of, it's not 
possible for someone who's unpaid to resign; is it or is it? 
(Laughter) Technically, he's not doing the job now? 





A Don't wrap your story around tha tech- 
nicality. He's certainly a Presidential envoy, and I think 
you can go back and find in the record ample justification 
to support that point. 


Q On Silberman, yesterday he was described by, 
I believe it was John Hughes -- whoever was giving the 
briefing -- as a key part of Rumsfeld's team. Now you call 
him an unpaid consultant. 


A Well, that's a technical term. I'm not 
disagreeing with what John said about that in uny way or 
backing away from it. But in terms of what his technical 
role is, just as I believe technically, in addition to being 
the President's special representative, or whatever the 
official title is for Ambassador Rumsfeld, he's technically 
I think on somebody's personnel form an unpaid expert, or an 
unpaid consultant, or -- “expert,” I guess, weuld be the 
proper term in this case. 


Ambassador Silberman is an unpaid consultant, but 
nonetheless, he, indeed, is a key part of Ambassador 
Rumsfeld's team. 


Q Alan, has he never been formally named to 
tnais post? He sort of came into the public domain in a 
backhanded fashion. 


A I don't know whether he's -- I don't know how 
that was effected. 


Q Is there any indication of how long he is 
expected to or has agreed to serve as a key member of the 
team? 


A I don't have anything on that. 
Q Have you checked with this unpaid key member 


of the team? Are you speaking on behalf of him regarding 
these reports that he is preparing to resign? 


A I think it was to the unpaid expert as opposed 
to the unpaid key member of the team that you may be 
referring. (Laughter) 


Q I talked to the horse's mouth, I guess. 


A I have not personally talked to Ambassador 





Rumsfeld, but I think that you can take the position that I 
have given you as reflecting his views. 


Q Is he in the building, Alan? 
3 


A I don't know if he's in the building today. 


Q There's been a great crescendo of media 
rerorts that I'm sure you're aware of that our Lebanon 
policy has been a disaster, that Secretary Weinberger 
oprosed the idea of putting Marines in Beirut which 
Secretary Shultz favored, and one news magazine has even 
suggested that Howard Baker will be succeeding Secretary 
Shultz. 


My question is, does John believe that it was 
appropriate that both of his precedessors, Dean Fisher and 
Hodding Carter, resigned along with their respective 
Secretary, or does he expect to linger longer? 


A I don't think that there's any suggestion 
whatsoever that Secretary Shultz has resignation plans. 


Q Well, in the event -- 
A Oh, I don't —— 


Q In the event, would he go with him? I mean, 
it's kind of a settee kind of a thing. 


A It's sort of hypothetical. 
Q It's hypothetical. I see. 


Q President Mubarak of Egypt, since his speech 
that was characterized as a surprise to the U.S. 
Administration here in Washington, came out with a series of 
statements that at least suggest that he is very much in 
difference with the U.S. Administration towards Syria, 
towards Lebanon, toward the Soviet Union, and maybe even 
towards Libya. Do you have any comment on his 
statements? 


A I don't. I'm not familiar with the details 
of his statements. I think that it would also probably be 
inappropriate to comment in any detail. But I would also 
reiterate to you the points that were made during and 
following his visit here, which is that we have very good 
relations with President Mubarak and with the Government of 
Egypt, and certainly it is not to be expected that we agree 





on all issues. But that doesn't change that basic fact or 
the nature of the relationship. 


Q Alan, does the U.S. provide, sell, grant any 
military supplies to Iraq or Iran? 


A Military? 
Q Yes. 


A No. You know what our position is on that. 
We do not have any military supply relationship -- 


Q With either one? 


A -~- directly or indirectly with either Iran or 
Iraq. That has been our consistent policy. 


Bill? 


Q Is there any conversation going on w:th the 
Soviet Union over the Iran-Iraq situation? 


A I guess I couldn't get into details of what 
our dialogue with the Soviets has been like. Certa_nly, the 
Middle East and various aspects of the Middle East have come 
up in conversations, but I really am not going to -- I'm 
afraid I'm not going to get into that. 


George? 


Q Regarding the reports of Rumsfeld's early 
departure, I believe you said, “The various people who are 
commenting have no information on which to base that." You 
mean to say you have not heard any suggestion to that effect 
in the various meetings you've attended in this building? 


a I think that what I'm doing is perhaps 
reflecting when I say “no information," maybe you can say 
somebody said something so they're repeating what they 
heard. What I'm saying is that based on the facts of the 
matter, they have no true facts, if I may use that perhaps 
redundant term, on which to base that. 


Q Are you saying he didn't plan to leave? 


A I don't know what his plans over the long 
term may be. But the story was that he was going to make 
one more trip and was going to resign, and I've responded to 
that. 





Ghassan? 


Q Alan, I have two questions, please. First of 
all, the subcommittee yesterday also turned down an 
Administration -- a request, it seems, to sell Jordan F-l6és 
and mobile missiles. Has Jordan, in fact, requested this 
officially, can you tell us? 


A I can't tell you. I don't know. I haven't 
checked on that. 


Q Has the Administration asked the Congress to 
approve this to Jordan? 


A I can't tell you. I don't know. Certainly 
-- well, at this point, I think whatever is on the record 
from the Pentagon is what we have on-the-record in terms of 
requests. But I don't have anything -- in terms of -- 
you're talking about F-l6s and -- 


Q F-l16s and mobile missiles. 


aN -- and mobile Hawkes. I should think that if 
those were requested, I'm very sure that if those were 
requested those would be on-the-record, and I'm not aware 
that those have gone to the Hill. You might check with the 
Pentagon, but I just am not aware of that at all. 


Ralph? 


Q One more thing, please. Also, the subcommit- 
tee yesterday added $250 million more to FY-85 to Israel 
beyond what the Administration has requested. Will the 
Administration support that or will you actually fight against 
it? 


nN I can't tell you, because there's obviously a 
very long legislative process involved here, what specific 
actions the Administration might or might not take. 
Obviously, the Administration stands by its proposals, but I 
can't answer your question in specific terms; I don't know. 


Q Just one last thing, please? 
an Well -- 


Q About the PLO contact. If the subcommittee 
and then the Congress approves the amendment to the '75 memo 





10 


with Kissinger, will that be binding on the American 
Government or future American governments? 


A I don't know what the legislative situation 
is on that. 


Ralph? 


Q Alan, let me just clear up one more on 
Rumsfeld. Until yesterday, as recently as yesterday, John 
was saying that he expected Rumsfeld to make another trip to 
the region. He didn't have any specific plans to announce 
Or anything of that sort. 


If we ask you that question today, is the answer 
the same? You expect him to make another trip to the 
region? 


A Yes, but I don't have any information on when 
that might be. 


Q Do you expect him to go to Lebanon? 


A Again, I don't have any information nor, as a 
matter of principle, would I get into questions of 
itinerary. 

Marvin? 


Q Is there, in the U.S. Government, a task 
force on the Persian Gulf? 


A I think that the -- there was a spokesman at 
the White House, or somebody at the White House, who 
addressed this issue this morning indicating that there were 
a couple of different groups which did exist, working groups, 
which has existed for some months to look at the economic 
and other dimensions of this question, so I think that in 
that respect the answer is yes. 


I don't have the details of how that's being done, 
but I think it was addressed and if you check with your 
White House colleagues, you'li find -- 


Q Is one of those in force here at the State 
Department? 


A Well, I think State probably chairs one of 
those, reporting ticn through the NSC. 











ll 


Which one -=- the economics or -- 


Economics or =-- 


oO F VD 


Or diplomacy? 


A Well, I would think that it would be the 
latter. I just don't have the details on that, Marvin, and 
I would refer you to what was said at the White House this 
morning. 


David? 





Q Do you have anything on Gemayel's trip to 
Damascus? 


A No, I don't. 


Q Do you have anything on the Prime Minister of 
Morocco's visit? There was some reports about the American 
solution for western Sahara conflict -- 


A The American -- what? 


Q American solution? There was some reports 
from the Arab world about this. 


A I'm not aware of an American solution. Our 
position on resolution of that conflict is long on the 
record and I'd refer you back to what we've said. I don't 
have the magic words in front of me, but it isn't a question 
of an American solution. 


Q What about the visit of the Prime Minister? 
Do you have anything? 


A I don't have anything here. 
Q Any decision on El Salvador (inaudible) aid? 


A I don't have anything new to say on El 
Salvador today. 


Q Alan, do you have any southern Africa 
guidance today on all the various meetings, or anything else 
on those hostages, those 77 hostages in Angola? 


A No, I don't. 
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Q Going back to your earlier answer to my 
question about the Congress, you said, then, two points not 
appropriate for the Congress to interfere in the operation 
of what the President and his aides are doing, and not 
appropriate for them to put the restrictions. 


Besides the “not appropriate," are you trying now 
t> possibly have stort of a confrontation situation with the 
members of this committee or other committees? 


A No, I don't think we're ever looking for a 
confrontation at all. 


Q Besides, then, appropriate -- they're going 
to pass the thing. Will the President veto this type of 
thing which will come (inaudible) 


A You can ask your question at the White House, 
but I think the basic answer is one never -- you know, this 
is part of a long legislative process. That's not the kind 
of thing which I think you'll find Presidential Spokesmen 
talking about at this stage of the game. 


Q Alan, will we -- do we have any plans to move 
oir Embassy to the German Democratic Republic out of East 
Berlin or is Israel to remain as the only nation's capital 
in the world where we put our Embassy in another city? 


A As far as East Berlin is concerned, I know of 
no plan to change. As far as, do we approve -- 


Q Do we approve of that as the capital? 


A As far as Jerusalem is concerned, I refer you 
to Larry Eagleburger's testimony. 


Q What I wanted to ask, do we approve of the 
East German regime having that as the -- 


A I just speak to the facts. The facts are, we 
have our Embassy there. 


Q Alan, could I ask you a couple questions on Asia. 
Several days ago the Department was asked about the U.S. -- 
about the Administration position regarding a proposal of 
Congressman Solarz to change the mix of aid going to the 
Philippines. At that time, the answer was that it's under 
study. Now I understand that the subcommittee has adopted 
something like this, very similar to it, if not the same 
proposal. Do yo. have a position on -- 
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A I don't have an update on what we said the 
other day, Don. I'm sure in due course we will have 
something, but I just don't have anything today. 


Q And, secondly, does the State Department have 
any reaction to statements by the Vietnamese government that 
they are going to redouble their efforts to find American 
missing in action, and so forth, in southeastern Asia; and 
do you think this will have any effect on 
Vietnamese-American relationships down the road? 


A I think we have some guidance on this in the 
Press Office. Let me refer you to that, and if we don't, I 
will endeavor to get you something on that. 


Q Do you have anything on the Grenada airport 
decision? 


A Don't have anything new on that. 


¢ Back on the Philippines for a second. 
Opposition leader Jose Dickno today accused the U.S. Embassy 
of seeking to persuade the opposition to participate in the 
May elections, and that they were using inducements -- 
financial and logistical. Do you have any comment on that? 


as I don't know anything about the facts, but I 
don't -- all I can really say is that we have consistently 
supported free and fair elections in which the opposition 
would have an equitable opportunity to compete, participate, 
and the working out of modalities for that is obviously 
first and foremost a Philippine responsibility. So I don't 
have any comment beyond that. 


Q Do you have any comment on the views 
expressed widely in the U.S. press during the last days that 
the emphasis of the U.S. Administration policy in the Middle 
East has been shifted to Iran-Iraq war, away from Lebanon? 


A I think that it is simply factually there. 
It is a fact that the Iran-Iraq war and its heating up is 
something which has caught peoples' attention. It is poten- 
tially -- it is a very serious matter and potentially an 
even more serious matter. So I don't think one has to talk 
about diverting attention in order to make that rather 
obvious statement. 


Our concerns for an interest in Lebanon remain; remain 
as they have been, the goals remain as they have been, and 
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at this point the principal dialogue, al*hough we are acti- 
vely engaged in talking to some people, clearly is taking 
place between some of the parties out there who are on the 
ground. 


I think, though, it would be «. mistake to suggest 
that the U.S. somehow was no longer inti:rested in, no longer 
takes seriously the sitiation in Lebano:. And if I may 
refer back to a question asked both yesterday and today, it 
would similarly be a mistake to suggest that Ambassador 
Rumsfeld no longer has an interest in or is involved in mat- 
ters regarding Lebanon. 


Q I think the key word in the question was the 
"emphasis.* 


A I can't really measure that for you. I mean, 
I don't know how one measures “emphasis.” There's been 
emphasis all along in the last several nonths on Lebanon and 
on the Middle East peace process. Iran-Iraq has been a con- 
tinuing problem. It has gotten to be a more acute problem 
recently, so, yes, there is more attention being paid to it. 
There's no question about that, but I really can't weigh 
these things the way you want to do. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:00 P.M.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon all. A couple of 
announcements up front. Secretary Shultz will be testifying 
at 9:30 tomorrow morning before the Senate Appropriations 
Committee on the Fiscal Year '85 Budget Request. Prepared 
text will be available in the Press Office at that time. 

Due to his appearance on the Hill, we will not be having a 
noon briefing tomorrow. 


Point Number 2: Available in the Press Office at 
2:00 this afternoon will be the prepared statement by Under 
Secretary for Science and Technology William Schneider 
before the Senate Foreign Relations Committee. That testi- 
mony is on foreign assistance. 


Point Number 3: Briefing on a BACKGROUNDER on El 
Salvador on Friday, March 2, at 10:00 here in the briefing 
room. There'll be a BACKGROUNDER on the situation in El 
Salvador as that country approaches the March 25 presiden- 
tial elections. 


And, finally, an announcement on the appointment 
of a charge to Grenada: The State Department announces the 
appointment of Ambassador Loren E. Lawrence -- that's 
L-A-W-R-E-N-C-E -- as the new U.S. charge d'affaires in 
Grenada. 


Q Loren? 


A Loren: L-O-R-E-N. Middle initial is "E" and 
his surname is Lawrence, L-A-W-R-E-N-C-E. He'll be 
replacing Charles A. Gillespie, who will be returning to 
Washington to resume his responsibilities as Deputy 
Assistant Secretary for Inter-American Affairs. Ambassador 
Lawrence, a career Foreign Service Officer, was the United 
States’ Ambassador to Jamaica from 1979 to 1982. Prior to 
his present assignment, he was detailed to the Americas 
Society, headed by David Rockfeller. He served with the 
United States Business Committee on Jamaica, which is affi- 
liated with the Americas Society. He also was the Society's 
Vice President and headed its recently formed office in 
Miami. 








Roy Haverkamp, -- H-A-V-E-R-K-A-M-P -- also a 
career Foreign Sevice Officer, who served as Deputy Chief of 
Mission in our Embassy in Jamaica from 1978 to 1981, will be 
accompanying Ambassador Lawrence to Grenada and serving as 
the Deputy Chief of Mission at the Embassy. 


That's all I have for you. 
Q How is it it's just a charge? 


A That is the level that is appropriate to 
territories -- to islands of tiuat size in the Caribbean, and is 
in line with other islands. 


Q Will he be reporting to (inaudible)? 


A I'm not sure what -- let me check what their 
reporting line is; whether that's through Bridgetown or 
whether it's direct to Washington. 


Q And, also, we missed the time of the briefing. 
A I think it was 10:00 -- 10:00, Friday. 


Q John, has this government now been informed 
by President Gemayel that he is abrogating the May 17 
agreement? 


A Will do ore of two things. First, not -- 
traditionally, I'm not going into our diplomatic exchanges, 
but, in fact -- I think the fact of the matter is that 
President Gemayel is in Damascus and we, like you, will have 
to wait to see what developments ensue. 


Q And what about the situation in Beirut 
itself; what do you hear? 


A In Beirut itself? Don't have anything on 
that car bomb explosion for you this morning. We've seen 
the same reports as you have. We're looking into them. 


Yesterday, there was fighting along the Green 
line. There were also sporadic exchanges in the Sug 
al-Gharb area. Today, the airport and the Port of Beirut 
remain closed. 


Q Do you have any comment on the statements by 
a senior diplomatic source who said that the United States 
was asked but did not agree to take military action in case 








the Syrians should move into areas where the possibility of 
Christian massacres exists? 


A No, I think in principle, again, we would not 
get into diplomatic exchanges with other governments or other 
diplomats. But, also, as a matter of general principle, the 
United States would be deeply concerned should there be 
attacks on civilians of any religious community, and would 
certainly consider an appropriate response. 


Q What does that mean -- military? 


A I think we will just simply hold to the words 
we've offered you, Jim. 


Q Is there any information on the second 
meeting of the U.S.-Israeli political/military commission? 


A I don't -- no. I don't have anything on it. 


Q It's being said that it's now held in Israel, 
but no other information. 


A It's now being held in Israel? I think 
that's very unlikely. 


Q I saw the report coming from the Middle East. 


A I don't think so. I think that meeting -- 
that committee was supposed to meet on a 6-monthly basis. 
Let me take a look at that, but I have great doubt about 
that report. 


Q Can you take the question? 
A Okay, sure. 


Q John, how do you describe the relations be- 
tween the United States and Saudi Arabia these days in light 
of the Saudis taking initiative in the matter of cease-fire 
and bringing about a possible solution to the Lebanese 
question outside the participation of the United States in 
it? 


A We have common goals in Lebanon; we have com- 
mon interests in a number of places, and those relations are 
good. 


Q The reason I'm asking this question 
because of the story -- this front page of the Washington 








Post today left the impression that you almost told the 

' Lebanese somehow to do it by themselves with the Saudis and 
others and possibly stay away from the United States' par- 
ticipation in trying to come to a solution. 


A Do what? Do what themselves? 


Q If they want to abrogate the May 17 agreement 
and possibly the Saudis have an interest in abrogating it to 
bring about the peaceful solution to Lebanon question, they 
were objecting to the abrogation of the agreement and 
telling them -- like the Secretary said in his statement 
when he was here that anybody who wants to abrogate the 
agreement has to look for alternatives or a solution to get 
the Israelis out. 


In light of this, you know, what's the substance 
of -- 


A What you say is correct. That is our posi- 
tion, that we have consistently thought this was a good 
agreement and are aware of discussions and suggestions and 
reports that one side might abrogate that treaty. That 
would be a reality. It doesn't alter our analysis, our 
feeling that it was and is a good agreement. It doesn't 
alter what the Secrtary has previously said: namely, that 
those who seek to abrogate it bear responsibility for 
defining, achieving some alternative way of insuring Israeli 
- withdrawal. That has been our position all along. That is 
our position. But I wouldn't use the characterization that 
you used, which seemed rather harsh. 


Q Did Prince Bandar brief you yesterday about his 
meeting in Damascus? 


A He was in; he saw the Secretary. Obviously, 
we're not going to get into what they discussed. 


Q At what time was he here yesterday? 


A I think he was in around 2:30 in the afternoon; 
I think he was in early afternoon. 


Q John, if you won't get into what's discussed, 
would you say whether or not there was a letter delivered? 


XN I think Prince Bandar was bearing a letter, 
yes, from King Fahd to the President. 





Q Would you steer us away from believing the 
reports of what that letter contained? 


A I wouldn't get into reports of what that 
letter contained. I wouldn't steer you one way or the 
other. Just not going to get into the content of the letter. 


Q What would be the U.S. sense insofar as the 
impact on American credibility in the Middle East if 
President Gemayel were, in fact, to abrogate an agreement 
that was brought about with the major assistance by the 
United States? 


A What effect would that have on American 
credibility? His abrogation of the treaty? 


Q Because of the involvement of the United 
States in the achievement of that agreement in the first 
place. Now, if it turns out that way to be repudiated, what 
effect would that have in the perception, as you would see it, 
in the Middle East? 


A It's really hard for me to project along the 
lines you suggest, Bernie, but the record is very clear. 
The United States was asked to assist in getting an 
agreement which would insure the withdrawal of the Israelis. 
The United States did that. Certain other actions which one 
presumes might take place after that, such as Syrian 
withdrawal, haven't happened. That's clearly not the fault 
of the United States. 


The United States has invested, I think, a great 
deal in terms of commitment in Lebanon; and I think 
countries and historians will have to judge the validity of 
that commitment and involvement. As I've said before, we 
think it's been honorable; we think it's been worthwhile; 
and we think it was the right thing to do to try to bring 
peace to Lebanon. 


Q Would you characterize as a warning, saying 
that those who are going to abrogate the agreement should 
bear the responsibility? Is that a sort of warning, or just 
drawing the attention of the -- 


A I don't think it's a warning; I think it is a 
statement of fact. You have seen various statements by 
the Israelis, how they would view the abrogation; you have 
seen statements coming out of Israel on what Israel did or 
surrendered, or negotiated away -- various Israeli spokesmen 
have talked about that -- to participate in the May 17 
Agreement. So I'll just refer you to Israel for a 
discussion of what might take that place. 














Q John, do you have a reading of the talks with 
Prime Minister Lamrani of Morocco, at all? 


A Not a great deal, Bill. The focus of the 
discussion is the economic situation in Morocco. He is 
making a two-day official working visit to Washington; he is 
going to meet with the President. I'm not sure -- I guess 
that's today; I'm not sure what the time schedule is. 


The President, the Vice President -- he has 
already met with the Secretary of State. He'll be seeing 
other members of the Executive Branch, members of Congress. 
The discussions will focus on economic questions. The 
Moroccan delegation will be meeting with the IMF and with 
officials of the World Bank, as well with other members of the 
U.S. Government about that economic situation. 





The United States will be reviewing with the 
Moroccans various bilateral issues, including development 
and security assistance programs, and will discuss several 
ongoing negotiations, and I think the Prime Minister has with 
him his Ministers of Information, Economic Planning, 
Finance, Commerce, and Agriculture, as well as some senior 
military officials from Morocco. 


Q John, what is the official U.S. position on 
the Western Sahara now? Do we still not recognize the 
annexation? 


A I think I'll refer you to ti is we've used 
in the past. 


Q There is no change in -- 

A No change. 

Q John, anything new on Iran/Iraq? 

A Not a great deal, but I will give you what 
little I have. No change in our evaluation of the situation 
insofar as Kharg Island is concerned. We still have nothing 
to add to our previous statements regarding the claims of 
both sides. That's about it. 


Q Why is Ismat Kittani coming to Washington? 
Will he be meeting with -- he's the Under Secretary. 


A Yes. Let me do a little research on that one 
for you. 





Q John, I have a couple of questions on Central 
America. One is, has a decision been made on additional aid 
for El Salvador? 


A Wo. 


Q The other question is, there was a report 
earlier today that maybe you have approved a visa for 
D'Aubuisson ©3 finally come -- 


A Not true, no application from Mr. D'Aubuisson 
since the time of his previous visa application, which I 
will get for you in a minute. The previous one was November 
14, 1983. No request since then, nothing pending. 


Q Should he make a request, would you now grant 
the visa? 


A Look at it in terms of U.S. law, existing 
laws. 


Q Also on El Salvador, there is a State 
Department document that is circulating on the Hill and that 
was cited by The Wall Street Journal some weeks ago about 
the U.S. and the Archbishop's office's methodology on tallying 
human rights violations and civilian non-combattant deaths. 





Now America's Watch, a human rights organization, 
has issued a report on it. Do you have any comment with 
respect to this? 


A Wo. 


Q Can we get a copy of the cable in question 
since it has -- 


A I'm just blank on what you're talking about, so 
let me take a look at it. 


Q oO.K. 


Q Sug al-Gharb was once described by the 
Administration as of vital U.S. interest. 


Q Is it so? I ask that in the context of a 
report that the U.S. apparently told the Lebanese that there 
would not be any military naval fire to support the Lebanese 
Armed Forces on the ground. 





A A couple of things: I think the situation at 
Sug al-Gharb is relatively static, firstly, Bernie, but in 
fact, our rules of engagement have not changed, and will be 
implemented tactically by military commanders on the scene, 
as need be. 


Q How are you reconciling “have not changed" 
when once you did fire to help the LAF in Sug al-Gharb, and 
now, apparently the report is, that you will not? 


A Well, I'm telling you where the rules of engage- 
ment stand. There has been no change in them. We will fire 
when fired upon. 


Q Wait a minute. Will you fire if Sug al-Gharb 
comes under the threat of -- 


A I think if Americans are fired on from 
wherever, that fire will be returned. 


Q The first time on Sug al-Gharb, it was not 
linked to any Americans; it was linked to Sug al-Gharb on its own. 


A Well, it was linked to the safety of 
Americans. I think there was the danger that the loss of 
that position might present American forces -- 


Q That was an after-thought? 
A Wo, that was not an after-thought. 


Q Even if that's true, then, John, since the 
Marines are no longer there, are you saying that Sug 
al-Gharb no longer fills that category? 


A I am saying that clearly there have been 
changes in the disposition of American forces in Beirut. 
The rules of engagement have not changed, and will be imple- 
mented at the time of incidents in the light of tactical 
decisions made by military commanders. 


-- MORE -- 





Q Jchn, are there American troops in 
Sug al-Gharb? 


A Not that I'm aware of. 


Q Okay. If shooting -- if Sug al-Gharb was 
being shelled or bombarded, whatever it is, and there are no 
Americans, will naval units of the United States respond, 
react? 


A Well, as I say, the rules of engagement 
haven't changed. The yardstick is the safety of Americans 
in the greater Beirut area, and the situation would be 
looked at in the light of the situation. 


Q But you -- I'm a little bit confused. If 
there are no Americans there, and you said the safety of 


Americans are involved, why will then the United States Navy 
ships reply if Suq al-Gharb is under attack? 


A Well, I didn't -- you're making a judgment. 
I didn't say that. What I said was that the safety of 
Americans in Beirut is the yardstick. They wouldn't have to 
be in Sug al-Gharb. There could well be a danger to them -- 
A -- without them being in Suq al-Gharb. 


Q Will bombardment of Sug al-Gharb, in your 
estimates, threaten Americans in Beirut? 


A Well, I'm not going to get into hypothetical 
Situations. 


Q John, wait a minute now. You've just changed 
-- I think you just changed what you said in the last two 
minutes. 

A Oh, perish the thought. (Laughter) 


Q You said there has been a change in the 
disposition of American -- 


A Correct. 
Q -- forces in Lebanon since the fighting -- 


A In Beirut. 
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Q On Sug -- in Beirut -- well, in Lebanon -- 


A Right. 


2) 


since the firing on Sugq-al-Gharb the last 
time. 


A So you make different judgments -- 
Q So you make different judgments -- 
A -- as to whether Americans are in jeopardy. 


Q Right. The question now -- but then in this 
later answer you suggested that at the time of the last 
firing on Sug al-Gharb the yardstick was the safety of 
Americans in Beirut -- 


A Right. 


Q -- as opposed to the safety of Americans at 
the airport, which was the issue the last time. 


A I'm not -- well, I'd have to go back and look 
at the language. I'm not sure that the definition was that 
fine, Ralph, and I don't think we have ever taken a position 
that we will only defend the Americans at the airport and 
have no concern about Americans in the rest of Beirut. 


Q Well, no, now wait a minute. Nobody ever 
suggested that. But the firing on Sug al-Gharb -- at the time 
Sug al-Gharb was seen as a strategic point from which the 
Marines at the airport could be attacked. 


A That's correct. 

Q And for that reason the U.S. said, in order to 
protect American positions, there was firing on 
Sug al-Gharb. Now -- 

A That's correct. 

Q -- the disposition of Americans has changed. 
There are no Americans at those positions which could be 
fired upon from Sug al-Gharb. 


A Well, I don’t know where else you could fire 
on from Sug al-Gharb. I'm not a military expert. 


Q How about the U.S. residents? 
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A If you could fire -- it seems to me if you - 
could fire on the American Ambassador's residence from 
Sug al-Gharb and somebody did, I would think that we would 
fire back under the present rules of engagement. 


Q Another one on the Lebanon thing: Going back 
to something you said a little while ago -- and this may be -- 
seem really picky, and I don't mean to be that way -- the U.S. 
has invested so much effort and so on, you concluded by saying 
it was the right thing to do to try to bring peace to 
Lebanon. 


The tone of that statement suggested that 
everything was in the past tense. 


A Not at all. No. 
Q You didn't mean to suggest that? You -- 


A No, no. I was talking about the entry of the 
American Marines, the deaths of American Marines. As you 
know, you have a redeployment, they're there, they're on the 
ships, the President has talked about the circumstances in 
which they might be used. 


Q John, any decision on Grenada, on the 
building of the airport? 


A Not really. As you know, the United States 
is interested in being helpful, but don't have anything to 
give you today on that. But certainly we continue to look 
at it, and the United States has an interest in being help- 
ful in the finish -- 

The study has been completed? 
I think the study's been completed. 


And -- 


r Oo F DOD 


But I just don't have anything to give you in 
terms of a decision today. 


Q Okay. 


Q John, the statement attributed to a 
senior official, a U.S. senior official -=- he said that as 
soon as the Marines pulled out of Beirut, all the factions 
of the Beirut area tried to talk to us, meaning to the 
United States. Can one assume now that the relations are 
better with the factions in Beirut? 
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A Oh, I don't know that I'd characterize them. 
Our ambassador there is a very active and vigorous 
ambassador, has consistently talked to a variety of fac- 
tions, and you certainly may be assured that he's continuing 
to do that. And there certainly seems to be a healthy 
enthusiasm on the part of various factions to keep talking 
with our ambassador there and other diplomats, American diplomats. 


Q John -- 
Q John, on the -- 
A Excuse me. Let me take one over here. 


Q In Evans & Novak column this morning -- I 
don't want to ask about the column in general, but there is 
a piece, or report, that says that the Secretary of State is 
not taking a position favorable to Iraq or tilting towards 
Iraq, in the column, as a result of his tilt or whatever 
the terminology that he uses because of the -- a feel from 
the Israelis because Israelis doesn't want him to side with 
Iraq against Iran. What do you comment on this -- such 
statements? 


A I think that the State Department now, like 
various other agencies of government, is sort of about at the 
point where we're no longer commenting on Evans & Novak 
columns. 


Q No longer commenting on Evans & Novak? Why? 
Is it because it's taken out of context or is it because -- 


A It -- 

Q I know that you comment -- 

A It gets to be a regular business of having to 
amplify and modify and correct and restate, and I think 
we're out of the business. 

Q John, about Morocco, I mean, recently the 
Western Sahara dominated the Moroccan scene, especially your 
great help to Morocco. 

A Uh-huh . 


Q So can you shed some light on the conflict 
there? What's your position on the conflict -- 


a Be glad -- 
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Q (Inaudible) 


A No. It doesn't mean no change, and I'd refer 
you to the carefully crafted words we've offered in the past 
on it. 


Q There was a resolution by African -- 
Organization of African Unity lately that Morocco should do 
a referendum there. 


A Uh-huh . 


Q And until now they haven't done it, so what's 
your position on that? 


4 I don't know that we have taken a position 
on that, but I'll refer you to the carefully crafted words 
we've used in the past on this subject. 


Q John, one question on the Salvador aid thing 
again. Is it safe for us to assume that by Friday at 10:00 
a.m. there will be a decision on aid to El Salvador? 


A Oh, I wouldn't assume -- I wouldn't make such 
an assumption. If -- I mean, if your question is -- 


Q Well, is the fact of the matter -- 


A -~- does the backgrounder by a senior 
Administration official, is it tied to that event, no. The 
answer is, not. This is -- this particular official has had 
plans to be here for some time, and we thought this was a good 
time to give you a backgrounder. 


Q John, when do you expect a decision to be 
made? Do you think it - 


A When? 

Q Yes. 

A Don't have anything for you on that today. 
Q Back on Beirut for just a second, John? 

A Sure. 


Q Is it the State Department's opinion that the 
United States has expenced its best efforts to ensure that 
the May 17 agreement is not abrogated or interfered with? 


A Expended its best efforts? 
Q Yes. 


A I think we have repeatedly made clear our 
position on it. It was something that we were not a signa- 
tory to, but we were a witness to, and we certainly facili- 
tated, and our commitment was to it and is to it. It's up 
to the parties to decide how to proceed. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:51 p.m.) 
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FRIDAY, MARCH 2, 1984, 12:34 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, everybody. I have a 
flurry of housekeeping announcements up front for you. 


First of all, the Secretary of State will accept 
the American Legion Auxiliary's Third Public Service Award 
today at 5:20 in the Loy Henderson Conference Room. He will 
make brief acceptance remarks -- probably about five minu- 
tes. The award is presented annually for distinguished ser- 
vice to the nation. President Reagan accepted this award in 
1982, and Secretary Weinberger in 1983. If you want to 
cover this event, please be in touch with Barbara Good at 
632-2713, and I guess the setup time in the Loy Henderson 
Room is going to be from around noon to about 3:00 o'clock. 


Q Is Mr. Weinberger going to be there? 

A I really don't know. Just to remind you that 
Secretary Shultz will deliver on-the-record remarks at the 
1984 Conservative Political Action Conference today. That's 
at 4:15 at the Sheraton-Washington Hotel. If you want to 
cover that one, please be in touch with Ellen Lathen, 
L-a-t-h-e-m, at Gray and Company. She's at 333-7400. 

Barring technical difficulties -- always the caveat -- we 


plan to pipe the Secretary's remarks in and the O&A session 
to the briefing room this afternoon. 


Q 4:15 you said? 

Yes, Hank. That's 4:15. 

Do you have a text on that? 

I do not think there's a text on that. 
Can you give us the subject? 


Not, I think, at this stage. 


oO + OF FF OO PF 


Is this a speech or just remarks? 


A It will be remarks. 


Under Secretary for Political Affairs Lawrence 
Eagleburger will address the National Newspaper Association 





in the Loy Henderson Auditorium at 5:00 p.m. on Wednesday, 
March 7. His topic will be the Atlantic Alliance. That 
session is open to coverage, including cameras. However, 
the Q&A session will be limited to questions from NNA mem- 
bers. 


Got a bunch of stuff available for you in the 
Press Office. In the Press Office are copies of the 
Congressional Presentation on the FY-1985 Security Assistance 
Program. Sadly, due to the limited number, distribution will be 
one copy per news organization. 


Also available in the Press Office is the prepared 
statement by Ambassador Jeanne Kirkpatrick before the Senate 
Appropriations Committee today. The subject of that testi- 
mony is the voting patterns at the United Nations during 
1983. 


Also in the Press Office will be copies of our 
U.S. Policy Review of UNESCO. That review has been 
completed, and copies will be available in the Press Office 
after the briefing. 


Finally, just a readout on the visit here this 
morning by the Vice President of the Sudan. Vice President 
Umer al-Tayyib of Sudan met this morning with Secretary 
Shultz for an exchange of views on U.S.-Sudanese relations. 
The Vice President is meeting Vice President Bush and other 
senior government officials during his visit. 


Vice President al-Tayyib's visit gave us a welcome 
opportunity to reaffirm the close and cooperative rela- 
tionship between the Sudan and the United States. We 
strongly support the efforts of Sudanese authorities to seek 
political solutions to internal political differences, and 
we condemn the efforts by outside powers to exploit current 
internal differences for their own purposes. 


I think that's about -- 

Q Copy of that last one, please, John? 

A Sure. 

Q John, can you explain why the United States 


has denied a visa to the Soviet representative of the 
Olympics team? 


a Yes, I can. The Soviets submitted a visa 
request for a person to be accredited to the United States 





with full diplomatic ..munity to serve for six months as an 
attache dealing with Olympic matters. We found the indivi- 
dual in question to be unacceptable for this purpose. We 
informed the Soviets in December that this person would be 
unacceptable, and we did so within days of the Soviets 
having indicated to us through the Los Angeles Olympic 
Organizing Committee their desire to assign him to the 
United States. 


We want to make it clear that this action was 
solely a matter of the individual involved. We are fully 
prepared to meet our obligations under the International 
Olympic Charter as host government for the summer Olympics, 
including accepting the presence in Los Angeles of a Soviet 
Olympics attache. 


However, the person who holds that position must 
be acceptable for that purpose. In other words, it must be 
someone whose activities will be solely related to the 
Olympics. The reasons for rejecting this particular indivi- 
dual involve matters of internal security which we're not 
going to get into any further. 


Q Matters of internal security of this country? 
A Of this country. 


Q Has this gentleman been in this country 
before? 


Mn He has been in this country before. 

Q In what position? 

Q Did we ever bounce him? 

a I don't know -- I'm not aware of that, Hank. 
I'm not -- I think he served in the Soviet Embassy here on a 
‘previous occasion, and he was here, I think, in November on 
a different kind of visa with the Soviet visiting delega- 
tion, Olympic delegation, I gather. 


Q John, assuming he was a KGB agent, why would 
that make him ineligible to be a Soviet Olympic attache? 


By Well, whether he <= I'm not going to have any 
comment on whether he is or is not a KGB agent, or whether 
we think he is. But our position is that we think that any- 
body who's going to be an Olympic attache ought to be an 
Olympic attache. 





Q How do you know he won't be? 


A Well, I think you just have to accept the 
fact that we have made a judgment in this case on grounds of 
internal security, and we don't think the internal security 
of the United States would be best served by having this 
particular gentleman operating for six months in Los 
Angeles. 


Q Do you base it on his -- 
Q Who made the decision, John? Do you know? 


A I cannot give you that, John. I do not -- 
it's a Departmental decision, but specifically who made it, 
I don’t know. 


Q Do you know if there was considerable dispute 
between this agency and other agencies? 


A I'm not aware of any. 


Q Couldn't the fellow be both? Couldn't he 
both be a good Olympic official and a KGB agent? 


A I think that would be what would cause the 
problem, Bernie. 


Q John, how much -- getting for a minute to the 
public image of this episode, is it worth the appearance 
that the United States now has of blocking an Olympic offi- 
cial from coming to the U.S. to have -- 


A That may be your interpretation of the 
appearance. It's not a correct, factual analysis. As I 
said, there's no suggestion -- the bottom line here is 
there’s no suggestion that we are blocking in any way the 
legitimate activity of a Soviet Olympic delegation. What we 
‘are seeking to block is illegitimate activity. 


Q But my question is, is it worth it? Whether 
the damage that he could do to U.S. national security is 
serious enough to justify creating the possible image that 
may be created by this? 


A I don't see why there's an image problem. It 
seems to me we are perfectly in order on grounds of national 
security on rejecting a specific individual while making it 
totally clear that we would accept another individual. 





Q Was there any contact with the Soviet Embassy 
after December in reference to this? 


Am I think there have been discussions. 


Q John, on the matter of timeliness, you say 
that the Soviets were notified. 


as Yes. 
Q Was the U.S. Olympic Committee also notified? 


ms That I cannot answer, Jim. Maybe somebody 
can. I'll be glad to take a look at that question. 


Q Their chief complaint is that they were not 
told. 


ny Uh-huh . 
Q And now time is running out. 


x Uh-huh. Uh-huh. Okay. Let me see if -- 
what kind of contact we've had. 


Q John, along those lines, could you give us a 
little bit more detail about that back and forth in 
December -- 


A I really can't -- 


Q When it was, at what level, where and so 
forth? 


rN No. I really can't give you back and forth 
on the timing of the back and forth. Obviously, the Soviets 
don't agree with our action on this and have made their view 
known to us. 


Q Did this fall out of some action he may have 
taken during the November visit, John? He's been here 
before, as you say. 


A He was here before, and the decision to give 
him a visa in November and refuse him this time, various 
factors entered into that decision, and one of them was the 
length of time that he would be here as an Olympic attache, 
which I say is six months or more, as distinct from the 
length of his previous visit. 





Also, an additional factor is that in this 
instance -- I forget the characterization of the visa, which 
I can get for you, on which he came before -- but the visa 
under which he would be operating, or the accreditation 
under which he would be operating if we had granted him 
entry on this occasion, would be full diplomatic immunity. 


Q Which means he could travel distances from Los 
Angeles? 


os I'm not sure whether restrictions would still 
be imposed on how far he could travel, but, obviously, full 
Giplomatic immunity confers a degree of latitude that other 
kinds of visas do not. 


Q John, do the representatives from other 
countries have that kind of immunity? 


Q Could we hear the question, please? 


a Do representatives from -- let me check on 
that for you, Hank. I'm not sure about that. 


Q John, the FBI has repeatedly told Congress 
that about 60 percent of all Soviet and East-bloc diplomats 
here are KGB or miitary intelligence. 


A Uh-huh. 


Q We routinely, obviously, give visas to Soviet 
diplomats who we know not to be, or at least have to suspect 
are not intelligence agents. Why, in this particular case, 
Since you're dealing with somebody you theortetically know 
is an agent and therefore would have less difficulty in 
observing, is there such a self-righteousness about it? 


a Well, I don't think it's self-righteousness. 
I think that national security, the internal security of the 
‘United States, given one or two developments that have taken 
place lately, given the experience of a number of other 
countries confronted by Soviet espionage, is an issue to be 
taken very seriously, and I'm really not prepared to get 
into the details of why one Soviet official is approved and 
another not. 


Q John, the Soviets know pretty well how we 
Operate. They must have expected that his name would come 
up “tilt"® on our computers. Do you think that they put his 
name forward on purpose, expecting that, looking for this 
kind of response? 





a I don't know. I guess you'd have to -- I 
think probably they are better able to offer you an analysis 
of their motivation than I am. 


Q I*m wondering whether it's possible that we 
might have fallen for a provocation. 


fs Well, the fact is that we have made our deci- 
sion on a basis of internal security and the principles that 
govern our decisions in this matter. 


Q John, is the fact that the Olympics are being 
held in a restricted area and the nature of some of the 
defense-related facilities in the area of the Olympic games 
a factor in this decision? 


os Well, without going into that, I think, 
obviously, the question of internal security does have a 
bearing on where Soviets are traveling and operating. 


Q John, besides the length of time and the 
visa, specific visa, was there any evidence of what this 
individual could do here, or was that based only on - 


A I'm really not going to get into our estimate 
of who he is or what he is or what he might do. 


Q John, the State Department rejected this man 
three months ago. Why is it just coming out now? Does this 
indicate Soviet persistence on this one individual? 


nN Well, as I say, we told the Soviets in 
December that he would be unacceptable. Despite that, they 
presented his name in a formal manner. I guess that formal 
period of consideration was about 18 days. The application 
was formally submitted to our Embassy in Moscow on February 
10. Given the nature of this case, the formal decision 
process required consultations back and forth and with other 
-- perhaps with other agencies, and our decision was made on 
February 28. 


Q Why do you think they are being so per- 
sistent, John? 


A I don't know. You'll have to ask then. 


Q John, you mentioned a minute ago, given one 
or two developments lately Were they developments related 
to this individual, or -- 





A No, no, no. I didn't mean to mislead you. 
What I got asked was a general question -- 


Q Yes. Well -- 
A -~- why are you so worried about someone -- 


Q What developments were you talking about 
lately? 


A Well, I'm talking about -- 
Q I mean, the last time the U.S. threw somebody 
Out was --that we were told about, was last, early last 
summer, I think. 


x Well, I think it would be naive to suggest 
that Soviet intelligence activities are not continuing. 


Q Is the whole -- 

Q John, excuse me. I think you may have 
misspoken, or I miswrote. The application was made on 
December 10, you say? 

Q February 10. 


A The Soviets told us back in December that 
this would be che individual. We told them -- 


Q Yeah. 
A -- informally -- 
Q Right. 


iy -- or unofficially, or however you will, that he 
would be not acceptable. 


Q I see. 
They came -- 


A 

Q In November. 
aN In December. 
Q 


No. In November you told them he would be unaccep- 
table, and they came back in December -- 


Q No, no. 


A Am I misleading you here? Do you think I'm 
right, or do you think Bernie Kalb‘'s right? 





Q I think you're right, John. 
A You think I'm right. (Laughter) 


Q Could you do the chronology so I can get it 
right? (Laughter) And possibly you too. 


4 We informed the Soviets in December that this 
person would be unacceptable, and we did so within days of 
the Soviets having indicated to us their desire to assign 
him to the U.S. Now, I don't quite know when in December, 
Bernie, so I == you know, there could be a little slippage 
there in terms of months, but in fact it was in December. 


Q Was he ever thrown out of the country, out of 
this country? 


A I do not -=- I am not aware that he was ever 
thrown out of this country. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Continuing with your chronology, and then, 
something, the 10th of some month? 


A Formally? 
Q Yes. 


A February 10, in Moscow, they submitted their 
visa application. We took 18 days to consider that and make 
the decision, and our decision was made February 28. 


Q You told them when? 
A February 28. 


Q Could you help us out, John. You said he had 
been at the U.S. Embassy as well as having visited in 
November. 


ay He was here briefly in November. It's my 
understanding -- I'd like to go back and check this, but 
it's my understanding that he had previously been assigned 
to Washington and served in the Soviet Embassy in 
Washington, but let me check that for you. 


Q What delegation was he on when he was here in 
November? Was it that high-level negotiation? 


A Let me get that one for you, that answer as 
well. But it was an Olympics delegation. 


Q Was it an Olympics delegation in November? 

fy Yes. 

Q In November it was an Olympics delegation? 

A In November. 

. Q John, should we read this as a kind of bot- 
tomline situation in which the Administration feels it has 
to put up with incoming Soviet diplomats who are obviously 


Or potentially likely KGB and GRU, but that it draws the 
line on Olympic officials being GRU and KGB? 


A Oh, I 4on't think I would draw lines anyway 
-- anywhere. I would simply say that the United States pro- 
bably has an interest in Soviet diplomats who may be KGB 
officials. 
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Q John, what happens to the rest of the list in 
the meantime? Have other approvals been made or is the list 
held in abeyance? 


A Of non-Soviets? 
Q Of Olympic delegation? 


A Of Olympic delegation? Let me check that for 
you. 


Q Thank you. 


Q John, do you know if there's been any 
suggestion by the Soviets in this exchange that they might 
not attend the Olympics? 


A No, I'm not aware of such a suggestion. 


Q On a related question to this, do you have 
any comment on the speech in Moscow by General Secretary 
Chernenko this morning? 


A I think Larry Speakes had some initial White 
House reaction which you might want to check. Whether we 
would have any further analysis during the day, I'm not 
sure. We'll get back to you. 


Q Do you anticipate you may? 

fy Sorry? 

Q Do you anticipate you may have sometime today? 
A 


Might have some; might have something later 
on that. 


Q Could we get back to the Olympic thing for 
- just a second, please? 


” Sure. 


Q Let me follow -- go one step beyond and ask 
you whether any decision has been made yet by the 
Administration on how other members of the Soviet Olympic 
participants, whether they be sports athletes or administra- 
tors of the teams or whatever, how they would arrive in Los 
Angeles? There was some decision on the Aeroflot landing. 


7 





12 


A I don’t, unless there's been some new develop- 
ment. 


MR. ROMBERG: I don't we have anything on it. 
MR. HUGHES: No, we don't. 


Q And the second question is with regard to 
athletes. Will the same considerations that went into 
deciding whether this man can come here for that duration of 
time apply to athletes and trainers, and so on, who may come 
and -- 


A Can't answer that of my own knowledge, but 
let me see if I can help you with that. 


Q John, how long was he here? Do you know in 
November when he was here on the Olympic delegation? 


ay It was briefly. 
Q Briefly? 
A Briefly. 


Q But why was he allowed in then? Did he just 
slip through the net? 


A Different kind of visa; different kind of 
situation. As I understand it, he was not afforded full 
diplomatic immunity under those circumstances, and I don't 
know -= we can probably get that for you -- the duration of 
his visa but it was a short-term visa; different kind of 
visa. B-2, is it — 


MR. ROMBERG: B-l. 


MR. HUGHES: B-l visa, and obviously different 
length of time, different kind of visa, different situation. 


Q Couldn't you have stopped him then as well on 
the basis of the same considerations that you did this time? 


A I presume we could have. I presume we could 
have, and I presume we chose not to. 


Q Did you learn anything during his November 
visit that influenced the December -- 


A Nice try, Bernie, but I don't think I'll go 
any further. 
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Q What about his being in the Soviet Embassy 
here? Do you have any idea when? 


A I don't, but we'll try to find out for you. 


Q John, I want to make sure I didn't miss 
something a while ago when you said you didn't know of his 
ever having been thown out of this country. Does the 
"this" have any significance? 


ans -" No, no, I wasn't playing games. I mean, I 
just don’t know. 


Q What other countries have attaches or would- 
be attaches similar to this case? Do other countries also 
have -- do all the countries have special attaches? 


fy They may. I don't know. They do; I'm told 
they do. 


Q Just what would be the nature of his job as 
attache to the Olympics? 


A You're going beyond the instant expertise I 
brought to this briefing today, I'm afraid. 


Q John, could you say anything abcut the 
Secretary's view of this since last week before the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee, I think, he said he opposed the 
policy of denying visas, and his quote was something like 
we can accept all comers? 


By I don't see any contradiction between a deci- 
sion based on security concerns and the general philosophi- 
cal view expressed on his part about the readiness to have 
dissenting -- people of dissenting views into the United 
States. I think we're talking somewhat different categories 
here. Not always, but I guess some of the time. 


Q Do you have a position as a Department of 
State towards the campaign to prevent the Soviet Union from 
attending the Olympic games? 


aN We're not attempting to prevent the Soviet 
Union -- the United States Government is not attempting to 
prevent the Soviet Union. 


Q Can we have a filing break? 
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A Piling break? Sure. 


Q Can I ask one thing on this, John? Is it 
normal that such officials coming for such capacity to ask 
for what this man asks and you're denying him; that is, full 
immunity, or something like that? 


A I think in the capacity in which he's coming, 
the request is not out of line. 


Q It's not out of line? 


A If you're asking technically whether the 
request is out of line, I don't think the request is out of 
line. 


Q And if he were to ask for less than that 
immunity, would he be allowed in this country? 


A Hypothetical situation, but I wouldn't put a 
lot of money on it. (Laughter) 


Q Do you have any comment on the meetings in 
Damascus which have now ended between President Assad and 
President Gemayel? 


is Really don’t. President Gemayel is, as you 
know, back in Beirut. We've seen Beirut's reports of 
initial reaction by Lebanese officials to those talks. Our 
Ambassador, I think, met with the Foreign Minister, Mr. 
Salem, this morning, but don't have any readout for you from 
our point of view and I think probably the Lebanese Embassy 
is the right place to get it. 


Q One question on the Soviet diplomat. What 
could he do in this country that other Soviet diplomats, 
eventually reassigned for this post, couldn't do? 


A I guess I'm just really not going to get into 
the activities of Soviet diplomats and how -- 


Q What about Mr. Rumsfeld? What's he doing? 


A He's still in the country, as is Ambassador 
Silberman. No travel plans to give you. 


Q John, there were attacks on Beit Meri 
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and Sug al-Gharb last night and today, I believe. Do those 
attacks threaten Americans in Beirut? 


os Can't give you an answer on that, and I would 
refer you to the Pentagon on any further amplification. I 
suppose you might ask the question whether pinpointing of 
those positions doesn't encourage attacks on them. 


Q Doesn't encourage attacks on -- who is “them"? 


a On the individuals who are, who may be in 
those positions. 


Q By whom? Attacks by whom? 


K By whoever is attacking them. There's no 
longer much security attached to their presence there, as 
it's been so widely publicized. 


Q John, is the removal from, first of all, of 
the New Jersey to Israel's shores correct; and if it is, 
militarily and for what the New Jersey has done there? What 
are we to think of that? 








A I'm not aware of it. I think the Pentagon 
can answer that. American ships certainly have visited 
Israel on port call. Maybe it's something that's going on 
in that connection, but I'm not aware of it. Try the 
Pentagon. They would know. 


Q Do you know if it will return to the Lebanese 
shores soon? 


A You have me at a disadvantage. I didn't know 
it wasn't off Lebanon. I'm sorry. Does anybody know where 
the New Jersey is? No. 





Q Would you like to amplify at all on the 
Secretary's comments about the problems of the War Powers 
Act, because at least on the Hill <= I gather he talked to it 
also in an interview with the wires yesterday -— but on the 
Hill he never was quite specific about what it was <-- he 
seemed to be more upset about the fact that there was con- 
sultation with the Congress than with the provisions of the 
War Powers Act itself. I couldn't <= would he like to see 
the War Powers Act dropped or revised? 


By I think he made clear his views on that 
yesterday, and I think he was referring both to the public, 
the understandable public character of the discussions that 
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you have to have about disposition of forces, and also to 
the instability that that sometimes creates in peoples’ 
minds and, indeed, in the minds of folks who do not wish us 
well but who certainly are able to read the newspapers. 


Q Because the reason I was asking is that, 
clearly, the mood of the Congress -- at least many, and by 
polls of people -- were opposed to any kind of widening 
American military involvement in Lebanon in that period. 


Is he suggesting that if you didn't have problems with 
the War Powers Act that there wouldn't have been that kind 
of opposition, or that he would have liked to have used more 
military force than he was able to? It's not clear what he 
really complaining about because clearly the complaints 
about the Marines didn't stem because there was a War Powers 
Act but because of the views of the members of Congress. 


a But I think he has raised -- he has raised 
questions before about the desirability and the constitu- 
tionality of the War Powers Act Resolution. But I also 
think that in particular, insofar as it had a bearing on the 
disposition of military forces in Lebanon, the Secretary had 
some concerns about that which he has expressed on a number 
of occasions. 


Q John, what would the foreign policy implica- 
tions be, especially the response that the State Department 
expects from the Islamic world, if Congress goes ahead and 
recognizes Jerusalem as the capital of Israel? 


nN Our position on that has been made plain. 
We've given a lot of testimony which I refer you to on that. 


Q John, I want to take you back to the 
Olympics. If the guy is stopped this time, I still don't 
understand your reasons about a different kind of visa -- 
not diplomatic immunity <- as to why he was given a visa the 
last time. It sounds like a snafu on the State Department's 
part if the present policy is the right one. 


A Well, it's tempting to respond to your bait, 
Bernie, and deny the snafu and give you a long explanation 
of why he got a visa one time and why he didn't another, but 
I'm going to steel myself and not respond to your question. 


Q John, can I just follow that up? Is there 
any concern that, with the hopes that have been expressed for 
improving Soviet-American relations, that this might have, a 
deleterious effect on the chances for improved relations? 
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K Denying of a visa to their Olympic attache? 
Q Yes. 
A No, I don't think so. 
Q 


Do you have any situation report on 
Iran-Iraq today? 


A Not -- 


Q Can we stay on Assad or Gemayel for just a 
minute? 


A Sure. 

Q Stay on it! We aren't on it. 

Q There have been information -- 
(Laughter) 

Q I didn't hear what was said. 

A He said, stay on it; we ain't on it! 


Q He should say it out loud so we can all hear 
it. (Laughter) 


a Iran-Iraq? Do we have anything on Iraq? Not very 
much. : 


Q Is it over? 





A It's almost over. Oh, you mean the briefing or 
Iran-Iraq? I thought you were referring to the briefing. (Laughter) 


Q My question is -- 


nN Hold on, hold on, hold on. I'm going to give 
you the ten words we have on Iran-Iraq, which won't cheer your day 
a great deal. 


It's the United States understanding from the 
Iragi announcement of the alleged attacks on ships in the 
Persian Gulf yesterday that the reported attack took place 
in the area well to the north of Kharg Island near the 
Iranian port of Bandar Khomeini. 


The United States cannot confirm the reports, but 
Irag has been attacking Iranian convoys in this area for 
some time. I'm afraid that doesn't take you very much 
further. 


Q What about on the ground action? Do you have 
any indication what's going on there? 
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A No, I really don't have anything that I can 
give you. There is continuing activity, Don, but don't have 
very much -- 


Q John, Israeli officials have been very criti- 
cal to the U.S. position during the last days regarding -- 


A Israeli officials have been very critical of 
U.S. positions? On what? 


Q On your policy in Lebanon, especially since 
the pullout of the Marines from Beirut. Do you have any | 
comment on that? 


A No, because I don't know what you're 
referring to. What aspects of our policy are they critical 
of? 


Q Let us take the latest one. Mr. Ben-Elizar 
is coming out with very harsh critic against the U.S. policy 
against the U.S. policy against the -- 


as No, I'm afraid I don't have anything for you 
on it. I'm not aware of it. 


Q Can you tell us anything about the meeting 
yesterday between the Secretary and Mr. Arens? Do you have 
any readout? 


K I don't think we do have any kind of readout 
out on Arens. No. Sorry. Prime Minister Arens himself 
spoke briefly, I think, afterwards. 


Q John, do you have anything on the release of 
Toivo in Namibia? 


A Sure do. This is Mr. Toivo ja Toivo in South 
Africa. 


The United States welcomes the decision by the 
‘South African Government to release Mr. Toivo ja Toivo and 
also Eliaser Audili. We understand that other Namibian 
leaders may be released as vell. The United States is 
engaged in an intensive effort to bring about Namibian inde- 
pendence through implementation of U.N. Security Council 
Resolution 435, and that Resolution calls for the release of 
all political detainees so that they can participate fully 
and freely in the political process. 


Q Copy? 
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A Sure. 
Q I*m sorry. Can we get a copy? 
A Sure. 


Q Do we consider now, since the release is 
made, that 435 is in the process of being implemented, or is 
this prior? 


n I think that we would see this as the helpful 
step in that direction. 


Q One more on this, please. There are reports 
that Nelson Mandella may also be released. Do we have any 
position on that, and are we encouraging it to take place? 


as Well, you know that the United States has 
always opposed the process of political detention for poli- 
tical purposes. We've noted in the past that there were 
strong humanitarian reasons to release Mr. Mandella and that 
continues to be our position. 


Q Are we urging it actively on the South 
Africans? 


M I think the South African government has 
long been aware of our position on this. 


Q John, coming back to Assad and Gemayel -- 


Q The questions arises here that Secretary 
Weinberger, according to the reports in the papers -- I 
didn't hear it myself personally -- seemed to indicate to the 
troops in the Mediterranean, when he was visiting them, and 
again yesterday at the House Arms Services Subcommittee, 
‘that if the May 17 agreement is abrogated, well, that's not 
a big deal; there are some other ways of getting around 
this, and so on. Does the State Department uphold that 
view or does it still insist -- 


A Well, as you said, you haven't read or hadn't 
heard what Mr. Weinberger said, and I haven't in detail, but 
our position the May 17 agreement is as it has been, remains 
unchanged; that it was and is a good agreement, and that 
those who take steps to abrogate it automatically have to 
assume some responsibility for finding alternative means to 
secure the departure of Israeli forces. 
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Q Also, on Lebanon. Does the United States - 
have artillery spotters up on that ridgeline? 


A I think we're going to refer you to the 
Pentagon, and I don't think they're give you very much on the 
disposition of -- cr the placing of individual units. 


Q It goes to the rules of engagement that 
you've been talking about from this forum, which is, if they 
were threated -- and they have been shelled apparently -- is 
that then cause for retaliation by the offshore batteries of 
the U.S. Navy? 


fh Rules of engagement, as I've said day after 
day, remain unchanged. But I'm not going to get into the 
specific locations of individual units. 


Q The rules of engagement that you've discussed 
talk about Americans in the Greater Beirut area. 


aN We're talking about Americans being fired on. 
Q Yes, in the Greater Beirut area; right? 


A We've talked about gunfire -- we've 
talked about fire from Syrian positions into Greater Beirut. 
But I think the normal -- we're talking about specific rules 
of engagement in Beirut. There are normal rules of engage- 
ment concerning Americans being fired on anywhere in the 
world. There are normal rules of engagement which troops <- 


Q The point I'm getting at, if they are up 
there, in fact, as artillery spotters, they come under 
attack, does that -- is that then included in the rules of 
engagement which you have discussed from here? 


nN I don't want to split hairs with you under 
which rules of engagement they would respond, but don't 
. think there's much doubt that if American forces are fired 
upon their commanders certainly would feel they had the 
right to respond. Whether they would in every case, I don't 
know. But, certainly, nobody is going to see American 
troops fired on without exercising, if necessary, the option 
to return that fire. 


Q John, could I take us through the steps on 
this UNESCO matter where it seems like the Congress has 
taken the initiative to have the General Accounting Office 
look into UNESCO's administration, and on the other hand it 
seems to me that -- I hve never heard the GAO taking -- 
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putting a staff in a foreign country to investigate a U.N. 
Council's actions, administrative actions. I was wondering 
if you could clarify that? Where does the State Department 


fs The GAO is supportive of the continuing exa- 
mination of the situation, but whether the GAO has ever 
undertaken a study in another country, you'll have to ask 
then. 


Q Would the State Department have people with 
the GAO staff doing this as the representatives -- 


A I'm not aware that we'll have anybody with 
them. This is basically a Congressional, not Administration, 
initiative. But the State Department, of course, will 
follow it with interest and lend it its customary coopera- 
tion, but whether there would be personnel there I can't 
answer. 


Q John, do you have any comment on the action 
by the subcommittee on the Hill yesterday of cutting off aid 
to El Salvador unless certification, etc.? 


A That was the -- was that the Barnes -- 
Q Yes. 


4 Yes, I do have something on that. Let me see 
if I can put my hand on that afterwards for you. I have 
such a voluminous amount of guidance today that I don't hap- 
pen -- 


Q To the degree you can get it now, we would 
like to have that while you're up here. 


Q You don't know whet number that is, Alan, do 
you? 


MR. ROMBERG: (Indicating page) 


MR. HUGHES: Wonderful. You may have wondered 
what Alan Romberg does on a day when he doesn't brief. And 
that's what he does, he keeps track of <= except, however, 
he's given me the guidance on Bangladesh. (Laughter) 


On February 17, the -- 


Q It's all the same. They all say no comment. 
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A No. This is a good one. On February 17, the 
President transmitted to Congress a draft bill requesting 
the authorization of funds and the legal authorities needed 
to implement the recommendations of the National Bipartisan 
Commission on Central America. A substantial amount of con- 
sultation with the Congress had occurred prior to 
yesterday's subcommittee action. 


The subcommittee print forwarded to the full com- 
mittee yesterday is so far from the Commission's report and 
recommendations, and so far from providing a legislative 
basis for coherent policy in the region, that we would feel 
compelled to oppose its enactment. 


Q Can we get a copy of that? 
A Sure. 
Q On February -- 
A Sorry? 
Q Can I follow on that. 
A Sure. 
Q I don't want to waste anybody's time. Do you 
have any if asked follow-up on that, because I'd like to ask 


about it. (Laughter) 


a I can assure you with complete authority that 
there is no if asked* follow-up on that. You've got it all. 


Q Fine. 


Q On February 27, Pravada had a story in which 
the ballistic missile defense program of this Administration 
‘was compared to the wartime Nazi seeking Verwunderwafen and 
President Reagan was compared to Adolph Hitler. Do you have 
any comment on that? 





A I think it's a ridiculous -- if you're 
correct, I think it's a ridiculous comparison. 


Q If I can follow up on that point. This 
morning, NBC ran a series of attacks on the staunchest public 
supporter of that ballistic missile program, Lydon LaRouche, 
in which Pravada's line was used and LaRouche was called 





the American Hitler. Do you have any comment on those 
stories? 
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a Any suggestion that likens President Reagan 
in any way to Adolph Hitler or likens his policies to Nazi 
policies is, of course, ridiculous and reprehensible. But 
insofar as your fight with NBC is concerned, I think you 
better go talk to NBC. 

Q John -- 


Q (Inaudible) -- they're being sued for $60 million. 
If I may follow up? 


Q John, may I ask -- 

A And your question? 

Q Will you reconsider the question of accredition to 
NBC, now that they have put themselves on the public record as 
the dirtiest political action committee in the history of televi- 
sion coverage in the United States? 

Q Ah, come on -- 

A The answer to your question -- 

(General babble of voices) 

Let's go. 
Let's end -- 


Shall we close our briefing? 


oO ,-, ODO VD 


Thank you, John. 


(The briefing was concluded at 1:15 p.m.) 
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MONDAY, MARCH 5, 1984, 12:25 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: I have a couple of announcements up 
front. One a housekeeping announcement and one on Lebanon 
and one on Iran-Iraq. 


Housekeeping: They'll be no noon briefing 
tomorrow due to the Secretary's appearance on the Hill. 
He will be testifying before the House Appropriations 
Committee at 2:00 in the afternoon. 


Q 2:00? 


a 2:00, on the FY-85 foreign assistance budget 
request. 


On Lebanon. The Government of Lebanon has said it 
has cancelled the Cabinet decision which approved the unra- 
tified May 17 agreement and thereby removed the authority of 
President Gemayel to exchange the instruments for the rati- 
fication of the agreement. 


The United States regrets this decision. The 
United States played a facilitating role in the negotiations 
that produced that accord and was a witness to its signa- 
ture. That proposed agreement still represents the only 
agreed formula for ensuring both Israel's withdrawal from 
Lebanon and Israel's legitimate security interests in a 
manner consistent with Lebanese sovereignty. Lebanon needs 
peaceful, cooperative relations with all its neighbors. 
Those who were responsible for the rejection of the 
agreement must now bear the responsibility to find an alter- 
native negotiated formula to bring about Israeli withdrawal. 


At the same time, the United Staes does not intend 
to abandon the people or the legitimate Government of 
Lebanon. Diplomacy c nt nues, with the aim of ending the 
fighting and reaching vOlitical solution to Lebanon's 
conflicts. 


We will contribute to this process. Similarly, we 
stand ready to continue appropriate economic and military 
assistance, but decisions on these issues will be taken as 
the situation unfolds. In any event, we will continue to 
take all appropriate measures to ensure that United States 
personnel and property are fully protected. 





Our long-term goals remain: The restoration of a 
sovereign, independent, unified Lebanon; the removal of all 
foreign forces; and the security of Israel's northern bor- 
der. We oppose the partition of Lebanon, which could only 
lead to even greater instability. 


The Middle East is a region of vital importance to 
the United States and our friends and Allies. The United 
States will continue to be deeply concerned and involved in 
efforts to resolve the Arab-Israeli problem and other criti- 
cal issues in the Middle East, including the crisis in the 
Gulf. 


I have a statement on the -- 
Q Copy of that? 


A Sure, copy of that. And I also have a state- 
ment on the use of chemical weapons in the Iran-Iraq war. 


The United States has concluded that the available 
evidence indicates that Iraq has used lethal chemical 
weapons. The United States strongly condemns the prohibited 
use of chemical weapons wherever it occurs. There can be no 
justrfication for their use by any country. 


The United States has been working for many years 
with other nations to establish a treaty banning production 
and stockpiling of lethal and incapacitating chemical 
weapons, in order to strengthen the present international 
prohibitions against their use. The use of chemical weapons 
in recent conflicts, including the Iran-Iraq war, only adds 
to the urgency of this undertaking. 


While condemning Iraq's resort to chemical 
weapons, the United States éelso calls on the Government of 
Iran to accept the good offices offered by a number of 
countries and international organizations to put an end to 
the bloodshed. The United States finds the present Iranian 
regime's intransigent refusal to deviate from its avowed 
objective of eliminating the legitimate government of neigh- 
boring Iraq to be inconsistent with the accepted norms of 
behavior among nations. 


Q Copy of that, please? 


A I haven't quite finished yet. The United 
States deplores the tragic and needless loss of both Iranian 
and Iragi lives, especially through attacks on civilian 





populations. We urge both states to respect their obliga- 
tions under international conventions designed to mitigate 
the human suffering of warfare, particuarly those banning 
the use of chemical weapons, and requiring the humane treat- 
ment of prisoners of war and protection of civilians. 


That's it. 
Q Copy of that, please? 
A Sure. 


Q John, going back to your Lebanon statement, 
in the view of the United States, what alternative did the 
Government of Lebanon have to abrogation? 


A It's not for us to make a pronouncement on 
that. That was an agreement that-the Government of Lebanon 
and the Government of Israel, with our facilitation, had 
agreed to, and it was the basis for actions which all the 
parties sought to see carried through. 


Q You have expressed your regret presumably -- 
here, publicly and presumably to the Lebanese Government. 
In place of the action that they have taken, what course did 
the U.S. Government recommend? 


A It's not a question of the Government of the 
United States recommending. It's a question of the United 
States having been involved in an agreement, a legitimate 
agreement, between two parties which as we thought had 
honored. 


Q What could -- I'll try once more. What could 
the Governmen. of Lebanon have done given the present 
situation in which it was being torn apart by war, partly 
because of objections to this May 17 agreement? 


a You're asking us to analyze the motivation of 
the Government of Lebanon and to give you their rationale 
for their decision to abrogate this agreement. I think you 
have to ask them. I don't think we can offer that agreement 
-- we can offer that interpretation. 


Q John, has there been any request from 
President Gemayel or anybody in the government there for the 
U.S. to discuss with Israel any new arrangement in the 
south, any new plans for withdrawal? 








A Well, I think we welcome the mention in the 
Lebanese Government statement -- the Cabinet recognition of 
the importance of one of our continuing goals, namely, the 
need to implement adequate security arrangements in southern 
Lebanon, to prevent terrorist infiltration across Lebanon's 
borders. But just how that will be done, remains to be 
seen. This is very soon after the announcement. 


The United States clearly remains involved and 
interested, but how the Government of Israel will respond on 
this particular question remains to be seen. 


: Q John, this is a variation on that same 
question; broader perhaps. You've stated U.S. goals now in 
the light of this event. Mainly a restatement of goals. 


A Correct. 


Q What do you do now? Are you in a passive 
role now, or where do you go from here? 


A We remain involved diplomatically. Our ships 
remain offshore, as the President has said, as long as they 
fulfill a useful purpose. We remain committed in the fields 
of economic assistance, in the field of military assistance, 
in the field of training, insofar as those programs are 
practical and insofar as they can be implemented. And in 
the case of certain shipments of materiel, obviously we 
look at those on a case-by-case basis. 


Q Can I follow? 
A Sure. 


Q Do you plan to take positive action now to 
turn back toward the broader Mideast negotiation, the future 
of the West Bank, Palestinian autonomy, Israel-Arab nego- 
tiations generally? 


A Well, it's not a question of us ever having 
pulled back or let that initiative lie fallow. We have con- 
tinued, as we have said over the months and years, to try to 
work these two problems on a parallel track; not to let 
Lebanon, which clearly has been a problem, obscure or hold 
back movement on the overall peace plan. That continues. 


@) Will the United States -- 


A Excuse me, let me take Bernie. Go ahead. 





Q Will the U.S. be prepared to play any role in 
the search for an alternative formula to bring about 
withdrawal? 


A As we have consistently said, Bernie, I think 
a heavy responsibility is on those who decided to abrogate, 
who moved in the abrogation of this treaty. I think the 
responsibility, as the Secretary has said on a number of 
occasions, lies primarily on those factions to find some 
alternative method of securing Israel's departure. 


Q Can you -- 


A -hat's not to say that the United States is 
not involved, is not interested, and will be helpful. 


Q Can you itemize the “those” you keep 
referring to? 


A No, I think -- 


Q Is it Syria and the Moslem militia that 
oppose the agreement? Is that what you mean by “those?” 


A I think that's a fair, factual analysis; 
sure. Can I take Jim? . 

Q Does this statement, however, the way it's 
worded, take us out of play as initiators of ideas? Do we 
now take a more passive role? 


A I don't think -- it certainly doesn't take us 
out of play, Jim, in Lebanon or the United States. As the 
Secretary has said and as the President has said, we will 
continue to remain engaged, but I think our statement speaks 
for itself: That those who have moved on the abrogation 
bear a special responsibility to come up with alternative 
formulas. 


Q When you use the word “alternative,” do you 
mean alternative to the text of the agreement or alternative 
to the method which is direct negotiations? 


A The May 17 Agreement provided a formula under 
which Israel would withdraw its troops. That presumably is 
no longer in effect. So you presumably have to look at some 
other formula to achieve the same goal. 


Q My question means, if you are accepting the 
indirect negotiations or even non-negotiations with Israel 
as a method of -- 





A I think it's too early to say. 


Q -- getting an agreement to withdraw from 
Lebanon? 


A I think it's too early to say. I think the 
various parties involved will have to make that decision as 
to how they proceed to probe and come together, if they do, 
on how to effect such a formula. 


Q Is there any willingness to renegotiate 
another agreement? I mean, are you willing to enter in the 
future in any agreement, new agreement, since this agreement 
never achieved anything? 


A I think that's going to be up to the parties 
involved who are going to have to decide where they want to 
go on that issue. 


Q You are open to any suggestion? 


A I think the United States is always 
interested in establishing peace. I think our record in 
Lebanon is rather dramatic testimony to that, and I'm sure 
if we can be helpful in bringing peace to Lebanon in some 
way, we will. 


Q Does this create any need at all, as far as 
the Secretary is concerned, for a high-level meeting with 
the Israelis? This event -- 


A As you know, he met with Mr. Arens last week. 
I'm not aware of any other plans. We're obviously in close 
touch with the Israelis there in Israel and here. I'm not 
aware of any high-level meetings planned, John. 


Q The Israelis have been approached by the 
Lebanese already who have suggested new talks and how they, 
in Qiryat Shemona, and the initial Israeli reaction is, no 
dice. But -- will the U.S. diplomatically be involved be- 
tween the two countries? 


A As I say, I think it will have to -- you've 
already indicated a certain exchange, and I'm not confirming 
it or denying it, but I think we will have to see how the 
various parties tackle this problem. 


Q John, you answered a question earlier about 
-- from Bernie -- that the U.S. will continue to play a role 





in safeguarding. Let's say, one of the American objectives: 
defending or protecting Israel's northern settlement. 


A Correct. 


Q Is that the limits of U.S. involvement as far 
as the south of Lebanon is concerned? 


K No. 
Q The other two objections now are -- 


A No, the objectives remain the same. A 
sovereign Lebanon controlling its entire territory; the 
withdrawal of all foreign forces; and the security of 
Israel. 


Q How does the United States involve itself in 
safeguarding or protecting Israel's northern settlements? 


A I think Israel is very active in that regard. 


Q But what I mean, you said you will be 
involved. What -=- how will the U.S. be involved? 


A We have always said, and that has always been 
a basis of our involvement in this particular negotiation, that 
one of the factors, one of our goals in which we are in 
total agreement with Israel, is the protection of Israel's 
northern borders. We would not participate in any 
discussion or any negotiation that did not take those -- 
that priority into effect, into account. 


Q Just one last thing on this, please. Will -- 
a few weeks ago you -- somebody of our colleagues here men- 
tioned to you a possible unilateral Israeli withdrawal, and 
I remember -- it was probably off-the-record -- you said 
something like “it's interesting.” 


A I said off-the-record something? If that's 
what I said -- 


Q Forgive me fo: cutting it that way. 


A -- I wouldn't dream of responding to it. In 
fact, everybody is so shocked they turned the light off 
here. 


Q Is there anywhere the prospect that the 
United States would request Israel for a further unilateral 
withdrawal from the south of Lebanon? 





A I'm not aware of any such request or any 
inclination to make such a request. 


Q John, you seem to introduce some qualifiers 
about continuing economic and military assistance. Is there 
going to be any reduction to try to sort that out, please? 


A Sure. 


Q Will there be any reduction because of the 
Lebanese abrogation of continued U.S. military and economic 
aid? 


A Okay, I didn't mean to mislead you. When I 
-- if you detected any note of hestitation or reservation, 
it was simply on pragmatic or practical grounds. No, there's 
no change in the policy, no change in the plan, no change in 
the figures. But obviously the situation is fluid. If 
you're going to train people, if you're going to send mili- 
tary supplies, or even if you're going to send economic aid, 
you need to take a look at the situation on the ground and 
see whether the people to whom you have been sending those 
supplies are in a position to receive them, what they will 
do with them, that kind of thing. 


That was the -- if you detected a note of reser- 
vation, it was simply pragmatisn. 


Q Is there currently a hold on military aid, 
John? 


A Not a hold on military aid, but I think the 
Pentagon has said that it's being looked at on a case-by-case, 
shipment-by-shipment basis; but not a hold, no. 


Q Can I ask you in that connection of practical 
matters, what's the status now of the U.S. effort to rebuild 
or build a new Embassy in Beirut? Is that sort of also 
going to be on hold at this point? 


A I haven't looked at that for some time. Let 
me see what we have on that. 


Q What are Ambassador Rumsfeld's plans? 
A No travel plans at the moment. 


Q John, this clearly represents a U.S. diploma- 
tic setback, to put it very mildly. What do you see the 





repercussions in the Middle East in connection with the U.S. 
effort to promote a broader peace? How does one put faith 
in what the U.S. says if we see these results? 


A I think, as the Secretary of State has said, 
the interesting thing is that everybody seems to want to 
talk to the United States; that everybody wants the United 
States to be involved. That's inside Lebanon, and that 
seems to be so in many countries throughout the Middle East 
so the confidence in the U.S. as a helpful participant in 
the bid to bring peace about doe:n‘t seem to be diminished. 
Nobody is saying that they don't want to talk to the United 
States, or they don't want U.S. involvement. Quite to the 
contrary. 


Q When you say “everybody,” you're including 
Syria? 


A I perhaps should leave a question mark where 
Syria is concerned. 


--MORE-- 
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Q John, do you see this as a victory for Syria? 


A It's kind of hard to quantify it, but cer- 
tainly Syria's influence in Lebanon seems to be on the 


upsurge. 


Q On this -- along that same line, considering 
the Secretary's own efforts, does he have a sense of 
failure? 


oN I don't think so. He thinks that it is not a 
failure to have been presented with a challenge in a country 
that has been tearing itself apart for many, many years, to 
have given a considerable American effort and lives to try 
to bring about peace in that country, and perhaps not to 
have brought that about in the same way that many others 
have brought it about. But I don't -hink that in the sense 
that the British or the French or the Italians are ascribing 
a failure to their efforts, I don't think the United States 
is saying that it was not a worthy thing to have done, even 
though the desired result has not been achieved. 


Q Who do you hold to blame? Do you hold Syria 
to blame, and what is the U.S. attitude now toward Syria? 


A Oh, I think it's been clear that Syria has 
not been helpful in these unfolding events. 


Q Repeatedly, you mentioned the security of 
Israel and all of your intentions were to guarantee the 
security of Israel, and I never heard you from before or 
today that the concern of this government is also the 
security of Lebanon, and what the Lebanese people, the 
elected officials in Lebanon, want. 


Q With your formula, with the May 17 agreement 
before, there was a status quo and there was stalemate and 
possibly the partition of Lebanon was a net result according 
to the old interpretation. 


Now the Syrians have influence there, they got 
together with the Lebanese, and there is a cease-fire, there 
is national reconciliation, there is movement, and they 
don't want the May 17 agreement. And by you calling on 
security of Israel, you are hardening the position of Israel 
in the future for negotiation and not leaving the door open 
for any future development that could be benefited. 
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A Well, we're not hardening the vosition. 
Israel has always been concerned, understandably so, with 
its northern boundary, across which it has faced and suf- 
fered various terrorist attacks. That concern is still 
there today. It is legitimate. We recognize it as legiti- 
mate. We understand their concern. We think that any 
settlement has to take into account Israel's concerns. 


Q Let's go a little bit possibly to the June 
war, prior to the June war. For 11 months there was no 
terrorist attack on Israel, and Israel under the pretense of 
whatever to come and wipe out the PLO and other things 
created all of this havoc in the whole Lebanese territory, 
and there's no peace now. 


A Well, that's an interesting observation, but 
I'm not sure what your question is. 


Q John, are you saying that the Habib agreement 
has not been respected for 1] months before the Israeli 
attack? 


A All I am is saying that Israel has had legitimate 
concerns, and I don't think, really, any fair-minded person 
would dispute that about terrorist activity, PLO presence in 
Lebanon, and those concerns we understand. 


Q About the other statement that you made, what 
is the evidence that you have that chemical warfare is being 
used by Iraq and what kind - 


A Have independent evidence and also substan- 
tial amount of non-Iranian media evidence, and other evi- 
dence besides. 


Q And what kind of chemical warfare 
essentially? 


A I don't have anything more specific than I 
gave you, Jim. 


Q Do you have any people there in the area? 


A I am not sure whether there are any U.S. 
Government observers in the area. 


Q What kind of chemicals? 


Q John, have we had any contact with Sweden? 
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A I cannot -- let me see if I can run that down 
for you. 

Q How recently -- 

Q Sweden -- 

Q Austria -- 

A Not going to get into the other sources. 


Q John, could you put it -- do you have a time- 
frame on this, how recent, because I remember about a year 
ago there were similar allegations that the Iraqis -- 


A Well, I think it's during the current offen- 
sive, the current Iranian offensive. 


Q When did the United States come to the 
conclusion that there was sufficient evidence to show -- 
whatever word you used, that -- 


A I think recently, Don. 
Q What do you mean by "recently"? 
A Well, I think within the past several days. 


Q Do you know if these are connected to the 
stories about six months ago that the Soviets had supplied 
the Iraqis with chemical weapons? ~- 


A I don't have anything for you on who is the 
supplier. 


Q John, is there a determination being made on 
D'Aubuisson's visa? 


A Well, he was not -- he has not been granted 
a visa to visit the United States. 


Q He did apply and was -- 


A Well, let me give you the facts as we 
understand them, Jim. Mr. D'‘Aubuisson apparently last week 
requested a visa in his diplomatic passport. There was some 
question as to whether the passport was still valid, because 
it was issued in his capacity as President of the 
Constituent Assembly, a post which he no longer holds. So I 
think that Mr. D'Aubuisson was informed of this, and his 
passport is being returned to him today. 
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On the broader issue of U.S. visits by Salvadoran 
presidential candidates prior to the March 25 election, it 
is our expectation, and I think it would be our clear pre- 
ference, that none of the inscribed presidential candidates 
for the March 25 election visit and bring their campaign to 
the United States prior to the election. 


Q Get of copy of that, please? 
A Sure. 


Q Is that the basis, then, for his -- or the 
State Department's rejection that he is a candidate? 


A Well, there are a number of bases for the 
State Department's position. First, there was this tech- 
nical question of whether a formal visa application had been 
submitted, and I grant that as a technical question. 


You may ask about what would happen if he sub~ 
mitted an appropriate and a technically correct visa appli- 
cation. The law provides that we have to look at that on a 
case-by-case basis, and we would. But I also have to remind 
you that, as the Secretary said in his testimony last week, 
we did deny a visa to Mr. D'‘Aubuisson back in November, and 
we see nothing that has changed in that decision and the 
circumstances surrounding that decision should a new appli- 
cation be submittd. 


Q Right. And that denial in November, was that 
because he was a candidate or because he had something in 
his past which you found unsavory? 


A I think we offered rather careful words at 
the time. I'd refer you back to those words, Jim, at the 
time. 


Q Do you have any comment to make on the Times 
story on Saturday, in connection with El Salvador and the 
various charges made against D'‘Aubuisson? 


A Yes. We do. As you know, we have been acti- 
vely pursuing the death squad issue for some time and 
believe there has been recent progress. It remains a most 
important issue for us. 


Insofar as The New York Times article is con- 





cerned, there are a number of serious charges in it. The 
article itself notes that these charges made anonymously 
could not be independently verified, and so we're not pre- 
pared to comment on unverified accusations. 
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President Magana and Defense Minister Vidas 
Cassanova responded to some of the accusations while they 
were in Texas this weekend, and we refer you to their 
remarks. 


We would be very interested in discussing the pur- 
ported information directly with the source. Until we can, 
we're not in a position to judge the accuracy of the infor- 
mation for ourselves. 


Q Does that mean you have not talked to the 
gentleman? 


A Have not -- well, it's an anonymous source. 


Q Yeah. But that's not too difficult to find 
out. 


A Have not talked to the source. 


Q John, following up on that question, the evi- 
dence that is available to the State Department on Mr. 
D'Aubuisson, is that still non-conclusive? 

e 


A I think I'm going to hold to the words 
offered by ‘the Secretary in his testimony on that, and in 
his remarks to the Conservative Political Action Committee 
on Friday. 


Q Another question on El Salvador: The reason 
why you denied a visa the last time was because it was 
against the public interest, I think it was -- 

A I think we gave you a specific section. 


Q That would still be the same reason now. And 
at the same time it's linked -- 


A Well, have to be a little careful here. We 
do not have before us a valid application -- 


Q Well, had he -- 
A Okay. I think that's a fair inference. 
Q Along the same lines, at the same time that 


the visa was denied for D'Aubuisson the last time, you also 
denied a visa for Commander Borge in Nicaragua. 


A True. Correct. Around the same time. Yes. 
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Q At the time it was felt that you were denying 
a visa to make it even. 


A I think we disputed that at the time. 


Q I'd like to go back to the Times article 
raised by Bernie. Do these allegations cause concern on the 
part of the Administration, specifically with respect to the 
fact that Mr. D‘Aubuisson is a presidential candidate? 


A Well, I think any stories concerning death 
squad activity in El Salvador are looked at seriously in the 
State Department and by the Administration. The 
Administration is on record with many statements about the 
repugnance of this activity, and so I think any suggestion 
that it continues or any suggestion that it is linked to 
individuals is looked at, yes. But I'm not commenting 
specifically on anonymous source material. 


Q John, what can you tell us -- 


Q The fact, however -- excuse me -- this didn't 
come out of the blue. The LA Times, the Albuquerque 
Journal, have printed extensive investigative charges in 
which some of the informants are actually named that make 
substantially the same charges. 











A Uh-huh. 


Q Are these also being looked into by the State 
Department? 


A I'm sure -- they may well be. I don't know. 
I'm sure somebody may be. But I don't know of my own 
knowledge. 


Q Okay. And, finally, if I may, Ambassador 
Kirkpatrick referred to “real evidence” with respect to 
D'Aubuisson's participation or leadership in the death 
squads. 


Is there such a thing as “real evidence” that 
identifies Major D‘Aubuisson with the death squads? 


A Refer you to the Secretary's words on that 
particular subject when that question was put to him in 
testimony last week. 


Q John, can you say if the United States has 
set deadlines for reaching agreements with Japan on economic 
and military matters? 
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A Well, it's not a question of deadlines, 
Spencer, but, obviously, we hope all this will move forward 
with dispatch. We are in the process of negotiation with 
the Japanese on a variety of trade and other economic 
issues. Both sides have agreed that it is in our mutual 
interests to resolve these issues as quickly as possible. 
There have been no ultimatums delivered. On the beef and 
citrus issue, however, the current agreement on quota expan- 
sion does expire March 31 of this year, and both sides hope 
that a new and expanded regime can be agreed upon before 
that date. 


Q Is the United States investigating as to 
where from Iragis got the chemical weapons now being used 
against Iran? 

A I don't know whether it's a question of 
investigating. I just don't have anything for you on 
origin. 

John -- 
John, what can you tell us about -- 


Excuse me. One minute. 


oO FF ODO VD 


-- the Secretary's breakfast talks with 
Chancellor Kohl this morning? 


A Nothing. You'll get a readout later in the 
day at the White House. 


Q John, is Walid Jumblatt on his way here or -- 


A I don't think so. I know that rumor recurs, 
but where we are is that there's nothing new and that he 
withdrew his plans to come to the United States. 


Q John, there's a story on the wires quoting 
the Vice President of the Sudan who was here last week, 
saying while he was here he got an agreement from the U.S. 
to airlift emergency military supplies to his country to -- 
and that General Walters is on his way to be -- today to 
represent the President there and help him fight rebels? 
What is going on? 


A General Walters is, I think, due to arrive in 
the Sudan this evening, and he'll be meeting with senior 
officials. On the weapons request and the airlift, no deci- 
sions on that have been taken. We do have a continuing 
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security cooperation relationship with the Sudan. Our mili- 
tary assistance program to the Sudan is our largest in 
Africa. It is being reviewed in light of recent develop- 
ments in the Sudan. Nevertheless, the clear emphasis in our 
total aid program is on economic assistance, and we continue 
to believe that the Sudan's problems can most effectively be 
addressed through economic means. 


We are reviewing Vice President Tayyib's request 
for military assistance within the framework of our ongoing 
security relationship. No specific decisions have been made 
yet on either weapons systems or the modes of delivery. 


Q Was he talking off the top of his head? 
I mean, unless -- 


A High officials -- 
Q You're saying there's a sharp discrepancy -- 


A -- of other governments rarely talk off the 
top of their head. 


Q Well, you're confident your guidance is up to 
date. ° 


A I'm confident our guidance is up to date. 

Q Can we get a copy of the statement? 

A Sure. 

Q You end up by saying "no specific decisions 
have been taken." Has an overall decision been taken to 
give some further aid to the Sudan of a military nature? 

A I think this language is correct, and I don't 
think we're playing games with you. I think also one would 
have to say that these discussions went on in an aura of 
sympathy for the Sudan's problem. 

Q Is such an airlift being considered, John? 

A I think if it's something that's been 
requested of us by a friendly and important foreign leader, 
it is something we would look at. 


Q John, can we go back to El Salvador for a 


moment? 
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A Sure. 


Q What's the rationale for denying visas to 
these other five or six or seven candidates? I should think 
it would be in the public interest to hear as much from them 
as possible. 


A Well, it's not a question of denying visas. 
It's expressing hope that they won't come, and I think the 
-- (Laughter) -- the point of that is so that we will not 
intrude American politics into El Salvador, and that they 
will not intrude Salvadoran politics into the United States. 


Q Yeah, but couldn't the case be made that 
there is such an enormous American involvement there that it 
would be to the advantage of the American people to find out 
as much about it as they can? 


A Well, I don't think there's any impediment to 
the American people finding out a great deal about the 
course of the Salvadoran election. 


Q No better way than to have these -- I would 
think, than to have these candidates come up here. Isn't 
that correct? 


A Well, that's a point of view, and, clearly, 
another point of view is prevailing. 


Q John, on the same subject again for a second, 
there's some confusion with respect to the Kissinger dissent 
in the Kissinger Commission, whether the Administration 
agrees with it. The Secretary said last week that as a 
last resort arms could be cut off to El Salvador, he could 
see that -- 


A Uh-huh. 


Q That that would be a last resort. And 
Ambassador Kirkpatrick on Friday indicated that, no, 
that arms must continue -- 


A No. There's no contradiction. 


Q -- because it was vital to the defense of 
Western civilization. 


A No contradiction. The Secretary was offered 
-- was asked a specific “yes or no" question and in his -- 
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with his traditional up front response said, yes, he would 
respond to that “yes or no" question, “but” and then went on 
to offer a series of reservations and specifically made the 
point that that would be a -- you never say no, you won't do 
a thing in a bargaining situation, but made very clear what 
his position was, and there is no difference between himself 
and Ambassador Kirkpatrick. 


Q Could you then clarify, if there is no dif- 
ference, what the Administration's position is with respect 
to the Kissinger comment at the end of the Commission report, 
in which he was joined by two other Commission members, 
whether the Administration endorses that comment? 


A I haven’t got that comment in my head. 

Q It's readily available. 

A It's a pretty philosophical remark. 

Q Well, the comment simply states that El 
Salvador should be supported, in any case, if the alter- 
native is a Marxist-Leninist victory. 


A I think we'll simply stand on what the 
President has said and Secretary has said -- 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:00 p.m.) 
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MR. BUGHES: Good afternoon. Just a brief announce- 
ment. Under Secretary for Political Affairs Lawrence Eagleburger - 
will address the National Newspaper Association in the Loy 
Henderson Auditorium today at 5:00. His topic will be "The 
Transatlantic Relationship.” There will be a prepared text 
available in the Press Office around 4:00 this afternoon. That 
session is open to coverage, including cameras, but questions 
wili be limited to members of the National Newspaper Association. 


That's all I have. 


Q The Secretary seemed a little testy yesterday. 


A Testy? (Laughter) 

Q Yes. Is that an accurate impression of mine? 

a I think he was vigorous in articulating his posi- 
tion, Jim. 


0 And what does he think -- does he think that 
he will get -- the Administration will get what it wants out 
of Congress in terms of El Salvador -- 


A Well, the Secretary certainly -- 


Q -- in terms of El Salvador and the Central 
American package, in terms of the whole Central American package? 


A The Secretary very rarely predicts, as you know, 
but I certainly think that he hopes that the Administration will. 
He feels that the Commission was a bipartisan one; that people 
came to it from all quarters of the spectrum. Their minds were 
certainly not made up. They came at it with different 
viewpoints. They worked hard at it. It is not a report that is 
manufactured by the staff; it is not boilerplate. It represents 
very dedicated work by the individuals themselves and accurately 
reflects their viewpoint. 








They came to some recommendations, and I think he 
hopes that members of Congress and the Senate will see the 
wisdom vf those recommendations. 


0 Can I follow on that? 
on Yes. 


Q Lane Kirkland, who is an important mem.er of 
that panel, he's recently made clear that he, and the AFL-CIO 
which he represents, opposes military aid to El Salvador 
because they don't fulfill the conditions -- that is, the 
government there doesn't fulfill the conditions set out in 
the Kissinger Commission Report itself. Can you explain 
that discrepancy? 


A No, I wouldn't attempt to explain Mr. 
Kirkland’s position. I think I would let him explain his 
position himself, and also refer you to his input into the 
Commission Report. But the fact is that that question of 
conditionality is obviously something on which there's 
disagreement. 


9) But, was -- I still don't understand. There 
seems to have been disagreement as to how that con- 
ditionality was to be interpreted, by the members of the 
Commission themselves, including Mr. Kirkland. 


What I don't understand is, the State Department is 
now saying that the Commission agreed that military aid should 
be forthcoming immediately, whereas Kirkland, for one example, 
says that’s not true. 


A I guess I'd like to go back and look at the 
words in the Commission Report, but I think basically there 
is a consensus in the Commission's Report and what we're 
talking about, as the Secretary has said and as I think the 
President has said just on that question of conditionality 
-- if I can pronounce it -- the Administration's position is 
that it hopes that this is something that can be worked out 
intelligently and sensibly with Congress. 


Q John? 


A Yes, Marvin? 


Q Maybe you can help us on this. Is the Secretary 
really saying that the situation militarily is so serious in 
El Salvador that unless U.S. military aid is provided very 
quickly, the government forces will not have the means to 
repel the enemy attacks? 











4 Well, I don’t like to go over the Secretary’. 
words and reinterpret them. But I think the theme underlying 
wat he has said is that you're going to have an election; 
“here may not be a conclusion first time around, and you may 
have to have a subsequent round, meaning that you've got an 
election campaign proceeding perhaps over a period of a couple 
of months. 


It is a fair surmise, and I think there's already 
evidence, that the left would like to disrupt that election 
process. That puts an added strain on the military which 
perhaps has to deploy itself somewhat differently during an 
election campaign than it might otherwise do and, clearly, 
may draw on its resources. As long as there is uncertainty 
about those resources and when the ammunition comes and how 
many bullets there are available, it is very difficult to 
provide the adequate security shield behind which that elec- 
tion can take place. 


Q Is the logic of that, John, that the military 
in El Salvador does not have the means at its disposal right 
now to handle another two or three months of warfare? 


A I can't give you a specific time with which 
they'd run out of ammunition; can't tell you what they are 
going to be required to do. But I think, as the Administration 
has made cleam if you bob around and create an air of uncer- 
tainty for the military in El Salvador, that they do not quite 
know from year to year, or sometimes even from month to month, 
what the flow of materiel is going to be and with what they 
will be able to fight, that takes the heart out of their cam- 
paign. 


Q John, Congressman Long yesterday indicated, if 
I heard him right, that it was his view they should not go 
forward with the supplemental appropriation request prior to 
the elections so they so they see whether d'‘Aubisson or 
somebody else becomes elected. I don’t remember that the 
Secretary specifically commented on that point. I don't 
think it was in the form of a question by Congressman Long, but 
more a statement of his position. 


What would the the Administration's reaction to 
postponing action on the supplemental until Congress is able 
to see who wins the election? 


nN I think you are right. The Secretary did not 
respond on that point, and I think it was a statement from 
the Congressman, so probably it would be improper and foolish 








to suggest a specific reaction from the Secretary. But I 
think there are those in the Administration who would think 
that that could have a very critical effect on the perfor- 
mance of the army, and therefore, on the conduct of the 
elections. 


2 But does the State Department have a position 
on it? 


a Let me see what we can produce for you in 
terms Of a formal position. 


C John, a follow on that: before the Senate 
Foreign Operations Appropriations Subcommittee last week, the 
Secretary was asked about that, and his response was that 
Since we are calling on the Salvadorans to hold an open, 
free, honest election, then if they do it, we have to accept 
the results of it, whatever that might be. 


Does that mean -- That, basically, means that if 
d*Aubisson is elected president, we would be willing to go 
forward and work with (inaudible)? 


A I think the Secretary's words speak for them 
selves. If you believe in the democratic process, you have 
to follow the diplomatic process to its logical end. You 
can't believe in the diplomatic process, and pick and choose 
candidates, and winners. 


Q The diplomatic process? 
(Laughter) 


N Democratic. Beg pardon. The other is so 
close to my thinking all the time. 


Q But wouldn't the selection of a president by 
the electorate in El Salvador, the identity of that person 
and that person's past, have some kind of influence on this 
Administration's approach and backing for -- 


A I think it could well have influence on 
various segments of American society. But that's not out of 
line with the response to the question. 


Q Is there, then, a contingency posi* on on the 
part of the Administration if, for instance, d'Au. ‘son is 
elected? 








A We're in favor of the process; we are enthu- 
Siastically in favor of the process, and seeing it go forward. 
There are six candidates. 


8) With respect to that process, one of 
Duarte's offices, or an office connected with the Nuarte 
campaign, was shot out today by a group of people. 


0 And I guess one of the death squads took cre- 


a 


dit for that. 


Q I'd like to ask whether there is any comment 
to that. And also, ten days ago, the largest labor union in 
El Salvador, one which is associated with the AFL-CIO here, 
gave a press conference in which they charged that many of 
their members were being approached by army officers in 
various parts of the country, and told that they would have to 
vote for either the PCN or ARENA, but not for the PDC can- 
didate, or they could be at risk. I know that goes back 
ten days. 


Do you have any comment on that or today's attack? 


A Nothing on the second question. On the first, 
concerning the attack, yes. The United States strongly 
deplores such acts of violence. Our Embassy in San Salvador 
confirms that this attack occurred and tnat there were no 
injuries. As reported in the press, the Secret Anti- 
communist Command claimed responsibility for this attack. 


Also, on March 6, the guerrillas, in San Vincente 
Department, machine-gunned an ambulance, killing two Red 
Cross workers who were attempting to come to the aid of 
battle casualties. Violence from both the left and the 
right is clearly aimed at the electoral process in El 
Salvador, and we condemn both. 


The United States is convinced that the courage and 
the determination of the Salvadoran people will prevail, 
despite these attempts by armed extremists of both sides to 
undermine the elections. 


Q Copy? 


A Sure. 








Q John, would it be correct to assume that the 
Administration is strengthening its position in the Congress 
out of fear of the repetition of the Lebanese episode 
in El Salvador? 


A I want to be sure I'm following your train of 
thinking here. We're doing -- 


Q It seems that the parallel lines between 
Lebai:on and El Salvador are somehow having their impact on 
the position of the Administration and the Congress regarding 
El Salvador. 


A I think the two are not parallel. But I think 
the Administration is taking the position it is on Central 
America because it believes it is right. It believes it is 
an important area to us; it believes there are important 
issues at stake in terms of the national interest of the 
United States as well as the peoples of Central America, and 
particularly El Salvador themselves. 


0 I think these were the same terms mentioned in 
time of the Lebanese crisis. 


A I think that these underlie the United States 
foreign policy around the world. Obviously, we operate in 
many areas of the world, we consider to be, where the outcome 
is considered to be in our national interest. At the same 
time, I think there is also an element of compassion 
underlying American foreign policy and the desire to bring 
peace to various parts of the world, and to support the abi- 
lity of free men everywhere to enjoy the kind of society 
that we enjoy. 


Q John, has the Secretary seen the President 
today? 


an I do not know whether -- it may well be, Mike, 
but I'm not sure it's on the schedule. 


Q Can you ch --- 


A He sees him very frequently. I don't know 
whether he's on. Let me check. See if -- 


Q If you would. What is the meeting with the 
leadership on the Hill about today? 


A I think that is a luncheon hosted by Senator 
Baker at his request, and I don't know what the issue is. 




















Q I'll put the earlier question in another way 
perhaps: Is the Administration's concern about El Salvador 
so deep because, so soon after having suffered a setback in 
its policy on Lebanon, it fears that if there are not suf- 
ficient arms sent quickly to El Salvador, the.-government 
there might suffer a major setback as well? 


A I suppose people can make that surmise. I 
don't think it would be accurate to suggest that we have only 
lately come to our commitment in El Salvador. I think that 
has been apparent for some time, and the reasons for it are 
obvious. 


0 (Inaudible) not to the commitment, but to the 
degree of concern that would prompt the Secretary to 
uncharacteristically display a side of him we don't often 
see. 


A I don't think that's true, because the 
Kissinger Commission has been at work for many months, and 
this analysis of the situation and our support for the cause 
of democracy there and our unenthusiastic attitude towards 
the flow of arms from outside El Salvador into the country is 
not something that has surfaced only in the wake of what 
events have transpired in Lebanon. 


Q John, is the decision on the aid supplemental, 
the decision whether to go around Congress and use the 
Emergency Fund, before the President now? 


rN Well, without necessarily subscribing to the 
language, the way you describe it, “going around Congress," -- 


Q All right -- 


A -- no, I think no decision has been made on 
that, as the Secretary indicated yesterday. 


Q The Secretary also said yesterday not only 
that no decision had been made, but that nothing was before 
the President on that. Is that still the case? 


A I think that's correct. 
Q There were two reports in the Christian 


Science Monitor yesterday on El Salvador, one having to do 
with aid to refugees -- 








A Uh-huh. 

















Q -- and diversion, and the other having to do 
with voting and registration of voters, especially in 
refugee places. Do you have a comment on that? 


A Don't remember the voting one. On the aid 
story, I think there is some guidance which basically 
suggests that that is a re-hash of an old story and responds 
to it; but that guidance was available yesterday. 


Q Will you make it available after the briefing? 

A Sure. Get it from the Press Office. 

Q John, to turn Marvin's question the other way 
round, do you think that Congress is taking out its ire about 


the setback in Lebanon on Central American policy? 


4 I wouldn't dream of analyzing Congressional 
motivation or emotions. 


-- MORE -- 








Q John, to follow along those lines, and let me 
ask you about a specific report we've gotten from French 
Government sources, which is that there are currently either 
private or back-channel discussions the United States is 
engaged in with the Soviet Union on the specific point of 
bringing the Soviets in to play a role in the Mideast in 
exchange for some sort of Soviet pledge for a free hand for 
the United States in Central America, and included in those 
discussions also is a discussion of U.S.-European policy 
along the framework set out in Kissinger's March 5 Time 
magazine piece. 


Can you comment on that? 
4 And the question is? 


Q Well, do you have any comment on this report 
that we've received? Are there any such discussions going 
on? 


A Well, never really have any discussion on 
private channels between ourselves and the Soviet Union, 
although the Secretary has talked about the kinds of 
discussions that we've had with Ambassador Dobrynin here, 
and that Ambassador Hartman has had in Moscow, but -- and I 
guess our position, for the record has to be we don't get 
into those private discussions. But I think you'd be on 
very shaky ground if you thought that we were in any way 
involved in some kind of discussion to bring the Soviet 
Union into the Middle Fastern -- 


Q If I can follow up on that, Kissinger 
published this piece March 5 -- 


A Uh-huh. 


Q Richard Burt is quoted, and I believe the 
quote is accurate, as calling the proposals “bizarre.” 
However, the very week that the article came out and was on 
the newsstands, Kissinger was appointed to the President's 
Foreign Intelligence Advisory Board. 


Q What is his role in the Administration? Is 
he involved in consultations on these discussions with the 
Soviets? 


A The -- Secretary Kissinger is, I think, a 
valued confidant of the Secretary of State, as are other 
former Secretaries of State, and that continues. 
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Q You mean even though you've got an Assistant 
Secretary who calls his ideas “bizarre”? 


A I don't really know whether you're correct on 
your quote -- 


Q But a senior official wi: was briefing at the 
White House -- 


A The situation concerning -- 


@) -- who I think is aware of Burt's motiva- 
tions, confirmed that it was a correct assessment. 


A Well, the situation concerning Mr. 
Kissinger's role is unchanged. 


Q John, do you have any response to Iraq's 
charges about the U.S. use of chemical warfare in Vietnam? 


4 No. I don't. We said what we had to say on 
that. Don't have any further response. 


Q John, they called your statement day before 
yesterday “unbalanced and hypocritical." 


Q Do you have any comment on that? 
A No. 


Q John, what is the State Department explana- 
tion for the fact that after all the several years of war in 
El Salvador, the strength of the rebel forces is estimated 
to about doubled? 


A Don't know if you're correct on that par- 
ticular statistic, but if you mean why is rebel -- why the 
rebels are still in business -- 


Q No, no. That's not the question. I mean, an 
increase -- a numerical increase in their strength from 
estimates earlier, if I remember correctly, five to six 
thousand, to one I read recently that brings it up to about 
nine, ten, eleven. 


A I think we had a little guidance on that a 
couple of weeks ago, Bernie. Let me go back and dig that 
out for you. 
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Q John, back on the Middle East. Recently 
there's a book been published called Taking Sides which, 
among other things, charges that U.S. pilots Flew combat 
reconnaissance missions, despite U.S. denials, during the 1967 
Six-Day War, for Israel. 





Q I'm told now that the Government of Jordan 
has made a demarche about this charge to the United States, 
and the State Department has responded. 


Can you tell us what that response was? 


A I'd be glad to take a look at it. I'm not 
aware of that, but I'd be glad to take a look at it for you. 


Q John, Ambassador Veliotes, your Ambassador in 
Egypt, said -- it was reported in the paper, telling the 
Congressmen that if you removed the Embassy from Tel Aviv to 
Jerusalem, please let me know ahead of time so I will remove 
from Egypt or the Embassy 2500 Americans, and he issued that 
warning and said what you are getting into it. Do you have 
any comment on that -- on that story? 


A I haven't seen such a comment by Ambassador 
Veliotes, but our position on the Embassy in Tel Aviv and 
the suggestions that it should move to Jerusalem is quite 
clear; and there's a lot of testimony on that. But I'm not 
aware of Ambassador Veliotes' comments. 


Q It was in the, I believe, the Chicago Sun 





which -- 
A I'm still not aware of it. Sorry. 


Q John -- any reaction, John, to the TASS 
report this morning -- accusations by TASS this morning that 
the U.S. is violating airspace in the Persian Gulf, 
attempting to control traffic in the Gulf? 


A No. 
Q John, to follow up with this, have you been 


in contact with the Soviet Union regarding the Gulf war 
during the last few days? 


A Well, I don't think we'll get into that kind 
of detail. Obviously, we are in frequent contact with the 
Soviet Union, and, obviously, they are aware of our concerns 
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about the Middle East in general and specific areas. But 
I*m not going to get into any detail. 


Q John, do you have any cooperation on the -- 
with Western Europe on the Gulf area? Is there any joint 
command or anything like that? 


A Not talking about joint command, but there 
certain , have been discussions. They are -- various 
countries are concerned, and there certainly have been 
discussions with those who are concerned. 


Q While you're on the subject, do you have any 
update of what we think is going on in the Persian Gulf? 


A Really don't, Don. We've seen the claims of 
both sides; suggestion that the Iraqis have moved against 
the Iranians; seen reports from the Iranians that the 
attack is repulsed; obviously, reports of heavy loss of 
life, particularly on the Iranian side. But can't confirm 
the claims or the counterclaims on either side. 


Q On another subject the Secretary testified to 
yesterday regarding the relief and reconstruction aid for 
Lebanon that has not yet been allocated, or whatever the 
word is -- put out for -- committed, I think. Has a deci- 
sion been made whether that will be sent to Lebanon or 
whether it will be reprogrammed for some other place? 


A I don't think a decision has been made. As I 
said a couple of days back, the plans remain in position, 
but in terms of practical considerations, what will be the 
Situation on the ground and to what extent you can carry 
through on those plans, I think that's a reasonable 
question. But I don't think an answer has been offered to 
that, and neither has a decision been made yet on 
reprogramming, I don't think. 


Q Is it a kind of “wait and see" posture, or 
what? 


4 I think we're looking and seeing what 
develops. 


Q Do you have anything on the Times story about 
tensions reported within the leadership in Syria? 


A No. Don't have anything on that, Bernie. 
Seen those reports. We are aware of -- as others are, of 
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enhanced security arrangements in Damascus over the past 
several days, but don’t have any comment on them. 


Q Over the past several days? 


A Uh-huh. 

Q Still under way? 

oy I think the reports indicate that. 

Q You have no sense of what -- 

A No comment on it. 

Q Could you -- no comment on it? 

4 Uh-huh. 

Q Whose reports are these? 

BN I think we've seen some press reports, among 
others, but, certainly, it's obvious to people in Damascus. 

Q Do you know what form the intense security 
arrangements take? 

A I think there are more troops around certain 
buildings. 


ad 


Q John, do you have anything on the Soviet 
underground test reported by Sweden this morning? 


A No. Do not. Sorry. 


Q Do you have anything on a missing American 
citizen reporter in Beirut, Jerry Levin? 


A Something we're concerned about. The Embassy 
is looking into that. Don't have any -- sadly, don't have 
any late information on it. 


Q John, you mentioned an address by Mr. 
Eagleburger. Is that going to be his last? 


A I presume you are referring to newspaper 
reports -- 


Q You presume. 
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A -- that he's moving on, but I don't have 
anything on that for you. 


Q Do you have anything on Armacost coming in? 


x No. I don't have anything for you on that. 
Assuming that there were anything to those reports of Mr. 
Eagleburger's departure, I guess you'd be talking about 
Presidential appointments. 


Q John, I just need to understand this part 
attributed to Secretary Shultz in the Congress yesterday, 
when he says that “I think the Soviets and the Syrians were 
astonished that we just took our Marines out." Isn't he 
talking against the decision taken by the President himself? 


A Well, I don't think that was testimony 
yesterday. I think that was in his testimony last week. 


Q He repeated it yesterday. 


A He repeated it yesterday, did he? I think 
what he was saying is that that was the evaluation of their 
reaction, that they had expected that something would be 
bargained or given in return for that. 


Q Still it sounds like being critical to the 
decision taken by President Reagan himself. 


A I think it's a factual analysis of Soviet and 
Syrian reaction. 


Q John, can you clarify something that came up 
last week? As I recall, the Secretary said before this 
Conservative Political Action Conference, or whatever it 
was, that he had no active request for a visa for Roberto 
d‘'Aubuisson. And yet three days later -- 


A Yes. 


Q -- it seems to me that during that time the 
request must have been active. Can you clarify that? 


A Well, I think his statement came a day on the 
heels of our statement here that there was no active 
request, and that's what we believed and understood at that 
time. As I said, a little later it transpired that we were 
a little too categoric, and that Mr. d'Aubuisson had in fact 
presented his passport. And I'm not -- I mean, we didn't 
get it right. 
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But the fact is that it was a diplomatic passport. 
There was a query about that. It wasn't handed to a 
Consular Officer; it was handed to a Political Officer, and 
in the scope of things, technically there was not an appli- 
cation. But I think our information -- initial information 
was not correct. 


Q Anything on Nicaraguan charges that mines are 
being supplied to the insurgents? 


A Not a thing. 
Q Did you receive a protest? 
n Did I read the what? 


Q Did the State Nepartment receive a protest 
from the Nicaraguans -- 


A I'm not sure whether we've had anything on 
that. Let me take a look at that. 


Q John, do you have anything about the Israeli 
Government arrest of seven American Jews, settlers, in the 
West Bank who were reportedly involved with the attack on 
the Palestinian workers? 


_ A The Consul General in Jerusalem is looking 
into that. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:42 p.m.) 
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Q Let's get this show on the road. I've got a 
luncheon date. 


MR. HUGHES: Bill has an early lunch? Okay. 
Early lunch. Short briefing. Don't have anything for you 


anyway. 
Q We already know that. 


A Do you know that? As distinct from other 
days. Couple of housekeeping announcements. 


Available in the Press Office is the prepared Sta- 
tement by Under Secretary for Science and Technology William 
Schneider before the House Appropriations Committee. The 
subject of the testimony is security assistance. 


Also available in the Press Office is the text of 
a speech by Chief Strategic Arms Negotiator Ambassador 
Edward Rowny before the Los Angeles World Affairs Council. 
That's embargoed until 3:30 EST today. And that is all the 
goodies I have for you. 


Q John, what can you tell us of the status of 
the Administration's efforts to get emergency, or whatever 
you want to call it, military aid to El Salvador? Where is 
that on Capitol Hill? Where is that and what else? 


A Yeah. Okay. That has moved since last we 
spoke. An amendment for $93 million in military assistance 
for El Salvador will be considered in an appropriation bill 
before the Senate. The Executive Branch strongly supports 
the enactment of this amendment. We've made no secret of 
the Government of El Salvador's urgent need for such added 
assistance to provide the necessary security to protect the 
ongoing electoral process beginning with the March 25 presi- 
dential elections. 


A little background on the current situation in El 
Salvador which has led to this action. The Administration's 
military assistance request for El Salvador for FY-84 was 
cut back under the continuing resolution from $86 million to 
$64 million under the continuing resolution. 





Of this, some 30 percent continues to be con- 
ditioned on a verdict in the churchwomen's case which, as 
we've previously indicated, is on track, but in which we 
cannot expect a final verdict for several months. That 
effectively leaves only some $45 million for this fiscal 
year. This amount was obligated at the end of last month. 


At the moment, materiel, ranging from ammunition to 
medical supplies, is being exhausted. The uncertainty of 
future supplies not only affects the Salvadoran military's 
ability to counter a stepped-up guerrilla insurgency, it 
also leaves in serious doubt that Government's ability to 
provide security for the presidential election which has 
already been subjected to guerrilla attacks. 


We had hoped, and the National Bipartisan 
Commission on Central America had recommended, swift action 
to deal with the security needs in El Salvador. It now 
appears that the Congressional legislative process could 
hardly be expected to be completed for a number of months, 
possibly around June. 


The need for this additional military assistance 
is now. The issue, then, is of an estimated need for some 
$265 million in military assistance -- that's the FY-84 
request -- and the requested supplemental, of which only 
some $45 million has been made available this year. 


Under the circumstances, we are faced with the 
limited alternatives of the exercise of options available to 
the President under existing laws, or providing the Congress 
with the opportunity to act on a legislative amendment to a 
current piece of legislation. 


At any rate, the current amendment to provide $93 
million in currently needed military assistance represents 
only a portion of the recommended supplemental in the : 
legislative package implementing the Bipartisan Commission's 
recommendations, and that would be sufficient only to meet 
immediate needs and assure continuity of supply lines during 
this critical period. 


This is an extended explanation of the develop- 
ments which have brought us to this juncture, but the issue 
boils down to an essential question: Either the ongoing 
democratic effort and the upcoming presidential election in 
El Salvador is worth protecting, or it is not. We believe 
that it is. 





Q Copy of that? 
A Sure. 


Q On the $93 million that you are seeking 
today, are you going to deduct that from the $178.7 million 
supplemental? 


A It is my understanding -- I would bow to more 
expert opinion on that, but that is my understanding; yes, 
that -- 


Q They passed out and you would only seek the 
balance here? 


A That is my understanding. 


Q Could we ask you, does this process of using 
the current legislation, as you called it, will that result 
in the end in not having a vote on this matter in the House 
Appropriations Subcommittee headed by Chairman Long; and is 
it fair for us to suggest that that was a goal of the 
Administration? 


A Well, I think that we have been confronted by 
some realities in the past several days. There, clearly, as 
we have conferred with Congressmen and Senators, there has 
been objection which has been expressed to taking some of 
the steps that are available to the President in terms of 
emergency measures. 


It has been made clear that it's less desirable. 
We also have had the situation where the testimony -- where 
the Secretary appeared to testify before Congressman Long's 
committee, and Chairman Long made it clear that his commit- 
tee would not vote on this until after the presidential 
elections. Well, the need is now; not after the 
presidential elections. So the President has decided to go 
this route, and there will, of course, be a vote on this 
bill. 


Q In order to <= the President has decided to 
go this route in order to do what? In order not to have a 
vote -- 


A No, he has taken account of the various opin- 
ions and views that have been expressed, and this is one 
avenue available to him and he has proceeded -- decided to 
proceed in this direction. 





Q Can we get you to say that the Administration 
is trying to bypass that committee, or -- 


A If you're trying to bypass the process, you 
might go another route. The fact is, this is simply a tech- 
nical device to bring it before Congress. 


Q John, even if you go this route, it's still 
gOing to take weeks because the amended resolutions, which 
have already been passed by the House, will have to go back 
to the House; correct? 


A I can't answer that question because I'm not 
an expert in the area. 


Q John, why $93 million? That's more than any 
annual request 'y the Administration and you knew last year 
when you submitted your '84 request the elections were going 
to take place? 


A It's a realistic assessment of what is 
needed. 

Q So you've changed your assessment from a year 
ago as to this year? 

A It's a realistic assessment of what is now 
needed. 

Q What is the basis of the changed assessment? 


Ay I'm just telling you that it is what the 
Administration believes at this time is needed. 


Q Can you be more specific about that par- 
ticular aspect of it? 


A No, I really can't. 


Q Is there reason to believe that there'll 
be a new offensive, a new guerrilla offensive? 


A Maybe you weren't here yesterday, John. But, 
as I said, I think there is evidence that the left is 
seeking to, as they did in the case of the previous elec- 
tion, attempting to subvert it, attempting to prevent the 
people of El Salvador from voting which they did in large 
numbers the last time around. 








The army obviously has to deploy in a different 
manner to protect the election, and it is the judgment of 
the experts that these supplies are needed. 


Q How long do you expect the $93 million to 
last? 


A Can't give you an estimate on that. 


Q John, could you be more specific about what 
is needed here? You just mentioned “ammunition to medical 
supplies". Do you have a more comprehensive estimate than 
that? 


A No, I really -— I don't; I don't. 


Q Can you take that as far as a (inaudible) 
breakdown; helicopters, spare parts. 


A Let me see what we might have on that. 


Q On that question, the Administration has 
recently stressed that the Salvadoran rebels are receiving a 
lot of supplies from Nicaragua; virtually anything they 
want. 


Why is it that according to senior officials who 
have talked about their assistance needs, and what you men- 
tioned today, there's nothing in there that would -- that's 
designed to help interdict the arms flow? 


A Well, I think what the Salvadoran army is 
aleady doing is helpful in the area of interdiction. 
Obviously, the army in Salvador is attempting to prevent 
weapons from the outside falling into guerrilla hands. 


Q No, but I mean -- for example, patrol boats: 
Claims have come that they're coming in a lot by boat and 
yet -- 


A You're recommending that we seek a lot more? 


Q No, I'm asking a question; and the question 
is, why if we're so concerned about the arms flow aren't some 
of the things that we're now asking for involved in arms 
interdiction? . 


A Nothing -- I take well the implication that 
we really should come before Congress and ask for a lot 











more, but I think the feeling is that this is appropriate at 
this time and nothing that is suggested in this amount is in 
any way intended to signal any flagging concern about the 
arms flow. 


Q John, do you have anything on an additional 
$21 million appropriation that the Administration will be 
asking for using a similar device, I guess you said or tech- 
nical device? 


A No, I don't. 

Q You don't have anything on that? 
A No, I don't. 
Q 


Anything new on the proposed aid to Jordan? 
That is -- 


Q Let's finish this. 


A Well, I can finish this one quickly. No, 
nothing new on aid to Jordan. 


Q What if you don't get the money, John? 


a I think the Salvadoran Army would be hard 
put. 


Q Well, I mean, that's logical. They're hard 
put even before, but what if you don't -- 


A Harder put. 


Q And what being harder put would they then 
face? 


A I think you can trace the implications of that 
as well as I can or anybody in this room. Our interest is 
in helping the Salvadorans to provide a strong shield behind 
which they can hold that election. If you don't have a 
strong shield, I presume the election is more open to manip- 
ulation and subversion. 


Q Do you believe that if you don't get this 
money, the government forces in El Salvador would not be 
able to stand up against the rebels? 


A It's hard to make a statement that will 
create a headline. But I think they will be, as I said, 
hard put. 











Q Is failure to supply this extra funding tan- 
tamount to abandonment? 


A As I say, it's hard to ascribe words to it, 
but I think there isn't any question that there is an urgent 
need. The Administration feels that urgent need should be 
met, and clearly the Administration is pursuing this with a 
great amount of vigor and commitment to see that we do what 
we think should be done for El Salvador. 


Q On the Hill in the last couple of days, 
you've said there have been urgent consultations. Has the 
Administration received any indications from the Hill, 
either from the Senate side cr from the House side, that 
using this device will, in fact, enable the Administration 
to successfully get this appropriation; or is this an effort 
to having given up one way of going about it to try another 
way and see if this flies? 


A I think it's an effort to work with the 
Congress to secure passage of this particular legislation, 
and these particular funds, after having conferred with 
members of the Congress, listened their views, and tried to 
take them into account. . 


Q Was this recommended by members of Congress? 


A I don't know that it was recommended. I 
think that the President has considered a number of options 
and decided, in the light of what he has been hearing from a 
variety of sources, including members of Congress, that this 
is the way to attempt to go. 


Q Aren't you saying -- aren't you implying here 
that if Congress doesn't agree to appropriate this money that 
the blame will be at the footstep of Congress? 


4 I don't think it's for us to apportion blame. 
I think it is to state what is obvious, that there is a 
serious need in El Salvador. There is a serious situation 
there, and should the appropriate level of support not be 
given, the process that we have tried to support, the 
democratic process in El Salvador, would be in jeopardy. 


Q Doesn't that constitute a warning? I mean, 
you're saying either the on-going -- 


A It's not a warning; it's a statement of the 
facts. The facts are obvious. 








Q It's not a warning to Congress? 


A It's a statement of the reality of the 
Situation. We hope that Congress will agree with our 
appraisal of the reality of the situation. 


Q If you don't get this money from Congress, do 
you plan, then, to go to one of the alternative funding 
methods? 506 -- Section 506/614, the reprogramming any of 
the others? 


A I think we would have to wait and see. I 
think we would pursue this track and see how this turns out. 


Q Is there a deadline for Congress to act? 
4 Not that I'm aware of. 
Q Has any senior official signed off on a 


March 22? That is, that the order will be given to draw on 
March 22 if there's no Congressional action? 


A I'm not aware of that, Jim. 


Q On that statement, you said no conviction, or 
a verdict rather, in the nuns' case will not be "several 
months." That's a little -- well, at least one month more 
than what has previously been said by senior officials in 
the last month or so. Are you -- do you think there's going 
to be another delay? 


A No, I don't. I don't think you should read 
anything into that. There's been no change in the consensus 
within the Administration in recent weeks about the 
timeframe on the trial. 


Q What about the recent decision by the court 
to take testimony .om Vides Casanova and others when the 
defense attorney <<: the six quit? They had to appoint a 
new defense attorney; has that changed? 


A You may have a later wrinkle than I have, 
although I don't think so. I thought we were now through 
the process and at. the final stage, but maybe you know 
something I don't know. 


Q John, what is the real critical phase here? 
The elections? I mean, the efforts the military will go to 
to protect the elections? 





A I think that introduces a new factor. You 
would have a situation where the army and the government 
would be running out of certain supplies, in any event. But 
you have a complicating factor in that you're trying to run 
an election in the midst of a guerrilla, leftist campaign 
where people are blowing up bridges, destroying roads, trying 
to injure and bring down the infrastructure of the country, 
which is hardly a great platform on which to run elections. 


Q That goes on all the time with or without an 
election. Do you discount the efforts of -- statement uf 
Mr. Ungo that his group will not disrupt the elections, et 
cetera? 


} A I haven't seen a great deal of evidence to 
support that. 


Q John, I'll try it this way. A couple of 
months ago you were talking -- generically, were talking 
about the progress that has been made by the Salvadoran 
military -- 


rN Uh-hum. 


Q Political progress that has been made, the 
progress on the death squads -- 


Ps Uh-hum. 


Q -- and suddenly we're hearing that the whole 
kit and caboodle could fall down unless you get eighty some 
odd million dollars immediately. What -- 


a I don't think there's any contradition in 
those figures. 


--MORE-- 
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Q No contradiction. What has happened, then, 
to put all of those rosy predictions in a suddenly dire 
situation? 


A Well, I don't know that they’re rosy predictions. 
I think we have tried to be realistic about the pace of devel- 
Opment in El Salvador. I don't think anybody, for a moment, 
pretends that the situation is ideal. Nevertheless, the fact 
is that there has been progress in the areas that we think 
are important. 


As you know, the military cycle goes up and down. 
Right now, the army seems to be on something of an offensive 
to try to forestall guerrilla activity. I guess that's heart- 
ening on the military side, although we would be the first 
to admit that the thing goes in cycles; and certainly there 
has been an attempt to move things forward on the human 
rights front. There has been an effort to curb “death squad" 
activity, and in none of these areas are we satisfied with 
the progress; we would like to see more. But there has been 
progress. And I think while that continues, that is heart- 
ening. That's our position. 


Q But John, you're saying that the democratic 
process would be in jeopardy if you don't get the money. 
Now, jeopardy comes in different degrees, I appreciate that. 


A If you have an army defending the tender 
shoots of democracy and trying to protect people as they want 
to go to the ballot boxes, and they don't have any bullets in 
their rifles and are not able to defend that process, it 
seems to me your placing the process in jeopardy. 


Q It's that bad, they don't have bullets? 


A I'm perhaps waxing a little, using a little 
journalistic license. But I'm talking in terms of supplies 
and the ability to insure the security of the country and the 
system. 


Q Is the Administration ready to make any com- 
mitment on certification, or any mandatory requirement on 
human rights compliance? 


A I think the Secretary has indicated on a 
number of occasions in testimony that we are at one with 
Congress in terms of wanting to see progress. The real 
question is the best method of insuring that that goes for- 
ward and that we are willing to talk to the Congress and try 
to work something out on that. 
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Q What active role will the Secretary be taking 
in pursuing this objective? It's going to the Hill. Do you 
have anything planned on testimony -- meetings? 


A I'm sure he is making some calls to 
Congressmen. I'm sure he will be talking to Congressmen and 
trying to underline the importance and urgency of this 
initiative. 


Q Isn't the bottom line -- 


Q John, I just want to come back to this again. 
Given what the Secretary had to say about Lebanon and the 
role of the Congress and the setbacks there, isn't the bottom 
line here that he is telegraphing to the Congress that if 
this money is not forthcoming, they will be responsible for 
any adverse developments in El Salvador? 


A Well, I think what he is saying and what the 
Administration is saying, that if you do not provide the 
resources for El Salvador to defend itself and maintain its 
security, you are raising obvious threats. It's not a 
question of our making threats; it's a question of the threat 
to the process and to those who are struggling to move 
Salvador forward in the direction that everybody would like 
to see. 


Q John, how do.you explain the degree of skep- 
ticism about the reaction on Capitol Hill to what you believe 
and the Secretary believes is in fact slow, but not 
necessarily ~nough, progress? Is it politically rooted? 
There is such a collision of assessments; you've got to have 
some understanding of why is there so much skepticism on the 
Hill. 


A It's hard for me to analyze and ascribe moti- 
vation to Congressmen and Senators. There may well be-some 
political implications; I suppose there may be a lack of 
understanding; there may be misinformation. All these are 
tactors, could be factors. 


Q If you turn that question around, to what 
degree is there a commitment on the part of the Administration 
to this policy, because it is part of a policy and they are 
going to stay with it even though they are rather unhappy 
with the rate of progress and so forth, that you don't want 
to appear to wash your hands of another debacle? 
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A I don’t think that is, if I may say so, 
Bernie, a very profound analysis (laughter) because not only 
the Administration is concerned. It's not a narrow, partisan 
Outlook. We have had a bipartisan commission which came at 
this from different points of view and has come up with cer- 
tain recommendations. They perceive the urgency perhaps even 
more urgently than the Administration. 


Q Let the record note that the profundity was 
even more miniscule than the report. 


A (Laughter) 


Q Do you have any reaction today to Soviet 
Claims about U.S. intentions in the Persian Gulf? 


4 No. Tass, clearly, is incorrect -- You're 
talking about the Tass statement? 

Q Yes. 

A Yes, sure. They are incorrect in misreading 


(laughter) the situation. The Soviets are well aware that 
the United States and many other nations share a concern for 
the peace and stability of the region and for the maintenance 
of the right of free navigation in the international waters 
of the Persian Gulf; and any ascribing of ulterior or evil 
motives, of course, is nonsense. 


Q A couple of points: This morning Mr. Shamir, 
in Israel, criticized Egypt about the Camp David and said 
they reneged on the Camp David Accords; and Syria called on 
Egypt to abrogate or cancel the Camp David Agreement. Do you 
have any position on that? 


oN This is a Shamir statement? Run that by 
again. 


Q Shamir accused Egypt of reneging on the 
letter and the spirit or whatever of Camp David. He said 
that, he accused that the Egyptian press kept attacking 
Israel and all kind of things, and Mr. Assad, I think, of the 
Syrian Government called on the Egyptian Government to 
cancel the Camp David Agreement. 


A O.K. We believe that the essential point is 
that the foundation of peace between Egypt and Israel remains, 
although the relationship obviously is not as smooth as all 
of us would like to see; but we believe that the basic 
foundation is there. 
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Q Do you have anything new on Syria today, John 
-- internal developments that would amplify some of the 
thoughts you had yesterday? 


A No, I really don't, Bernie. I'm sorry. 


Q Do you have any comment on what President 
Saddam Husayn said that -- 


A President who? 
Q Saddam Husayn, of Iraq -- 


Q -- said about accusing Irag of using the chem- 
ical warfare, that he said you borrowed this talk from Iran, 
and you are laying the bridges of amity with them. 


a I don't think we really have much to say 
beyond what we've already said on this. Our condemnation of 
Irag's use of lethal chemical weapons was unqualified; but at 
the same time, we take note of Iraq's repeatedly expressed 
willingness to cease fire, and Iran's refusal to do so. 


It's a fact that the Iranian regime, not Iraq, now 
holds the key to ending the bloodshed. [In particular the 
regime's wanton destruction of human life through human wave 
tactics and its continued rejection of numerous mediation 
efforts belie the moral basis which Iran claims. But that 
doesn't affect what we said about Iraq's use of chemical 
weapons. 


Q John, in that connection, going back to the 
chemical warfare thing, as the State Department now says it 
knew about the use of chemical weapons sometime ago, why did 
it take so long for the State Department to condemn the use 
of those weapons publicly? 


EN Oh, I think on these things, Ralph, you work 
through various channels and see which are most productive. 
We had talked with Iraq about this, and it seemed the prin- 
cipal thing to do, to make the statement we did. 


Q The principal thing was to make the statement, 
but -- 


A The principal thing was to work through a 
number of channels to try to resolve problems. 
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Q Over a period of a year, maybe more? 
A I can*t give you a time span. 


Q John, have any appointments now been made in 
the Administration for Ismet Kittani, when he comes next 
week? 


A I don't know whether appointments have been 
made. I think he might well see Assistant Secretary Murphy; 
he might see Mr. Eagleburger. But I do not know whether 
appointments have firmly been made, but I think those would 
be logical people for him -- 


Q John, could you assess for us a situation in 
Nicaragua, as you see it at the moment -- the degree to which 
U.S. pressures there might have caused changes in Nicaraguan 
behavior and the degree to which these pressures need to be 
maintained? 


A Well, I'm really a little reluctant to give 
you a sort of off-the-top-of-my-head view of the situation in 
Nicaragua, but the Secretary has made clear and I think 
various other Administration officials have made clear that 
we are noting with interest some of the things that are being 
said by Nicaraguan leaders, which appear to hold promise. 
However, words have to be backed up by specific actions, and 
we are looking for that kind of movement. 


I think, in a nutshell, that would be an accurate 
capsuling of what has been said. 


Q And about the U.S. pressures that have been 
applied? 


A No, don't have -- 
Q The effect of those pressures? 
A Don't have anything on that. 


Q State Department officials have said, probably 
since the end of January, that a number of the measures announced 
by the Sandinistas have really turned out to be cosmetic and 
lacking in substance. You hinted at that. 


A Uh-huh. 
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Q Does that remain the assessment of the 
Administration that there is still a complete lack of 
substance to so-called liberalization in election measures? 


A I wouldn't say a complete lack of substance, 
but there certainly is a lot of substance lacking behind the 
words. 


Q And what, in your opinion, can the United 
States do to bring about more action behind those words? 


A -- can the United States do? I think it's up 
to the Nicaraguans to put some more substance into those promises. 


Q Do you have any comment on Israel's refusal to 
allow the director of a charitable educational institution of 
Ramallah on the occupied West Bank, namely the institution 
called an-Nash al-Usra, which is the welfare of the family, 
who was denied to travel from the West Bank to any place, 
and was put on house arrest? Her name is Mrs. Samiha 
al-Khalil. She is very well known. Can you ‘ook into this 
matter, please? 


A Let me see what we might have. I'm not aware 
of it. 


Q John, do you have anything on reports that the 
Cubans have withdrawn about half of their 10,000-man force 
from Ethiopia? 


A Don't have anything on numbers. I think we 
have responded to that story before, and there is something 
earlier. But I'm not sure that we were able to be very 
specific on numbers. 


Q.- Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:45 p.m.) 
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Q Any new ideas? 


MR. HUGHES: New ideas? I have no new ideas; I 
have no announcements; I have no news, so let's get this over 
and get on to lunch. (Laughter) 


Q Do you have any ideas what you're going to do 
to get some aid to your friends fighting the Government 
of Nicaragua? 


A I'm sure that discussions are going on today, 
both within the Administration and between the Administration 
and Congressional leadership. I can't tell you how we will 
proceed with that. 


Q What role is Secretary Shultz taking in this? 


A Well, as you know, he spent more than two 
hours with the Senate Intelligence Committee yesterday 
afternoon. He may have made some calls last night -- I'm 
not sure whether he did -- and I'm not sure whether he's 
making any calls to Congressmen today, but I wouldn't rule 
it out. He might well be. 


Q What are the calls -- 

Q Did Secretary Shultz express regret to the 
Committee on the manner in which this matter on Nicaraguan 
aid, rebel aid, has been handled? 


A Well, let me do that in two parts. 


‘Obviously it was a closed meeting, so we don't talk about 


what he said in the meeting. 


Having said that, yes, I think there's no question 
in general about the Secretary's feeling of regret that the 
consultations with the Senate Intelligence Committee could 
not have gone forward before the discussions with the 
Appropriations Committee. 


Q He's expressing regret over the fact that he 
didn't consult with that committee? He's not expressing 
regret for the manner in which it was -- 





A No. 
Q -- decided to -- 


A You mean about the addition of the amendment 
to the bill? 


Q -- to get -- 
A No, the Administration was not. 


Q I'm sorry. I didn't hear the answer to that, 
John. 


A No. He's expressing regret -- obviously, 
he's speaking for the Administration -- but, no, there was 
no expression of regret about the manner in which the 
Administration attempted to tackle that problem, if you're 
talking about specifically adding an amendment to a bill. No. 


Q There's no regret for that? 
A Not that I know of. 


Q Is anyone willing to admit who it was that 
did it? 


A Oh, I'm sure it was an Administration posi- 
tion, Barrie. And as you always know, we never get into 
details of who says what in an Administration decision. 


Q The people up on the Hill were extremely cri- 
tical of the State Department yesterday. Was it the State 
Department that thought this idea up? 


A I'm really not going to get into that. There 
.was, however -- I just would say, there was an erroneous 
network report last night which said that the Secretary had 
apologized for the way the White House had handled this; and 
let me say that that is not correct. That was not correct. 


Q Did he apologize for the way the State 
Department handled it? 


A What the Secretary did was express regret -- 
as I say, I want to carefully draw this line between what he 
said in a closed meeting; but nevertheless, there isn't any 
question about the Secretary's regret that the process of 
consultation with the appropriate Select Committee, the 
ee Committee, had not gone forward in the proper 
manner. 








Q John, just to make sure that I understand 
this, he feels that maybe the Intelligence Committee should 
have been told -- 


A Not a good process to go to the 
appropriations committee before you go to the authorizing 
committee. 


Q What about the notice that was given to the 
Appropriations Committee, and particularly its Chair, Senator 
Hatfield? Does he regret having given less than 24 hours’ 
icrmal notice? 


A I can't offer you a comment on that specific 
point because I haven't heard him speak on that particular 
point. But I think you also have to remember that all this 
moved very fast. The opportunity of these particular bills 
coming up was something that moved very fast, and the 
Administration moved very fast in view of the problems it 
faces, in view of the urgency of the situation, and in view 
of the fact that Chairman Long's committee had said it would 
not vote on the funds until after the election, which 
Clearly is a problem for the Administration, and in view 
of the fact that various Congressmen and Senators had said 
that they would prefer the Administration did not go the 
emergency route. 


Q Getting away for a minute from the sort of 
bureaucratic -- 


A It's not bureaucratic. It's the legislative 
process. That's what we're talking about. 


Q Well, all right. Getting away for a minute 
_from the legislative process of the details of which 
committee you go to and so on, doesn't the Administration 
at this point feel a frustration or disappointment or anger 
Or something over the fact that it is unable to accomplish 
what it clearly feels it ought to be able to accomplish 
quickly and easily? 


A Feels disapointment. 


Q And what about -- I mean, where does that 
lead you? Don't you, at some point, draw the conclusion that 
you can't do it? 





A That's not what I said at the beginning of 
this session. What I said was that we were disappointed, 
but we were working with the Congressional leadership. 


Q You still think there is a chance of 
attaching this material to another bill? 


A Don't know how it can be done, but we think 
that the facts of the situation in Centrral America, we hope, 
will be influential. 


Q John, to follow on that, does the regret mean 
that you will no longer try to attach the $93 million to the 
Africa food bill? 


A No, that’s not what I said. The regret was 
over tne process of consultation with the Intelligence 
Committee. 


Q Would you just please run through that regret 
again, because obviously there seems to be some confusion 
at precisely what the regret is targeted at? Could you take 
it one step at a time, please? 


A The regret was that the process did not go 
forward as we concede it should have and as we think is the 
correct way to go forward -- namely, that you talk to the 
authorizing committee before you talk to the appropriations 
committee. 


Q Both attempts, the attempt for funds for the 
Contras, plus the -- 


, A That's the principle on which Congress opera- 
tes and which -- 


Q Where is Congress going to go now? [I mean, 
with the authorizing committee having had their briefing 
now, and the appropriating committee going to perhaps be 
meeting on Tuesday to consider at least one of the amend- 
ments on one of the bills, do you see now that that process 
it gone in what you seem to think is the right way to do 

t? 


A I think that is what folks are talking about 
today, how to move this forward in a manner that is 
satisfactory. 





Q So there is no regret at -- 
A Adding the amendment to a bill? No. 


Q Or the speed or the suddenness or the last- 
minute kind of high-balling it past Congress? 


A "High-balling it past Congress." That's 
another one of your colorful phrases. (Laughter) 


Q But there's no regret about that? 
A No. This —_ 


Q That there's not an opportunity to explore or 
debate; here it is at the last minute, and there's no regret 
about that? 


A There are certain realities in that there is 
a sense of urgency about what needs to be done. You face a 
situation in El Salvador where you are going -- you are 
already into an election campaign, where you have harassment 
from the left, where you have an army that is running out of 
supplies -- that has to be remedied. 


Congess apparently is unable to move swiftly on 
that, so the Administration has, as you know, been looking 
for several days on how best to proceed; been consulting, 
been seeking to move this forward with the most dispatch 
that we can. 


Q Was the Secretary part of the decision that 
led to the action to go in there, virtually at the last 
minute, to add an amendment? 


; A Well, as you well know, Bernie, we tend not 
to -- the Secretary has talked about the decision-making 
process in the Administration on many occasions and has 
expressed astonishment that some of you think there should 
be unanimity, and has said on many occasions that, indeed, 
it is healthy that different viewpoints are expressed within 
the Administration. I'm talking general, philisophical 
terms now, not specifically about this particular decision. 


So we have consistently not talked about who said 
what in the Administration. You get the Presidential deci- 
sion, and it's supported. 





Q Can you tell us at what time the decision was 
made to go forward with that amendment proposal when they 
actually did it? How many hours or days was there before? 


A I cannot tell you. I think the final deci- 
sion was made sometime on -- we're Friday today -- I think 
Wednesday, Bernie, but I cannot give you the hour or the 
minute-by-minute sequence, I'm afraid. 


Q Did it originate -- 
A Sorry? 
Q Did it originate from Secretary Motley? 


A As I say, we don't talk about where ideas 
originate fron. 


Q It is important in this -- 


A It's an Administration decision. The 
President made the decision to proceed in a certain way, and 
that's the way we're going -- 


Q The question is on the regret, because -- did 
the Secretary say he regretted that the Intelligence 
Committee had not been informed or briefed ahead time 
because the regret meant that he personally had forgotten to 
do it or that he personally didn't know about it, about the 
amendment, so therefore there was no way to get to the 
Intelligence Committee first? In other words, is it a kind 
of "I'm sorry I bumped into your car?" Was it that kind of -- 


A No, it wasn't that kind of situation. 
(Laughter) 


Q But the point of the regret, was it just kind 
of politeness that, “I'm sorry --" 


: A No, it's not a question of politeness. It's 
an earnest sense of regret -- 


(Podium light goes off.) 


We have to terminate this briefing unless I cai 
get this light on. (Laughter) 


It's an earnest sense of regret that the process 
did not go forward as Congress would have preferred it to go 
forward and as we would have preferred it to go forward in 
an ideal situation. But there was an acceleration of 
activity; things moved fast; the bills were available at 
very ghort notice, and the Administration moved on that, and 
the appropriate consultation didn't take place. 








Q John, you've explained the urgency with 
regard to El Salvador. The regretful situation, as I 
understand it, has to do with Nicaragua. What is the 
urgency to pump another $20 million or so into the counter- 
revolutionary activity there? 


A Well, as you know, I have a little problem 
with that in that you're talking about -- 


Q I will make it vague. What is the urgency 
to increase the funding in that area, or whatever? 


A I think I will leave to the White House 
discussion of that particular covert activity. 


Q John, under the law, it was pointed out 
yesterday in the Appropriations Committee the State 
Department and CIA had the obligation to keep informed the 
Intelligence Committee about developments there and that 
there was no notice of any kind with respect to any urgency 
with respect to the matter that they had to deal with 
yesterday. 


A Let me point out to you that the Secretary -- 
contrary to some reports last night that the Secetary rushed 
up the Hill, let me point out to you that the session with 
the Senate Intelligence Committee had been scheduled for 
sometime, and the Secretary knew he was going up there to 
talk with that committee. 


Q No, but with -- a lot of the criticism went 
to planning of the whole Central America policy. Why is it 
that -- 


A Not that I heard yesterday. I heard -- I did 
not hear criticism of policy. I heard criticism of process -- 


Q That's what I said, the planning of the 
policy. 


A -- and that underlined the Secretary's 
regret, because people who were and are expressing support 
of the Administration's policy, and did again yesterday, 
were concerned about the process. That goes to the heart of 
his regret, and that's Bernie's question; that he regrets 
that we went forward with a process which clearly alienated 
people who support the Administration's policy, and that is 
not a good thing to do because you lose votes of people who 
are for you. 





Q But that's not the point I was trying to 
make. I mean, that's precisely -- planning or procedure 
doesn't make that much difference. 


The point was that Senator Inouye, Senator Leahy, 
other Senators on the Appropriations Committee, pointed out 
that by law the responsible Executive authorities must 
provide up-to-date information at regular intervals with 
respect to on-going programs to the Intelligence Committee; 
that this did not take place because there was no notion of 
any urgency communicated by any senior official or Executive 
Branch member to the Intelligence Committee prior to 
yesterday's meeting. Do you have any comment on that? 


A No, except it does not seem to me to be at 
variance with the Secretary's expression of regret over the 
way it was handled. 


Q John, getting back for just a second to your 
statement that there is no regret over adding an amendment 
to a bill, a lot of the criticism from both Democrats and 
Republicans at the Committee yesterday was over, 
paraphrasing some of their words, “putting Central American 
policy on the backs of the poor in the fuel bill.” That was 
mentioned by a number of Senators in the Committee. 


That is not -- well, that is, to some extent, a 
procedural matter, but it’s also a policy matter. 


A No. Its a technical legislative question. 
It is not at all unusual for diverse subjects to be 
discussed in one bill. 


Q That's correct, it's not unusual for diverse 
subjects, but it's a matter of policy in terms of getting 


one policy matter successfully through Congress. 


A Which bill would you have suggested we affix 
the amendment to? 


Q I'm not in the Administration, but I'm asking 
you whether there's any regret? 


A How many bills are there proceeding at a pace 
which would give you the urgency for sending supplies to El 
Salvador? 


. Q I think you're asking me the questions, and 
I guess -- 
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A Well, you're asking me why we chose a par- 
ticular bill. 


Q No, no. 
A There are two bills available. 


Q No, I'm not asking that question. I asked 
whether the Administration, in light of the criticism it 
received yesterday from bipartisan members of the Senate 
Appropriations Committee on that subject of attaching it to 
a very popular bill that affects poor people in northeastern 
states, and so on, does the Administration have any regret 
over, in retrospect, having done it now, over doing that? 


A I'm not sure how the Administration will 
proceed at something. I'm sure it's being discussed today. 
But I'm not aware of any sense of wrong-doing or any sense 
of -- or any feeling that this was unusual measure to take. 
As you know, it is fairly standard. 


Q Could you answer that question which you 
asked rhetorically: How many bills are there to which these 
amendments could have been affixed? 


A I think there are two bills. 
Q Two? 


A And I think one is involved with the Salvador 
portion; one is involved with the Nicaragua portion. 


Q What is the -- do you have any sense of what 
the emergency allocations are available to the government to 


A To Salvador? 
Q -- to proceed, yes. 


A Any sense of what emergency allocations are 
available? 


Q In other words, what -- in looking forward, 
what recourses, what's the amount of money in the emergency 
till that the Secretary, the State Department has access 
to for -- 


. A I don't, John. You mean if we don't get this 
money, what runs out? No, I don't have those figures. I'm 
sorry. 
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Q Do you have any comment on the military 
action that seems to have taken place between Greece and 
Turkey? Do we know anything about it? What is the stand on 
it? 


A Well, seen the reports, seeking clarification 
of that with both the Greek and Turkish Governments both 
here in Washington and in Athens and Ankara. In all those 
discussions, we are urging restraint. 


Q John, the Turks say that the incident took 
place in an area which was for an operation which had been 
planned much in advance and that everyone knew about it. Is 
that correct, as far as you know? 


A I think -- I wouldn't steer you away from 
that deduction but I think I'm really reluctant to get into 
specifics until we have something more from the respective 
governments. But if anybody came to me and offered that 
thesis, I wouldn't say “be careful." 


Q That was a NATO operation, wasn't it? I 
mean, it wasn't simply Turkish? Or was it simply Turkish? 


A I don’t know whether it was a NATO operation. 
I think the Turkish position is that they were operating in 
an area that had been delineated for the exercise; that they 
didn't move out of it, that what they fired fell within 
that. But I prefer you to get that from them rather than 
us. 


Q We did get it from them. I'm just asking you. 


A Okay, fine. I wouldn't steer you away from 
it. 7 


Q The Greek Government has said that the 
destroyer was definitely in Greek territorial waters and 
“thus firing upon it constitutes, according to the United 
Nation's definition, an act of aggression. Why don't you 
condemn it as such? 


A I thought I just explained that we were 
seeking the facts. 


Q Okay. 


A It's good to have the facts before you make 
condemnatory statements. 


Q Isn't there some dispute over what's terri- 
torial water, and what isn't, in that precise point? 








ll 


A There may be. As I say, we're looking into 
the facts. 


Q Do you have confirmation about -- of the 
reports that the Turks have moved an additional division 
close to the Greek-Turkish border in Greece? 


A No, I have none whatsoever. 


--MORE-- 
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Q Another subject: Any comment on the NBC News 
report about 2000 American troops going into the Honduran 
border to -- 


A Little puzzled -- 
Q -- help with the election protection mission? 


A Little puzzled by that. Pentagon isn't able 
to shed much light on that, but I refer you to them and to 
statements that we have made earlier about exercises in the 
area, but nobody seems to know anything about troops going 
there close to the border or certainly anything of that kind 
of scale. But I think -- 


Q What about the purpose of the -- the alleged 
purpose of the mission to help with the election protection 
process, the election shield process. 


A Don't know anything about that. Try the 
Pentagon. 


Q John, just to follow that up -- 


Q Do you deny that the Administration is 
planning to begin next week emergency readiness exercises in 
that area? 


A No. And I think the Pentagon, as we have -- 
we said, I think, early in February, we talked about a small 
number of Americans being left behind after the exercises, 
plus readiness exercises, and we talked about that at the 
time. But very small numbers are involved, and when we were 
queried on this last night ¢”' again this morning, I must 
say the Pentagon appears t . mused by all this. 


Q Are they denying the numbers? 
A I'd rather you speak to them, but I don't -- 


Q Well, they give you guidance on these issues. 
Are they denying the numbers? 


A Well, the guidance that we got was that they 
were bemused and were looking into it, because they knew of 
nothing of that scope or magnitude. 


, Q John, what's the (inaudible) -- just the size 
of the operation, not the operation itself? 
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A It's a report that 2,000 Americans -- 


Q I know the report, but what -- are you 
denying that exercises will be held close to the border? 


A I think the Pentagon would deny that, yes. 
Close to the border, yes. But I reaily would prefer you -- 
it's their story, and we're really unaware of it. 


Q But it was cited -- the State Department was 
cited as the source of the story. 


A Ah! Well, that may be, John, but the fact 
remains we are unaware of it. (Laughter) The State 
Department is often cited in stories that we're unaware of 
and indeed turn out not to be true. 


Q On Salvador, John, there are these strikes 
that have been going on for some time, and the army moved in 
to end at least one yesterday. 


Do you have any comment on the strikes, and speci- 
fically do you have any comment with respect to the Post 
article which says that the FPMLN is behind the strikes? 


A Well, I just offer these words to you, Jim: 


Notwithstanding promises by the guerrillas’ poli- 
tical spokesmen to the effect that there would be no 
disruption of the voting process, the guerrillas themselves 
have spoken clearly through their actions. 


Since the beginning of the Salvadoran presidential 
campaign, two Legislative Assembly deputies have been 
assassinated, as well as the head of the military tribunal. 
An attack on two trains on February 27 showed utter disre- . 
gard for the lives of civilians. On March 6, guerrillas 
attacked on ambulance of the International Committee of the 
Red Cross, killing two Red Cross workers. Three gas sta- 
‘tions were blown up in San Salvador last week; the 
guerrillas have stepped up their attacks on power lines; 
bombings are up. The guerrillas have warned villagers in 
San Miguel and Usulutan departments not to participate in 
campaign activities. 


We think it's clear that the guerrillas, or at 
least segments within them, wish to see the elections take 
place within an atmosphere of terror. This parallels closely 
the guerrilla strategy during the 1982 elections, a strategy 
which failed completely when faced with the Salvadoran 
people's desire for continued democratic process. 


. While -- 
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Q Copy of that? 
A Well, haven't quite finished yet. 


While such things are hard to prove conclusive- 
ly, the evidence available to us suggests strongly that 
the guerrillas have been actively trying to inflame the 
recent strikes by public sector workers. Nevertheless, we 
understand that at least one of the major unions involved 
has indicated a willingness to accept the wage increases 
offered by the government. 


Q Can we get a copy of that? 

A Sure. 

Q With respect to the assassinations that you 
mentioned, which -- to you knowledge has the FMLN taken any 
responsibility for them? 

A Taken responsibility? 

Yes. 


Por assassinations? 


Yeah. 


> Oo F DO 


Be glad to take a look at that for you. 


Q Do you see any problem because of -- between 
what you have just said and what's going on in Nicaragua, in 
view that they're having elections also and that the 
anti-Sandinistas are also blowing up things and all like 
that? 


A Well, I think the situation is somewhat dif- 
ferent; but anyway, insofar as Nicaragua's elections are con- 
cerned, we yet really know very little about how they will 
proceed, and there also is the problem of what occurs in 

the run-up period to an election -- whether you have a free 
press, whether you have free movement, and whether you 
really provide the conditions that enuble people to go for- 
ward with the free election. 


Q John, can I ask you on another area of the 
world? Do you have anything today that you can tell us 
about the Jordanian strike force? 


A No. 


, Q Nothing? 
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A No. 


Q Do you have anything -- any comment, or do 
you care to comment on an ad today in The Washington Post 
from apparently (inaudible) or opinion-makers in the Gulf 
critical of U.S. policy in Lebanon lately? 





4 No. Sorry. I didn't see it. 


Q John, does the United States continue to 
receive reports that Iraq is continuing to use chemical 
weapons or gas in the war in the Persian Gulf? 


A You phrased that very carefully, Don. Have 
we -- I cannot tell you whether we have evidence, since we 
offered our statement, that the use of chemical weapons con- 
tinues. No, I can't answer that. 


Q Could you check into whether or not you have 
continuing evidence of their use? 

A Let me see what we might have. 

Q And, parallel to that, has any assurance been 


received or statement from Iraq to the effect that they 
will not heretofore, henceforth use such weapons? 


A Well -- 

Q Since the statement made on Monday. 

A Uh-huh. I think that really would involve 
getting into the diplomatic back and forth, and probably we 
wouldn't have a great deal for you on that. 

Q Do you have anything about the situation in 
_the Persian Gulf, either the situation on the ground or 

anything else about -- ) 

A No. 

Q -- what's going on there? 

A No. Don't really have any update. 


Q John, can you clarify the status of Rumsfeld? 
Is he still Middle East envoy, or is he back at Searle? 


A Is he where? 
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Q There were reports yesterday that he is back 
at least part-time running Searle. 


A Yes. Well, that's -- but that has never 
changed. His position has always been that part of his time 
he will go back to Chicago and pick up with his company. As 
you know, he's an unpaid special negotiator, has respon- 
sibilities to his company, and so part of the time he works 
on the Middle East full-time. But when he's back, he has 
commuted between Chicago and Washington, and has -- I think 
he in fact is here in Washington this week. 


Q Does that, John, give the Middle East the 
attention it merits, that sort of arrangement, a part-time 
envoy? 


A I think for the moment he is looking at his 
future travel plans and has nothing in mind for the moment, 
but we'll see how that turns out. 


Q Would you lead us away from the idea that 
Rumsfeld is backing off the Middle East and backing into 
Searle? 


A No. I think where I would lead you is that 
Rumsfeld is carrying out the kind of program that he pretty 
much said he would. I think he made it clear when he came 
on board that he couldn't come for an indefinite period. 
The time when he would return full-time to his company I 
think was never spelled out and isn't spelled out now. But 
I don't see in his pattern of travel or of involvement much 
different to what I think he forecast would be the situation 
when he first came. 


Q Would -- 


; A He's been in a somewhat different situation 
than the others who had a kind of an open-ended thing. I 
think he mace it clear from the very beginning that at some 
stage he would have to go back to his company. 


Q John, would characterize this as familiar, 
having a Presidential envoy who is part-timer? 


A Would I characterize it <-- 


Q Is this a familiar procedure to have a posi- 
tion -- 


A I don't know whether it is familiar in the 
case of -- it probably was not the case with Ambassador 





17 


Habib and Ambassador McFarlane, but it was the case with 
Ambassador Rumsfeld. When he came aboard, it was quite 
clear that this was the way he would proceed. 


Q John, do we anticipate that Rumsfeld will 
make another trip out to the Middle East? 


A Don't have anything on his travel plans. I'm 
Sure that's something he's looking at now. 


Q Po we think there will be another trip out 
to the Middle East by Rumsfeld? 


A There may be. 


Q John, is Dick Fairbanks now in fact coor- 
dinating Iran-Iraq policy as part of his -- 


A We do have some guidance of a day or two ago 
on Ambassador Fairbanks’ role which we can pull out. 


Q John, do you have any comment on the 


increasing reports of the conflict in Syria, internal 
conflict? 

A No. 

Q Nothing? 

A No. 


Q Any information you can offer us on the 
reported new U.S. strategy in the Middle East based on a 
closer cooperation between Israel and Jordan? 


A I'm sorry? The new U.S. -- 

Q Strategy reported yesterday. 

A I'm sorry. I'm not getting it. 

Q Strategy. 

A Strategy. The new U.S. strategy? 
Q Yes. 

A With relation to? 
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Q The accord -- 
A In relation to? 


Q In the Middle East, based on a closer rela- 
tion between Israel and Jordan reported yesterday. 


A No. I really don't. 


Q Would you characterize the relations between 
the U.S. and Iraq as still improving as they were just 
before the chemical weapons episode? 


A Well, certainly we desire to see an improve- 
ment in our relations with Iraq, and, as you know, there 
have been some contacts and discussions. Certainly that 
access and that exchange continues to go forward without any 
impediment that I'm aware of. 


Q Does Kittani still intend be next Wednesday? 

A Kittani is here, I think, next week on an 
unofficial visit, and we do expect him to see probably 
Secretary Murphy and Secretary Eagleburger. 

Q John, two question on Spain, if I may. Do 
you have any comment on the firing of French warships 
against Spanish fishing boats yesterday -- 

A No. 

Q -- that had some -- 

A No. 

Q And, also, do you have any readouts on the 
meeting that took place -- that will take place Monday bet- 
ween the Secretary and the Spanish Defense Minister? 

A Any readout on a meeting? 


Q Yes. I mean, what they are going to talk 
about or something. 


A No. 


Q Do you have anything today on Lebanon and 
reports that Israel may pull back on the weekend? 


’ A No. 
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Q And, also, I think this was overlooked at the 
very beginning. Do you have a specific statement with 
regard to the action taken by the Senate Appropriations 
Committee yesterday? 


A I think I'll give you -- I'll refer you to 
the fine words that I offered. (Laughter) Don't always 
follow my statement, you know. (Laughter) 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:39 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I have a couple of 
announcements up front. 


Firstly, housekeeping. There will be a background 
briefing in the White House Press Briefing Room tomorrow at 
10:00 in the morning on the visit of Portuguese Prime 
Minister Soares. 


I have a statement for you on the Lorton incident. 
The Director General of the Foreign Service has found that 
the three employees referred to him by the Inspector General 
for disciplinary action bore varying degrees of respon- 
sibility in the Lorton incident. Appropriate disciplinary 
action in all three cases has been taken. Two employees 
were given letters of reprimand which will be placed in 
their personnel files. The third employee was given an oral 
admonishment. 


The Department's investigation revealed certain 
procedural weaknesses, not attributable to any one indivi- 
dual which contributed to the unfortunate handling of the 
missing documents. Action is being taken to implement the 
necessary changes. Because of these weaknesses, the 
Director General decided that full responsibility should not 
be borne by these individuals. Therefore, the disciplinary 
action was less severe than might otherwise had been the case. 
For example, the disciplinary action taken did not include 
suspension from duty nor separation from employment. 


The Department of Justice, after a thorough 
review, has indicated it will not pursue criminal prosecu- 
tion against the State Department employees, and in this 
‘circumstance and in keeping with our normal policy, the 
Department of State will not release the names of the 
employees who have been disciplined. 


And, finally, a statement on the inaccurate 
stories about an airlift of weaponry to the Sudan. 


We understand the the Eithopian Foreign Ministry 
has announced the postponement of talks scheduled for March 
12 between Ethiopia and Sudan about bilateral tensions. The 





Ministry statement cited as a reason for the postponement a 
"massive airlifting of sophisticated weapons by the United 
States Government to Sudan." 


As you recall, rumors of an imminent airlift of 
military equipment circulated following the visit of 
Sudanese Vice President Tayyib to Washington ten days ago. 
We want to confirm our statement that at that time that U.S. 
and Sudanese authorities are reviewing the on-going military 
assistance program to determine how the U.S. can strenghten 
Sudan's defensive capability against increased security 
threats from outside the country. But no decision has been 
taken yet as to the type of military equipment or the mode 
of delivery. 


That's all I have for you. 
Q Copy of that? 
A Sure. 


Q Has it been decided whether to send more 
military equipment even if you haven't decided what type? 


x I think what we said at the time still 
applies, Don. That, obviously, we would look at such a 
request from a country lixe the Sudan sympathetically within 
the framework of sympathy, but the fact is that no decision 
has been made. There is a program, and it may well be that 
there might be some acceleration of that program, or 
something like that, but the fact is that no decision has 
yet been made. 


Q Is there going to be a readout on Walters’ 
talks with Nimeiri? 


A I don't. WNo, I don't. 
Q Is Ambassador Walters back? 


A Ambassador Walters is back in Washington, but 
I don't have any readout. 


Q On that Lorton statement that you made, as I 
remember the last briefing, the question was no so much 
whether full responsibility would be borne by the three indi- 
viduals but whether the responsibility would be accepted and 
recognized by their leaders, or the people to whom they are 
responsible to, and you've ducked all of that in the state- 
ment here. 


A Ducked it? 





Q Why is that? 


A Well, I've told you what the disciplinary 
action is and, in general, against whom it has been taken. 
That's the decision. 


Q Who's responsible for the management of 
problems that you mentioned? You didn't call them manage- 
ment problems, but clearly there's a deficiency in proce- 
dures there? 

A Yes, there has been. 


Q Who's responsible for that? 


B Well, I think the investigation has pin- 
pointed deficiencies in various areas, and those are being 
corrected. 


Q Yes, but who's responsible for the deficien- 
cies in those various areas? 


A I can't give you a single personality, Ralph, 
I'm afraid. 


Q Could you specify several personalities, 
perhaps? 


A It may well be. 


Q In the statement that you read, I got the 
impression that you were going very lightly on the three 
because the ultimate responsibility should have been borne 
by senior officials and that it implied that in the future 
that would be the thrust of the approach. Why isn't it 
being taken this time? 


A We hope that there won't be a repetition. 


Q Forget what your hopes are. Why, in fact, is 
-chis amounting to a whitewash of what you yourself admit as 
deficiency and incompetence in safeguarding the secrets of 
the State Department? 


A I think that in the light of the number of 
questions you have raised, what we will try to do is get 
you a BACKGROUNDER this afternoon by some of those officials 
more directly involved with that. So why don't we lay that 
on for this afternoon? 


Q What time -- 








A As soon as we can find out who's available at 
what time, but I presume 3:00/4:00, somewhere around there. 


Q Maybe somebody whose responsible could come 
down? 


A Somebody involved; sure. I'm glad you have 
disavowed any responsibility on my party, Marvin. 


Q John, if I could pursue that for just one 
more point. Could you just tell us, if you won't tell us 
the names -- and I can understand why -- can you tell us 
what position levels the people are? 


A I really can't unless whoever we get this 
afternoon wants to go further, but I really can't because I 
think that might indicate who they might be. But perhaps 
you'll have better luck with whoever comes down this 
afternoon. 


Q John, will you tell us whether they're 
Foreign Service or GS? 


A Two answers to that question: I'm not sure 
whether I would tell you if I knew, but I don't know. 


Q John, on another subject, reports from Iran 
and elsewhere now say that there are indications that in 
addition to the lethal toxic gas that you mentioned last 
week, there are indications that mycotoxins may have been 
used. 


A Yes, looking into that; don't have anything 
for you on it, though. 


Q How are you looking into it? 


A I can't give you the specifics, Jim. I'm 
sure the folks who follow that very closely are pursuing a 
variety of avenues of inquiry. 


Q John, do you have any comment on the proposal 
by the South African Foreign Minister for a regional meeting 
to solve the problems there, which seems to contradict the 
approach through the U.N. 435? 


A We welcome continued expressions such as 
Foreign Minister Botha's -- he is the South African Foreign 
Minister -- of his government's readiness to solve the 





regional problems of southern Africa through negotiations. 
We clearly wish to maintain the momentum presently 
achieved through existing mechanisms and fora, such as the 
joint South African Government-Angola Joint Military 
Commission. 


We take note of the Poreign Minister's latest 
idea. Our position on such a meeting would depend on 
further developments in the negotiations and the desires of 
all the parties. We intend to work with all parties to 
build from the current disengagement process to a broader 
settlement which includes Namibian independence and the U.N. 
Security Resolution 435. Concerning Angola it has long been 
our view that the civil strife in that country can only be 
resolved by political means and by the Angolan parties them- 
selves. 


Q Copy? 
Sure. 


Q John, what do you think about the proposal to 
have SWAPO and UNITA forces there? 


A I think this statement sets the tone of 
response at this stage. I think we want to look at it care- 
fully, see how the parties involved respond to this, and see 
how it moves along. 


Q Do you see this as a new route? Bernie 
talked about the -- 


A I think it's a new suggestion, yes; I think 
it's a new initiative. 


Q Could it be a delaying tactic? 


A I think we'll have to -— I think that's 
‘why we have to see how the parties respond to this, Bernie. 
It's kind of hard to characterize -- 


Q There is a senior member of UNITA -- Mr. 
Chitunda, I think it is -- who is more or less considered 
their foreign minister, who is in Washington now. Does the 
Department intend to have some of its senior people see him? 


A I'm not aware that he's here. I didn't know 
that, but I'll take a look. 





Q Be was as Of Friday. Could you find out -- 
A Sure. 


Q And going back to another point raised about 
Iran-Iraq, is there any answer to the question I raised on 
Priday about whether the United States continues to receive 
reports that Iraq is continuing to use -- 


A No, don't have anything further on that. 
Q Could you look into that? 
A Sure. 


Q John, further on that, do you have any com- 
ment on the Iranians’ letter to the Red Cross -- I'm sorry, 
the Iragi letter to the Red Cross saying that they would 
welcome an independent evaluation of the use and -- 


A If that turns out to be correct, we would 
welcome that. We would welcome the inquiry. As you know, 
we have supported the idea of a U.N. inquiry. 


Q That doesn't, in your mind, though, cast any 
doubt on the evidence that you received of recent use by 
Iraq? 

A No change in our statement, as we gave it. 


Q On the African thing, had the U.S. been con- 
sulted by the South Africans before -- 


A I don't think we were aware of this, Bernie. 
Q Can I stay on that for just a second? 
A Sure. 


Q In the report from the Times today, it says 
that there was little evidence that much of a withdrawal has 
taken place in southern Angola. Do you have anything as to 
the progress of the disengagement? 


A I don't, but I'm just trying to recall what 
has been in the public domain and what seems to have been 
substantiated. I'm not sure I'd agree with that thesis. I 





thought that there was considerable progress, but that there 
had been an impediment as the South Africans thought that 
there had been some counter-activity. 


Q Do you have any idea as to when the disengage- 
ment is to be completed? Is there a date, like April 1 or 
something like that? 


A I think the South Africans talked of a date 
initially. Whether that date still holds, I don't know; but 
I think there was a date. But I mean, that's a matter of 
public record, but I forget what that date was. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Egyptian 
President Mubarak's views, which he made yesterday on CBS on 
Egyptian-Israeli relations? And what will be the position 
of the Reagan Administration if the Congress will link the 
U.S. aid to Egypt with the return of the Egyptian Ambassador 
to Tel Aviv? 


a No. Don't have any comment on either. 
Q Can I follow that up? He accused Israel of 


violating the Camp David Accords and listed several dif- 
ferent allegations. Do you concur with those? 


A Don't have any reaction to those statements. 


Q Do you think Israel has been violating the 
Camp David Accords? 


A Don't have any comment for you. 
Q Syria today called on Egypt to abrogate Camp 


David in the wake of the May 17 abrogation. Do you have any 
observations to make on that? 


A Hadn't caught that report, Bernie, but 
obviously, would not be enthusiastic about such a call. 


Q 
A 
Q 
A 
Q 


Are you concerned about an Iranian victory? 
An Iranian victory? 

Yes. 

Are we concerned about it? 


Yes. 





A Well, I think it would not produce stability 
in the area. 


Q What about the recent development in Syria? 
Do you have any comment on the appointment or (inaudible) -- 


A No. 

Q Can you compare for us the level of par- 
ticipation by the United States in the current round of 
Lebanese reconciliation talks, as compared to the previous 
round last year? 

A In Lausanne? 

Q Yes. 


a Well, there is no U.S. partiocipation in 
those talks at Lausanne. I think there is -- 


Q At this time? 
A At this time. 
Q The last time? 


x Ambassador Fairbanks was on scene, and on 
this occasion I think there is an officer from the political 
section of the Embassy in Beirut present, but not par- 
ticipating in those talks. 


Q And the last time Pairbanks was a -- 


nN I'm not quite sure what -- I'm getting a 
signal here that he was on scene. I guess the level of 
representation was different, but the rationale was the same 
-~- not a participant one. 


Q Can you explain the downgrading of the U.S. 
on-scene presence? 


A No. I*ll really let you draw your own conclusions. 
I don’t have anything for you on that. 


Q How about your answer to my colleague about 
an Iranian victory, can we say that in the war, if that hap- 
pens, that this will create instability in the Arabian Gulf 
area and Iraq? 





A Yes. I think an Iranian victory would create 
instability, yes, in the area. Sure. 


Q And you are concerned. So what are you doing 
besides -- 


a Well, don't misunderstand what I'm saying. 
As a matter of fact, don't misunderstand what I'm not 
Saying. (Laughter) Our position is unchanged; our position 
of neutrality is unchanged. But having said that, in 
response to a direct question, "How would we feel about an 
Iranian victory," we think it would be a destabilizing 
development. 


Q Would an Iraqi victory be destabilizing? 

A We don't think that a victory by either side 
is in the interest of the region. What we have argued for 
is a diplomatic settlement. 


Q Would an Iragi victory be destabilizing? 


A I presume a victory by one side or the other, 
with logical implications of that, could be destabilizing. 


Q John, how is the State Department's effort 
with the Senate Appropriations Committee going on additional 
military aid to El Salvador? 


x I think that that is being worked on today, 
and that continues to move along, Marvin. 


Q What do you mean, “moving along?” Are you 
getting anywhere? 


f I'm sure that various folks are talking about 
it. I'm sure that the White House and State Department are 


‘discussing that with Congressmen and Senators today. 


Q A lot of telephone work today? 


ay I'm sure there's telephone work, sure. Maybe 
visits, too. 
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Q Anything on Ambassador Hartman's talks with 
Gromyko? The Soviet news agency seemed to suggest that no 
progress at all in relations. 


a Well, we regret that the Soviet news agency 
characterized those talks, Bernie, because we prefer that 
they be held on a confidential basis. Ambassador Hartman 
did call on the Soviet Foreign Minister as part of our con- 
tinuing dialogue aimed at solving some of the real problems 
in the U.S.-Soviet relationship. And, as I say, it's our 
practice not to comment on the substance or the atmosphere 
of those confidential diplomatic exchanges, and we regret 
that the Soviet side chose to publicize then. 


Q John, back on El Salvador -- 

Q But you're not challenging the facts. 
‘ The facts? That there was a meeting? 
Q No. The way they characterized them. 


x As I say, we prefer not to characterize those 
sessions, and they have, and we regret that. So I don't 
think we would confirm their version of the facts. 


Q John, on El Salvador, is it true that only 
about $27 million of the $93 million is for replenishing 
stocks that are running out? The rest is for new helicop- 
ters, a new program? 


aN I don't -- there certainly is diversity of 
need. A key item is ammunition. We understand that less 
than 60 days of supply is available in El Salvador for 40- 
millimeter rifle grenades, less than 90 days supply of 8l- 
millimeter mortar ammunition; ammunition for 105 millimeter 
artillery will shortly have to be ordered. The Salvadoran 
Air Force is completely out of 2.75-inch rockets, which are 
‘used by spotter aircraft to mark targets, and they will 
shortly be out of 250-pound, 500-pound and 750-pound bombs. 


The Salvadoran Army has already -- has in training 
about 1400 men for whom there are no rifles, and there are a 
number of other aspects to the shortages. So, sure, I'm 
sure it's not all ammunition, but it's materiel that is of 
vital need to them. 


Q Can we get a copy of that? 
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a Sure. 


Q Do you have any additional information as to 
what's included in the $93 million besides what you just 
said? 


Mh I have some additional. Be glad to make this 
available for you afterwards, but nothing beyond this. 


Q Okay. Also on El Salvador, yesterday 27 
Christian Democrats were detained by army troops under the 
command of a Colonel Cruz in Morazan because it is said -- 


A Reported to have been detained. 

Q Yeah. Cruz -- 

A We understand -- 

Q Pardon? 

A We looked into that and we're unable to con- 
firm that. 

Q Could you look into it a little more -- 

A We did look into it. 

Q Oh. So you're finished looking into it? 

a Yup. Couldn't confirm it. 


Q So in other words, this did not take place, 
to your knowledge? 


A It did not take place to our knowledge, 
that's right. 


Q John, does the -- another subject. Is the 
way now clear for China to buy arms in this country, 
including high technology arms, without further ado, or is 
legislation required? 


A I can't answer that question specifically on 
legislation, Spence. As you know, there has been a Chinese 
military team in the country. 


When Defense Secretary Weinberger visited China 
last September, we agreed with the Chinese to hold follow-on 
discussions at the staff level. Such meetings have taken 
place and will continue to take place. 
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The two sides have simply agreed to explore the 
possibility of cooperation in defensive areas such as anti- 
air and anti-tank systems. A Chinese work team recently 
conducted staff-level discussions on those subjects. The 
work team was here, not negotiating arms purchases, although 
it did visit a variety of U.S. business firms while it was 
here. But, specifically on the question of legislation, let 
me take a look at that for you. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 
A Sure. 


Q John, echoing the story yesterday from The 
New York Times about Secretary Shultz addressing the 
Congress members in the Senate Foreign Relations Committee 
about the fear, or the possibility of -- that moving the U.S. 
Embassy from Tel Aviv to Jerusalem will provoke a wave of 
anti-Americanism or violence in the area, in the Middle East 
and the Islamic countries: 





My question is, will the Administration hold these 
Congressmen responsible just in case, heaven forbids, any 
violence will erupt in this area where these concerns are 
stemming out now? 


a Well, I think our position on the proposal to 
move the Embassy is perfectly plain, and I think there has 
been adequate testimony by Secretary Eagleburger on the 
implications of that. And I'm not quite sure whether -- 
quite where we are on the document mentioned in The New York 
Times yesterday. I'm not sure whether that's in the public 
domain or not, so until I check that one, let me hold off on 
that. 





But, at any rate, our position on the State 
Department's opposition to the move of the Embassy is per- 
fectly clear and the reasons for that have been indicated 
‘time and again. 


Q John, this week's issue of Newsweek magazine 
Says that Congress may be reluctant to give more aid to El 
Salvador because of the U.S. buildup, military buildup, in 
Honduras. Do you have any comment to this? 





A I haven't seen that particular Newsweek 





story, so I really can't vouch for that particular point of 
view, but I wouldn't see the logic of that particular point 
of view. 





v-4"4 


13 


Q The story also says that -- identifies the 
source of The New York Times article on D‘Aubuisson and the 
death squads. Do you have any confirmation of any 
identifications? 





A This is in Newsweek -- 





Q Yes. 


& -- again? No. I'm sorry. I haven't seen it. 
I haven't seen the story. 


Q On that story, the CIA overflights alleged by 
Newsweek. Any comment on that? 





BK Guess you'd have to go to the CIA and ask 
them. 


Q Do you have any -- 


rs I'm sure they'll be a great outpouring of 
information. 


Q Does the Administration have any policy on 
American advisers or trainers or troops in Honduras flying 
airplanes over El Salvador, and weaponry emanating from those 
airplanes targeted at Salvadoran rebels? 


4 I guess you'd have to go to the CIA and the 
Pentagon, and I'm sure they'd be delighted to -- 


Q John, on a related matter, there was a state- 
ment out of Honduras by a U.S. official that Guatemala and El 
Salvador will participate in the Granadero I exercises sche- 
duled to begin sometime in late spring or early summer, 
along the border between Honduras and El Salvador. 


A I'm sorry. Guatemala and -- 

Q El Salvador. Salvadoran -- 

A Salvador. 

Q -- troops would participate in the joint 


exercise with the Hondurans and the Americans. Do you have 
any -=- can you confirm? 


A I don't. Try the Pentagon on exercises. 
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Q John, on the question of the U.S. Embassy in 
Israel, is it the State Department's view that a decision on 
moving it from one place to another could be taken by the 
Congress, or is this within the purview of the Executive 
Branch? 


B Gosh, you raise a very good legal question, 
and I think I would be unwise to give you a snap -- 


Q Could you check on that? 


x -- judgment. See what we might have on it. 
Sure. 


Q Over the weekend, on Friday The Washington 
Post ran a story that there was little objection from the 
Jewish lobby, or the Zionist lobby, to the sale of missiles or 
possibly the other thing which was supposed to be the Rapid 
Deployment Force for Jordan, and Saturday The New York Times 
ran a story which is completely the opposite. 








What is the status of selling Stingers to Jordan 
and Saudi Arabia? What's the whole story? 


x Well, we've made the appropriate notifica- 
tions to Congress, as you well know. 


Q What was the meeting this morning with the 
Foreign Ministers of Honduras and Costa Rica about? 


A They're here for the OAS meeting. They 
came in to see the Secretary. Obviously, they discussed Central 
American matters and the urgency and importance, signifi- 
cance, of the Kissinger Commission report. I think they 
went over to see the President after that, and in fact came 
out and, I think, had some words in public about their visit 
here. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 
(Mr. Romberg hands Mr. Hughes a note) 


A Plash from the front! The BACKGROUND 
briefing on Lorton will be at 4:00 o'clock this afternoon. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:51 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: All right. Why don't we go ahead? 
I don't have any announcements. Happy to take your 
questions. 


Q Alan, do you have anything regarding Iran's 
latest charge that Irag is using chemical weapons in an 
attack yesterday near Basra? 


A Don't have any update on what we said the 
other day, Mike. 


Q Do you have anything regarding the possible 
source of these chemical -- these warfare weapons? 


A No. Again, don*t have anything on that. 


Q Do you have anything about 250 U.S.-made 
helicopters going to Iraq? 


A 250 U.S.-made helicopters? 


Q Bell helicopters. It may have been through a 
third party, but there are a lot of reports. 


A No. 
Q Could you look into it? 


AK I'm not sure how we'd look into it. Refer 
you to the regulations which cover helicopters, and so on, 
in Irag -- well, helicopter sales in general and what kind of 
controls there are -- but I don’t know quite how we'd specifi- 
cally look into what I presume would be a commercial sale. 


Q Alan, on aid to El Salvador, Ambassador 
Pickering at the White House this morning specified that $43 
million of the $93 million in the Administration's request is 
for helicopters, ambulances, and trucks. Most of the chop- 
pers and trucks would -- and all of the trucks would be used 
for what he called “mobility,” and the other $50 million 
would be for what he called “continued sustainment" of the 
Salvadoran military -- uniforms, ammunition, and training. 








The question is, the Administration has made its 
case for passage of the $93 million on replenishment of 
supplies that have run down, run out, are running out, will 
run out in the near future regarding the elections. How 
does that argument apply to the helicopters -- the medivac 
helicopters, the ambulances, the nine or ten additional 
choppers and trucks -- for mobility? 


A I don't think the case, Ralph, has been 
solely made on the question of what ammunition would run 
out, although that obviously is an important factor, and I 
think the President noted yesterday that medical supplies -- 
shipments of medical supplies have already stopped, and, 
obviously, that is a serious problem. 


The basic point beyond those immediate needs, 
which are quite obvious and which were detailed at some 
length here, I think, yesterday in the guidance John had, is 
that there is an ongoing situation in El Salvador where the 
Salvadoran military needs to be able to deal with it. It 
needs to be able to deal with it in the immediate future in 
the context of the election, which is what we are impor- 
tantly focused on, but it needs to have confidence it's 
going to be able to deal with it beyond that. 


I think that, again, the other day we addressed 
this point, that if you don't have confidence that you are 
going to be in a position to continue to fight effectively, 
it affects how you deal in the immediate situation. In the 
case of ammunition, that's perhaps most dramatic where if 
you don't know where your next shipment of bullets is coming 
from, you may husband your bullets in a way which is not 
suitable for effective fighting. The same thing would be 
true in a broader way of not having the appropriate tools. 


There is a validated request, for example, for 
helicopters. That is to say, it has been examined by the 
appropriate officials and determined -- in the U.S. 
Government. and determined to be a valid requirement. So the 
guestion gets back again to whether there will be any possi- 
bility, or what the possibilities would be, for getting 
legislation in an appropriate time frame to be able to get 
this kind of equipment to be useful. 


And so the decision, obviously, is that this is 
needed, that the time frame is such that it is needed in 
legislation which is going to be passed in the near future 
as opposed to waiting three months or whatever it would be. 


Q If I may follow, doesn't that latter argument 
in effect say that the Congressional appropriations process 





is not to the Administration's liking in terms of doing 
things on a long-term basis, that you have to do everything 
in terms of an emergency because you just don't like the way 
the process works? 


A No. It*s simply facing the fact of what the 
situation is on the ground, and what the situation is in 
terms of the legislative calendar on the Hill, and the need 
to work with Congress as effectively as we can to deal with 
both those situations. 


Q Alan, can I follow Ralph's question a little 
bit? How did this become so sudden? Surely the Salvadorans 
didn't shoot off all that stuff John catalogued yesterday in 
two weeks. 


A I don't think it is necessarily so sudden in 
the sense that you're suggesting. What -- we've talked 
about this here before. What has been the case is that 
there is no prospect for getting that money by other means 
in legislative -- in legislation, and, therefore, these 
bills that are pending were seen as an appropriate vehicle 
and one that was necessary to utilize to get that funding in 
a timely manner. 


Q Alan, what is the status of the tactics at 
the moment? I understand that you've now moved off of the 
aid to poor people bill and simply are trying to get the 
Intelligence Committee to approve the Nicaraguan aid on the 
one hand. 


A I don't know what the exact tactical 
situation is, Barrie. The -- you'd have to, I guess, check 
with the committees on what their scheduling is. I read in 
the paper the same thing you did about the Intelligence 
Committee potentially looking at that -- at their issue, and 
I really would have to refer you to then. 


I don't know what the Appropriations Committee 
schedule is, and I'm just not prepared at this point to talk 
about possible options. I think that this is something that 
we obviously are working on and need to continue to consult 
with the Congress on. I think we're just going to have to 
leave it that way. I don't have anything more on it. 


Q Alan, does the fact that M-16 ammunition was 
not on the list given yesterday mean that that's not a 
problem? They have lots of ammunition? 





A I don't know. I don't recall it was on the 
list. I guess I would mainly refer you to the Pentagon as 
to what -- for a detailed list of that. 


Q Well, but it's hard to get anyone to say 
what's on those lists. 


A Okay. 


: *Q And that's one of the most obvious things. 

You'd think of the government troops going out after -- you 
know, in response to guerrilla actions, and the most common 
thing they need is M-16 ammunition, but that was not 
mentioned. 


A Well, I'll try to see if there's anything I 
can get on that, but I'm not sure where the best place is to go 
-- but I will check on that. 


Q The Kissinger Commission recommended that all 
military aid to El Salvador be accompanied by legislatively 
mandated conditions regarding human rights. Why is the 
Reagan Administration dispensing with that recommendation on 
this $93 million? 


nN I think that the basic issue of what has come 
to be called “conditionality” is one that the President 
addressed in his message to Congress in which he 
acknowledged support of the idea of trying to get improve- 
ments in human rights, and that there should be linkage in 
some way with the provision of funding. 


The question is how and what is the most effective 
way Of doing this? We're, as an Administration, on record 
at great length about that, and I think that there is no 
question of the Administration's willingness to continue to 
work with the Congress to find an effective way of doing 
that. So I don't think there's anything -- any effort to 
basically avoid that question. But that's something which 
has to be worked out, I think, in a bill which would come 
out on the more basic approaches and probably can't be 
worked into something in the immediate future. 


But the idea of linking aid to improvement in 
human rights is not something the Administration argues with 
at all. 


Q But hold on for a second. You're asking $93 
million, which is more than any year in the last five -- 
well, in history -- that El Salvador has gotten in one year 





in military aid. And for that $93 million you're proposing 
no legislatively mandated human rights conditions. How can 
you then say that you -- the Administration is not seeking 
to avoid that issue? 


A That is not <2 point here. 

Ralph? 

Q Sorry? 

Q What is the point here? 

A The point here is to try to get the necessary 
supplies to meet the situation in a time frame that is rele- 


vant to that situation. 


Q That could be done if the Administration pro- 
posed, itself, conditionality on the money. 


EN Pirst of all, we're not talking about an 
authorization bill; we're talking about an appropriation 
bill, and -- 


Q But you -- 


A Obviously, this is an issue which requires 
continued discussion with the Congress. I think we'll let 
that process work itself out and not try to define it from 
here. 


Q Can I change the subject? 

A Yes, please. (Laughter) 

Q Do you have any -- could you give us the -- 
whatever your understanding is at the moment of the Soviet 
terms for returning to the Geneva negotiations? 


A No. I think we'll let the Soviets speak for 
themselves on it. 


Q Let me pursue that, then. Have you had any 
indication that the Soviets would return if there were some 
kind of a pause in the deployment schedule? 


nN Again, I think that the Soviets are going to 
have to say what their position is. Our position is clear, 
which is that we would like to resume both sets of nego- 
tiations, INF and START, now. We're prepared to do so, and 
we have positions already on the table. We're prepared to 
continue negotiations. 





Q Are there any conditions under which the 
United States would consider a pause in the continuing 


deployment? 


A I'm not aware of anything specific on this, 
John. You're talking about an effort to get them back to 
the table or something? 


Q No, mot necessarily. A pause -- the question 
was are there any conditions under which the United States 
would pause -- 


A That's a very sweeping -- 
Q -- in the context of resumed negotiations? 


A There certainly is no plan for a pause. The 
question of what might be negotiated I can't really predict 
to you whether is part of an overall settlement which would 
meet the U.S. objectives. This, that, or the other thing 
might not be included. But you would be misguided if you 
were to suggest at this point that the U.S. and the 
deploying countries -- or the countries in which these 
missiles will be deployed -- envisage a pause, absent an 
agreement. 


Q Alan, could I follow that up in a slightly 
different way? There is a story coming out of Moscow now 
that the Soviets are quietly saying that they would be pre- 
pared to return to a combined START and INF session if the 
U.S. would simply agree to hold off any more deployments of 
crvise and Pershing for a year or so. 


Are you totally unaware of that Soviet -- 


A Yes. And I think that there have been some 
public statements -- first of all, I'm not aware of any 
Soviet proposal to merge, and we've already made clear that 
-- the fact that we think a merger would be a complicating 
factor. But, as I say, I'm not aware of any proposal on the 
Soviet part to do that. 


Q Is there a -- 


A Second of all, I'm not aware of the speci- 
fics, and I think that the Soviets -- Mr. Chernenko, among 
others -- have talked publicly about this, or TASS has made 
releases, none of which encompasses what you're talking 
about. 





Q This apparently comes from -- out of Vogel's 
chats with Chernenko. 


os We'll stick with what I just said. 





Q Can we just pursue that for a minute? Are 
there any discussions going on with the Soviets about terms 
for resuming the Geneva negotiations? 


A I can't -- 


Q When Hartman met with Gromyko, for example, 
was there any detailed discussion about that subject? 


“ I'm not going to get into the question of 
what Ambassador Hartman and Mr. Gromyko may have talked 
about, John. The fact is, as I said, we are ready, willing 
and able to go back to the table on INF and START and hope 
the Soviets will decide to do likewise. 


Q But let me -- Alan, just let me pursue that -- 
because there's no sense, I dcen't think, or no public sense, 
of anything going on in the way of any kind of an effort 
being made by this Administration. Is no effort being made -- 
I mean to try to figure out some basis upon which the talks 
could be broadened, the talks could be resumed? Is it just 
a question of our sitting back and deciding when the 
Russians want to come back they'll come back and that's it? 


a I'm not going to rise to che bait of trying 
to explain to you what specifically we may be doing. The 
fact is there are conversations going on. Ambassador 
Hartman's meeting with Prime Minister Gromyko is an example 
of dialogue. Specifically, what is being discussed I'm 
simply not going to get into. 


Q SWAPO yesterday rejected South Africa's pro- 
posal for a Namibia conference on its own terms, and I 
wanted to know what the Administration is going to do to get 
the talks back on track under the UN mandate and is the 
Administration talking to any other members of the Contact 
Group? 


A I don't have any comment, really, on the state- 
ments that were made in the last 24 hours. We had a state- 
ment the other day on this subject and I refer you back to 
that. Obviously, we hope that this process of disengagement 
which has been undertaken will move forward. I think you 
know what the arrangements are with respect to that. I 
won't go over that. So we look forward to that process con- 
tinuing. 





Q That statement was kind of a holding type of 
statement in that it said that the United States is looking 
into it, considering it and so forth -- that is to say, the 
South African proposal. Now, 24 hours later, do you have 
some further judgment to make regarding it? 


A I don't. I would recall for you that one of 
the points that was made in that was that we would also be 
looking at the reaction of the various parties concerned, 
but I don't have any updated reaction or do I necessarily 
expect to have one. I think we probably will see what 
unfolds at this point. 


Q Is somebody going to go out there to try to 
investigate this a little more directly? 


Ay I don't know, Don, whether anyone will be 
doing any traveling. Obviously, we do. And it gets back -- 
I'm sorry I dropped a part of your question. We continue to 
talk with various parties involved in this process, and we 
will continue to do that. 


Q What about the other members of the Contact 
Group, like the British and the Germans? 


A Obviously, we talk with them; but in terms of 
what they're doing and what their attitudes are, I'll have to 
refer you to then. 


Q Alan, do you have any further information 
on what's going on in south Sudan? 


A No, I don't. 


Q At least, you must be following the 
Situation there. 


A Sorry? 

Q You must be following the situation there. 

n Yes. 

Q You don't have any background about what's 
going on? 

aN Not to offer from the podium, no. 

Q Do you have any -- I'm sorry, did I 
interrupt? 


iN Yes. 
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Q O.K. Do you have any comment on the series . 
of two interviews now of the Cuban Vice President that have 
appeared in the Post -- yesterday the one about -- that they're 
prepared to withdraw all advisers, civilian and military, 
from Nicaragua; and today the one about Angola? 


A As far as Nicaragua is concerned, one of the 
aspects of what was said in that interview apparently was 
that they're replacing some of the female and older male 
members of both teachers and medical personnel with younger 
men, apparently with military training. So Cuba in that 
respect is hardening its presence in Nicaragua hy trans- 
ferring into Nicaragua people who are better abie to fight. 


In this light, Cuba's conditional offer to 
withdraw its military advisers is none too convincing or 
that Cuba has admitted to having only 200 military advisers 
in Nicaragua -- a number which bears little relation to 
reality. We estimate at this point between 2500 and 3500 
military and security advisers in Nicaragua -- Cubans. 


In connection with the withdrawal of all foreign 
military and security advisers and forces from Central 
America, of course we have expressed our support for the 
Contadora process's efforts to reach a verifiable agreement 
to reduce the presence of foreign military advisers in the 
region. 


So that is a general statement. 

Q He said, specifically -- 

A I don't have anything on Angola. 

0 Well, with respect to Nicaragua, he said that 
the Cubans would be prepared to withdraw all advisers -- 
military, security, and civiiian -- 

A Well -- 

Q -- if that would guarantee peace in the 


region and between Nicaragua and the United States. You 
have no response to that statement? 


Ay Go back to the framework that the Contadora 
Group has laid out and there is a comprehensive set of 
issues that are addressed in that framework. It seems to me 
that this perhaps addresses itself perhaps to one aspect of 
that, but there are other aspects as well. 





ll 


Q You said “apparently with military training." 
I don't recall the article saying anything about the mili- 
tary training. 


Q Are you making that assumption or are you 
quoting from the article? 


A No. I think it said something about -- I 
don't have the article in front of me, but it said something 
about “better prepared" or there was some language in there 
which left that impression. 


Q How many advisers does the United States 
believe the Cubans have, both civilian and military? 

A I just said twenty-five -- 

Q No, no, no. 

A No? 


Q Both civilian and military. 


A We have given you these figures before. If 
you want me to try and get you an updated total -- 


Q That would be helpful. 

A All right. 

Q Do you count among the military and security 
advisers those advisers to which you refer who may be 


younger and have military training? 


A No. I don't think that those are included in 
the total. 


Q You've been using 2,000 on the number of 
military advisers, and now you're saying 2,500 to 3,500. Is 
that a new figure, this -- 


A It's a new figure in relation to the 2,000. 
I can't tell you, George, when the estimate changed on that. 


Q On Iran -= 


Q Do you know that almost every young people in 
Cubé hes military training, and also do you have evidence 
that these people are a special military training? 
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A I think I'll leave you with what I've already 
said about that. 


Don, did you have something? 


Q Well, I was going to ask you in regard to the 
charges further -- the question I've asked for several days 
with regard to Iran and Irag -- whether the United States 
believes that Iraq continues to use chemical weapons in the 
war. 


A I don't have anything to give you, and I 
don't know that we're going to try to give you a day-by-day 
reading on that. Our concern has been expressed. There 
apparently is a UN team which is now in Iran, so I guess 
we'll see what happens. 


Q I'm not asking for a day-by-day. 
Well, the fact is that on Monday of last week -- which is 
eight days ago -- 


A Yes. 


Q -- you stated that the United States has evi- 
dence which convinces them -- it, the Government -- that 
these weapons are being used -- 


A Yes. 


_ Q -- and I've consistently asked you: Does the 
United States believe that they're still being used or not? 


The Iranians charged -- yesterday, I believe -- 
that they are being used against this island, whatever its 
name is, where this military action has been taking place; and 
so it seems to me proper to ask the question whether your 
evidence shows that they're continuing to use it even after 
the U.S. protest or whether they've stopped it. 


A No. I just don't have anything for you 
today. 


Q Do you have anything about the reports, of 
which there's another one today in the Wall Street Journal, 
of the use of mycotoxins? 





A We are obviously alert to that report. 
We're looking into it. I don't have any specific 
information -- 
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Q You're looking into it -- 


A Don't have any specifics to offer you on that, 
but obviously any charges of that sort are taken seriously. 


Q Alan, do you have any information on an 
increase in military supplies going in to the insurgents in 
El Salvador? : 


A An increase? I don't have a rate, kind of 
reading to give you. I think that it is fair enough to say 
that -- and maybe somebody else does, but I don't -=- but it's 
fair enough to say that there is certainly a continuing 
inflow of support to the insurgents in El Salvador. 


Q Let me ask it a different way. Is there any 
increase or any change in that flow to suggest that a lot 
more is coming in in preparation for some kind of new attacks 
connected to the elections? 


4 I will take a look at that, Marvin. I don't 
know if I can provide a specific answer to that question. 


Q Alan, back on Iran-Iraq, do you have anything 
on the schedule of the Iragi Foreign Ministry official who 
is visiting here this week? 


Ay I don't have anything. Let me see. I think 
we've indicated we expected that he would meet with both 
Mr. Eagleburger and Mr. Murphy; and I have no reason to change 
that, but let me see if I can get anything more specific for 
you on that. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on this report 
coming from Israel about an official protest from the 
Israeli Government against the activities of U.S. Sixth 
Fleet somehow opposing the activity of the Israeli aircraft 
in the area? 


oN I'm not aware of it. I guess you'd have to 
check with the Pentagon and see what they have. 


Jim? 


Q Do you have anything -- two questions: One, 
Rudolfo Siguel in Chile was fired or dismissed by the 
government from his position as head of the copper workers. 
Do you have anything on that? And, also, the -- 


A No, I don't. 
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Q Oh. Could you look into it? 

A I will look into it, but I don't think we 
need to comment on every action of every country in the 
world to -- 

Q I'm not suggesting. It's just that -- 

A Yes, go ahead. 


Q -- you have commented on Siguel before when 
bad things happened to him. 


A I will look into it. 

Q And there's -- the head of the Christian 
Democratic Party of Guatemala is in Washington. Is he 
meeting with anybody here? 

A Don't know. Let me take a look at that. 

Q Alan, just the one thing on Pickering. He 
was at the White House today to just brief the President, 
bring him up to date on things, or I mean is there some -- 


A You'd have to check with the White House on 
that, I think. 


Q All right. Could I ask you also: Why is he 
back in Washington at this moment? Is he here for the -- 


A I don't know.specifically, but it isn't un- 
usual for an Ambassador to come back to Washington from time 
to time. 


Q Well, he was here like, was it, two weeks ago 
or last week; and then I think he went back down briefly. 


A I don't know. 
Q Well -- 


Q Does it have anything to do with the request 
for military aid? 


Q Yeah. I mean -- 


ry It may be that he's back here for con- 
sultations on that issue. I just don't happen to know. 


Q No, but you're not -- 
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Q But would it be unfair for us to conclude 
that he's here to help the lobbying effort? 


A You mean to help make representations and 
explain the Administration's policy? (Laughter.) 


Obviously, he is appearing in various ways, but he 
also -- so to the extent that that helps, obviously that's 
very important and he's a very effective spokesman. But I'm 
sure he's also doing other things in terms of consulting on 
where we go. 


Q Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(Whereupon, at 12:32 p.m., the briefing was concluded.) 
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MR. HUGHES: This is one of those days where you 
can't get anything in, and we don't have anything to give 
you. But, as Bernie Kalb always says, “No news is good 
news." 


Couple of housekeeping announcements. Available 
in the Press Office at 2:00 o'clock this afternoon will be 
the prepared statement by Assistant Secretary for East Asian 
and Pacific Affairs Paul Wolfowitz before the House 
Appropriations Committee. The subject of his testimony is 
the FY-85 foreign assistance proposal for East Asia and the 
Pacific. 


BACKGROUND briefing tomorrow at the White House 
briefing room, 10:00 o'clock in the morning, on the visit of 
Prime Minister Garret FitzGerald of Ireland. That's White 
House briefing room, tomorrow morning, 10:00 o'clock, and 
that is about all I -=- not only about all, it is all I have 
for today. 

Q On the Gulf war, the allegations of lethal 
toxins used by the Iraqis, have you been looking into these 
allegations of mycotoxins? 

The yellow rain aspect of it? 
Yes. 

Yes. Sure. 

And what have you found out? 


Don't have anything. 


co loFrlUC OUlWUlUmlCUCPmUCDOSZ™CSF 


Could I follow that up -- 


Q) What is the -- is it because the scientific 
process takes longer, or is it because everything has turned 
up negative, or is it -- 


No. It's just a question of pursuing the 
investigation ~~ it's not an easy investigation -- and accu- 
mulating what ‘iformation we can turn up. 





Q John, to follow that up, this morning on the 
record, Ismet Kittani, the Iragi version of Eagleburger, I 
guess, mentioned you by name, mentioned the State 
Department's allegations of use, and questioned -- asked why 
in the world the State Department did this without offering 
any evidence on the record, and how could it behave this way? 


A Well, we did it because we consider it to be 
a matter of principle and something that we feel very 
strongly about. Chemical warfare is something which we have 
felt strongly about consistently over the years, and it was 
not a question of making that announcement impulsively or 
without diplomatic dialogue with various parties in advance 
of it. That had been done, and we consider that it was the 
right thing to do to bring that to the attention of the 
world. 


Q So then where is the evidence, John? 


A Well, we're -- there's no question in our 
minds of the correctness of our statement or the evidence, 
but we're not producing it. As I said at the time, we had 
independent evidence, but also there were a variety of other 
reports, and we consider all those to bear out the veracity 
of what we said. 


Q But in such a serious matter -- the use of 
chemical weapons is a serious charge -- wouldn't it be more 
forthcoming to actually present the evidence, as exactly the 
Department has done, or tried to do, in the case of 
Afghanistan or Kampuchea and so on? 


A Well, as we have said, we certainly would 
cooperate with others who are investigating this, and, as 
you know, the U.N. is investigating it, and let us see where 
these various investigations iead us. 


Q So if you're waiting to see -- I'm trying to 
understand the logic -- if you're waiting to see where the 
investigations lead, why make the charge before seeing where 
they -- 


A Well, we're -- we were and are convinced of 
what we said in our statement. There's no question of going 
back on that, so we came out with our statement at that 
particular time. As to making evidence available, there are 
various parties investigating, and let us see where that 
comes out in the longer run. 





Q Is it because the evidence is of an intelli- 
gence nature? 


A I*m not going to get into the origin of the 
evidence. 


Q When you say you're willing to cooperate 
with the United Nations investigation, are you going to turn 
over your evidence to the U.N. investigators? 


A Well, I don't want to be specific. What I'm 
saying is, we support the investigation that is going for- 
ward. Let us see how that continues to move forward, and in 
general, and as a matter of principle, we would be suppor- 
tive. What we will give to anybody who asks us, I can't 
specify at this stage. 


Q Same subject. Are you implying the Iragi 
are covering it up or lying? 


Mn No, we're not implying anything. We came to 
certain conclusions; we told you what those conclusions were. 
We continue to believe those conclusions. We have confidence 
in those conclusions, and they stand out there. It's not a 
question of making charges against anybody after the fact. 


Q New subject? 
4 Sure. 


Q Under Secretary of Defense Richard DeLauer 
said on Capitol Hill in the last couple of days that the 
Administration is pursuing back-channel negotiations with 
the Soviets on arms control matters. From this podium, you 
seem to have said that the only discussions with the Soviets 
are through their ambassador here and our ambassador in 
Moscow. Are you aware of any back-channel negotiations; do 
you know what DeLauer was talking about? 


"y We don't talk about the methods of our 
discussions with the Soviets, or the content. I think Mr. 
Romberg addessed this question masterfully yesterday, and I 
don't have anything to add to tha. 


Q Could you refresh our memory about that 
memorable <= 


BN As to what Mr. Romberg said? 


Q Yes. 





A Although it was tremendously impressive, 
Bernie, I don‘t have his words emblazoned in my memory. We'll 
have to all go back to the transcript. 


Q Do you have video tapes? 
A No, I don't have video tapes. 


Q Since you said that you are satisfied with 
the presence of evidence in the way of Iraq using the chemi- 
cals, allegedly using the chemicals, and you say that you 
have the evidence, are you ready to submit the evidence 
since the United Nations now is discussing this, to the 
United Nations -- 


A As I said, we will be cooperative with that 
investigation but I'm not going to specifically tell you 
what piece of evidence we might hand over or how that might 
be done. But in terms of broadly supporting an investiga- 
tion, yes. 


Q And possibly one of my colleagues ask you 
this, what Mr. Kittani said this morning on the record, 
that you are almost repeating what the Iranians claim, or 
possibly your statemen*s have been used, overused by the 
Iranians more than it's supposed to be used in this matter. 


aN I don't think we can be held responsible for 
the way people use our statements. We said what we had to 
say and what we believed to be the case about Iraq's use of 
chemical weapons. That doesn't alter the fact that we've 
been very critical of various Iranian actions, and continue 
to be critical. But the fact was that on this specific 
issue of chemical warfare, we said what we said and I think 
that was the right thing to do, irrespective of how people 
may use Or misuse that statement. 


Q Let me please press this because we have 
this man, before we came here. There is a feel here that 
this could be distracting from the vehemence and the 
violence of the whole human wave atmosphere that Iran is 
using and possibly Khomeini might be satisfied that this 
issue has been overblown, or it could be overblown. 


So what do you see that you will offer in the way 
of not to just, you know, focus on this issue which is part 
and parcel of the whole war there? 








A We were not and have not been focusing only 
on this issue. We have talked about the deplorable 
casualties in the Iran-Iraq war. We have certainly held no 
brief-out for Iran or what Iran is doing presently on Iraqi 
terrority, but that doesn't alter the fact that we continue 
to feel strongly about the use of chemical weapons. 


Q On the same subject. Mr. Kittani thinks 
that all your evidence is based on the patients who have 
been treated in Europe, and he thinks maybe these patients 
are victims of laboratory test in Iran. You have no way to 
substantiate that. 


A I don't have any comment on his words about 
that. 


Q What's your reaction to the Senate 
Appropriation subcommittee's decision this morning -- 


aN I'm glad that all this is moving along, and 
obviously in what we consider to be the right direction. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the church-state 
dispute in Poland over the crosses in the schools? 


4 No, really don't have any comment on that. 
We continue to hope for a dialogue and national recon- 
Ciliation in Poland, but don't have any specific comment on 
the current -=- 


Q Do you have any comment on the cease-fire in 
Lebanon? 


A No, I don't, Jim. It seems to fragile. 
That doesn't come as a kind of factual assessment. 


Q Has the Soviet Union proposed a new attache 
for the Olympics after the -- 


A I haven't heard of any new proposal on that. 
Have you heard anything on that? I haven't heard that 
they've come up with anybody. 


Q Anything on the request of UNESCO that the 
U.S. Government make the intiative for these documents 
rather than the Senate? 


aN That is a GAO investigation, and GAO, as you 
know, is an arm of the Congress and so it is a Congressional 
and not an Administration initiative although we are, of 











course, following it with interest and will lend it our 
custoriary cooperation. It's a little premature to talk at 
this stage about an Executive Branch approach to UNESCO of 
the kind now being discussed by UNESCO officials because we 
have, as yet, had no request from the GAO to facilitate the 
review, and thus no description of what exactly the review 
will entail. 


The GAO has conducted reviews of U.S. relations 
with a number of multilateral organizations, including 
UNESCO itself. The Administration has cooperated in reviews 
of that kind and will do so in this case as appropriate. 


Q I understand Fascell sent a letter last week 
to the Secretary asking for both general cooperation and 
that the Administration identify itself as the request 
(inaudible). 


A It may have. I'm not aware of that, Jim. 


Q When you described the -- or when you say 
that the United States, or the Administration wishes to be 
cooperative, and so on, what does that mean in terms of the 
issue specifically at hand now? 


4 It means that the UNESCO situation is very 
much on our minds. We've taken the position we have on 
UNESCO. We have objections to the way they operate both 
on a philosophical basis and a pragmatic basis in terms of 
their budget administration. GAO is taking a look at that. 
We will be cooperative, but as far as the specific request is 
concerned of the Executive Branch, haven't had one. 


Q But what? 

A Haven't had one. 

Q From the GAO? 

A Yes, Or UNESCO that I'm aware of. 

Q And you would require a specific request in 


order to then go to UNESCO and say, “We'd like you to 
cooperate in this?" 


A Yes. I think in the way -- in the light of the 


way GAO traditionally operates, if the Executive were to 
receive a specific request or become involved, I think we'd 
look at it at that time. 


Q John? 


A. Lester? 





Q Yesterday, the Washington Times reported that 
a senior State Department official denied yesterday -- so I 
guess it was Monday -- that there was a "cover-up" or 
“whitewash” in the case of three employees at State who 
permitted classified documents to be transferred to the 
federal prison at Lorton. It also reported one of the three 
individuals received a verbal reprimand, and the other two 
received letters of reprimand which will be put in their 
personnel files, but removed after one year. 





If this is an accurate report, I have a two-part 
question: First, did Secretary Shultz order this or was that 
a decision on a lower -- 


A That was addressed -- I guess you weren't 
here for the backgrounder. 


Q I'm sorry, but I just wonder. Is Shultz -- he 
ordered this, right? 
@ 


A Ordered? 
Q I mean, was it Shultz’ decision that this 
matter be disposed of in this manner? 


4 The Secretary approves those decisions. 


Q He approved this? All right, then, a two- 
part question: If this is not a "cover-up" or a "whitewash", 
as apparently the senior American official denied that it was 
a “cover-up” and a “whitewash”, what is your definition of 
"cover-up" and "whitewash"? 


A Oh, Lester -- 


Q What do you mean by it? If this is not -- 
because it certainly appears to be a “cover-up” and a 
"whitewash" -=- how would you define it? Why would you say 
it's not a "cover-up" and a "whitewash"? 


Ay I guess I will let you go to your Roget or 
your Webster, and define those words, Lester. 











Q One last thing: How, under the circumstances, 
does the Secretary, if he approves this kind of disposition, how 


can he reasonably expect the Pentagon or the CIA ever to 
share classified documents with the State Department again? 


A Well, I think that the rationale and the reasoning 


behind that decision were explained at that backgrounder. 


Why don't you take that text.of that backgrounder and read it? 


Q That it's satisfactorily explained? You think 


it was satisfactorily explained, John? 

A I think it was satisfactorily explained, 
sure. 

Q John, on Angola, Goes the State Department 


have any comment on Secretary Haig's confirmed visit to 
southern Angola for talks with Jonas Savimbi? 


A No, no, don't; but he is a private citizen. 

Q Was he advised at all or did he contact -- 

A I don't know whether anybody talked to -- I just 
don't know whether anybody talked to him. 

Q He hasn't contacted you since the meetings? 

A He may have done. Former Secretaries of 


State are often in touch with the Department and often 
inform of their travel plans, but they are certainly not 
Obliged to; and I don't know whether he did or not. 


Q Could you check that for me? 
A We'll take a look at it and see whether -- 
Q On the same area, there are reports now that 





there hasn't been any progress in the disengagement for about 


two weeks since the first joint commission meeting met. Do 
you have anything on that at all? 


A No, I really don't. 


Q John, there are reports in the Lebanese press 
that Israeli officials met with Lebanese officials in 








Lausanne, and requested from the Lebanese Government a new 
security agreement to replace the May 17 Agreement. Do you 
have anything on this? 


A No. Guess you'll have to ask the Lebanese 
and the Israelis. 


Q Do you have any further thoughts, John, on 
the South African proposal for a regional conference, now that 
you've looked at it more closely? 


A Well, not a great deal. Give you what we 
have. We see no indication that the South African Government 
is seeking to circumvent U.N., Security Council Resolution 
435. In their joint statement following their January 
meeting in Lusaka, South African and Angolan representatives 
reaffirmed that Resolution 435 remains the accepted basis for 
a Namibia settlement, and also I think Foreign Minister 
Botha, in the Cape Times, in an interview with the Ca 
Times, emphasized that his ideas for a regional conference 
do not indicate a shift in South Africa's adherence to the 
Resolution, or any change in South Africa's requirement that 
a firm agreement on Cuban withdrawal precede implementation 
of that Resolution. So he himself is saying there is no 
change in the South Africans' position. 





Q Copy of that, please? 

A Sure. 

Q When was that interview given? 
A The interview was on March 14th. 


Q John, the Review of the News, which is a 
publication of the John Burch Society, carries a report that 
the State Department is currently investigating contacts 
between State Department officials, or employees, and organiza- 
tions associated with Lyndon LaRouche. 


One: Can you confirm that? 
x No, cannot. 


Q Can you take that? 


A Yes. 
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Q If it turns out that there is such an 
investigation, can you report on what the reasons for that 
are? 


By Let me find out what the facts are. 


Q -- because there are, obviously, many organi- 
zations that could potentially come in contact with State 
Department officials, and it would be very interesting to see 
what your reasons are for one that you may choose to 
investigate. 


Q Do you have anything today on the destitution 
of Seguel, in Chile? 

A No. 

Q And also, do you have any comment on the GATT 


decision in Geneva, on sugar? 
aN Yes, I do have something on that. 


Do you want anything on the seal hunt in Canada? 
(Laughter) 


The U.S. action in cutting the quota was taken for 
reasons that were not trade-related. In other words, the 
United States was not seeking, and did not gain, trade advan- 
tages from its action. To resolve the problem, the larger 
political issues between the United States and Nicaragua must 
be addressed. The U.S. will urge Nicaragua to address these 
issues in a constructive fashion. 


Q Any particular form in which they will be 
addressed? 


No, I think that -- 
Can we get a copy of that? 
-- the possibilities are obvious. 


Can we get a copy of the statement? 


-r Oo F O °F 


Sure. 


Q John, there have been repeated charges from 
Afghanistan that the United States is attempting to destabil- 
ize them. There have also been reports of massive 














° ll 
desertions from the Afghan army and further reports on a 
Soviet offensive against the Mujahaddin. 


Could we get some kind of an update on what is 
going on in Afghanistan? 


A Let me see what we might be able to produce 
for you on that. 


Q John, do you have any comment to the state- 
ments of the Vice Prime Minister (sic) of Cuba about radio 
broadcasts? 

A Radio broadcasts? 


Q Yes. He was saying that Cubans were 
launching an interference. 


A No. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:35 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. Sorry we're a 
little late. 


A couple of announcements up front. First, a 
housekeeping announcement: Available in the Press Office is 
the prepared statement by Assistant Secretary for Near Eastern 
and South Asian Affairs Richard Murphy, and it was made 
before the House Appropriations Subcommittee on Foreign 
Operations this morning. The subject of the testimony was 
the FY-85 Request for "Economic and Security Assistance for 
the Near East. 


Second, we have a statement on The New York Times 
interview with King Hussein of Jordan. Of course, we difter 
with some aspects of King Hussein's assessment of the 
situation and of American policy. As President Reagan made 
clear in his address to the United Jewish Appeal Tuesday 
night, the United States is supportive of Jordan's security, 
and continues to uphold the views outlined in the 
President's September 1 initiative for Arab-Israeli peace, 
including our position on the status of Jerusalem and on 
settlements. American support for Jordan has taken the form 
not only of security assistance, but also of action in times 
of stress. 





The King’s remarks do point to some serious 
problems we now face. The forces of extremism and terrorism 
are complicating the situation in the region, increasing the 
risks to moderates who contemplate joining the peace pro- 
cess. This bears out the President's concern that American 
constancy and American credibility are crucial to hopes for 
peace. 


The Congress shares in this responsibility to 
ensure that the United States is a steadfast and reliable 
friend of all those who are interested in peaceful solu- 
tions. This applies to Jordan. 


For over three decades, the United States has 
followed a consistent and principled policy of promoting Arab- 
Israeli negotiations. Both sides must know that there is no 
possibility of progress toward peace in the absence of nego- 





tiation. The President's September 1 initiative was, and 
remains, the most realistic, workable, and promising 
approach to a solution. Backing away from negotiation, even 
temporarily, does nothing for the Palestinian cause. 


The United States has had, does have, an¢é will 
always have, a strong friendship with Israel. This, too, is 
a policy the United States has followed consistently for 
over three decades. The progress made since 1973 shows that 
this friendship is fully compatible with successful 
Arab-Israeli negotiations. President Reagan remains ready, 
as before, to offer our support and assistance whenever the 
parties in the area are ready to step forward. 


We repeat there is no possibility of progress 
without negotiation. Five wars in 36 years have made clear 
the Futility of violence. The parties in the region must 
recognize that only with their effort and commitment can 
real progress be achieved. That's the end of the statement. 


Be happy to take your questions. 
Q . Copy? 
A Sure. 


Q In light of the despairing tone of the 
Hussein interview, are you still hopeful that there is any 
chance at all that Jordan will enter the negotiations? 


A Well, we continue to hope for that. Of 
course, this is a disappointment, but as the President said 
when he announced his initiative, this would be a long-term 
commitment on the part of the United States. 


Q Apart from the statements that you and Mr. 
McFarland and others have made, is the United States making 
any direct contact with the King or his representatives to 
put this message through? 


ny I don't know what Ambassador Viets' schedule, 
our Ambassador in Amman, was today. He sees the King fre- 
quently. He may have seen him this morning. I can't tell 
you. 


9 From this end, are you planning to either 
call the King or -- 











A Not aware of any immediate plan. 


Q John, did the statements made by the King 
come to the Administration as a surprise? 


A Are you talking about the timing of when we 
were aware of them? 


Q No, I'm talking about the substance of what 
the King said. Does the whole thrust of the King's position, 
as Outlined in the interview, come as a surprise to the 
Administration? 


A I think the Administration regrets the 
timing, but I have to say that we have had, Bernie, our ups and 
downs in the Middle East; and the participants in the pro- 
cess have, from time to time, exude? pessimism; and then you 
have gone to the other end of the cycle, perhaps not opti- 
mism, but less than pessimism. So I think you had phases 
and, obviously, the King is in a pessimistic phase. 


Q But on surprise <= I notice you're not 
answering the question of surprise. 


A But did we learn of it yesterday? - Yes, we 
learned -- 


Q On substance: did the thrust of the King's 
remarks come as a surprise? 


A We were not aware that he was going to make 
this statement, give this interview. 


Q You know, this is more than pessimism: this 
is a judgment by -- In part, the King says, “I'm very 
concerned about the United States and its double standard 
everywhere. I now realize that principles mean nothing to 
the United States." 


Isn't this a terrible thing to hear from a man who 
is supposed to be a friend of the United States in that 
region? 


A Well, as I said, there are certainly aspects of 
the King's remarks with which we disagree, and clearly, we 
disagree with the suggestion that the United States is 
unprincipled. 


Q What could have prompted him, do you think, 
to have this feeling? 








fh I suppose -- weil, I guess you'll have to ask 
him, but I suppose he's drawing on an apparent lack of 
progress. 


Does this make any difference to the 
Administration's plans to push the Stinger sale? 


on No change in the position of the Stinger. 


Q And how about the logistic force, whatever 
that's called? 


A The logistic force? That's, of course, a 
Classified program, but the Administration will continue to 
move forward on that front. 


Q John, following that up, what impact do you 
think this interview will have on chances of getting those 
particular two projects cleared through the Congress? 


A Have to wait and see. As we said, we think 
the Congress has a role to play in our relations with 
moderate Arab states as well as with Israel. The Congress 
is part of this decision-making process. 


Q John, did the King know ahead of time what 
the President intended to say in his speech to the American 
Jewish Congress(sic)? 


K I'm not sure what the sequence of that was, 
Bernie. I know in the New York Times there's some reference 
by the King to the President*s remarks, but I'm not quite 
sure when he knew the substance of those. 





Q John, I take it you went over this with the 
Secretary. Was the Secretary in touch with the President on 
this? 


A I'm not sure whether the Secretary talked to 
the President this morning, but obviously the Secretary is 
today, as always, in touch with the White House. 


Q John, on the question of Bernie -- I mean, 
I'd like to ask a question, but the FBIS today does state 
that both the Israeli Government and King Hussein have 
received advance copies of the speech, according to Israel's 
radio. 








Now my question is, is that actually a normal pro- 
cedure to send such advance copies to foreign governments, 
or, if not, why in this case? 


4 That King Hussein had made available to 
Israel his speech? 


Q No, no. 

A I'm not sure I understand you. 

Q That the White House had made available 
advance copies to both Israel and to the Jordanian 
Government. 

A Of the President's speech? 

Q That's right. 

A May have done. I don't know. 

Q Okay. Can you -- is this a normal procedure? 

a I don't know whether it's normal. [It cer- 
tainly wouldn't be abnormal for an important address by the 
President. You might want to tell various people he's 


making it. 


Q You would say this is an important speech; is 
that what you're saying? 


a The President's speech to the United Jewish 
Appeal? 


Q Yes. 
A I would say it was an important speech. 


Q And one last thing. What is so significant 
about the timing? You mentioned the timing is wrong. Why 
is it wrong? Would it have been right to say it a month 
from today or a month ago? 


A I think the point that we're trying to make 
is that the President had strongly defended Jordan in his 
UJA speech; had restated his positions on settlements and on 
the Embassy in Israel, and I guess the timing was less than 
ideal. 





Q Okay, one last thing, please. I think, when ' 
the King was asked about it, according to, I think, the New 
York Times also is saying, “I'm not impressed." I think, 
what | understand is that he believes so -- as someone from my 
contacts with the Arab ambassadors here that it is -- it was 
up to the United States to produce something a long time ago 
even since the advance of President Reagan's September plan 
where they claim that the Israelis have rejected it first. 


Now, do you think the Arabs have a case there, 
that the United States could have produced something a 
little earlier than talk to young leadership of B'nai B'rith 
a few months before national elections? 


Mn I do think that others besides the United 
States have some responsibility to work toward peace in the 
Middle East. I think Arabs and Israelis are clearly going 
to have to be involved, as we have suggested in our state- 
ment here. 


The United States can be helpful. I think our 
record over 30-plus years indicates that it has tried to be 
helpful. That's what our foreign policy is based on, the 
desire to bring peace and stability to the area. But to 
Suggest that only the United States can achieve peace in the 
Middle East seems to me to be rather fanciful. 


Q Would it be right to assume that President 
‘Reagan, when he delivered his speech to the United Jewish 
Appeal, was basing it on different perceptions of the King's 
‘attitude? 


A I think the President was restating his 
policy in the Middle East. 


Q What about the specific allegations with 
respect to being turned down on the questions of votes in 
the U.N. on settlements and permitting, or asking Israel to 
permit Palestinians to attend the PNC? 


A Well, we, as we traditionally do, are not 
going to get into the question of diplomatic correspondence 
or who said what to whom. So on the question of the U.N. 
vote, don't have anything for you and I don't have anything 
for you on the question of movement of the West ‘ankers except 
to say that in general we support the principle ‘* freedom 
of movement, but I'm not going to get into any discussion we 
may have had between governments on that. 








Q A couple of questions. Could you amplify in 
any way what you had in your prepared statement where you 
talked about the forces of terrorism increasing the risks 
of those who are planning to join the peace process? Do you 
mean to put Hussein in that context of somebody who is 
facing risks? 


oy Yes. 


Q You do? 


A Yes. 
Q And from whom? 
A I think the direction from which the risk 


comes has been obvious for some time. You've had extremist 
movements at work in the Middle East; you have had a "“govern- 
ment terrorism,” as the Secretary has termed it, and I think 
it's quite clear the kinds of people that he has been 

talking about. 


Q Do you think that then the trust of the 
interview might be done -- might have been made to, as a 
form of insurance on the part of Hussein to meet some of the 
requirements of those you regard as terrorists or extremists? 


A I don't know. I'll leave that to you, 
Bernie, to analyze the King's motives. 


Q John, one of Hussein's complaints, with 
respect to the Reagan initiative, was that we seem to be 
putting much of the pressure on the Arabs to get their act 
together to join the peace talks; and he notes that Israel, 
from the outset, has rejected the plan. It has never said 
that it would really reconsider that rejection. Do you 
think he has a complaint there, that we're putting too much 
a burden on the Arabs and not enough on [srael to make that 
plan work? 


A I think we've tried to work, clearly, to 
use what influence we have with Israel, and we have tried to 
use our influence with the moderate Arab states. I don't 
think "pressure" is a good word. "Pressure" does not seen, 
in the diplomatic area, does not seem to have paid great 
dividends in the Middle East. 


I think the United States has tried to be per- 
Suasive and helpful; tried to facilitate the kind of dialogue 
and the kind of negotiation that clearly has to take place. 








Q John, do you consider the current activity in 
Congressional committees such as that that came to move the U.S. 
Embassy from Tel Aviv to Jerusalem, the restrictions of 
selling some arms to Jordan, and the continuous increasing 
grants and money to Israel through Congressional committees 
were motivating forces which ended the hopes of Jordan that 
they were putting on the United States to come about with 
something? Because I understand in your statement you said 
something about the Congress -- that the Congress shares in 
this responsibility? 


A Yes. 
Q So you consider all of these -- 


A I'm not taking all those -- I'm not givihg 
you an omnibus answer to all of those factors, but I think 
clearly the problems with which some of the programs are 
faced in Congress that affect Jordan certainly did have an 
influence on King Hussein. That would seem obvious. 


Q Let me continue my line of questioning in 
this way. Do you have an idea that these Congressional com- 
mittees and these actions are in contradiction to the 
national interest of the interest of the United States in 
the Middle East which are creating a situation that you were 
hoping to move after Lebanon to something which could be 
productive? So you hold these committees and subcommittees 
and these people who are carrying all of these banners 
responsible to the failure now who have contacts with Jordan? 


Q The Administration has clearly set forth its 
program, and has certain initiatives with regard to Jordan. 
And insofar as Congress, or certain elements in Congress are 
taking a contrary view, obviously that is a difference of opin- 
ion, and it is not in accord of our view of how the policy 
of the United States should move forward, but that's an 
internal debate. 


Q Can we say that this -- what King Hussein 
said is the aftermath of his visit because a lot of reports 
said that his visit to Washington was not productive at all. 
Can we link it with this? 


A Well, you know, I can't give you motivation 
Or analyze why the King said what he did at this particular 
time. I think you'd have to ask him. 


Q John, do you see this statement by King 
Hussein as parallel to the abrogation by President Gemayel 
of the May agreement with Israel? 








A I don't know quite what you mean by that 
question. If you mean, is it disappointing, is it a set- 
back, of course, it is; yes. 


Q I mean that he is -- as President Gemayel is 
put under pressure by so many forces in the Arab world and that 
he's not finding the United States position to be much 
reliable? 


4 I don't want to analyze Jordanian motiva- 
tions. But if you're asking me, is it fact that a great 
deal of Soviet weaponry has been moved into Syria and must 
Jordan be concerned by that, I presume the answer would be yes. 
But I think you'd have to ask the Jordanians about that. 


Q John, when you say “certain elements in 
Congress," are you referring to Senator Moynihan, among 
others? 


ay What I didn't want to do was simply to make a 
blanket reference to Congress. I'm just pointing out that 
there are differences of view and some support the 
Administration's point of view on some of these issues and 
some do not. 


--MORE-- 
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Q John, your last remark about Syria getting 
weapons from Syria, are you suggesting that Hussein -- 

Q Soviet Union. 

Q From the Soviets. Are you suggesting that 


the Hussein statement may be aimed more at Damascus than it 
is at Washington? 


A No. I'm not suggesting that, Bernie. I'm 
just’ drawing your attention to certain realities in the 
area. Somebody asked me, “Where does the threat come from?" 
and I think the Jordanians ought to answer that. But if we 
all, together, look at some of the realities of the 
situation, one of the realities is a great flow of offensive 
weaponry into Syria from the Soviet Union, and I presume 
that other countries in the area, including Jordan, are con- 
cerned by that. 


Q John, with respect to the Reagan initia- 
tive, we have Israel having rejected the initiative all 
along. We now have Jordan, one of the key players, saying 
it's basically a non-starter as far as the Arab world is 
concerned. Where do we go next in our search for a Middle 
East peace? 


A Well, I think we continue to exercise the 
fortitude and the endurance which the President predicted 
when he announced his initiative. Nobody pretended at that 
time that it would be easy, and nobody pretends that it's 
particularly easy right now. 


But the President did offer a set of ideas. He 
did pledge to move in a constructive direction, and these 
ideas do move us in a constructive direction. 


I can't answer your question as to how long it 
takes, but I think the President has made clear that he's 
going to stick with it for a very simple reason: There 
isn't a very attractive alternative to negotiation. The 
only alternative to negotiation in the Middle East is 
Sliding back down that slippery road to war, and that is not 
something that the United States is prepared to accept as 
inevitable. 


Q What about the King's comment that since 
the U.S. is so pro-Israel and the Soviets so pro-Syrian, the 
only feasible alternative he could see is a large conference 
with all the Security Council members as well as everybody 
else in the Middle East? 





ll 


A That's one of the aspects of his remarks 
with which we disagree. 

Q Why? 

A Don't agree with that. Don't feel that a 


larger conference, particularly involving the Soviet Union, 
which has hardly been a helpful or constructive influence in 
the Middle East -- don't believe that that would be a move- 
ment in the direction of stability or progress. 


Q John, is there, as a result -- 


ey Excuse me. Let me -- the gentleman has 
been trying to get -- 


Q You claim that there is no alternative to 
the President's plan, but could you name any interested 
party who shares this view? 


ms (Laughter) Well, I think you'd have to 
keep working at it. I think that there have been various 
expressions about the President's initiative by various 
countries. Agreed, those change from time to time, but we 
have to keep working to bring the key parties together. 


Q What about King Hussein's contention that 
the U.S. can no longer be an honest broker? 


4 I don't think that is really borne out by 
the facts, and no glossing over what the King has said at 
this particular moment, but also I don't think the King has 
shut the door on the prospect of ultimate negotiations. It 
may be a matter of timing, but as Secretary Shultz has 
pointed out, certainly a large number of countries and indi- 
viduals in the Middle East want to keep talking to the 
United States and keep pleading with the United States not 
to give up on the area and not to reduce its sense of 
commitment. 


Q John, as a result of the developments in 
the last week, is there any attempt within the Department or 
the Administration to reassess the procedures whereby analy- 
ses are made, policies are produced, or to re-evaluate any 
of the personalities who have been involved in making these 
policies? 


A I don't think so. I think, obviously, 
there is constant discussion in the State Department on -- 
in all of the geographic areas in which we're interested, 
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and that process goes on. Obviously, there's been a lot of 
discussion about the Middle East. It's -- 


Q Nothing that's escalated -- I don't wan. 
put words in your mouth, but no housecleaning purges, 
anything -- 
4 No. If you mean, do people -- I've discovered 


in my time here that nobody goes home at night, and 

nobody goes home on weekends. If you mean that that trend 
is even worse lately, yes, people -- the lights burn late 
and people are talking and discussing. 


Q John, you say that the conference with the par- 
ticipation of the Soviet Union is not acceptable. King Hussein 
and Mr. Arafat a few days ago --and you didn't comment on that -- 
I believe the State Department didn't say anything about it -- 
they said that Syria and the Soviet Union has to have a role in 
there. 


Since you didn't see eye to eye, it might be very 
hard for you to swallow a role for the Soviet Union -- 


A Uh-huh. 


Q And your concern for peace and stabi- 
lity in the Middle East is eminent from your participation 
in. Lebanon with the Marines and other things. Can you see a 
way that you could meet with the Soviets with the par- 
ticipation of the Syrians and others to bring about such a 
thing? 


A We don't see any prospect of generating any 
great enthusiasm on the part of this Administration for 
that, and, as I say, the reason for that is the record of 
the Soviet Union in the area. And I just ask you to ask 
yourself whether you think what the Soviets have been doing 
is conducive to peace and stability. 


Q This is an opinion of the United States, 
but it looks like it's not the opinion of the parties in the 
Middle East, you know. 


A As I said, there are areas in which we 
disagree. That clearly is one of them. 


Q John, on that point, I mean, you guys have 
not been that successful. (Laughter) Now, why not give the 
Soviets a chance? (Laughter) Maybe they could put a deal 
together. What's wrong with it? 
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A Well, your compassion and your generosity 
and eagerness to include the -- (laughter) -- 

Q I'm just stating tue facts. 

EN -- our Soviet friends is very touching, but 
I haven't quite arrived at that point yet. 

2) Well, do you think that's a possibility, 
though? 

ay I don't see anybody talking about it. 

Q . John, could you address the question -- if 


I understood you correctly, you said there would be no 
change in t.1e Administration's position in pressing for the 
Stinger sale and the joint strike force. 


A Yes. 


Q Is that the essence of the position, then, 
no diminishing of the Administration being in the vanguard 
of pushing those two programs? 


| A Well, there's no change. There simply -- I 
mean, I was asked the question, "Is there any change in the 
Administration's policy on Stinger?” and the answer to that 
is no. 


9 Well, how do you -=- how would you reconcile 
the decision to go forward on both those programs and the 
indictment of the King of overall U.S. policy? 


A As I said, in some -- with some aspects of 
what the King said, we disagree, but the importance of 
Jordan is clear cut. The program that we were recommending 
before was a good one. We don't see any reason to change 
our point of view -- 


Q John -- 

A It's needed for Jordan. 

Q John, can I ask you a question here? How 
perceptions could be so different? I mean, the President 
gave a speech to a Jewish organization in which he supported 
Jordan and was described by a State Department official 
yesterday as being “audacious” in his daring to do this. 
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King Hussein who read the speech, obviously was aware of it, 
came down on the side that the U.S. is completely pro-Israel 
and is of no use as a broker. 


I mean, is it possible you could have these two 
views coinciding side by side? I mean, is there any 
explanation -- 


A It's certainly hard to explain, isn't it? 
The President was reiterating our viewpoints that he has 
made before, underscoring them, before that particular 
audience. But I can't analyze King Hussein. Parties in 
this whole process, as I pointed out, vary in their attitude 
from time to time. I think if you went back and looked at 
some of the King's statements in earlier months and years, 
there would be times when he would be gloomy and times when 
he would be less gloomy. 


Q Would you agree that in an election year 
now the chances of anything happening in a positive vein are 


rather slim? 
a 


A Well, it's hard to predict. We will keep 
engaged, and see how that engagement proves out. 

Q John, can I ask one: In the statement you 
mentioned something about terrorism in the Middie East. 

4 Uh-huh. 

Q What were you really telling us, since you 


turned down the possibility that you were saying the King 
was trying to sell “maybe a popular philosophy in the Middle 
East now to be antagonistic to the United States and not too 
good a friend of the United States." 


What -- you turned that down. What then were you 
trying to say in this terrorism -- reference to terrorism? 


A What is obvious, namely, that those in the 
Arab world who have moved in the direction of peace from 
time to time have not had easy going and have been 
threatened, as we well know in Lebanon. 


I think the Secretary has told the story of the 
Lebanese Colonel who was sitting at his desk and got the 
telephone call, urging him to leave the army. If he did 
not -- and return to his confessional group -- if he did 
not, his son would be shot one hour hence. One hour hence 
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his telephone rang and he got the word that his son had been 
shot and was in the hospital. 


The path of peace is not easy. 


Q Okay. Just to follow up then: Are 
you aware of any such threats to King Hussein which he may 
have -- 


a No. I think we would have to let Jordan 
speak to that, but I don't think the concept of subversion 
and terror would be particularly new in Jordan, as in a 
number of other Arab countries. 


Q And one other thing, please. Jim asked 
about the substance of -- you said that generally the United 
States supports moving -- movement of people from one 
country to the other. 


A Yes. 

Q Well, are you then saying that Israel would 
be better at letting some people, Palestinians, to -- e 

A No. What I. said was that we weren't going’ 


to get into diplomatic exchange that we might or might not 
have had, but that as a general principle we support freedom 
of movement. 


0 Which applies to the Palestinians in the 
West Bank. ; 

A Which would apply to those people. 

Q John -- 

Q John, could I ask you on that, I mean, 


here a guy comes up with some substantive things, the 
King, and you're saying that this guy's doing it because 
somebody's holding a gun to his head. 


A No. That's not what I said at all. 

Q Is that what you're trying to get over 
here? 

a No. I was drawing attention to the reality 


of terrorism in the area. 
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Q John, while we're on the reality of terrorisa, 
don't you think that now that the Administration has made it 
clear through its handling of the LaRouche case, that it 
won't lift a finger -- 


Q No, no. 


Q -- to even enforce its own laws to protect 
a U.S. Presidential candidate, that Xing Hussein or anybody 


I don't think that we will entertain -- 
John -- 
-- political statements in this briefing -- 


No, no. Not —/ 


rr Oo F+ O F 


-- and if we -- if this is going to become 
a venue for political statements, we will end this briefing 
and -- 


Q What kind of a statement is that? 


a That's the end of the briefing today, 
gentlemen. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:20 p.m.) 
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PRIDAY, MARCH 16, 1984, 12:30 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon all. Couple of 
announcements: 


Available in the Press Office is a statement on 
the U.S. attendance at the Second International Conference 
on Assistance to Refugees in Africa, to be held in Geneva 
July the 9th through the llth. 


Also available in the Press Office is an embargoed 
text of Assistant Secretary for Human Rights Elliott Abrams’ 
address. That will be tomorrow. It's available today, 
embargoed, but the address is tomorrow before the Third 
Annual Human Rights Conference of the Baltic-American 
Freedom League in Los Angeles. The topic covered is “Human 
Rights in the Baltic States." 





Then yesterday the Secretary sent to the Speaker 
of the House and the President of the Senate a report to the 
Congress on Administration efforts to achieve peace in 
Central America. That report was required under Section 109 
of the Intelligence Authorization Act for FY 1984. There 
are a number of copies of that report already available in 
the Press Office, and I understand we will have more, a 
larger quantity, later today. 


In brief, the report makes the following points: 


Peace in Central America is a paramount policy 
goal. The report discusses the Contadora Process, stresses 
the strong continuing U.S. support for it. The report 
emphasizes, as did the legislation that mandated it, that a 
‘key to peace in Central America is the attitude of the 
Government of Nicaragua. The U.S. remains prepared to view 
favorably real changes in Nicaragua's behavior and concrete 
positive actions on its part, particularly in Nicaragua's 
election ground rules. But thus far recent signals and 
gestures from the Sandinistas have not been accompanied by 
the substantive, concrete changes that are necessary con- 
ditions for peace. 


The report points out that while regional dialogue 
is essential to peace and stability in Central America, it's 
only one aspect of our policy. We also support political 
reform, economic development, and security of the region's 
democratic nations. 











The report concludes with a reminder of the impor- 
tance of bipartisan Congressional support for U.S. Central 
American policy. It urges prompt approval of the 
Administration's “Democracy, Peace and Development Initiative" 
now before Congress as well as early confirmation of the 
President's new Ambassador-at-Large for Central American 
negotiations -- as you know, that confirmation hearing is 
not scheduled for an early date -- and also calls for ade- 
quate funding for the various programs that are an integral 
part of our policy to achieve stability and peace in an area 
where we have vital interests. 


So that's the report, copies of which are 
available in some small quantity and will be available in 
larger quantity later this afternoon. 


Q And will we get the statement you just read 
to accompany it? 


A You certainly can. 


Q What can you tell us about the missing 
American diplomat in Beirut? 


A Mr. Buckley? Not a great deal more probably 
that you've read or heard already. We don't have a great 
deal more. According to eyewitnesses he was abducted and 
forced into a car by three armed men about 7:30 a.m., Beirut 
time, as he was leaving his apartment building in West 
Beirut. 


We do not know who seized him. We are in touch 
with the Lebanese authorities, with various factions in 
Lebanon, and also the Syrians. All of them have indicated 
they will be cooperative, and that is about all I really have 

for you on that situation. 


Q Do you have any biographical information on 
him? 


A I have a little. He's 56 years of cge. He 
was born in Medford, Mass., May 30, 1928. He is a graduate 
of Boston University where he received a B.A. in inter- 
national relations. He served in the United States Army, 
reaching the rank of Captain. Prior to beginning his civi- 
lian Federal Service, he was a self-employed building 
contractor and a librarian in Massachusetts. He was 
employed as a civilian by the Department of the Army in 
1965, served both in Washington and Vietnam, joined the 
State Department Foreign Service in 1983, was assigned to 





the American Embassy in Beirut in July 1983 as a political 
officer. 


Q Does the biography say what he was doing 
between ‘70 and about ‘83? 


A I don't have any -- well, other than the fact 
that he worked in Massachusetts, but I don't have dates on 
that, Jim. 

Q He joined the Foreign Service in 1983? 


A He joined the State Department Foreign 
Service in 1983. 


Q What was his role in the Army? 

3 I don't know what he did in the army. 
Q John, why did you get in touch -- 

Q How about -- 

A Sorry? 


Q How about distributing a longer version of 
this biography? 


K We'll see what we can produce for you during 
the day; sure. 


Q John, why were you in touch with, among others 
you say, the Lebanese Government, the various Lebanese 
factions and the Syrians. Where the Syrians and why the 
Syrians? 


A Anybody who might be helpful in trying to 
locate him for us, Bernie. Don't misunderstand me. When I 
say we're in touch with factions and we're in touch with the 
Syrians, this is not in any way to suggest culpability. 
What I'm suggesting is that we're working with people who 
perhaps have been helpful in such cases in the past and who 
could conceivably be helpful on this case. 


Q John, the Sudan. Have you got anything on 
this bombing attack on Omdurman? 


A We're aware of that bombing attack. We 
deplore it. (We're) consulting with the Government of Sudan 
and other friendly countries in the region. 








Q Do you have any clue as to the source of the 
attack? There are reports that it was a TU-22 which -- 


A TU-22, I think -- 


Q -- which Libya apparently only has in the 
region. 


A That seems to be the conventional wisdom, 
that the only TU-22s in the area belong to Libya, but -- 


Q Is the ubiquitous Mr. Walters out in that 
part of the world? 


A No, General Walters I saw in the building 
this morning, so he's right here. 


Q What about the discussion that was going on 
sending some additional military equipment by air to the 
Sudan? You said it was under discussion, or something. 


A I don't know that any decision has been made 
on that, Bernie. Be glad to see of it's still where it was. 


Q Aren't we making the jump that if the conven- 
tional wisdom is that only the -- that Libya has the only 
-22s in the area, that it is in fact a Libyan plane that made 
the bombing run? 


A I'm not making the conventional jump because 
obviously one can't be sure of that. I'm just stating the 
facts as they appear to be. The Sudanese seem to think that 
it was a TU-22, and Bill is stating what apparently is 
obvious, that the only TU-22s around are based in Libya. 


Q Did the Sudanese tell you that they think 
it's a Libyan plane? 


A I do not know whether the Sudanese have said 
anything about the nationality of the plane, but I think 
they have said that it's a TU-22. 


Q Is it possible, John, that you might have 
something more on this later today? 


A Keep in touch with us and if anything deve- 
lops, be glad to let you know. 


Q Is there any chance of sending any AWACS 


there? 





A Nothing on that, Bernie. 


Q Don't we, in fact, have surveillance aircraft 
in Sudan now? 


A You'd have to talk to the Pentagon on that. 
I don't know what's there. 


Q Any chance of rerouting -- 
A I don't think so. I don't think there are. 


Q Any chance, John, of rerouting some of our 
naval forces tat are now off the Lebanese coast? 


4 I guess you'll have to talk to the Pentagon 
and see, but I don't have anything for you. 


Q How serious do you see this? 
A I guess it's serious when a plane bombs your 


capital. I'm sure the Sudanese consider it to be very 
serious. 


~-MORE-- 





Q The Sudanese are saying that the aircraft was 
coming from the south direction to Omdurman, so how about 
Ethiopia, because there is the possibility that it came from 
Ethiopia, not from Libya? 


A Well, I don't -- I mean, that's why I'm 
reluctant to bite on where the plane came from, but I don't 
think the direction of a bombing run necessarily indicates 
where it came from. It has been known for aircraft to come 
in from a different direction than from the country in which 
they originated. 


Q You expect the Libyans to have bases out- 
side of their country, south of Sudan? 


a Do I know that they have bases? Well, they 
have, they operate -- 


Q Expect them to have bases -- 

A If you're asking me that question, not in 
this context, sure. They've got, obviously, bases from 
which they operate in Chad, as a result of their activities 
there. But that's a factual response to your question. I'm 
not suggesting anything in connection with this incident. 

Q John, do you have any comment on South Africa 
and Mozambique signing a peace treaty, and the United States 
-- what role it may have had in that? 


A I don't, Mike, have anything on that. 
Let me see if we might have something on it. 


Q John, a minor point on Buckley. My notes say 
you have him at age 56, born in May of 1928. 


A Am I off on the date there -- a discrepancy? 
Q That would make him 55. 

A O.K. Let us go back and -- 

Q One month short. 


A Either somebody has gotten the birth date 
wrong or his age. Why don't we just check that? 


Q He will be 56. 


A Have we clarified that? 








Q Unless this is a Gary Hart-type operation. 
(Laughter) 


A You're in a very playful mood today. 
(Laughter) It's Friday. 


Q John, still on the Middle East area, do you 
now think that the chances for the Stinger sale are affected 
at all by King Hussein's statements? 


A Hard to say how they are affected. The 
Administration's position is unchanged. We will go forward 
with the Stinger project. 


Q Have you been able to talk to him? Has the 
Ambassador talked to him, to find out any further insights 
into what prompted his statements? 


A I don't have a readout for you, but 
Ambassador Viets sees the King frequently and may well have 
talked with him since this. 


Q Who requested the meeting today, Mr. 
Eagleburger or the Jordanian? 


Ay We requested that meeting with the Jordanian 
Ambassador. 


Q What was the subject to be discussed? 
Stingers? 


A Obviously, they would discuss King Hussein's 
remarks, but there are a number of other matters going for- 
ward in connection with Jordan, not the least of which is 
the Stinger and the JLP, and this meeting was set up with a 
variety of topics in mind, but I'm certainly not suggesting 


Q When was that set up? 


A I think it was originated yesterday, but 
again, as I say, they will cover a number of topics. 


Q John, on that other matter before the Senate, 
about moving the Embassy to Jerusalem, there are those in 
the Administration who fear that such a move would be 
catastrophic for U.S. interests in the Middle East and may, 
in fact, even endanger U.S. diplomats and U.S. embassies in 
the Middle East. 





I'm just wondering whether or not the 
Administration is going to Congress and talking about this? 


A Oh, yes, I think the Administration is. The 
Administration feels very strongly about this, is strongly 
opposed to it, and I think has made that position very 
clear. It's something the President feels strongiy about. 


Q On the Stingers, the Wall Street Journal says 
that the Administration has decided, despite its feelings, 
to reduce its lobbying efforts on it. Are you denying that? 





A Reduce its lobbying efforts? 
Q Yes. 
A Not that I'm aware of. 


Q John, about the Iraq-Iran war, yesterday Mr. 
Kittani met Eagleburger -- 


A Yes. 


Q -- and in the view of the decision of the Arab 
Foreign Minister in Baghdad, can you tell us anything? 


A I can't. Mr. Kittani met Secretary 
Eagleburger yesterday afternoon; the Secretary dropped by, 
spent some time at that meeting. I think he probably has 
also seen Secretary Murphy this morning by now, but I don't 
have any readout for you on those meetings. 


Q John, do you have any response to the March 
12 Izvestia article on the front page of their inter- 
mational section, which attacked the Reagan Administration 
for having ties to what they described as “neo-Fascist 
groupings" led by Lyndon LaRouche? 





Haven't seen it. 
You expect me to believe that? } 
I expect you to believe the statement that I -~ 


Let me ask you this. Does -- 


r Oo F OD YF 


Are you suggesting that I told you a lie? 








Q Well, I'm suggesting -- 

A Are you suggesting that I told you a lie? 

Q If you said you -- 

A New subject. No more questions from you. 

Q If you said you, meaning the State Department 
A Would you like me to close this briefing now? 
Q -- I find it hard to believe -- 

Q Come on. 

Q Oh, cut it out. 

Q Aw -- 

Q Shut it off. 

Q I find it hard to believe that the State 


Department is not aware -- 
Q That's enough. 


Q -- of something on the front page of the 
international section of -- 


(Microphones off and briefing was concluded at 
12:44 p.m.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. A couple of announce- 
ments. First, I would like to introduce Irene Novak, who 
is going to be with the Press Office for about six weeks as 
part of an on-going personnel rotation program within the 
Bureau Of Public Affairs. Irene comes from the Office of 
Public Information in the Bureau, and she's been there since 
that office was opened about four years ago. She has a 
great deal of experience, therefore, in answering all kinds 
of questions, and I know you'll join me and the others i 
the Press Office in welcoming her. 


Why don't you stand up so they can see who you 
are. 


(Ms. Novak stood up.) 


Okay. Available in the Press Office is the pre- 
pared text of Deputy Secretary Dam's address before the 
Export-Import Bank's Annual Exporters’ Conference. The 
speech is entitled “ASEAN's High Road to Growth: Lessons 
for the Developing World.” 


That's it on announcements. Happy to take your 
questions. 


No questions? 


Q Could you confirm that there are AWACS planes 
in the Sudan and give us the purpose and why they're there? 


A And why they're there? 
Q Yes. 


A Following the unprovoked attack on Sudan by a 
Libyan aircraft on March 16, the Egyptian and Sudanese 
governments have requested our assistance to bolster the 
capability of Egyptian and Sudanese air defense systems by 
providing early warning of air attacks. 


The AWACS will take part in combined air defense opera- 
tions being carried out by Egypt and Sudan. The purpose of 





these operations is to deter sustained attacks by ° 
demonstrating that the three countries can rapidly put in 

place the assets necessary to deal with such aggression. 

We're also examining what longer-term assistance we can 

provide Sudan in the air defense area. 


Q Copy? 
A Yes. 
Q How many AWACS, Alan? 


A I'm going to have to refer you for details to 
the Pentagon on that sort -- 


Q Can you amplify that phrase, “the three 
countries making assets available?" Is that to suggest that 
the United States -- to what degree, to paraphrase, would 
the United States be prepared to support Sudan militarily? 


A I think that -- well, I guess basically I 
would refer you back to what I said which is that this is an 
effort to bolster the air defense systems of Egypt and 
Sudan, which is what they have requested us to do. I can't 
really go beyond at this point, in terms in of what the long 
-- what I've said, in terms of the longer-term measures, 
that those are being looked at. The AWACS deployment is a 
-- I don't have a timeframe precisely, but it's a short-term 
effort which would be followed up by a longer-term -- 


Q Do you rule out the use of U.S. manpower; 
military power, manpower? 


A Well, of course, there are U.S. military per- 
sonnel in the aircraft. What are you -- are you referring 
to something other than that? 


Q Because of that word, you make a point of the 
‘three countries’ assets and there you include the United 
States, so we can have some idea of the range of the 
American military commitment. 


A Well, what we're talking about is the 
deployment of AWACS aircraft, in this case. 


Q (Inaudible) 


A Beyond that, again, as I say, we're looking 
at what longer-term measures we might take to assist Sudan 
in the air defense area. 





Ralph? 


Q Alan, you mentioned this business about 
looking to a system in the air defense area. Last week, and 
the week before, the discussion of that review was in the 
context of Ethiopia. Was that review at that time in the 
context of Libya and Ethiopia or has that review now been 
broadened to deal with air defense vis-a-vis Libya as well as 
the situation with Ethiopia? 


A I don't recall, myself, putting it in the con- 
text of Ethiopia. The request was in the context of the 
Vice President of Sudan's conversations when he was here. 
That review is on-going. 


In specific answer to your question, obviously we 
would look at the requirements, and I think the Sudanese 
would look at the requirements, in terms of the overall 
situation, including the Libyan attack. 


Q Am I wrong? I thought the questions that 
were asked were in the context of his request, which I 
believe was in the context of Ethiopia. But are you saying 
now that it was not; it was -- 


A I'm not addressing specifically what he asked 
for. I don‘t recall that we have done that. I don't know what 
the Sudanese have talked about. But, obviously, as I say, it 
would be in the context of the overall situation, including 
this attack on Friday. 


Q Is the attack that took place on Friday, this 
bombing raid, considered by the Department to be part of the 
problem which caused the earlier review and caused General 
Walters to go out there, or is this considered to be 
something separate and different from the general situation 
_that had obtained previously? 


A I don't know if I can address it specifically 
as you've phrased it -- 


Q Explain what is going on out there. 


A -- but the Libyan threat to Sudan is not new 
as a general matter. However, this attack which obviously 
was not expected was a new element, is a new element, and 
will be looked at in terms of considering the overall 
assistance package that would be provided in response to 
Vice President Tayyib's request. 








Q Could you explain what it was that caused the 
concern of the Vice President and the consideration here, 
going back several weeks, of some accelerated assistance to 
Iran? 


A I think we referred beth -- to Sudan. I think 
we referred both, Don, to concerns of pressure from Ethiopia 
and Libya. 


Q Alan, there's a report that one of the 
unexploded bombs found after the raid was of Soviet manufac- 
ture, fairly recent Soviet manufacture. Do you have any 
further information on the party which carried out the 
attack, and do you believe the Soviets were involved as a 
supplier? 


A Well, we have good reason to believe that the 
attack was from Libya. Among other things, the reports from 
Sudan, which were based on eyewitness accounts, are that the 
plane was Soviet-built Tupelov TU-22, supersonic bomber, and 
Libya is the only state in the region known to have TU-22s 
in its air force. It's not, I think, surprising that they 
would be armed with Soviet ordnance as well. 


Q Do you know that to be true, that -- 
A I do not know that myself to be true. 


Q Alan, is the AWACS there solely with defen- 
sive, as it were, rules of engagement, or could they be used 
if the Egyptians decide to retaliate or take a pre-emptive 
action? 


A They are only there for defensive early 
warning for the Egyptian and Sudanese defense forces. 
There's no intention to use them in offensive operations. 


Q Alan, have the Egyptians asked for, and has 
the United States given permission for, transferring any 
American-supplied military equipment from Egypt to Sudan? 


A I don't know the answer to that. I think I 
would have to refer you to the Pentagon on that question. 


Q Also -- 


A And I'm not sure that they have the answer, 
to that but -- 








Q Would you know if there are any indications 
that the bombing raid last Priday was more than an isolated 
incident? Have there been any reports of any build-up of 
either bombers or troops or anything menacing to Sudan? 


A There is no evidence of preparations for a 
massive attack. But as the attack of last Friday shows, 
there can be a surprise attack, and we certainly would not 
rule out, and would be concerned about, the possibility of 
that sort of thing. But we don't have any evidence of 
massive attack preparations. 


Q Alan -- 
A Go ahead. 


Q Do you have anything to prove that Libya is 
the actor behind this raid besides the fact that it's only a 
Soviet aircraft, TU-22? 


A I'm going to stick with what I said before, 
which is, we have reason to believe that Libya was respon- 
sible for this attack. I'm not going to be able to go beyond 
that. 


Q Because on Friday we had already this piece 
of information in hand, but you refrained from saying that 
it's Libya. Now, you're saying it's Libya - 


nN That's right. 
Q -~- without adding anything to this. 


A Well, we sometimes don't cite what infor- . 
mation we have because we're not able to do that. But we do 
have reason to believe that. 


Jim? 


Q Alan, on what you're reviewing now, just to 
make sure, last week you said there was a review, or the two 
countries were reviewing what was needed. And now you're 
saying that you're determining long-term defense systems. 


Are the two issues synonymous; are the two reviews 
synonymous? 


A In terms of the Sudan? 





Q Yes. 


A Yes. I think this is all being folded into 
the consideration of the request that was made before. 


Q Alan, is there any retraining program being 
considered for that squadron of F-5s that we have given to 
the Sudan? It seemed to be pretty ineffective in defending 
the capital. 


A I'd ask you to check with the Pentagon. 
Don't know the answer to that. 


--MORE-- 











Q Could you give us any outline of that request 
now, the dimensions of the Sudanese -- 


A No. I can't do that. Sorry. 


Q Alan, you said the AWACS deployment was 
short-term. Is the review expected to be completed before 
the end of the AWACS deployment? I mean, should we look for 
the two things to happen at the same time? 


A You're trying to pin me down to a calendar. 
I can't tell you that. Obviously, there is a need to try to 
deal with the defense situation and the possibility that 
there would be instances where that would be required. So 
ideally one would be able to do this in a normal fashion in 
which you would not have gaps. 


But I can't really tell you, Ralph, how -- we 
don't have a projection for the deployment period for the 
AWACS. I don't have a projection for the completion of the 
review and the availability of whatever supplies may be 
determined to be necessary. So I just can't give you that 
kind of a calendar. 


Q Can you characterize the review in the same 
words you characterized the deployment -- short-term? 
A I just said I can't give you a timeframe on 
it. 
Abdu Salam? 


Q Since you ruled out the airlifting of mili- 
tary hardware to Sudan and you are saying that there is a 
review going on now, can we understand that the first 
results of the ongoing review was to send the AWACS and the 
possibility in the future might come about that you might 
have an airlifting of equipment and weapons and arms, since 
there was a report this morning, in one of the papers, that 
it was decided to airlift something. But you are saying no. 


Q Yeah. That review continues. I would just 
caution you that the AWACS deployment is in response to a 
separate request from Egypt and the Sudan. It was not part 
of the request that we had been reviewing since Vice 
President Tayyib's visit here, so I would put them in 
somewhat -- your question seemed to bunch them together a 
little more than I think I would do. 


But, in any case, the review of what we might 
supply under the existing agreement, but what we might 








airlift if we're going to do that, and so on, is-still being 
looked at. 


Q Let me ask another question: Do you have any 
motive, if you pinpointed Libya as being involved in this air 
attack on Sudan? 


A Yes. 


Q Do you have any motives? Do you understand 
Or could you say that there are motives for the Libyans? 
What are the motives that you can understand? 


A I can't try to explain Libya's motives in 
this. 


Q When you said a moment ago there's no pro- 
jection for deployment, do I take that to mean that the 
deployment in fact is open-ended at this point? 


A That's -- I say it's going to be a short-term 
measure, so I would steer you away from the suggestion or 
the implication of the term "open-ended." On the other 
hand, we don't have an ending date, so with that caveat, I 
suppose, in a sense, and 4 very narrow sense, yes, we can't 
tell you when they're going to leave. 


Q Last time when there was war in Chad, also you 
sent AWACS for a couple of days, for a couple of weeks, and 
you withdrew them. And then some Sudanese officials said that same 
thing will happen, you will put them there a couple of 
weeks, then you withdrew them, and then another attack will 
come, and so on and so forth. Why don't you station them 
there? That's the question I have. 


A I think there are a lot of reasons, most of 
which I guess I would ask you to talk to the Pentagon about, 
but, as I said, there is a recognition of a longer-term 
need, and that need is being addressed. 


Q Has the scope of the rebel attacks in the 
southern Sudan -- have they increased markedly since 
President Nimeiri was here in November? And, also, does the 
State Department have any intelligence on the “cooperation 
agreement" between the Sudanese People's Liberation Movement 
and a fringe of the right-wing Muslim Brotherhood in Sudan? 


A I don’t have anything for you on either of 
those. 








Nothing on that? 
Another topic or -- 


I have a few questions on the Libyan affairs. 


r © OD O 


Go ahead. 


Q Have you been directing any warnings to Libya 
through a third party? 


A Well, I think all I really can say is that we 
have passed a message to the -- or through the Belgians, who 
are our protecting power, to the Libyans, but I don't have 
any comment on the substance of that message. 


Q I have three questions, or Southern-Hemisphere 
type questions: Do you have anything about those anti- 
nuclear protests in New Zealand about the arrest? 


A No. 


Q Does that weaken the Alliance in any way, 
these type of protests? 


I don't have anything for you on that. 


A 
Q Alan, do you have any -- 
Q Well, can we -- 

A 


Go ahead. You've got two more. 


Q Last week there were a number of nations, 
including New Zealand and Australia, backed a U.S. position 
on UNESCO. Did you have anything to say on that? Do you 
have anything? 


As Well, I think we had a guidance available 
last week on the large group of nations which got together 
and made some points, and you can get that from the 
Press Office, but I don't have it with me. 


Q Last -- BBC's got a report that South Africa 
has said it's going to stop providing intelligence to the 
U.S. about Soviet warships to the U.S. and the U.K. because 
the South Africans say they can't get spare parts because of 
the embargo, and therefore they can't help out. Do we have 
anything on this or could you look into it, please? 
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A No. I don't have anything, and I wouldn't 
look into it. You're talking about matters which touch on 
intelligence, and I wouldn't -- without steering you one way 
Or another, I wouldn't get into it. 


Q Do you have any comment on King Hussein's 
interview with CBS yesterday? 


A No. I really don't. I think Larry Speakes 
addressed this this morning at the White House, and I'd 
refer you to what he said, but I don't have anything to add. 


Q Is the decision still made to go ahead with 
the Stinger? 


A Yes. 


Q Alan, has the State Department taken a posi- 
tion on the possibility of the PLO sending some participants 
to the Olympics? 


A The PLO? 
Q Yes. (Laughter) 


A I'm not aware the PLO is a member of the 
Olympics. 


Q Become aware of it, because it's coming up. 
A Are they a member of the Olympics? 
Q Not yet. (Laughter) 


A Let's deal with things as we have to. We 
have enough problems to deal with. 


' Q Okay. All right. Another problem: Do you 
have any comment on the remarks made by President Marcos of 
the Philippines on U.S. involvement in his political -- his 
elections? 


A Not really. We have made clear that we're 
not -- what we're for is democratic elections, and we have 
not interfered, and I don't think his remarks were directed 
at the United States in any case. So I really don't have 
any statement beyond that. 


Q Why did he mention the United States by name? 








il 


A I thought he directed his remarks at others. 
But, in any case, we're not interfering in the elections, 
and we have no intention to do so. 


Q Do you have anything on special arrangements 
the Administration might be making to observe elections in 
El Salvador next Sunday? 


A I don't at this point. I think we will have 
an announcement soon on -- it may not be from here, but the 
Government will have an announcement soon on our observer 
delegation. Obviously, there will be one, and it will go 
shortly. 


I also understand that there are over 20 countries 
who are sending official observers, beyond which there are 
many countries that are sending unofficial observers, and 
there are some estimates which suggest that there may be 
even more observers, both unofficial and official, than were 
there in March '82. So I think there will be a lot of 
people around watching this process unfold. 


Q Anything on the visit of the Angolan 
President to Cuba? 


A No. I don't, Bernie. 

Q Alan, what is the status of the U.S. Marines 
off Lebanon's coast? Any changes in their rules of engage- 
ment or in their deployment? 

aA Don't have anything new on that. 


Q Do you have any situation report on the 
Iran-Iraq war? 


A No. I don't. 
° Q Anything on the article in the Post yesterday 
by Lally Weymouth on what happened between October of '82 
and -- nothing at all? 

A No. 


Q How about Mr. Buckley? Do you have anything 
new on him? 


A No. I don't have anything new. Obviously, 
the efforts continue, but I don't have anything new on him. 
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Q As far as you know, no one has claimed 
responsibility? 


A I haven't seen anything on that, that 
Suggests anybody has. No. 


Q Alan, is the U.S. still observing closely the 
Lebanese conference in Lausanne? 


A Sure. We have somebody there. 
Q How do you read the developments -- 


A I don't have a readout to give you. I think 
that you doubtless have a lot of reports coming in, and I'll 
refer you to what you may have. 


Q Alan, first let me clear this question. Are 
questions regarding Soviet-inspired terrorist attacks on 
U.S. Presidents or other political figures in the United 
States in order at this briefing? 


A If they involve United States -- well, let's 
see what your question is. I hear a Lyndon LaRouche 
question coming up. Go ahead. 


Q Well, now that you have had time to review 
the March 12 -- and by “you” I mean the Department, not you 
personally, have had time to review the March 12 Izvestia 
attack on alleged connections between Lyndon LaRouche and 
the Reagan Administration, do you read that article, (1) as 
a call for the Administration to cut off its ties to Lyndon 
LaRouche and associated organizations, a call from the 
Izvestia which is a Soviet state publication? 








A Finish your questions. 

Q Well, that's my first question. 

A Well, I'm not aware that anybody has par- 
ticularly read that article. Maybe somebody has, but it 
hasn't come to my attention -- 

Q Well, can you take -- 


A Nor did the -- well, no, I don't think we'd go 
around and ask everybody who reads Izvestia whether they may 
have read that article. 





Q No -- well -- I'm asking for -- 
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A It is not up to -- 

Q I'm asking for an Administraticn evaluation 
of that article, which did include a direct attack on the 
Reagan Administration. 

A Well -- 


Q If you don't want to give one, don't give 
one, but -- 


A I just don't have anything for you on it. 

Q Okay. Second, do you read it as a call for 
terrorist actions against President Reagan, Lyndon LaRouche, 
or other political figures in the United States? 


A Having said that, I'm not aware if anybody's 
read it. I can't really respond to that. 


Q Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:49 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I've got a couple 
of announcements and one statement. 


As a reminder, there will be a BACKGROUND 
briefing in the White House Press Briefing Room on the visit 
of French President Francois Mitterrand today at 2:30 p.m. 


There will also be a BACKGROUND briefing at the 
White House this afternoon at 3: /0 o'clock on President 
Reagan's forthcoming trip to the People’s Republic of China. 


A statement by Secretary Shultz on Afghanistan 
Day: March 21, the traditional Afghan New Year's celebra- 
tion, is once again being observed in the United States as 
Afghanistan Day. 


As in previous years, various private organiza- 
tions, as well as the United States Government, are marking 
this day to emphasize the struggle of the Afghan people 
against the Soviet invader continues, just as American soli- 
darity with the Afghan cause also continues. 


President Reagan is issuing a proclamation from 
the White House, designating March 21 as Afghanistan Day. 
With it, he is expressing America's admiration for the 
heroism and bravery of the Afghan people. 


An Afghanistan Day Forum is being organized on 
Capitol Hill at which the Counsellor of the State 
Department, Edwin J. Derwinski, will outline the constancy 
of United States’ policy toward Afghanistan. I understand 
that in Washington and New York, marches and demonstrations 
will also take place. 


The Department of State welcomes manifestations 
of public support for the Afghan resistance for mujahadin. 
Their sustained country-wide struggle against tyranny and . 
oppression is worthy of our esteem. Their courage and 
determination are an inspiration to us all. I remember with 
great feeling my visit to an Afghan refugee camp in Peshar, 
Pakistan, last July where I had the privilege of meeting 
with a group of Afghan refugee leaders. Their steady 
resolve and quite dignity moved me to say then, as I repeat 





for you, "We are with you. I share you confidence that in 
the end freedom will prevail, we will prevail." 


The goal of United States’ policy toward 
Afghanistan remains a negotiated political settlement based 
upon the complete withdrawal of Soviet forces and the other 
essential points spelled out in the five United Nations 
General Assembly resolutions on Afghanistan. 


My wish for all Afghans in this new year would 
be that this settlement can be achieved as quickly as 
possible. I wish that Afghanistan could know peace, freedom 
and the return of all her sons and daughters who have fled 
oppression for refuge abroad. 


Again, that is in the Secretary's name. That's 
it on announcements. I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Do you have -- 

Q Copies of that, Alan? 

A Copies? Yes. 

Q Do you have any reaction to a protest 


handed over to the U.S. Charge’ in Moscow by Gromyko in 
which he calls the United States responsible for the mining 
of the Soviet ship in Nicaragua and accuses the United 
States of being responsible for state-sponsored terrorism? 


A We understand that a Soviet tanker ran 
into a mine either entering or exiting Puerto Sandino in 
Nicaragua, and that there were injuries and some damage. 


We note that anti-Sandinista forces have widely 
advertised that certain Nicaraguan ports have been mined. 
It would appear that the Soviet tanker struck one of these 
mines. We have no further information on the incident. 


We have received a protest from the Soviet Union 
charging U.S. responsibility, and we reject that charge. We 
regret, of course, any injury to mariners or shipping, but 
it was well known from previous incidents that there were 
dangers in the area. To a great extent, these regional 
dangers and tensions result from Soviet encouragement of 
conflict in Central America and the Caribbean, and therefore 
the Soviets are hardly in a position to blame others for an 
increase in violence there. 


As to your question about state terrorism, 
obviously, we would reject that as well. 


| 





Q Copy of your statement? 
A Yes. 


Q Any plans to see Dobrynin today? Anyone 
in the Department, Alan? 


A I think all I could say about that is that 
our views on this and our rejection of the charges will be 
transmitted through diplomatic channels. 


Q Do you have any view on the placing of 
mines in Nicaraguan waters? 


A I don't have any words to offer you 
beyond what I just did on that, Jim. 


Q Has the United States provided underwater 
mines to -- either directly or indirectly to anti-Sandinista 
guerrillas? 


A Jim, as always, I'm not going to comment 
on any alleged intelligence activities. 

Q You won't deny it then? 

A Don't walk away saying the State 


Department didn't deny. I don't address questions which 
relate to alleged intelligence activities. 


Q Alan, does the State Department condemn 
the use of underwater mines by forces opposed to the 
Government of Nicaragua? 


A Again, I think that I'm going to stick at 
this point with the words that I've just offered you in the 
opening answer. 


Q Alan, can I ask a philosophical question 
about this? How is this different in terms of the provision 
of oil and energy supplies from Salvadoran guerrillas’ 
attempts at breaking down the infrastructure or downing 
power lines and so on? What's the distinction here? 


Ls I don't think I'm going to try to address 
that. I'll let you do your own analysis of that. 

Q Do you believe there is a distinction? 

A I just said I think I'm not going to 


address your -- 





Q Alan, as late as yesterday noon, Secretary 
Shultz is urging the Congress to approve the money to sup- 
port the counter-revolutionaries in Nicaragua, saying it's 
necessary “to keep up the pressure on Nicaragua to nego- 
tiate,” and calling upon Congress “to recognize the validity 
of the struggle of the Nicaraguans who are resisting 
totalitarianisna.* 


In view of that, how can you say that there's no 
responsibility on the part of the United States which fur- 
nishes the money, if not anything else, which leads to the 
mining of ports? 


A Well, I'm going to leave you with what I 
said, and, obviously, with what the Secretary said 
yesterday. 


Q Alan, the Secretary yesterday welcomed the 
Havana communique by the Angolan and Cuban Governments, and 
yesterday -- a related -- Foreign Minister Botha of South Africa 
rejected the communique because of some of the language in 
it. 


Is this seen as a setback for Assistant 
Secretary Crocker's activities down there, or just as 
parrying one propaganda against another? 


x Well, we understand that South Africans 
are unhappy with the rhetorical formulations in the com- 
munique, particularly with respect to the ANC and SWAPO. 
The South Africans have made their point. South Africa, 
like other parties, continues to approach the peace process 
in a serious manner. We are working with all parties to 
move that process forward. We note that South Africa has 
not taken exception to the basic message in the communique 
and has expressed its satisfaction with disengagement. 


Q Copy? 
A Yes. 


Q Alan, yesterday evening the Cuban 
Government seized two yachts, two American yachts, that had 
strayed from -- into Cuban waters. Do you have any response 
to that, and what is the United States doing in order to get 
the release of the Americans that are being held? 


A The Department has been advised by the 
U.S. Coast Guard that two U.S. registry sailing vessels were 
seized by Cuban patrol boats on March 20, 1984, while repor- 
tedly participating in a race between Jamaica and Florida. 








The approximately 19 people aboard these 
sailboats are thought to be U.S. citizens. We have nothing 
further on the identity of the passengers that I can offer 
to you, nor on their current whereabouts or that of the 
boats. The U.S. Interests Section in Havana has urgently 
requested full information from the Cuban Ministry of 
Poreign Affairs and is awaiting a reply. 


Q Alan, do you know what contact there may 
have been already with the Cuban Government about this? 


4 Well, I say, the Interests Section has 
urgently requested full information from the Cuban Ministry 
of Foreign Affairs. 


Have the Governments of Jordan and Saudi 
Arabia been advised about the Stinger decision? 


A The short answer to that question is yes. 
As the White House announced earlier today, the President 
has decided not to proceed with the sale of Stinger missiles 
to Jordan and Saudi Arabia. Appropriate parties have been 
notified and formal notification to Congress will go foward 
shortly. 


Q What did they tell you when you notified 


them? 
K Don't have anything to offer you on that. 
Q I'd like to return for a minute to the -- 
A Excuse me. Could we stay on this subject 
or -- 
Q I'd like to return to the mins. -- 
Q Can we just finish up with the Stinger 


since we're on it? Do you have any explanation, Alan, as to 
why these sales were cancelled? 


A Well, the decision not to proceed was 
taken for obvious reasons relating to the legislative 
situation and the prospects for approval. 


Q Why is the decision covering Saudi Arabia 


A Sorry? 





Q Why is the decision covering Saudi Arabia 
besides Jordan? 


A Well, I think the fact is that the "Stinger 
issue,” if I may put quotes around that, has been addressed 
essentially on the Hill at this point as affecting both the 
Saudi and the Jordanian prospective sales, and so therefore 
the judgment about the legislative situation was made about 
both of those sales. 


Q What does this cancellation, Alan, do for 
our relationships in the moderate Arab world? Is this going 
to hurt U.S. -- the pursuance of U.S. policy in the area? 


A As the Secretary said yesterday, our 
interest in ch« security of Saudi Arabia and Jordan remains 
firm. We will continue to take appropriate steps to help 
meet their security needs, but I'm not -- I can't speculate 
beyond that on the kind of reaction. Obviously, we remain 
concerned, and we remain involved. 


Q How can we take appropriate steps, Alan, 
if Congressional opposit:on is going to be a given each time? 


A Well, as I say, the Secretary said yester- 
day there are a lot of things that are involved here, a lot 
of different kinds of assistance and relationships, and so 
we remain firm in our interests and commitment on that. 


Q Is there in your mind a package here that 
you give up on the Stinger in order to be assured that 
you're going to get other parts of the request? 


K Well, I can't really predict, Marvin, what 
effect this would have on other -- 

Q In terms of your own planning. 

A Well -- 

Q Was that what you had in mind? 

aK Again, I can't predict that, and I think 


we'll just let that situation evolve and see what happens 
about it. 


Q I was asking you whether -- what you had 
in your mind, not what the effect is going to be. 





oe Well, I think that I will have to stand on 
what I just said. 


Bernie? 


Q Was the cancellation motivated by the 
expectation of defeat on the Hill, or was the cancellation 
motivated by King Hussein's sharp attack against the United 
States? 


h No. I think, as I said, the decision not 
to proceed was based upon our assessment of the legislative 
situation. Now, as the Secretary said yesterday, those ele- 
ments that you raised are not unrelated in terms of that 
legislative situation, but, nonetheless, the decision taken 
by the Administration was related to the prospects for 
approval. 


Q Alan, whatever the reasons, do you think 
that the cancellation sends some sort of message to the Arab 
world? 


A To the -- 
Q Arab world. 
is Arab world. I can't judge what messages 


will be derived from this action. I can only tell you what 
we've done and why we've done it. 


Q Is the Administration considering Saudi 
Arabia somehow responsible for the attitude taken by King 
Hussein? 

A No. That's -- again, this is not the 


point. The point is, as I explained it, relating to the 
legislative situation. 


Ralph? 


Q Alan, apropros of the legislative 
situation, I'm curious to know what distinction the 
Administration sees between the legislative situation and 
the prospects for approval of the Stinger issue versus the 
prospects for approval of the aid to Fl Salvador in the 
House of Representatives? You haven't taken the same steps 
on the two issues despite the level of opposition on the 
Central America money that you have in the Stinger. 





a Well, I guess we will wait and see what 
happens on that Salvadoran package. 


Q Why the distinction? 





A I guess there's a different judgment as to 
the prospects here. 


-- MORE -- 





Q Does the legislative situation you talked 
about in connection with the Stinger apply equally to the 
package, the $220 million package, for Jordan, or do you see 
that in a different context? 


A Allowing for the difficulty I have in 
addressing that subject, because we have not addressed it, 
I'm confining my statements to the Stinger. And I think 
that the White House statement this morning was confined to 
the Stinger. 


Q You have nothing to say on the other part? 
A No. 

Q Alan, can I go back to the mining? 

A Yes. 

Q On March 3, a Dutch, or a Dutch-made -- I 


can't quite tell from the stories -- vessel hit a mine off 
the west coast of Nicaragua, not very far from where this 
incident occurred; was any protest received by that? Did 
the United States have any response to it at the time? 


Py From -- 


Q From either the Dutch or from the people who 
own the vessel or anybody else? 


rs Don't know. Why don't I check and see if I 
can find something on it. 


Q Alright. And on March 7, a Panamanian 
freighter hit a mine. Similarly, was there any protest to 
the United States, any request for damages, or does the U.S. 
have any response? 


My Well, I think we posted an answer on March 7 
on the question about a protest having been received. 

Q (Inaudible). 

iy I think that there was, but I ask you to 
check. 

Q And has there been any response to it? Has 


the United States responded in some way to that protest, as 
you evidently have done today or are doing? 
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A Don't know the answer to that. I'll see if 
I can get you something. 

Q From whom was the protest? 

A I believe that the protest was from the 
Government of Nicaragua. 

Q Is the mining of the port endorsed by the 
United States? 

A Again, I'm not going to get into that sub- 
ject, Bernie. 

Q Alan, I want to go back to southern Africa 
for a second. 

A Let's stay on the mining. 

Q What would you say if an American ship were 


to hit a mine? 


A Well, you're asking me to speculate on 
something that hasn't happened, so I think I will not do 
that. 


Q Back on southern Africa. Was there anything 
out of the Havana communique which, in your view, would 
stall or would constitute an obstacle to the disengagement 
and the implementation of 435? 


fy I think at this point I'm going to stick 
with what I gave you and with what the Secretary said at his 
press conference yesterday. Don't have anything really 
beyond that to offer you. We've looked at the communique 
and that's really the extent of what we're going to have to 
say at this point. 


Marvin? 


Q Do you have anything on the Evans & Novak 
column today? 


Kh I don't, but I understand that the 
Department of Defense has had something to say about that 
column so I would refer you to them. 


Q I see. 





ll 


Q Alan, do you have. anything -- U.S. reaction 
to the developments in Switzerland, the Lebanese failure to 
solve their problems? 


A Yes. Just very briefly. We're disap- 
pointed that the conferees seemed to have been unable to 
make greater progress toward national reconciliation. We 
hope that the parties will continue to work to make more 
meaningful the fragile cease-fire that now exists. 


Q Do you think -- back to the yachts -- do you 
think that the Cuban action was appropriate? 

a I'm sorry. With regard to the yachts? 

Q With regard to the yachts. 

A We're still looking at the question of what 


happened, so I really don't have any further comment for you 
at this point. 


Q What steps might the U.S. take to secure 
those people? 


rN As I said, we have been in touch with the 
Cuban authorities, the Foreign Ministry, through our 
Interests Section in Havana. So we're obviously involved in 
trying to do that. 


Q Alan, Jordan's King Hussein gave another 
interview -- yet another interview -- to the BBC yesterday 
in which some of his words appear to modify or moderate the 
citicism that he leveled last week in the New York Times 
interview. 





Has the U.S. received any kind of note or comment 
from Hussein since the New York Times interview was 
published by way of explanation or anything to suggest that 
he may not have felt the way it came out, or something like 
that? 





fy I guess I really am not going to get into 
the question of diplomatic exchange. We have frequent con- 
tact with King Hussein, but I'm not going to try to address 
specific exchanges on specific topics. 


Q Any comment on the BBC version? 


A I haven't seen it, and I doubt that we would 
want to comment on every interview. 
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Q Would you address the continuity of U.S. 
foreign policy in advocating a negotiated political solution 
in Afghanistan and resisting that in El Salvador? 


4 I would disagree with your characterization 
of resisting negotiations in El Salvador. What we are 
looking for in El Salvador is the promotion of the democra- 
tic process. And what we have frequently said we support is 
dialogue leading to participation by the left in the elec- 
toral process. That position is consistent and has not 
changed. 


Q That part I understand. But how would you 
reconcile that with calling for a negotiated solution in 
Afghanistan? 


A Well, the negotiated -- the call for a nego- 
tiated solution is, as opposed to a military solution, 
obviously what we're trying to do is get the Soviet forces 
out and let the Afghans run their own country. 


Q Is that power-sharing that you're calling 
for in Afghanistan? 


A I don't think that you can compare the two 
Situations, Bernie. I would not, but I don't think that 
they're parallel. 


Q Do you have a statement on the release of 
General Seregni in Uruguay? 


ih I believe I do. We welcome the release of 
Seregni as we did the March 3 release of mathematician Jose 
Luis Massera. We favor any step which helps improve the 
climate for dialogue between the political parties and the 
government. This is consistent with our policy of sup- 
porting a political process, determined by the Uruguayans 
themselves, which will lead to the return of a democratic 
constitutional government in Uruguay. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on this New York 
Times report that a Salvadoran, or former Salvadoran offi- 
cial was paid $50,000 to a -- well, he was paid $50,000 and 
then made some statements? 


aN As we noted at the time that the articles 
based on this anonymous source first surfaced, we have some 
basic questions as to the credibility of many aspects of the 
story. 
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Most of the charges made in the original story 
were not new, and it remains unclear whether this source had 
personal knowledge of the events or whether he's repeating 
rumors or “common knowledge." é 


We have made known to his contacts our interest in 
meeting with the source, as we indicated at that time. 


Q Has anybody from the Department met with 
him? 

A I don't believe anybody from the Department 
had met with him; no, Don. 

Q Does the United States know who the source 
is? 

A Does the United States know? I suppose -- 

Q Does the government know? 

fy I don't know who the source is, and I don't 


know whether anybody else does or doesn't at this point. 
But that's the comment I have to offer you on it. 


Q Alan, back to King Hussein. Do you know if 
the Egyptian Government is trying to mediate, to at least 
limit the damage in relations between the Administration and 
King Hussein? 


nh I don't really -- the answer is, I don't 
know the answer to that specific question. But I guess we 
would not discuss the details of our diplomatic dialogue in 
any case; and, as I say, we have frequent contact and full 
dialogue with King Hussein, so we're not lacking for com- 
munications. 


Q To follow up, please. Are you expecting 
the Presidential advisor in Egypt to come to Washington 
within a few days? 


a I don't know the answer to that question. 


Q On that subject. The Administration knew, or 
should have known, on March 1 when the Letters of Proposal 
were sent to Capitol Hill. Since March 1, what changed? 


K I think that the Secretary addressed this 
yesterday as have others, in terms of the situation on the 
Hill following the New York Times interview. 
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Q You think that was the critical factor, 
then? 


‘ The critical factor? I don't know. I would 
refer you to the Secretary's words as to the importance of 
that, however. 


Q Why does that affect Saudi Arabia, then? 


A I think I said before that the problem is 
that the Stinger issue has been approached, as we judge 
it on the Hill, as sort of one issue and not differen- 
tiating, and that is the judgment that we have made. 


Q Am I incorrect in saying that the March l 
letter only referred to Jordan, the Jordan sale? 


A There was a different -- a separate notifi- 
cation on Saudi Stingers, which went up -- I believe it was 
before it, but I'm not sure. But in any case, a separate 
notification went up. 


Q Has there been an interview by a Saudi offi- 
cial we don't know about? (Laughter) 

A Barrie. 

Q Taking a look at your statement about the 


Moscow protest regarding the bombing, the sort of operative 
phrase here seems to be that that mining was widely adver- 
tised, I'm wondering if the Iranians were to use Soviet 
mines and put them in the Gulf of Hormuz and widely adver- 
tised it, that we thought that would be sufficient? 


rs Oh, I think we might take some mine-clearing 
action. But the fact of the matter is that the mining was 
widely advertised and -- 


Q So that justifies it? 


K I'm not trying to justify anything. I'm 
simply stating what the facts are. And, as I said, we 
regret the injuries. I can provide the text of what I read 
to you before. 


Q I have that. 


A I'm not trying to justify or not justify. 
I'm simply stating what the facts are. ; 
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Q Do you know if they were -- I'm sorry, 
Barrie. Do you know if they were U.S.-made mines? 

A Do I know if they're U.S.-made mines? 

Q Yes. 

A I haven't got the slightest idea. 

Q It's not “you.” Does the U.S. know whether 


these mines are of U.S. manufacture? 
A I don't know. 


Alan, would the U.S. engage in mine-clearing 
operations around Nicaragua? 


A Would the U.S. engage in mine-clearing -- 


Q You said that the U.S. would engage in mine- 
clearing operations in the Strait of Hormuz. 


A Well, we've declared ourselves in terms of 
an international waterway and keeping that waterway open. 
I'm speculating when I say that, but I don't think I'm spe- 
culating too wildly about the fact that we would take 
action. 


You're dealing with a totally different situation 
in which the Nicaraguans presumably are saying they're going 
to deal with. 


Q Alan, does the U.S. approve of the mine- 
laying as a way of cutting of what you call “a continuing 
flow of aid to the guerrillas in El Salvador?" 


A I think I would say, again, I'm not in a 
position to address the question of rightness or wrongness 
of that. 


Q Would the United States object, Alan, if the 
Soviet Union were to send mind sweepers to clear those mines 
out of Nicaraguan and international waters? 


A Would we object? It's speculative, but I 
don't know any -- it's speculative. I would not see an 
objection, particularly myself, but I guess we would have to 
wait for an official response to see -- if that happened. 
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Q Alan, do you have any information on the 
developments in Sudan and the crises of Libya? 


A No, there really is nothing new there. The 
U.S., as you know, has assisted in airlifting Egyptian 
defense equipment, and so on, to the Sudan. There's been no 
decision yet, as far as I know, on moving ahead with any 
expediting of U.S. equipment to Sudan. And, also, if there 
were to be some, I'm informed that it would be incorrect to 
talk about an airlift. There might be some special flights, 
a couple special flights, or something like that; but it 
wouldn't be some massive sort of airlift. 


Q On that point, it's also been reported that 
Egyptian military personnel -- around 2,000, I think, or up 
to 2,000 -- are going to be involved in the Sudan in setting 
up this air defensive system. Are any United States person- 
nel, either military or civilian, going to be involved in 
setting up an air defense system within Sudan? 


A At this point, I don't think I can answer 
that beyond what we may have said, in general, about 
assisting in Sudan's air defense. But I indicated before, 
the other day, that we would be looking at how we could help 
in Sudan‘a air defense as a longer-term proposition. 

Whether that would mean that U.S. personnel would be 
involved in trying to bring in appropriate equipment or 
repairing equipment, or something like that, I can't tell 
you, Don. I think we'd have to wait and see what that -- 


Q Related to that, if you could just tolerate 
one more. 

A Go ahead. 

Q The report from Libya says that the Peoples 


Committee of Foreign Liaison, which is more or less similar 
to the Foreign Ministry in other countries, has refused to 
accept a U.S. memorandum sent to them. Evidently, the 
warning that has been referred to by Secretary Shultz and 
others. 


Does the U.S. have any comment on their refusal to 
accept this? 


A I don't specifically. I'd refer you back to 
what the Secretary said yesterday. And that is, with regard 
to the AWACS, the Libyans should know that the planes are 
there and that they should not be interfered with. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


Kh You're welcome. 
(Press briefing concluded at 1:27 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #51 


THURSDAY, MARCH 22, 1984, 12:20 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. A couple of 
announcements: 


Available in the Press Office is the text of an 
address by Under Secretary of State for Political Affairs 
Lawrence Eagleburger before the Regional Foreign Policy 
Conference in Birmingham, Alabama. His speech is entitled 
"Security Policy and Arms Control" and is scheduled for 
Gelivery at 1:15 Central Standard Time; therefore, please 
note that the text is embargoed until 2:15 p.m. Eastern 
Standard Time. 


Also available in the Press Office is a statement 
by Assistant Secretary for East Asian and Pacific Affairs 
Paul Wolfowitz before the Senate Committee on Foreign 
Relations. Mr. Wolfowitz testified at 10:30 this morning. 
The subject was the FY 1985 Foreign Assistance request. 


Finally, also available in the Press Office is the 
testimony of Deputy Assistant Secretary for the Bureau of 
International Narcotics Matters Clyde Taylor before the 
House Committee on Appropriations. Mr. Taylor was scheduled 
to appear at 10:30 today on the FY ‘85 budget request. 


That's it for announcements. I'll be happy to 
take your questions. 


Q Alan, is it the Administration's intention to 
go ahead with the sale of Stinger missiles to Saudi Arabia? 


A To Saudi Arabia? 


Q Yeah. 


A As I indicated yesterday, the Administration 
is not going ahead, and the Department of Defense is sending 
an official letter today withdrawing the notification of 
both Stinger sales -- that is, to Jordan and Saudi Arabia -- 
and, in addition, Under Secretary of State Schneider is 
informing the Chairman of the appropriate Congressional com- 
mittees of the sales withdrawal. 





Q Follow-up to that, Alan. Stingers are part 
of the JLP package. Have they been surgically removed from 
that to make it more palatable? 


A Well, I'm not sure -- I can't really talk 
about the JLP package since it is not unclassified, so -- 


Q I mean, it's the most classified open secret 
in town, Alan. (Laughter) 


A Such is life. 
Q Okay. 


Q Well, Alan, back on the Saudi Arabian sale, 
have you heard from either of those governments on their 
reaction to your cancellation of the sale? 


aN Well, as I indicated to you, we notified both 
those governments, and I don't think I will get into the 
question of their reaction and the conversation between us. 
But we have notified them. 


Q Alan, were Arab ambassadors notified 
yesterday that the Stinger sale to both Jordan and Saudi 
Arabia would be sent up to the Hill once again when the 
elections were over? 


A Well, I saw your piece on that, Marvin. You 
attributed it to sources quoting Secretary Weinberger. I 
would refer you to the Pentagon to address Secretary 
Weinberger. 


As far as anything that may have been said by 
the State Department, I'm not going to get into the conver- 
sations that go on. What I would say is that the President 
.and the Secretary have recently made clear the importance of 
Jordan's security to U.S. national interests in the Middle 
East. But I'm not going to speculate on this specific 
question. 


Q It sounds like a "yes." 


K No. I wouldn't say “it sounds like a yes" at 
all. I'm just not going to speculate on the issue that 
you're raising. That's -- you're talking about some future 
event, and I'm not going to speculate on some future event. 


Q Well, it’s not a future event if it was said 
yesterday to a group of Arab ambassadors. 








A Well, as I say, I'm not going to get into the 
question of -- without trying to lead you one way or 
another -- what has been said in the dialogue, Sut I'm just 
not going to speculate on the question. 


Q It raises a question about motivation here 
-- in other words, that the decision to withdraw was a poli- 
tical decision rather than a diplomatic one -- 


Q Oh, heavens. 


Q -- if you put it off until after the elec- 
tions. 


A Weli, I think I've really said -- between 
what I said yesterday and what I've just said -- everything 
that I have to say. 


Q What is the Administration's intent? Is it to 
resubmit it at some point for approval? 


nN I just think I said I'm not going to speculate 
on that. 


Q Alan, is there any new move by the 
Administration regarding the RDF, the Jordanian RDF? 


A Well, that was what Biil was asking about 
before, the so-called JLP. There is no unclassified 
program, so I can't talk about it. 


Q Is the Administration looking at this move as 
now being more forthcoming from the Congress in the light of 
the cancellation of the Stinger to Saudi Arabia and Jordan? 


;, A I think I addressed this yesterday when I said 
that I cannot speculate about the impact on the other things 
such as the issue you're raising. 
Q But at least, you hope? 


BN We hope that everything that is put up by the 
Administration is approved. (Laughter) 


Q Alan, have you now dropped the policy that 
John announced last week of closing the briefing when a 
political question is asked, referring to Marvin's 
questions? 





M I believe if you'd look at the record, you'd 
find that John referred to political statements, so you've 
incorrectly -- 


Q But the record -- 
A -- you've incorrectly quoted John. 


Q But if you look at the record, you'll see that 
what were asked were questions. No statements were made. 


a Do you have a question, or are you just going 
to give speeches? 


Q I asked my question. Now, I'm trying to get 
you to answer. 


M Mike, do you have a -- 


Q Alan, do you have anything regarding the 
arrest of an American serviceman in West Germany on spying 
charges? 


Mn No. I'm going to have to refer you to the 
Pentagon. I saw the wire, but I think that's a Pentagon 
question. 


Q Do you have anything on the flap in southern 
Africa following Van Niekerk's statements in Namibia? 


K Yes -- well, I don't know about the flap, but 
the Minister of Poreign Affairs, Pik Botha, has issued a 
subsequent statement in which the Department of Foreign 
Affairs clarifies Dr. Van Niekerk's remarks. Mr. Botha states 
that Dr. Van Niekerk had assured him that what was said 
‘was not an accurate version of his remarks. 


Mr. Botha's statement makes clear South Africa's 
position that U.N. Security Council Resolution 435 cannot 
be implemented until agreement has been reached on Cuban 
troop withdrawal, which represents no change in South 
Africa's position on those issues. 


We consider the Foreign Minister's remarks on the 
subject to be definitive. There is no change in the U.S. 
position. We are seeking a regional settlement that includes 
implementation of U.N. Security Council Resolution 435. 
This will result in internationally recognized independence 
for Namibia. We know of no © able alternative. 
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Q May I follow up? Are you making any plans to 
meet with the Angolans soon? 


A Well, there is the possibility that we would 
meet with the Angolans in the near future. I don't have any 
specific dates or plans to offer you at this point, however. 


Q Do you know anything about a meeting set for 
London with the Angolans? 


A No, I don't. 


Q Do you have any travel plans of Chet Crocker 
to announce? 


A No, I don't. 


Q Alan, how about Mr. Rumsfeld and the purpose 
of his visit to the Middle East? 


A, Well, he and Ambassador Silberman are in 
Cairo. Our usual reticence about talking about what they're 
doing and where they're going will obtain, so other than 
Saying that he remains the Special Representative for the 
Middle East, which is a very broad mandate, I really don't 
have anything to offer you on his specific mission at this 
point. 


Q Alan, what is your reaction to the reports 
that the head of the Treasury Police in El Salvador has been 
in the employ of the United States Government, the C.I.A. 
specifically? 


A Obviously, you're asking a question about 
_C.1.A. which I could not respond to. 


Q Well, he's been in the employ of the United 
States Government. 


fy Well, the specific charge or allegation is 
that he was in the employ of the C.I.A. 


Q That dodge, is that the way you're getting out 
of this one? 


a It's not a deige; it's a standing, long-term 
Standing policy. 





Q The White House seems to have denied that 
this morning. You're not going to back up what the White 
House had to say? 


A I have no idea what the White House said. 
I'm telling you how I'm going to handle it. 


Go ahead, Jim. 


Q If the United States and the Reagan 
Administration are going to be credible with respect to death 
squads, it seems to me they have to, in some way, deny this 
because -- 


A That may be what it seems to you, but I'm 
going to stick by the position we have long held. 


Q You don't think that the U.S. Government's 
position on death squads is somewhat touched, or its credi- 
bility with respect to Salvadorans in the high command may 
be in some way affected by the fact that the kind of "Big 
Daddy” of the death squads was paid $90,000 a year by the 
United States Government? 


A Again, those are allegations that I can't 
confirm and that you would have to take elsewhere to try, if 
you want to get confirmation. I don't talk about intelli- 
gence activities. 


The allegations regarding his activities in death 
squads have been made before; there is nothing new about 
that. And my understanding is that the press report, the 
interview with this anonymous source, indicates itself that 
the charges could not be confirmed. But I just am not going 
to get into the question, whatever you may believe needs to 
.be done about alleged intelligence activities. 


Q Are you seeking to investigate? Is the 
United States Government seeking to investigate these alle- 
gations of which you just took note? 


A Again, you're asking me about intelligence 
activities. I'm not going to answer any. 


Q What can you tell us about the letter sent by 
Secretary Shultz to King Hassan of Morocco in reference to 
the issue of Jerusalem and the transfer of the American 
Embassy? 





a Nothing in particular. I saw the wire story 
on that. Our position, the Administration position, on the 
movement of the Embassy is quite clear, open, on the 
record, and addressed by the Secretary in his press con- 
ference the other day, by Under Secretary Eagleburger up on 


the Hill, so I don't think there is anything new to say 
about that. 


-- MORE -- 





Q Alar, do you have comment -- 
Q To follow up with the same question. 
M All right. Go ahead. 


Q It is presumed that the letter by Secretary 
Shultz is in reply to a letter from King Hassan of Morocco 
to President Reagan. Is it usual that the Secretary of 
Stete gives a reply to a Head of State? 


A Without getting into-the question of what 
happened in this particular case, there are many times when 
the Secretary of State writes to heads of state, yes. 


Q I mean in reply, in reply to a letter sent to 
President Reagan? 


4 I don't have the specific facts in my head 
nor would I really get into the question of an exchange of 
letters. But, as I say, it is not unusual for the Secretary 
to write to heads of state. 


Q Alan, does the State Department have any com- 
ment on the Soviet submarine incident with the Kitty Hawk? 





A I don't, really. I think that you're going 
to have to go to the Navy for that, Ralph. 


Q Is there anything further on the diplomatic 
process with regard to the incident in Nicaraguan waters? 


A No, I think you've probably got what we had 
last night. I don't have anything new on that. 


Q Any protest from the Nicaraguans? 


A I'm not aware that we got a protest on it, 
Jim. I can -- 


Q They said in a broadcast they had sent one. 


ay It may be that one has been submitted. I 
haven't seen it. If you want, I can check and see. 


Q Do you have anything, Alan, on what is 
charged to be criminal arson at UNESCO and/or are you in 
touch with the French Government about that? 


4 I'm sure that our delegation at UNESCO is 
interested in the question. I don't have anything -- I 
mean, Obviously, it's a police matter and they're on top of 
it, sO -= 








Q Back on Nicaragua. Has this government given 
agrement to the designated Ambassador from Nicaragua? 


A I don't think that would be up to us to 
announce, to talk about any agrement process, so I'm going 
to have to beg off that particular question. 


Bernie? 
Q That's what I was going to ask. 
A Mike? 


Q Do you have anything on the status of the 
yachtsmen in Cuba? 


My Yes, they have been released. The Department 
has been advised by the U.S. Coast Guard that the two U.S. 
registry sailing vessels, Brigadoon and Cashasha, seized 
by Cuban patrol boats on Mazak 20 were released along with 
their crews made up mostly of American citizens early on 
March 22, and were proceeding to Montego Bay, Jamaica. 





Privacy Act constraints prevents identification of 
the crew members. 


George? 


Q I thought it was kind of unusual that you 
gave the details of what is normally -- what would normally 
be considered a private discussion, the one yesterday bet- 
ween Mr. Eagleburger and Mr. Sokolov. How come this depar- 
ture from normal practice? 


A Well, we make those decisions from time to 
.time to keep it interesting. (Laughter) 


Q I thought it was a gross breach of security 
myself. 


a Did you? (Laughter) 


Q Can we ask you make a similar departure on 
intelligence questions -- 


A No. 


Q -- with regard to the JLP? (Laughter) 
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Q On Carranza again -- 
A I'm sorry? 


Q On Carranza again, in 1980, after the nuns 
were killed, the United States sent down a mission which 
included former Assistant Secretary of State for Latin 
American Affairs William Rogers, and when he came back he 
said he didn*t <= he admitted he didn't accomplish much but 
he got Carranza transferred from his position in the Defense 
Ministry to another position. 


In that he was acting on behalf of the State 
Department, can you tell us why that was important, and 
whether, in fact, he was transferred at the urging of the 
U.S. State Department? 


A I. guess I would refer you back to what Mr. 
Rogers said at the time. 


Q Okay. And also, one other on Nicaragua and 
the agrement, for the record, it's also alleged here that 
General Perez worked as a “asset” for various organizations 
of the United States Government. Do you have any comment on 
that? 


A No. On the same basis, I would not address 
the issue. 


Q Alan, do you know anything about a delegation 
that's going to Taiwan containing five or six former 
ambassadors and some Administration people, either just 
shortly before, during or after the President's trip to 
China? 


oss I don't know anything about it. 
Q Can you take the question? 


A Well, not with that limited identification I 
don't think I could. 


Q Well, wait a minute, Alan, because I 
understand the Administration is not wild about seeking 
publicity for this particular mission. But I'd like to find 
out who in the Administration is going and when this was 
planned. 








ll 


A Well, I will look into it, but I don't pro- 
mise to answer. 


Q Another on Central America. The head of the 
Bishops’ Conference in El Salvador, who is in Washington 
right now, said this morning that the Bishops’ Conference in 
El Salvador opposed increased military aid from the United 
States to El Salvador. Do you have any comment? 


My No. As I read the paper, he favored con- 
tinuing military aid but had other things to say about it, 
too. I don't have a comment on it. 

Q Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:35 p.m.) 
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FRIDAY, MARCH 23, 1984, 12:17 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. This may be a very 
brief briefing, but just one announcement to tell you that 
available in the Press Office is an announcement on the 
UNESCO Monitoring Panel that will monitor change in UNESCO in 
1984 in connection with the U.S. decision to withdraw. 

You'll recall that it was announced at the time of the 
withdrawal announcement that there would be such a panel 
established. That's it for announcements. 


I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q On UNESCO, do you have any more information 
on this apparent act of arson? 


4 I do not, Jim. 
Q Do you have anything on the GAO request? 


A Yes. I can't remember whether it's a fuller 
guidance or not that's in the Press Office. Basically, the 
answer is that the GAO did come to us requesting that we 
Support their request, and we have been in touch with UNESCO 
on this. But let me ask you -- for the more formal, considered 
words -- to get the guidance in the Press Office, but the 
answer is essentially that we have said, “Please cooperate 
with GAO." 


Q To UNESCO? 
A To UNESCO. 


Q Do you have anything, Alan, on an alleged 
terrorist threat to the Embassy in Jakarta? 


A No. I've seen the wire. I think that we 
would probably not want to get into any specifics in any 
case, but as always, I can assure you that any threats are 
taken most seriously, and we take all the appropriate steps 
that we can. 


Q Is there any time limit for the AWACS to stay 
where they are now in Egypt or -=- ? 











A No. I think when I originally responded to 
questions after they were deployed, I indicated that we did 
not have a termination date for them, and that remains the 
case. 


Q Are there any developments relating to the 
situation in Sudan and the crisis with Libya? 


y I don't have anything new to provide today, no. 


Q Anything, Alan, on a NATO member, Greece, 
allowing Libyan military aircraft to land at airports in 
Greece? 


A No. I think that's not a new issue, as I 
recall. 


Q The last one was Syrian, I think. 


A I don't have anything on it, don't know 
anything about it. 


Q Anything on the shooting down of the 
Salvadoran plane carrying ballot boxes? 


a Not specifically except that it is obvious 
that the guerrillas are seeking, contrary to statements by 
some of their political leaders, to disrupt the election, 
and that's self-evident. 


Q How does the Department feel regarding the 
compromise that was apparently reached on Capitol Hill to 
give part of the money, or approve part of the money for El 
Salvador and vote sometime in the next couple of weeks? 


AK We're pleased that the agreement reflected bi- 
‘partisanship and an agreement on the basic urgency of the 
requested funds. The $61.75 million will satisfy the most 
immediate military and medical requirements, but does not 
address other urgent needs. A reduction in the amount that 
can be provided now increases the need that Congress take up 
promptly the balance of our $178 million supplemental 
request, which is part of the Administration's legislative 
package on the recommendations of the National Bipartisan 
Commission on Central America. 














Following what we expect to be quick Senate con- 
sideration of the bill early next week, we look forward to 
speedy approval in conference. 


We would note in the context of the Senate action, 
our pleasure in the Senate's confirmation of Ambassador 
Harry W. Shlaudeman as the President's Special Envoy to 
Central America. 


Q Copy? 
Mh Copy? Yes. 


Q I didn't understand your reaction to George's 
statement: Does the United States have evidence that those 
who are responsible for mining the airfield at which the 
plane landed knew that it was carrying ballot boxes, and 
that's why they blew up the plane? 


My No. What I‘m saying, though, is that there 
are a lot of efforts going on to try to disrupt the elec- 
tion, including trying to prevent security measures being 
taken, for example, in outlying regions; and I can't tell 
you whether they knew in this specific instance. That 
really wasn't what I was trying to say to you. 


Q Alan, it had originaliy been argued that that 
aid, that's now going to be approved sometime next week, 
presumably by the Senate, was needed in order to assure 
smoothly-run elections in El Salvador. 


4 Uh-huh . 


Q Do you think that incidents like this plane 
affair reflect the absence of that aid? 


a I can't really draw a specific connection 
there, but the fact of the matter is that we're also talking 
about an election process, by the way, not just the election 
which comes up this Sunday; but presumably, there may well 
be a runoff and so on that goes well beyond that. 


I can't make that linkage, but we have talked 
about the actual physical needs in terms of ammunition, 
medical supplies, and other equipment on the one hand, and 
also the psychological approach when it is uncertain mat 
follow-on supplies are going to be coming in. 





Q Alan, there were reports this mo:ining that 
the members of the MNF in tine Par East embassies received 
threats from a group -- I don’t remember the name. Do you 
know anything about it? 


A I think this is related to a question that 
Bill Scally raised before. I don‘t have any specific infor- 
mation on it, and I really couldn't respond on specific 
instances. Obviously, we are aware of threats; we take them 
seriously when we are aware of them. And we take what 
appropriate actions we can to deal with them, but I really 
can't get into specifics. 


Q Alan, can I go back to Sudan for a second? 
a Sure. 


Q The Christian Science Monitor reported 
yesterday that there were eyewitnesses that did not 
identify the plane involved as a Soviet-built plane -- but, 
well, it was a Soviet-built plane, a MIG, of the kind flown 
by the Sudanese Air Force. And there does seem to be a 
growing impression, according to their reporter there, 
Colin Legum, that in fact this may have been a pro- 
vocative act because the bombs hit a senior official of the 
Islamic Brotherhood. 





Does the United States still have its own evidence 
and its own certainty that in fact it was a Libyan plane, or 
are they taking another look at this? 


a Well, we have the evidence that we have 
talked about, and the reason to believe that we talked 
about, that this was indeed a Libyan plane, a TU-22. We're 
aware of those reports. There were other reports that had 
come out before the Monitor story yesterday, which said the 
same thing. 


There are also eyewitness reports which identify 
the aircraft as a TU-22, so in terms of eyewitness 
accounts, the evidence is not clear. So I would have to 
refer you back, though, without being able to provide you with 
all the evidence that we have. But it is still our belief that, 
indeed, it was what we said it was. 


Q Alan, is this evidence that you're talking 





about, is it independent evidence, or you got it from the 
Sudanese or the Egyptians? 


A I think that it would include indevendent 
evidence. 


Q Alan, it seems that the reaction of the so- 
called “moderate” Arab governments to what King Hussein said 
about the U.S. policy in the Middle East is a reaction 
favoring what King Hussein said. Do you have any comment on 
that? 


p, No, I don't think I could speak for, or address 
the comments of other governments. I think I will just 
leave that one alone. 


Q Have you come to any conclusions about 
whether mycotoxins are being used by Iraq? 


a No. The question continues to be looked at, 
Jim, but we have people who are seized with that issue and also 
related issues about chemical warfare. We are still looking 
“ that. Don't have anything to report to you at this 
int. 


-- MORE -- 





Q Alan, are you accepting the theory there that 
-- I mean, do you know that Arabs -- Arab governments or 
moderate Arab governments are favorably reviewing what King 
Hussein said? 


a No, I'm not addressing what other governments 
are saying or not saying. I think I'm just going to stay 
away from the question of what other governments may think 
at this point. We've addressed ourselves to it, and I'm 
just going to have to leave it at that. 


Q May I ask the same question more precisely? 
A Uh-hum. 

Q Mr. al-Baz, who is the advisor of President 
Mubarak -- 


A I saw -- 


Q -- is one of those who talk very favorably 
about King Hussein's statements relating to U.S. policy. 


rN I accept the fact that you're making a more 
specific question, but I'm going to leave you with the same 
answer. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on the new 
Israeli elections? 


nN No, I don't. 


Q Do you have anything on Paraguay, and closing 
of the main newspaper? 


A Yes, I do. Our Embassy in Asuncion, 
Paraguay, has informed us that on March 22, the Government 
of Paraguay closed down the country's most widely read 
newspaper ABC Color for an indefinite time. ABC Color's 
closure closely followed the detention of its owner, 
Zuccolillo. 


While ABC Color has experienced government 





harassment in the past, the paper's closure represents the 
most drastic action which the Government has taken against 
the paper. The Government's stated reason for closing ABC 
Color was that the paper systematically attempted to subvert 
‘public order through the publication of seditious opinions 
in its editorials and by acting as the mouthpiece for the 
unrecognized opposition parties. 





The Government of the United States has been 
encouraged by a number of positive steps taken by the 
Government of Paraguay since December 1983. However, we 
deeply deplore the closure of ABC Color, which represents a 
serious violation of the principle of freedom of the press. 
The Government of the United States has repeatedly stated 
its commitment to the principle of freedom of the press, 
which is recognized by all democratic governments as one of 
the necessary conditions for the flourishing of democracy. 
We hope that ABC Color's owner will either be released or 
receive due process and that ABC Color can resume publica- 
tion at the earliest possible moment. The Government of the 
United States will continue to follow this event with great 
interest and concern. 











4 Copy, please? 
A Yes. 
Q There is a report in one of the U.S. weeklies 


Claiming that there had been an agreement with Iraq to pay sort 
of (sic) $7 billion to finance Iraq in its position now -- in it's 
hardship, economic hardship in war. 


A From whom? 

Q From the United States. 

4 $7 billion from the United States? 

Q Yes. Do you have any comment on the report? 
A 


I don't know anything about it. That doesn't 
-- I don't know anything about any such agreement. 


Q To take you back to the aid question a 
minute, there was a suggestion being made in the Senate that 
-if they didn't agree to go ahead with some amount of aid and 
vote on it, the Administration might take another alter- 
native route, one of the emergency methods. Has that deci- 
sion been made on that yet; is there anything -- is that 
possible? 


ras Well, I think, as the Secretary said the 
Other day, the focus of our attention at this point is on 
getting this emergency money passed; and also, as I indi- 
cated in my earlier response, getting the full supplemental 
passed at the earliest possible moment. I'm not going to 
speculate on what else might be done. 





Q Alan, a follow-up on the Salvador question, 
if you -- if the Administration agrees to the $61.75 
million, that means that you're no longer seeking $178 
million as a supplemental this year; right? 


A I don't know how that -- I don't know how the 
arithmetic is done on it, but the amount of money sought is 
the $178 which was put into the supplemental in the first 
place. 


I would presume, based on what we've been saying, 
that you would take out -- that that's the total, and there- 
fore how you put it together is another question. But the 
whole supplemental is what we are -- 


Q So you're still going to be seeking the rest 
of it, the balance later on? 


A Sure. Sure. That's what I say, urging the 
speediest possible action on that. I can't tell you what the 
arithmetic is and how that would work out. 


Q No. But you're no longer going to be seeking 
the $93 million; that is correct? 


A As I said before, we're pleased at this 
bipartisan action and it meets certain urgent requirements, 
but it doesn't meet all of them. So we want speedy action 
on the other things as well. 


Q Alan, does that amount insure being able to 
protect a run-off election since the Pentagon says that the 
Salvadoran military should run out of bullets by mid-May? 


a I can't really answer that question for you 
at this point, Jim. 


Q Do you know what it might be in terms of 
Sleerthatian of those funds? 


A No, I don't. 


Q Do you have any view on the reports that the 
Soviet Union has agreed to supply Iraq with a nuclear reac- 
tor to replace the one that was destroyed by Israel a year 
Or two ago? 


A Yes, I do have something on that. We 
understand that the contemplated project merely involves a 





very preliminary feasibility and siting study for the 
possible future construction of a nuclear power reactor by 
the Soviet Union for the generation of electricity in Iraq. 
It does not, at this time, include a contract for the actual 
supply of a reactor. 


It is significant that both the Soviet Union and 
Iraq are parties to the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty, 
under which they are committed to placing international 
safeguards inspections on any power reactors exported to 
Iraq, as well as all other nuclear facilities in that 
country. 


These safeguards would be administered by the 
International Atomic Energy Agency in Vienna, and only after 
approval by the IAEA's Board of Governors, on which the 
United States has a permanent seat. 


The Soviet Union also adheres to international 
nuclear supplier guidelines which require it to assure the 
peaceful purposes of its nuclear exports through application 
of safeguards and other measures. 


Q Copy? 

A Sure. 

Q Could I follow up on that? 
A Go ahead. 


Q By saying that it merely involves the preli- 
minary feasibility studies, feasibility in siting study, are 
you trying to suggest something about the U.S. attitude 
toward it; either it's more favorable or less favorable 
because it's only this early study? Why are you saying it? 


a It's a fact. I would go on, I guess, to say 
that if the preliminary study were to demonstrate the 
project's feasibility, actual construction of a nuclear 
power reactor would require at least 8 to 10 years before 
fuel loading and operation. 


So it's simply a statement of the facts, Don. 
It's -- 


Q What is the attitude toward it? 
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A I don't have a general attitude to give you, 
except that we take note, significant note of the fact that, 
as I said before, both parties are members of the -- or par- 
ties to the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty and are com- 
mitted to putting safeguards on any such reactor. 


Q Would the United States be willing to, or 
interested in trying to see if it could make a nuclear 
agreement on cooperation or peaceful uses of nuclear energy 
with Iraq? 


Mh I don't have any indication that there is 
such discussion going on, Don, so I don't have a general 
statement to issue. 


Q Did you talk to the Soviets about this? 


A I'm not aware there's been any discussion 
with the Soviet Union, specifically, about this. No. 


Q Did the Iragis raise the issue with you when 
the Under Secretary of State of Iraq was here? 


A I don't know the answer, and I don't think we 
would get into the question of our diplomatic discussions 
with them. 


Q Did you have a chance previously, Alan, to 
comment on the Palestinians wanting to join the PNC? Is 
there anything that you can refer me to? Would you care to 
comment, or anything now? 


res Not really in specific terms on that. I 
think we addressed this some time ago, in fact, when, I guess 
-- at the time of King Hussein's interview with the New York 
Times. To the extent that we're prepared to address it, let 
me refer you back to what was said at that particular point. 





' Q Alan, to follow up with this. Do you have 
anything for us about the meetings that are going to be held 
in Washington between Mr. Elias Freij, the Mayor of 
Bethlehem, and U.S. Administration cfficials? 


My Nothing to say about it particularly. He is 


here. He has been, I ge: on a tour of other countries as 
well. He got to this cc:nt:y some days ago; is coming to 
Washington. He will be ng the Secretary next week, but 


I don't have anything par:'cular to say about it. This is 
not an unusual occurrence particularly. 





ll 


Q What about Shawa? 

Q Forgive me -- 

M I think he will also -- 

Q Both of them will meet the Secretary at the 
same time? 

A Yes. 

Q Carranza said yesterday the Salvadoran armed 


forces were initiating an investigation into the charges 
made by, in his view, Santivanez. Do you have any reaction 
to that? 


A No. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the story about 
Nicaragua going -- naming Astorga as their next ambassador? 


Ay No, I think that came up yesterday, and I 
don't have anything on that. We would not get into the 
question of nominations or agrement, or anything of that 
sort. 


Q When is Mr. Armacost planning to leave the 
Philippines, or has he already left there? 


Ay He has not left. I don't have a precise date 
on that, Don. I don't know. 


Q Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


Q (Press briefing concluded at 12:37 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Several announce- 
ments. One of which, hearing Bernie and John talk, reminds 
me that I want to straighten the record on one thing. On a 
couple of stories which have appeared -- I don't want to go 
back into the issue, but for the record, it was written that 
Ambassador Murphy did not know of the Stinger decision, that 
is the decision to withdraw the Stinger, until 12 hours 
after that decision was taken. 


That is not the case, and the record should show 
that. The decision was taken -- I don't remember what day 
of the week it was, but whatever evening it was, I think 
Larry Speakes talked about it that evening. Various cables 
went out which were cleared off appropriately in the 
bureaus, including by Ambassador Murphy. So whatever the 
confusion on that was, let me just make that point. 


Also to tell you that the Secretary will be 
testifying tomorrow at 10:00 a.m. before the House 
Appropriations Subcommittee. The subject will be the 
State Department budget. Due to his appearance, we will not 
be having our noon briefing tomorrow.* 


He is also scheduled to appear before the Senate 
Appropriations Subcommittee, again on the State Department 
Budget on Wednesday, at 10:00 a.m. We'll let you know 
during the course of the day tomorrow whether we will have a 
press briefing on Wednesday. 


An announcement regarding the Secretary's meeting 
with the Canadian Foreign Minister or Secretary of State for 
External Affairs: The Honorable Allan J. MacEachen, Canada's 
Deputy Prime Minister and Secretary of State for External 
Affairs will visit Washington April 1-2 for meetings on 
bilateral and multilateral topics with the Secretary. In 
October 1982, shortly after both Ministers assumed their 
present responsibilities, they met in Ottawa and agreed to 
meet at least four times a year. This will be their seventh 
round of discussions. 


*It was learned after the briefing that the Secretary's 
appearance will be in closed session and, therefore, there 
will be a noon briefing March 27. 





On the death of John Emmerson, we were very sad- 
dened to learn of the passing on March 24 of John K. 
Emmerson, who served with distinction in the Foreign Service 
of our nation from 1936 to 1968. During his career in the 
Department of State, Mr. Emmerson served in posts on four 
continents, but it was his service and knowledge of Asia 
for which he will be remembered most. He was a noted scho- 
lar and diplomat in Japanese affairs, and his summer resi- 
dence in Nikko, the “Akadamon," has been home to generations 
of "Japan hands." He will be missed by his many friends and 
colleagues in the Department, and we extend our deepest sym- 
pathy to his widow and family. 


Finally, regarding Ambassador Shlaudeman's 
swearing-in ceremony today, there will be tight pool 
coverage upstairs ‘ the Madison-Monroe Room. The Secretary 
will attend, and .< anticipate that both he and Ambassador 
Shlaudeman will make remarks. 


Immediately afterwards -- do you have a time on that? 
2:00? Presumably, it will go on for 20 minutes to half an hour. 
But in any case, immediately afterwards, I'm told that NBC 
Radio will come to the briefing room here, and distribute 
the audio remarks. 


That's it for announcements. 

Be happy to take questions. 

Q Anything on the elections, Alan? 

A Which election was that, George? (Laughter) 

Q Turkish election! (Laughter) 

A Yes. First of all, I'd also note to you that 
I think that there will be some other related events over at 


‘the White House that Larry Speakes will talk about, so I 
refer you to that. 


Our Embassy and the U.S. observers agree that 
there was an extremely large voter turnout at the polls 
yesterday. The Central Elections Council, the CCE, will not 
begin having any official vote tallies until sometime this 
afternoon. 


At this point, we're in no position to provide any 
definitive figures on overall vote or division among the 
parties. The co-chairmen of the official U.S. observer dele~- 





gation, House Majority Leader Wright and Senator Roth, held a 
press conference earlier this morning prior to their depar- 
ture from San Salvador. Speaking on behalf of the delega- 
tion, they characterized the turnout as a vote for peace and 
democratic government, and a message to the armed guerrillas 
that the people did not agree with their violent program. 


The co-chairmen indicated the likelihood of a 
runoff election and their hope that the Central Elections 
Commission would be able to simplify the voting procedures 
before such a runoff. 


In that connection, it should be noted that all of 
the eight participating political parties in the election 
had agreed upon the use of an electoral registry and admit- 
tedly highly sophisticated procedure with the clear effort 
to minimize to the greatest extent any presence of fraud or 
accusations of fraud. 


The voters should also be more familiar with the 
new procedures for the next round. In brief, it appears to 
us that the voters of El Salvador have once again placed 
their clear and unmistakable faith in the electoral process 
and democracy. 


Q Copy of that, please? 
A Sure. 


Q Alan, anything at all in the meeting between 
Secretary Shultz and Mayor Freij of Bethlehem? 


nm Don't have anything on it. I understand the 
Mayor had something to say when he came downstairs, but I 
don't have a readout to give you. 


Q At this point, I understand that Mr. McPherson 
‘will be seeing the Mayors -- one or two of them -- this 
afternoon at 1:30. What's the purpose of the meeting with 
Mr. McPherson? 


A I'm afraid I'd have to refer you to AID. I 
don't know specifically what is on the agenda for that. 


Q Alan, do you have a comment on the shooting 
incident in Strasbourg this morning or last night? 


A Yes, I have some information on that. At 
this point we know that Robert Homme is in -- that's H-o-m- 





m-e -- is in a Strasbourg hospital in stable condition and 
apparently conscious and talking. We have every indication 
that he will fully recover from his injuries. 


The Lebanese Revolutionary Army Faction has 
Claimed responsibility for the shooting. We have no further 
information other than that. This group has claimed respon- 
sibility for a number of attacks against American and 
Israeli personnel in France between 1981 and 1982, including 
the assassination of Defense Attache Colonel Ray, and the 
attempted assassinations of Commercial Counselor Grant in 
July 1981* and DCM Christian Chapman in November 1981. The 
French authorities are investigating this claim and other 
leads. 


Q Copy of that? 

Q (Inaudible) 

oss He is the Counselor General in Strasbourg. 
Copy? Yes, sure. 

Q Had he been in the Middle East for some time? 
A I don't know what -- where he has served. 


Q Do you know anything about this Lebanese 
Revolutionary Army Faction? 


nN Other than what I just gave you, no. 


Q Alan, do you have anything to comment on the 
story this morning about the accusations of Defense Minister 
of Israel, Moshe Arens, against Mr. Weinberger, that he needs 
psychoanalysis, or something like that? 


A No. I think Mr. Arens had some further com- 
ment about that story, but I don't have anything on it. 


Q I want to follow. Is the United States still 
Supporting Security Council Resolution 242 with all its 
language, or is there any change in the position of the United 
States toward this resolution that was supported originally 
by the United States? 


A No change. 


Q No change? 


*Subsequently corrected to read July 1982. 





Q Can you tell us anything of what the State 
Department, or the Government knows about what took place, if 
anything, in the Persian Gulf over the weekend or in the 
last few days? As you know, Irag has claimed that they have 
sunk some tankers near Kharg Island. Is this believed to be 
true by American officials, or what do we think is going on 
there? 


n Don, I really can't confirm that. I've also 
seen that the Government of Iran has denied that any such 
activity took place. I just don't have any information to 
share with you on confirming or denying it. 


Q I gather there's an Israeli press report 
Saying that the U.S. Government is considering moving -- not 
moving -- considering setting up a liaison office in 
Jerusalem as a kind of compromise on this Jerusalem bill. 


A It's just not true. There is no such plan 
under consideration; no change in the U.S. position on 
Jerusalem. 


Q On that issue, Alan, the White House has con- 
firmed that they've been in touch with the three former 
Presidents -=- Nixon, Carter and Ford. Do you know to what 
-- on this Jerusalem issue -- to what aim or purpose would -- 


A You'd have to ask the White House. 


Q Is it the Secretary's desire that the three 
former Presidents support the President's position -- 


A I think we'll let the White House speak to 
the issue. The Administration's: position on the issue is 
guite clear. 


--MORE-- 





Q On the question of Shultz with Mr. FPreij, 
what was the purpose of his talk with the Secretary in 
light of King Hussein's objections or rule-out of entering 
the peace talks? 


K I don't have any readout to give you or an 
agenda to give you, but I would not view that conversation 
as connected with -- in its origins with King Hussein's 
statements. 


Clearly, they're interested in events on the West 
Bank and so on, but I can't speak to actually what went on 
in the conversation. As I say, Mayor Freij, I understand, 
had some comments when he came down. 


Q Any further information on Ambassador 
Rumsfeld's activities? 


A Yes. He and Ambassador Silberman are in 
Baghdad. Earlier today they were in Kuwait. Over the 
weekend they were in the Sudan, North Yemen, Qatar, and 
Bahrain. , 


Q Can you tell if he discussed the Jerusalem 
problem with the Israelis? 


n Not going to go into what he may have 
discussed, sorry. 


Q Would you comment at all on the nature of 
his mission in the Persian Gulf? 


K No. Ralph, as you know, I don't get into 
what he does and so on. I'm going to stick with that. 


Q You began the briefing denying that Mr. 
Murphy did not know about the decision in the 12 hours and, 
you know, you denied the story. 


a Yes. 


Q It was in the same story the impression that 
there was sort of an agreement between Mr. Eagleburger and 
Mr. Thomas Dyne of AIPAC about “You drop this, we'll 
drop that" sort of accommodation about the Jerusalem bill. 


A Yes. As I said also in that statement, I 
didn't intend to get back into the other parts ‘¢ that 
story. I addressed that all last week, and I refer you back 
to what I said at that point. 





Q It's in this story. 


A I'm sorry, but it is in the transcript to 
the extent we're going to talk about it. 


Q Do you have anything else to say about the 
numerous reports of snafus in the Salvadoran election other 
than it was highly sophisticated and you hope it will be 
simplified next time? 


A No. I think that really is the sum and 
substance of it -- that it was a complicated procedure and 
that there is a feeling in El Salvador, I think, that the 
election commission should try to simplify that procedure. 


But, in any case, we're not aware of any charge of 
fraud or impropriety on any major scale, so -- 


Q Would you have wished that it was a little 
smoother than it seemed to have been, at least? It seems 
that lots of places didn't have ballots or boxes, 
that didn't know where to send people. And this is not just 
isolated incidents, but it seems rural and citywide. 


A Yes, except our impression is that fewer 
voters were actually denied a vote due to procedural dif- 
ficulties than were suggested by reports early in the day. 
And we do expect that the percentage will represent a lower 
percentage than the March ‘82 vote. 


But, nonetheless, again, we feel that the very 
heavy turnout is a fairly significant endorsement of 
democracy and the electoral process. 


Q Do you have anything on -- 


fe) Alan, are you aware of any charge of fraud 
on a major scale? 


A I don't know of any charges. I can't tell 
you that there is no place that there isn't, that somebody 
hasn't raised. I don't know of any personally. And that I 
guess you'd have to look to the Salvadorans to address; but 
certainly there is. The purpose of avoiding any perception 
of fraud or any reality of fraud, as far as we can tell, 
seems to have been achieved, even if it had these problems 
associated with it. 


Q Do you have anything on the guerrilla acti- 
vities surrounding the election? 

















A Simply that, obviously, the guerrillas did 
attempt to do some things to disrupt the election, including 
seizing identity cards, including attacking the power system, 
including taking steps -- in some cases, at least -- to pre- 
vent people from going to the voting booths, so that there 
were some severe power disruptions and so on. 


But, in fact, the preliminary reports indicate 
that the guerrilla actions prevented citizens from voting in 





perhaps 44 municipalities, which were predominantly small towns 


representing a potential electorate of about 35,000 voters -- 
that is less than two percent. 


C Do you have anything on the walkout of the 
computer technicians, and -- 

a No. 

Q -- have they asked for help from the United 


States in tallying the vote now? 


A I don't know the answer to that, Jim. I 
saw the story on the computer technician. It looked to me a 
little differently described from the way you just described 
it. 


Q Could you comment on how early elections 
in Israel is going to affect U.S. efforcs to reach a peace 
in the Middle East? 


A No, I don't have any comment on it. 
Q It is the fifth anniversary of the 


Egyptian-Israeli Peace Treaty. Do you have anything to 
rattle off? 


A I don't; I don't have anything. 

Q That was my question. 

4 O.K. 

Jim? 

Q Do you know anything about the state of 


emergency in Chile for 90 days and Lavandero trying to solve 
it? 


A Why don't I try and get you something 
afterwards? I think we can probably produce something -- 
there's something in preparation. 








Q Alan, do you have anything on a newspaper 
report that General Scowcroft was unable to deliver a 
letter from President Reagan to senior -- 


A No. 

Q -- Soviet leaders? 

A No. 

Q Let me ask you one other question. On the 


exchange of correspondence that did take place between the 
President and the Soviet leadership, has there been any 
constructive response. as far you know, from the Soviets at 
any level? 


A I don't think I intend to characterize 
Presidential correspondence. 


Q Well, what about -- in general, without 
reference to the question? 


A I don't have any new words to offer you on 
that, John. Our position is we're ready and anxious to 
have a constructive dialogue, but I will leave it at that. 


Jim? 

Q Do you have anything on an attempted coup 
in Ghana, or the situation there now? : 

A No. 

Q Alan, do you have any comment on the March 


18 endorsement by Izvestia of Kissinger's campaign to be named 
Secretary of State? (Laughter.) 





A I wasn't aware they had done that. 

Q Can you look into it? 

A No. I don't think I can comment on -- 
Q You have commented on Izvestia's 





suggestions regarding U.S. foreign policy in the past. 


A I think I'll leave that alone. 
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Q Can I try again on Camp David? Are we 
pleased with the way things have gone over the past five 
years or disappointed? 





A I don't have any words to offer you today 
on this. 

Q Thank you. 

A You're welcome. 


(Whereupon, at 12:27 p.m., the briefing was concluded.) 
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MR. FOMBERG: Good afternoon. I've got a couple 
of announcements (and) a statement. 


Yesterday, as I indicated, we wouldn't be here 
today. I don't know whether we're going to be here 
tomorrow. (Laughter) The testimony tomorrow apparently is 
open. The Secretary is scheduled to appear before the 
Senate Appropriations Subcommittee on the State Department 
budget -- the State/Commerce/Justice Subcommittee -- at 
10:00 a.m. Check with the Press Office later this after- 
noon, if you will, and we will try to have a decision on 
that. 


Q If he does appear, you don't? 


Ay That's unclear. He is going to appear, 
Marvin. It's just a question of judgment, basically, coming 
back off the Hill as to whether, in the course of discussing 
the budget, they will be able to get to some of the kinds of 
questions you might be interested in and whether the 
logistics will work out even if that isn't the case. So 
that's the kind of judgment. 


Also, available -- or not also <= but available 
in the Press Office are copies of the prepared statement of 
Assistant Secretary of State for Inter-American Affairs 
Langhorne A. Motley before the House Subcommittee on Foreign 
Operations. The subject is the Administration's legislative 
package on the recommendations of the National Bipartisan 
Commission on Central America. 


A statement regarding the death of the Guinean 
President: 


The United States regrets the untimely death of 
President Sekou Toure of the Republic of Guinea in 
Cleveland, March 26. Sekou Toure was an internationally 
respected statesman whose efforts on behalf of peaceful 
settlement of disputes had earned for him and his country an 
enviable reputation for peacemaking. He exercised a 
unifying role within the Organization of African Unity and 
African affairs generally. The United States valued his 
wise and prudent counsel. We expect to continue the close 


and cooperative relations between our two countries. 








Q Can we have a copy of that, please? 


A Copy. That's it for announcements. Be 
happy to take questions. 


Q On that -- I can check elsewhere -- but do 
you recall the last time he was in the United States for a 
visit with the President or the Secretary? 


A I don't know when he was last in the United 
States, but the last time he -- 


Q Recently. 


A Okay. Well, the last time he saw the 
President was when he was here in 1982, in the summer. He 
came here on a private visit. That was in late June and 
early July, and he met with the President at the White House 
on that occasion. 


Q Alan, do you have any late word from El 
Salvador on what the votes appear to be? 


a I don't really have a -- I don't have 
anything on that. As you know, the voting procedures were 
very complex, designed to be resistant to fraud, and so the 
reporting is also a complex procedure. Unlike March ‘82, 
for example, no official vote tallies are being transmitted 
to the Central Elections Commission by telegram. After the 
polls closed on Sunday the poll watchers actually broke open 
the ballot boxes, counted the votes, filled out and signed 
official tallies, turned ballots and documentation over to 
the electoral commission in each municipality; and this is 
also being followed at the departmental or provincial level. 
And the CCE, or the Central Elections Commission, in San 
Salvador won't begin announcing official results until all 
of the tabulation and documentation in a department is 
complete. So it takes time, but, as I say, the purpose is 
to avoid fraud. So I don't have anything at this point. 


Q The Christian Democrats are claiming 
something like 45 percent of the vote. Does that sound at 
all accurate to you? 


A I really think I will leave aside, or set 
aside, any question about numbers. I don't -- I've seen 
various figures. I think Ambassador Pickering has talked 
about various figures based on his conversations with 
people, and I don't quarrel with any of that. But we just 
don't have it, and I don't think I should be talking from 
here about results which have not been announced by the 
Salvadorans. 


Q It does appear that a runoff will be 
necessary? 











A I would say at this time it appears that 
way. Sure. 


Q Yesterday a commission named by the United 
Nations reported that chemical weapons have been used in the 
Persian Gulf war. 


Q And all the indications seemed to be that 
the weapons were used by Iraq. Do you have any response to 
this or any statement on it? 


A We haven't had an opportunity to review the 
results in detail, but it appears that their findings are 
consistent with our own evidence whick indicates [Iraq has 
used lethal chemical weapons. 


While we have condemned Iraq's resort to chemical 
weapons, we also call on the Government of Iran to accept 
the good offices offered by a number of countries and inter- 
national organizations to put an end to the bloodshed. 


Q Does it appear that -- could I follow up on 
that? 


a Sure. 


Q Does it appear that Irag is continuing to 
use these chemical weapons even after the United States 
called upon them to stop? 


A Don, we have recently received reports 
regarding use since March 5, which was when we issued our 
Statement, but we have so far been unable to confirm those 
reports. However, we are continuing to watch the situation 
closely. 


Q Has the United States been back in touch 
with Iraq about the matter? 


A I think that I will not get into the 
question of details over diplomatic dialogue, but certainly 
Our concerns about this matter are not unknown to the 
Government of Iraq. 


Q Alan, following that up, you said 
“recently.” Is that after Mr. Kittani concluded his 
meetings here? 








A I'm not -- 


Q Or did you receive the report while he was 
here? 


A I'm not going to try to be more specific 
than to say since we issued our statement on March 5. 


Q You recently received reports? 


A That is correct -- I said that <-- and 
talking about since March 5. But I think we also -- there 
was another time back in there, and I can't remember when, 
when we, I think, indicated we had not received any reports. 
So if you take the two and put them together, I guess you 
can say it was in that period. I don't have that date with 
me. 


Q Alan, what types of reports? Can you 
characterize them? 


A No. I cannot. 
Q How about the reports of mycotoxins? 


A Obviously we've seen those reports. We're 
continuing to check out the allegations, but we have no 
information to offer at this point. 


Q Alan, I remember that when it came out to 
light that the Soviets were using chemical warfare in 
Afghanistan, you went out of your way to bring out to people 
here at the State Department the gas mask that was found with 
some traces there. Why aren't you making such a big deal of 
the use this time? 


a I think that your characterization or the 
implicit accusation that we're trying to hide it is totally 
unfounded. The fact is we volunteered a statement on this 
subject on March 5, and I refer you back to it. 


Q Alan, what is the connection between Iran's 
refusal -- why did you link Iran's refusal to negotiate an 
end to the war with the question about the possible use of 
chemical weapons? 


A Because there is -- 











Q What is the connection in your -- in the 
State Department's mind? 


oy The basic connection is that the war is con- 
tinuing, and the need to bring the use of all weapons, 
including any chemical weapons use that might be still 
ongoing, to an end; and that the Government of Iraq had 
indicated -- and I'd refer you back to some statements we 
made before -- willingness to look to that, but the 
Government of Iran has not. 


Q Alan, to go back to my question, I wasn't 
accusing anything. I'm just trying to find out why there's 
a different stéence taken. Is there a different policy in 
following use of violations of chemical warfare, or is it 
just -- what's the policy? 


aN I refer you to our statement. I don't 
accept the basic premise of your approach to this. 


Q Alan, do you have anything new to offer on 
the issue of Jerusalem? Any reaction to President Carter's 
remarks? 


a No. Nothing on that. 
Q Alan -- 


Q On that point, Alan, did Prince Bandar come 
in here late yesterday? 


a Not that I'm aware of, but that doesn’t mean 
it didn't happen. 


Q Well, could you check on whether in fact he 
had a meeting with either the Secretary or some other senior 
official? 


N I can check on it. I don't know that I can 
provide an answer to it. 


Q Because the Press Office was saying -- 

A I'd be happy to check on it. 

Q -- yesterday late in the day. 

nN That? 

Q That he had come in to ese the Secretary. 








nh Well, then -- I'm not personally aware of 
it, but I wasn’t here late in the day, so why do you 
guestion that? 


Q Well, I would like to know whether he came 
in, first. I'd like to know what he delivered. 


4 Well, that you won't get; but in terms of 
whether he came in, if you've gotten an answer from the 
Press Office, I don't know why the question is still there. 


-- MORE -- 








Q I suppose the answer is that he came in -- if 
he came in -- he came in by a way other than the C Street 
entrance, and since early in this Administration, when chere 
has been an effort that everybody come in -- all Ambassadors 
are treated the same, go in the front door, blah, blah, blah 
-- if he came in, why did he come in through some other 
entrance? 


My Well, I don't know that any of that is fac- 
tual, but let me check it out. Once you've raised these 
questions, Marvin, let me check it out. 


Q Okay. 


Q Alan, are you prepared to react in any way to 
Carter's interview with Ted Kopel last night, including his 
criticism of the Administration, saying that except for one 
speech on September 1, 1982, the Administration has not been 
aggressively pursuing, you know, peace or a formula, you 
know -- a solution? 


My I think that the various efforts that have 
been made and the various statements made by the President, 
by the Secretary and by others answer that more effectively 
than I could, trying to respond off the cuff here. 


Q Alan, back in connection with Iraq again, a 
Kuwaiti court today sentenced the peoocle who it believes 
were responsible in the American Embassy bombing in Kuwait, 
and it turned out that, at least according to the court, a 
large number of those who were convicted are Iragis. Does 
the U.S. have any reaction to that, in light of the 
Secretary's statements on state-supported terrorism? 


A Well, I think you’re making an assumption 
there which I would guess I would have to refer you to the 
Government of Kuwait to address, and that is whether they 
have charged the Government of Iraq with involvement in 
that. I'm not aware that that charge has been made. But I 
guess I'd have to refer you to the Kuwaitis on that. 


Q Could I follow that and ask, then, whether 
you have any comment on it in light of the Administration's 
decision to remove Iraq from the terrorist list? 


N No. I don't have anything new on that. 


Q Do you have anything on the statements by the 
Argentine Finance Minister about going beyond the March 31 
deadline? 








A I don't really. i've got some guidance which 
I'm not going to use, frankly, because Secretary Regan 
acdressed this this morning, and [ think that he certainly 
speaks authoritatively for the Administration, much more than 
I could on this kind of question, so I refer you -- 


Q (Inaudibie) 


A I don't know specifically the context, but I 
think the Treasury Department would be happy to provide you 
his words. 


Q On that subject, do you know what our -- I'm 
not asking you to react; I'm asking you if you know what 
Argentina, in fact, is doing? 


ay I don’t think it is up to us specifically to 
talk about, you know, what Argentina is doing at this stage, 
unless we have -- 


Q Specifically I said I'm not asking you that. 
I was asking, do you know? 


BN Oh, I think we have -- well, I don't know if 
we know what final decisions may have been taken. I can't 
answer the question in detail. I don*t know the answer to 
that. Certainly, we're aware of the various discussions 
which are gcing on, and so on. And we have somebody down 
there. I think that Secretary Regan indicated this morning, 
for example, that Mr. McNamara is down in Argentina at this 
particular point. But let me refer you to what he said this 
morning because I think it may address some of the questions 
you have. 


Q Do you have anything there on Secretaiy 
Haig's memoirs? 


No. 
Clearance procedures? 
No. 


Could you take a couple of questions on that? 


> © F*? OO °F? 


Well, what are your questions? 


Q O.K. Could you tell us when he submitted his 
memoirs for clearance? Who in the State Department cleared 
it? What rignt does he have, as a private citizen, to have 





top secret information declassified and appear in his 
memoirs when no other person -- for example, you, Gwertzman, 
or any of these guys around here -- could? 

Could you try those three, to begin with? 


A I will try them, Marvin. I can't promise 
what the results will be. 


Q Is Secretary Shultz seeing the Arab 
Ambassadors, as was tentatively thought he might, today? 


A I believe he is. 
Five o'clock? 
I think that's correct. 


What is it on? Jerusalem? 


rr Oo F VD 


Well, it’s their meeting. They requested ic. 
I guess I would leave it to them to talk about what they 
wanted to -- 


Q Are these the Arab Ambassadors, as distinct 
from the Islamic group? 


sy No, I think that -- well, let me get a 
characterization of which group it is. 


Q The Islamic group. 
4 I think it is the Islamic group. 


Q This is the one under the Moroccan 
Ambassador's leadership? 


A I believe that’s correct, Bernie, but why 
don't we check and see? I think it is. It's a group of 
five Ambassadors who are coming in. Let me see if I can get 
something more precise on that. 


Q Is it the same group that was up on the Hill 
last week? 


That I don't know, Marvin. 
I asked about it. 


The ones that were on the Hill? 


A 
Q 
4 
Q 


Yeah. 
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A Okay. I don't know who was on the Hill. I 
don't think I -- 


Q Oh, we had a big discussion about it. 


A Well, I don't think I was addressing it in 
terms Of who was on the Hill. 


0 Who were the five? 


Q Anything new on the timetable of the AWACS 
sent to Sudan? Any timetable for their coming out? 


A No, don't have anything on that. 


Q Do you have anything on two events in 
Honduras, one the alleged abduction of a union leader by 
police earlier this month, named Vindel? And the second 
question is on the bombings yesterday in San Pedro Sula? 


Ay No. Don't have anything on either of those. 


Q Anything more on the shooting of the U.S. 
Consul General in Strasbourg? 


aN Just to note that he is now home and recupe- 
rating well, we understand, physically active, and he hopes 
to be returning to his duties very soon. 


Q Was he able to offer any clues as to who -- 
24 That I don't know. Obviously the matter 


remains under investigation; and I think probably we would 
leave that kind of question unaddressed at this point. 


Q How about Mr. Buckley? Any word on William 
Buckley? 

“y Don't have anything new to offer on that. 

Q Alan, do you have anything at all on the 
Situation in Afghanistan -- 

A No. 

Q -- particularly reports about massive rebel 


attacks on gasoline convoys which has now caused a severe 
shortage of gasoline in Kabul and -- 








ll 


4 No, I don't. I've seen the reports, but I 
don't have any comment on then. 


O.K.? 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:24 P.M.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Several 
announcements: 


Available in the Press Office is the prepared text 
of a speech given today by Under Secretary of State for 
Security Assistance, Science and Technology William 
Schneider, Jr., before the Federal Bar Association in 
Newton, Massachusetts. The topic of the address is 
"Technology Transfer in the International Marketplace." He 
must have made a quick trip, since I saw him this morning. 


Also available in the Press Office is the prepared 
statement by Assistant Secretary of State for International 
Organization Affairs Gregory J. Newell before the House 
Subcommittee on Appropriations for Commerce, Justice, State, 
the Judiciary and Related Agencies. The subject of his 
testimony was "Contributions to International Organizations." 


Additionally, available in the Press Office is the 
prepared statement by Under Secretary of State for Economic 
Affairs Allen Wallis, before the House Committee on Europe 
and the Middle East. His testimony was on “East-West 
Economic Issues." 


As I think you probably already know, there will 
be an ON-THE-RECORD briefing by Ambassador to El Salvador 
Thomas R. Pickering today here in the briefing room at 3:00 
p.m. The subject will be El Salvador. State Department 
and White House press with valid press passes will be 
admitted to the briefing. 


, Assistant Secretary of State for Human Rights 
Elliott Abrams will debate Senator Christopher Dodd of 
Connecticut in New York tomorrow on the subject of 

"The Media and Human Rights." (Laughter) The debate -- 


Q (Inaudible) 


A Tune in. The debate is being sponsored by 
the Center for Communications. Copies of Assistant 
Secretary Abrams' remarks will be available in the Press 
Office today on an embargoed basis. Also, I understand that 
the speech will be open for coverage, to be held at the 
Great Hall of the Cooper Union, Cooper Square, at 7th and 
Third Avenue, New York City. The contact is Catherine Gay 


at Area Code 212 210-8878. 








Finally, on the “what's available" side, available 
in the Press Office is the prepared text of remarks by the 
Secretary at the luncheon for Chief Executive Officers of 
U.S. firms in South Africa. The remarks are embargoed until 
1:45. 


; And finally, a statement on the recent wave of 
terrorist attacks: 


In the last three days, there have been terrorist 
attacks against an American diplomat in France, a British 
diplomat in Greece, and a French diplomat in Lebanon, as well 
as a series of attacks aimed at Turkish personnel in Iran. 
We deeply regret the injuries sustained by the victims of 
these attacks and the death of British diplomat Kenneth 
Whittey. Terrorists pretend to justify the killing and 
maiming of innocent human beings in the name of political 
and religious beliefs. This can never be accepted by civi- 
lized people anywhere in the world. The United States 
Government deplores terrorism in all its forms, in the name 
of whatever cause it may be committed, and we continue to 
call upon all governments throughout the world to join us in 
combatting this evil. 


That is it for announcements. I will be happy to 
take questions. 


Q A copy of that, please? 
A Sure. 


Q Can you tell us what, if anything, the U.S. 
Government, and specifically the Ex-Im Bank, is doing about 
the Argentine inability to pay interest? 


A I don't have a great deal to give you except 
I can talk a little bit about the story that appeared this 
morning which suggested that there was a cut-off by the 
Ex-Im. There has been no decision by the Ex-Im Bank Board 
to cut off Argentina, although it is true that one small 
project was turned down recently. There are a number of 
arrearages on EX-Im Bank loans which are outstanding, as 
there are to other private and governmental financial 
institutions. This is not a new problem, since many of 
these arrearages were inherited by the Alfonsin 
administration from the previous government. 


Ex-Im practice has been to defer transactions 
until corrective measures are taken. We expect the arrear- 
ages will be cleared up when Argentina reaches agreement 














with the IMF and the commercial banks on an economic program 
and additional credits. These discussions are continuing, 
and we're hopeful that they will b. «si«cessfully concluded 
in the near future. 


By the way, there was one point in the article in 
The Washington Post on this this morning. I am told that 
Ambassador Ortiz did not speak with President Reagan on the 
phone last night. 





Q Can we have a copy of that? 
A Yeah. 


Q You say no decision has been made to with- 
hold further credit; but to put it the other way, there will 
be no new loans granted to Argentina until the situation is 
cleared up, right? 


A I think, basically, you should go to Ex-Im to 
pursue this; but as I say, Ex-Im practice has been to defer 
transactions until corrective measures are taken. But there 
has only been one small project that was recently turned down. 


Q Alan, have they requested a bridge loan? And 
is the United States willing to provide a bridge loan? 


A I think I'm going to cut off any further com- 
ment on this. Obviously there are discussions going on, 
and I don't think that further comment from here is going to 
be a positive contribution to that, so I'm going to leave 
that alone. 


Q New subject? 
A New subject. 
Q Can I just try this one, though? 


A No. I've said everything I have to say on 
the subject. 


Q Everything more you're going to say is nega- 
tive, huh. 


Q On your statement, Alan, on these terrorist 
attacks, does the U.S. believe that these attacks in 
Strasbourg, Athens, and Beirut are linked in any way or per- 
petrated by the same organization or coordinated in any 


sense? 


A Well, we don't know of any specific link among 








these incidents in the sense of pre-arranged coordination. 
At the same time, terrorists do communicate with each other, 
and they tend to use each others’ ideas, and that pattern 
makes it vitally important that the perpetrators of these 
acts be brought to justice. But again, we do not know of 
any specific link in that sense. 


Q Do you trace this back at all to the attack, 
not to the -- to the menace or the threat that surfaced, I 
think it was last week, in Indonesia when a terrorist: orga- 
nization threatened officials of the Multinational Force? 

A I think you will recall, Bill, that we have 
not commented on those reports, and I'm not going to try to 
do that at this time. 


Q How about any link to the assassination -- was 
it last month? -- of the head of the Sinai Observer Force? 


a I can't draw links among any of these specifi- 
cally. I can only just give you what I have on that. 


Bernie. 


Q Alan, the American who was hurt in Strasbourg 


Q Are you saying that is an act of terrorism, 
because there had been some reports thet it might have been 
as a result of a private dispute? 


y Yes. That is not true. There were reports, 
and those reports are untrue. 


Q New subject? 
Yes. 
Alan, on the terrorism thing, just a sec -- 


Okay, go ahead. 


on + OO FY 


You mention in the last statement, I think, 
that you were working or hoping to work with other 
countries; right? In your last statement? 











Q That is something that you have been saying, 
you generically have been saying there, for a long time -- 
for years, in fact -- with less than stunning results. 
What's happening? What are you doing? How are you trying 
to pull the Europeans together, for example, on this 
question? 


A Marvin, I don't have specifics to offer you 
on that. The effort continues. It is simply a fact that 
sometimes talking about what we're doing makes what we're 
trying to do more difficult, and I think I'm going to have 
to beg off of that. 


Q Okay. Could you even say that the kind of 
cooordination that Haig talked about three years ago you 
have, at least, begun to achieve? 


A Well, I can't recall frankly what specifi- 
cally he was talking about. The effort continues, and 
that's really all I can say at this particular point. 


Q On this same subject, Secretary Shultz 
yesterday testified regarding forming some long-range study 
commission on terrorism and improving U.S. embassies and 
U.S. facilities in the Persian Gulf, evidently because of 
terrorism. 


A Uh-huh. 


Q Could you give us any further details of what 
it is he has in mind, or the Department has in mind? 


as I can give you a little bit on that. The 
advisory panel, which the Secretary referred to, it is being 
formed at this point, and the Department is in the process 
of panel membership selection. When the selection is 
completed, the names will be released. 


The advisory panel will be asked to develop the 
best possible security strategy designed to meet present and 
future threats against our missions and their personnel 
abroad. The Secretary has established May 1, 1984, for 
initiation of the panel's work, and he will expect to 
receive their report by December. 


Q How about the (inaudible)? Do you have 
anything on that. He also announced, sort of in the same 
paragraph? 











A About improved facilities? 
Q Yes. 


A Based on the recent history of terrorist 
attacks against our missions and personnel in the Persian 
Gulf, the Department has and will continue to increase 
security measures for their protection. 


New security measures are being examined and 
improvements have already been made at our installations. 
Additionally, we're exploring all other means, including 
greater protection by the host governments, of increasing 
the safety of our people. 


Congress has made funds available for these 
efforts and the Department considers this matter to be one 
of its highest priorities. For security reasons we will not 
reveal the specifics of the measures we have or will take in 
the Persian Gulf region. 


Q Is it anticipated that the Department is 
going to ask for further money in this Fiscal Year? Are you 
going to ask for a supplemental for this? 


A I can't answer that. As I say, Congress has 
made funds available for these efforts. So I would have to 
say at this point that that would have to be convered by 
that statement. Whether in the future there would be some 
further need, I can't project at this time. 


Q Alan, the Secietary said yesterday that the 
State Department is working with the OMB -- his words -- to 
develop a budget amendment on that subject. Do you have 
anything -- and the Department has said before that it will 
have a package of anti-terrorism measures, and so on. Do 
you have anything yet to offer on that score? 


A Let me check on the budget amendment question, 
because that seems to be somewhat different from these 
words, and see if there's anything, and if there is we'll 
try and get back to you on that. 

On the package, it is still -- 

Q Pending. 


BN -- pending. 








Q Do you have anything -- 
A Let me take John's question. 


Q On Central America, are American planes 
flying reconnaissance, intelligence and/or communications 
missions in aid of the El Salvadoran forces’ campaign 
against the guerrillas? 


B, After all of that wait, I'm afraid I'm going 
to have to refer you to the Pentagon, and I don't think they 
normally talk about reconnaissance flights, etc., but I will 
refer you to them, John. 


Q On the subject of terrorism, do you have any 
comment on what President Assad of Syria said concerning the 
accusation of Syria being responsible for what happened of 
terrorist actions inside Lebanon? He said that he cannot be 
accused of this as much as the U.S. cannot be accused of 
terrorist actions inside the U.S. 


A I think we have addressed before the question 
of responsibility for various attacks which took place, have 
taken place, in Lebanon, and I don't have anything new. But 
we have talked about responsibility at a minimum by those 
whose terrority is used for a terrorist going through and so 
on and so forth. But I refer you back, basically, to what 
we've said before. 


Q Any other comment on his statements, please, 
that you have? 

A I don't have any comment on it. 

Q His interview with Time magazine. 


a I don't have anything on that. 
Q On Central America -- 


Q Same subject. You mentioned Persian Gulf. 
But what about the other part of the Middle East? Is there 
any planning for them? 


A I think there is a major program of security 
enhancement which is a world-wide program. And certainly 
that would include the Middle East and other areas, too. 








Obviously, if you look at the pattern of terrorism 
over the last -- not only the last several days but before 
that, it is not only something that takes place in the 
Middle East or the Gulf region. So there is a need to pay 
attention to that issue around the world. 


Q Why focusing, Alan, on the Persian Gulf? 
Would you steer us away from deducing that you are talking 
about the threat or the menace of Iranian-inspired 
terrorism? 


A I think I will simply stick with what I said, 
which was to refer to the recent history of terrorist 
attacks against missions and personnel in the Persian Gulf 
as the reason for that. 


Ralph? 


Q Alan, could we get back to Central America 
again for just a second? I'd like to follow up a little 
more on John's questions. 


Do you have any comment on the allegation that the 
-- that American troops are now authorized to carry more 
sophisticated sidearms, and on the allegation that the U.S. 
is no longer adhering to its self-imposed 55-person limit in 
El Salvador? 


ry First of all, a lot of these questions, pre- 
sumably, could be addressed if you want to put them to 
Ambassador Pickering. I'm sure he can give you a complete 
explanation. The fact is that we have explained the self- 
imposed 55-man limit on trainers continues, and we've talked 
about that, I think, at some length before, and refer you 
back to what we've said about that. 


Q But it does continue? The limit on trainers 
at 55 continues? 


A We've not exceeded that number of trainers. 
There are other personnel there who are doing other things, 
and as I say there is -- that's been addressed before and 
there is guidance which goes back some time explaining pre- 
cisely what the situation is in that regard. Nobody is 
hiding anything. 


In terms of the kind of weapon -- personal weapon 
that they carry, I think that also is explained in pre- 
viously existing guidance, and I think it also has been pre- 
viously addressed. I don't happen to have it with me, but 








if you want to get it from somebody live today, I suggest 
you put the question at 3:00. 


Q Can I follow that, please? Senator Sasser 
made a statement on the Hill a short while before this 
briefing, saying that the Defense Department had 
acknowledged that three times recently -- twice in November 
and once in March in the San Miguel area of El Salvador -- 
American forces came under hostile fire. Doesn't that 
suggest that American forces in El Salvador have become part 
of the war, part of the civil war, rather than trainers or 
advisors? 


A I don't know what the Senator said, and I 
don't know what the facts are. But based on what you just 
said to me, I don't think one could draw that kind of a 
sweeping corclusion. One has never ruled out, as one never 
ruled out the presence of American personnel anywhere where 
there's an occasional incident that they may be caught in, 
that that constitutes -- you can't rule that out. On the 
other hand, that hardly constitutes involvement in combat in 
the sense that we're usually talking about. 


Q Sasser -- 
Q Alan, can I follow on that? 
ny I'll come back to you in a second. 


Q Following the same thing, Sasser also 
charges, as I understand it, that the Administration had 
failed to notify Congress of these incidents and that under 
the Arms Export Control Act that needed to be done. Is that 
your understanding of the Arms Export Control Act, in 
general? 


oN I don't personally know, and I guess we 
‘can check on that. But I don't know what the requirement 
is, and I don't know if it was done in this case. 


Jim? 


Q With respect to the question that John raised 
a minute ago and your answer here, my understanding is that 
U.S. personnel in El Salvador -- military personnel -- have 
been told that they can't purposefully get into areas where 
combat may take place. But we now have a report that in 
fact pilots, American pilots in American airplanes, may be 
flying directly over where combat takes place. Now, I know 
they're not advisors, but I'd like you to try to distinguish 
the two situations. And, also, I wonder if you could articu- 
late why it is the State Department, which is in charge of 
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policy in the area, can't comment on the question of whether 
U.S. personnel are flying aircraft? 


‘ We don't comment on operational -- military 
operational questions, and I would refer you to the 
Pentagon. I think that is going to have to stand as the 
answer to your question. 


Q You mean, so anytime that an American mili- 
tary personnel may be involved with anything having to do 
with combat, you automatically wouldn't comment because it's 
an operational duty and we have to go to the Pentagon. 


a No, I think I just did comment in answer to 
Ralph’s question, and I said I would check on the facts 
regarding the other one. But in terms of operations, which 
is different from the general question of reconnaissance, 
for example, that's not a question I'm about to address from 
this podium. 


Q Can you give us a definition, though, Alan? 
Is reconnaissance an advisory role? 


A Is it an advisory role? 

Q That's right. 

A I'm not aware that it would be considered 
such, but why don't you ask the Pentagon. They're the ones 
who maintain such definitions. 

Q Also on Central America -- 

A No, let's go back -- 

Q Just what you have on the bees. 

A 


On the bees. (Laughter) I have a lot on the 
bees. 


Q Can I have a copy, please. 
A Why don't you wait until you see what it is? 
Again, we're dealing with the question of two 


scientists saying that yellow rain is caused by bee excre- 
ment, or is in fact bee excrement. 


This particular theory to explain chemical and 
toxin warfare attacks in Afghanistan, Laos and Kampuchea was 
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first advanced in May of last year by the same scientists. 
We stated at that time that such a theory ignores and is 
inconsistent with the large body of scientific as well as 
other factual evidence which has been presented by the 
United States, by other nations and by other private 
researchers, much of which has been on the public record for 
several years. 





The record on this issue is clear. The United 
States has subjected both its evidence and its conclusions 
to extensive review and analysis by independent authorities 
in the field as well as government experts, and our conclusions 
stand. 


It is not an unknown fact that bees do defecate, 
causing yellow spots, sometimes in groups, even in the 
United States. This observation, however, simply does not 
explain why people have been made sick and have died after 
chemical attacks only in areas of Afghanistan, Laos and 
Kampuchea where combat has taken place. 


While we have encouraged people and nations to 
examine the evidence and investigate the situation on their 
own, we also believe that in drawing their conclusions there 
is a need to take full account of the vast pre-existing body 
of information and data. This is the way that problems and 
issues, including those with aspects involving science, are 
normally addressed. 


Continued unsupported speculation on a possible 
natural explanation of the origin of casualties and deaths 
from the prohibited use of chemical weapons only serves to 
‘divert serious attention from the real-cause issues on che~ 
mical warfare. It does nothing to stop the on-going human 
suffering caused by the prohibited use of such weaponry. In 
this regard, our attention should first be focused on 
stopping the use of these weapons and then on attaining a 
comprehensive and verifiable chemical weapons ban. 


Q Copy of that, Alan, please? 


A Yes. 
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Q Alan, the same charge has been made about a 
lot of your evidence, that it -- you say there is a 
large, large body. Even though I haven't followed this this 
closely, each time you have presented something there have 
been complaints made that the evidence put forward is 
sketchy, that it's subject to differing interpretations, and 
that it ignores other evidence. Is this -- 


rs Well, I would refer you -- 
Q I mean, you know -- 
A John, I'd refer you to several reports that 


have been previously issued in the United States as well as 
statements by independent researchers and nations, including 
Canada, France, and Thailand, and the report of the investi- 
gation conducted by the United Nations in 1982. 


Don, you had a question. 


Q On Central America, before we leave that, 
could you comment on the report that another ship leaving 
the Port of Corinto has been hit by a mine which Nicaragua 
says was planted by the United States-backed Contras? 


re I've seen the press reports on that. I guess 
there's a TASS report, and there's a Nicaraguan Government 
communique, and I guess this morning I saw some further 
reporting, talking about a Liberian-registered vessel in the 
area of Corinto being damaged by a mine on March 28. I don't 
have details on that, so that's really all I would -- 


Q Would you consider this into the category of 
the terrorism in all its forms which the United States so 
greatly deplores, for whatever reason, in the world? 

rss I think I addressed the question of the 
rights and wrongs of this the other day, Don, and I don't 
have anything new to say about that. 

Q You don't consider it, then, to be terrorism? 

A Again, I addressed -- 


Q To put mines in the waters of another 


country? 
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A Well, I addressed this -- you're suggesting 
the United States did that, and as we made clear, the 
United States is not responsible. But in terms of what I 
had to say the other day, I'd refer you back to the 
transcript on that. 


Q Alan -- 

Q Alan, on the Gulf, do you have any confir- 
mation of reports that a Korean tender was attacked? 

A Well, there were some reports, I gather, that 
there was some sort of an incident -- a hit -- a ship was 


hit today. I don't have details on that, and I must say I'm 
not going to get into the business of providing confirmation 
Or not every time there are reports because often we don't 
know, in fact, what has taken place, and the confirmation 
tends to come out of shipping circles or insurance circles 
or whatever. So that's all I've really got on it. 


Q Alan, yesterday it was confirmed that a Greek 
ship, the Filikon L., was hit by an Iragi missile, and so 
what is the American position on Iraq attacking unarmed 
vessels in the Persian Gulf? Do we have a position? 





A I guess the point that we have made several 
times on this is that our position on freedom of navigation, 
of neutral shipping in international waters, is well known. 
The threat to shipping in the Gulf is only one way in which 
the continuation of the Iran-Iraq war directly threatens the 
interests of all who have a stake in international commerce, 
and we obviously would urge that this war be brought to a 
conclusion, a negotiated conclusion. 


Q Do we condemn these attacks? 

A Well, again, I say our position on freedom of 
navigation is well known. 

Q But why don't we condemn the attacks? 

a I think that our view on this is quite clear 


on that, Bill. 


Q Alan, is there any comment on the announce- 
ment that they're using for the first time these French 
warplanes -- that is to say, Iraq's announcement of a couple 
days ago? 
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A No. I saw what the Iraqi Government said, 
and I don't really -- you know, I have no reason to quarrel 
with it, but I don't have any comment on it. 


Q Is that considered an escalation of the war, 
as far as you're concerned? 


B I'm not going to try to characterize that, 
Don. 


Q Along the same lines, Alan, does the U.S. 
consider it an escalation, these reports of large numbers of 
Egyptian troops going to Iraq? 


A Large numbers of Egyptian troops going to 
Iraq? 


Q Egyptian troops. 
A Don't have anything on that. 


Q Something related to that: Do you have 
reports on the Egyptian army having gone on a higher state 
of alert in connection with activities from, they clain, 
Libya? 


A I don't. The only thing I really have is 
that Qadhafi has made several recent allusions to plans for 
a so-called “green march" or a mass march across the 
Libyan-Egyptian border. He attempted a march in the past of 
that sort, so his threats cannot be ignored. The march did 
not take place on March 28 as originally indicated, but 
obviously Egypt is aware of Qadhafi's statements concerning 
amarch. But as far as their state of alert or anything of 
that sort, I would have to refer you to the Government of 


Egypt. 
Q Do you have anything on -- 


Q Is there anything, Alan, between Egypt and 
the United States on military planning in the event of a 
Libyan attack? 


ra I couldn't get into the question -—- without 
commenting one way, leading you one way or another -- I just 
couldn't get into the question of that sort of military 
planning. 


Q Anything on the situation in Sudan now? 


A The situation in the Sudan? 
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Q Yes. 

A With respect to? 

Q To the south, the insurgents in the south. 
A No. I don't have a situation report here. 
Q What do you have? 

Q How about with respect to the arms? 

A The arms? I can give you just an update on 


where we were on this -- where we are on this. We indicated 
last week we were identifying some items that had been 
requested that might be sent to -- no, excuse me -- might be 
sent by air because of their urgent needs. We now antici- 
pate that within the next few days two shipments will 
depart, using MAC-supplied aircraft. 


As indicated by Deputy Assistant Secretary of 

Defense Koch yesterday before the House Foreign Affairs 
Africa Subcommittee, the principal items being sent include 
radios, flak jackets and ammunition. These are being paid 
for out of existing military assistance funds. As you know, 
AWACS remain in Egypt, and a radar repair team is in the 
Sudan to help improve that country's air defense capability 
following the Libyan bombing of the Omdurman radio station. 


Q How many people in that radar repair team? 


A I do not know. Why don't I ask you to check 
with the Pentagon on that, Jim? 


Q Can we get that as well, please? 
A That may take awhile. It's not neat. 


Q On this subject of the arms in the Sudan, 
there was testimony yesterday, as you noted, before the 
House Foreign Affairs Subcommittee on Africa, which some 
members of Congress found, they said, confusing and which 
left a degree of lack of clarity about the uses to which 
U.S. arms could be put in Sudan, especially the southern 
part of Sudan. 


At one point it was noted by Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of State Bishop that the U.S. agreements permit 
the use of U.S. equipment for internal security as well as 
Other purposes, and at another point he seemed to be saying 
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that the equipment and arms could be used for a defensive 
purpose in the south but not for a more offensive purpose of 
attacking insurgents. 


At the same time there were statements that the 
United States had made it clear it would not permit its 
equipment to be used to take a war to the insurgents in the 
south. 


Can you clarify, either here or in some other way, 
what are the rules regarding the use of American arms and 
military equipment in the Sudan? 


a All right. Let me try that. Our military 
assistance program is designed to help Sudan defend itself 
against external aggression. Most of the equipment we pro- 
vide is not appropriate for use against the internal 
insurgent threat and is unlikely to be used in the south. 


As Deputy Assistant Secretary Bishop said yester- 
day to the Wolpe Committee, we have reminded the Government 
of Sudan that our assistance is to protect Sudan against 
external threats, and they have indicated they understand 
our position. Nevertheless, government forces may use U.S. 
equipment for legitimate self-defense against internal and 
external threats. Such self-defense is explicitly 
authorized in our military assistance agreement with Sudan, 
which in turn reflects the foreign aid legislation. 


Q Copy of that? 

A Yes. 

Q Also, State Department officials have been 
quoted in various publications as saying that up to 25 per- 
-cent of U.S. military aid is counter-insurgency aid. Can you 
confirm that? 

A Is counter-insurgency aid? 


Q Counter-insurgency aid. 


A, I think, again, for the details I would ask 
you to go to the- Pentagon and see what they've got. 


Q Alan, on Central America -- 
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Q Military sources in Guatemala are saying -- 
are talking about the possibility of a meeting of the 
Presidents of Guatemala, Honduras, El Salvador and Costa 
Rica in Washington by the end of April. Do you have -- has 
the U.S. taken any initiative to organize such a meeting? 


A I'm not aware of that particularly, but I 
really would refer you to those governments if they're 
planning to meet. I'm sure -- 


Q Could you find out -- 


A -- they're quite capable of making such 
decisions. 


Q Could you find out if there is a -- 


ns No. I'll refer you to those governments who 
are -- if they're going to meet, let them tell you about it. 


Q They are going to meet with President Reagan, 
that's the information. 


rs Well, that I'd have to ask you to ask the 
White House. 


Q Two questions on the President's interview 
yesterday relating to Central America. He seemed to be 
going way beyond the State Department on a couple of things 
that he said. He said that the rebels now are demanding 
that they be allowed to participate in the government, 
despite what the State Department said, that they only want 
elections. 


And, secondly, that -- 
A You'~<« talking about El Salvador? 
Q I'm talking about Nicaragua. 


A Well, I don't have the text in front of me, 
ard I don't think I would comment on that. 


Q Could you take -- could you make -- 


A No. I think I'd refer you to Larry Speakes, 
Jim. I'm not going to comment on the President's interview. 


Q Alan, can you confirm that Ambassador 
Shlaudeman took off, and, if so, where to? 
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A Yes, he did. He went -- I don't know precise- 
ly when he left, but he went to Tegucigalpa. 


Q Alan, do you know anything about a protest or 
a demarche handed to the Canadian Government involving some 
lotteries, sports pool, or something? 


Poy I don't. 
Q Could you look into that, please? 


ns I can look into it. You think it was pre- 
sented by the State Department? 


Q Yeah. By Eagleburger to Ambassador Gottlieb 
last week. 


A Let me check on it and see what we've got. 


Q Has Canada agreed to provide police training 
to Grenada and replace U.S. troops? 


Ay I'd refer you to the Canadian Government. 


Q No, no, no. Shultz mentioned it yesterday. 
He alluded to it; and the Canadians said it was true, an 
agreement has been reached; and I would like to know what's 


A Well, then you've got what you've got. I 
don't think I need to address it further. 


Q Do you have anything in your book on a fairly 
large underground test out of the Soviet Union today? 


ney No. I saw the -- I saw a wire on that this 
morning, but I don't have anything on it. 


Q Alan, can you confirm that it's the Administra- 
tion's position that any bill calling for the transfer of 
the Embassy from Tel Aviv to Jerusalem should be vetoed? 


A I'm not going to comment on the question of 
veto. That's not something that I would normally do from 
here, but, in any case -- 


Q Anything on Jerusalem at all? 


A -- I think that the -- I don't have anything 
new on Jerusalem. The President addressed it in his 
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interview with the Times, and I would refer you to that as 
well as a number of other statements that have been made. 


Q Death threats on electoral officials in El 
Salvador? 


A Yes, I have something on that. 


We understand that the Secret Anti-Communist Army 
issued a communique calling upon the Salvadoran Armed Forces 
to intervene directly in the electoral process and warning 
that those guilty for disorder in Sunday's elections will be 
punished. 


We condemn any threats or acts of violence 
directed against last Sunday's elections. Despite intimida- 
tion by the extreme left and far from perfect voting proce- 
dures, the Salvadoran people showed through their massive 
turnout that they want to vote, and they did vote. The pro- 
cess did not run as smoothly as could be hoped for, but 
there are unofficial projections indicating that more than 
70 percent of the country's eligible voters cast their 
ballots. The political parties involved have endorsed the 
voting and have agreed upon the outcome. The U.S. official 
observer delegation has also indicated that the elections 
were fair despite guerrilla intimidation and bureaucratic 
problems. 


The Secret Anti-Communist Army has shown once again 
its enormous capacity to offend the sensibilities of 
democratic people. One can only wonder what motivates these 


terrorists. There are no indications that anybody, 
including the Armed Forces, will pay any attention to then. 


Q Copy? 


Q Also in the same communique they announced 
‘that they had tried and executed somebody. 


A Don't have anything -- 
Q Do you want to deplore that also, or -- 


aA Well, obviously, if that had taken place, I 
would. I don't have confirmation of that, though. 


Q Okay. Thank you, Alan. 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:07 p.m.) 
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FRIDAY, MARCH 30, 1984, 12:27 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. Couple of announce- 
ments up front. 


First a housekeeping one. On Wednesday, April 4, 
there will be an all-day National Foreign Policy Conference 
on Central America in the Loy Henderson conference room. 
Among those expected to speak are AID Administrator Peter 
McPherson, Assistant Secretary for Human Rights Elliott 
Abrams, Ambassador Otto Reich and Deputy Assistant Secretary 
Craig Johnston. Questions during the Q&A sessions will be 
limited to the invited guests, but the overall session is 
open to press coverage, and for further information you 
should see Kathleen Lang -- Mrs. Lang -- in the Press 
Office. Just FYI, it‘*s possible that Secretary Shultz may 
give short welcoming remarks, but we're not sure about that 
yet. 


Is this Friday or -- 
That, Hank, is Wednesday, April 4. 
Who is invited? 


I'm sorry? 


on ,r, ODO F DO 


Who are the guests? 


ry The guests include editors of papers across 
the country, business leaders, education leaders, church 
leaders. It's one of the -- one of our regular State 
.-Department conferences. 


I have a statement on chemical weapons controls. 
As a result of our continued concern about the use of chemi- 
cal weapons, the Secretaries of State and Commerce have 
decided to institute foreign policy controls for the export 
to Iran and Iraq of certain compounds which could be used in 
the manufacture of chemical weapons. 


Applications for validated licenses will be con- 
sidered on a case-by-case basis. Applications will 
generally be denied where there is reason to believe that 











these chemicals will be used in producing chemical weapons 
or would otherwise be devoted to chemical warfare. 


This position is consistent with our strong poli- 
cies in opposition to the use of prohibited chemical weapons 
and our policy of neutrality in the Iran-Irag war. 


The five chemicals affected are potassium 
fluoride, dimethyl methlyphosphonate, methylphosphonol 
difluoride, phosphorous oxychloride, and thioglycol. 


Q Bravo. 

A Thank you. 

Q Copy? 

A Copy. 

Q What are the chemical compounds, John? 


(Laughter) 


A I will not give you those in public, but if 
you want to have a BACKGROUND session with me afterwards, I 
happen to have them all in my head. 


Q John, why don't you just furnish us a copy? 
A Okay. You're welcome to the copy. 


Q John, is this reconfirming or a result of 
findings that your material has been used by the Iraqi side 
against -- 


A To the best of our knowledge the United 
States has not been the source of chemicals used by Iraq to 
manufacture chemical weapons. However, since many com- 
ponents are commonly used for other purposes, we cannot 
preclude the possiblity that U.S.-sourced chemicals 
have been exported to Iraq. 


We're not aware that they have, but because these 
chemicals are in fairly general usage, it is possible, 
without our knowledge, that they have. These steps that 
we're taking are obviously to curb such export in the 
future. 


Q John, has the United States made any effort 
to tell its allies not to do the same? 











A We have on the overall question of chemical 
export and the export of equipment that could be used for 
chemical warfare, yes, of course. In particular, there is 
the question of Germany. We have discussed with German 
authorities reports that facilities capable of producing 
nerve gas may have been shipped to Iraq by a German company. 


The German Government has been investigating the 
matter on an urgent basis, and probably you should go to the 
German Government to talk to them about it. 


Q John, does that statement imply that none of 
the chemical weapons Irag is alleged to have used were pro- 
duced whole, outside of its borders? 


A I can't really answer that with certainty, 
Jim. I can't answer that. 


Q I just want to make sure of one point -- and 
it's probably there in the text if you'll give us that copy 
-- but do you say that it is not -- to the best of your 
knowledge, that American chemicals -- these American chemi- 
cals had not been exported to Irag or had not been used in 
weapons manufacture? 


rs What I said is that to the best of our 
knowledge the U.S. has not been the source of the chemical 
used by Irag to manufacture chemical weapons. I can't 
guarantee exports in general. 


Q John, yesterday you were uncertain as to 
whether Irag was continuing to use or engage in chemical 
warfare following the March 5 statement from that podium. 


You said you had seen reports. Are you sure one 
way or the other now? 


A I've been away, as you know, for awhile. No 
change in our situation. Sorry, can't -- 


Q John, I'm a little unsure of the reason for 
imposing the restrictions on both Iran and Iraq. Is there 
any suggestion that Iran has also used chemical weapons? 


K I'm not sure whether there is any suggestion 
that they have used them, but the intent would be to make 
sure that neither side uses them. 








Q You're, in effect, punishing one side for 
doing something that it hasn't done? 


A There's a war going on that we would like to 
see ended. We're neutral in that war. We are opposed to 
the use of chemical weapons. As you know, we're deeply 
involved in trying to get an international treaty approved 
ou that question. So we think that in this particular case 
it is intelligent and wise and prudent to ban exports to 
both. 


Q John, some Iragi officials claim that these -- 
supposedly Iranians who were injured or being poisoned or 
affected by the poison -- were victims of some experimentations 
in Iran itself to use chemicals against the Iragis in the 
war. Was there any substance to this, or did you find 
anything or any -- 


A I don*t know. We have said what we have 
said, and what we believe about the use of chemical weapons 
by Iraq. That stands. But I can’t give you details on 
every single case who was examined by a doctor as to what 
the source is. 


Q John, then, can you -- specifically, can you 
comment on the New York Times story today regarding the mass 
production of nerve gas by Iraq? 





A” Well, mot really. I mean, we're not going to 
get into that story which quotes a lot of unnamed sources, 
but, in essence, what I'm doing is confirming that we have 
been in touch with the Government of West Germany, which is 
mentioned in that story, over some time, both here in 
Washington and in Bonn, and I suggest you go to the Germans. 
I think they've made some statements, and I think you pro- 
bably should take it up with them as it's a matter within 
their competence. 


Q Is this government in the process of 
‘collecting evidence that Irag is, indeed, using nerve gas? 


A This government? 
Q Yes. 


A I think we have not had any doubt in the 
past, and have said that we think that there is use of nerve 


gas by Iraq. 


Q John, can -- 














Q (Inaudible) 


A Well, wouldn't have any problem about saying 
that there has been use of nerve gas. 


Q John, can we go make to the announcement that 
you made, for a minute? Does this policy has extraterritorial 
application? 


A I think you'll have to go to Commerce. I 
think they will be making an announcement. I think they 
will have to answer that. 


Q Do you know if it's retroactive? 


A I do not. I think, for the details, you have 
to go them. I believe that the regulations are available 
for inspection at the Office of the Federal Register. 
They're going to be published next week in the Federal 
Register, but I think in the meantime, for implementation 
and details, Commerce is the place to go. 


Q You say they're going to make an announcement 
today? 


My There is some suggestion that Commerce may 
make an announcement today. 


Q John, to clarify your prior thing, you say 
you now would have no quarrel with the proposition, that you 
have confirmed evidence that Iraq has used nerve gas and 
that you apparently have had guidance to that effect. Could 
you make that available, and also tell us how long you have 
known this? 


A I beg to confer with my colleague here 
because -- 


MR. ROMBERG: There's nothing other than what 
you've said. 


Q What is he saying? 


A There's nothing other than what I've said. 
(Laughter) I'm the oracle. 


Q John, is there any assurance that third 
countries may be using, may be shipping this sort of chemical 
to either country -- Iraq, specifically? 

















A Any assurances? You mean, from them? 

Q Yes. 

A I don't know. I guess you'd have to ask 
them. 

Q No, no. But, I mean exporters to, Say, a 


foreign country which may in turn export the chemical to 
Irag -- 


A I think if we thought that somebody was being 
used to launder or work as an intermediary, I think if we 
thought the ultimate destination was either Iraq or Iran, we 
would take care of that. 


Q What I'm saying is, is there any mechanism to 
look into something like this? 

A I think the regulations will cover that. 

Q Also, have we also raised the matter of 


export of chemicals with Japan or another other European 
producers? 


’. = I don't want to give you a list of countries 
we've talked with. But, as you know, we've had a very 
active diplomatic initiative on this, and have talked to a 
number of governments, including -- 


@) So it's not just the Germans? 


it In connection with specific equipment, we 
have talked with the Germans. But in terms of our concern, 
in general, we've talked with a large number of governments. 


Q John, do you have any thoughts on the impact 
of the whole question of the use of chemical and nerve gas 
weapons now; the impact on the American effort to achieve a 
chemical weapons ban treaty? 


rs I would hope that the horrors of it would 
underline the urgency of taking steps in this regard. 


Q But does this point out the difficulties in 
verification which you would face? 








A The whole question of verification not only 
in this area, but in general, is something of which we're very 
mindful. You have to be able to verify any arms control 
agreement. That is a basic plank of our approach to arms 
control. 


Q Doesn't this particular incident demonstrate 
that that's virtually impossible because of the -- 


A No. 
Q -- commonality of these -- 
A Yes, but I don't think you can give up on 


such an awesome problem as this just because it's difficult. 
I think you have to keep working at it. 


Q John, have the Iraqis acknowledged to us that 
they are using chemical weapons -- nerve gas, in particular? 


A I'm not going to get into our discussions 
with the Iragis. What they have said in public on this 
issue is available to you. But I'm not going to get into 
our back-and-forth on it. 


Q Has there been any export of these chemicals 
from the U.S. to Iran or Iraq at all in the past; in the 
recent past? I mean, is there any reason to believe -- 


a Do we have reason? No, we do not have reason to 
believe that exports from the United States have been used 
by either Iran or Irag in this connection. 


Q I guess I'm raising the question of -- imposing 
a ban on the export of these chemicals may not have any 
effect since there may not have been any export of them in 
the first place. Do you know whether there has been any 
export of these chemicals, whether or not they were used? 


ra I think there is interest in acquiring these 
chemicals. 


Q John, have we also been in touch with the 
Government of Israel about the implications of introducing 
chemical weapons in such a highly volatile area? 


A Have not talked with Israel about this. 


Q You say you think there is interest in 
acquiring these chemicals. Does that mean that either Iran 





Or Irag, or both have asked? (tlell, Iran certainly would 
not, but does that mean that Irag -- 


A I think there has been some interest in 
acquiring them, yes. 


0 Direct interest with the U.S. companies, you 
mean? 


I think there has been. 
Okay. 
Could you give more details? 


No, I really couldn't. 


ono FF ODO DO °F 


Can you tell us if there are any contracts 
in force -- 


A I'm sorry, somebody asked me about the question 
of Israel. I may have -- 


Q I did. And you said, we have not talked with 
Israel. 


A Oh, I thought you were asking about a speci- 
fic issue with Israel. No, I really don't have anything for 
you on general talks with Israel. But I thought you were 
going back to a point made in the Hersh story. 


Q Well, the point -- I mean, the Hersh story 
was that we were -- one point he made in that story was that 
he implied that the U.S. thought about air strikes -- 


A Yes, that was the question I was responding 
to. 


Q And that Israel had also. 


A There is no -=- there has bcen and is no con- 
sideration whatsoever of U.S. air strikes against these 
alleged installations, and there's been no discussion of 
such strikes with Israel. 


Q Has there been consideration in this govern- 
ment of asking Israel to deploy -- 


A Not that I'm aware of. I'll just remind you 
of our position on the Israeli strike on the Iragi nuclear 
facility in 1980 - 1982? 














Q One. 
A Which we condemned. 


Q John, the Iraqis continue to deny that they 
are using these weapons. They are, in effect, lying then, 
right? , 


A Well, I‘ll let you make that deduction. 


Q Do you have any comment on the report that 
the U.S. is providing Irag with intelligence gathered by the 
satellites over the Middle East? 


a No, never talk about exchange of intelli- 
gence. 


Q John, why, up until now, since you had 
guidance, which you just shared with us that Iraq has used 
-- it's the American Government's belief that Iraq has used 
nerve gas, why have you not released that up until now? 


ay I'll have to defer to my distinguished 
colleague on that particular question because this came up 
during my absence. 


Is it possible, John, you're more forthcoming 


than Alan? 
A No. Heavens, perish the thought. (Laughter) 
Q Do we have any -- 
A Do you want a filing break? 


Q No. You and Alan have a filing break and 
tell us what this is. (Laughter) 


Q Do we have any evidence or confirmation that 
these facilities which Germany is supposed to have provided 
to Iraq actually are there? 


a No, I think you ought to talk to the German 
Government about that. 


Q Who started the idea of bombing these 
installations which -- 
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A Who started the idea of it? It started in 
the New York Times this morning as far as I'm concerned. 





Q Alan, do you have any comment on the -- 
A John. 

Q It‘'s John. 

Q 


John, do you have any comment on the story 
concerning Alejandro Orfila in the Post today? 


A Sorry -- Orfila? No, no comment on that. I 
think that's a matter for the OAS legal folks to take a look 
at. 


Q John, can I go back to the Central America 
issue that we sort of went over yesterday to try to 
achieve a little more precision on it? We were discussing 
yesterday the mining of a Nicaraguan harbor, and in the 
course of that discussion Alan referred back to some -- a 
statement he made a few days earlier about responsibility 
for the mining in which a Soviet oil ship was damaged and 
some Soviet -- some crew members of that ship were injured. 


His answer there was, “You're suggesting the 
United States did that and, as we made clear, the United 
States is not responsible." , 

My question is, is the U.S. saying that it is not 
responsible for the Soviet ship's action in hitting the 
mine, or that it is not responsible for the presence of the 
mine in the harbor which exploded, damaging the Soviet ship? 


A Well, I never seek to interpret, modify, 
amplify anything -- 


Q I'm not asking you to do that. 
, a -- that Mr. Romberg has says. I think his 
words spoke for themselves, but I think probably the latter, 
not the former. 


Q The latter? Not responsible for the presence 
of the mine in the habor that damaged -- 


A Yes. 


Q Then, let me ask you a follow-up question. 
In connection with the mining of the Nicaraguan port, vis-a- 
vis the mining, or the potential mining of international 














ll 


waters in the Straits of Hormuz, is it the U.S. view that it 
is acceptable or -- I don't want to choose a word -- but 
appropriate or acceptable for mines to be placed in national 
waters but not in international waters? 


7 I'm not going to give you a lawyer's response 
to that, but the fact is, there is quite a difference be- 
tween national and international waters, and our statement 
relates to international waters. 


--MORE-- 
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Q But you don't want to make a similar statement 
regarding freedom of navigation in Central American waters? 


A I don't. No. 


Q So I'm trying to get the distinction there. 
What is the distinction? 


A I think I will leave you with Mr. Romberg's 
words; I can't give you a clearer distinction, I'm afraid. 


Q John, if you're applying the same rule to 
Iraq and Iran, saying that you are not responsible for chem- 
ical weapons used in the war by material you are exporting 
to Iraq or to Iran, you would have said the same thing about 
Nicaragua, about providing the Contras with dynamite or 
mines? 


A We have not discussed the question of aid, 
alleged aid to the Contras, and will not. 


Q I mean, these are two different rules for 
about the same situation. They are war here and war there. 


A Well, they are the same in that there are 
wars in each place, but I'm certainy not going to discuss 
alleged intelligence activities in Nicaragua. 


Q A Panamanian merchant vessel was apparently 
hit by machine gun fire as it was coming into Corinto from a 
boat identified as a paranya. Do you have any comment on 
that attack? 


A No, I don't. 

0 Can you confirm that the attack took place? 

A No, can't. Don't know anything about it. 

Q Do you have any comment with respect to the 
apparent request by Nicaragua for mine-sweeping equipment 
from the Soviet Union and North Korea? 

A No. I guess that's something they would talk 


to the Soviets about, and as far as we're concerned, it's 
hypothetical. 


Q Let me understand that for a second. Should 
that request be fulfilled, the United States has no par- 
ticular objection to mine-sweeping equipment being made 
available from those countries to Nicaragua? 
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A I'm not aware of any objection, but I just 
reiterate that I think it's a hypothetical question. 


Q John, do you have anything on Vietnamese 
troops entering the Thai territory in pursuit of guerrillas 
or refugees? 


A Well, I think there was something yesterday, 
Spence, which may not have been used. The United States is 
very concerned at reports which highlight the threat to 
Thailand's security and to stability in Southeast Asia posed 
by the continuing illegal Vietnamese occupation of Kampuchea 
and Hanoi's refusal to negotiate a comprehensive political 
settlement. 


The success of U.N. General Assembly Resolutions 
supported by the great majority of the world's nations have 
called for a political solution based on the withdrawal of 
foreign forces and the restoration of self-determination for 
the Khmer people. The United States once again urges 
Vietnam to agree to negotiate a just solution to the problem 
of Kampuchea on the basis of the relevant U.N. resolutions. 
And that's about all I have on that. 


Q Will a copy be made available, please? 

A Sure. 

Q John, there is a thing from Iranian radio 
where they claim that the State Department has cut off their 
telephone lines. 


A Yes, I think that's correct, and I think Mr. 
Romberg did not handle that yesterday. 


(Laughter) 
Q What's this all about? 
That is the Iranian Interests Section in -- 


A 
Q -- in the Algerian Embassy, yes. 
A 


O.K. And I just happen to have that right at 
hand here. On March 23, the State Department's Office of 
Foreign Missions reduced the telephone service to the 
Iranian Interests Section from 50 lines to 10 lines. That 
action was taken because we did not consider that such a 
large number of telephone lines was required to conduct the 
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authorized business of the Interests Section and because of 
the imbalance compared with the number of telephone lines 
available to the American Interests Section of the Swiss 
Embassy in Tehran. 


The Interests Section was established to provide 
consular and administrative services for the Iranian 
community resident in the United States. I know your next 
question will be, “How many telephone lines are there 
available at the U.S. Interests Section at the Swiss Embassy 
in Tehran?" There are three telephone lines, at most, 
available in Tehran. 


Q Do they work? 


A I think that's why it says "three at most." 
I assume they may not all be working at the same time. 


Q May I ask you a couple of questions that are 


Q (inaudible) does not cut off the Iranian and 
Iraqi access to the chemicals that can be the components of 
chemical weapons. Is there anything else that this govern- 
ment can do to limit or stop the chemical warfare? 


A Well, it has already done quite a lot. We've 
continued to raise the issue in high-level diplomatic chan- 
nels since late last year. In our 1984 report to the U.N. 
Secretary General on chemical weapons use, we alerted the 
U.N. of our grave concern over reports that Irag had used 
chemical weapons. We took note of the Iranian allegations 
in our 1983 Human Rights Report on Iraq. We forcefully drew 
the attention of other governments to the problem through 
our public condemnation of March 5 and through previous 
diplomatic discussions. We have supported U.N. efforts to 
investigate and favor a Security Council statement on the 
report. 


We are instituting, as I told you this morning, 


special licensing requirements for exports to Iran and Iraq of 


certain compounds which could be used in the manufacture of 
chemical weapons. We have urged other countries to do 
likewise. We continue to support efforts to try to induce 
Iran to accept a ceasefire, because stopping hostilities is 
the most effective and practical way to prevent further use 
of chemical weapons. And in humanitarian terms, we cannot 
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and should not limit our attention to the victims of 
chemical weapons. Instead, we must also work to stop the 
tragedy of the tens of thousands of lives -- many of them 
belonging to children -- which are needlessly being lost 
because of the Iranian regime's continued attempts to 
spread its revolution throughout the region. So it is not 
as though we have been inactive or backward. 


Q Is there any consideration being given to any 
form of military action by the United States or its allies 
to stop this? 


A Not that I am aware cf. You are aware of the 
President's statements on the international waters and the pro- 
tection thereof in the Gulf of Hormuz. But beyond that, I'm 
not aware of anything. 


Q Nothing in terms of -- 


Q Copy of that statement, the earlier one? 
A This one I just read? 

Q Yes. 

A Sure. 


Q John, it's been suggested that Iran could not 
carry on the war if it no longer had markets for its oil. 
One of the major markets is Japan, which, I think, buys like 
400,000 barrels a day. 


Are we contemplating or trying to do anything in 
the direction of getting countries that are allies to stop 
buying oil from Iran? 


A Not about stop buying oil, but countries with 
influence in Iran, certainly we have been in touch with, and 
various of them are using their influence with Iran. I 
think that is a diplomatic initiative, not the kind of 
economic boycott that you're speaking of. 


Q What countries? Can you identify them? 


A I will let them, I think, speak for 
themselves. 


) John, you read in that long statement about 
children. ABC had a report a couple of days ago or yester- 
day -- 
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A Yes. 


Q -- saying that he was asked, I think, by the 
anchorman whether there were any children in that area 
where he was filming the film from the Iranian side. 


A Yes. 


Q (Inaudible) Island. He said there were no 
children. 


A No. What he said was that he had visited a 
number of areas, and he had seen a number of young children 
none of whom were involved in hostilities. He was asked the 
question whether he had seen children engaged in hostili- 
ties. It was a factual question, and he gave what I presume 
was a factual answer, and said, “No;" but he didn't say 
there were no -- that it's not possible that there were 
children involved. 


Q May I follow, please? 
A He told what he saw. 


Q I want to follow up on this point. My 
colleague asked you a question about sharing intelligence. 
There were reports here that the United States, in its way 
of possibly tilting towards Iraq in the with Iran, that 
they were going to share intelligence, and they would put 
pressure or ask, or underline -- like you said a few weeks ago 
to me -- underline to the friendly countries in the western 
world, including Japan, not to deal or to buy oil from Iran, 
and not to ship the weapons and other things. 


What is the substance of these talks about that 
you will be sharing intelligence to help Iraqis know what's 
‘ the story there? 


A Just as a general proposition, we never talk 
about with whom we share intelligence, if we do. 


Q But would you say relations with Iran, I mean 
U.S.-Iranian relations, are now less tense than they had 
been before -- I mean after the chemical weapons episode? 


A Well, it's hard to characterize them. 
They're certainly not very good. But whether there's been 
a mild improvement, I -- 
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Q John, in light of your finding that Iraq has 
used nerve gas and/or other forms of chemical warfare, does 
this have any effect on U.S. recent initiatives to expand 
commercial relationships with Irag across a broad range, and 
also a willingness to re-open diplomatic relations? 


nm No. I'm not aware of any change in our posi- 
tion. We're interested in being involved in a closer dialo- 
gue with Iraq. 


Q John, how many countries are capable of pro- 
viding the five chemical bases that you mentioned? 


A I can't answer that. In fact, I might not 
even be able to repeat the chemicals if you asked me again. 
Maybe Commerce can, Fred. I'm just not sure. 


Q John, can you tell us where Rumsfeld is now? 
And how many days he spent in Baghdad, please? 


: a Ambassador Rumsfeld returned to Washington 
yesterday afternoon, saw the Secretary. I think he is still 
in Washington today. But I would expect that he would want 
to go back to Chicago. 

Q How long did he spend in Baghdad? 
A I don't know the answer to that. I'm sorry. 


Q Do you expect him to return to the Middle 
East? 


A I don't know of any plans for him to go back 
there. I wouldn't rule it out. 


0 Is he due to retire? 


A I don't know »re‘s any change in his -- 
due to retire? 


Q Yes. 


A 
Q 
A 


Retire as -- 


-- Special Envoy. 


Not that I'm aware of. 
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Q John, was Silberman with him on this last 
trip? 

A Yes, and returned with hin. 

Q Is the State Department aware of the case of a 
Palestinian ex-prisoner, Abdul Aziz Shaheen. whom the Israeli 
military office is planning to deport home from the Gaza 
Strip, after spending 15 years in Israeli jails, since 1967? 


A I'm not. It is possible that during the past 
few days Mr. Romberg (inaudible) 


Q Can you look, please, into this matter -- 
A O.K. I‘*1ll take a look and see -- 


Cc -- in the light of your concern for human 
rights and (inaudible) 


A Sure. 


Q Anything on internal exile for political 
leaders in Chile that was announced? 


A No. 
Q Thank you. 


A O.K. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:55 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I have a few house- 
keeping announcements up front on an otherwise lean day. 
There will be a BACKGROUND briefing in the White House press 
briefing room today at 2 o'clock on the anti-satellite 
program. 


There will be a BACKGROUND briefing by senior State 
Department officials on the visit to the United States of 
Canadian Foreign Minister MacEachen. That will be this 
afternoon at 4:30 in this briefing room. 


QO John, there is the possibility of an overlap 
with Mr. MacEachen's press conference which is just one hour 
earlier at the Canadian Embassy. 


4 I didn't know he was having a press con- 
ference. Let us take a look at that. His is at 3:30? O.K. 
Let's take a look at that and see whether we can be a little 
accommodating. 


Another housekeeping announcement, there will be 
tight pool coverage of the signing ceremony for the Ross High 
Dam Treaty between the United States and Canada. That is at 
2:15 this afternoon in the Secretary's reception area on the 
seventh floor, and if you want information concerning that 
pool, please see Darlene Kirk in the Press Office. 


Finally, one in which you have the most acute 
interest, new carpeting for the press room is scheduled to be 
installed this Saturday, April 7. Beginning Friday after- 
noon, the partitions that form press booths will be 
dismantled, and telephones will be temporarily disconnected. 
(This is serious stuff.) Movers will be on hand to relocate 
office furniture. Correspondents are urged to do whatever 
they can to make the carpet installation easier. This includes 
making arrangements for the temporary removal of special 
equipment such as computer terminals, as necessary. It aiso 
includes packing books and other items into boxes which the 
press office can provide, and makina sure that the boxes are 
clearly marked with the name of the correspondent's news 
Organization. We cannot guarantee that unmarked or loose 
items will be returned to their proper owners. That sounds 
ominous. 








Correspondents who plan to staff the Department on 
Saturday are advised that the working conditions in the press 
room will be less than ideal. I gather that is the under- 
Statement of the week. It's going to be pretty difficult to 
work there Saturday. However, I'm delighted to say that if 
you have any questions or need special assistance, you can 
direct all these queries not to me, but to Joe Reap in the 
Press Office -- poor fellow. 


That's all I have for you. 


Q John, can you give us a reading on what are the 
conditions in the Bekaa today, the Israeli shelling? 


a Not -- I can't really give you anything, Mike. 
We've seen the reports, but don't have any confirmation or 
any comment. 


0 John, do you have any reaction to the Evans 
and Novak piece today implying that the U.S. would react very 
vigorously to any new Iranian terrorist attack in the Gulf? 


Bs Not really, don't have any specific comment on 
that report, but just refer you to what the President has 
said in the past about the responsibility that those who 
embark on terrorism must assume for those actions. B8ut as I 
say, I refer you to the President's words and I'm not 
responding specifically to the Evans and Novak column, I'm 
just -- 


Q Why do you recall what the President 
has said? There was no action taken on the - 


A I thought I would just remind you that the 
President has had some things to say about terrorism in the 
past, and that they still stand. 


0 Is the State Department coordinating with the 
DOD regarding the establishment of an agency for 
anti-terrorism? 


A Not that I am aware of. There has been some 
talk about how the Administration will handle the overall 
question of terrorism, but I'm not familiar with that speci- 
fic phase of it. 


) Do we have any reaction to the ousting of 
General Alvarez in Honduras? 





oa Yes. We do have something on that, as soon as 
I can put my hand on it. The resignation of General Alvarez 
and other members of the Honduran Armed Forces was an inter- 
nal Honduran matter. An account has been officially released 
by the Government of Honduras, and it would be inappropriate 
for the United States to try to characterize the events. 


President Suazo has renewed his government's pledge 
for further consolidation of democracy in Honduras, develop- 
ment of a pluralistic society, unwavering efforts for the 
peaceful resolution of conflict in Central America. The 
United States fully supports the Honduran commitment to these 
processes. 


President Suazo has emphasized his often-stated 
position that “the military should not meddle in political 
affairs, and that politicans should not meddle in military 
affairs" if the democratic process is to be vibrant and 
respect for civilian rule, based on the rule of law, is to be 
maintained. 


Neither Honduran public statements nor our 
Embassy's discussions with President Suazo and other Honduran 
officials give us reason to believe that our traditional 
close and cooperative bilateral relationship will not con- 
tinue. The preparatory phase of the Granadero I joint mili- 
tary exercise began April l, as previously scheduled. 





9 Had we been forewarned at all that this was 
about to happen? 


A No. 
Q John, you call this a resignation? 


A I think I would let the Government of Honduras 
characterize it. 


9 I wanted your characterization. Can you 
characterize it at all? 


A It's their internal affair, so I think we'll 
let them characterize it. 


Q How does this affect U.S. policy down there. 
It seems that we were really trying to -- much of our policy 
was based on our relationship with Alvarez. 


ay No. Our policy is based on our relationship 
with the Government of Honduras. 





Q You say we weren't forewarned. We've got more 
than 300 intelligence people down there. What are they 
doing? I mean, how come we had no indication this was going 
to happen? 


q I guess you have to ask the intelligence -- If 
what you say is correct, I guess you would have to ask those 
people. But this was an internal affair, and so far as I 
know, we were not consulted or informed about it. 


Q I don't mean consulted, but you say you had no 
indication that this was about to happen? 

4 Well, what is your question? 

Q The question is, did you have any indication 


that Alvarez was in trouble? 


4 I've already answered that. The answer to 
that is no. 


Q John, you also said that the military should 
not meddle in political affairs. 


A President Suazo said that. 


Q Do we have any reading as to -- Was he 
meddling in political affairs in -- 


ay I think you'll have to ask the Honduran 
Government. 


Q What about with respect to the other members 
of the high command, a whole group of them left. o you have 
any -- Have you inquired as to why it was necessary to go 
beyond just Alvarez? 


ay Oh, I'm sure our Ambassador in Honduras is 
aware of that and discussing the situation with Honduran 
officials and indeed his fellow diplomats, but that's the 
kind of normal evaluation that goes on in a situation like 
this. 


9 John, a new subject, please: What sort of 
role do you see the Secretary playing in the political 
campaign? Is he going to scramble in there and take on the 
democratic candidates? I ask that against the background of 
ridiculing Senator Hart’s position on Central America on 
the television yesterday. 





A It wasn't ridiculing Senator Hart's position; 
it was giving his factual assessment of a suggestion made 
by Senator Hart, I think. 


Q I see. Is that the way you're going to “slice 
the cake"? 

(Laughter) 

Q John, the Secretary also commented on 


Jerusalem yesterday -- and this matter keeps on coming up. 

If you were asked as an Administration spokesman, which you 

are in fact being right now, “Where is the capital of Israel?" what 
) would your response be? 


4 Well, our position is that -- As you know, the 
Government of Israel maintains that Jerusalem is the capital; 
we maintain our Embassy in Tel Aviv. And we have said on 
many occasions what our position is concerning the future of 
Jerusalem. 





Q But this skirts the issue. Where is the capi- 
tal of Israel? 


on Well, I‘ve done the best I can for you. 


Q John, last week the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee adopted an amendment which tied all military grants 
for Turkey to the evacuation by the Turkish Cypriots of a 
town in Cyprus. The Administration opposed this action. 


How seriously, in your view, would this affect 
U.S.-Turkish relations if it were to be adopted? Is there 
any consideration of the Administration doing something to 
try to get this repealed? How do you see the legislative 
situation in the wake of all that? 


aN I don't know where we are in terms of 
the legislative situation, Don. Obviously, the 
Administration feels, is much concerned about the possibility 
of reduction of aid to Turkey below what it has asked for, 
but I don't have anything new for you on the linkage with the 
Cyprus situation beyond what we might have had last week. 


9 Well, the linkage was put on by the Committee. 


A I know. 


Q Yes. 





os But I don't know what we have beyond any 
comment we may have had last week. 

Q There was no comment, I gather, last week. 

a There was none? 


Q Could you post whatever it is that you have to 
say about it? 


a Right. 


Q Back to politics, do you see the Secretary 
joining the fray, taking on the Democratic candidates? 


My I guess probably, Bernie, you should do a 
little homework on the Constitutional status of the Secretary 
of State in an election campaign -- and I don't have it at 
the top of my head. But as you know, there are rules 
governing the participation of State Department and State 
Department officers. I know the Secretary is much interested 
in those, and obviously determined that they shall be 
observed. But I don't -- 


Q There hasn't been a Secretary of State that 
has observed them in twenty years. 


on Well -- I don't have anything for you on his 
plans for this year, if that's what you mean. 


Q Could you refresh my memory as to what role 
the Secretary of State normally plays, according to you, on 
the basis of (inaudible)? 


4 I don't, because I don't have the regulations 
with me, Bernie, but we would be happy to pull them out for 
you. 


Marvin? 


Q Two questions on terrorism: Does the 
United States coordinate its actions, or is it seeking to 
coordinate its actions, in the Middle East with Israel? 
And second, what about the incident in Jerusalem today? 


A Let me be sure I understand your first 
question a little more fully. I'm not quite sure what it is 
you're asking. 





Q In the effort to do something about terrorism 
in the Middle East, there have been many large paragraphs and 
much rhetoric -- and I'm asking the specific: Are you 
seeking to coordinate U.S. activities with Israel in the 
Middle East, in this area? 


A Well, “seeking to coordinate U.S. activities 
-- * As you know, there are various levels of communication 
and exchange with the Israelis, not the least of which is in 
the political-military field; and as you know, there are 
those meetings going on every six months between the U.S. and 
the Israeli side. But that may not be where you're going. 
If you're asking about the exchange of intelligence infor- 
mation, I guess I would have to decline to answer that one. 


-- MORE -- 





Q Well, in your effort to try to be more effec- 
tive fighting terrorism in the Middle East from the Persian 
Gulf to Lebanon's Embassy, are you seeking to coordinate 
those activities with Israel? 


n Well, I think it is 5 reasonable presumption 
that we would be cooperating with a number of governments, 
not only in the Middle East but elsewhere, to attempt to 
curb and forestall terrorism. 


Q Which countries could you tell us that you're 
cooperating with in the Middle East? 


a I can't, no, but I think there are a string 
of countries that will be fairly obvious, but I'm not going 
to give you a list. 


Q Could you do the second one? Do you have a 


A The second one on Jerusalem? We deplore and 
condemn this calculated act of violence in Jerusalem. To 
the best of our knowledge, there were no American citizens 
involved. No American citizen casualties, but we're still 
checking that. 


Clearly, this confronts the Palestinians with a 
kind of dilemma they have been facing. Whether they go down 
the track or road of violence or whether they go down the 
track or road of negotiation. In this particular instance, 
they seem to have taken the track of violence and that is 
extremely distressing to the United States. 


Violence begets violence, and what the United 
States would prefer to see is a return to the peace process 
and a return to negotiation. 


Q Is this an example of terrorism in the U.S. 
view? 


4 I don't know. I think it's a little early to 
make a judgment as to how you'd define this, Marvin. It is 
a bloody and unpalatable action. But just how you define it 
-- and my instant reaction is, yes, it is terrorism. You 
know, there may be others who would have a different view. 


Q John, why do you say Palestinians in this? 
Has there been -- 


rN I think there's been a claim by the 
Palestinians. 








Q A few days ago, a few weeks ago, the Senate 
Appropriations Committee, I believe, resolved or decided to 
give Israel enough grants to pay the debt owed to the United 
States. Does this go with the spirit of the Administration's 
request for assistance to Israel? What do you comment on 
that? 


x I*m sorry, I lost -- I missed the theme on 
that. 


0 There was a resolution in one of the 
Appropriations Committees in the Congress; I think it was the 
Senate or the House of Representatives which decided that at 
the request of Alan Cranston from California and other 
Senators to give Israel enough grants to repay the debt owed 
to the United States in the upcoming Fiscal Year 1985. What 
do you have to comment on that? 


a Well, I'm not familiar with that particular 
instance that you're citing. But, in general, there is a 
move on the part of the Administration to move in terms of 
aid and military aid to outright grant rather than loan. 
That is a trend that is underway, but I'm not familiar with 
this particular -- 


Q Which is that this trend is welcomed or it is 
appreciative -- 


A Well, the Administration is moving and wishes 
to move in that direction for outright grant. 


Q Second question: About the Jerusalem posi- 
tion, as a result of your <= of the Administration's har- 
dening position or standing steadfast in it's position -- 


A It's not a hardening position. It's an 
objective position. 


Q I mean steadfast in its position, actual, 
factual position, there was some change. Are you <= how do 
you look at the changes in watering down the resolution 
which will be non-binding or some -- to this effect, that 
the sponsors, the co-sponsors of both resolutions in the 
House and the Senate looking towards a different resolution. 
What your position will be on it? 


A I don't think we can comment on speci- 
fic legislative initiatives until we see what they are. But 
I think, in general, the Secretary has indicated that the 
Administration will not respond with much enthusiasm to such 
initiatives as we have heard rumored. 
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The Administration has a strong position on the 
Embassy, and is maintaining that position. But just how the 
President will react in response to specific legislative 
overtures or compromises, I can't predict. %ut as the 
Secretary said yesterday, the President feels very strongly 
about this. 


9 Let me follow this, please. In light of the 
Adm « stration, or the State Department now going into the 
line otf damage control to the policy in the Middle East, 
according to reports in some of the newsletters here, do you 
see that raising this issue now already created some damage 
or, you know, touched on the credibility of the United States 
in the Middle East and the Islamic world; what's your posi- 
tion on it? What's your - 


My The Embassy situation? 


Q Yes, yes. The timing -- raising the issue 
now? 


vy I don't know that there's really any more that 
I could say other than what the President and the Secretary 
have said about the intensity of feeling they have about 
this. Clearly, they do not feel it is an appropriate time 
to raise this. 


Q John, can you comment on the Middle East, please? 
There is a report coming from Radio Israel that Ambassador 
Rumsfeld gave a sort of pledge to the Israelis that he did 
not promise the Lebanese that the U.S. is going to mediate 
in the Lebanese crises anymore. Do you have any -- 


A "Gave the Israelis a promise that the U.S. 
would not” -- 


Q The United States is not going to mediate 
with the Lebanese crises anymore? Do you have any infor- 
mation of this? 


A The question is, we don't talk about 
Ambassador Rumsfeld's discussions. Having said that, and 
not responding to that particular question, I think our 
position in Lebanon is perfectly plain. Our Ambassador is 
there. Our Ambassador remains engaged; is talking to a 
variety of factions in Lebanon; will be helpful. 

Apparently, various factions want to speak to the United 
States, want the United States to be involved, and therefore 
will be involved at that diplomatic level. 
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Q Does this mean you are still in contact with dif- 
ferent factions in Lebanon? 


a Yes. Sure. 
9 On a daily basis? 


4 I don‘t know whether our Ambassador is seeing 
specific people on a daily basis, but he's certainly very 
active. 


Q Do you have anything on a reported coup 
attempt in Sudan over the weekend? 


A I don't, Jim, I'm afraid. Wo. 


Q John, back on terrorism for just one second. 
Any progress on the terrorism legislative package? 


oy Not that I'm aware of, no. I'm sure there's 
progress on it, but I'm just not aware of any development on 
it. 


A note from the front: Mr. MacEachen's press con- 
ference will end about 4:15, and we are unable to change our 
4:30 briefing time because of other involvements involving 
the briefers. Sorry about that. 4:30 for our briefing, but 
you'll have fifteen minutes to get from the Canadian press 
conference. 


Q We'll have a filing break. 

A Sorry about that, folks. 

Yes, Marvin? 

Q Do you have something on the 
Romanian-Bulgarian communique as it referred to missile 
deployments in Europe, I was wondering? 

4 No, I‘m afraid I don't, Marvin. 

Q Well, could you try to look into this 
question of whether that is seen here as an indication of a 


shift, perhaps in the Soviet position. That's Number 1. 
Number 2 -- 


Q Why don't you tell me what's in the <- I'm 
not familiar with the communique -- 
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a It talked about equal steps. There's a 
suggestion of equal moves by both superpowers as a way of 
resolving the issue. 


x All right. Let's take a look. 


Q I was wondering if, first, that in your view, it 
would be seen as a Soviet shift; and, second, what the U.S. 
would think of the idea itself? 


4 Okay. Let's see what we can come up with. 


Q Two questions on El Salvador. The first is, 
what happens now in the case of Captain Avila and Lopez 
Sibrian and the other guards? Whether Santivanez, the man 
whose named as being the New York Times and CBS informant 
about death squads, and so on, has requested asylum, or has 
approached the Administration in any sense? 





A On the second question, I was about to make a 
certain declaration by myself when I was counseled by my 
colleague, Mr. Romberg. We do not discuss asylum matters. 


Q Could Romberg leave the room? (Laughter) 


4A Insofar as the first question, Captain Avila, 
who had been charged with an infraction of military 
discipline, was provisionally released from pretrial deten- 
tion several days ago on his own recognizance, but with 
instructions to remain within the country. 


This procedure is permitted by Salvadoran law. As 
our Embassy indicated, we are concerned about his release, 
and it is -- as it is clear to us that he can provide, we 
think, important testimony related to the Sheraton case. We 
would not want to see the opportunity lost 95 obtain that 
evidence. 


The United States continues to expect the 
Government of £1 Salvador to follow through on this case. 
In that connection, we understand that Captain Avila did 
comply with the subpoena and appeared at a judicial hearing 
on Saturday morning. We will continue to monitor develop- 
ments in that case very closely. 


Q Do you know, John, whether if in the next ten 
days you do not get evidence from Avila implicating Lopez 
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Sibrian, then the case will go to trial with the two indivi- 
duals who are now in detention and that will be that? 


MM I don't. I'm afraid I can't answer that 
question. 


9 Okay. And can you tell us at all about the 
man reported to be Santivanez? Has his consuldom been -- 
has he been relieved of his consul status? And has te got- 
ten in touch with the Administration, not with respect to 
whether he's asking for asylum, but pursuant to your 
request, to speak with this individual? 


os It's my understanding that the Government of 
El Salvador did inform Protocol last week of this pending 
. change. And as a matter of fact, we had a little glitch on 
that because, I think, on Friday or Saturday we were unaware 
of that as, indeed, other -- as, indeed, the geographic 
bureau in the State Department was. But in retrospect, 
apparently there was a formal notification to Protocol. 


Insofar as being in contact with the individual 
you name, as I understand it officials of the appropriate 
geographic bureau made that request of Senator Tsongas’ 
staff and Senator Kennedy's staff, and it has been a -- 


MR. ROMBERG: Congressman Shannon. 


MR. HUGHES: Congressman Shannon. Beg your par- 
don. And there has been no response, so the State 
Department officials have not, as I understand it, inter- 
viewed the gentlemen. 


Go ahead. 


Q Is Mr. Eagleburger keeping his trip to 
Eur ,e; and, especially, there are reports he's dropped out 
his stay in Spain? 


A I'm not -- he certainly is in Europe right 
now and I think he's due back later this week. There may 
have been one or two minor shifts in his itinerary, but I'm 
not aware, unless somebody else knows, that he's dropped 
Spain as of this -- I mean, I wouldn’t rule it out, but I'm 
not aware that he has. 


9 Would you look at that? 


aN Sure. 
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Q Thank you. 


9 At the risk of being tiresome, have you 
anything to say about the Evans & Novak story that says that 
the Administration has made a tentative decision to employ 
massive reprisal force, preferably directly against Iran 
itself in case of a new terrorist attack on a U.S. Embassy 
or Americans anywhere? That it clearly directed -- 


A Yes, I did do that, Dana, and satisfied 
everybody in the room except Bernie Kalb with my answer. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 17:40 p.m.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, everybody. This 
should not take long. Couple of announcements up front. 


Available in the Press Office later this afternoon 
-- can't give you a time on this, but I suggest you take a 
look at it -~ will be the text of Secretary Shultz's address 
before the Trilateral Commission dinner in Washington 
tonight at 8:00. The subject of the speech is “Power and 
Diplomacy in the 1980s." That is a closed session, but 
we will make that speech available on an embargoed basis 
to you, and as I say, I can't give you an exact time on wher 
it will be available. But in view of the significance of 
it, we will try to get it to you as early as possible this 
afternoon. 


Q 8:00 p.m.? 
A I think the release time will be 8:00, Ralph. 


Q Can you tell us what the significance of it 
is? 


fy It's a very good speech. (Laughter) It's a 
very good speech, and it addresses itself to some of the 
issues the Secretary has recently been discussing. 


Also available from the Press Office later today 
will be a press release concerning the Administration's sub- 
mission to Congress of a proposed joint resolution, 
approving the Compact of Free Association between the United 
States and the Republic of the Marshall Islands and the 
Federated States of Micronesia. 


That's all I have for you. Be glad to take what 
few questions you might have. 


Q John, what can you tell us about the coup in 
Guinea? Who's in charge, and what are conditions? 


A Well, the local radio station has announced 
that the military has taken control in Guinea. Our Embassy 
there reports that all Americans are safe, so far as the 





Embassy knows. We've had an initial contact between the -- 
our Ambassador there in Conakry and representatives of the 
new government. They have indicated a desire to maintain 
Guinea's excellent relations with the United States. 


As far as Americans in the country are concerned, 
our estimate is about 100 Americans in Guinea. That in- 
cludes the official community, the Embassy staff, as well as 
Americans at mining sites in northwestern Guinea. As you 
know, the Vice President was in Conakry last Friday for the 
funeral of Guinea's President, Sekou Toure, wnc died of 
heart failure in the United States last week. 


That's really about all I have for you. 
Q Who did the Ambassador see? 


A I'm not sure, Mike. I don't have a £ix on 
who he talked to. 


Q John, do you have anything on the incident in 
the South China Sea, the Soviets firing, apparently, 8 single 


res Not beyond what the Pentagon has, Bernie. I 
think they've confirmed the substance of those reports on 
the firing. 


Q On another subject -- 


Q Wait a minute. On that subject, has there 
been any communication with the Embassy here, Ambassador 
Dobrynin, or -- 


a Well, as you know the Secretary saw 
Ambassador Dobrynin yesterday, but I'm not aware of the 
substance of those discussions, and specifically in answer 
to your question, I'm not aware of any conversation between 
the two governments on that particular issue, but I'm not 
ruling out that it hasn't taken place. 


Q What was the meeting regarding yesterday? At 
whose request? 


aN That was one of the continuing meetings that 
the Secretary has had with Ambassador Dobrynin and undoubted- 
ly will continue to have here, and that Ambassador Hartmen 
has been having with officials -- Soviets officials <= in 
Moscow. 








Q Could you put some characterization on that 
meeting, in the sense of, does the fact that the -- are they 
moving in a direction where we're starting to see some 
falling away of some of the ice? 


on Well, I think I will stay away from a charac- 
terization, Bernie, and I think the Secretary would. We are 
interested in maintaining the dialogue that has been going 
on. There are such channels as this. They're being used, 
and I guess that is worthwhile. Not a guess that's 
worthwhile, it is worthwhile. 


Q Could you, John <= you talk about one of the 
continuing series of meetings. Can you -- do you have the 
calendar on these meetings by any chance? 


fy I don't, Bernie. I can't give you a number 
on them. 


Q Ambassador Hartman said when he was here last 
that he hoped to start serious discussions with the Soviets 
on cultural exchanges. 


4 Uh-huh. Don't have anything. 
Q Did anything happen on that yet? 
fs Don't have anything for you on that. 


Q Anything on the Soviet naval maneuvers off of 
Norway, described as some of the largest? 


fy No. I don't think -- let me check this for 
you, but I do not think any notification in this particular 
instance is required of the -- of this character of 
exercise -- any advance notification. 


Q John, any concern with the size of it? 
oN Don't have any comment on that. 
Q Would you relate that Dobrynin meeting 


yesterday at all to the Scowcroft visit last week or two 
weeks ago, whatever? 


aN I think you should see the Dobrynin visit 
within this context of a continuing contact between the 
Secretary and Ambassador Dobrynin here and Ambassador 
Hartman and various Soviet officials in Moscow. I think 
there's an interest in both sides in maintaining those 
discussions that have been going on for sometime. 





Q Not in the context of passing any specific 
messoves from the White House to the Kremlin? 


4 No, I think you should see them within this 
context of wanting to continue discussions at this level. 


Q During his discussion of another meeting with 
Mr. Gromyko? 


A The Secretary and Mr. Gromyko and -- 


Q Yes. 
A No. 
Q None? 


Q John, when you say no, do you know that that 
did not come up in the meeting between Shultz and Gromyko? 


nN If the question is, is there a plan for the 
Secretary and Mr. Gromyko to meet, no, not so far as I know. 


Q No, but the possibility of getting -- 
A I don't know. 
Marvin? 


Q There's supposed to be an effort on recipro- 
city. It's a small point, perhaps, but on the protocol 
side, if Ambassador Dobrynin is seeing the Secretary, is 
Ambassador Hartman seeing Gromyko? 


ay Why don't we get something to you on that 
later in the day. 


Q John, in light of the questions that were 
asked yesterday about terrorism in Jerusalem and the 
question of what is the capital of Israel, it seems that the 
answers weren't quite complete and I wonder if you could 
fill them out a little bit. 


And then there's another point which I have in 
relation to so-called negotiations with the American-Israel 
Public Affairs Committee, which ought to be clarified. 


The questions are these: Is West Jerusalem con- 
sidered by the State Department as an integral part of 
Israel, or is it subject to negotiation as well? 





a I refer you to our statements that we've 
made previously on the status of Jerusalen. 


Q No, no, no. I'm talking about West Jerusalem 
as apart from the unified city of Jerusalem. 


x And I told you that I refer you to the state- 
ments we have previously made on the status of Jerusalem. 


Q Can you tell me when? 


4 No, you'll have to check that with the Press 
Office. 


Q I'll have to check. All right. The Secretary 
has said that both Israel and the United States consider 
Jerusalem as a unified city. This was in his opposition to 
the Jerusalem bill now in the Congress. So on that basis he 
opposed -- that was one of the reasons why he opposes the 
bill. 


The question then arises, is all of Jerusalem -- 
west, east, Old City -- subject to negotiations between par- 
ties unnamed so far, or what? Where does the State 
Department stand on that? 


ay Don't have anything to add to the many state- 
ments we have made before on the status of Jerusalem. 


Q You won't clarify that now in light of the 
statements that have been made? 


ay It is clarified in the many statements we 
have made on the status of Jerusalem. I'm not going to 
modify or <= 


Q I didn't ask you to modify. I just ask to 
clarify. 


a I will let you -- 
Q Or put them down in writing. 
4 I will let you do the research on -- 


Q You'll do me -- all right, I'll try to do it 
for you and come back. 


A I think this gentleman is not quite through. 





Q On terrorism in Jerusalem, you said that, as 
I heard it on the mechanism we have here, that you suppose 
that the shooting in the crowds yesterday in Jerusalem was 
terrorism but you thought others might not think so. Is 
there a division of thinking on this in the State 
Department? 


a No, and I don't think that's what I said. I think 
what I said was that we had just received the reports of the 
incident but, clearly, there's no question about it being an 
act of terrorism. And in that regard I would say that certain 
statements made by Syrian commanders in Lebanon and some 
Lebanese politicians indicating approval of this act are con- 

) sidered by the United States to be scandalous. 


Q That's much fuller than what I heard yester- 
day. Now that the question of -- 


My As time goes by, we produce more language. 


Q Good. Now, the question -- it's in reference 
to an editorial in the Washington Post which charged that the 
State Department negotiated -- I repeat the word -- 
"negotiate" is what the editorial in the Post said -- with 
the American-Israel Public Affairs Committee in relation to 
the question of selling Stingers to Jordan. 





Does the State Department, in your knowledge, 
under the Shultz Administration, ever negotiate with any 
private organization on any issue of policy for the United 
States? This also seems scandalous to me. 


Mn I don't know about the word “negotiate.” I'm 
sure the State Department officials are in touch and consult 
and exchange views with a variety of groups. I wouldn't see 
anything unusual about that, but I -- 


Q But the word is “negotiate.” This is the 
sticking word, and that has a great deal of meaning. 
Doesn't it to you? 

Ay Yes, it does. 

Q And you repudiate that word? 


rm It's not a question of repudiating. It's a 
question of not being aware of it. 


Q All right, now the -- 





A Let's see, number five. Maybe this will be 
your last. 


Q All right. Did I ask four already? Well, 
thank you. (Laughter) 


The fifth question is, the expressions of sym- 
pathy by Queen Elizabeth regarding the Palestinians on her 
visit to Jordan, do you have a comment on that? 

4 No. 

Q No comment at all? 


4 No. That's the end of question of number 
five. Okay, Connie? 


Q (Inaudible). 
i I said I had no comment on it. 


Q Do you have anything on that bombing in 
Durban this morning? 


aN Obviously, we deplore that violence in 
Durban. Durban, South Africa. 


Q There are reports out of Zimbabwe claiming 
that tourists, including the two Americans, are alive and 
in Zambia. Does the State Department have any reason -- 

A No, don't have any comment on that. 

Q Do you have reason to believe those reports? 

A 


Don't have any comment on that. 


Q Have you made any contact with Zambia at all? 
Is the State Department going to make any contact? 


4 Well, I think you may be assured that we have 
maintained a close interest in that situation. 


Q John, on your Guinea statement, just for a 
second, to go back. You didn't in any way deplore a mili- 
tary takeover despite the constitution. Was there any 
reason for that? 


a No. I think it's simply early hours, Jim. 








Q I mean, the question is of the principle of a 
military takeover. You said there is a new government 
there, so I assume that you -- I mean, that you've come to 
that conclusion. But there was no notion that this is not 
the way to go about changing things in -- 


Ms Well, as I said, it's early; it’s very early 
hours. It's been a very preliminary contact, and I'm just 
trying to describe the situation on the ground as we see it 
without trying to characterize what the new government is. 


Q John, do you have anything on the Athens 
incident involving the U.S. officer? 


aN Not a great deal. I think the Pentagon may 
be able to be a little bit more forthcoming, but I'll tell 
you gladly what I have. We're obviously deeply concerned 
about the increased level of terrorism directed at American 
officials. 


The shooting of an American NCO today in Athens is 
of special concern because of the assassination last year of 
Navy Captain Tsantes. I may not have that pronunciation 
correct. T-s-a-n-t-e-s. 


In Greece, as in many other countries, we are 
increasing our efforts in cooperation with the host govern- 
ments to protect American personnel, and we certainly anti- 
cipate the Greek Government will extend every effort to 
apprehend, prosecute, and punish the perpetrators of these 
heinous crimes. So far we only have a brief report on the 
incident, and I suggest you go to the Pentagon and see if 
they have anything more for you. 


But as we understand it, an American non- 
commissioned officer was shot by two men on a motorcycle. 
while driving on a main road near the U.S. military facility 
near Athens. Although wounded, the NCO managed to get to a 
hospital and get medical treatment. We understand he's in 
Stable condition. He's assigned to the joint U.S. military 
assistance group in Athens. No one has claimed respon- 
sibility. 


I know that names are moving on the wires, but as 
fac as we're concerned we can't give you his name pending 
notification of next of kin. 


--MORE-- 











Q John, do you have any comment on reports 
that China has been engaged in rather large-scale sale of 
military equipment to Iran, including some jet fighters? 


y Don't have anything very specific for you on 
that, Bernie. As you know, in general, we have deplored the 
sale of weaponry to either side in that war. Certainly, 
that is our own position: We have not supplied weaponry to 
either side, and we have made that position known. And we 
have been in touch with a number of governments, var- 
ticularly on the question of arms supplied to Iran, given 
the situation on the ground. 


Q Have you been in touch with the Chinese? 


on Not going to get into specifics of our diplo- 
matic exchanges. 


9 John, can we stay on that for just a second? 


0 The head of the Iragi Interests Section here 
yesterday called on the United States to step up its con- 
tacts with the Brits, the West Sermans, the French, the 
Japanese, and the South Koreans in an effort to try to per- 
suade them to buy less oil, which then the Iranians turn 
into weapons purchases. Is that part of that diplomatic -- 


A Don't have anything for you on that. 

Q John, on the same subject, did the Iraqis 
invite the United States to send observers to the front to 
investigate the chacges of the use of chemical weapons by 
Iraq? 

A I'm not aware of any official invitation. 
There have been some American correspondents recently at the 
front. But I'm not aware -- 


@) Can you look into the question of an official 
invitation -- 


A Whether they offered -- 


Q -- an invitation and how you responded to it? 


A Sure. 
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Q John, what did you mean “especially® on Iran 
a moment ago? 


a As I say, Our position on the supply of arms 
to either side is clear; but there, obviously, is a 
threatening situation. Iran is being very intransigent, is 
refusing to respond to Iragi overtures for settlement, and 
clearly Iran is the particularly intransigent party at the 
moment. So while our own position is that we have not 
supplied arms to either side -- and that is the position of 
other governments -- and that remains our position, 
nevertheless, we would be particularly concerned about the 
supply of arms to Iran at this moment. 


9 John, there was a story yesterday, or 4 
report, that one of the leaders of Iran said that if Iraq 
would use chemical weapons, we will produce chemical 
weapons. Do you have any indication? I asked you this 
possibly last week, I think, and you said that there was nao 
indication. 


There are reports that there are some chemical 
weapons which have been used by the Iranians in the war 
against Iraq. Do you have any indication to this 
effect? 


A No, I don't have any -- 


Q -- on this threat, the contents, the implica- 
tions of this threat that they will produce chemical 
weapons like Iran? 


A Not aware of such developments, but 
obviously, we would be as strong in our deploring the use of 
chemical weapons by Iran as we have been in the case of Iraq. 


9 Last week also you said that there were no 
indications, or there were no talks between the United 
States and Israel about the bombing of these facilities. 


4 That's correct. 
9 You know, this is the position, the last 


position, that the whole thing, that was just pure 
imagination? 


A Yes. 





ll 


Q And fabrication. 
A Yes. 


Q John, you don't have anything on Iran's use 
of chemical weapons, there is nothing? 


4 I do not, Marvin. Are you aware of something 


Q No, no. I was just trying to follow up and 
ask you, is there anything -- 


A No, I do not; no. 


9 John, has the Israeli Government inforned us 
or asked us for information about an American woman who was 
reportedly linked to yesterday's attack? 


ny I'm not aware of such a request, Bill. I saw 
something on the wire, I think, about that; but I'm not 
aware of such a request. 


9 John, anything on -- Do you anticipate an 
agreement in this week's meetings between the Japanese 
Agriculture Minister and the U.S. on the beef and citrus 
issues? 


4 Well, we certainly are hopeful, specifically 
on beef and citrus. The arrangements which specified quota 
levels for Japan's fiscal year 1983 for beef and citrus pro- 
ducts expired, as you know, March 31. We've been nego- 
tiating expanded access for these products for the period 
after March 31. The Japanese Minister of Agriculture, “r. 
Yamamura, is arriving in Washington today for further 
discussions with U.S. officials, and we hope a mutually 
acceptable agreement can be developed. 


While it would be premature to set a specific date 
for the conclusion of the talks, the Japanese understand the 
urgency of resolving the issue, and we're certain that the 
Japanese will not do anything to adversely affect current 
trade in beef and citrus while we're negotiating new 
arrangements. 


Q Is the U.S. prepared to reduce its request 
for the number of tons of trade below 19,900 tons to a level 
closer to the 5,000 that the Japanese have proposed? 
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[*m not aware of any change in the 1.S. 
position. 


Q Is he seeing anyone in the building, the 
Agriculture Minister? 


A Mr. Yamamura? Here? 

Q Yes, in this building. 

M I'm mot sure. I can't answer that. 

9 John, when the Soviet Ambassador comes in 


next time, can you put that on the schedule? 
A I think -- 
Q What*s the reason that it is not? 


4 I think that the Secretary, traditionally, has 
not listed that particular meeting. 


5 He's been on there once in a while. 


4 Has there been -- perish the thought: Yas 
there been contradiction in our position on that? Let me 
look at that. 


(Laughter) 


0 Did he come in the front entrance or did he 
go the basement route? 


A I'm sure he came in the front entrance. 


9 Is the principal objective of those con- 
tinuing discussions, renewal of the START and INF tals? 


A It's a broad dialogue whicn covers a 
variety of issues that are of concern to both countries. 
Certainly, arms control is one of those issues, but there 
are bilateral and regional matters also, which we tradi- 
tionally discuss; and I would assume that those three areas 
-- I'm not suggesting that they are discussed in each meeting, 
but I'm sure those three areas certainly would be part of 
the body of the discussion. 
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Q John, do you have anything on either -- 


x I don’t want to mislead you, however, in 
suggesting that negotiations are going on, if that's what 
lay behind your question. 


9 John, could you clarify one thing: Are the 
Soviets discussing arms control issues outside of the anti- 
satellite moratorium with us? 


% Well, as is well known -- I mean, I could go 
over the state of play, as you know. Nothing is happening 
on START and INF. MBFR, you know what is haopening there. 


Q What I'm getting at is, are they even talking 
about -- 


A Is there movement on the nuclear -- 


Q -- conditions for resuming the talks or 
anything of that sort? 


A Not that I'm aware of. 


Q Do you have anything, John, on either the 
Oberdorfer article that the Administration is considering 
pulling the Foreign Aid bill, or (2) anything more on the 
activities in Honduras in the light of Paz Barnica's state- 
ments yesterday? 


4 I do have something on the Poreign Aid bill. 
That's the question -- the report this morning suggesting 
that the bill might be withdrawn? 


0 Yes. 


aN It's true that the Administration is 
seriously concerned about several of the amendments accepted 
last week in the Senate Poreign Relations Committee markup, 
but reports that we are washing our hands of the bill are 
premature. We have indicated to the Congress that we remain 
strong supporters of the authorization process and firm 
believers in the important contributions which the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee can make to the formulation and 
conduct of foreign policy. 
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We are working actively with the Committee to 
overcome problems with the proposed bill and a draft bill 
which the Administration can support on the floor of the 
Senate. 


n May we have a copy of that, please? 

A Sure. 

9 And also, nothing more on Honduras? 

Q Nothing more on Honduras. 

Q Do you have anything on published charges 


yesterday that the U. S. is stonewalling the Australians 
on the Nugan Hand probe? 


A I think there was some guidance yesterday 
which you can get in the Press Office. 


0 John, any comment on criticism by the 
Mexicans and French at the United Nations of the mining of 
harbors in Nicaragua? 


A No. 


Qo Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:40 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I guess we'll get 
gOing here with a couple of housekeeping announcements up 
front. Available in the Press Office is the prepared state- 
ment by Assistant Secretary for International Organization 
Affairs Gregory Newell before the House Committee on 
Appropriations. The subject of his testimony is the FyY-85 
request for certain voluntarily-funded organizations and 
programs. 


And as for number two, today is the thirty-fifth 
anniversary of the signing of the North Atlantic Treaty. 
The President has issued a proclamation commemorating this 
anniversary, rededicating the United States to the NATO 
Alliance, and welcoming the Washington meeting of NATO 
Foreign Ministers scheduled for May. The President's 
proclamation calls upon the American people to join him in 
these initiatives. Copies of the proclamation are available 
in the Press Office. 


That is all I have. I will be glad to answer a 
question or two. 


(No questions.) 

Well, in that case -- (Laughter) 

Q John, do you have any comment on the 
Economishkay A Gazeta article suggesting that the United 


States could get out of its economic difficulties by cutting 
its defense budget? 





A No, haven't seen it. 


Q Same subject. Do you have any comment on the 
report called “Democracy Must Work" issued by the 
Trilateral Commission which the Secretary addressed last 
night, which had six points in its action agenda, three of 
which included proposals that the United States cut its 
defense budget? 


A No. 





Q Did the Secretary read that report before he 
addressed the group? 


h I don't know. But, however, the 
Administration's position on its defense budget in a 
general sense is perfectly clear. 


Q So it's the Soviet Union's position and so 
is the Trilateral Commission's, is that correct? 


q Well, I don't know. I haven't talked with 
the Soviet Union about its position on our defense budget, 
although I suspect their position is fairly predictable. 

Q As is the Trilateral Commission's. 

4 I must say, I haven't read the -- 

(Several correspondents arrived at the briefing.) 

Q We seem to have had what they call a 
“failure in communication" here. I think a quorum is 


thought to be -- 


A Well, the names of all those who arrived late 
have been taken (laughter) -- 


Q -- And placed on the roll of honor. (Laughter) 
A Oh, yes. And those who were not here at the 
beginning of the briefing will not be allowed to ask 
questions for three days. (Laughter) 


@) Next time, don't start it so early. 


Q The spokesman who does not provide substan- 
tive responses (inaudible) 


A This is a dangerous trend you're suggesting, 
Marvin. (Laughter) 


0 I think we have a critical mass now. 





4 I might point out there is one serious 
questioner in this group, Mr. Troute. 


Q I thought it had been presented already. 


The Secretary's speech last night talked about, I 
think, “bold initiatives to combat terrorism." Any further 
thoughts on those, or preemptive, or preventative strikes, 
anything along that line at all? 


a No. As you know, the Secretary has been 
giving considerable thought to this over a period of wéeks 
and months, and surely in the light of developments that 
have taken place in the world in recent months, some of 
which have been directed against us, the Administration, 
obviously, is giving very careful thought to what is an 
increasing problem. But I don't have anything for you on 
specifics. 


9 What kind of thought? Are there study 
groups? 


4 I think various people are considering this 
and studying it, and mulling over what, obviously, is a very 
difficult problem, and how best to respond to it. 


0 When would you expect to have some sort of 
program to present? 


rs Dennis, I can't give you a timetable. I 
don't know that there is a specific deadline for the 
conclusion of these thoughts and studies. 


Q Is there going to be a plan? The Secretary 
talked about active defense, which has its own dimensions of 
self-contradiction. Does he feel that -- 


A I'm sure that we're getting to the question. 
Q No. Is there going to be a program, John? 
Is it going to be just words in mid-air -- threatening them 


with polysyllables? (Laughter) Or is there going to be -- 


A This gets better as we go on. I'm afraid 
you're out of time. 


(Laughter) 





A What exactly was your question, Mr. Kalb? 


Q A program -- Wasn't there a thought that a 
program would be submitted for consideration so that there 
would be a working strategy that you'd punch up in case of a 
crisis or anticipated crisis? 


a I can't give you chapter and verse -- I can't 
tell you how that's going to happen; but clearly, a great 
deal of thinking and a great deal of work is being done on 
this very menacing problem. But just how that will be coor- 
dinated and to whom that will be presented, on which day, 
which week, and which month, I can't give you a timetable. 


Q John, the language of his speech yesterday, 
however ~- no pun intended -- seems to preempt whatever 
decision would be taken by such a decision group, when he says 
"When and how should we take preventive or," not “when and 
if," but rather “when and how." 


A Well, these are -- 


Q Is he, in effect, saying that we are now pre- 
pared to take preemptive action? 


fy I think what the Secretary is saying -- and I 
don't want to and I don't intend to interpret his speech; 
the words speak for themselves -- but I think what he is 
saying is that we have a new situation in the world. We are 
not always in a clear-cut, all-out war situation -- clearly, 
we're not in such a situation at the moment; but on the 
other hand, neither is the world at total peace. There have 
been gray areas in between, and there likely will continue 
to be such areas. We are facing a new kind of warfare with 
the waging of terrorism and the waging of state-sponsored 
terrorism. What he is saying is that the United States must 
develop effective ways to counter this. 


Q But remember when this Administration first came 
to office, the first news conference given by then Secretary 
Haig dealt with that precise subject. Is this just simply 
an evolution of that concern, or is there something new 
Since January 1981? 


A I think there has been an evolution of 
events. The United States has been subjected to a variety 
of increasingly distasteful and violent terrorist actions by 
various groups. 





¢) And has that evolution of events, then, 
caused an evolution of U.S. policy? 


q Well, I think it clearly is spurring reac- 
tion. I think what the Secretary is saying is that this kind 
of warfare by state-sponsored terrorism cannot be tolerated, 
and the United States and others will have to take actions 
to counter it. It's a new kind of technique, and we must 
probably develop new techniques to counter it. 


Q John, is it any kind of inconsistency to main- 
tain diplomatic relations, even to provide aid to govern- 
ments that engage in what you call “this new kind of 
warfare?" 


on In a general sense, Marvin, without getting 
into specific countries, I don't think it is necessarily a 
contradiction. You may still want to maintain diplomatic 
relations, and you may want to negotiate with certain 
governments even while policies that they pursue may be very 
distasteful to us. So in a general sense, I don't think 
there is a ccoiitradiction. 


Q Would you expect to emerge from the study 
groups a legislative program? 


a Can't really give you a specific -- as you 
know, the White House has talked about an anti-terrorism 
package -- that is one track -- but I really can't tell you 
what the specifics will be of the kind of thinking and 
studying that is going on at the moment. 


Q John, what is the Secretary envisioning when 
he says, “It is more and more appropriate that the nations 
of the West face up to the need for active defense against 
terrorism?" Is he talking about the need for a NATO Task 
Force or a western alliance against terrorism? What does he 
specifically mean there? 


A, I think he, necessarily, is addressing him- 
self to the problems of the United States, but other 
countries have suffered similar problems, and 1'm sure that 
there is consideration being given to the sharing of tech- 
niques and ideas, and perhaps cooperation. 


Q On another subject, John, could I ask you 
about a report that France has agreed, has offered to help 
Nicaragua clear mines from its ports? Do you have any com- 
ment on that? 





a Well, I*ve seen some initial French wire ser- 
vice reports on that story, but I think until we see 
something in the more official manner, we won't have any 
comment. It's a rather hypothetical story at the moment. 


Q Why is it hypothetical? 


a I don't think we would respond, as I say, to 
a wire service report; and I think there is some confusion 
about exactly what was said by Mr. Cheysson -- I think 
that's the one you're referring to. So I think until we see 
something that we can sink our teeth into, we will wait for 
any comment. . 


Q Since you have said in the past that you have 
no objection to the Soviets’ clearing mines, would you have 
any objection to anyone else doing so? 


My Don't know that we said we had no objection to 
the Soviets' clearing mines. I think we were asked about 
some travel plans of Nicaraguan leaders to the Soviet Union, 
and said that would be a hypothetical situation. 


Q New subject, John: Ambassador Rumsfeld -- 
where is he? And what do you see his mission as being at 
the present time, given what the Secretary said about two 
weeks ago, that this might be a time for the United States 
to hold off, and perhaps that very fact might stimulate the 
various parties in the Middle East to scramble for their own 
way Out? 


a I don't know where he is. I haven't seen him 
in the building today, Bernie. It may be that he is between 
here and Chicago. As you know, he has got business respon- 
sibilities in Chicago; and I suspect he is between 
Washington and Chicago for the moment. 


0 His mission, when he goes to the Middle East -- 
A Well, — 


Q Given the President's weekend order about the 
ships and the Secretary's remarks at the news conference, 
what is the purpose of his making the rounds? 


nN I think the purpose would be unchanged. The 
purpose would be to move forward the President's Middle East 
peace initiative. 





Q Going back to the Secretary's news conference 
about 10 days ago, that paragraph about, “It's up to you 
fellows to move it ahead," are we getting -- 


XM I'm not sure he phrased it quite like 
that. 


Q -- are you getting any blips from Jordan or 
Saudi Arabia asking the U.S. to reconsider what was laid 
down, in an impromptu way, as current U.S. policy on the 
Middle East? 


4 To reconsider policy? 


Q That is to reengage, you know, "Too bad about 
Lebanon, but hang in there; try for other things, keep at it,” 
and so forth. 


4 Well, certainly, at the ambassadorial level -- 
and the Secretary has spoken on many occasions about the 
Significance of using our good ambassadors in such countries 
as Jordan, Saudi Arabia, and elsewhere -- I would say that a 
very active dialogue continues. 


Q John, about the Iragq-Iran war, do you have 
any comment on the willingness of Irag to accept an impar- 
tial observer there? 

A An impartial observer to do what? 


Q To go there and investigate the chemical 
weapon usage, or anything, or who started the war? 


A No. I haven't seen that so I don't have any 
immediate reaction to it. 


It's an official, Iraqi Government -- 


Q That's what we are told, yes. 
4 No, I haven't seen that. 
Q John, do you have any advice for a group of 


Senators today who may be voting on a War Powers amendment 
offered by Senator Leahy? 


Bey No, I don't. 





0 Don't, huh? 
by No. 


Q John, back on Ralph's questic the 
mining, do you have any comment on an informish pro- 
test about the mines and the free navigatiomt area? 


as I'm really not going to get blomatic 
exchanges with allies; but I think it's reas to assume 
that they are very much aware of our thinkirt develop- 
ments in the region, and we are, obviously, of their 
thoughts. 


QO Doesn't that mining aspect ccte the 
anti-terrorism, anti-state terrorism speech 


Secretary? 
ay I don't think so. I don't that’s a-- 
Q Could you separate the two? you say -- 
A I think they are separate; I they are 


very different situations. I think you havcuation in 
Nicaragua where you have an insurgency on tk of 

people, or action on the part of people who:hat they 

have been betrayed by their government and ir ideals 
which they all subscribe to -- is a very dit situation to 
state-sponsored terrorism. 


-- MORE -- 








Q Mr. Haddad, the National Adviser of the 
Lebanese President, met with Secretary Shultz last Friday. 


A Uh-huh. . ‘ 


Q Do you have any readout or anything about 
this? 


4 I don't. No. Mr. Haddad was -- 


Q That was the first time after the abrogation 
of the agreement. 


y I'm not sure. It may or may not be. He's 
seen Mr. Haddad on a number of occasions, both here and, 
obviously, when he's been in the Middle East. 


Q Same subject, John. 
iy Sure. 


Q Do you have any idea what -- or do you have 
anything to offer on what Soviet diplomacy may be up to in 
Beirut, contacting the various political factions at a high 
level? 


A No. I really don't. No. 


Q John, do you have anything on the United 
States joining Britain and France in a protest note to the 
Soviets about hindrance of civil air traffic on the Berlin 
corridor? 


rN Yes. There is something on that. The 
Soviets, citing their need for airspace to carry out mili-~ 
tary exercise activities, have reserved for themselves 
airspace in the Berlin air corridors, which is also used at 
times by Allied commercial flights to and from Berlin. 


There's been absolutely no interruption of normal 
commercial or military flights to and from Berlin. However, 
in the interest of flight safety, Allied flights have 
avoided airspace in which the Soviets have said they would 
be exercising. 


This has caused on some occasions alterations of 
normal flight patterns for descents into and ascents from 
Berlin airports. The Western Allies -- that's the United 
States, U.K., and France -- are responsible jointly with the 
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Soviet Union for managing air traffic to and from Berlin. 
This responsibility is based on our rights as occupying 
powers in Berlin. 


The three Allied governments have made known their 
dissatisfaction with these requests to the Soviets in the 
Berlin Air Safety Center, and the Allies are pursuing the 
matter with Soviet authorities. 


Although we cannot, of course, discuss the content 
of the diplomatic exchanges which are underway, we would 
point out that we have reiterated to the Soviets our firm 
intention to maintain free and unimpeded access to Berlin. 
We see no indication that the Soviets are interested in’ 
challenging these rights. 


Q That sounds a little equivocal, as though the 
Soviets, too, although it's an inconvenience, are within 
their rights in doing what they have done. 


A I think that is correct. 


Q Okay. 

Q They are within their rights. 

4 They are within their rights. 

Q Could we get a copy of that, John? 

Q Copy of that, John? 

A Sure. 

Q John, have they done this before? 

oss I*m not sure whether they have done this 


before, Bernie. I'd have to check on that. 


Q Do you -- if it is in fact the first time, 
what sort of interpretation do you put on this? 


A Well, if your -- underlying your question, is 
this linked to other developments or other exercises or 
other incidents between U.S. ships and -- no. We see no 
connection. 


Q No. But I -- is there some sort of diploma- 
tic signal emerging from that military decision at the U.S.? 
Certainly you must calculate why they would want to do it at 
this particular moment. 








1l 


A Yeah. I'm not a very good analyzer of Soviet 
motives. 

Q When did this happen? 

A I do not have a timeframe on that for you, 
Marvin, but I'll be glad to -- it's been going on for some 


days, as I recall. Let me see what I can get for you on 
timeframe. 


Q Do you know how long the request is that the 
Russians have asked for this -- 


A No. I do not. 


Q John, back on the Secretary's speech, what is 
he suggesting in the sense of a pre-emptive or preventive 
action? Is he talking about an air strike on a headquarters 
of some group? Is he talking about assassination of certain 
leaders? 


A Well, I think this is the kind of -- I don't 
want to mislead you, but I think this is the kind of 
thinking about the specifics of what you might do that is 
clearly going on. I think as the Secretary has said in 
public, these new techniques and tactics raise significant 
questions for us, moral questions especially, and I think he 
has said on occasion if you know that a truck loaded with 
dynamite is roaring down the road towards a building you 
occupy, is your position such -- must it be that you have to 
wait until that truck hits the building and blows you up, or 
are you able to take that truck out before it reaches you? 
That's the kind of thinking that's going on now. 


Q What's his answer? 
fy Well, I think it's quite clear that the 
United States -- the mood is that you cannot lay back and be 
in a passive situation; that you have to take some actions 
to prevent the rising surge of terrorism. 
Are there some limits to that type of -- 
Oh, I think there are -- 


Q 
A 
Q -- preventive action? 
A 


I think there are obvious limits, but I think 
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Q Well, what would you suggest as a type of -- 


a Weil, I can't give you that because this is 
exactly the kind of thoughtful thinking that has to go for- 
ward on such major issues. ~ 


Q Jonn -- 
A That's what people are thinking about. 


Q If -- I want to get an idea as to the prin- 
ciple of what distinguishes state-sponsored terrorism of the 
kind that he was speaking of and other forms that are — 
ascribed to terrorism, and I guess my question is: If a 
State provides weapons, intelligence and logistical support 
to any insurgent group to accomplish military ends of that 
group and of that state, if there's a convergence, is that 
state-sponsored terrorism or is that distinguishable? 


4 That clearly is going to -- I mean, you're 
asking a very broad philosophical question. I don't think I 
can answer that. I think it depends on the state. I think 
it depends on the location. I think it depends on the cir- 
cumstances. It depends on the target and the motivation. 
There are all kinds of factors that come into play. 


Q Well, he omitted from his list yesterday, for 
example, Cuba and Nicaragua which have been accused of sup- 
porting insurgencies illegally in other countries. Did he 
-- does he or the State Department believe that those 
countries are guilty of state-sponsored terrorism or are 
they kind of in a different category because of a different 
set of circumstances? 


A Well, we've said many times what we think 
about various Cuban and Nicaraguan activities in the 
area, but ~ can't give you a -=- 


Q Well, you've never used the expression 
"state-sponsored terrorism" to ascribe to them. Are you 
exempting them from that? 


nN No. Not exempting them. Not including them. 
I'm simply not giving you any comment on that. Their 
records, I think, are rather evident, but just how you would 
categorize their regimes, I don't really have a comment on 
that for you. 





13 


Q Did the Russians say how long these exercises 
Or maneuvers in the Berlin corridors would last? 


A I'm not sure that I have anything on that for 
you, Marvin. I'm just not sure. 


Q Are these military planes they're engaged in? 





A I think they are. 


Q And it is -- and both military and civilian 
Western airliners are avoiding the areas -- 


A Correct. 





Q -- that they have indicated. 
A Sure. 


Q And this has been going on -- you're going to 
find out how long. 


A I think several days. We'll check that for 





you. 


Q Do you have any sense of the width of the 
corridor as you've both defined it? 


A The width of the -- 





Q The corridor. The air corridor. 
A Oh, the corridor. 
Q Yes. 


A No. I don't, but that's -- I'm sure that's a 
factual question. We can get an answer for you. 


Q Going back to Mike's question on terrorism, 
he asked you what are you thinking of, air strikes or 
assassination, and your answer was then, "This is the kind 
of thinking that is going on." 


A Well -- (laughter) -- I don't mean to suggest 
that thinking's going on about air strikes or assassination. 
As you know, we have very strict rules about assassination, 
sO clearly that is one area that is not under consideration. 
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I really was -- what I was trying to suggest was 
that there are people thinking about the way you tackle this 
problen. 


Q Can I get back to Soviet-American relations 
for a minute and ask you specifically whether the way is now 
clear for cultural and consular talks to take place, to 
resume? 


A Well, I think that, obviously, talks are 
going on about a variety of subjects, broad areas, and 
Clearly cultural talks or the possibility of beginning or 
moving or reopening cultural talks might be one of those 
topics. But I think you have to see it as one of a broad 
range of topics that would be under discussion. 


Obviously, one would be looking at areas where you 
might remove some of the difficulties and some of the ten- 
sions between the Soviet Union and the United States, but I 
don't think you should look for sudden major breakthroughs. 


Q The way is not clear for those talks to 
resume at this time. 


A Well, I think I would see that as an evolu- 
tionary process, but I wouldn't back too much on decisions 
having been made about specific talks. 


Q Can I ask also whether you have any comment 
on the TASS account today of a rather lengthy Chernenko state- 
ment in response to some European -- in response to some 
Europeans? 


rN No. I don't, Ralph. 


Q John, could I have a point of clarification 
on the air corridor? Did you also say the Soviet maneuvers 
are interfering with Allied military air traffic as well? 


aN I think that is correct. 

Q All right. 

Q John, in view of the President's upcoming 
visit to Beijing, do you have any comment on the artillery 
shelling in North Vietnam and China? 

fy I do not have anything today. We may -- I 


guess we have not. Let me see whether we might have 
something for you later in the day on that. 
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Q Anything on the ANC bombing? 





A We deplored it and regretted it yesterday, 
and, obviously, we -- 


Q I'd like to hear that, please. 


A Would you like a little more specific 
language? 


Q Sure. Anything you got. 


A Okay. We deplore this violent incident -- 
that was the bombing in Durban, South Africa, and deeply 
regret the injury and loss of life which occurred. The 
United States is firmly committed to encouraging peaceful 
evolutionary change in South Africa. We are committed to 
opposing terrorism from whatever source and wherever it 
takes place. 


Q Is there any evidence that this crime was 
committed across borders -- or this act had to do with 
crossing borders? 


A I don't think we have any evidence of who has 
-- who is responsible or where the attackers came from. 


Q John, you said you have no comment on the 
visit of the Russian delegation to Lebanon. I mean, they 
said they would help in the Israeli withdrawal. How can 
they help in your point of view? 


Mh Well, I had some earlier guidance which I'd 
be glad to reiterate for you. It's -= obviously, we don't 
pretend to monopolize the Government of Lebanon's contacts 
with other governments, and it really isn't appropriate for 
us to comment on the reported visit of the Soviets to 
Lebanon. I think you really ought to go to those two 
governments. 


However, just as a general observation, there's no 
indication that the Soviets have been or are prepared to 
play a helpful role in Lebanon. 

Q But -- 


A It's their record. 


Q But they said publicly that they would help 
in the withdrawal of the Israelis. How can they achieve 
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that when the American involvement didn't achieve that? 


A Well, I guess you ought to ask -- they have 
pledged to be helpful in Lebanon. I guess you ought to ask 
them how they expect to do that. 


Y John, you talk -- going back to the corri- 
dor, you talk about it interfering with Allied military and 
Civilian aircraft. Is it possible for the Soviets to con- 
duct their operations in the corridor without there being 
such interference? In other words -- 


A I think it is -- you'd really have to ask a 
technical expert, Bernie. I think it is possible, but I 
think what we have done is taken what we consider to be a 
prudent course. I think it is possible, but to avoid the 
Slightest possibility of a mishap, I think we have taken the 
action we have done. 


Q To accommodate the Soviets? 

A Well, it's not a question of accommodating 
the Soviets. I guess it's to stop people crashing into each 
other and getting killed. It seems a prudent thing to do. 

Q But did they just lay down the rule? This is 
what we are planning to do as a fait accompli, an edict to the 
U.S., this is what we are doing, thank you? 

Ay Well, it is not as though we have said, 

"Okay, go ahead and do what you want to do, fellows." We 
are pursuing this, obviously, in various capitals. 


Q And there was no advance consultation with 
the Soviets about what they planned to do, or were you just-- 


A I am -- 
Q -- handed a sheet of paper saying that -- 


A -- not sure whether there was any advance 
consultation -- 


Q Could you -- 


A -- on this particular one. Yeah. 


Q Can you tell us if they're pre-empting alti- 
tude levels or if they're using all the altitudes in the 
corridor? 
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A I cannot, but we'll try to get you an answer 
on that. 


Q I'd like to know where their operations are 
taking place, at what altitude and how widespread in the 
corridor it is, and if they're having to leave the corridor 


A I hope the folks who are taking down the 
questions are getting this very technical stuff so we can 
try to answer it. 


Q John, have we given any thought -- or any possi- 
bility of getting a technical expert to talk to us on this 
about the scope of the activities? 


A It's -- let me make an inquiry and see 
whether anybody would be prepared to talk about it. 


Q Are we sending in more flights than usual -- 
military -- because of this? 


A No. Not that I'm aware of. 
Q Okay. Thank you. 


A Okay? 


(The briefing concluded at 12:45 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. A couple of announce- 
ments. 


First, to tell you that available in the Press 
Office is the prepared statement by Assistant Secretary for 
East Asian and Pacific Affairs Paul Wolfowitz before the 
House Foreign Affairs Committee. Testimony will be on the 
Indochinese refugee situation. I'm not sure whether that's 
befoce the full committee or a subcommittee. 


Secondly, a statement regarding agreements on U.S. 
defense facilities in the Bahamas which were concluded 
today: The Secretary of State, the Foreign Minister of the 
Commonwealth of the Bahamas and the British Ambassador to 
the United States today concluded agreements concerning 
United States defense facilities in the Bahamas. 


The most important of these facilities is the 
Atlantic Undersea Test and Evaluation Center, or AUTEC. 
Related agreements with the United Kingdom were also 
concluded today concerning continued British use of the 
AUTEC facility. 


AUTEC has been located in the Bahamas since 1963. 
During the past 20 years all three countries have enjoyed 
close and cooperative working relationships at this unique 
research and testing facility. Today's ceremony confirms 
these close ties of friendship and community of interest. 


These agreements provide a firm foundation for 
continued cooperation in the use of these important facili- 
ties. 


That's it for announcements. Happy to take 
questions. 


Q Do you know why they're important? 


A Well, these facilities, George, are -- let me 
just identify what they are. It includes the U.S. Navy 
Atlantic Undersea Test and Evaluation Center, which is 
AUTEC, which is used basically as a weapons and ASW testing 








facility, a long-range -- Navy long-range, Or LORAC, navi- 
gation station, and an Air Force tracking station. So these 
are technical facilities, and I might note that they are 
operated largely by civilian contract personnel. 


Q Alan, regarding the -- our close friends 
here, the Foreign Affairs Committee of the Parliament has 
issued a report that the United States intentionally kept 
Britain in the dark about its plans for the invasion of 
Grenada; that, as a result, Britain had a rather passive 
role in this affair. 


Have you heard of this report, and do you have a 
comment on it? 


ay I saw a wire on it. No. This question has 
come up before at the time of the operation in Grenada, and 
I think was addressed in various ways at that time, and I'll 
refer you back to the record on that. I don't have anything 
new to say about that today. 


Q Alan, I would like to follow up on the bases 
in the Bahamas. 


A Well, not bases. 
Q Or military facilities in the Bahamas. 
A You have to be careful. (Laughter) 


Q What is the basis of the agreement? I3 the 
U.S. going to pay the Government of the Bahamas money now 
for those facilities? 


A Yes. There will be a payment of $10 million 
a year. 


@) This is new, correct? 


A The agreement is new. The facility, I think, 
has been used for some time. As I say, for the past 20 
years there have been close relationships, working rela- 
tionships, at the facility, but the agreement is new. It's a 
10-year agreement with an option to renew for an additional 
five years. 


Q But there was no agreement to pay any money 
before, correct? 


ny So far as I know, that is correct. Yes. 








Q Alan, isn't one of the primary purposes of 
AUTEC to monitor the coming and going of Soviet submarines? 


4 Well, as I say, my understanding is that 
AUTEC is a weapons and ASW testing facility. If there were 
a monitoring facility, (a) I don't know about it, (b) I 
wouldn't talk about it, and (c) I'd refer you to the 
Pentagon. So I'm going to have to leave it at that. 


Q Alan, why is the U.S. -- why did the U.S. 
feel it necessary at this point to begin making payments for 
the use of bases which it has used without payment for 20 
years? 


A I think this is an issue which has been under 
discussion for some time, Ralph, and it is a very complex 
arrangement, and it is just that it is at this point that 
agreement has been reached. 





Q Did they demand payment? 


a Oh, I don't think it's a question of 
demanding payment, Mike. It's a question of using the facili- 
ties and paying for that use. 


Q Does that suggest they wanted something 
besides good will or -- 


A I'm not going to try to be drawn out on that. 
I think I've answered your questions on that. 


Q Alan, do you have any reaction to the TASS 
reaction to the President's proposal on chemical weapons, 
a global ban, in which it is called "unacceptable," “propa- 
ganda trick?" 


4 Uh-huh. It's regrettable that the Soviet 
Union chose to attack the President's initiative before even 
seeing it. When the Vice President presents our draft 
treaty in Geneva in two weeks, we would hope the Soviet 
Union would give it the serious consideration it deserves. 


As to the other Soviet charges about U.S. policies 
on chemical weapons, they are false and misleading and are 
obviously intended for a propaganda effect to divert atten- 
tion from their own actions in this area. 


Q But the charge about advocating a stock- 
pile of such weapons by this -- advocating by this 
Administration <= that charge is not false and misleading, 
is it? 








A Well, I think, again, that the President 
addressed this last night as to what the purposes of having 
your Own weapons stock is. As he noted, the U.S. has not 
produced weapons, chemical weapons, for 15 years, and yet 
the Soviet Union has continued to expand and modernize its 
chemical weapons stockpile, and it has a huge investment in 
chemical warfare equipment and personnel. 


Until the threat posed by chemical weapons is 
effectively eliminated by a treaty, the U.S. must have a 
credible chemical weapons deterrent. We have now asked for 
the funds, as you know, necessary to start the initial pro- 
duction at that -- on that, if necessary at some future time. 


But, in any case, that -- the effective deterrent 
provides a major incentive to the Soviets to negotiate 
seriously towards an effective comprehensive ban as we are 


proposing. 


Q What charges -- if it wasn't the charge that 
the U.S. is advocating its own stockpile, what charges that 
the Soviets made are, specifically, false and misleading? 


fy I think -- I'd refer you back to their state- 
ment. I don‘t think I'm going to go on a point-by-point 
rebuttal of it, but the fact is that they were charging pur- 
poses of the U.S. doing this and intentions, which are 
simply not squaring with the facts. 


Q Alan, since you're talking about chemical 
weapons, there are all kind of signals coming out from Iran 
that Iran is already producing the chemical weapons to be used 
against Irag in the war, and Rafsanjani, I believe, he 
didn't admit it, commented on television the other night, but 
he said that,"we could use this,” and there are some indica- 
tions that they are having some. Do you have any ideas 
about this, or do you have any indications that there are 
chemical weapons that are produced in Iran? 


A I don't happen to have any. I don't <-- I 
can't give you an authoritative answer, necessarily. I'm not 
aware of any suggestion, either in the Iranian statements or 
otherwise, that they have done so, but I think a number of 
scientists have pointed out, in commenting on this issue, that 
it isn't all that hard to produce certain kinds of chemical 
weapons. So I don't know that it's necessarily the case 
that one would have to assume they would have them in 
advance, greatly in advance, to produce them for use. But, 
in any case, the answer to your question is, I don't have 
anything on that. 

















Q Alan, do you have anything on a TASS report 
that Soviet journalists hzve been denied, or barred, from 
visiting Los Angeles? 


y Yes. There seems to be some -- either misun- 
derstanding or miscommunication or misinformation about .t. 
Four Soviet journalists requested visas to attend a meeting 
of the Ski Club of International Journalists in Park City, 
Utah (Laughter) -- this is in the proletarian paradise -- in 
Park City, Utah, to be held March 24 to 3l. 


In their application they requested to stay in the 
United States only through March 31 and gave no indication 
of interest in visiting Los Angeles. The visas were issued 
for the length of stay and destinations requested. 


To extend their stay to include a visit to Los 
Angeles, they should have applied to the local office of the 
Immigration and Naturalization Service, INS, which has the 
sole authority in the United States to extend visas. 


As far as the State Department is aware, they made 
no such application, and they left the country in accordance 
with the length of stay provided for in their visas. 


Q Do you know that the organizers of that -- I 
happened to be there, so I know <- that the organizers of 
that group provided very cheap trips to several journalists 
attending that, and everybody could decide on the spot, so 
the Soviets were denied the decision on the spot. Because 
other people could make that decision on the spot. 


n Well, they could have applied to the local 
INS office, and, so far as we know, they didn't do that. 


Q Alan, do you have anything to tell us about 
the purpose of the Secretary's meeting with Tip O'Neill 
today? 


aN I could only tell you in broad terms. 
Speaker O'Neill requested that the Secretary come up, I 
think to talk about a number of issues, and so he is 
complying with that request. 

Q Would it be fair to asume that the prospects -- 


Q He is going to the Hill? 


a He's going to go up to the Hill. 
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Q Would it be fair to assume that the prospects 
for Salvador aid in the House side are high on the agenda? 


A I can't speak for the Speaker. That's up to 
him to talk about. I wouldn't be surprised if the question of 
Central America was among those topics to be discussed. But I 
can*t tell you in specific terms whether the prospects for the 
legislation would be something he would -- 


Q Was the Jerusalem issue discussed? 


A It's this afternoon, Joe, and it's the 
Speaker's request for the meeting. Why don't you check with 
them and see what they are interested in discussing? 


Q What time is the meeting? 


A The meeting, I believe, is at 3 o'clock. I 
think it's cn the public schedule. 


Q A different subject: Do you have anything today 
on the Chernenko answer to Willy Brandt and the others on arms 
talks? Do you anticipate having any comment on that? 


4 I really don’t anticipate an answer to that. I 
think that our position on returning to the nuclear arms nego- 
tiations is very clear. We're ready and willing to do that, 
to negotiate in good faith, to negotiate flexibly. But the point 
now is for tne Soviets to return to the table. 


Q I was just going to go back to that chemical 
weapons idea. Would you argue with the general proposition 
that if something is serious in diplomacy, it's done 
secretly? 


A I would not argue with the fact that at times 
some things that are serious in diplomacy are done secretly, 
and sometimes things that are serious in diplomacy are not 
done seriously (sic). It depends on the issue; it depends on the 
circumstances. 


If you're raising a question about how this was 
done in terms of announcing it last night, I would point out 
to you that the Secretary announced, in his Stockholm speech, 
that we would be doing this, that the terms of our treaty (that) 














are going to be presented at the negotiating table were not 
laid out last night. The fact is, this is a very important 
issue, to which this government pays a great deal of attention 
and about which it is very serious. And the fact that we are 
having the negotiations is something that is worth making note 
of. The specifics, however, would be carried out in nego- 
tiations. 


Q And is it unusual for the Vice President to be 
doing this and not a senior State Department official? 


A I think the Vice President has in fact had a 
role in arms control issues, a quite prominent role. 

Q Has he been a negotiator at any point? 

4 I don't know if he's been a negotiator. I 


can't tell you what went on in his conversations. I suspect, 
Or suggest, you might want to ask his office; but last year, he 
presented, for example, the Administration's detailed views at 
the Conference on Disarmament in Geneva, about how most 
effectively to ban chemical weapons, so his role in this is 

not new; and I don't consider that unusual in this respect. 


Q Why isn't the Secretary doing it? 


A Well, the President asked that the Vice 
President do it. As I say, he's had a role in this before. 
He's been at the CD before, he's talked about this before; and 
I think this underscores the importance which the 
Administration, including the Secretary, and, obviously, the 
President attaches to it. 


Q Why does the President feel that we need our 
Own stockpile of chemical weapons for deterrence? Certainly, 
we have a vast array of other weapons. If someone used chemi- 
cal weapons against us, certainly we could deter -- you know -- 
we could retaliate in some other fashion. 


vy I listened to -=- watched the press conference 
last night, and I thought that question was quite fully 
answered. So beyond what I said today, I really don't have 
anything more to give you. I think that that answer was quite 
complete that was given on the record last night. 


Q On the veto of the Nicaragua resolution yester- 
day at the U.N., does the U.S. feel isolated at this point in its 
position on that issue? 











A Oh, I don’t have that kind of a charac- 
terization to give you. I think that you probably have 
access to the statement that was made up at the U.N. by the 
U.S. representative, Ambassador Sorzano, yesterday. The point 
that he made was that the resolution lacked balance and 
fairness and was not well suited to the purposes which it 
ostensibly was seeking to serve -- that is, peace in the 
area. 


I think he noted that the U.S. would have no 
problem with the resolution if it were concerned with all of 
the violence in the region, and if its object were to respect 
the sovereignty and territorial integrity of all of the 
countries in the region, and not just Nicaragua. But it didn't 
do that, and so that is why the United States cast its vote. 
but I would refer you to his full statement. 


Q There isn't any doubt, is there, that the U.S. 
deplores the mining of harbors, though -- or is there? 


4 Ralph, we have gone through that issue many 
times before, and I don't intend to be drawn into a discussion 
of it again today. 


Q Alan, the general who "resigned" in Honduras, 
Mr. Alvarez, is he coming to the United States? 


4 I think I would have to check on that for you, 
Mike. I don't have anything. 


Q (Inaudible) to Miami? 
A It could be. Let me check and see. 
Q Would you check on what basis he -- it's a matter 


of asylum, or a visit or what? 
on Okay, let me check on that. 


Q Alan, there are a couple of things dealing with 
Germany. First about -- the Hess case has come up again. Have we 
actually made any change in our position of releasing Hess, or 
what is the position? 


A I'm not aware of a change in our position. I 
saw a wire just before I came in here about a report that 
Chancellor Kohl had supposedly made a request. I'm checking 
that out. I don't have anything for you on that. 








Q You don't know? 

A No. 

Q Would you give us something later in the day? 
A I'll see what I can find on it. 

Q The other thing is, why do we have an ambassa- 


dor in East Berlin, which is under four-power control? 

A Joe, you've raised that question before. It's 
been addressed here before. Again, I'm not going to rehash 
it. 


Q Not on East Berlin. I didn't ask you anything 
about East Berlin. 


A Yes. Well, others have raised it. 

Q What did I ask about East Berlin? 

A I think you did. But others have, and I'm not 
going to go through that again. You're going to try and draw 
a parallel with Jerusalem. I'm not going to get drawn into 
that issue again. John answered you yesterday about that 
issue. 


Q He talked about it Monday. He said I should do 
some research. Well, I have done some research. 


A Joe -- 


Q You'll be astounded at the results. Can I give 
them to you? 


A No. This is a briefing, not a -- 


Q (Inaudible) let me ask you another, though, one 
question about General Lahad. 


4 Well, I'll come back to you, Joe, in just a 
second -- I'll come back to you in just a second. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on increased reports 
of anti-Semitism in Romania? 
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A Yes, I do have something on that. We are aware 
of reports of increased anti-Semitism in Romania, and are 
actively investigating them. These reports center on a book 
of poems published recently in Romania, especially one poem 
in the collection which attacks Chief Rabbi Moses Rosen per- 
sonally, and Jews in general. 


The fact that such a poem was published in Romania, 
a country in which the government controls the media, is of 
particular concern. We have unconfirmed reports that the 
unsold copies of the book have been recalled, and that offi- 
cials of the publishing house which published the book have 
been reprimanded. Nevertheless, we would regard any 
recurrence of anti-Semitism in Romania very seriously, and 
have expressed our concern to the Romanian Government at high 
levels. 


Q Can we have a copy? 
A Yes. 
Q Has the Ambassador been in? 


A I'm not going to give more detail on that. As 
I say, we've expressed our views at high levels. 


Q Alan, did Mr. Eagleburger mention that earlier 
this week when he was there? 


aN Again, I'm not going to go into details of how 
this was done. But as I say, it was done at high levels. 


Copy, yes. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Jerusalem Post 
criticism of the consulate in East Jerusalem, calling it a 
pro-Arab and pro-PLO activities place, which, according to 
the comment, “has overstepped the bounds of diplomatic decency 
by the de facto recognition of the Jerusalem West Bank entity 
while ignoring Jerusalem as the capital of Israel?" Do you 
have any comment on that? 





A Well, staying away, again, from the question of 
"the capital of Israel is Jerusalem," to quote what you just 
said, and the whole issue of Jerusalem, I would say any 
charges about improper behavior or intentions on behalf, or on 
the part of, the Consul General or any of the personnel in the 
Consulate General are totally misplaced, and indeed 
irresponsible. 








ll 


Q Why do you think these attacks are coming and 
going just about this year (Inaudible) last year? 


A I can't tell you. You tell me -- not here <-- but 
anyway, I can't tell you why, but they are totally wrong. And 
they are just not justified in any way. 


Q So you have total confidence in your consulate 
in East Jerusalem in all of its operations and everything? 


A Yes, absolutely. 


Q Alan, anything to say at all by way of details 
about the arrest yesterday at Dulles Airport in connection 
with that espionage case? 

A No. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:30 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I have one brief 
announcement. The Governing Mayor of Berlin, Eberhard 
Diepgen, will visit Washington April 9 and 10. He will meet 
with members of the Executive Branch, the Congress, and the 
private sector. 


On April 9, Mr. Diepgen will call on the President 
and Vice President. On the same day, he will meet with 
Secretary Shultz. Deputy Secretary Dam will host a break- 
fast for him. 


We anticipate discussions will center on 
U.S.-German -relations, especially improving contacts between 
young people in our two countries, East-West matters, and 
the situation in and around Berlin. 


That's all I have for you. 


Q John, the meeting with the Secretary on -- 
which, both days or just the session here at the Department? 


ry I think that -- let me see if I can give you 
a little more detail on that, Mike. I guess the Secretary 
is going to meet with him on Monday. Is that the 9th? 
Okay, yes. That's it. 


Q John, what can you tell us about the reason 
for revoking the visa for Mr. Ungo? 


A Basically, that is the revoking of his 
multiple entry visa. Obviously, he can apply in the future 
On a case-by-case basis. But the reason is that FDR repre- 
sentatives residing in the United States and those visiting 
the United States are engaged in fund raising for the FMLN. 


Q Let me make sure I understand you. He was 
gathering funds for the FDR, or a representative or <= can 
you spell that out? 


A I think that I will leave you with the 
language about the fund raising activities of the 
organization. 








Q What is the reason? Why is that a reason, 
that they're engaged in fund raising for the FMLN? What is 
there about "fund raising" that breaches some previous rule 
or -- 


A I'd refer you to various actions of the FMLN, 
not the least of which is the statements that they have made 
in connection with the assassination of Commander 
Schaufelberger in the past. 


Q I guess what I'm trying to get at is the fund 
raising part. Their representatives are here, as you say, 
of the organization. 


A That's right. 


Q They're present. But is it the fund raising 
that is the thing that the State Department objects to, or 
is it the fact that they represent an organization which has 
made, some of who -- people have made these statements? 


A There's a combination of the fund raising and 
the purposes for which they use those funds, and the 
atmosphere in which those funds are collected and the moti- 
vation for the collection of those funds. A combination of 
factors have caused us to decide that he should not be free 
to come and go on a multiple entry visa, but that we should 
be able to look at this visits on a case-by-case basis. 


Q Let me ask it this way. Is there something 
about fund raising for a foreign organization that is encom- 
passed in State Department regulations or policy? 


nN Certainly, the ends to which those funds may 
be put is a legitimate area of inquiry when considering an 
entrant into the country. 


Q When did he raise funds for the FDR, or FMLN 
while in -- 


A Don't -- I don't have anything more for you. 


Q But they denied that. Can we get an answer 
to that question? 


A Let me see if we can develop something more 
for you. 


Q John, also following up on that subject, you 
mentionec that the FMLN/FDR representatives residing in the 








U.S. may also have been involved in fund raising. Are you 
also cancelling their resident status or expelling them? 


A I think you'd have to go to INS for that kind 
of comment. What we're talking about is the multiple entry 
status of Mr. Ungo's visa, and the fact that that has been 
changed. 


Q The Administration-supported FDN rebels -- 
Nicaraguan rebels -- also have fund raising efforts in the 
United States. Is it their goal that -- 


A i think I'll leave you with the language that 
I did, namely, the end use to which those funds may be 
applied. 


Q Yesterday, someone told the New York Times -- 
a State Department; Mr. Weeks, I guess -- that his visits were 
used to collect money for the “terrorist activities” of the 
Farabundo Marti National Liberation Front. Is it specific 
terrorist activities that we object to or terrorist activi- 
ties in general, to which these may be put; and how do 
you distinguish them from activities undertaken by the FDN 
in Nicaragua? 





as I can't give you the specifics, but I 
certainly would refer you to the attitude of that organiza- 
tion to the assassination of Commander Schaufelberger. 


Q It happened almost a year ago. I'm a little 
surprised that ten months later -- or eleven months later -- 
you get around to doing this. 


A Well, we have a long memory. 

Q While we're on this subject of Central 
America, do you have any comment on the reported offer by 
France to provide equipment to resist the laying of mines in 
Nicardguan waters and their appeal to Colombia, I believe it 
was, to assist? 

A What is your specific question, Don? 


Q Well, the stories come out that Mitterrand 
has sent a letter, and there are quotations from it -- 


A Cheysson. 


Q Cheysson, I'm sorry. <-- have been published. 
The question is, does the U.S. have any comment on this? 








Does it have any view of whether France should or should not 
ge down this road? 


A We have raised our concerns with the French. 
We have all along been concerned with the large Soviet and 
Cuban military relationship with Nicaragua, and we would not 
favor any nation's contributing to Nicaragua's ability to 
export revolution with impunity. 


So, yes, we have raised our concerns with the 
French. 


Q Well, John, does the French offer -- would 
the French offer contribute to Nicaragua's ability to export 
revolution, paraphrasing your phrase there? 


A I have expressed our concerns with what is 
happening in Nicaragua, in general. And I have told you 
that we have taken up those concerns with the French, in 
particular, with specific reports of their possible 
involvement. 


Q Can I just ask you one more on that? Two 
days ago this was a hypothetical situation. It's not 
hypothetical today? 


A I think there is still -- I think there're 
still some areas of doubt about what the French involvement 
might be and what the French are prepared to do, and, 
indeed, what they are being quoted as saying. But I think 
it has moved along since I talked about it or did not talk 
about it two days ago. 


Q If the French engaged in this, would that be 
-- does this offer go counter to U.S. interests in Central 
America? 


' A I think the fact that we've expressed our 
concern to the French speaks for itself. 


Q John, if the FPrench supply mine sweepers, 
that, in Department policy and in Administration policy, 
would be an extension -- giving the Nicaraguans an extension 
to “export revolution?" 


‘A It might facilitate the export of revolution; 
that is correct. 


Q Would you oppose the French directly and 
militarily to go ahead in doing that? 








com I think we are now delving into the hypothe- 
tical. I will simply say that we have raised our concerns 
with the French. 


¢) I believe that Daniel Ortega has -- is, or 
has been in the Soviet Union recently, and one of the sub- 
jects that may have been discussed is sending Soviet mine 
sweepers to Corinto and other ports. What would the U.S. 
view be if, in fact, Soviet mine sweepers -- 


A I think I just indicated our concern over 
Soviet and Cuban involvement in Nicaragua. 


Q Isn't it a risk that if the French don't that 
the Soviet Union will, and doesn't that open the door to a 
larger -- 


A I think you may take it as a given that our 
concern would extend to the Soviet provision. 


Q John, are you suggesting by making this 
series of comments that the French are acting in the 
interests of the Soviet Union and Cuba by making this offer? 


A I'm not making a series of comments. You've 
asked me a number of questions. 


Q A series of answers. 


aN I've told you that we're taking this matter 
up with the French. 


Q Do you feel -- your answer to the question 
about the Soviet mine sweepers suggests that if the French do 
it, they'll be acting in Soviet and Cuban interests. 

A I didn't say that. 

Q Well, what do you say to that implication? 


A I think that's your thesis. I think you're 
trying to put words into our mouths. 


Q Do you have any comment on Colombia's role? 
After all, it was Colombia which initiated this? 


A No, I don't. 





Q Under what conditions would the United States 
provide mine sweepers? 


A I'm not aware of any. 


Q Oh, so that they -- essentially, the mines 
will not be removed from Nicaragua -- period -- without the 
United States opposing such a move? 


A You asked me whether the United States vas 
considering sending mine sweepers to Nicaragua. The answer 
to that question -- 


Q No, I said under what -- 
A -- so far as I'm aware is no. 


Q I said under what conditions would the United 
States undertake to send mine sweepers, or clear the mines 
from Nicaraguan ports? 


fy I have no indication of any inclination on 
Our part to send mine sweepers to Nicaragua. 


Q So any attempt by any nation whatsoever to 
remove those mines would meet with U.S. resistance of at 
least a diplomatic kind; is that correct? 


A I'm not going to go beyond where I have gone 
today. I've told you about our concern with the Soviets and 
the Cubans. I have asked -- I have told you, in response to 
a question, what our position is with the French. Let's 
look at whatever developments they may be as they mature. 


Q Who is laying the mines? 
A I don't know. 





Q Can you comment on the Wall Street Journal 
report -- 

A No. 

Q -- saying -- you will not comment on the Wall 


Street Journal report? 





A No. 


Q Any reason that you won't comment on it? 








A I think that the Wall Street Journal is 
talking about alleged intelligence activities, and I think 
you would be astonished if I broke our long-standing 
rule and commented on intelligence matters. I know you live 
in hopes, Jim, but I'm afraid it’s not going to be today. 





--MORE-- 





Q New subject? John, do you have anything on 
the shooting of an AID officer in Manila? 


a Yes. Ido. Because of the privacy problen, 
I can't give you a name, although a name has moved on the 
wires. But, yes, an AID employee was shot in the head in 
the vicinity of the Manila Country Club. We do not think 
that the shooting was an act of terrorism. We do not think 
it was politically motivated. . 


The officer was taken to a hospital at Clark Air 
Base north of Manila. We understand he's now in stable con- 
dition and out of intensive care. He was an AID officer 
assigned to the Manila office of the Regional Inspector 
General for Audit. 


Q Why do you think this has no political moti- 
vation or connotation? 


A I don't really want to go into the cir- 
cumstances much more than I have, but we do not at this 
stage believe there was a political or terrorist motivation. 

Q Was he alone at the time of this incident? 


A I don't know. I can't answer that. 


Q John, was the United States consulted by 
France prior to making the offer with regard to the -- 


A No. 
Q It was not. 
A No. 


Q Was it mentioned at all during the -- 
discussed at all during the recent visit of President 
Mitterrand? As opposed to -- 

A Well, I'm sure -- 


Q -- being consulted about -- 


A I don't know the answer to that-question, but 
I do know the answer to the first question, that we were not 
consulted, so I assume it was not raised. But, I mean, I 
can't answer specifically, because I don't know wh.t was 
discussed. 





Q France has said, apparently, that it will ask 
-- it would not undertake this thing unless other friendly 
nations in Europe agreed as well. 


Q Would it be correct to assume that the United 
tates has made representations to other nations in Europe 
to -- 


A No. I don't know that that would necessarily 
be correct, to say the United States has already made repre- 
sentations. As I warned, there is a little vagueness about 
what France is saying and what France is suggesting it might 
do. So I think you'd be premature in thinking that we had 
talked to others about it. 


QO Has France, though -- we have -- the United 
States has in fact talked to France? 


a Yes. 


Q And is there any indication that they are 
reconsidering whatever it is they may or may not do? 


as Well, now we'll retreat behind our tradi- 
tional defense that we don't get into the substance of 
diplomatic negotiations. 


e) John -- 


A Let me take a few others, because you've been 
monopolizing the -- 


Q John, do you have any comment on the nego- 
tiations with Japan on beef and citrus and what the outlook 
may be on relations between the two countries? 


A I think where we stand is that the meetings 
with the appropriate Japanese Minister have ended this 
morning, Or came to a close this morning, and are to be 
resumed, Spencer. So I think that's where it stands. 

Q Be resumed at a later date? 


A At a later date. 


Q An indefinite later date? 
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A No. I don't -- no. I think it's a meeting 
-- I can't give you a date, but I think it's -- a meeting 
will be set fairly soon. 


Q Can you characterize the state of the nego- 
tiation at this point? 


A I really can't, but maybe we might be able to 
produce something for you a little later in the day. 


Q John, do you have any comment about Israelis 
setting a cemetery in the occupied West Bank, and do you 
believe that such a step will contribute to peace and stabi- 
lity in the West Bank? 


aa Well, I think I would simply make a general 
observation, not get into the specifics on that, and that is, 
that the United States cannot favor actions by any party 
which serve to render more difficult the search for peace 
through negotiations based on United Nations Security 
Council Resolution 242. But we've just seen the reports and 
don't have anything more specific, so I'd just leave you 
with that general statement of our position. 


@) Any reaction, John, to Shamir's criticism of 
the -- our consular status and Embassy status? 


Q Nothing beyond the rather forthright language 
that Mr. Romberg used yesterday in defense of the Consultate 
General. 


Q John, anythin~ on the coup in Cameroon? 
Who's in charge? What is the status of Americans there? 


ay Yeah. Sure can. Don't have a great deal, 
but our Embassy there says, obviously, that there was gun- 
fire in the capital city of Yaounde during the morning of 
April 6 in an apparent coup attempt. We understand that a 
group, possibly composed of junior officers, calling itself 
the Supreme Military Council, has taken charge of the 
government.* 


The city now appears to be calm. American person- 
nel are remaining at home until the situation becomes clear. 
We have no indication of threats to American citizens or 
injury to American property. I don't have any reports from 
elsewhere in the country outside Yaounde. We understand 
that international communications links with Cameroon are 
interrupted, and that the international airport of Yaounde ° 
is closed. There are about 1200 Americans in Cameroon. 


*Editor's Note: Later corrected to read, “*...Supreme Military 
Council, has announced over the radio that it has taken charge 
of the government." 
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Q Was this a coup attempt? I mean, is this -- 
is your judgment this fighting is still underway, that 
there's not going to be an overthrow? 


a Well, it's early days, although, as I say, we 
understand that the group calling itself the Supreme 
Military Council has taken charge of the government,* but we 
don't really have much beyond that. 


Q Has there been any contact with American 
representatives there? 


A I do not think so, George, as yet. 


Q Is Ambassador Frechette in the country? 

os That one I can't -- anybody know whether our 
Ambassador is -- I can't answer that one. 

Q Can I clarify one thing there? This Supreme 


Military Council has taken command or it's just apparent? 
A We understand that that is the case. Yes.* 


Q I want to go back on Nicaragua and just make 
sure I understood something. You said you do not know who 
is laying the mines, is that correct? 


A That's correct. 


Q So to your knowledge it may not be members of 
the Nicaraguan insurgency who are laying the mines. Is that 
correct? 


ny Well, I don't know who's laying the mines. 


Q Okay. In times past you've alluded to the 
Nicaraguan insurgency in talking about things of this kind, 
but you are not doing that today, I take it. 


A Well, I'm not -- I haven't gone down per- 
sonally and checked the mines. I mean, I don't know who's 
laying the mines. 


Q Well, as a building, however, not you 
personally. 
A No. 


Q Okay. And also the French -- 


*See correction on previous page 
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Q John, you haven't personally checked, have 
you, to see whether the U.S. has talked to France on the 
subject? I mean, you haven't personally -- 


A I have personally checked to see whether the 
U.S. has talked to France on the subject. 


Q Well, have you personally checked to see 
whether -- who is laying the mines? I mean, have you asked 
whoever the kind of -- the level of person that you would 
ask about the contact with France? 


A I have nothing for -- further for you on the 
mines. 


Q In the letter, John, the French said that 
they would be doing this strictly as a humanitarian gesture. 


Q I take it from your comments that you would 
reject this as a humanitarian act. Is that correct? 


A I think I will stand by our statement that we 
have expressed our concern. 


Q John, there is a report in the Jerusalem Post 
yesterday, and it's quoted here in FBIS, that arms sold to 
Morocco and Iran, Indonesia and Malaysia by Israel in 198l, 
"82 and possibly 1979. Is the United States made aware -- 
has the United States been made aware of these sales, and 
can you look into this one? 





A Not aware of that report. 


Q Can you look into this, please? 
A Let me see if we have anything about -- 
Q And I want to follow -- former Israeli 


Foreign Minister Mr. Abba Eban is visiting Egypt now, and 
he has been meeting -- high-level meetings with Egyptian 
officials. Do you see any significance of his meeting in 
light of -- 


A I guess you'd have to ask Mr. Eban and 
Egyptian officials. 


Q I know, but you -- do you see anything moving 
towards -- there was -- why I'm asking the question because 
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Mr. Shamir the other day sent a congratulatory message to 
Mr. Mubarak about the fifth anniversary of the Camp David 
and the peace treaty, or the peace treaty. 


Q Do you see any thaw in the relations between 
Egypt and Israel in this -- in light of this report? 


A As you know, we favor an improvement in those 
relations, but I'm not going to have a day-by-day charac- 
terization of where they are. 


Q John, there are reports that General Alvarez 
has been asked to leave Costa Rica. He apparently owns some 
property in the United States. Will he be coming here? 


A I think he's already here. I think he 
arrived yesterday. 


Q John, are there discussions with the Saudis 
concerning the lease of some Stinger missiles for the use 
and, I believe, the protection of King Fahd's yacht? 


4 Well, we certainly have talked to the Saudis 
and have in principle agreed to lease them, although no 
lease has yet been signed. We have on one previous occasion 
loaned Stingers to another country. Details are classified 
and involve another country's requirements. That's really 
about all I have for you, except that at the time we 
discussed the proposed sale of Stingers to Saudi Arabia, 
which project was thereafter withdrawn, we at the same time 
did raise with Congress the prospective lease of Stingers to 
Saudi Arabia to provide special sensitive protective ser- 
vices. 


Q What type of special sensitive protective 
services? 


A Not going to go beyond what I said. 


Q Do you reject that report that their use will 
be in protecting this new yacht? 


A Not going to have any comment on that. 


Q What is the length of the lease and the value 
of it? 


A I think it is -- I think the length of the 
lease is less than six months. 
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Q Is that the Super-Saver Package? (Laughter) 


Q Just for the record, John, this is not a 
replacement -- 


Q What happens if that guy doesn't give it back 
to us? Suppose they fire it. What happens then? 
(Laughter) 


A I don't think we have any doubt that unfired 
Stingers will be returned to us, Don. 


Q Suppose there are -- no fooling, you're 
leasing them something which presumably, if there's some 
dangerous situation, they would fire. 


A I think we would not quarrel with that the- 
sis, but if you think that the situation you're lending 
them, or leasing them to, is serious enough to warrant that 
protection, I think one would necessarily have to accept the 
possibility that they might be used. 


Q And if it's used, you don't get it back, 
right? 


A Well, you wouldn't get that particular one 
back, I would think. (Laughter) 


Q Would they have another one to give back? 
(Laughter) 


Q They would buy one from the U.S. -- 


A I don't know that they're in a position to 
replace them, Don. 


Q John, how many Stingers, and what is the 
value of the lease? 


a I don know how many. 
Q Is this renewable, this lease? 
A I'm not sure that anybody is projecting any 


renewal of the lease. 


Q John, just for the record this is not a 
large-scale lease involving a similar number of Stingers as 
the proposed -- 
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a No, no, no, no. This is for a very special, spe- 
cific purpose. 


Q How many are we talking about? 
A I don't know. 


Q What about American personnel to operate the 
Stingers? 


No. 
Can we volunteer? (Laughter) 


Was the lease signed already? 


r Oo OO YF 


No. The lease has not been signed yet. 


Q Let me ask you a last question about the -- 
there was also a report in FBIS today that the Arabs in 
Israel who have been there since 1948 -- not the people in 
the occupied West Bank -- they have been receiving funds 
from organizations, Palestinians and others, in the United 
States, and there is an investigation going on by some 
sources inside Israel about these funds which will go to 
build infrastructures and clubs and -- 


A -~—s From private organizations in the United 
States? 


Q Yes. Private organizations and Palestinian 
organizations in the United States, and there is an investi- 
gation going on now by the Knesset -- Israeli Knesset. In 
light of your concern about the well-being of the 
Palestinians, whether it's in the West Bank or in Israel 
proper from 1948, do you see such investigation on such 


funds -- 
A Let me take a look at that one for you. 
Q Would you, please? 
A Larry? 


Do you have anything on the report that the 
United States is concerned about a supposed network of 
Iranian students engaged in terrorist activities? 


A No. I don't have any comment on that other 
than to reiterate what is obvious, namely, that we are 
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concerned about the rising level of terrorism around the 
world, and there isn't any question where some of that 
terrorism is coming from. 


I think the Secretary in his speech on Tuesday 
specifically mentioned Iran as one of the countries from 
whence terrorism flows, but I don't have anything specific 
for you on that. 


Q Anything on labor strikes or arrest of labor 
union leaders in El Salvador? 


A No. 

Q John, any information about the reports con- 
cerning Israeli-Syrian military buildup in Lebanon's 
Bekaa Valley? ' 

As No. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:58 p.m.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon everybody. I have a 
couple of housekeeping announcements, and then a longer state- 
ment. 


‘Pirstly, we qather that the refurbishing of the 

Newsroom over the weekend went relatively smoothly. That's 

due in no small measure of the cooperation of all of you, 
and we appreciate that. I also want to make special mention 
of the work and long hours that Joe Reap of the Press Office 
anl Melvin Bciscoe o£ the Bureau Executive Office devoted to 
this task. They certainly, I think, deserve credit and the 
thanks of all of us. 


Q John, the Foreign Correspondents Association 
would like to underwrite that. Joe worked very hard; did an 
awful lot of coordination with all of us and for us. We 
appreciate it. He's got us covered, and we're sure that 
he's well beat by now. But we do appreciate it. 


A Good. Joe, did you hear all this? You were 
just lauded, and you were lauded on microphone, across the 
capitol, across the nation's capitol. (Laughter) 


This may be the end of the love feast. 
Q (Inaudible). 


A Have to wait for next year's budget for the 
ceiling. 


Announcement number two: For the convenience of 
of correspondents here, we'll make available at 2:00 this 
afternoon in the Press Office a copy of the Department of 
Defense publication “Soviet Military Power, 1984." That's a 
Pentagon publication, the text of which is embarqoed until 
10:00 tomorrow morning -- 10:00 a.m. tomorrow. 


And, finally, we have a statement on the situation 
of the International Court of Justice. The President of the 
International Court of Justice has advised the United States 
Embassy in the Haque that the Government of Nicaraqua 
earlier today filed an Application with the Court naming the 
United States as Respondent. 





He further informed us that Nicaragua has 
requested interim measures of protection with respect to its 
Application. Last Friday, the United States filed with the 
Secretary General of the United Nations a modification to its 
consent to the Court's jurisdiction, excluding from that 
consent for a period of two years any dispute between the 
United States and any Central American nation. 


The Government of Nicaraqua's Application, filed 
today, would appear to fall squarely within the matters to 
which the United States withdrew its consent to jurisdiction 
on Friday. 





We believe, therefore, that the Court does not 
have jurisdiction over Nicaraqua's Application. We will 
have no further comment on this matter until we have 
received and had an opportunity to examine Nicaraqua's 
filings with the Court. 


Q Copy? 
ny Sure. 


Q John, on that matter, T'm told by a legal , 
specialist that there is a six month advance notification 
requirement on filing a <= what the U.S. filed. In other 
words, the American filing on Friday would not be effective 
for six months. Is that true? 


A I'm not a leqal expert and maybe we should 
qet a leqal expert to answer that question. But I think the 
six months filing provision is in terms of termination, 
Bernie, rather than modification. This was not a ter- 
mination; this is a modification. Very similar to that 
which has been offered by various other countries from time 
to time. 


Q The six month provision doesn't say anything 
about termination as it's being handed out, at least, today. 
Can you get somebody to address this question, noting that 
you're not a leqal expert, because the Nicaraquan Government 
says that it applies to any change in the U.S. acceptance? 


A Okay. Let us see if we can set up a little 
backqrounder this afternoon for you. 


Q John, in submitting this modification, by 
doing so, are we doubting that the Court could render an 





impartial judgment in these cases? Do we think they're 
biased in favor of -- 


A It's not really a question of that. I think, 
as our statement said, it's a question of being concerned, 
lest the Court hearing be turned into a propaganda area. 


Nicaraqua, presumably, would offer certain alleged 
complaints against the United States, but we and our Allies 
have a variety of leqal complaints about Nicaragua. That 
could lead to lengthy litigation, and we think that there 
are other more appropriate avenues. The Contadora process 
for the settlement of the dispute on a reqional basis is 
where we would like to see this activity take place. 


0 Would that more properly be a concern of the 
Court that it not be turned into a propaganda arena -- 


A We had some concerns that the process of 
litigation would qo on for a lenaqthy period, and that the 
Court could be used as a vehicle for propaganda; yes. 


9 You have no confidence that the Court, which 
has rigorous procedures that have been set up over almost a 
forty-vear history, can keep the case out of a propaaanda 
arena and can distinguish between what is propaganda and 
which is judiciable facts? 


A I think that we had a concern that one of the 
parties miqht exploit the situation and attempt to use it as 
a forum for propaganda. 


Q I don't understand why we are the ones that 
would determine or would be our responsibility to say that it 
not be used as a propaganda forum. Wouldn't that properly be 
the Court's responsibility, to look after the -- 


A The action that we have taken is a technical 
. option that has been used by a number of countries; and in 
the process of deciding whether to take this option, this 
was certainly one of the factors that motivated us. 


Q Does the U.S. Government deny that in 
assisting the mining of the harbors of Nicaraqua, it is in 
violation of international law? 


A We have given you our views of what is hap- 
pening in Nicaraqua, about the export of revolution and our 
concern with Nicaraqua's dependence on the Soviet Union and 
Cuba. We have offered you our concern about Nicaraqua's 








destabilizing activities, and, indeed, agqaression concerning a 
number of its neighbors. 


We have offered you our concern about military 
build-up in Nicaragua far in excess of anything that could 
be leaqitimately reasoned to be necessary for the defense of 
Nicaraqua. Those concerns are all there, and I'm not going 
to have any comment on -- 


0 Does the mining of their harbors, is that an 
appropriate response to your concern? 


A Mining of harbors is something that has been 
attributed to intelligence sources, and I'm not qoing to 
have anything for vou on that today. 


Q I thought the issue was to be discussed last 
week regarding the Prench. Has there been any further deve- 
lopment as to what they responded to the expression of con- 
cern from the U.S. regarding their possible sweeping of 
mines? 


A I think that those discussions ard con- 
sultations are continuing. 


Q What legal measures is the United States pre- 
sently taking to see that Nicaraqua's aqaression, as you 
put it, cease? What legal measures, and in what form? 


A I think our efforts in the diplomatic field, 
our support of the Contadora porocess, certainly would be -- 
could be instrumental in reducing the level of these activi- 
ties and hopefully eliminating them. 


Q Why hasn't the United States gone to the OAS 
to seek invocation of Rio; why hasn't it gone to the United 
Nations? 


A I think we're working alona the measures I 
have suqgested. Those are the chosen measures and those are 
the ones we're pursuing. 


Q And one other one, the Contadora qroup 
yesterday denounce the mining of harbors in Nicaraqua. 


QO Will you, as a result, take coanizance of 
that and cesoond accordinaly? What is vour statement? 











A We take coqnizance of the desire of a number 
of countries for the total elimination of violence and ten- 
sion from the region. 


Q Following up on that, you just said, “We sup- 
port the Contadora process.” 


A —s« Uh-huh. 


Q The Contadora countries have denounced this 
particular action, and if they are in effect saying it is 
not supportive of the Contadora process, the fact that we 
were involved to this deqree with the opponents of the 
Nicaraquan Government, if they say it’s not supportive, and 
we say we support the process, is there not a contradiction 
there? 


A Don't think so because the 21 points of the 
Contadora orocess, I think, make it clear that the goal is 
the elimination of advisers and military activity, not by 
one party but by a number of parties. 


Q So we've taken it upon ourselves to enforce the 
Contadora process, apart from the wishes of the Contadora 
countries? 


x I think what we are working with is the 
Contadora worocess and the 21 points that are in process of 
being worked out at an operational level, by the Contadora 
process. 


*) John, the statement issue) bv the Xvartment 
yesterday savs that the action being taken in connection 
with the Court is being taken to prevent the Court from 
disrupting the ongoing reqional peace process, by protacted 
litiaation, counter-claims, and so on. 


Q Does the ongoing cerlonal peace orocess 


include the minina of Nicaraqua's arbors? And is it that 
disruption that obstructed that activity? 


N I think the ongoing peace process involves 
our diplomatic activity. As you know, Ambassador 
Shlaudeman and Secretary Motley have just returned from 
Nicaragua. It certainly involves our cooperation and 
consultation with our friendly neiahbors in the area and 
support of the Contadora process. 





Q Does it include the mining? 


A I think our position on Nicaragua is well 
known. I think we have made it clear that we seek the goals 
we seek in Nicaragua through a balance of efforts, which are 
encouragement to do certain things and disencouraging, shall 
I say, do certain other things. 


QO Let me ask one more: Does this action taken 
by the U.S. mean that during the period of two years if a 
Situation arises in which the U.S. would feel otherwise, 
that the Court might have a role in resolving a legal 
matter, that the U.S. will not go to the Court for another 
two years? 


A I think I will leave that one for the legal 
expert that we can perhaps produce to give you a 
BACKGROUNDER. 


Q What is the rationale for two years rather 
than six months or five years or whatever? 


A Why don't I leave that one for the 
BACKGROUNDER? 


Q What is the concern of not allowing us to be 
in the Court? Is it going to block all your other diploma- 
tic efforts of the Contadora process that everything will go 
on "hold" if it goes into the Court? Why can't you just 
permit it to move simultaneously? 


A I think it would be an irritant and a nega- 
tive. I think that's the reasoning. 


Q Aren't you, by this, a matter of default, 
leaving this, withdrawing from the Court here, in a sense? 


iy It's not withdrawing from the Court; we sup- 
port the Court. No question about that. 


Q What is your fear of allowing it to be played 
out in the Court? That you will be ruled against your role 
down there? 


iy Well, as I say, I think that the reasons that 
have gone into that decision are an unwillingness to have 
lengthy litigation which could be used, or attempt to be 
used, as a method to sidetrack other initiatives that are 
going forward, plus this factor of the Court possibly being 
used by, certainly, one side for propaganda purposes. 





Q John, does this mean that the U.S. would 
endorse the other countries, among them the ones that the 
U.S. listed yesterday -- any time another country feels that 
the Court would be used as a propaganda forum, it could 
simply opt out of the Court process in a case which it 
didn't like? 


A I can't answer that question because you're 
asking a specific question about a specific case; but there 
is nothing wrong, there is nothing inappropriate, and there 
is nothing improper about the legal action the United States 
has taken. This has been done by other countries. 


Q No, I wasn't suggesting there was anything 
wrong with it. I guess what I'm asking you is, by doing 
this, does the U.S. endorse the idea that any country may 
opt out of the Court whenever a case arises which it 
doesn't like? 


A I think you'd have to ask the legal folks 
that we hope to get here this afternoon; but I just wouid 
point out that a number of countries have done that, that 
not all countries -- I think less than 50 countries 
subscribe to the total authority of the Court, <n any event. 


Q The U.S. would not henceforth criticize the 
Soviet Union or any other country that chose to opt out of 
the Court in a case which maybe the U.S. might bring, for 
example, in the hostage case or something like that. 


Ay I think it would depend on the issue. I mean 
that's a very sweeping suggestion. | 


Q John, are there any plans for Department 
officials to meet with Foreign Minister D'Escoto, who is in 
town? 


A Not aware of any, George. 


Q Along the same lines as back here, isn't the 
United States setting a precedent, or furthering a precedent 
for countries opting out of going to the U.S. World Court or 
meeting challenges in the World Court? 


A It's not a precedent because it's been done on a 
number of occasions. Great Britain has done it. 


Q But I mean, now that the decision has been 
made, wasn't that a factor in the decision of furthering a 
precedent for any country who doesn't want to be judged in 
the World Court decision -- 





A Why don't I let the leqal experts take a 
crack at that one? 


0 If I could ask that question on a broader 
political plane rather than the legal plane, do you consider 
that this action weakens the credibility of the Court, in the 
broadest sense? Was that issue considered in the delibera- 
tions you've referred to on the various U.S. options? And 
wouldn't it have simply made more sense to let the 
Nicaragquans go to the Court and tie them up procedurally? 


I can't recall a case in which the Court has been 
used as an efEective propaaqanda tool. Lord knows, it didn't 
qet us anywhere in the Iranian situation. 


A I'm sure that the voros and cons were con- 
sidered, and obviously, in the making of this decision, it 
was decided that this was the better decision to make. 


9 How about the broad political question of 
whether you consider this miqht weaken the credibility of 
‘the Court? 


A I don't think there is any question o€ under- 
mining the credibility of the Court by taking similar action 
as has been taken by, for example, India, Australia, Great 
Britain on previous issues, and as I say, when less than, T 
hhiink, 59 sounatries recoqnize the all-embracina authority of 
the Court. So I don't see how that would be undermining its 
authority. 


0 John, let me ask you the question that 
everyone is dancing around here: Isn't it a case where you 
decided not to allow the Court jurisdiction because you had 
a bad case? 


A There are various elements, I think, Bernie, 
‘that went into the decision-making, not the least of which 
that in arquinag the case, one party miaht have his hands 
tied behind his back in that it miaht be discussing, or not 
discussing, classified material. 


0 John, which cases do you have in mind? Do 
you have any particular cases in mind that vou said were 
the Courhk actually was asked to amend and accepted? And 
were those cases held without one party? Do you have -- 


A I don't, but it may well be that our legal 
experts this afternoon can answer that. 








Q But you said you know of some. You don't 
know how many countries? 


A I know which countries, I know that a number 
of countries have taken that action; but I don't know the 
specifics of the cases. 


Q If I could follow that up, you seem to be 
affirming what I said, that you have a bad case? 


A No, that wasn't what I was saying. What I 
was saying was that, on balance, the desirability of taking 
this action rather than arguing the case, the pros and cons 
of those approaches undoubtedly was weighed, and the deci- 
sion was made to take this particular process. 


Q Are you going to declassify after two years? 
a Well, we'll see. 


Q John, do you have any indication that the 
Contadora group supports the mining of ports as a 
furtherance of the peace process, the regional peace 
process? 


a I know that the Contadora group supports a 
number of points that the United States supports. 


Q No. What I asked you specifically about with 
respect to the mining of ports, which they mentioned 
yesterday? 


‘A No, I don't. 


Q You have no indication that they do support 
it? 

A No. 

Q John, just for the record, let's catch up 
with a couple of weekend reports, and ask you are U.S. 


Government employees supervising the mining of the harbors 
in Nicaragua? 


A I don't know why you think that we might 
respond to a question we've refused to respond to on a 
number of occasions. Those reports come from intelligence 
sources, and we will not discuss reports from intelligence 
sources, or alleged to be from intelligence sources. 
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Q It sometimes happens that you respond to 
questions later that you didn't respond to sooner? 


A Only when I'm tired. (Laughter) 

Q I have one follow-up on this, you suggested, 
in answer to Bernie's question, that one reason you didn't 
want to go before the Court on these issues was that you 
would have to address intelligence issues. 


A You might. 


-- MORE -- 





li 


Q And throughout the discussion of our support 
for the Contras in Nicaragua, we have -- from this podium 
none of the Spokesmen have wanted to answer the questions, 
Citing intelligence reasons for doing so. But so much of 
the American activity is now out in the open through various 
forums, including information from the Congress. 


Why do we continue to say that we can't talk about 
these things for intelligence reasons? Why can't we talk 
about them? Why is “intelligence reasons" an excuse here 
for not talking about them? 


A It's not an excuse. It has been traditional, 
I think, on the part of this Administration and previous 
Administrations not to discuss matters involving intelli- 
gence methods and operations, and we will continue to abide 
by that line. 


I would say, however, that you say a lot of this 
is out in the open. A lot of it may be correct, a lot of it 
may not be correct. I mean, you're making a very sweeping 
assumption that everything that has been attributed to 
unnamed sources represents fact. 


Q On the contrary, some of it may be wrong, and 
I would think because of that there would be some interest 
in addressing the issues more forthrightly. 


A Uh-huh. 


Q You say it is tradition not to address 
intelligence issues, but you still haven't said why, and at 
this particular time I'm interested in why. 


A Because, obviously, if you're involved in 
covert activities, if you discuss them, they are no longer 
covert. 


Q Why wouldn't Nicaragua be obliged to do the 
same thing before the World Court? Why is it that only one 
party would have their hands tied behind <= or one hand tied 
behind their back? 


A Well, maybe they would. I don't know. 


Q Well, then why wouldn't the United States bu 
interested in testing that? 


A Well, because there may well be classified 
data that we do not wish to publicize. 
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Q New subject? 


Q One follow-up on that. Does the U.S. action 
in this in .fact prevent Nicaragua from pursuing its suit 
before the Court? 


A That's a very good legal question, and I will 
leave that to the briefers this afternoon who will in fact 
be here at 2:00 o'clock. 


Q Do you know if the U.S. could be tried in 
absentia any way? 


A Why don't I let the experts answer that one 
for you. 


Q BACKGROUND? 
A It will be ON BACKGROUND. 


Q Do you have any comment on the reports saying 
that American aid to the Palestinians are being diverted to 
the Israelis? 


A No, I don't. 


Q Can you look into <= can I follow this? Last 
Friday we asked a question about another area. I asked a 
question about money which was allocated or contributed by 
Palestinian organizations in the United States as being 
questioned by the Israeli Knesset. 


In light of this report in The New York Times 
Saturday, there is -- it says here a tendency which is 
contrary to what Mr. Shultz's concern about improving the 
quality of lives of the Palestinians in the occupied terri- 
tories. Will you please look into this more carefully? 

4 If that's the same question that -- 

Q It's different, you know. 

A It's a different question? 


Q You're talking about the people, the 
Palestinians, from 1948, and the Palestinians from 1967. 


A So what's today's question? 


Q Excuse me? 
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A What is today's question? 

9 Today's question is what my colleague said 
about the people -- occupied territories -- that it's 
sparing a lot of concern that your funds are not -- you 
know, AID and Catholic Relief and other agencies -- 

a Uh-huh-huh-huh. 

Q -- is not reaching, is not spending -- 

aN Let us take a look at it. 


Q Please. 


MR. ROMBERG: John, if that's the Ben Venista 
study, there is some guidance on it. 


MR. HUGHES: Oh. If that is the Ben Venista 
study, there is some guidance on it from last week. Is that 
what you're talxing about? 


Q Yes. 
A Okay. 
Q John, any reaction to the Soviet charges 


about U.S. <= alleaations of U.S. misbehavior in the 
Olympics? 


A Only to say that we find that rather 
Surprising, Bill. As a matter of fact, we have been very 
forthcoming with the Soviets insofar as their involvement in 
the Olympics is concerned. 


We have approved, as you well know, the charter 
flights for which they have asked; the question of the ship 
in Los Angeles harbor. The only area in which we have been 
‘unforthcoming is in the assignment of a particular indivi- 
dual as an Olympics attache -- Soviet Olympics attache -- 
and the reason for the cejection of that specific 
individual, we made clear at the time, namely, that we think 
anybody who is sent in that role would be an Olympics 
attache, and we did not think that the individual they were 
proposing fulfilled that particular description. 


We don't object to the role. They can still have 
that attached, Olympic attache, but we will, of course, look 
at the individual. But that is the only area of which I'm 
aware in which we <- 
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Q How about the charge, John -- I think they're 
also charging that Soviet journalists are being interfered 
with, that thev're not allowed to ao to certain areas? 


by Tet ae take a look at that. I'm not aware of 
that. Let me take a look at that. 


0 And generally, John, do you have any feeling 
why the Soviets are making this kind of charge now? 


A No, I don't. As I say, we were surprised 
because we think that we have been really very cooperative, 


9 ould you take that question. John? 
Soecificalliv, the Soviet National Olvmpic Committee 

charaes that open threats of physical victimization and pro- 
vocative actions are made to sportsmen and officials of the 


U.S.S.R. and other Socialist countries, slanderous -- 


A Where? At the Olympics? Thev're beina 
threatened should they come to the Olvmvics? Is that what 
vou're savina? 


0 Thev are charaqing open threats are being made 
by the Administration and -- 


A Well, certainly no threats are being made by 
the Administration, and the Administration, with the local 
authorities, will take appropriate steps. whatever steos are 
avvropvriate. to safeauard the security of all the par- 
ticipants in the Olympics. 


Q John, they further charge that Soviet emigre 
groups in this country with, I think their word is, “the 
connivance" of the U.S. authorities have made it known that 
thev are aoinag to encourage Soviet athletes to defect. What 
is your position on the specific charge, and what is the 
position of the U.S. on Soviet athletes who may wish to 
. defect? 


A Well, certainly there is no -- it is ridicu- 
lous to suggest that the United States has a plot to cause 
Soviet athletes to defect. As we all know, defections 
occur, and they will be treated, should they occur, in the 
appropriate way and in the routine way that is provided for 
by United States law. 


And as for the “ban the Soviets movement,” it cer- 
tainly does not have the support of the United States. The 
United States, as the host government, will uphold its 











15 


responsibilities in all respects. That includes permitting 
athletes from all countries unhindered entry if they are 
properly accredited to the International Olympics Committee. 


As I said, we certainly do not support 
ban-the-Soviet groups. However, the Soviets have to 
understand that, while there are certain emigre groups 
objecting to the Soviet presence at the Los Angeles Olympic 
Games, under the American system of freedom of speech such 
groups do have the right to express their views. Their 
views are in no way sanctioned either by the United States 
Government or the Los Angeles Olympic Organizing Committee. 


Q John, copy of that? 
A Sure. 


Q John, Israel has been asking for sort of spe- 
cial protection which they -- 


A I'm sorry. Who has -- the Soviets? 
Q The Israelis -- 
A The Israelis? 


Q There were reports that the Israelis were 
asking for sort of self-protection -- meaning that they take 
charge of their protection, the protection of their athletes 
at the Los Angeles Olympics. 


Q Have you been responding to this -- 


A I haven't heard of that, and I don't know how 
the Olympics Committee will work that out. I'm not aware of that. 


Q John, there was a report in the front page 
this morning of The Wall Street Journal about tension bet- 
ween Syria and Israel and the imminent war breaking out any 
time. Do you have any comment on that? 


A No. 
Q Anything on the Chernenko <- over the weekend? 
A No. I think the White House did something on 


that. I think Larry Speaks had a statement on that this 
morning. I don't have anything further. 
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Q John, do you have anything on Jaruzelski's 
comments in the Christian Science Monitor today, hoping that 





A No, I don't. 


Q -- better relations with the United 
States -- 


A No. 


Q Do you have any assessment of current 
Polish-U.S. relations, any improvements in the wind? 


A Well, I could give you some general words. 
Yes, we obviously remain interested in the improvement of 
U.S.-Polish relations on the basis of the step-by-step 
policy outlined by the President on a number of occasions. 


The United States has taken steps over the last 
few months regarding fishing and rescheduling Polish debt, 
designed to begin a process of improved relations. In addi- 
tion, the United States is prepared to take further concrete 
steps leading to an improvement in bilateral relations if 
there are positive actions by the Polish Government which 
will contribute to a process of national reconciliation in 
that country. 


Q What positive steps are we looking for? 


A I think we've listed them on a number of 
occasions. They relate to the question of imprisonment of 
individuals, the question of reconciliation, and discussion 
between various groups. 


Q John, do you have any comment on the reports 
that the Egyptians are going on with sort of military 
construction movements on the East Bank of the Suez Canal? 


K No. I don't. 


Q That report in FBIS today that Mr. Shamon 
Perez who is running for the Prime Minister of Israel from the 
Labor Party, made a statement saying that if Egypt proposed 
the application of autonomy in the Gaza sector first, he 
would be ready to discuss this proposal if his party won the 
coming parliamentary elections. Also, he said that *e is 
ready to enter into negotiations with Jordan without precon- 
ditions and without a Jordanian commitment to accept the 
Camp David Accords. Do you have any comment on this? 
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A No. Sounds like an internal political 
Israeli matter. 


0 Can you look into this statement -- 

A No. 

Q John, anything on the fear that the 
Bahrainis are expressing these days of a spillover from 
the heiqhtened tensions between Iran and Iraq, and that it's 
making their position increasingly untenable to maintain the 
bases or basing facilities for U.S. forces in Bahrain? 

A No. Nothing on that. 

9) General Alvarez from Honduras was -- went -- 
was reported to have met with Pentagon officials this 
weekend. Has he met anybody in this building? 

A Pentagon officials? 

Q Yes. 

A Here in Washington? 

2) Well, in Virginia. 

A Alvarez has been here in Washinaton? 

Q 


That's my understandina. 


A Don't know anything about it. Why don't you 
try the Pentagon. 


Flash from the front! The BACKGROUNDER will be at 
2:15 instead of 2:00 o'clock. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing con ’ at 12:41 p.m.) 
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M2. HUGHES: I have a lean book, and anybody who 
comes late isn't going to miss anything, so we'll begin. 
Couple of housekeeping announcements. 


There will be an ON-THE-RECORD press briefing by 
Ambassador Richard Kennedy at 1:45 p.m. tomorrow, Wednesday, 
on the Nuclear Energy Agency and its activities. NEA 
Director General Howard Shapar and Steering Committee Chair- 
man Ivor Manley will be present to answer your questions. 


Also available in the Press Office is the prepared 
text of a speech given by Ambassador Edward Rowny today 
before the Kiwanis Club of Atlanta. The subject of the 
address is the arms control process. That is all I have. 


Q John, your Central America policy has taken a 
bit of a pounding on the Hill. The Speaker says that your 
$21 million request for Nicaraguan rebels is dead. I could 
go on and on, but do you have a general response to some of 
the criticisms coming out after the World Court -- 


A No. I really don't. I think we'll let the 
process evolve and see how it proves out. 


Q Do you expect action on this request for $21 
million before Easter recess? 


aN I can't -- I really can't predict. 


Q Suppose you don't get the $21 million, is it 
Clear that there's no other way the Administration could 
accomplish this same purpose through some other fund? 


4 I don't know how the Administration will 
respond. I think we will have to wait and see, as I say, 
how the process proves out. 


Q John, is this mining operation an open-ended 
one? 


n% The mining operation -- 





Q Uh-huh. 

a -- an open-ended one? 

Q Yeah. 

x I'm not sure I -- 

Q Is your time limit up? 

A Well, as you know, Marvin, we don't discuss 


intelligence operations, stories, allegations. 


Q -- trying to discuss the essence of the debate up 
on the Hill. 


4 No. Don't have anything on that for you. 


Q What about the concern raised with the 
French? What has evolved from that? 


4 I don't know that -- I'm not, obviously, 
going to get into our discussions with the French, but, as I 
said yesterday, I think I would treat those reports with 
some caution. I think there was another development today 
which I think would probably steer you in that same direction. 


Q When was that, John? 


nen Mike, I think I saw a report suggesting the 
Contadora nations would not make any request for mine 
sweeping by the French. 


Q Are you suggesting that that's correct or not 
correct? 


oN I don't know. I'm just trying to be helpful 
in trying to help you evaluate the significance of the 
stories we have seen about this French initiative. 


Q Has the U.S. been in touch with the Contadora 
countries regarding the mining operation and regarding the 
French offer or non-offer or whatever? 


A I'm not aware of that, Ralph. I guess it's 
possible, but I'm not aware of it. 


Q As you will recall, late last month the 
Soviet Union complained about one of their ships hitting a 





mine near Nicaragua, came here, I believe Under Secretary 
Eagleburger had a meeting with some Soviet -- 


A I think that’s correct. 


Q -- official of the Embassy to respond on the 
part of the United States. Have any other countries come to 
the United States with complaints regarding their ships 
being hit by mines? 


a Not -- I don't think we have anything to 
offer you beyond what we have offered, which is, as you say, 
a factual account of that particular meeting, plus I think 
we have said that the British have made us aware of their 
positions in Central America, and we have made the British 
aware of our positions in Central America. 


0 How about the Canadians? Have they discussed 
anythinc? MacEachen was here. 


A I'm not aware of that. I'm sure that Central 
America would have been discussed, but I'm not <-- 


Q I was thinking in the way of their expression 
of concern or complaint about mining. 


A I do not know. 


Q What about the Dutch? One of their ships got 
hit. 


a I'm -- do you <= you got anything on that, 
Alan? I'm not aware of anything. 


Q How about the Japanese? There was a Japanese 
ship. 


A No. Not aware of that either, unless Alan 
has something beyond -~ 


Q Panama? 


4 No. I'm not aware of anything other than 
what I've told you about the Soviets and the British. 


Q I see. Could you look into it and see 
whether any other countries -- 


A Let me take a look at it. 








Q -- have complained either that their ships 
were hit or that they don't like it because it's dangerous 
to their ships. 


4 Okay. All right. We'll see what we can 
produce. 


Q On a related matter, a DC-3 apparently went 
down in northern Costa Rica, and there have been some news 
reports about it. Now the Costa Rican Government is indi- 
cating that they -- according to news reports, which I have 
no personal knowledge of -- that they believe that there 
were four U.S. citizens aboard but the bodies have been 
burned. Have they been in touch with you about this 
incident? 


ay I don't know whether they have been in touch 
with us. I know that we were aware of a report yesterday 
and were looking into it. I do not think we have anything 
beyond that. If we do during the day, be glad to let you 
have it, so I guess that's where we still are, looking into 
it. 


Mike? 
Q John, do you have anything on reports that 


Salvadoran rebels say a U.S.-trained brigade is responsible 
for the massacre of 23 peasants? 


A No. Haven't seen that. 

Q Will you take that? 

4 Is that a very recent report? 

Q Yes. Today. 

A Okay. I haven't seen that one. 

Q Do you have anything on the Contadora 


countries’ criticism of the mining operation? 


A No. Except to refer you to the -- when I was 
asked about that yesterday, I hadn't seen the full state- 
ment, and there are a number of points made in the statement 
about violence in general. And I would think that if 
Nicaragua has concerns, this would be a good place to raise 
it, within the Contadora group. 





Q I was just kind of curious about any reaction 
specifically to the Contadora group's criticism of the U.S. 
role in the mining -- 


A No. 


Q -- because -- no? You have nothing on that 
at all? 


A No. Sorry. Nothing specific on that. 


Q It seemed that yesterday State Department 
officials were basing their entire explanation for the U.S. 
move to the World Court on saying that it really ought to 
work through the Contadora process. The countries composing 
that process are now critical of the U.S. actions. 


Q Well, I think we would not be averse to 
general discussion with the Contadora nations about the 
widespread violence and destabilization that is going on in 
Central America. That has been our position all along. 


To pluck out a single issue, when Nicaragua clearly 
is involved in so many destabiling activities -- destabi- 
lizing -- I will get that word right eventually -- destabi- 
lizing activities, does not seem to us to be a reason. 


Q Do you feel that the American role, whatever 
it might be that you can discuss in the mining operation, 
bears sufficient strategic fruit for you to take all of the 
heat on this issue? 


A Well, you'd be asking us to get into substan- 
tiation of reports involving covert activities which we're 
not, obviously, and haven't been prepared to do and are not 
prepared to do -- 


Q I'm not asking you that. I'm asking you 
whether it's worth it. 


A Well, that's a very sweeping question. I 
don't know whether it's your network, but one network last 
night ran a film of the impact of these activities on 
Nicaragua. There are all kinds of forces in play here. I 
suppose you could ask yourself whether Nicaragua has moved 
in any direction over the past few months, and then one would 
have to analyze the reasons for that movement that there 
might have been and make a broad judgment. 


Q If we ask you that question -- 








Q You can't quite -- you haven't answered the 
question. 


Q If we ask you that question and we give you 
an opportunity to answer that question in all the fullness 
you desire, will you answer the other question in all the 
fullness? 


A Which is the other question? 


Q The other question is the one that Marvin 
asked, which is, given ycur answer to the Nicaragua activi- 
ties, is the answer to the U.S. question, about U.S. activi- 
ties, worth it? Is it worth taking the heat? 


4 We're not going to discuss, for obvious 
reasons, U.S. activities, or alleged U.S. activities. 


Q All you want to discuss is Nicaraguan 
activities; you don't want to discuss U.S. activities. 


a I'm not going to discuss U.S. activities. 


Q Speaking of Nicaragua, the Post story said 
today that there were rather massive arms flows sent from 
Nicaragua to El Salvador last fall to help the -- 


A Not last fall. 
Q Wasn't it last fall? Maybe I misread that. 


4 Well, I think the story suggests that in pre- 
paration for an offensive this fall. 


Q I misread that. Well, can you substantiate 
that? 


4 Well, there certainly is a continuing 
substantial flow of military materiel from Nicaragua to El 
Salvador, and there isn't any question that the elections 
and the success of the elections clearly must have put 
pressure on the guerrillas. Just how they will respond is 
difficult to say, and certainly we're not predicting offen- 
sives or predicting what course of action they must take. 


But I would think the barrenness of their argument 
in the fact of this election that has just taken place, 
where people did vote despite all kinds of pressures from 
the guerrillas to prevent them voting -- including seizure 
of identity cards, such other activities which hardly seem 





cast within the framework of democratic procedure -- must 
have given them pause, and I would assume that they're exam- 
ining how to proceed. 


Q John, the importation of what you're saying 
is that since the election in El Salvador, that they have 
stepped up their arms shipment. Am I reading you riguat as 
to what you -- 


a I can't give you a <= you know, I can't give 
you a flow chart, Don, but there isn't any question of 
substantial passage of military equipment, but where it 
stands in terms of volume -- 


Q Well, what is the relevance of the election? 
I'm puzzled here. 


A I would think that the relevance of the elec- 
tion is that that is a defeat -- surely a political defeat 
for the guerrillas. 


Qo But how does it affect the arms flow is what 
I'm getting at? 


os Well, that’s what I said. It's obviously not 
intelligent for us to predict how the guerrillas, having 
suffered a political defeat, will respond militarily. But 
there may well be some plans on their part to respond 
militarily. 


Q Do you suppose they have their eye on our 
election? 


A I suppose it's entirely possible. 


Q You have no indications of a forecast of a 
major offensive being prepared? 


ns Well, I think we would prefer not to specu- 
late on what they might have in mind. 


Q Ambassador Kirkpatrick, on this question, 
said -- or was quoted as saying from London by the Post 
today -- that the guerrilla attacks during the March elections 
"were directed by Nicaragua." Does the State Department 
believe that they were directed by Nicaragua? 


aN Well, there certainly hasn't been any 
question about Nicaraguan support for the guerrillas. There 
certainly hasn't been any question about Nicaraguan sanc- 
tuary for various command and other elements of the 
guerrillas in Salvador. 





Q No. But she's using a very specific word 
which has very specific connotations, and that word is 
"direct." 


x Well, I haven't seen what she said specifi- 
cally, and I don't have any comment on it. 


Q On the arms flow question -- this is maybe 
beating a very, very dead horse, but two years ago we were 
promised from that podium a briefing on the arms flow. 

My Two years ago. Did I do that? 


Q No. I can't quite remember whether you were 
here or not. No. You weren't here, in fact. 


4 In this building? I could have been. 

Q That's right. It was in the spring of 1982. 
a Was it Mr. Romberg who promised that? 

Q No. It wasn't Mr. Romberg either, although I 


think Mr. Romberg was an accomplice -- (laughter) -- and 
probably -- 


nN Surely a valued colleague -- 
Q I'm sure he didn't direct the answer. 
on -- and occasionally proconsul, but 


accomplice, never. 


Q Well, he may have supported the decision. In 
any case, it was the time of the Tardencillas affair and the 
guerrilla in the White House and all that stuff. And I was 
wondering whether we might renew our request or -- 


A You certainly might renew your request. 


Q And whether it might be taken very seriously 
indeed. 


4 It will be taken seriously. But I don't <-- 
I'm sure you're not suggesting, Jim, that between that prom- 
ise of two years ago and today we have not offered anything 
on this subject, because I personally have seen -- 


Q Very little. 





A Well, that may be your assessment -- 


Q Well, you've never offered anything of a -- 
here we are -- well, essentially what we're confronted with, 
just to give one example, is two DC-3s -- presumably, that had 
something to do with the effort by the Contras’ crash in 
just the last six months, and we still don't know of 
a single plane or boat that's crashed or been captured on 
the other side, and I think a lot of people have real 
questions as to just what the nature of this arms flow is, 
and they're having contradictory -- 


A Okay. 


Q -- statements by Administration officials 
regarding this flow. 


A Although it seems to me I've personally been 
present when a senior Administration official, who we cannot 
identify in this session, but within the past several weeks, 
it seems to me, offered something on that. But, anyway, I 
think it's a serious request, and let me pass it on to the 
folks who are expert in these matters. 


Q Given the fact that your entire policy is 
based on this, I -- 


A Oh, I wouldn't say our entire policy is based 
on this. 
@ 


Q Well, that's the core issue. 


A But I'm sure, George, you're not questioning 
Nicaraguan involvement -- 


Q I'd like to see some proof. 


aN Yeah. Well, okay. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Will the Secretary be coming down with the 
Dominican President today? Do you expect that -- and what 
time? 


f I*m not aware of any plans on his part to 
come down. If he does come down, I think it would probably 
be just a walk-through. I don't think you could really 
count on him to -- 


Q Can you clear up something on the Soviet 
complaint on the Olympics yesterday? 


Q I'd like to go one more on this Central 
American issue, if I can, going back to a question that was 
raised earlier. 


A O.K. 


Q Isn't there a contradiction, John? On the 
one hand, we're saying that we support the Contadora process, 
are referring the Nicaraguans to the Contadora process; and yet, 
when the Contadora countries criticize our activities in the 
region, we essentially ignore their criticism. 


y No, don't ignore it. The point is that the 
Contadora process, to be successful, has to look at the 
destabilization of Central America, has co look at the arms 
flow, has to look at the presence of foreign advisers, and 
various other things -- the arms buildup -- in the entirety 
of those subjects. There just really is no future in taking 
a very small sliver of the activity or of the Nicaraguans 
running to Contadora and pinpointing the deficiencies of 
others, as they see them. 


I think we have to look at the problems, the 
deficiencies, and the destabilization that is going or in 
its entirety in the area. And we have a lot of questions 
about Nicaragua's contribution to destabilization. So our 
point is that we cannot tolerate a Nicaraguan attempt to 
divert from the basic problem in the area -- and certainly, 
other countries have no question about that. 


Q So the Contadora criticism of us, in this 
instance, is invalid? 


aN I wouldn't say it is invalid, but I would say 
there are other aspects of the Contadora statement which you 
also ought to look at. We are only being asked about one 
aspect of those. And if the question is, “Are we prepared to 





ll 


take up the overall question of military involvement in 
Central America?", of covrse, we are; but we see a limited 
future in succumbing to a propaganda ploy to focus on only 
one element of what is happening there. 


Q All the rest of the world is caught up in 
this propaganda ploy but us? (Inaudible) 


os No, I don't think it's all the rest of the 
world. I think you Ought to read what the Contadora 
nations said, and see what they said in general about 
violence and destabilization in the area. There is cer- 
tainly a great deal in there that refers to others. 


Q Should the Contadora group, then, be 
broadened, and the process be broadened, to include the 
United States since the United States is not a party to 
these negotiations but appears, according to many sources, 
to actually be, if not a belligerent, at least close to a 
belligerent ‘in this? 


ry I don*t know, Jim. I haven't heard any talk 
of that. But, certainly, there isn't any problem about the 
United States communicating its views, or the Contadora 
nations communicating their views to the United States; 
there isn't any lack of a mechanism. 


Q John, on the Olympics thing, the Soviets com- 
plained that the Embassy was requiring the Soviet team to 
request visas. I think we were told here yesterday, at least 
by State Department officials, that in fact the Soviets were 
not being asked to submit to visa requests. 


A Uh-huh. 
Q The head of the Los Angeles Organizing Committee 


said yesterday that there had been a snafu, and that the 
Embassy had in fact asked for visas. Can you clear this up? 


4 Well, I don't know whether the Embassy had, 
in fact, asked for visas, but I think our position is that 
those with the appropriate identification, the appropriate 
accreditation to the Olympics are going to have no problem 
about access to the United States. We are asking each of 
the countries to supply us a list of those who will be 
participating. 
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As we said yesterday, the United States, as host 
government, will uphold its responsibilities in all respects 
including permitting athletes from all countries unhindered 
entry if they are properly accredited by their respective 
national Olympic committees. We, obviously, have to take 
into account U.S. immigration laws and procedures, and so 
the Los Angeles Olympic Organizing Committee, in conjunction 
with this government and with the approval of the 
International Olympic Committee, has devised a procedure 
applicable to all participants which satisfies the require- 
ments of the Olympic Charter and U.S. immigration law. 


Under these procedures, an Olympic identity card, 
validly issued by the respective National Olympic Committee, 
will constitute the necessary entry document into the United 
States. Secondly, the lists of names which we have asked 
each National Olympic Committee, not exclusively the Soviet 
Union, to submit to our Embassy is designed simply to ensure 
the smooth and efficient entry of such persons when they 
arrive in the United States. 


Q May we have a copy of that? 

fy Sure. 

Q John, on this point, there are reports that 
Palestinian athletes are planning to attend the Olympics in 
Los Angeles. What is the position of the United States 
toward this? 

aN I've seen those reports, but we have no 
knowledge whatsoever of that, and I understand the Los 
Angeles Olympic Committee has no knowledge of it either. 

Q Nobody has any knowledge? 

Q On another visa matter, has the State 
Department denied a visa for the Argentinian, Perez 
Esquivel, the Nobel Peace Prize winner? 

A I don't know. Be glad to take a look at it. 


Q There were reports that he was denied entry. 


nN Don’t know anything about it. Be glad to 
take a look at it. 
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Q On a related question, you took the question 
about Ungo's having raised money while he was in the United 
States for the FMLN. 


Q And you posted an answer which said, "Without 
going into any details, we stand by our assertion that he 
has done so." 


Q Well, some might say that this was not 
particularly responsive to the quest:ion. 


ny Perish the thought! (Laughter) 


Q Is this because it is an intelligence matter? 
Is there some standard reason why you can't give us a detail 
as -- 


A I don't know. I guess we developed as much 
on it as was available, but I don't have anything more, Jim. 


Q Does the Spokesman ever grant an appeal of a 
posted answer? 


ny Oh, sure. Indeed, the Spokesman sometimes 
appeals himself. 


Q Could you take an appeal or speak on my 
behalf or others’ behalf? 


y I doubt that we will have any more, but I 
will be glad to look at it; and if we do, we'll get back to 
you. 


Q Thank you. 


Q Another question on the mining: The United 
States, obviously, supports the mining, whoever is laying 
the mines. Does it support it as a way to cut off the 
flow of arms to the guerrillas or as a general measure to 
hurt Nicaragua’s economy? 


A Well, the United States is not in favor of 
Nicaragua's being able to pursue its export of revolution, and 
that is what underlies the entire U.S. current policy 
towards Nicaragua. 
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Q That's just what I said, and you disagreed 
with me before. 


A I disagreed with you before? 


Q So it’s only on the arms? It's not on a 
general campaign to hurt Nicaragua's economy? 


A Well, we're not in favor of the tlow of 
weaponry from Cuba and the Soviet Union into Nicaragua when 
it is clearly being re-exported and used, for example, to 
kill people in Salvador who want to produce a democratic 
government and get on with the business of restoring their 
country. 


Q John, is this Administration considering 
requesting the OAS to take actions against Nicaragua? 


on I'm not aware of any such initiative. 
Obviously, never rule anything out, but I think, as I said 
yesterday, the focus of our activity is in the diplomatic 
field, and particularly involved with the Contadora process, 
which we think has been making progress. 


Nicaragua does not seem to be active in various 
processes that the Contadora group now has underway. When it 
comes to translating specific broad statements into opera- 
tional ground rules, the Nicaraguans seem to have indicated 
a lack of interest in pursuing this. 


Q Do you think you have enough majority in the 
Council of the OAS to get such a motion? 


A I don’t know. I really can’t answer that. 
Q John, do you have anything on The Washington 


Post lead story today that the mining operation is merely a 
holding action pending the outcome of the election here? 





BN I think Larry Speakes had some forceful words 
to say on that at the White House and demolished that story 
completely. 


Q Has the United States responded to the World 
Court, whatever the paper was that apparently came forth 
yesterday, notifying the U.S. that Nicaragua had lodged 
this complaint? Has the U.S. now taken some further step 
in that respect? 
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A I do not think we have received yet in 
Washington the document. I think we are waiting for the 
receipt in Washington of the entire document, Don. 


Q Just let me clear one thing up and perhaps 
put it on the record since it was ON BACKGROUND yesterday: 
The question was asked at the briefing on the legal part of 
this, whether the United States would, basically, abide by a 
decision by the Court as to whether or not it had jurisdic- 
tion over this complaint lodged by Nicaragua. 


A Uh-huh. 


Q And ON BACKGROUND the representative of the 
State Department gave a reply which I, at least, interpreted 
to mean that the U.S. would abide by it, that the U.S. 
abides by competent courts or some -- 


A On the question of jurisdiction? 


Q Yes, that the U.S. has its position -- it has 
said it's withdrawing this jurisdiction, but clearly, there 
may be a hearing on the matter before the World Court. 


Q Will the United States abide by the decision 
of the Court with regard to whether or not the Court has 
jurisdiction? 


A I interpreted it in the same way as you did, 
that the answer was yes; and I stand by every word that the 
legal expert offered. 


Q Does the United States have a position on a 
policy announced by the International Monetary Fund yester- 
day, which is a policy of excluding Executive Intelligence 
Review from covering its current Interim Committee Meeting 
and future meetings? 


A Haven't seen the report. 
Q Well, can you look into it? This is a direct 


statement by Hellmut Hartmann, who is the Chief Information 
Officer of the International Monetary Fund. 


nN I think it is more an IMF matter and an IMF 
decision, but I'll be glad to look at it. 
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Q Well, you have in the past commented on the 
New World Information Order and other attempts to suppress 
freedom of the press through multilateral organizations. 


a Uh-huh. Well, obviously, we are in favor of 
freedom of the press, but I'm not aware of the specific cir- 
cumstances involved in this case. 


Q If you could look into it? 
a Sure. 
Q John, you said a little while earlier that 


the United States is not in favor of Nicaragua exporting 
its revolution. 


A That's correct. 


Q Is the United States in favor of Nicaragua 
being able to import materials other than war materiel? 


A Is it in favor -- ? 


Q Does the United States favor Nicaragua's abi- 
lity to import anything other than war materiel? 


a I don't think the United States has any 
objections to the importation of non-military -- 


Q And in pursuit of that, the lack of objec- 
tions, is the United States taking steps to assure that 
Nicaragua is able to do that? 


4 Well, I'm not specifying in which manner -- 
Nicaragua imports whatever it wants to import. That's a 
matter for Nicaragua. 


Q You're not specifying it, but you don't have 
any objection to their doing it? 


a I don't see any objection to the normal 
traffic in commerce. 


0 John, on the World Court decision, were the 
Congressional leadership of both parties informed in advance 
of the decision to file our amendment or modification? 


aN I -- They certainly were, on Friday after- 
noon, yes. 
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Q Botn parties were informed? 
on I'm sure. 


Q O.K. And also, this wasn't raised yesterday 
at the legal briefing. Maybe you could take it. I didn't 
see the matter. Apparently, our declaration was filed with 
the advice and consent of the United States Senate. 


Q Is it acceptable legal practice for the U.S. 
Executive to modify a treaty that has been passed on by the 
United S.ates Senate, without Senate concurrence? 


4 I thought that issue of modification was 
discussed yesterday, but maybe I'm wrong. 


Q Well, only the question of time. 


oN I thought that was discussed, too. I thought 
that you were raising six months -- 


Were you here for the BACKGROUNDER? 


Q No, I'm not asking about the time. I'm 
asking about whether a U.S. executive can unilaterally, 
without Congressional action, modify a treaty upon which the 
Senate has passed. 


My Let me take a look at it for you. 

Q O.K. 

Q John, who was notified on Friday afternoon on 
that? 

4 I can't give you the specifics. 

Q Well, you answered a moment ago the 


leadership was. 
A Yes, the leadership was. 


Q Did the leadership include the Chairman of 
the Senate Foreign Relations Committee? 


aN I'm not sure -= I know some of the indivi- 
duals, but I'm not sure all the individuals. I'll be glad 
to take a look at it and see if we can get that for you. 





18 


Q Thank you. 


0 John, will there be a briefing sometime prior 


to the visit of the Thailand delegation Thursday? 


this -- 


A I'm sure there will. I don't know whether 


Wednesday? 
MR. ROMBERG: At the White House. 
MR. HUGHES: The White House. 


Q Thank you, John. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:40 P.M.) 
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WEDNESDAY, APRIL ll, 1984, 12:05 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: I have some housekeeping announce- 
ments up front. 


Just to remind you there will be an ON-THE-RECORD 
briefing today by Ambassador Richard Kennedy at 1:45 on the 
Nuclear Energy Agency and its activities. NEA Director 
General Howard Shapar and Steering Committee Chairman Ivor 
Manley will be present to answer your questions. That's 
here, 1:45, this afternoon. 


Q Is that ON BACKGROUND? 

A That's ON-THE-RECORD, Bill. 
Q The time is 1:00? 

A 1:45. 


Tomorrow there will be a BACKGROUND briefing at 
11:00 o'clock in the morning here in the Press Briefing Room 
on the visit of the Thai Prime Minister, Premier Prem. 


Thirdly, Secretary Shultz will address the South 
Carolina Bar Association's Centennial Celebration in State 
House Chambers of the Assembly in Columbia. That will be 
10:00 o'clock in the morning, Saturday, May 5. Anybody who 
wishes to cover that event should be in touch with the Bar 
Association -- South Carolina Bar Association. The contact 
is Don Black. He's at (803) 799-6653. That's the 
Secretary's speech, South Carolina Bar Association, 
Columbia, South Carolina, 10:00 o'clock, Saturday, May 5. 
And if you want to cover it the contact is Don Black, (803) 
799-6653. 


Q Will there be a pipe-in here? 
i I'm not aware of any on a Saturday from 


Columbia, South Carolina. You are taxing our expertise and 
I «-<- 


Q In compensation you'll give us an early 
advance text. 





A Did I -- I'm quite right. 


Q So we will get an early advance text. Maybe 
on Priday? 


A As always, we'll be rushing to get that text 
out just as fast as we can, Mike. 


Q Great. 

A You know what our track record is on this -- 
Q That's why we asked. 

x Yeah. That's why you're worried. (Laughter) 
Q What will be the subject? 

4 I don't have a subject for you yet. 

Q A mystery speech. 


A Finally, the Secretary will visit Seoul and 
Tokyo on May 1 and 2 to hold discussions with and brief the 
Governments of the Republic of Korea and Japan on the 
President's trip to China. We're working out details on 
that. We're not putting up a sign-up list yet for press 
because there seems to be a very real prospect we will not 
be able to carry press on those legs. But I'll let you know 
about that as soon as we have anything a little more -- 


Q Is that because of the plane that he'll be 
flying? 


A It's the question of it being a White House 
-~- basically a White House trip and coordinating the planes 
and coordinating the Secretary's departure from China and 
his arrival in Alaska, on which plane he will travel from 
there, and so forth and so on. It's a complex logistical 
exercise. 


Q That's the reason why. 


A That's the reason why. Yeah. Sure. As I 
say, at the moment it's not looking likely, but, as always, 
I'm in there fighting on your behalf, and, should we get 
some seats -- 


Q We'll appreciate that. 





x Okay. All right. We'll let you know. 
That's all I have. I have a very slim book today. 


Q Can you tell us about Assistant Secretary 
Murphy's travels, and the purpose of his trip? 


A Well, he is in the area. Unfortunately, we 
were offered some words on that early this morning, but as I 
came out there were some changes, so I'm afraid I'm unable 
to give you that until later in the day. That happens in 
the bureaucracy, but he certainly is in the area, or I think 
he’s in Israel today, will be visiting a number of countries 
in the Middle East, but for obvious reasons of security we 
won't tell you where he's going. We'll tell you where he's 
been after he's been there. 


Q John, when did he leave, and what's the pur- 
pose of the trip? 


a He left, I think, a couple of days ago. I 
don’t have the exact date in my head, Marvin, but, as I say, we 
will have some guidance for you later in the day on that. 


Q Is the Middle East -- 
Q And the purpose of the guidance -- 
ms Excuse me. Sorry. 


Q -- can you tell us if, in fact, the United 
States does -- is putting together a plan in anticipation or 
in fear of an Iraqi collapse? 


A No. We do not believe that there is the prospect 
of an Iragi collapse. We believe that both sides have the 
capacity to fight more or less indefinitely. 


Q To follow up on that, John, apparently the 
Italian news magazine Panorama is reporting this week that 
in the City of Bushir, Iran has begun construction of an 
atomic weapon of some type. Do we have anything on that? 


A Haven't seen that one, Bill. Don't know 
anything about it. 


Q John, is the U.S. working with France and 
Jordan, and perhaps other countries to try to get some more 
weapons to Iraq? 





4 As I say for the third or fourth time, Ralph, 
the guidance will be available later on, but our position is 
unchanged. As you know, we do not sell weapons to either 
side. That position we have made plain to a variety of 
governments. I'm not going to get into the details of chose 
Giplomatic exchanges, but we have made clear that we think a 
supply of arms to either side is not constructive. 


We also have stressed that, particularly, we have 
the special emphasis at this time on discouraging the supply 
of arms to Iran. 


Q So a supply of arms from whatever source -- 
A Yes. 

Q -- to either side -- 

A Yes. 

Q -- is not productive? 

A Yes. 

Q Do you have a comment on last night's Senate 


vote on Nicaragua? 

a No. The President -- 

Q Can we finish up on this? 

A Yes, sure. Hold on. 

Q Do you have any information that any spare 
parts from the United States, in the form of either refur- 
bishing or in new spare parts for U.S. weapons, are reaching 
Iran? 


A From -- You mean military spare parts? 


Q From the United States, yes, military spare 
parts. 


A Not that I'm aware of. It certainly would 
run counter to policy. 


Q More than counter to policy, is it also 
counter to law? 





A I don't know whether it's counter to law; 
it's certainly counter to policy, and so far as I'm aware, 
there is no such activity. 


Q You need a license, don't you? 
A I guess you need a license, yes. 
Q And wasn't there this case in -- Minnesota? 


Q Sorry. I was going to ask about a specific 
case in which, for example, what if a European sub- 
contractor were to contract for the refurbishing of aircraft 
engines, let's say? 


A To the United States? 
Q Yes. And then -- 

a For military use? 
Q 


Yes. And then to subcontract those 
repairs to the United States. 


A Before I make a snap judgment, I'd like to 
have some experts look at it; but that would seem to run 
counter to policy. It would seem to fall -- 


Q Just to follow up your statement that we're 
discouraging the supply of arms to Iran, are we actively 
involved with some of the countries that had been supplying 
arms, to discourage them -- or supplying the wherewithall for 
them to purchase the arms? 


A We've talked to a number of countries about 
the supply of arms to both sides. 


Q But in particular -- 
But particularly to Iran, yes. 


Q Well, in particular, Britain and West 
Germany? 


A Not going to talk about specific countries, 
but our views are well known to a variety of countries. 





Q Are you achieving anything? Is it success- 
ful in terms of discouraging? Because the nub of the 
problem here is the purchase of the oil which gives Iran 
the cash to buy the weapons. 


Can you take the question and see whether -- 


oe Yes, let me take a look and see whether we 
couldn't offer anything on that. 


Q Any comment on the vote last nicht? 


a No. The President addressed that last night; 
don't have anything more beyond what he said. 


Q You mean that quote of his, “as long it's 
non-binding"? 


A Uh-huh. 


Q What about the report that Secretary Shultz 
had misgivings about the mining operation? 


n Never talk about differences of opinion that 
might or might not exist within the Administration. It's 
the Administration policy, the President's policy. The 
Secretary supports that. 


Q Is that the harassment policy you're talking 
about? 


A Well, what's your specific question -- policy 
on what? 


Q Well, misgivings about the use of mines is 
part of the harassment the Senate -- 


nN You're trying to draw a “no comment" from me 
on two counts: firstly, we don't about alleged intelligence 
activities; and secondly, we never talk about the process of 
decision-making within the Administration. 


Q John, same subject, what about the complaints 
of Senator Goldwater and Senator Moynihan and others that 
they had not been consulted? 


A I guess that would be something you would 
have to ask the CIA about. Director Casey, obviously, has said 
what he has said, and Senator Goldwater said what he has 
said, and I guess you'd have to ask then. 





Q What about -- is there any concern that a res- 
Olution will be made -- a smiliar resolution will be made binding? 
It seems to be that Senator Kennedy is talking about that. 

A Let's meet that one when we come to it. 


Q Was there a policy study made of the implica- 
tions of mining before the mining began? 


x A policy study on the implication of mines? 


Q Yes, in the Department of State, where I 
think it was assigned to be done. 


x Well, again, I think you're getting into an 
area of alleged intelligence activity that we wouldn't conm- 
ment on. 

John, you've spoken about -- 
Likely to be -- 0O.K. Ralph, go ahead. 


You guys fight with each other. 


Go *+ DO DO 


You've spoken about the mining in the past 
when mines exploded and hit a Soviet ship, so in that con- 
text, the context in which you addressed the mining there, 
has the mining stopped? 

A Nice try, Ralpn. No comment. (Laughter) 

Q John, why won't you discuss the topic? 

a I think your colleagues are getting bored 
with your endless attempt to get your question answered, 
which I'm not going to answer. I think we've -- 


Q I've only asked -- This is the second question 
today. 


K I detect ripples of boredom, Ralph. 
Q It's quite all right. 


Q It appears unlikely now that there will be a 
conference on either the $21 million or the $62 million 
until at least after the Easter recess. Do you have any 
comment? And is it likely now that you're going to be going 
ahead, are you considering going ahead with emergency 
assistance? 





A Well, we certainly hope that the resolution 
on that is not going to be postponed. As you know, we have 
been anxious for the speediest possible resolution of that. 
The Administration has made its case on the urgent need -- 


You're talking about Salvador? 
Q I'm talking about boti:. 


4 -- of need for supplementary military 
assistance to allow the Salvadoran Army to protect the 
Presidential runoff. The Senate approved, by an impressive 
bipartisan vote last week, the funding for this need which 
daily grows more serious. We have noted a number of times 
in the past that we were faced with the limited alternatives 
of the exercise of options available to the President under 
existing laws for providing the Congress with this oppor- 
tunity to act. So the immediate issue is whether the House 
will act on this issue, as the Senate already has, before 
adjourning for the Easter recess. 


Q Can we get a copy of that statement? 
as Yes. 


Q The reason there being that the option of the 
United States -- the implication -- 


Ls Well, as I say, we will meet that when we 
come to it, Bernie, but we're urging the speediest possible 
House action on this matter. 

Q How about the other aid bill? There is spe- 
culation that this latest flap severely menaces the $21 
million in aid to the Contras. 

A Uh-huh . 


Q Is there any concern that <-- 


A Well, there isn't any question. We have made 
clear our support of that budget item for covert activity, 
and that support is as strong as ever. 





Q On that question as well, you had a -- and in 
view of your statement just a minute ago about the strong 
bipartisan support shown by the Senate last week, you had a 
rather strong showing of bipartisan support for something 
else last night. Will that be taken as seriously, or because 
it's non-binding, is that not regarded as -- 


A I'm not aware of any change in our position 
on the funding situation. 


Q The $21 million again, does the 
Administration have the options that you mentioned in con- 
nection with the Salvadoran money, in connection with the 
covert aid money that you just referred to? 


A That's a somewhat different -- I think we'll 
wait until we see what the outcome is, but that's a somewhat 
different matter in view of the covert character and the 
different way in which that budget is handled, and I don't 
think I'm competent to respond to that. 


Q I'm curious to know why you chose to remind 
Congress of the fact that the Administration has the options 
on the Salvador money in order to pursuade them to -- 


N It's not a question of reminding. It's a 
question of having made that position plain from the very 
beginning, but having urged Congress to take the action that 
we were counseling to take. 


Q So my question is, have you done the same 
thing in connection with the other resolution, the other 
month? 


Bs As I say, I really can't -=- I'm not really in 
a position to speak on the covert -- 


Q Could you look into whether the 
Administration has any options? I don't believe it does, 
and I think -- 


nN I think you should probably address that 
question to the CIA. I think it's a CIA budget item. 


Q No, no, funding options? 
n I still think it's a CIA budget item. 


Q John, does the Secretary support the 
President's policy of harassment of Nicaragua? 
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om The Secretary certainly supports the 
President's policy on Nicaragua. 


Q I thought you came close a few minutes ago to 
saying that he did suport the policy of harassment? 


A I prefer not to couch it in that way. I think I 
would prefer to use the words that we have used on our 
policy in Nicaragua, and I think maybe yesterday or the day 
before I went over them again. 


I think I would prefer, as I say, to use the words 
that we have used. 


Q Does the policy continue unchanged? 


a The policy continues unchanged so far as I'm 
aware. 


Q Can you take the question as to whether 
Senator Stone either was fired or resigned because he advo- 
cated a power-sharing, in a very limited sense, in the 
Salvadoran -- 


rN No, I won't take the question. I think 
Senator Stone made plain at the time of his resignation, 
which was a resignation, his reasons for that action, and I 


Q Some new tacts have come to light which seem 
to indicate that he was 


nN Then why don’t you ask Senator Stone? 
Q I have. 

A Okay, what does he say? 

Q 


I'm trying to find out if his version is 
accurate. 


A No, don't have any comment on that. 
Q You won't take the question? 
x 


No. 


Q A follow-up on the previous question. You 
say that the policy continues unchanged. What about the 
policy implementation? Does that continue unchanged also? 





ll 


A In broad terms, the answer to your question 
is yes. I'm not going to be drawn into specific operational 
or alleged intelligence aspects of that policy. But in 
bread terms, yes. 


Q Do you have anything on the meeting this 
morning between the Secretary and the Argentine Foreign 
Minister? 


A Yes. It was, I think, a very successful 
visit. The meeting between the Secretary and Minister 
Caputo was extremely cordial. They exchanged views on a 
number of bilateral and global issues of mutual interest, 
including some discussion of the economic debt problem. 
They also expressed an interest in both continuing and 
expanding this dialogue. 


Q Any discussion of Central America? 


as Not in great detail. But within the context 
of a broad discussion of hemispheric issues, yes, sure. 


Q John, you have been plentiful in your 
description of what would happen to the Salvadoran military 
situation if Congress did not approve the money the 
Administration has requested. What would happen to the 
President's Nicaragua policy if Congress did not approve the 
money the Administration is requesting on that front? 


A Oh, I don't have anything on that. 

Q Do you have any guidance on either the report 
that was issued yesterday by America's Watch on displaced 
persons in El Salvador, or in Chile -- 


A No. 


Q You have nothing on that. On Chile, do you 
have anything on the exiles of some opposition leaders in 
the head of the Human Rights Commission? 

4 Don't. 


Q And the banning of a newspaper; or the 
closing down of a newspaper? 


A No. 


Q Can you look into both of them? 
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7 Let me take a look and see what we might 
develop. 


Q Do you have a confirmation that a deal has 
been worked out with Zimbabwe to provide them with $10 
million worth of food providing they relax restrictions in 
Matabeleland? 


A It's true that the U.S. negotiated an easing 
of -- I guess I shouldn't say it's true. I'm reading the 
question you were about to ask. 


It's true that on April 9, the United States 
signed an agreement to provide 30,000 tons of maize to 
Zimbabwe. That agreement, like those signed with other 
nations, provided that food would be made available to all 
on the basis of need, regardless of political or other con- 
siderations. 


The Government of Zimbabwe knows that the United 
States is concerned about the internal security problems in 
that country, and that we are also concerned about reports 
of innocent civilians in Matabeleland being caught between 
dissident and government forces. We were also aware of 
reports that food was not getting to some of the areas where 
it was sorely needed. 


The United States welcomes the Government of 
Zimbabwe's decision to relax the curfew in those parts of 
Matabeleland where it was still in effect. 

Q Can we get a copy of that? 

A Sure. 

Q Has the United States received any words of 
thanks, or any communication from the Soviet Union regarding 
the rescue of a Soviet sailor near Iceland a few days ago? 


A I'm not aware of that, Ralph. I guess it's 
conceivable, but I'm not aware of it. 


Q Do you know if Mr. Murphy will visit -- if he 
goes to visit Beirut, Lebanon, while he's in the area? 


aN We have an obvious problem on Secretary 
Murphy's travels in that turbulent area. I'll be glad to 
tell you where he's been after he's gotten there. 
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Q Afghanistan: Any reports on the expulsion of 
an American diplomat? 


A No, I don't. 

Q Could you check into it? 

3 Take a look at it; sure. 

Q Could I just go back for a second to 
Nicaragua. There have been a number of officials quoted as 
saying that unprecedented amounts of Soviet arms are still 
being shipped from Nicaragua to El Salvador. Is it possible 
to get a more detailed -- 


is We had such a request yesterday and have for- 
warded it. Don't have any response yet, but we'll see -- 


Q I thought we could get that this week? 

A We'll see. 

Q John? 

A Yes. 

Q On Salvador, again. Yesterday, a senior 


Administration official, briefing at the White House after 

the Blanco meeting, alluded to direct Cuban intervention in 

El Salvador upcoming, and command and control from Cuba, as 
opposed to any other country in the region. Do you have any -- 
can you elaborate at all on what he was talking about? 


A No, I can't. 


Q John, do you have any explanation to offer in 
light of Senator Goldwater's published questions about the 
President's Nicaragua policy? Questions about explaining 
the policy? 


fy I'm sorry, I'm not sure I'm getting the 
question. 


Q Senator Goldwater, in a letter widely 
published today, asks, "I don't see how we're going to 
explain the mining of the harbors in Nicaragua," which 
Goldwater calls "an act violating international law, an act 
of war.” Do you have any response to those -- 
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A No. As I say, I think that gets back to an 
exchange between Senator Goldwater and Director Casey, and I 
guess you'd have to ask Mr. Casey. 


Q John, going Sack to Lebanon. Are there any 
plans to withdraw the rest of the American perscnnel -- 
Embassy personnel? 


A Oh, no, no. I mean, there's a very small, 
relatively small diplomatic cadre there and the same number 
of Marines there. I know of no plans to run those down. 


Q Have the Europeans, who are there, talked to 
the United States about possibly withdrawing their people? 


A Not that I'm aware of. Don't know anything 
about it. 


Q John, on the Iran-Iraq thing, did I 
understand you to say that you're especially concerned about 
arms supplies to Iran? 


A Yes. 
Q Why? 
fy Because of the intransigence of Iran and the 


threatening posture of Iran right now. 
Q John, have you taken a position on the possi- 


bility of Soviet ships sweeping mines from Nicaraguan 
harbors? 


A Yes, we have had something on that some weeks 
ago. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:25 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. Couple of 
housekeeping announcements. 


Available in the Press Office is the testimony by 
Assistant Secretary for Human Rights and Humanitarian 
Affairs Elliott Abrams before the Committee on the 
Judiciary, Subcommittee on Immigration, Refugees and 
International Law. The subject is Extended Voluntary Depar- 
ture for Salvadorans. 


An announcement on the spring NATO meeting. The 
Spring Ministerial Meeting of the North Atlantic Council 
will be hosted by the United States May 29-31. The meetings 
will take place at the Department of State in Washington and 
at the facilities of the Aspen Institute at Wye Plantation, 
Queenstown, Maryland. 


That's all I've got for you. 

Q You say May 29 -- 

A 29 through 31, Marvin. 

Q Most of them here or most of them there? 

A I think days one and three are in the 
Department. I think day two is mostly out at Aspen, but let 
me check that one for you. 

Q Where will it be, downstairs or do you know? 

A Well, because of the large number of people 
who will be here, a large part of the lower floors of this 
building. I guess the lower floor, street floor. No. I 
guess there are two floors -- will be taken over for various 
meeting rooms and so forth. 

Q Will there be a press setup -- 


A Yeah. 


Q -- out there? 





As At Aspen? Don't think so. No. I think 
that's going to be the closed session. 


Q Is that going to be the super-restricted? 
Yup. 
Well, will there be briefings out there? 


There will not be briefings out there. 


on Fr, O YF 


Hmm? 


Bs No. Briefings -- all the briefings -- all 
your -- all the activity in which you're interested -- 
although I expect you are interested in what goes on out at 
Aspen -- but all that you're interested in that you're going 
to get your fingers on is in this building. 


Q Ho, ho, ho. 
A Ho, ho, ho. (Laughter) 


Q Is this supposed to be a replay of La 
Sapiniere, or something like that? 


A No, no, no, no. This is the -- 


Q No. I understand it's the -- but having it 
removed like that is unusual. 


Kh I don't quite know why they have decided to 
have the super-restricted session out there. Maybe they 
feel they can get a little more privacy. 


Q They're not going to spend the night out 
there, are they? 


A I think they are in fact going to spend one 
night out there. fT think maybe the -- I'll have to -- 
you're obviously pressing me for stuff I don't have in my 
head. I think it may be the Tuesday, the first day. 

Yeah. That's right. 


Q John, do you have any comment on the 
agreement by the House leaders to cut the $62 million 
Salvador aid -- 


A No. 


Q -- by two-thirds? 





7 No, I don't. 
Q Have you seen that? 


A No. I'm sure that those are under con- 
sideration right now, but I haven't seen it. 


Q And also to cut all the aid money for the 
Nicaraguan covert operation. 


My No. Don't have any comment on that. 


Q John, are you hoping for a conference before 
the Easter recess? 


oa Congress is here throughout the day, and I'm 
sure that the various people you would expect to be involved 
in this are discussing it, and don't have anything for you. 


Q No, but the Administration previously has 
urged quick action by Congress, and now they've decided 
apnarently that they're going to meet, and they're going to 
.cy to give you a conference report -- 


A Yes. 


Q -- on which both houses can agree before 
Easter recess. Do you welcome that development? 


A Oh, we certainly welcome speedy action. 
Obviously, I'm not prejuding the outcome or giving a comment 
on the outcome, but in terms of early action, we welcome 
that. There is an urgency. 


Q But the $32 million that the House would be 
willing to give you, would that satisfy the needs of the 
Salvadoran military at this time? 


A Not going to get into discussion of the 
amount or discussions that might still be going on. 


Q Before you have said that it's not enough, 
even the $61.7. 


A Not getting -- there isn't any question about 
the overall amounts that we need, but I'm not going to get 
into discussion of how those events might be carved up over 
periods or what our position on that would be. 


Q Would you tell us in what way the Secretary 
has been involved in this lobbying effort? 








A Well, he certainly has been involved is sup- 
port of the Administration's budget requests. To what 
extent he has been involved today, I'm not sure. 


Q Would you tell me whether the effort is being 
done primarily through Congressman Wright? 


A I cannot. I'm sure that the various people 
are talking to various people. I really can't give you a 
rundown of -- 


Q John, a report in The New York Times quotes 
sources in our Embassy in El Salvador, saying that some 
trainers have been accompanying bombing raids. Any comments 
on that? 





My Well, I know that the Pentagon is pursuing 
that story very vigorously and considers it to be inac- 
curate, so I think you really should go to the Pentagon. 
But let me just say that we stand by the statement made by 
the United States Embassy in San Salvador that such activi- 
ties would be contrary to U.S. policy and that no such inci- 
dents involving U.S. trainers have occurred. And I think if 
you go to the Pentagon, they will tell you that during all 
of 1983, there were only two U.S. flight instructors in El 
Salvador, for a total of 55 days, beginning August 15, and 
neither we nor the Pentagon know of any such incident. So I 
think basically we'll let the Pentagon respond to that, but 
I think you'll get a very strong denial. 


Q Spain has formally protested to our 
Ambassador, Thomas Enders, in Madrid regarding the mining. 
Do you have any comment about that? 


4 Uh -- 
Q Can you confirm that the protest was made? 


A No. I'm not going to confirm. As a matter 
of principle, we respect the confidentiality of private 
government-to-government communications, unless the other 
party makes them public and we feel that any comment is 
warranted. 


We have previously acknowledged a protest over the 
mining received from the U.S.S.R. and an approach to us on 
this subject by the British. Naturally, we have discussed 
this issue with several other governments, and some have 
made public statements. We have no specific comment to make 
on the content of such discussions. 





At the same time, we're responsive to other 
governments’ interests in these issues. For example, State 
Department officials on April 11 held a briefing here for 
diplomatic representatives from OECD and Latin American 
countries on the subject of our decision to modify ten- 
porarily our accession to jurisdiction of the International 
Court of Justice. 


Q John, are you going to be able to say whether 
the mining continues or has been interrupted? 


A No. Not going to have anything to say on 
that topic. 


Q There have been two network reports that the 
mining has stopped. Can you -- 


ay Well, there have been a lot of reports about 
the mining, offering a variety of scenarios, involvements, 
some of them contradictory, but we're not going to have any- 
thing to say on it. 


Q John, on Dam's testimony yesterday, he raised 
the issue of collective self-defense in a hypothetical 
manner. 


A Uh-huh. 


Q Was he -- can you say whether he was saying 
that there is a right and perhaps a duty to collective self- 
defense in the absence of a collective security treaty? 


aN I think you'd have to go back to his words. 
I certainly don't intend to interpret them. He's a very 
capable international lawyer, and I don't -- I am not, and I 
do not plan to interpret the Deputy Secretary's view. 


Q Can you take the question as to whether the 
United States believes there is a right to collective self- 
defense when a treaty is not invoked specifically? 


A I will take a look at it, but I think in view 
of the action presently before the International Court, we 
probably are inclined to say less rather than more about 
this question. 


Q John, do you have anything on the request 
made yesterday and the day before yesterday about some 
information on Soviet arms supplies to Nicaragua? 





4 No. I don't have anything. 
Q Do you have any prospect of getting anything? 


A It's with the experts in that area, and it's 
entirely up to them whether they want to say something. 


Q Why is Eagleburger seeing Dobrynin today? 

y Mr. Dobrynin -- Ambassador Dobrynin is coming 
in at our request. Don't have anything for you on the 
topic. 


Q John, the Peking correspondent of the London 
Daily Telegraph reports -- 





Q Could we finish up with Central America 
before we go to China? 


Q I thought we were. Excuse me. 


Q Regarding the matter raised a minute ago 
about the legal question -- 


Q Has the State Department legal office issued 
a legal opinion as to the legality of mining in the waters 
of other countries? 


A I just don't know the answer to that 
question. 


Q Could you check into that? 


A I will check whether we are interested in 
saying something about that. Yes. 


Q But I mean, if it is a legal opinion by the 
State Department -- 


A I will check into the -- our degree of 
interest in saying something about it. 


Q My next question would be, would you please 
make it public? 


A I think your second question follows logi- 
cally from the first. Let us see what the degree of 
interest is. 





Q Okay. 


x I mean, this obviously is a question before 
the courts, and I don't know to what extent we will want to 
be forthcoming. 


Q If you won't, I wonder under what grounds you 
would withhold it? 


A I think probably on grounds that we're pro- 
ceeding with a legal action. 


Q John, on Nicaragua, do we still consider the 
$21 million that we want the Congress to approve important to 
our effort in Central America? 


fn Yes. 
Q Are we still pressing to have that approved? 
os Yes. 


Q Do we consider it likely or unlikely that it 
will be approved now? 


A Well, as you know, we tend to veer away from 
predictions, but we continue to believe it's important. 


Q John, a number of Senators today, including 
Senator Baker I understand, have called on the 
Administration to remove the mines from the harbors. 
Staying aside for a minute from the question of how they got 
there, what's your reaction to the request to remove them? 


a Don't have any. Don't know what the official 
reaction would be. 


Q John -- 

A Yes. Lester. 

Q Yeah. The Peking correspndent of the London 
Daily Telegraph reports that since August the People's 


epu c has executed more than 5,000 of the people with 
quick public trials in stadiums and semi-public executions. 





My question -- I've got a two-part question -- 
while it's well known that President Reagan is a strong sup- 
porter of the death penalty, does his State Department 
approve of this many people being executed, and during the 





visit will there be any U.S. concern expressed about this 
rather massive death rate in the same way we're concerned 
about death squads from the right and the left in El 
Salvador? 


A Can't answer the second part of your 
question. On the first part, I haven't seen the report in 
the London Daily Telegraph. Be glad to look at it. 





Q Hugh Davies -- 

yh I see. Be glad to take a look and see -- 

Q He doesn't clash with any -- 

A -- whether we have any interest in responding to 
that. 

Q Could I ask one follow-up? 


Sure. 


Q This is a copy of your Background Notes of 
the Bureau of Public Affairs. You're familiar with -- 


A Uh-huh. 

Q -- the same form for each country, that it's 
the same. This identifies the Mongolian People's Republic. 
It says “Government type: Communist state." Now, this is 
the one on the People’s Republic of China, and when you come 
to "Government type," it says “People’s Republic.* 

A Uh-huh. 

Q Why? 

A And the question is? 

Q Well, why? Why is there -- has the People's 
Republic suddenly stopped being a Communist state or what? 
Is it less Communist than Mongolia? Do we have -- 


Q Is this -- 


A I don't know whether every document on every 
Communist country identifies that as a Communist country, 
Lester. 








A I doubt that all of our documents on capita- 
list countries identify them as capitalist countries. 


Q Yeah, but you identify Mongolia, and it cer- 
tainly seems Mongolia is less prominent in the Communist 
world than Peking. 


A So you're arguing that we should leave the 
reference to Communism in the Mongolian -- 


Q Not at all. I'm just wondering why you have 
this staggering inconsistency -- 


A Oh, I don't think it's staggering. 
Inconsistency, we have much of the time, but staggering, 
really -- 


Q I see. All right. Okay. 


Q John, on matters of human rights, in view of 
the revelations which have come out of Guinea since the 
death of President Toure about large-scale imprisonments and 
killings, do you have any second thoughts about the state- 
ment you issued on March 27? 


A What was the statement we issued on March 27? 
Q On the occasion of his death and his -- 

A No. 

Q -- standing and stature in the -- 


A No, no. We're aware that beginning in late 
1980 -- I guess I am about to read from the wrong piece of 
paper which is in the wrong section, so hold on and I'll be 
right with you. 


But, no, we don't have any reservations about that 
stat2ment for these reasons: The past abuses of human 
rights in Guinea are well known, and during the period when 
these abuses were particularly flagrant, American relations 
with Guinea were restricted to humanitarian food assistance. 
In more recent years, beginning in the mid-1970s, President 
Toure's human rights record began to improve, and our rela- 
tions improved correspondingly. 
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At the time of his death we had a modest food 
assistance program, and a small program to help Guinea deve- 
lop its agricultural sector. We note with pleasure the new 
government's assurances that it is committed to the protec- 
tion of human rights. 


Q Could we get a copy? 
A Sure. 


Q Do you believe these revelations that are 
coming out of Guinea? 


A Well, as I == I don't know about the speci- 
fics of these revelations, but, as I say, we were aware of 
problems in the past and had discussed those with the 
Government of Guinea. 


Q But on a broader question, if, as the 1983 
human rights report says, there were no reported instances 
of torture of executions or politial disappearances during 
that period, does it suggest to you that maybe your 
information-gathering methods for the human rights reports 
are inadequate? 


A Well, be glad to take a look at it and see 
why that was not made -- why that point was not made. It's 
-- I guess it's conceivable that you have a point. 


Q Yeah. Would you take a look? 
A Sure. 


Q In connection with that, if I could follow up 


A Uh-huh ° 


Q Since we have had headlines this morning that 
Minister Farrakahn is a great admirer of Adolph Hitler, have 
we had any -- is there any news of the whereabouts of Idi 
Amin -- I think he's living in Saudi Arabia -- and do we 
think that he should be extradited or not? 


A Well, I personally am unaware of Idi Amin's 
whereabouts, Lester, but I'll be glad -- 


-- MORE -- 

















ll 


Q You mean you've lost track of where he is? 


A No. I, personally, am unaware, but I'd be glad 
to see whether the State Department has anything to offer 
on that. 


Q See where he is. 


Q Also on Africa, has the AWACS left the 
Sudan area now, as has been reported by FBIS? 


A Yes, they have left the area. 
Q Could you explain why? 
A The mission is completed. 


Q That means that the danger that was seen 
causing them to go there has diminished, or what? 


A I don't know that the danger has dimi- 
nished, but as you know, Egypt and Sudan have been 
taking measures to improve Sudan's air defense system. 
Those measures were taken while we were there. 


As to whether the AWACS would return, in the 
event of a new crisis, I can't really answer that; but we 
certainly would, if such a request were made, we would 
take that request up speedily. 





Q What has happened regarding the U.S. 
equipment or aid, military assistance program, that was 
sort of waiting to be -- 


A To the Sudan? I think we've had somethine 
on that in the past week or so. A little earlier than 
that, Alan? 


MR. ROMBERG: (Inaudible) 


A Yes, we've had some guidance on that, and 
there have been some deliveries. 


Q Is it the feeling of the United States 
that now the Sudan is capable of air defense without any 
assistance from the outside? 


A Oh, I don't know that we would make that 
sweeping statement. As I say, the air defenses have been 





12 


improved, but I think that friends of the Sudan would 
continue to be interested in the security of their 
country. 


Q And what about the situation internally? 
Your Deputy Assistant, Mr. Bishop, I think testified 
several weeks ago about the dangers of the internal 
Situation. Has anything changed on that score? 


A There may. I just don't have an update. 
It's conceivable that there may have been some change. 
I am not aware of any. 


Q Is the review on the arms supply now 
concluded also? 


A I don't know whether that is brought to a 
conclusion in the earlier guidance we had. I guess we'll 
have to dig that out for you and go over that. 


Q Back to Nicaragua, yesterday Lawrence 
Smith of Florida, said in a closed session with Deputy 
Secretary Dam that -- 


A A closed session? 


Q That's what AP had written -- that he 
had indicated that other countries were involved in the 
mining of the Nicaraguan harbors. What other countries 
were involved, and to what extent? 


A I wouldn't dream of commenting on anything 
said in a closed session. 


Q John, do you have any comment on reports 
saying that the Israelis are toning down their campaign 
for the transfer of the Embassy from Tel Aviv to 
Jerusalem? 


A No, don't have any comment on that. 
Q You don't have any further information on 


the developments of the Administration's efforts with the 
Congress and with the AIPAC? 


A The Administration's position is 
unchanged. We are firmly opposed to the move of that 
Embassy, and there has been no change, no diminution, 
no dilution in that position. 
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Q * Do you have any response to the Polish 
White Paper? The United States -- 


A Haven't seen the full document. Take a 


look at it when the full -- I guess it's 200-and 
something pages. 


Q 270 pages. 


A When that is to hand, and we've had a look 
at it, we may have something to say about it. 


Excuse me. 


Q Mr. Hughes, do you have any comment on the 
message of the Foreign Minister of Iraq to the United 
Nations? 

A Which one was that? 

Q Today -- 

A No. 

Q -- implying that the U.S.-Israeli contacts 





are carrying on to target selected areas in Iraq. 


A Haven't seen the statement, but if that's 
what it says, that is a ridiculous thesis. 


Q Do you have any comment on the defection 
of a Chinese employee at the United Nations? 


A Yes, I do have something on that, Ralph. 


About 3 o'clock this morning, a Chinese national 
was found on top of the New York Telephone Building, on 
West 43rd Street, in New York City. That building is 
adjacent to the Consulate General of the People's 
Republic of China where the man was staying. He had a 
broken ankle apparently suffered from a fall, and he was 
taken to a hospital in Manhattan. That's really about -- 


Q Has he asked for asylum? 
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A Never ‘get into that question, neither confirm 
nor deny whether a particular alien has applied for asylum, 
and the reasons for that are several: It may help to pro- 
tect the privacy of asylum applicants and also allows the 
INS to adjudicate such cases rather than have them adjudi- 
cated in the press. 


Q Will he be returning to the Chinese Mission? 
A Can't answer that. 
Q (Inaudible) U.S. while he's in the hospital, 


or anything like that, or was he just -- the U.S. provided 
an ambulance and took him to the hospital? 


A I don't know whether local authorities are 
involved in any way, but there is certainly no hindrance to 
the Chinese authorities visiting him. 


Q There's no -- 

A There's no hindrance, there's no obstacle to 
the Chinese authorities' visiting him. I mean, he's not 
protected in that sense. 

Q Do you have the name of this guy? 

A His name is Zhang Zheng-Ho. I'm not pro- 


nouncing that correctly, but it's Z2<-h-a-n-g Z-h-e-n-g hyphen 
H-o. 


Q Do you know what his position was in the 
Mission? 

A I do not. 

Q Have the Chinese asked to see him? 

A I don't know whether they have asked to see 


him. We have informed them of the incident and of his pre- 
sence in the hospital. As I say, there's no hindrance to 
their seeing him, so I assume they would make their own 
arrangements to -- 


Q He had a broken ankle, you say -- 


A He had a broken ankle, yes. 
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Q -- that indicated he fell, or what? I 
mean -- 

A I think I'll let you make that -- 

Q Was he kicking something or -- 

A I think I'll let you make -- 

Q Do we have any -- 
pn A No, I don't have anything, really, beyond 

at. 


John, did the Mission report him missing? 


I'm not aware that they have. I'm not aware 
that they have. 


Q Did you say the hospital? 


A I don't have a hospital, Greg; no, don't 
have anything on that. 





Q Has he been questioned by any represen- 
tatives of the U.S. Government? 


A I can't answer that one. The U.S. 
Government? I don't know. 


Q Is the U.S. requesting the same kind of 
interview with this individual that it requested of the 
Berezhkov boy in Washington? 


A Not that I'm aware of. 
Q Who found him, John? How? 
A I'm sorry, I just don't have that. I 





don't know who found him. As I say, it happened just 
this morning. I don't have any further -- 


Q Do you have anything there on what U.S. 
policy is on this kind of a case? If a Chinese diplomat 
requests asylum, is he granted asylum? 

A I guess that would be an INS matter. 


Q Is he a diplomat? Does he have diplomatic 
immunity? 
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aA Do we know whether he's a diplomat? 
MR. ROMBERG: Don't know. 


A Don't know. Sorry. 

Q John, there are reports of heightened ten- 
sions between Israel and Syria? Do you have any -- 

A Sorry. Height-- 

Q -- heightened tensions on the border be- 
tween Israel and Syria and some military buildup on both 
sides. 

A No. Don't know anything about it. 

Q Do you have any situation report on the 


Iran/Irag war, in light of the Minister of Defense of 
Kuwait was, or is, in the United States? And at the press 
conference yesterday, according to Reuters, he was asked 
about if Basra will fall, and he said the picture will be 
changed, and that could lead to the involvement of other 
powers like the United States. 


I would like your comment on this situation. 


A No. As you know, our position is one of 
neutrality in that war, want to see it resolved by peace- 
ful means. 


Q John, do you have any update on -- and you 
may have answered this already, and if you have, forgive 
me -- any update on the reported nomination of Nora 
Astorga, I think that's the pronunciation, to be 
Ambassador. Has she been nominated, or is that just a report? 


A I'm not sure where that stands insofar as 
the Nicaraguan Government is concerned, and therefore, I 
don't have a response. As far as any reaction that we 
might have, I don't have anything on it. 


Q In other words, you have heard that she 
has? 

A We have heard. I have heard. 

Q O.K. Now, the question is, there are 


reports that she became something of a national hero to 
the Sandinistas because she seduced one of Somoza's 
generals, who was ice-picked to death and mutilated. — 
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A Have heard those reports. 


Q If that is reliable, will she be accep- 
table in the diplomatic corps here in Washington? 


A That was the part of the response that I 
was not forthcoming on. In terms of our response to this, 
I don't have anything for you. 


Q John -- Oh, I see. 


Q John, do you have any comment, or can you 
give us any information on a meeting today involving a 
Mr. Eisner, in the ARA Bureau, with delegates of legisla- 
tures in Europe regarding Central American issues? 





A I did hear something about that. Yes, I 
think there is such a meeting, but I -- 

Q What is the subject of the meeting or -- ? 

A (To staff): Has anybody got anything 
further on it? 

a Don't know. Sorry. 

Q In general, can you say whether embassies 


here or foreign governments are being informed on the 
status of the mining? 


BN No, I can't say that. 

Q In other words, are we -- You can't say 
whether we're even -- 

A No. 

Q -- telling them what the situation is? 

A No. 

Q John, do you have anything on Chile today, 
the exiles, and the closing of the newspaper? 

A No, I do not. 

Q Also, do you have anything on a couple of 


-- visa stuff: One, Gabriel Garcia Marques of Columbia, 
was he denied a visa to come as part of the delegation to 
which Ralph referred? And two, Sergio Ramirez -- 
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A : Hold on. I'm checking with my valued aids 
here. 


Check in the Press Office. 


Q And Sergio Ramirez, of the Sandinista 
Junta -- he was given a conditional visa or something? 


A Well, conditional visa -- he was given a 
visa for the purpose which he asked for it. I think 
that's about the situation. 


Q Do you have anything more on him? 


A Well, he asked for a visa for a specific 
visit to the United States, and he was issued such a 
visa. 


Q But did it come with conditions? Could he 
travel anywhere under the visa that he was -- 


A Well, he didn't make plain at the time of 
applying for that visa that he wanted to do other things, 
so he has that visa and he could still come for that pur- 
pose. He was issued a visa for a visit, I think it was 
to the University of Kansas, 3-day seminar. He later 
came back and said, he would like to change, that that 
had been changed, “have changed dates for that seminar." 
We reissued the visa to cover the changed dates, and 
that's where it stands. 


Apparently, he is now saying that he wanted to 
do all kinds of other things, that he wanted to make 
extended travels in the United States, and his visa 
doesn't cover those events -- that is correct -- because 
he didn't ask for a visa to cover those events. 


Q Has he now requested such a visa? 
A Not at the moment. 
Q Mr. Hughes, a number of Congressmen have 


Claimed that they have received telephone calls from the 
State Department to oppose a resolution in the Congress 
on the inhumanity of man to man dealing with genocide. 
Could you check on that? And they identified the man 
who called them as Mr. Frank Murray. 
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A Let me take a look at it. I mean, I'm not 
quite sure what significance you're attaching to -- 

Q That the State Department is against 
passing a resolution on genocide. 

A I see. Let me take a look and see what we 
can find. 

Q John, there is an article in a new edition 





of P ressive Magazine which goes into great detail, alleging 
past OP involvement .n Latin American, specifically 
Salvadoran “death squads,” although they weren't, 

apparently, called death squads at that time. 


A U.S. involvement in “death squads"? 

Q U.S. involvement. Do you have any 
comment? Have you seen that report? 

A Haven't seen the report. 

Q Would you investigate to see whether there 

would be any comment on that report? 

A Be glad to. Do you want to give us the 
issue date on that? 

Q I'll have to check, but I think it's the 
issue of the 20th. 

A O.K. 

Q Can I ask one more apropos of visas? 


Is there any change or modification in the policy of 
Salvadoran Presidential candidates coming to the U.S. 
following the general election, and now in the period 
pending the runoff election? 


A I don't know. I mean, I have to check on 
that, Ralph, but basically, it seems to me the campaign 
continues. Our position was that we thought that it 
would be not desirable for candidates to come to the 
United States during the course of the campaign. One 
round has taken place, but the campaign is continuing, 
and I would assume our position would be the same. 


Q Has there been any request, to your 
knowledge? 











20 


A Not to my knowledge. 


Q Can you take a question like, there is a 
plan that -- The Israeli Government is planning, in the 
West Bank, to build a massive highway connecting the City 
of Nablus with the City of Tulkaram on the West 
Bank. This highway, according to the people there, if it 
will be put together and it will be finished, it will 
deprive a lot of farmers, a lot of people who live in the 
small villages and towns in the neighborhood access to 
their villages and towns because this will create a 
situation which will turn things in a very drastic 
manner. 


A And the question is --? 


Q If you can look into this and see if you 
have any comment on this massive new highway, and what is 
the purpose of this highway, and who is going to finance 
this -- where is the money coming from? 


A I don't know that we would be able to answer 
the question of what is the purpose of the highway. I 


think you probably ought to ask the folks who are 
building it. But I'll see whether we have any comment on 
it. 


Q There was a report yesterday -- 


Q Anything on the Murphy mission to the 
Middle East? 





A Excuse me. Both of you gentlemen are 
vying for (inaudible) -- 


Ambassador Murphy is in Cairo today. 
Nothing beyond that. 


Q There was a headline in yesterday's 
Washington Times: "Mrs. Kirkpatrick, the Next at State." 
Secretar? Shultz would have no objection -- he would, 
certainly, enthusiastically support that in the event 


that he decides to retire in the next <- isn't that 
true, John? 


A I think it’s a very hypothetical 
situation. I haven't heard the Secretary talk about 
(inaudible) 
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Q You mean you would neither confirm or 
deny? Would he be less than enthusiastic at Mrs. 
Kirkpatrick? 

A I haven't heard him have any comment on 


it. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:55 p.m.) 
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FRIDAY, APRIL 13, 1984, 12:20 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. (I have) a couple of 
announcements: 


Available in the press office are what are 
described as a limited number -- I think the translation of 
that is one per news organization -- of copies of Foreign 
Relations of the United States, 1952-1954, Volume I -- 
General, Political and Economic Matters. The release of 
that historical document carries an emgargo of 6:00 P.M. 
Thursday, April 19. Attached to each volume is a summary 
prepared by the Office of the Historian. 








Also, an announcement by the White House was made 
recently; a few minutes ago, the White House announced 
that President de la Madrid of Mexico will make a state 
visit to the United States May 14 to May 16. Next week, on 
April 17, Mexico's Secretary for Foreign Relations, Mr. 
Sepulveda, and Secretary of State Shultz will hold a meeting 
of the U.S.-Mexican Binational Commission to prepare for 
President de la Madrid's visit. 


Q Is the visit here? 
Q What are the dates? 


A The Shultz-Sepulveda is April 17; on the de la 
Madrid, it's May 14-16. 


Q And both are here? 
A Both are here in Washington, that's right. 


. Accompanying Secretary Sepulveda will be Mexico's 
Secretary of Finance, Silva-Herzog, and their Secretary of 
Commerce and Industry, Mr. Hernandez. That's a meeting of 
the U.S.-Mexican Binational Commission to prepare for 
President de la Madrid's visit, April 17, and the visit of 
the President himself is May 14-16. 


That's all I've got. 


Q John, will that be just a visit to 
Washington, or is he going elsewhere in the United States? 


A I do not have that, Mike. I'm sure the 
Mexican Embassy can give you a rundown on his itinerary. 





Q Is that it on the announcements? 

A That's it. 

Q John, will you speak to the proprietary or 
the interests of the United States in acquiring funds from 
the Government of Saudi Arabia for the Contras' efforts? 


os I've seen a story on that this morning, but 
know nothing about and have no comment on it. 


Q You have no comment on it? 


My No. Not aware of any -- I see a newspaper 
story on it, but I'm not aware of any -- 


Q Well, that begs the question -- 
aay -- action by the United States Government. 


Q I mean, were such negotiations or an effort 
under way, this Department would be aware of it and have an 
opinion? 


A I think we would, and I'm not aware of any 
such negotiation. 


Q The story is incorrect? 


A Well, I'm not commenting on the story. I 
Simply have no comment on it. 


Q Would you take the question, then, as to what 
is going on, about Mr. Casey's -- 


A Well, I don't think -- no, I don't think we 
would make a comment about what some other government might 
do. I think we have to confine our remarks to our own 
government, and I'm not aware of any -- 


Q Well, will you take the -- 

A -- activity by our government. 

Q -- guestion if this government is in any form 
of communication, negotiations, whatever you wish to call 


it, with the Government of Saudi Arabia insofar as funding 
for its efforts in Central America, etc. 





A We'll take a look at that question for you. 


Q Can you just tie that knot and rule out that 
there have been any funding from any other countries for the 
operation? 


A No. How could I? I mean, I don't know what 
any other country might have done. I'm not aware of it, but 
I don't know -- 


Q John, can we ask, on that question about 
Saudi Arabia -- 


Q John, let's talk about the Salvador -- 
A Sorry. I've got two questions going. 


Q -- that it's not limited to just Saudi 
Arabia, so that -- I mean, if you're going to look into the 
question, don't just limit the look into whether Saudi 
Arabia is involved. 


A Well, you're asking me to look into something 
that I don't think is happening. 


Q Good. Then you can refute it. 


A Well, we will see whether we have anything to 
Say on it. 


Q Is there any reporting requirement or any 
requirement that the government disclose if other govern- 
ments are contributing to such covert activity? 


A Not that I'm aware of. 
Q Huh? 
A Not that I'm aware of. 


Q John, you have a golden opportunity now to 
beat the White House to the announcement on emergency 
funding for El Salvador. 


A No. I'm afraid I won't beat the White House. 
I'm sure that is something being considered, and the options 
are obvious. One option is to wait until Congress returns. 
The other option is to reprogram. The third option is to 
take emergency action, probably under 2l(d). I'm sure the 
President is considering his options. I'm sure he will make 
a decision soon. Whether that will be today or not, I don't 
know. Why don't you keep in touch. 











Q A corollary to that is that that option, as I 
understand it, is not available regarding special funding 
for the Central Intelligence Agency. Can you brief us on 
where that stands, and where the undertakings that come under 
that money are going, and what the prospects are? 


A No. I really can't do any better than we 
have earlier this week on that, Hank, which is really not 
to respond on that question of the covert budget. As I say, 
I think our colleagues of that agency may have had something 
to say on some basis about that. 





Q Do you have a response to the action of the 
House now, as well as the Senate, on the sense that no funds 
should be used for the mining of Nicaraguan waters? 


Bs No. I really don't. 


Q On the Salvador aid package, the way you for- 
mulated your answer suggested that somehow the three alter- 
natives are mutually exclusive. Is that the State 
Department's reading? That is, that if one is adopted, the 
Other two are out, or if -- is that correct? 


rs I don't want to mislead you. I'm not -- in a 
strictly factual sense, I'm not sure they're mutually exclu- 
sive, but I'm not suggesting that anybody is likely to come 
down on more than one option, in favor of one option. 


Q And do you have any reaction to the offer 
that was formally proffered by the Majority Leader last 
night? 


A Well, I think that would be factored into 
these options. 


Q John, on the 28th of February, I guess, the 
State Department gave some committees of Congress a 
Department legal opinion on the use of naval mines in the 
exercise of self-defense. Some copies of an unclassified 
version of that legal opinion has now become available. 
Are you able to comment on it in any way? 


A I'm not. We took that question yesterday. I 
don't have an answer for you on that. Still -- 


Q Well, I've got the opinion here. 


x Ah-hah. Well, I don't. (Laughter) So I 
don't have a comment on it. 





Q If I were to ask you some questions about it, 
could you answer them? 


: A No. I don't think so, because we took the 
question yesterday and are in process off working it, John. 
So I don't think I would answer when we have not given you 
the initial answer. I don't think I would give you supple- 
mentary answers to supplementary questions to something we 
haven't yet answered. 


Q When do you think this answer might be 
forthcoming? 


As Oh, people! work around the clock on these 
things, John. Just as soon as we can. 


Q John, on that, Congressman Kemp took basi- 
cally this posicion that John just enunciated. Would you 
have any -- would you defend his and support his analysis, 
that this is a matter of collective self-defense? 


By Well, Secretary Dam said what he did on that 
issue in testimony -- you have those words -- but I don't 
have anything beyond that for you. 


Q John, on this earlier question, if -- on 
foreign funding -- if another country, any country, wanted 
to contribute to the covert activity, seeing that in their 
own self-interest, is there any reason why the United States 
would reject that? 


A Well, I can't answer that specific question. 
If you're asking me in general to comment on funneling of 
funds from another country to an organization or a unit or 
whatever in another country, it seems to me that would be 
between that country and that entity, and I'm not sure that 
‘the United States would necessarily be involved in that or 
have a view of it. 


Q Do you have anything on Kirkpatrick's state- 
ments regarding unilateral compliance or the resolution 
taken by the audience that she was addressing? 

A No, I don't. 


Q New subject? 


Q No. I have one more on this subject. 
Anything on Mr. Rodino asking for a special prosecutor to 
see if the President has violated the Neutrality Act? 





A No, I don't. 


Q Would you enlighten us on the meeting yester- 
day between Secretary Eagleburger and Ambassador Dobrynin? 


A I really can't. You know, we don't talk 
about the substance of those meetings, and therefore I won't 
in this instance. 


Q Could you detail what they did not speak 
about since there was only one topic, we understand? 


as No. I can't confirm what they did or what 
they didn't speak about. 


Q Would you steer us away from believing the 
published report on that subject today? 


Q Berlin? 


A Let me say I'm not going to talk about 
Ambassador Dobrynin's discussions with Secretary 
Eagleburger. 


New subject -- 
Q New subject. That's right. 


A -- you're talking about Berlin air corridors, 
I think you may assume that the Soviets are well aware of 
our position on this, that we've communicated it to them on 
a number of occasions. 


Q Did the harassment, whatever you want to 
call it -= the disturbances in the air corridors or the 
reservation of the air corridors -- become more severe after 

the initial protest? 


aN I'm not aware, John, that there's really been 
any change in frequency or activity since you had that 
background briefing, which was about a week ago, I think. 

Q Could you check and see if he could give us 
-- in however form you want to present it -- a briefing or a 
message -- 

A Another briefing? 


Q No. 


A On Berlin? 





Q Well, not necessarily -- if he wanted to be, 
come down, fine, but could he give us an update in your -- 
if there have been any -- 

A Well, I've just given you the update. 

Q -- frequency or irregularities. 


A I'm giving an update. There really is no 
change since -- 


-- MORE -- 





Q John, if I could go back to El Salvador -- 
A Sure. 


Q -- just for a quick second. Apparently, even 
for emergency funding, Congress wants to attach new con- 
ditions such as reform of the judiciary, reform of the mili- 
tary and an independent auditor sent from here to there to 
control how the funds are spent. Have you any reaction to 
it, the additional Congressional -- 


A I don't. I'm sure the White House is looking 
at that in its entirely. The reform of the judiciary, of 
course, is something that we've been very interested in and 
argued for ourselves, but I'm just making that as a general 
comment. 


Q John, on a kind of -- well, on a remarkable 
convergence of topics that come up here, El Salvador has 
announced it's going to move its embassy to Jerusalem. 


A Uh-hum. 


Q Do you have any statement about it? Did the 
United States encourage the Salvadorans to make that move? 


A I don*t think the United States would have 
encouraged El Salvador. That's a matter for the Government 
of El Salvador and the Government of Israel. Our position 
on our Embassy is very clear. There's been no change and 
certainly no dilution in the forthrightness we have 
expressed on the question before. 


Q Did you express it directly -- 


Q That takes care of El Salvador's arms 
problem. (Laughter) 


Q Did you express it to the Salvadorans? Did 
they ask you about whether you thought -- 


A I really don't know whether anybody has -- 
whether they asked us or whether we -- 


Q John, is there any follow-up on the Chinese 
diplomat in New York yesterday? What was the resolution of 
that situation? 





A There really isn't a follow-up. I understand 
he's -- I presume he's still in the hospital, and there the 
matter stands. 


Q Is the U.S. involved anymore in this case? 
A In what respect? 


Q I mean, is it basically at this point a case 
of a private or government, Chinese government, official 
who's in a hospital in New York and that doesn't involve 
any longer any diplomatic -- 


A Well, as I said yesterday, we don't get into 
the question of asylum, if that's where you're driving, and 
therefore have no comment either -- 


Q Well, are there any exchanges -- 
Q Is he a diplomat? 


K I understand he's not a diplomat. I 
understand he's a member of a Chinese -- was it a trade 
commission? A business mission. 


Q Are there any exchanges, diplomatic 
exchanges, going on -- without getting into what they are -- 
between the U.S. and China on this particular case? Or is 
this a case at this point of "the Chinese are taking care of 
it themselves and the U.S. is not involved?" 


A This is a case where, as I said yesterday, 
there would be no problem if the Chinese authorities wished 
to interview this gentleman, provided that he is agreeable 


to that. If he is agreeable to them interviewing him and they 


want to interview him, that's perfectly in order. There's 
no problem. 


As I understand it, the Chinese authorities have 
not asked to see him. 


Q Who would they have to ask to see him? 
Couldn't they just ask him, or just walk into his hospital 
room? I mean -- 


A I don't know. You'll have to -- I guess 
the New York Police Department is involved in this. You'll 
have to -- I'm sure you have a bureau in New York. 


Q We're doing it. Would they have to ask the 
State Department for permission to interview him? 
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A They might. They might raise it with us, but 
so far as I know, they have not. 


Q Jchn, I understand the Argentine Foreign 
Minister initially was supposed to have just one meeting 
with the Secretary, but I see he's going to be back in the 
building this afternoon. 


A Yes. 


Q Is there any particular reason for the second 
meeting? 


A I think the initial meeting went well, and I 
think they suggested that at the end of the visit here he 
might like to come back for a second session with the 
Secretary to pursue the diaissue. and that's what's happening. 


Q Is there any consideration to a trip for the 
Secretary to -- 

A A trip? 

Q Yes, to Argentina? 

A He's going to China with the President. 

Q There are months and weeks, etc. 

A Before? He's not going -- 

Q Is that under discussion? 

A No. 

Q It's not under discussion? 

A I don't want to mislead you. I'm not aware 


that it's under discussion, and I'm not aware of any trip. 
What I want to be absolutely straight with you on is, 
obviously people come in from a variety of countries and say 
it would be nice if the Secretary came to visit their 
country. I do not know whether there has been such an 
exchange, but there's certainly no plan. 


Q Speaking of Peking (sic), can you confirm the 
departure of Ambassador Kennedy? 


A Yes, he left this morning. 











ll 


Q John, has any retaliation been taken for the 
expulsion of the American diplomat from Afghanistan? 


A I do not think we have anything more on that 
since -- no. 


Q Given the -- to go back again to the original 
question -- given the apparent financial squeeze for covert 
activity, has any approach been made to any other country to 
help get the Administration out of the jam? 


: h As I said to Mike, not that I'm aware of. 
I'll be glad to see whether we'll offer any words on that 
later in the day, but I'm certainly not aware of it. 


Q There are no discussions underway? 
A Not that I'm aware of. 


Q Do you have a comment on the Israeli 
terrorist incident? 


A Yes. Obviously, that is a very shocking 
incident. The United States condemns this wanton act of 
terrorism, which struck at innocent civilians. We remain 
relentlessly opposed to terrorism wherever it occurs and 
whoever the agent. Israel has too long suffered the 
outrages of such despicable acts. The United States has 
long maintained that only through negotiations, not 
violence, can progress be made towards a just and lasting 
Middle East peace. 


Q Copy of that, please? 
A Sure. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Progressive 
article that I asked about yesterday? 





A No. You very kindly provided that to us with 
alacrity, Ralph, and we've sent it off to those who will be 
responding to it. I don't think there's any response yet. 


Q Do you have any response yet to either the 
America's Watch report on Salvador or on what's going on in 
Chile? 


A America’s Watch report on Salvador? Still 
being worked. Chile? No, not really. 
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Q Do you have any comment on the decision by 
the Israeli Government to establish seven new settlements in 
the occupied territories? 


A Our position on the settlements is well known. 
We do not consider them helpful and obviously are not in 
favor of any extension of them. 


Q John, did the government send any notice of 
congratulations, or what have you, to Mr. Chernenko on his 
new post? 


AK I'm not quite sure whether the White House -- 
I think you ought to check with the White House on that. 
I think you'll find there was something. 


Q Do you have anything on Kaunda‘s statements, 
and that he alleges -- 


A Sorry, on whose statements? 


Q Kaunda, in Zambia. He says that things have 
stalled on progress. 


A No, I don't. As you know, we continue to 
work that one. 


Q John, you give the impression -- sorry, your 
answer to my question gives the impression that you see the 
latest seven settlements the same way as the first seven 
settlements. I think they are sort of an accumulation which 
means that the Israeli Government is completely neglecting 
the Reagan initiative and neglecting all the situation 
surrounding the West Bank and your efforts even to try to 
alleviate the standard of living in the West Bank. 


A No, I think we remain very interested in the 
standard of living and the fate of Palestinians on the West 
Bank, but our position is unchanged on the question of the 
settlements. There's no change in that. We don't consider 
them to be helpful and moving forward with the peace pro- 
cess. 


Q John, has there been any attempt by this 
Administration to look into the funds which have been spent 
by Israel in these settlements and try to possibly put a 
stop on these funds from the foreign aid that the United 
States is giving to Israel until the Israeli Government will 
comply with your request? 
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A I don't know whether any attempts have been 
made to look into that. I'm sure you're well aware of the 
history of our budget request on behalf of Israel to 
Congress. In some cases, those amounts have been increased. 


Q Do you see any sort of a sharp contrast, or 
are you surprised that there is a sharp increase for the 
Israelis over what you are asking and now you are facing a 
situation in Central American, that they are cutting your 
budget -- how do you see this behavior? 

A Our position on our budget request is that 
we're asking for what is necessary. That's what we went up 
to the Hill with; that’s what we asked for. 

Q John, where is Murphy, please? 

He's in Muscat today. 

Where? 

Muscat. 

Oh. I thought you said Moscow. (Laughter) 


Thank you. 


-~> © 5o F*?§ DO °? 


Are we done? 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:35 p.m.) 
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DPC #66 


MONDAY, APRIL 16, 1984, 12:09 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: I have a housekeeping announcement 
and then a couple of statements. 


First, the housekeeping announcement relates to 
the NAC meeting. Just to remind you that all press who plan 
to cover the North Atlantic Council Ministerial Meeting -- 
that's May 29-31 -- need to apply for North Atlantic Council 
press credentials, either by phone or in writing, to the 
Department Press Office as soon as possible. During the NAC 
meeting, certain areas of the State Department building will 
be open only to press wearing the special credentials issued 
for the event. 


In other words, the State/White House press pass 
will not get you into certain areas of the building because 
of tightened security. So we'd appreciate your getting your 
applications in for those NAC press passes early. If you 
have any questions, please be touch with either Kathleen 
Lang or Darlene Kirk in the Press Office. 


I have an announcement on the death of a Foreign 
Service National in Salvador. It's with profound regret 
that we note that Embassy security investigator Alfredo 
Zapata was shot and killed in San Salvador at about 7:40 Eastern 
Standard Time this morning. According to our Embassy, Mr. 
Zapata and his wife, who was also seriously injured, were 
traveling in their car when the shooting occurred. We have 
no further details at this time. Mr. Zapata was a valued 
member of the Embassy staff. The Department of State con- 
demns all such acts of violence and terrorism, and extends 
its sincere condolences to the family of Mr. Zapata, as well 
as our hope that Mrs. Zapata has a speedy recovery. 


I also have a statement on the death of two 
American officials in Namibia. The tragic deaths of our 
representatives in Namibia this weekend remind us of the 
terrible cost of the conflict in southern Africa. Mr. 
Keogh and Lieutenant Colonel Crabtree were serving in the 
highest tradition of American dedication to the cause of 
peace. We extend to their families our deepest sympathy and 
our care in their loss. 


The United States is committed to trying to bring 
about peace in southern Africa, and our liaison office in 





Windhoek is there as part of that effort. The war in 
Namibia is nearly 20 years old. It will not be brought to 
an end through continued violence, but only through genuine 
efforts to achieve a peaceful, negotiated, internationally 
acceptable settlement under Security Council Resolution 435. 
Our commitment to that goal is undiminished. 


That's all I have for you. I'll be happy to take 
any questions. 


¢ Do you have any idea what caused -- who 
caused the deaths of Keogh and Colonel Crabtree? 


A No. We don't have any idea who caused the 
deaths, Jim. The reports have -- we frankly do not know. 
Reports have circulated. There have been some suggestion or 
allegations that SWAPO was involved. We understand SWAPO 
has put out a statement totally rejecting that and denying 
that the Americans were in any way targeted. So the investi- 
gation is continuing into the circumstances, but, as you 
know, there was an explosion at a gas station. Others -- or 
one other was killed besides the two Americans and others 
were injured. 


Q In addition -- well, there have been reports 
that the bomb was just a random device that went off, and 
they happened to be close by. 


A Yes. 
Q Does SWAPO deny that? 


A I have only seen a wire service report of the 
SWAPO statement, and what I saw was a denial that they were 
in any way involved with the incident, but I haven't seen 
their actual statement. 


Q Do you have any biographical information here 
on these two gentlemen? 


A I don't, with me, but it may be we can pro- 
duce some during the course of the afternoon. 


Q Do you know when the bodies will be coming 
back from there? 


A I think they have -- they're already in 
Pretoria and will very soon be coming back to the United 
States. Maybe tomorrow. 





Q What was the Colonel's role in the -=- the 
press reports are calling him a diplomat. Obviously, he's 
not a diplomat. 


A Well, he was part of the Mission. I think 
it's about a five-man mission, and from the very beginning 
it was said that there would be a military man in the 
Mission, and I think he was assigned to that Mission, and 
the Mission will be -- its strength will be maintained. 


Q John, former Assistant Secretary of State -- 
not Assistant Secretary of State, but U.N. Representative 
Donald McHenry said the Achilles heel of this whole disenga- 
gement process was the absence of a truce between SWAPO and 
South Africa. 


Is the U.S. going to press for a truce between 
SWAPO and South Africa in the immediate -- 


A Well, don't have anything specific on that, 
but, as you know, we have been very active in the area of 
diplomacy, and we're not going to be deterred by this par- 
ticular incident. 


Q Are you going to press for an agreement? 
A Don't have anything for you on that. 


Q On your first announcement on the death of 
Zapata, do you also have something on a U.S. national who 
was pulled out following threats? 


A Well, I don't have a great deal on that, Jim, 
but I'll be glad to give you what I do have. 


From time to time people in sensitive or high- 
visibility jobs at our Embassy in San Salvador receive 
threats. We take all such threats seriously and respond in 
accordance with the nature of each threat. For obvious 
reasons, we're not going to go into the specifics of any 
threats against particular Embassy officials nor the speci- 
fics of our response to those threats. 


Q But somebody was pulled out as a result of 
threats? 


A I guess you asked me about a specific indivi- 
dual, and the response is as I gave it. We're not going to 
get into details. 











Q Well, generically, did -- has somebody been 
pulled out? 


A I really am not going to get into that. 
Q What about the official of the Elections 


Council who Jeft the country -- he was a Christian Democrat 
-- after receiving a death threat? 


A I don't have any -- 
Q You have no response -- you have nothing? 
A Uh-uh . 


It's the secret anti-Communist army that was 
apparently responsible, and they've been taking more and 
more responsibility for an upsurge -- 


Q -- in violence. Do we have any statement in 
view of this upsurge? 


A No. 


Q John, about the National Security Decision 
Directive, which is published today in the newspapers, it's 
not clear at all what sort of countries the decision is 
directed against, because it talks about sort of hot pursuit 
against terrorist in countries, even in foreign countries. 
But say -- we know, for example, that Bulgaria, East Germany, 
those countries, are already accused of having camps of 
training terrorist and all that. Does this include such 
countries? 


A Well, I don't have anything on that report. 
We don't talk about alleged Presidential directives, and I 
think Larry Speakes had some words on that this morning. 


There isn't any question that, as you know, the 
Secretary outlined in a thoughtful speech our continuing 
concern about terrorism and the way to handle it, but as to 
the specifics of any decisions or alleged decisions or 
Presidential directives, I'm afraid I'll have to give you a 
blank response. 


Q Can you give us -- 


Q The Directive is not an authentic thing? 








A No. I'm just not going to respond to a 
suggestion that the President has issued an NSDD, which I 
think is what the story says. 


Q Can you give us the names of anybody who will 
be replacing the slain diplomats in Namibia? 


A I cannot. I think someone may have gone up 
to Windhoek from the Embassy in Pretoria today, but I don't 
have any names. I think they're really handling that from 


Q John, could you background us on the Glen 
Cove incident outside the Soviet compound? 


A Really can't, but I'd suggest you go talk to 
the FBI about that. 


Q Do you have any comment on the taking of a 
town in southeast Nicaragua by one of the rebel groups? 


A No, I don't. I think there was some allega- 
tion of U.S. involvement, and I think the Pentagon has 
responded to that particular aspect, but, no, I don't have 
anything on it. 


Q On a related matter, it's probably not the 
kind of question you like to field, but Ambassador 
Kirkpatrick -- 


A I probably should give you a list of those I 
like to field, and those I don't like to field, so you'll 
get it right. (Laughter) 


Q You know I always defer. 
A (Laughter) 


Q Ambassador -- or The Washington Post printed 
excerpts of her speech last week to the International Law 
Group, and she makes a number of factual allegations, which 
to my knowledge are at variance with those that the State 
Department has made or the State Department has made then. 
And specifically with respect to, for example, the infiltra- 
tion of rebels into Honduras and also the December exodus of 
Miskitos and coming under -- allegedly coming under strafing 
from airplanes, and so on. 





My question is, can you give the State 
Department's account of both incidents, and to what extent 

















does Ambassador Kirkpatrick check with the State Department 
on matters of fact when she makes public statements? 


A Well, I don't have anything beyond what we 
said at the time on those incidents, Jim, and I really don't 
see much point in going back. Whatever we said was clearly 
the effective State Department position at the time and 
clearly continues to be. 


Q Well -- 


A As to the extent to which Ambassador 
Kirkpatrick checks speeches, I don't know. 


Q How do we -- how are we to account for dif- 
ferences between what the State Department says, what she 
says, what -- in the case of the Miskito incident, what the 
U.S. bishop who was involved -- 


A I would take as your definitive word on that 
the President's radio address on Saturday, which was very 
detailed on what we see wrong in Nicaragua. Beyond that, as 
everybody knows, since the time they took power in 1979, the 
Sandinistas have betrayed their democratic supporters, they 
have allied themselves with Cuba, they have looked eastward 
for trade and weapons, they have undertaken a provocative 
military buildup, they've called for wars of liberation in 
their region, they've welcomed Soviet-bloc advisers, they 
have voted with Moscow in the U.N., and they furnished arms 
and advice to Marxist insurgents in El Salvador. 


Q John -- 


A That's all fro The New York Times editorial 
yesterday. 





Q They get their -- 
A (Laughter) 


Q I mean, they may get it from Jeane 
Kirkpatrick, as far as I -- 


Q Would you like to read the rest of that 
editorial? (Laughter) 


A Well, no <= I mean, no denying that philo- 
sophically there are diverse viewpoints about how you tackle 
this problem, but I don't think there really can be any 
doubt about the cause of unrest. 








Q Does the Administration maintain that its 
policy toward Nicaragua is working at this time? Do you 
contemplate changes in direction, any kind of fine tuning as 
a result of the recent flap in Congress? 


A Well, I think we would probably wait until 
Congress gets back and makes some decisions on budget levels 
before we answer that question. 


Q John, you mentioned the President's -ddress, 
and he used certain numbers, money numbers and numbers of 
Cuban advisers and otherwise. We should take those numbers 
and no others as that which the Administration -- 


‘ Well, I don't know that -- I mean, it depends 
what period -- if somebody else is using, we'd be -- we've had 
problems with numbers before -- 


Q Yes. 


A -- as you well know, where someone has looked 
at a narrow segment of the spectrum and said over a period 
of time in a certain part of the country, thus and thus hap- 
pened. But there's no questioning the veracity of the 
President's figures and the overall thrust of his 
statement. 


Q Same subject. Do you have anything on the 
appointment of an American legal adviser to the 
International Court of Justice concerning the Nicaraguan 
petition? 


A Well, I think Davis Robinson is our agent at 
the Court, and I think the deputy head of our Legal 
Department is the number two representative in The Hague. 


Q What is their mandate? 


A Their mandate will be to represent the United 
States at the deliberations. There will be, of course -- I 
guess I should let them discuss the procedure, but, presu- 
mably, there will be some discussion about the question of 
jurisdiction. 


Q John, do you have any comment on <-- a leader 
of the Nicaraguan Democratic Force was quoted in the L.A. 
Times this week as saying that, well, they'd have to turn to 
Israel now for aid. 





Q Do you have anything on that? 


A No. No comment. Saw the same report you 
did. 


Q John, this morning the Toronto Star reported 
that President Reagan -- 





A Sorry. The which -- who is reporting? 


Q The Toronto Star reported this morning that 
President Reagan has invited Prime Minister Trudeau -- 





Q -- along with Mexican President de la madrid 
to a meeting next month. Can you confirm that and tell us 
what the subject matter would be? 


A No. I can't confirm it, and really don't 
have any specifics on that report, but I'd keep checking 
with the White House and see what they might have to offer. 


Q Is Mr. -- or President de la Madrid scheduled 
to come to Washington or meet with President Reagan next 
month anyway? 


iy Well, we announced last week -- I forgot what 
the dates were, but we announced last week that he would. 
Yes. 


Q Priday. 


A And the Mexican Foreign Minister is here this 
week for the Commission meeting. 


Q John -- 


A Yeah. Go ahead. Excuse me -- let me take 
one over there. 


Q There were reports last week in Lebanon raising the 
question of the possibility of the Syrian forces returning to 
Beirut. 


A Yes? 





Do you have any readout or any -- 
Clearly, that would not be helpful. 


Excuse me? 


r Oo FY DO 


That would not be helpful in our view. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q There are reports of mobilization of the 
Syrian forces over the weekend. 

A Mobilization? 

Q Mobilization of forces of Syria. There is 


news that the health of Assad is deteriorating, or something, 
and on the other side there is the postponement of the con- 
ference between all the factions of Lebanon in Lausanne. Do 
you have any comments on these developments? 





A No, not really. When you say 
"mobilization," you mean troop movements in Damascus? 

Q Yes. 

A No. We're aware of, as I think we've said 


before, the enhanced security measures that are being taken 
in Damascus, but that's been going on for sometime. Don't 
have anything beyond that. 


Q Do you have anyting on the tension between 
Israel and Damascus? 

A No. 

Q Anything about Mr. Murphy's trip? 

A He is in the United Arab Emirates today. 
Over the weekend, he was in Saudi Arabia and Oman and 
Qatar. 

Q How can one see the difference between the 


mission of Mr. Murphy and that of Mr. Rumsfeld before? 


A Mr. Rumsfeld did not, I think, necessarily 
go to all the same capitals, and his was a continuing 
mission in the light of his representation of the President 
as the President's special emissary. 


Mr. Murphy is Assistant Secretary of the area, and 
visits the area from time to time; was there, I think, in 
February, and is making another visit to the area in the 
course of which, obviously, the tension in the Gulf will be 
discussed and there will be consultations with the various 
governments that -- 


Q Some press reports in the area call Mr. 
Murphy the special envoy of the United States 
Administration, so you don't agree to this characterization? 








ll 


A Unless something has changed, and I don't 
think it has, he is still Assistant Secretary for the area. 

Q Where is Mr. Silberman? 

A I do not know. I guess he's in Washington, 
but I don't know. 

Q He's not with Murphy or with Mr. Rumsfeld? 

A Well, I don't think he is. I haven't seen 


him for sometime. I don't think he is there. Let me check 
that for you. I'm not sure where he is. 





Q Back to Nicaragua. Ambasssador Kirkpatrick 
replied very clear yesterday that the United States won't 
accept whatever judgment, or whatever result by any 
judgment by the International Court in The Hague. Is that 
the U.S. Government official position? 


A The official government position is that the 
Court does not have jurisdiction. We have withdrawn the 
Court's jurisdiction as far as we're concerned in that area 
for two years. 


Q But even if the Court doesn't accept the 
exception taken by the U.S.? 


A I think that you -- perhaps you weren't here 
for a background briefing by a senior administration offi- 
cial when he responded to just that question, and I guess 
I'd refer you to his words. 





Q John, what was his response? He stopped 
just short of saying we would accept it and then Under (sic) 
Secretary Dam just said "I assume we would accept it." 
Would we accept it or not? 


A I think you ought to go back and look at the 
words, and -- 

Q So you're leaving it vague? 

A No, I'm referring you to what they said. 

Q John, what is your reading of the statements 


out of Moscow today regarding Soviet involvement or non- 
involvement in the Olympics? Do you see anything, signals or 
Clues that came out of there today? 
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A No, it's hard to read it. It's a little 
puzzling, Barrie, because we think that the United States 
has really gone to great lengths to facilitate Soviet atten- 
dance at the Olympics. There is just this one question of 
their attache that we challenge. We challenge the indivi- 
dual, and we are still perfectly agreeable to the Soviets 
having an Olympic attache at the Olympics so long as he is 
an a attache and not performing some other kind of 
function. 


Other than that, we are a little bemused. We do 
not see a continuing visa problem. There is no impediment 
as far as the Soviets are concerned. 


The other question they raise is the matter of the 
Organization which they allege is seeking to cause defec- 
tions, and we have made it clear that there is no U.S. 
Government connection with that organization. We've also 
made clear -- and perhaps this is hard for the Soviets to 
understand, given the character of their own society -- but 
our society is a free society. And although there is no 
government involvement, we cannot prevent private groups 
from making their views known. But there certainly is no 
government involvement in that, so we're a little puzzled. 
We can't really understand what it is the Soviets are 
balking at. 


Q Do you take from what was said in Moscow 
today that they are at least raising the specter of their 
non-involvement, and how would we respond to that? 


A It's hard to read because they -- I notice 
that various correspondents pressed the Soviets to be une- 
gquivocal, and I don't think anybody got a very satisfactory 
answer. It's kind of hard to read what they're saying. 


Q Do you have a comment on the Salvadoran 
Constituent Assembly decision to throw out the electoral 
register that the United States helped implement? 


A Yes, I do have something on that. We 
understand, in fact, that no final decision has been made by 
Salvadoran officials on whether to use the registry in the 
May 6 runoff election. 


The United States’ concern in the upcoming 
presidential runoff, as it was in the March 25 election, is 
that El Salvador have a free and fair election. The proce- 
dures followed in the election, including an electoral 
registry, are entirely up to the Salvadorans. 
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It's worth noting that the election in March 1982 
for the Constituent Assembly elections held while the 
Christian Democrats were in power, those elections were 
held without an electoral registry without any substantiated 
allegations of fraud. 


It's our understanding that while the electoral 
registry may not be used for the May 6 election, the intent 
is to refine its use for the 1985 local and national 
legislature elections where the issue of precinct voting is 
of particular concern in the election of local officials. 


Q Are you saying that it could possibly not be 
free and fair if they don't use the electoral registry or 
not? 


A No, not saying that; saying that's up to 
them. As you know, there are other provisions -- the 
dipping of the finger in the identifiable solution, the 
presentation of identity cards and -- also, as you know, 
there was some criticism, including by some of you ladies 
and gentlemen, of the use of the electoral register in the 
election that's already taken place. So it's up to them. 


Q Do you have any comment on the statement 
made by the Saudi Ambassador to Washington, saying that 
Saudia Arabia may seek to have weapons from other countries 


A No. 

Q -- including the Soviet Union? 

A No, that's their decision. 

Q John, on the Saudi Ambassador, there was an 
item in The New York Times Saturday that the Saudi Ambassa- 


dor hosted a dinner for the Russian Ambassador. Do you have 
any comment or reaction to that? 





A No, no. Who he has dinners for is his own 
business and his right. 


Q No, do you see that this is for the first 
time, hosting a dinner for -- 


A No, don't have eny comment on the Saudi 
-Arabia Ambassador's dinner companions. 
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Q You don't see anything -- 
EN Don‘t have any comment on it. 
Q Back on the Olympics. Is it in the U.S. 


Government interest for private groups to be encouraging the 
defection of Soviet athletes while they're here for the 
Olympics? 


A I think that all we can do is to take a 
position as a government, and we're not involved in that but 
at the same time we can't muzzle groups that are behaving in 
a-- as long as their activities are legal and are carried 
out in pursuit of -- or within the framework of U.S. law, we 
don't muzzle people in this country. 


Q John, do you have any reaction on the 
release of the two, French and American, people in Beirut? 


A Obviously we're delighted by that. We're 
very grateful to Nabih Berri and the Amal for their role in 
freeing Professor Regier. I think he is -- Professor Regier 
is currently on the U.S.S. Nassau being checked physically. 





Q You don't look at Shi'ite Lebanese factions 
as terrorists? 


By It depends on the situation and depends on 
the instance, but in this case we're certainly grateful. 


Q Meaning maybe they are terrorists yesterday 
and not terrorists today? I don't understand. 


oN Well, we're grateful for their help in 
getting Professor Regier released. 


Q John, do you have anything on two Uruguayan 
newspapers being shut down? 


‘A I do, Jim. We have been informed that the 
Uruguayan Government has closed the opposition newspaper -- 
I'll not do very well on this pronounciation; you'll pro- 
bably do better than self -- Cinco Dias -- is that it? -- 
okay. And the opposition magazine Frente Amplio. How is 
that, George? 





Q Very good. 
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A Very good; okay. As we've stated before, we 
think that freedom of the press is an essential aspect of 
freedom of expression. Freedom of expression is a basic 
human right, one which is essential to on-going efforts to 
achieve the transition to democracy in Uruguay, and we 
deplore its abridgement in Uruguay or anywhere else it 
occurs. 


Q Also, on yesterday's programs -- I know 
Kissinger doesn't speak for this Administration, but I 
guess, at least, to some extent Ambassador Kirkpatrick does. 
She was talking -- and so was he -- or hinting at really 
major threats occurring from two to five years to this 
country, to U.S. national security. And she talked about 
nuclear arms and chemical warfare, and things like that. 


And he hinted that maybe U.S. troops will have to 
inevitably be inserted into the region unless we act now. 
Does this -- do these speculations and timelines, as they 
were alluded to yesterday by those two people, is there 
something going on here that you - 


A I think you're being very unfair and inac- 
curate in saying that they “hinted of this." As I recall, 
they were responding to vigorous and perfectly legitimate 
questioning by correspondents as to what would happen if 
time runs out, and if the Congress refuses to authorize 
funds that the Administration has asked for. And I think 
they were both suggesting a kind of rationale, or a logical 
scenario that if you can't help people in the way the 
Administration is proposing to do, and as the Kissinger 
Commission has suggested, you risk obviously a deterioration 
of the situation, and you have to face the end prospect of 
that deterioration over a period of several years. 


But nobody was suggesting -- in fact, I think they 
were rather explicit, certainly in the case of Ambassador 
Kirkpatrick who, as you say, was speaking for the 
Administration. I think they were rather explicit in 
denying the existence of any such plans. So what they were 
doing was being pressed for an end result, and they were 
offering their view of what that end result might be; but 
there was no hinting, there was no suggesting that this was 
in prospect. 


Q Do we have any indication, in terms of this 
scenario, that nuclear weapons and chemical warfare is 
something that's presently being considered by either 
Nicaragua or the Soviet Union or Cuba in Central America? 
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A I'm not aware of that, but there have been 
developments in the area in the past, notably in Cuba which 
have posed problems, and certainly there has been discussion 
of the introduction of certain kinds of weaponry into the 
area which we have discouraged. 


Q John, this Administration has very strongly 
praised the Kissinger Commission and its Chairman for 
achieving a bipartisan consensus on policy in the region. 
Now that some time has passed from the issuance of the 
Commission Report, and you've seen how effective the bipar- 
tisan consensus has been, can you refine your view of the 
work of the Commission at all? 


A Change our viewpoint of how important it 
was? 

Q Yes, are you still satisfied with the bipar- 
tisan consensus on policy? 

A Very much so. 

Q It seems to be targeted mainly at the 
Administration. 

A No, I think that the findings were thought- 


ful, and are obviously still valid. And I think as Secretary 
Kissinger said yesterday, it's really ironic that we're 
involved in debate here -- about $30 million, or whatever it 
is -- when the need is far greater. He thinks, and cer- 
tainly members of his Commission, think that Congress should 
get on with considering the much larger program that his 
Commission avocated. 


Q This $30 million, has it already gone, the 
arms; have they already departed; are they down there now? 


A I don't know. 

Q How long will that amount last? 

A I don't know. 

Q John, do you have any information about 
deploying the UNIFIL in southern Lebanon, in Sidon -<-- in 


Sidon? There is an item in FBIS. Israel will not object to 
that? 


A We're talking to a number of our Allies and 
friends about UNIFIL, but don't have anything for you. 
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Q You see any nearby withdrawal -- because Mr. 
Arens says in an item here in FBIS that they would like to 
get out of southern Lebanon. Do you have any indications 
that they're planning to do a withdrawal or something? 


A No. I think you'd have to ask the Israelis 
about that. 

Q One more question on the Olympics, please? 

A Sure. 

Q You say that you are not involved in activi- 
ties of private groups opposing the Soviet participation? 

rey Uh-hum. 

Q Could you tell us something about the 


meeting between Mr. Elliott Abrams and leaders of the "Ban 
Soviets" Coalition Group? What happened in that meeting? 


A Sure. He went out to -= he went out 
somewhere on the West Coast and gave a speech and took a 
question afterwards, and somehow that has been -- I guess 
that was March 17; he was in Los Angeles. He delivered the 
dinner address at the Annual Conference of the 
Baltic-American Freedom League, one of the many such non- 
governmental organizations with which we maintain contact. 
An official of the Human Rights Bureau had addressed that 
group at its annual conference in 1982. 


In response to a question about political asylum 
requests at the Olympics, Mr. Abrams replied that the usual 
United States Government procedures would apply. 


There was no separate meeting between Mr. 
Abrams and (inaudible) 


A Not that I'm aware of. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:40 p.m.) 
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TUESDAY, APRIL 17, 1984, 12:21 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon all. I have a couple 
of announcements. First, concerning a briefing on the 
U.S.-Mexican talks. There will be a BACKGROUND briefing 
this afternoon at 4:00 p.m. here in the Press Briefing Room 
on today's meeting in the Department of the U.S.-Mexican 
Binational Commission, which meeting was chaired by 
Secretary Shultz and the Mexican Foreign Minister, Mr. 
Sepulveda. 


The Commission was established as a vehicle for 
discussing on a regular basis the full range of matters of 
mutual concern to the United States and Mexico. We consider 
it a very useful forum for exchanging views. 


I have a -- 
Q Is that on the record? 
A No, that's on BACKGROUND. 


On the return of the bodies of Mr. Keogh and 
Lieutenant Colonel Crabtree, the bodies of Mr. Keogh and 
Lieutenant Colonel Crabtree are being returned to the United 
States today. They will arrive in New York tomorrow 
morning, April 18, accompanied by the United States 
Ambassador to South Africa, Herman Nickel. In New York, 
they will be transferred to an Air Force plane for transport 
to Andrews Air Force Base. On that flight they will be 
accompanied by Deputy Assistant Secretary of State for African 
Affairs, Frank Wisner; Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense 
for International Security Affairs, Noel Koch; and 
Ambassador Nickel, who will have flown with them from South 
Africa. : 


There will be a brief ceremony at Andrews Air Force 
Base following their arrival at 10:00 with Under Secretary 
Eagleburger representing the Department. 


A funeral service for Mr. Keogh will be held at 
2:45 p.m. Wednesday with interment at Arlington National 
Cemetery to follow. 





We understand that Lieutenant Colonel Crabtree 
will be buried in Colorado on Friday, April 20. For 
further details on that, you should check with the Defense 
Department. 


I understand that from South Africa to New York, 
the bodies are being returned on Pan Am Flight 181, which 
arrives at Kennedy Airport at 6:50 a.m. They will then be 
transferred to, as I say, to the Air Force plane for 
transport to Andrews, and that flight will get in at 10:00 
a.m. 


I have a statement on Vietnamese attacks on 
border camps on the Thai border. The United States condemns 
in the strongest possible terms recent Vietnamese military 
action accinst settlements near the Thai-Kampuchean border 
containing tens of thousands of civilians. These people 
have sought refuge there from Vietnam's continuing occupation 
of Kampuchea, an occupation which violates the United 
Nations Charter and defies repeated U.N. General Assembly 
resolutions. 


While details of the attacks are not clear, 
Vietnamese forces apparently attacked and apparently overran 
three separate civilian encampments on April 15, the last 
day of the Khmer New Year celebration. 


Another large camp has been shelled and many of 
its residents evacuated as a precaution. Altogether, more 
than 75,000 Khmer civilians have been forced to flee the 
latest attacks, most of them to Thailand. The United 
States applauds the efforts of the Royal Thai Government, the 
United Nations Border Relief Operation, and private volun- 
tary organizations in assisting those civilians who have 
fled into Thailand. We will continue our support for their 
efforts. 


Such Vietnamese attacks along the Thai border 
highlight the threat to Thailand's security posed by 
Vietnam's occupation of Kampuchea. In a similar attack last 
month, Vietnamese forces entered into Thai territory, where they 
were engaged by Thai forces defending their country's 
sovereignty and territorial integrity. 


The United States joins the Thai Government in 
urging Vietnam to respect Thailand's territorial integrity. 
The United States stands by its commitments to Thailand's 
security. 





We call on Vietnam, as so many of the world 
nations have done, to withdraw its military forces from 
Kampuchea and to permit that country to choose its own 
government and finally live in peace. 


That's all I have for you. 


Q It doesn't affect in any way the U.S.-Thai 
security relationship? 


A Affect it? 

Q Will there be speeded deliveries? 

A I do not know of anything at hand, and I do 
not know of any special Thai request, but should such a 
request come we would, as we have said before, treat it with 
warmth and compassion. 

Q You don't expect this statement to have a 
negative impact on the efforts of this Administration 
regarding the -- those who are missing in action in Vietnam? 


A Expect it to have negative impact? No, I 
don't. 


0 Yes, on the Vietnamese attitude, I mean? 

A No, don't see that the two are related. 

Q One more logistical matter before we go any 
further. I understand the Secretary is going to be on this 
USIA Worldnet, or whatever it is, tomorrow? 


A Yes. Tomorrow morning. 


Q Are you making any provision for it to be 
viewed or heard here? 


a Well, we're not. It's a USIA project, and I 
refer you to them. I do not know what their process is. As 
you know, they are constrained by law, by Congress, and what 
they can work out within those constraints, I don't know. 

Q Usually they're available for viewing. 

A Yeah, check with them. 


Q We'll take it to the International Court of 


Justice. 





Q Do you have anything on the Olympic state- 
ment by the Russians about their saying that they're not 
going to boycott games but -- 


A The statement or their press conference? 
Q Press conference. 


A No. I think we continue to be bemused today 
as we were yes-erday, and as you all were yesterday, by what 
they said at their press conference. I did do a little 
research and discovered that a number of Soviet teams have 
recently been in the United States without any impediment or 
hindrance. 


For example, there was a track and field team 
here in the second half of February, about 20 participants. 
Then in late February, early March, they sent a team of 
junior alpine skiers, about 12 in number. They have 14 
figure skaters currently here. March 14 to 22, a gymnastics 
team of about 14; a shooting team of about 30 members, which 
is just completing a visit. Cross-country runners, nunm- 
bering about 32, were here between March 22 and March 30. 
They had a team of wrestlers numbering about 30 here between 
March 26 and April 10. All these groups came. There were 
no reports of any problems, including defections. 


On “Face the Nation" on April 15, U.S. Olympic 
officials several times referred to the good reception 
in particular the Soviet wrestlers got from American 
crowds. 


I don't know that that's very responsive to your 
question, John, but it's a little stuff that I dug out that 
seems to indicate that they're coming and they‘re around 
and not suffering any great trials or tribulations. 


Q John, the Interior Department is opening 
today for bidding a number of tracts in the Bering Sea, six 
million acres of which are still disputed. 

A Uh-huh. 


Q What has the State Department input on that 
been? 


A There has been input. I think, basically, 
Interior is handling it, and there will be some guidance in 
the Press Office on that -- fairly lengthy guidance -- 
setting out that position. But, basically, I think that is 
going ahead without prejudice to the outcome of the case. 
That's basically the bottom line. But there is some guidance. 





Q The thought here is that -- is what? I'm 
sorry, I don‘t understand. 


A Well, that no drilling takes place, I think. 
As I understand it, those who are bidding on those leases 
will have a down deposit in escrow, and no action will take 
place until there is a resolution of the dispute between 
ourselves and the Soviet Union. 


Q Were there questions raised here on it -- 
does it seem like a good idea? 


A I'm sure the State Department was involved 
in that discussion. I'm sure. 


Q In favor -- given the other points of 
dispute between the two countries? 


A Well, I guess even if I knew, I would retreat 
behind our traditional position of not indicating who 
said what in the decision-making process, but I honestly 
don't know. I don't think it's a big -- 


Q One last thing on this: The Soviets say 
it's a mistake to raise another possible flash point now. 
Any response to that? 


A I think the manner in which this is going 
forward indicates that there is no intention on our part to 
make it a flash point or a confrontational issue. And I 
think the way we are handling it underlines that. 


Q John, do you have anything on the World 
Court meeting today? 


A Not a great deal. I guess there was a 
meeting, Bill. They apparently did meet today, and the 
discussion was to revolve around the schedule for hearing 
Nicaragua's request for provisional measures; but as of now, 
I haven't heard any announcement of what that schedule might 
be. 


Q To confirm that -=- Go ahead. Let Al go. 
Go ahead, Al. 


A Sure. O.K. Someone. 





Q The question is, on the capture of that town in 
southern Nicaragua by the Pastora forces, does the State 
Department have any comment on that or whether they would 
recognize a provisional government? 


A No. Don't have any comment. 


Q The American role in the World Court will be 
to outline the U.S. view that the Court should not have 
jurisdiction, is that basically -- 


A Yes, that's why our agent is there, to for- 
ward that case. 


Q John, on that, a scholar in international 
law in the The New York Times Sunday suggested that if you want 
to withdraw for two years, you have to give them a six-month 
notice. Could you tell us what the law is here? 





A No. I think that was covered by better 
legal minds than myself in a BACKGROUND briefing, and I 
think that relates to withdrawal rather than temporary 
withdrawal of recognition; but I think that was well 
covered, and I wouldn't attempt to go over it. 


Q John, as I understand the state of play on 
this, what we have at the moment is a squabble over juris- 
diction before the Court, is that right? 


A Yes, that's right. 


Q O.K. You can win or lose any sort of legal 
action. 


A Yes. 


Q Let's go back to day one on this thing. 
Should we lose, do we say that we are prepared to accept the 
Court's decision? 


A I think both the senior official and, I think, 
Deputy Secretary Dam have expressed themselves on that 
point; and I think I'd like to go back, given the fact that 
this is before the Court, I think I would like to refer to 
their careful words. 


Q John, the London Times published a report 





saying that the United States and Israel had already 
extended the Memorandum of Understanding between them for 





five years more and that the Memorandum had been even 
expanded somehow to give Israel more privileges. Nothing 
has been published at all in this country. 


A Not that I'm aware of. I don't have 
anything on it. 


Q John, there is a wire service report that 
the Soviets have bombers poised on the Afghanistan border 
for a possible spring offensive. Do you have anything on 
that? 


A Be glad to give you what I have. In 
Afghanistan, there generally is a winter lull in the 
fighting between Soviet and Democratic Republic of 
Afghanistan forces and the Afghan resistance, which has done 
very well in keeping the Soviets from achieving their objec- 
tives in Afghanistan. 


The Soviets control their military bases and 
major transportation routes and hold the balance of power 
in the major cities, especially Kabul. But the resistance 
controls about 75% of the countryside and operates in all 
cities, exercising significant control over some. 


Usually at this time of year, the pace of the 
fighting picks up throughout the country, but so far we have 
had no confirmation that major offensives or operations have 
begun. Certainly, given the Soviets’ lack of success 
against the resistance or mujahidin, one might expect them 
to try new tactics such as the high-altitude bombing 
described in the report you mentioned. This would be an 
escalation of destructive anti-civilian Soviet warfare. 
During 1983, we noted that the Soviets used increasingly 
brutal tactics against civilian targets in areas suspected 
of strong support for the resistance and of strategic impor- 
tance. 


The major point is that the struggle in 
Afghanistan continues unabated, the Soviets have not been 
able to defeat the resistance, and they may be considering 
new military tactics. Most importantly, the continuing 
struggle in Afghanistan highlights the need to achieve a 
negotiated political settlement for Afghanistan to get the 
Soviet forces out and to end the torment of the Afghan 
people. This remains the goal of United States policy. 


Q Can we confirm the bombers? 


A No, cai.'t confirm. 





Q Can we get a copy of that, John? 
A Yes, sure. 


Q John, there is a long story on the front 
page of the Washington Post this morning about southern 
Lebanon being cut out completely from other parts of Lebanon 
by the Israeli occupation. Do you have any comment on that? 





A No, don't. 


Q And going back to my colleague's question 
about the -- Is there a role, or is Israel destined to play 
a role in the implementation of the new anti-terrorist ordi- 
nance in the Middle East? 


Will the United States be relying on the activi- 
ties or the input from Israel more than before? 


A Well, there are several parts to that. 
Firstly, I'm not going to comment on alleged Presidential 
directives on terrorism. You know our attitude toward 
terrorism; you know how the evolution of our thinking has 
been proceeding. The Secretary has made that clear. 


You know what Israel does in the field of 
terrorism, but there is no link between our own plans and 
the way Israel handles its instances of terrorism. 

Q You say “alleged.” You « +'* recognize that 
it exists and that the President signed © S&pril 3? 


A No, I don't. 


-- MORE -- 





Q So all of these front-page stories in the 
papers are hypothetical? 


7 Oh, we're used to seeing lots of front-page 
stories and still refusing to concede that documents exist 
or -- that's nothing new for us. 


Q And there is no story of half a million 
dollars prize for the winner or something like that? 


A We're not going to talk about Presidential 
directives that are alleged to have been signed, but I think 
our attitude on how to handle terrorism has been made very 
plain in recent weeks, and it should not surprise you. 


Q In this regard do you have any comment on 
what happened in London this morning or today? 


4 Yes. tt*s scandalous behavior which absolu- 
tely violates all international norms and is part of the 
continuing state-sponsored terrorism that we've seen from 
Libya over a period of months. 


Q John, to remain on the Middle East, you don't 
have any comment on the multi-sided Soviet diplomatic 
efforts with so many Arab countries at the same time now? 


A No. No, I don't. 

Q Do you have a judgment as to who is respon- 
sible for yesterday's killing of the security officer at the 
Embassy? 


A No. Just before I came out I gathered that 
somebody has -- that there's a -— I haven't seen it, but 
somebody has claimed responsibility, but I don't have 
anything about it. 


Q There's a report in the Post today that he'd 
received a number of death threats -- 


A Uh-huh . 


Q -- prior to his assassination. 


A Uh-huh. 








10 


Q Do we know who took credit -- or who took 
responsibility when they conveyed -- whoever it was that 
conveyed those death threats? 


A I do not. No. 


Q Can you look into -- is it possible to look 
into that question? 


A I don't -- I mean, I don't think so. How 
would we know? 


Q Pardon? 


BN I mean, how would we know who's threatening 
to kill him? 


Q Well, sometimes they take responsibility 
-- you know, they attach their names to the threats. 


A Well, then I‘ll let you do the research. If 
you're talking about some material that's in the public 
domain, I'll let you do the research. 


Q John, on that, as a policy matter is it the 
position of the Department that it's okay for somebody like 
this to have a -- what we'd call in Buffalo a “second-front 
job" at the Sheraton Hotel? 


A I don't know what the policy is. 


Q Doesn't that raise a question of duality of 
allegiance or something that where his duties at the hotel 
might impinge on his duties at the Embassy? 


A I don't know what the policy is, but I'm sure 
that is something that would have been taken into con- 
sideration by the Embassy at the time that Mr. Zapata talked 
about it to them and discussed that with them. I'm. sure 
they would not permit any conflict, if that's your question, 
but I don't know what the regulations are. 


Q John, is there any follow-up on the apparent 
nomination of Nora Astorga to become Ambassador to the U.S. 
from Nicaragua? 


A No. 


Q John, same question. Is there any change in 
U.S. position on the U.S. Ambassador, Bergold? 
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A No. 

Q -- to go down there? 

A No. 

Q Has he been confirmed now? 

A Let me check where that process is, Jim. I 


can't quite remember where he stands, but there's no change 
in our position. 


Q John, nothing to be announced yet on the 
story of the monthly Progressive on the indulgence of U.S. 
in the death squads? 





ay You jog my memory, and I must confess I 
haven't seen anything on that, and that is a little while 
back, so let us give the machine that undoubtedly is even 
now, aS we speak, whirring -- let us give it a little 
stimulus. 

0 John, the Deputy Sheriff of Albuquerque, New 
Mexico, is of American-Arabic background -- his name is Mike 
Mansour -=— was arrested by the Israeli authorities on April 
the 2nd, and he was put in military prison. 

A He was enlisted? 

Arrested. 
Arrested. 
Yes. 


In Israel. 


No. That's one that hasn't -- 
And could you look into this matter, please. 
I must confess -- 


Without any charges being, you know, filed 


Q 

A 

Q 

A 

Q Yes. Are you familiar with the case -~ 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

m. Can you take the question and look into this 


against hi 
matter? 
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A Let me see whether we might provide 
something. I'm not guaranteeing to take the question, but 
let me see if we've got anything on it. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


Q John, do you have something on South African 
actions against black townships? 


A Yes, I do. The United States is somewhat 
encouraged by certain decisions on resettlement made by the 
South African Government as announced April 11 by the South 
African Minister of Cooperation and Development, Mr. 
Koornhof. The Minister said that St. Wendolin's black 
settlement of 12,000 people near Pinetown, Natal, is to 
become a black town with freehold rights and eventually will 
possess its own local authority. We hope that this decision 
will set a positive precedent. We also note the reply 
Minister Koornhof gave in Parliament -- that's the South 
African Parliament -- April ll, which affirmed that in the 
Cape Town area, “there was no intention to compel the residents 
of the existing black townships to move" to a new township. 


The United States views this as an important, 
though initial, step toward halting forced removals of indi- 
viduals in South Africa. Our position on forced removals is 
well known to the South African Government, and it is our 
strong hope that these announcements are an indication of 
the future direction of government policy in this area. 


Q Copy, please? 
4 Sure. 


Q John, do you have anything on Soviet 
amphibious landings off the Vietnamese coast? 


A Yes, I do. 


We've expressed our concern several times in the 
past few years about the growing Soviet military presence in 
Southeast Asia, particularly in Vietnam where the Soviet 
buildup continues. Vietnam depends overwhelmingly on the 
Soviet Union for military and economic assistance, which is 
in excess Of $1 billion a year and has in turn provided the 
Soviets an important facility at Cam Ranh Bay projecting 
Soviet military power into Southeast Asia. The introduction 
of Soviet amphibious forces into Vietnam for the first time 
adds to the Soviet destabilizing influence in the region. 
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Q Copy of that, please? 

A Sure. 

Q John, is the United States doing anything in 
addition to its usual to help the refugees who have flooded 
into Thailand from Cambodia? 

A Let me check on that for you, Spence. 

Q John, is the Vice President having any other 
discussions or carrying any letters from the President to 
any Soviet officials -- 

A I don't know. 


Q -- other than the chemical warfare 
communique. 


A I don't know. I really don't know what his 
schedule is. 


Q Thank you. 
sy Okay? 


Q John, do you have anything on the President's 
trip to China? (Laughter) 


A That's a pretty broad subject. There have 
been numerous briefings. 





Q Also, arms sales -- whether U.S. is selling 
arms to the Chinese or not? 


A Whether we are selling arms to the Chinese? 

Q And what kind of arms. Yes. 

A Well, I think we've had a number of state- 
ments on aid to China and the framework within that -- 
within which *hat is transmitted, and you can do a little 
research on that in the Press Office. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:44 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, all. I have one state- 
ment up front on Cyprus: The April 17 exchange of credentia's 
between the Turkish Government and the Turkish Cypriot 
community was a surprise and a disappointment to the United 
States. This development has caused us deep concern because 
it clearly could set back the United Nations Secretary- 
General's efforts to bring about a solution based on nego- 
tiations between the two parties in Cyprus. 


In this connection, the United States reaffirms its 
support for U.N. Security Council Resolution 541 as well as 
our earlier condemnation of the Turkish-Cypriot declaration of 
statehood of November 15, 1983. The United States deeply 
regrets yesterday's action and is continuing to urge all par- 
ties concerned to support the Secretary General's positive 
efforts to find solutions to the Cyprus question. 


That's all I have for you. 

Q Question on that? 

oN Sure. 

Q May we have copies, too? 

A Sure. 

Q The question is, will this affect the 
Administration's attitude on the pending foreign aid bill with 
respect to Turkey that Schneider said to Congress <= that a 
condition with respect to Cyprus on Turkey aid was a “killer 
amendment." Is this going to affect that -- 


A Not aware of anything, but let's see how it 
plays out. 


Q Will you look into it? 
A Yes, I'll take a look at it. 


Q Is it going to affect the Administration's sup- 
port for the aid package? 








M Be glad to take a look at that. 

(Pause) 

Q Let's see, what will we talk about now? 

(Laughter) 

Q Do you have any comment on the reports that 
Americans were directly involved in that attack several months 
ago on the petroleum -- 


A No. 


Q John, was there a report that the Soviets have 
accused the U.S. of using biological weapons in scattered 
parts of the world? Do you have something on that? 


nN I hadn't seen that one, Bernie, but it's 
obviously preposterous. 


Q Can I go back to Jim's question on Nicaragua? 


A Yes. 


Q You commented a couple of weeks ago on the 
mining, that, in a sense, the United States supported -- 


A I commented on mining? 


Q Well, you said it was good, in a sense, because 
it prevented Nicaragua from exporting -- it could contribute 
to the ability of Nicaragua to export weapons to El Salvador. 


A Well, O.K. I understand your drift. I don't 
agree with the way you phrased it, but, sure, go ahead. 


Q You didn't approve directly of it, but you said 
that it could have that effect, and that was a good effect. 


Is it your view, as well, that the destruction of 
the oil pipeline and the attack on the oil tanks there have 
the same effect? 


A Don't know. Can't answer that, Jim. Don't 
have a comment on it. 


Q Is there any reason why you would indicate that 
-- is there any reason why you would treat the two questions 
differently? . 














A Well, I think, obviously, without talking 
about the question of mining, nevertheless, an impediment to 
ships bringing in arms, which then move from Nicaragua to 
El Salvador is rather clear-cut; but you're asking me to com- 
ment on something that I don't know anything about. I don't 
know what impact this particular incident had. 


Q Would you suggest that this is less clear-cut? 
a I don't know. I don't know enough about it. 


Q I mean, I hesitate to ask this, but do you 
think you could give us an answer on that? 


a I will see whether anybody is interested in 
commenting on that. I rather doubt it, but I will be glad to 
look and see. 


Q John, has the United States had any discussions 
at all regarding the situation in London, and now in Tripoli, 
with British diplomats? What's our position on it, et cetera? 


a I don't know of any such discussions, Barrie, 
but it wouldn't surprise me, I mean that we would have kept in 
touch with the British on that. But I'm not aware of any spe- 
cific discussions. 


Q Not even, John, along the lines of having been 
approached, or offering help, for a potential evacuation of the 
8,000 or so British nationals in Libya? 


A I'm not aware of that. Insofar as our own 
situation is concerned, I can just tell you what I know about 
Americans. There are about 500 to 1,000 U.S. citizens in 
Libya. They are primarily long-term residents or employees of 
U.S. companies. It is illegal for U.S. citizens to use their 
American passports for travel to Libya, and the events of the 
last two days illustrate the reasons which prompted the United 
States, in 1981, to urge American citizens to leave Libya. 
These reasons retain their validity to this day, and the 
United States continues to watch that situation closely. 


Now, insofar as the events in London are concerned, 
just expanding on what we said yesterday, the firing from the 
Libyan People's Bureau in London is an outrageous and 
deplorable deviation from accepted international behavior, 
exacerbated by the measures taken in Libya toward the British 
and the preposterous claims of Radio Tripoli. 








Q May we have a copy of that? 
oy You sure can. 


Q Is there any substance in the reports that 
Soviet ships had landed some Nicaraguan troops in or around 
Costa Rica? 


A I hadn't seen that one. I must confess I've 
been out of the building a little this morning, but I haven't 
seen that one. 


Q Has the United States rejected Nicaragua's 
ambassadorial choice? 


A Don't have anything for you on that, Jim. 


Q John, anything on where the case at The Hague 
might go in the coming days? 


4 Not very specifically. Let me check that one 
for you, but I think I heard a suggestion that the case would 
come before the Court next week sometime. Let me check to see 
if we have a date on that. 


-- MORE -- 





Q Mr. Hughes, could you tell us whether the 
United States has agreed on the resolution on UNICEF (sic), 
which is coming today in the Security Council? 


a Well, discussions are going on with a nunm- 
ber of our friends and allies in that connection, and, as 
you say, there may well be a vote, but I think until we 
see the resolution, no, we do not have a comment. 


Q There are two points on which the United 
States is against. I am asking about that, the two resolu- 
tions, the formal resolutions, which ask for the with- 
drawal of the Israeli forces, and they said that this is 
unbalanced, whether they have given up this stand.-- 


A As I said before, we will wait until we 
see the resolution. 


Q UNIFIL, we are talking about. 
A UNIFIL, right. 


Q Supposing somebody will veto, what will 
happen? 


Mn Maybe I am not getting through to you. We 
will withhold comment until we see the resolution. 


Q Do you have any comment today on what the 
senior U.S. official said to some reporters last night 
with respect to the April 30 deadline on Contadora? 


A Not really, Jim. I am not going to go into 
that in any detail. Our position is that we have consis- 
tently supported the Contadora process and the 2l-point 
Document of Objectives as the best hope of resolving 
tensions in the area. The United States is not a partici- 
pant in the Contadora group, however, and so any questions 
about the procedures to convert the 21 Objectives into 
firm treaty agreements should be addressed by the partici- 
pants themselves. 


Q Did that subject come up in the discussions 
he is asking about? 
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A I don't have anything more for you. 
Q Do you have any description of the meeting? 


A I don’t. I guess you had a background 
session yesterday. 


Q I thought you might want to put something 
on the record. 


A No, I don't. 


Q Do you have a situation report on the Iraq- 
Iran War? There are reports that two ships, or whatever, 
around the Kharg Island was bombed by Iraq. 


A I have seen those reports, but I don't have 
anything for you on then. 


Q Anything on Monterossa's comments about 
arms supplies coming in from Guatemala and Honduras? 


4 Sure. That is pretty much in line with 
what we have been saying. Substantial military supplies 
continue to flow into El Salvador from Nicaragua, arriving 
by air, sea and land. Overland routes from Nicaragua do 
pass through both Honduras and, to a lesser extent, Guatemala. 
As we have noted since last October, there is evidence 
of a shift in these supplies from arms to ammunition, and 
other supplies, so Colonel Monterrosa's assessment appears 
to be consistent with these facts. 


Q I have a question. You said -=- what you just 
read. 


There is a land route that flows through Guatemala 
from Nicaragua, so that Nicaragua -- 


A To a lesser extent. We don't have any 
problem with the statement that there is some shipment 
from Guatemala. 


Q But by land, and the Nicaraguans control it. 
Is that what you are were saying? 


aN I can't specify. You have got all I've got, 
Jim. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 


~ Sure. 
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Q Did the State Department or the U.S. 
Government make a sort of rebuttal or an answer to former 
Secretary of State Alexander Haig that some sources 
stifled all efforts to bring about peace in Lebanon 
by the evacuation of all Arab forces? 


A Not that I am aware of. 


Q I mean, is the government going to stand 
still in front of this attack on -- former Secretary? 


A Well, if your question is, has the Admin- 
istration responded to former Secretary Haig, not that I 
am aware of. 


Q Will the Administration respond in the 
case of his book, and the accusations? 


a I do not know. I am not aware of any such 
plans. He is a private citizen and he has written a 
book. 

Q John, any reaction to the Soviet comment 


on the U.S. chemical weapons ban treaty? 
A Which one is that, Bill? 
Q Yesterday. 
A Oh, in Geneva, where they -- 
Q Yes. 


A -- attempted to shoot it down before it 
was presented? 


Q Yes. 


A No. I think Vice President Bush had some 
comments on the Soviet rejection, and I think we will just 
leave it at that. 


Q John, on the shipment of arms to El Salvador, 
are those various routes that you suggested all under, as 
someone asked, Nicaraguan control? I didn't get the 
answer. 


A I can't answer that, Bernie. Let me do a 
little further checking for you. 


Q One more on El Salvador, which is the killing 
of the security officer. Now, a communique purporting to 
be from the FPL took responsibility. Does the United 





States have a comment, and does it have an assessment as 
to the authenticity of the communique? Has it made a 
judgment? 

Of their claim to have killed him? 

Pardon me? 


Of their claim to have killed him? 


mo », OO F 


Well, does the United States have an 
assessment as to who was the responsible party, and an 
assessment as to the authenticity of the communique? 


oy No. 
Q John, there are reports that Israel pro- 


vided arms to the anti-Sandinista group, filled a United 
States request or agreement. Do you have any comment 


on that? 
ny No, I don't. I am certainly not aware of 

it. 
Q Excuse me? ° 
A I don't have a comment, and I am certainly 


not aware of it. 

Q Mr. Hughes, would you kindly comment 
whether the United States is willing to go along with 
the Secretary General's request that the UNIFIL be 
extended throughout Lebanon? 

A Why don't we wait until -- 


Q No, this is something not with the resolu- 
tion. 


A I am not going to talk about UNIFIL until 
after the vote. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:35 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: I understand some of you were trying 
to get out of here early today; my contribution to that is to 
have no announcements and no news. 


(Laughter) 

But I°ll be glad to take any questions. 
No questions? Great. 

Q Do it quick! 

A Clean and quick! (Laughter) 

Q You're ready? 

A I've done my opening. 


Q Could you elaborate on the reasons why 
you found Nora Astorga unacceptable as Nicaragua's 
Ambassador to Washington? 


A All countries have the right to approve 
or disapprove ambassadors that they receive. The United 
States gave careful consideration to the Nicaraguan 
request for Miss Astorga and discussed this matter 
several times at senior levels with the Nicaraguan 
Government. That Government is well aware of the reasons 
for our actions. 


There has already been considerable publicity 
about this case, and the United States believes it would 
not be appropriate or desirable to make any further 
public comment. We have, however, made it clear to the 
Nicaraguan Government that we would welcome another 
request for agrement. 


Q Copy of that, please? 


A Sure. 


Q And the matter of Mr. Bergold -— that is 
settled? There's no change in that? 








A The Nicaraguan Government has given agrement 
to Ambassador Bergold, and there is no change in that 
situation. 

Q Do you have any comment today on the death 


threats in El Salvador and its effect on the election? 


A No, not really, Jim, except to say what we 
have said before and what we reiterate, namely that we 
deplore and condemn political violence from whatever quarter 
it may come. 


Q Well, but this story suggests that the reason 
that the electoral register was abandoned was that at least 
} two PCN candidates decided to vote to abandon it hecause 
they had received death threats, and then they left the 
country. 


a Uh-huh . 


Q Does that change our view as to the legiti- 
macy of the action? And does it affect our view as to the 
freeness and fairness of the election? 


A It doesn't affect our view that we deplore 
threats of political violence from whatever source they may 
come. It doesn't change our view that we support very 
strongly the process of elections for the May 6 runoff. It 
doesn't change our view that the mechanics of that election 
are an internal Salvadoran matter, and the Salvadoran 
authorities will proceed in the way they think best. 


Q Well, you have said in the past that the 
guerrillas have attempted to disrupt the elections by, among 
other things, taking responsibility for assassinating one, 
two, or three -- I don't know how many the State Department 
believes -- Members of the Assembly. Now, these people have 
been forced out of the country. 





Why would this not affect our view as to whether 
the election was being disrupted? 


A Well, there is no indication that the elec- 
tion is being disrupted. The process is still going for- 
ward. Sure, there is a debate about the registry, but 
again, that is a matter for the Salvadoran authorities to 
decide. But I haven't heard any suggestion that the elec- 
tion would be invalid as a result of these incidents. 








Q If I could just follow with one more, do you 
have any opinion now as to who may have been behind the 
killing of the chief security officer? 


A No, we still do not. 


Q Last week, when the Prime Minister of 
Thailand was here, we learned in our briefing that the 
President said that he was sending out a team to see which 
fighter plane would be best for Thailand. The reports from 
Thailand today are that the President was trying to convince 
the Prime Minister to accept the Northrup F-20. 


Would you clarify that for us, please? 


A I can't, because I don't know anything about 
it. I'm afraid I'm not aware of that statement if it was 
made in the briefing, and I'm just not aware of what the 
Thais may be considering. 


Q Let me ask you -=- I don't know <-- you issued 
a statement last week and you may have answered my questions 
previously about the hijacking of the bus in Jerusalem where 
you condemned the wanton terrorism, et cetera. 


A Uh-huh. 


Q Now, some news has come up since then, one, 
the destruction of these four young, Palestinian hijackers' 
homes, and two, there is information coming out from Israel 
that one of the hijackers, a 19=- or 18-year-old boy, was 
taken alive, with clear pictures showing that he was alive 
and handcuffed, and now he is dead and buried. 


Do you care to comment on that (inaudible)? 


A No. Certainly, our statements on the 
unpalatableness and the heinousness of that crime still 
stand. And I have no comment on the Israeli action against 
the homes of the terrorists. 


Q You have no comment on the homes? 
A I have no comment on the Israeli action 


against the homes of the terrorists, and terrorists they 
Clearly were. 


Have seen that latest report just this morning; 
don't have anything for you on the question of whether one 
of those terrorists was can*ured alive. 





Q John, can I please follow up on this? 
Previously, such spokespersons as you issued some statements 
about collective punishments and something like that. 


Q Now, you're telling us that you will not do 
that. Is that something new, a new policy? 


A I'm not saying we will not do that or we will 
never do that, but I'm saying I have no comment in this par- 
ticular case. 


Q Would you care to look at both issues and let 
us know later on if there would be a statement in this 
regard? 


A No. There will not be a statement on the 
action taken against their homes. Let me take a look and 
see whether we will have anything to say about the -- I 
suspect we will not; I think that's an Israeli matter -- but 
nevertheless, let me take a look at it, on the prisoner who 
was allegedly captured alive. 


Q John, could you -- 


A You've had about seven or eight questions, 
Jim. Why don't you let -- 


Q I was just following up -- 


Q Can I ask you two things here, John? One: 
Can you tell me whether a Soviet sailor who defected in 
Mobile is being brought to the building today for 
discussions with Soviet officials -=- the circumstances? 


A I really can't be very forthcoming about 
that, Mike, in order to protect the Soviet citizen involved 
and also in order to preserve the confidentiality of our 
diplomatic exchanges with the Soviets. It's a practice not 
to provide details on such meetings. I guess we will con- 
tinue. 


I've seen the wire service reports and the FBI 
discussion of asylum. As you know, we are “in a box" on 
that because we, traditionally, don't discuss asylum cases 
as a matter of policy. And in any case, it is an INS 
matter. But insofar as a meeting, no, don't have anything 
for you on it. 





Q Well, if he elects to return to the Soviet 
Union and what-have-you, you would have a comment on that? 
You would say so? 


A I'm not discussing the specifics of this 
case, but I assume that if someone in -- and I say, I'm not 
discussing the specifics of this case -- but someone in an 
asylum situation elected to return to the Soviet Union and 
ae was voluntary, I presume he would return to the Soviet 
Union. 


Q And you would let us know? 


A I don't know whether we would go into an 
asylum case. I'd have to plumb 50 years of policy on our state- 
ments on asylum in that case, I guess, Mike. 


Q On another matter, a Vietnamese official 
today said the United States should establish a special air 
charter to enable some 35,000 Asians and Vietnamese to 
settle in the United States, that the United States is foot- 
dragging on bringing these children home -- roughly, only a 
thousand per month. Have you -- 


A A special air corridor? 
Q A special air charter service. 
A Charter. 


Q In other words, to bring up -- the official 
said something like 10,000 per month. Have you seen this? 


A I don't have any response on that. I don't 
have any response on that specific apparently late-breaking 
story; but I think earlier this week we did have some data 
on the number of children -- 


You're speaking of the children now? 


-- MORE -- 





Q Correct. 


A Who have come to the United States, and that 
also has some figures on how many we think are still there 
who want come, and also has some data on the current flow, 
so we can let you have that. That's in the Press Office. 


Q Do you have any data on why that figure of 
1,000 or so was set, why it could not be increased? 


A I'm a little hazy on the numbers, but there 
certainly is something in the Press Office on that from 
earlier this week. 


Q Do you recall if it was in the neighborhood 
of 35,000, John? 


A I'm really hesitant to give any figures 
because they're not in my head, Jim. 


Q Margaret Hall of Mirror Newspapers, Great 
Britain. It's been reported here and in London now that 
American intelligence sources intercepted a message from 
Tripoli to London, in which Colonel Qaddafi evidently was 
saying, "We'd retaliate to the demonstration with force." 


I wondered if you could give us a timetable of 
events, when you picked this message up, what it said, when 
you relayed it to Britain, to whom -- (laughter) -- what the 
response was, etc., etc. 


A No, I cannot. No. I'd like to be able to 
help. Our position is that we never comment on matters 
related to intelligence, and we certainly aren't going to do 
that in this case. This is not ourselves speaking, but I 
just would refer you to a statement that apparently was made 
by the Foreign Office in London today which gives the 
British governmental view of that report, and I think we 
will leave it at that. 


Q Yes. I wasn't aware of that. 


x I'll be glad to -=- I'm not speaking for the 
British Government, but I'll be glad to read you what the 
London Press Association is quoting the British Government 
as saying. 


The British Government statement allegedly says: 
"No specific information which would lead us" <= that's the 
British Government -- "to believe that an incident of this 





kind would occur was in our hands before the incident 
itself. All relevant information has, as a matter of 
course, been made immediately available to the Home Office, 
the police, and all concerned.” 


And I just want to stress that all I'm doing is 
reading from a wire service report that purports to be a 
quotation of a statement by the British Foreign Office. 
That's just a help. 


Q But you're not in a position to deny that in 
fact -=- 


Not confirming or denying. 
No. 
Never talk about intelligence matters. 


Thank you. 


on Oo F,+ ODO YF 


I would like you to comment on some state- 
ments made by George B. High, the U.S. Consul to Mexico, to 
one of our correspondents a couple of evenings ago at the 
Mexican Embassy. (1) Is it <= 


A This is ON THE RECORD comments? 


Q These are ON THE RECORD statements that he 
made. 


(1) Is it U.S. policy now to encourage the expan- 
sion of the Mexican National Action Party and the Socialist 
Unity Party in order to make Mexico more democratic? 

Ay That's question number one. Go ahead. 

Q Okay. Question number two: Is it the policy 
of the U.S. Embassy to attempt to cut off the influence of 
the Mexican Labor Party, which is a co-thinker party of 
Lyndon LaRouche in Mexico. 

A That's question number two. Okay. 

I'm not finished with that question. 


Q 
A All right. 
Q 


Through the specific -- 





A Kind of keep it short. 


Q Through the specific tactic of describing the 
Mexican Labor Party as Gringo-controlled. 


A Okay. Is that your question? Those are two 
questions. 


Q (3) Does the State Department consider itself 
to be Gringo-controlled? 


A Okay. You all done now? 


Q That's it. 
A Okay. 
Q Are you going to look into those, John? 


A I'm going to look into those. If we have 
anything to say, we will be back to you. 


Q (Inaudible) 


A Yes. I could answer the third question right 
off -- yes -=- but I will take a look at it. 


Q Will you look into reports that the Afghan 
Charge’ in London has defected to the United States? 


I don't have anything on that for you. 
Could you look into that, please? 


ry O F 


Let me see if there's anything available. 


Q John, the helicopter shooting incident 
yesterday -- do you have any State Department view of that? 


My Well, not a great deal more, I think, than 
the Pentagon would have, but I'd be glad to give you what we 
have. . A U.S. Army UH-l1 helicopter made a precautionary 
landing in Marcala -- if that's the correct pronounciation -- 
Honduras. That's about 55 miles west of Tegucigalpa and 
about 10 miles from the Salvadoran border. She went down at 
about 4:00 o'clock EST yesterday afternoon after taking at 
least three rounds of ground fire. 


There were no injuries among the crew members or 
passengers. This was one of two helicopters transporting 





a congressional delegation which included Senator Bennett 
Johnston of Louisiana and Lawton Chiles of Florida and mem- 
bers of their party on a visit to a refugee camp at -- 
forgive my pronounciation -- Colomoncagua -- and, if you'll 
need the spelling, it's C-o-l-o-m-0-n-c-a-g-u-a. 


When that incident occurred, both Senators were on 
that first helicopter which made the precautionary landing. 
The second helicopter was apparently fired upon as well, 
but, so far as we know at the moment, was not hit. There's 
some conflicting report about that, and I think the Pentagon 
is continuing to look at that, but certainly both were 
fired upon. 


The passengers were returned by helicopter to the 
Honduran Air Force base at Palmerola to resume their iti- 
nerary. There were a total of six crewmen and nine 
passengers on the two helicopters. Investigation is going 
forward. We understand that the Salvadoran guerrillas in a 
radio broadcast have claimed responsibility for the inci- 
dent, but I think we'd like to wait until the investigation is 
concluded. 


The helicopter -- the first helicopter landed well 
within Honduras. As I say, the two of them were en route to a 
refugee camp which is located about four kilometers inside 
Honduras from the Salvadoran border. Don't have anything 
more for you on where the shooting -- where the firing 
actually took place. That will be part of the 
investigation. 


And that really is about it. Senators Chiles and 
Johnston went on yesterday evening to Panama. There were 
some initial reports that Mrs. Negroponte, the wife of our 
Ambassador, was on the first chopper which took the rounds. 
That apparently turned out not to be true. She was on the 
second helicopter. And you've sort of exhausted my font of 
information on this. 


Q If it turns out that Salvadoran guerrillas 
were responsible, would there be any response from this 
government in that case? 

A Well, what kind of response? 


Q That's what I'm asking you. 


4 Well, I == you mean if we could find out who 
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Q Let me put the question this way: Has there 
been any communication between this government and the 
Honduran Government, the Salvadoran Government, any 
expression of concern? 


A I don't know whether there's been any com- 
munication on this between the Salvadoran Government and 
ourselves, but I don't think anybody's suggesting the fire 
came from Salvadoran Government forces. 


Q One more question: Is the State Department 
ef any further restrictions on congressional travel of 
this kind? 


A Not that I'm aware of. No. 
Q Is there any indication -- 
A Excuse me? 


Q Were they in that region at their own 
request, John? Was the flight laid on at the request of the 
two Senators? 


A I can't answer that. I guess our Embassy 
there could tell you how the itinerary was laid on. I 
assume it would have been in consultation -- it obviously 
would have been in consultation between the Congressmen and 
the Embassy, but who said we'd like to go to that particular 
camp, I don't know. 


Q John, is there any indication whether the 
shots came from the Salvadoran side of the border or -- 


A No. And I don't know whether the investiga- 
tion can pinpoint that, but I think not at this stage. I 
don't think anybody can be clear -- 


Q In this regard, the two helicopters in 
question, were they in Honduras as part of the Granadero 
maneuvers or are they permanently based in there? 


A I don't know. I don't know how they were 
assigned. Obviously, the Embassy allocated these choppers 
to take these Congressmen, but I don't know what other 
duties those helicopters might have. 


Q Do we have a permanent unit of choppers in 
the area in -- 





ll 


A I can't answer that. The Pentagon can tell 
you that, I‘m sure. 


Q There have been allegations for some time 
that the refugee camp to which they were going has been a 
haven for Salvadoran guerrillas. Do you have anything to 
say about that? 


A No. But in light of what happened, that 
might well turn out to be the case. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:43 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: One announcement and no news. 


Ambassador Harry W. Shlaudeman, the President's 
Special Envoy to Central America, will leave Sunday, April 
22, on his second trip to the region. As we've done in the 
past regarding travel of the President's Special Envoy, we 
will provide travel information on a day-to-day basis. 
Ambassador Shlaudeman's first stop will be Bogota, Colombia. 
His mission as Special Envoy remains an important part of 
the United States’ effort to remain in close contact with 
ana to support the Contadora countries as they strive to 
reach a peaceful solution to the crisis in Central America. 
His previous visit to the region was from March 29 to April 
5 when he visited the five Central American countries. 


That's all I have. 
Q Is he just going to Contadora countries? 


A As I said, Jim, we will tell you day-by-day 
where he's going. 


Q How long will the trip last? 
A I don't have a return date, Mike. 
Q Who will accompany him? 


4 I don't know. I'd be glad to look at that 
for you. I'm sure he will have <-- 


Q Does the State Department have any knowledge 
or any information about the group which claims to have set 
off a bomb in the Navy Yard? 

A No. We do not. 


Do you have any comment on it? 


Q 
4 Sorry? 
Q 


Do you have any comment on the explosion? 





tv 


A No. Don't. 

Q You're talking about the Officers’ Club now? 
A Uh-huh. 

Q I can't hear it back here. 


A He*s talking about the Officers’ Club and the 
alleged Puerto Rican involvement. 


Q The FBI now is saying FMLN. Salvadoran. 


a I had heard there was some confusion about 
that this morning. 


Q I just talked to them. They're now saying 
it*s an American group, called the Guerrilla Resistance 
Movement in solidarity with the FMLN. 


4 Okay. Let us take a look and see whether we 
will have anything to say about it. 


Q John, have you been consulted with the -- 
have you had consultants with the British Government on the 
events in -- around the Libyan Embassy? 


4 I'm sure we‘re keeping in touch. I'm sure 
that the British are keeping in touch with a number of 
governments, but in the sense in which you ask the question, 
I think not. I mean, obviously, we're very close, as the 
British are very close to a number of other countries, and 
I'm sure there would be normal kind of consultations, 
perhaps with a small “°c.” But if the implication behind 
your question is, are we involved in the affair directly, 
the answer to that is no. 


Q No, I meant by my question, if you have a 
certain idea to give to the British Government regarding how 
to deal with the situation? 


4 NO, I think as Secretary Shultz said, I 
think on Wednesday, the British are very sophisticated in 
their techniques in dealing with this kind of situation, and 
I think he said they obviously would handle it very 
efficiently. 


Q John, anything on sanctions, the State 
Department opposing, endorsing sanctions <= economic -- 
against Nicaragua? 





a No. 
9 No, there's no considerations? 
4 No, there‘’s no comment on a story I 


guess you're using as the basis for that question. 


Q The Secretary of State -- the former 
Secretary of State, Haig -- has made charges against Weinberger 
and Clark, and he also said that Secretary Shultz is having 
the same problems with the White House that he had. 


Looking at it from the Middle Zast standpoint of 
view, of course, I believe he's right. But what does the 
State Department have to say about it? 


A Nothing. We are, of course, aware of 
Secretary Haig's interview last evening. But, as you know, 
the Secretary is on <= left for the West Coast yesterday 
with the President, and I'm not aware that he has any 
response to it. 


0 He didn’t make any comment -- the Secretary 
hasn't made any? 

4 Not that I'm aware of. 

Q You don't think that we can get into contact 


with him to make some? 
A I don't think so. 


Q May I ask something about Egyptian President 
Mubarak. There are reports, apparently on a high level, in 
Cairo, that he has made a decision to exchange ambassadors 
with the Soviet Union; and (2) he has withdrawn his ambassa- 
dor, or is planning to withdraw his ambassador very svon, 
from £1 Salvador, which looks like a slap at U.S. policy in 
Central America and support for the guerrillas, as well as 
taking a rap at Israel, and so I was wondering ‘if you had 
some comment on that? 


A Well, don't have any comment on the latter 
part of your question. 


Insofar as reports that Egypt and the Soviet Union 
will exchange ambassadors, that's been something that has 
been discussed for sometime, something of which we've been 
aware for sometime. That, of course, is a matter for those 
two countries, but should that exchange take place, we see 0 





2 Jonn, you say it had been discussed for 
sometime. You mean, between the Soviet "nion and Egypt, or 
do you mean it had been discussed between Egypt and the 
United States? 


A I think it's been in the public domain for 
sometime. I think the Egyptians have made clear for some- 
time that they were considering this. 


Q John, do you have any analysis of the 
apparent agreement that has been reached in Lebanon, and the 
speculation as to who might make up the senior members of 
that Cabinet? 


aN No, really don't, Barrie. That's a question 
for those two governments. I'm sure our Ambassador in 
Lebanon is keeping in close touch with the situation, but 
no, ve don't have any comment on the outcome of the talks. 


Q It doesn't strike you as interesting or iron- 


h 
e three people who made it impossible for U.S. policy to 
eed in =-- 


A No. I guess we'll wait and see if that 
proves to be the case and consider whether we would have 
anything to say at that time. 


Q John, do you have anything on The New York 
Times report that the CIA overruled the Secretary of State's 
ay re seed 
desire to have Ms. Astorga here as ambassador? 





“4 No. As you Know, the Administration makes a 
decision on these things, and we do not talk about reports 
or allegations of different viewpoints held within the 


Administration. 


--“ORE-- 





ul 


*) There is a report from Tel Aviv talking 
about a U.S. plan to set up a special fund to finance 
Israeli aid to Central American and African countries. Do 
you have any comment on that? 








a Are you talking about the Haaretz reports? 
Q Haaretz report. 
A I've seen that report, and cagtainly 


Mr. Kimche will be meeting with Mr. Eagleburger Thursday, April 
26, and he'll be here meeting with other Department officials 
between April 27 and the 30th. As always, when Mr. Kimche 
meets with Mr. Eagleburger, they'll discuss a wide range of 
issues. 


We're not going to get into the specifics, but if 
your question relates to the suggestion of Israeli involve- 
ment in Central America, I just refer you to the answer we 
gave on April 13, when a similar question was asked in 
connection with Saudi Arabia. At that time, we said what 
I've just said, that we're not going to get into diplomatic 
communications, but we can state that the United States has 
no intention of providing funds to third countries for the 
purpose of supporting covert activities in Central Amecica, 
and of course, we're in no position to comment on any alle- 
gations of such activities pursued independently by other 
nations. So, basically, what I'm doing is not getting into 
the detail of those discussions but attempting to put what 
I think is the underlying question you have in perspective. 


Q Do you have a copy of those remarks that 
you made, or are those --- 


A I'm sure you can get a copy of the earlier 
guidance from the Press Office. 


Q There is something of a debate up on the 
Hill about whether, if a country decides independently to 
step into the U.S. role in Central America, particularly 
with respect to the reports about Saudi Arabia, and so on, 
if that country receive foreign aid, there would be an 
automatic assumption that they were receiving U.S. foreign 
aid for those purposes. 


Is there any judgment about that question in the 
State Nevartment? 





A I don't xnow that there is a judgment; 
there are, obviously, laws that relate to that situation, 
and we would observe them. There is no question or no 
intent not to ovoserve them; Sut I mean, you raise a question 
that I can't answer about what a country can do indepen- 
dently in Central America. 


Q Jonn, if I could just translate what you 
said here a moment ago, is it that the U.S. has no intention 
of encouraging or of using third countries to finance covert 
Operations in Central America? 


A Yes, that was exactly the intent of what we 
said on whatever it was, April 13. 


Q What about the Berman legislation that was 
introduced in the Congress for an American-Israeli prograin 
to assist countries in Africa and other third-world 
countries, by which the United States would supply something 
like $20 million in aid and the Israelis would supply the 
technicians and the know-how to third countries in the 
under developed world? 


on So the question -- 
Q Do you have an Opinion on that? 
7 I don't know whether we have ever expressed 


an Opinion on that. Let me take a look. 


0 John, do you have any comment on this 
report in The Washington Post attributed to American offi- 
cials saying that Ambassador Jeane Kirkpatrick warned the 
Lebanese privately that Washington could not support the 
terms they had put forward earlier concerning the UNIFIL? 





Ay I don't know that I'd cast it in that way. 
The United States has, obviously, been for a simple exten- 
sion of UNIFIL. In fact, a compromise resolution was worked 
Out vesterday, which the United States could support, with 
most members of the Security Council <== all except two, I 
think == and we supported it. But that's all rather 
straightforward. 


0 Do we have any comment on the book 
bublished in Poland on U.S.-Polish relations? 


I'm sorry. The book publishing -- 


* 





Q The book published by the Polish Government 
22 U.S.-Polish relations. 


A There has not still -- you're talking about 
the large document? 


Q That's right. 


A I think we still do not have any reaction 
to that. We may, in time. 


Q Thank you. 


A O.K. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:32 p.m.) 








DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


Monday, April 23, 1984 





INDEX 


SUBJECT PAGE, 





ANNOUNCEMENT 
Regional Foreign Policy Conference in Texas.....+..eel 


FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERMANY 
Visit of Foreign Minister Genscher...cececccscscseseel 


UK-LIBYA 
Break in Diplomatic RelationS...ceccceccessceseseseselm2e3 
Safety of American Citizens in Libya...ccccccceseeesedy4 
--Number Of American CitizenS..cccccesceeccevcesessesd@4 
Execution of Students in Libya@...cesccccccccvscseeseca 
Precautionary Military StepsS?...ssccscccsccvsssesesesanms 
People's Bureau in McLean, Vaecccccccvesesesesveseseed 


ANGOLA 
Reported Terrorist Bombing. ..ccccccesssesscccsseseeseed 


SECRETARY OF STATE 
Allegations re: Bechtel Corporation. .ccccsceeceeeeseeI56 


ISRAEL 
Palestinians Captured in Bus Hijacking. ..ccccseeeeee + 6,89 
Special Fund for the Third World. .ccccccccevecsseeees Il 


KAMPUCHEA 
Indonesian PFOPOSAleccccccscccsccecesccecsesesesesessOG 


VIETNAM 
MIA-POW TEBUR ce cccceeeeeeeeseeeeeseesesececeoseeseceeeees 


EGYPT 
Break in Relations with El Salvador & Costa Rica.....8 


USSR 
Rejection Of MBFR/CW PropoSalS...esscesessecesesesesslOHll 


CENTRAL AMERICA 
Use of PORGSS cece eee ee ee eee ee eeseseeseseeseeeeseseeeehs 


NICARAGUA 
Contras Contacts with Costa PEOMc 6000060060060 00606CenE 


Rebel Control of San Juan del Norte. cccecescsecsvcvsesl2=l3 
* *&£+ & & & & ® 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #71 


MONDAY, APRIL 23, 1984, 12:24 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. A couple of 
announcements: First, on Thursday, April 26, the Department 
of State and the Dallas Council on World Affairs are co- 
sponsoring a Regional Foreign Policy Conference at the 
Sheraton-Dallas Hotel, Southland Center, in Dallas. 
Ambassador Edward L. Rowny will deliver the keynote address 
on U.S. Arms Control Policy at the 12:30 p.m. luncheon. 
Embargoed copies of his address will be available on 
Wednesday afternoon. 


If you wish additional information regarding the 
day's agenda, please contact Major General Willard Latham, 
Executive Director of the Dallas Council on World Affairs, at 
(214) 827-7960, or Jennifer Reid, media contact, also at 
(214) 691-4888. 


Second, a statement which I gather was released 
over the weekend in Germany, and we are releasing it here, 
obviously, as well: German Foreign Minister Hans-Dietrich 
Genscher will be in Washington on May 7 and 8 for an official 
visit at the invitation of Secretary of State Shultz. In 
addition to several discussions with Secretary Shultz, 
Minister Genscher will also be received by President Reagan. 


Also planned are meetings with other leading 
members of the Administration and the Congress. Topics 
covered in the discussions will be questions concerning 
bilateral relations as well as international developments. 
The visit of Foreign Minister Genscher will take place 
shortly before his planned visit to Moscow in the second 
‘half of May, and the NATO Spring Ministerial Meeting which 
will take place in Washington at the end of May. 


That's it for announcements. Be happy to take your 
questions. 


Q Alan, does the State Department have any 
observations on the break in diplomatic relations between 
Britain and Libya? 


A Not really anything to add, Jim, to what Larry 
Speakes already has said, I gather, from Air Force One. He 





talked about it, as I read the press. I don't have an offi- 
cial report back, but I saw quotation marks around the words 
"totally appropriate" and that "we support it without 
reservation.” I have no reason to question that, but I would 
refer you, really, to his remarks as the comment as opposed to 
a comment coming from here. 


Q How about the Americans who are still in 
Libya? Do you feel there is any potential threat to them? 


A Well, we have been concerned about the safety 
of Americans in Libya for some time. You will recall 
when we took certain steps some months ago, we expressed some 
concern just as a general matier, not as a special cizcum- 
Stance; and I'm not suggesting today anything different from 
that. But the concerns that we have had remain. 


Q Alan, to pick that up, have the Libyans done 
anything that would reinforce those concerns against the 
Americans, that is, has there been any harm or any pressures, 
or have they just allowed the Americans to go around doing 
what they're doing? 


A Well, I don't know what the details of the 
circumstances of the people living in Libya may be, Bernie, 
but I'm not aware of any specific incidents at this point 
that I would cite to you as coming up recently that would 
suggest a higher degree of concern, but the concern that we 
have had remains. 


Q Alan, do you hav2 any comment on the execution 
of two students in Libya? 


i I don't have anything on that. 


Q But the Libyans are doing nothing to harm any 
Americans; is that right? 


A Well, I'm not aware of any specific incidents, 
but the concerns that we had -- and I would refer you back to 

what we said at the time, Bernie, that we announced that J.S. 

passports would no longer be valid for travel to Libya, and 

SO on -=- those concerns and the reasons expressed at that time 
remain. 


Q Another subject, if I may, Alan? 


Q Same subject. Do you have any information if 
the United States is taking any precautionary steps on the 
military side of it? 





A I don't have anything, really, to offer you on 
that. I don't have any reason to suggest that particularly, 
but I think you would have to check with the Pentagon. I 
don't know what they've been saying. I think that they had 
some guidance last week about normal deployments, but I think 
that they do not get into details of operational matters 
and you'll have to take whatever they have on that. 


Q Alan, are we taking any action or any measures 
whatever in support of Britain other than the words of Larry 
Speakes? 


A { think that this -- we have condemned, 
obviously, wnat the Libyans have done, and we have expressed our 
support for the U.K.‘'s action. But beyond that, I don't have 
anything specific to add. 


We always are alert to steps that we might take in 
opposing international terrorism and that remains an active 
concern and an active policy, but I don't have specifics to 
offer you. 

Q How many Libyans are in this country? 

A How many Libyans are in this country? You 
mean non -- obviously, they're not officials other than the 
U.N. I don't have a number to give you. 

Q In light of what happened in England -- 

Q How many Americans are in Libya at this time? 

A We had some guidance on this, I think, last 
week. If you check in the Press Office afterward, if it 
wasn't used in the briefing, I'm sure they can get it out 
for you. 

Q 500 to 1000. 

A Okay, Jim notes -- 


Q What's the difference between 500 and 1000? iI 
don't understand -- 


A What's the difference? 500. (Laughter) 


Q You said between 500 and 1000; why? 


4 We do not -- (a) we don't have an embassy 
there, and (b) U.S. passports are not valid for travel there, 





so I think it is very difficult for us to have a fix on pre- 
cisely how many Americans may be there. Obviously, we do 
have some information and we share that with you to the 
extent that we've got it. 


Q Does this mean there are Amercians who are 
residing in Libya without any knowledge of the U.S. 
Government? 


A I suspect it's possible, if they're not -- 
sure. We don't keep track of all Americans who are tra- 
velling all over the world, no. 


Q After Britain took the actions against the 
Libyans, according to an article this morning in Libyan 
"Green March” magazine. It said that Libya will join the 
British -- I mean, the Irish Republican Army against 
Britain. Do you have any comment on that? 


A I don't have a specific comment. I'm not 
aware of that statement. It strikes me as being of a piece 
with their action last week. 


Q Alan, in light of what happened in England and 
what's the situation now reached between England and Libya, 
are you -- besides being concerned -- are you issuing a call 
or caution to the Americans who are in Libya to watch out 
and possibly to come home, or something like that to the 
effect -- 


A I don't think there's anything new. At least 
to my knowledge, there's nothing new being done. And as I 
indicated in answer to Bernie's question earlier, I don't 
know of any specific instances that I could cite to you that 
would suggest that there's a particular heightening of con- 
cern at this moment. And I believe the British Ambassador in 
Libya indicated in an interview [ saw that the Libyans had, 
indeed, said that U.K. citizens would be accorded proper 
treatment, and so on. So I don't have a specific reason to 
‘suggest to you that there's anything different. 


On the other hand, I repeat to you what I said 
before, the cautions and concerns that we expressed some 
months ago remain as they were at that time. 


Q So you are not alarmed by what happened -- I 
mean, to put it this way? 


A Well, “alarmed” -- I think -- I refer you 
back to what we have said. In terms of do we see some indi- 
cation at this moment of some imminent threat to Americans 
or other foreigners in Libya, I don't have indications of 
that. 





Q Do you have any comment on the activities 
which the People's Student Bureau -- Libyan Bureau doing here 
in the United Ctates? 


A In terms of any official representation -- 
Q Any activities. 
A -- they don't have any. 


Q But the People's Student Bureau in McLean -- 
there are lot of reports about activity they are doing there. 


A I don't have anything for you on that. 


Q On terrorism, do you have anything to confirm 
or amplify on the report of this terrorist bomb in Angola 
that apparently killed a number of Soviet-Cuban - 


A I don't. I'v seen the reports, Bernie, but 
I don't have any confirmation of that. 


Q Do you have any comment on it? 


a It's hard to comment in the absence of 
knowledge. Obviously, if it is indeed a terrorist-type inci- 
dent, and that's hard to determine without real facts, we 
deplore all terrorist incidents, and that would apply in 
this case as well. But I really am not in a position to give 
you a firm comment, given the state of our knowledge. 


Q Alan, in connection with the allegations 
about the Bechtel Corporation, and so forth, is the Justice 
Department in any way probing any actions taken by the 
Secretary when he was at the Bechtel Corporation? Do you 
have anything on that story? 


A I don't have anything beyond what the 
Secretary said on Friday. I guess that was issued as a writ- 
‘ten statement from him which I think you already have, and I 
think that I would leave that there. 


I think that Bechtel has indicated that they're not 
aware of any investigatic, tcing on. I think it would be 
inappropriate to comment fri here on that. 


Q It says the Justice Department spokesman 
denies that a probe was being made into the actions of the 





Secretary of State and the Defense Secretary, and so forth. 
I just wanted to provide an opportunity for you to weigh as 
the spokesman for the State Department on that. 


A I have no reason to contradict that. 


Q Alan, I asked a question last week about the 
two Palestinians that were captured by Israel. Actually, at 
the time it was one; now it is, apparently, two. 


There is an answer here saying, “We have seen the 
reports. I'm not in a position to comment." What does that 
mean? I mean, I don't understand it, really. What do you 
mean? 


A This is with regard to those who were cap- 
tured, presumably after the bus terrorist incident? 


Q Right. 


A I don't -- I wasn't here at the time that 
that was being drawn up, I guess. But the fact of the 
matter is that I think Mr. Arens talked about this on tele- 
vision yesterday, and I certainly don't have anything to add 
to what he said which was essentially that there was an 
investigation, as there always is, going on. So I guess 
it's where I would have to leave it. It's an Israeli 
investigation. 


Q Pending the ending of that, or conclusion of 
that resolution, would there be a comment -- 


A I can't tell you. But at this point, clearly, 
there is not. There's an on-going investigation. 


Q Alan, on Kampuchea, do you have any comment on 
the Indonesian Foreign Minister's statement that the Soviet 
Union shows strong interest in the Indonesian plan for a 
resolution to the Kampuchean problem but he's waiting -- the 
Indonesians are waiting on the reaction of other ASEAN 
countries and on the U.S., because, apparently, the U.S. 
especially hasn't signed off on the idea that a future 
Kampuchea should be neutral and non-aligned? 


A I don't have anything specific on what may 
have been presented to Moscow by Foreign Minister Mochtar. 


In general, the United States supports the efforts 
of the Association of Southeast Asian Nations -- ASEAN -- to 
achieve a political solution to the Kampuchean problem based 
on the total withdrawal of Vietnamese troops and the restora- 
tion of self-determination for the Khmer people through 
internationally supervised elections. 








These efforts have been endorsed by the vast 
majority of United Nations members. The U.S. and ASEAN seek 
an independent, neutral Kampuchea at peace with its neigh- 
bors, including Vietnam. We will continue to support ASEAN's 
efforts to achieve that goal. 


Vietnam, supported by the USSR, has rejected such a 
settlement and continues to seek a military solution which 
would consolidate its domination of Kampuchea as evidenced by 
its latest attacks on Khmer encampments along the 
Thai-Kampuchean border. Soviet support for a political 
settlement, consistent with the U.N. endorsed formula, would 
be a most welcome development, and we look forward to our 
continuing consultations with ASEAN on Kampuchea. 


Q Can we get a copy, please, Alan? 


A Copy. 


-- MORE -- 








Q Are you encouraged by this movement, the 
State Department? 


aN I again don‘t have anything specific on what 
may have been discussed between Mr. Mochtar and the Soviets, 
so I'm going to have to leave you with a general statement. 


Q Do you mind these Vietnamese veterans going 
back and forth to Hanoi every three months to -- 


A I don't have anything on this, Bernie. I 
don't know if there was anything here last week. I think we 
have indicated before we think the most effective way of 
dealing with the issues that are outstanding on the POW-MIA 
question is in government-to-government channels, but beyond 
that I really don't have a comment to offer you. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on the break in 
relations by Egypt with Costa Rica and El Salvador? 


A No, I don't. I think that that's a matter 
between the various countries concerned, and I would leave 
it to them to comment. 


Q You don't think we ought to defend the 
democracies like Costa Rica and El Salvador in view of the 
Egyptian action? 


A I think our concern and support for El 
Salvador and Costa Rica and the issues that are involved in 
Central America are quite clear. In terms of the question 
of their relations with Egypt, as I say, I have no comment 
on that. 


Q Alan, this is sort of between the question -- 
early or at the time of Sabra and Shatila you were reluctant 
-- the United States Government was reluctant to express its 
opinion when there was calls for -- inside Israel for an 
investigation -~ formal investigation. Now I read that mem- 
bers of the Israeli Knesset, the Parliament, are calling for 
investigation in the matter of the two Palestinians who were 
taken from the bus accordingly. 


Why aren't you coming forward and saying that if 
there is such a <= you know, ground for such an investigation, 
that you will welcome this investgation, or you want this 
investigation to be -- 


A I think I said before that, as I understood 
Minister Arens on television yesterday, he said that as a 











routine matter there is always an investigation of any 
terrorist incident and what happened, and, indeed, there is 
such an investigation going on now. And, as I recall what 
he said -- and I'm not speaking for him, obviously, but just 
as a viewer, he said that they would expect to know with 100 
percent certainty what happened after they conduct their 
investigation, so I don't know why that's an issue. 


Q Well, it's an issue because the experience 
that we people have about investigation -- committees 
investigating things inside Israel. Let's say the Karp 
report -- Judith Karp who was an Attorney General of the 
State of Israel -- it was buried for almost two years -- 


A Well, I've answered your question -- 


Q -- before it came out. This is why -- I 
mean, you know, the urgency of the matter that I would like 
to ask you if you will ask that this matter be done 
urgently, not just in a routine way? 


A I have nothing for you beyond what I just 
said, and I have no reason to question what Minister Arens 
said on television. 


Q Alan, the Director General of the Israeli 
Foreign Ministry, David Kimche, is coming to Washington this 
week, both to say goodbye to Larry Eagleburger and to 
discuss the final stages of a special fund that the U.S. 
would finance for -=- to improve Israel's aid-giving capabi- 
lity to Africa and Central America, but it's called the 
Third World, but the targeting, apparently, is Central 
America and Africa. 


A Uh=huh. 

Q And I was just wondering if there was any 
chance of getting a briefing about this special fund and the 
monies involved and instructions. 


x Let me see what people have to say about 
that. 


Q Could you address this special fund? 


A I don't know whether -- I don't know anything 
about the special fund. I'm not saying there isn't one; I'm 
not saying there is one, I don't know, but I will look 
into the question of -- 
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Q Alan, in that connection, I raised the 
question, I think it was Thursday, about legislation in the 
Congress for the approval of a $20 million fund fcr the use 
of technical assistance by Israel with Third World 
countries, and I don't know whether -- and I asked for an 
opinion on this as to whether the State -Department approved 
_ this. 


A Uh -- 


Q And there was a promise, I suppose, that 
there be something -- 


A Well, I doubt that there was a promise that 
there would be something, but, in any case, I'll look and 
see if there's anything forthcoming on that. 


Q Alan, one thing also, there is a report, at 
least by Miran Ben Veniste, the former Deputy Mayor of 
Jerusalem, about "Israel frustrating delivery of U.S. aid toa 
the West Bank." 


A Right. 

Q Have you seen it? Can you comment on it -- 
about this? 

A We had a comment on this Ghassan, and it was 


posted several -- before last week, so I refer you back. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on the Soviet's 
apparent rejection of our latest efforts on the Mutual and 
Balanced Force Reduction talks? 


A Yes. I guess as a general matter, I would 
note first that the -- unfortunately, for at least the last 
two years, the Soviets have tended to criticize U.S. propo- 
sals before examining them, and in both negotiations -- the 
. chemical warfare and the MBFR negotiations -- we hope that 
the Soviets will negotiate at the table and not in the 
press. 


As far as what happens next on CW, the current 
round of the 40-nation Geneva conference ends late this 
week, and when its next session resumes in early June, we 
expect the negotiations will intensify on CW issues. 


As the Vice President indicated, we also look for- 
ward to serious bilateral consultations at that time with 
the Soviet delegation on a CW ban. 

















ll 


As far as MBFR is concerned, we would hope the 
Soviets would look carefully at our proposal during that 
period between now and the beginning of the next round, 
which is, I think, May 24. A serious and constructive 
Eastern reply would allow these important negotiations to 
make progress. 


I would leave you with that thought. 


Q You don't consider that knock-down in the 
press to be final, then? 


A I think that we would, again, hope that they 
would negotiate at the table and not in the press, and we'll 
see what happens there. 


Q Copy, please? 


A I think I'm going to have to ask you to get 
it from the transcript. 


Q Do you have any comment on a New York Times 
peser that suggests the United States is now in a position 
to use military force in Central America if necessary? 





A I don't have a real comment on it. It seemed 
to me that what the correspondent in that case was doing was 
taking a number of events and drawing a conclusion. I think 
we've talked about the nature of the various construction 
activities which have gone on. The Pentagon has talked 
about it, the U.S. is not constructing permanent bases or 
bases, indeed, for itself, other than facilities to be used 
during the exercises. I'd refer you back to essentially what 
we said before on this, and refer you also to various state- 
ments which have been made very clearly about the fact that 
the United States has no plan to use combat forces in 
Central America. 


Q What about the part of the story that 
Suggests the State Department is really out of the play on 
this, that the shots are being called once more by the NSC 
and the Pentagon, and the State Department does not want to 
go against the countervailing mood of the Administration? 


A Well, it's very tempting to comment on a 
story like that, but I think I will control my temptation 
and simply decline to comment on interagency deliberations. 


Q Indulge yourself, Alan. 
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4A No. (Laughter) 


Q Alan, sometime ago, about a year or so ago, 
there was a little controversy about the type of maps that 
were issued on the Middle East by our Government's agencies, 
including the State Department. It showed the West Bank as 
part of Jordan in the color of the map. Some four or five 
Or six months ago I was told there was a memo circulated 
that would correct this. It would show the West Bank as 
something other than Jordan -- not Israel, but other than 
Jordan. So I was wondering if you could show us some evi- 
dence that this memo is being carried out? 


4 Well, I don't think it's my job to talk about 
either internal memos which may exist -- and I don't know 
that that one exists -- 


Q No, it's not a <= 


ron -- or to show you evidence. If you want to 
go look at maps, Joe, you're free to do that. 

Jim? 

Q Do you have any comment for the record on the 


ABC and CBS and New York Times reports on ARDE that surfaced 
this weekend and this morning? 





f Well, the basic answer, I guess, is no, 
because if you're talking about U.S. involvement, or alleged 
U.S. involvement with ARDE, we'd be getting into allegations 
of intelligence activites, and, obviousiy, I would not 
address any such allegations. 


Q This may sound a little facetious, but -- 

A Heaven forfend. 

Q -~ we'll try it anyway. Last week ARDE's 
forces took San Juan del Norte in the south. Was -- at that 
time there was absolutely no comment coming from that 
podium. 


Q This puzzled man of us here. Is it because 


A I doubt that. 
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Q -- it was considered -- it wasn't raised in 
connection with anything having to do with the United 
States. 


A The -- 


Q Was the -- can you tell us what the reason 
was that there was no comment? 


A No. I don't have any -- I wasn't here, and I 
can't answer your question. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 
a You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:44 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have one state- 
ment on the Soviet offensive in Afghanistan. 


We have confirmation from several sources that 
large-scale Soviet military activity in the Panjsher Valley 
has begun. It appears that on April 20 and 21, the Soviets 
began to bomb up and down the valley, which is located about 
50 miles north of Kabul. There is also a large convoy of 
several hundred Soviet vehicles, which has started to move 
north from the mouth of the valley. 


The Soviets have previously carried out six 
unsuccessful campaigns in the Panjsher Valley, the most 
recent of them in the summer of 1982 before a truce was 
worked out between the Soviets and the Afghan resistance 
commander in the Panjsher, Ahmad Shah Masood. 


There are other Soviet sweep operations 
occurring in western Afgianistan near Herat and near 
Jalalabad, Afghanistan's second and third largest cities, 
and in areas in the north, close to the border with the 
Soviet Union. 


There is also increased resistance activity in 
and around Kabul. Furthermore, the resistance or 
mujahidin, has been very active in raids and attacks on the 
main road from the Soviet Union into Kabul, south of the 
Salang Tunnel. The mujahidin have destroyed several impor- 
tant bridges, most notably the Mattock Bridge, which further 
‘complicates Soviet efforts to keep Kabul supplied with 
needed petroleum supplies and to stop the recurrent fuel 
shortages. 


As we said last week, a springtime increase in 
military activity in Afghanistan is to be expected. The new 
elements this year are high-altitude saturation bombing by 
the Soviets and the presence of such large forces. These 
tactics are an escalation of the destructive and brutal tac- 
tics, anti-civilian Soviet warfare in Afghanistan, and will 
no doubt inflict increased suffering on the Afghan people, 
who have borne so much agony in their four year struggle 
against the Soviets. 








That is it for announcements. 


Q Copy of that, please? 
A Sure. 
Q Can you put any numbers on those 


increases? For instances, how many airplanes are involved; 
is there an increase in Soviet troops in Afghanistan? 


a Jim, I cannot. I don't have anything new 
on the number of overall Soviet forces in Afghanistan. I 
think you will understand that when we begin to look at more 
detail, we begin to get into more problems about intelli- 
gence and, therefore, I really cannot do that. 


Q You still carrying the general number to 
be 105,000 in and around? 


A I thought we had used a different figure 
from that. Let me check and see what our -- I'll check and 
see what our current figure is on that figure. 


@) What will this increased Soviet attack do 
to -- by way of American military aid to the guerrillas? 


A You're raising a question alleging U.S. 
covert activity, and obviously I would not address that sub- 
ject. 

Q Is there such activity? 


A Bernie, I think I just said I would not 
address any allegations of such activity. 


Q How large a bomber force are you talking 
about, Alan? 


A Again, because of the sources and method 
problems, I cannot get into greater detail. 


Q Have you ever been in contact with the 
Soviets regarding Afghanistan? 


my Regarding Afghanistan? 


Q Yes. 

















A Oh, I think we have raised with the 
Soviets numerous times our concerns about Afghanistan, 
surely. 


Q Do you intend to make sort of presen- 
tations to the Soviets about these developments? 

a That I can't tell you; don't know. 

Q Alan, what can you specify that you are 


offering the Afghan freedom fighters, the mujahidin, aside 
from the reports that you are, through some other countries, 
cffering some military assistance? What are the things that 
the United States is doing right now for the Afghan people? 


A I refer you back to the record. There is 
an extensive record of description of our activity with the 
refugees and assisting refugees that have come out of 
Afghanistan, and so forth. But I just don't have anything 
new to say to you today about that subject. 


Q Can you address the results of the 
bombing and the results of the sweep operation? 

A Don't have anything on that. 

Q Are there consultations with Pakistan on 


this situation now? 


y Don't have anything for you, Spence, on 
that subject. 


0 Following up an earlier question, was 
there any attempt to talk to the Soviets when you first 
realized that there was this build-up about such an offense? 


a Jim, I don't think that it would be 
appropriate to get into the question of diplomatic con- 
Sultations. As I said before, our concerns about 
Afghanistan and our policy, and so on, have been discussed 
with the Soviets numerous times over a period of years now. 


Q Another subject? 
A Go ahead. 
Q Alan, any comment on the NBC report that 


the State of Israel, at Washington's urging, has armed a 
gGuarter of the Contras fighting the government in Nicaragua? 




















a Not really. First of all, I really have 
to refer you back to what John said on this last week. That 
is, you're talking about allegations of covert activities, 
and we don't address those without trying to lead you one 
way or another. 


Specifically, on the subject of Israeli activity 
in Central America, that is not a subject which is 
appropriate for us to address. But as we indicated last 
week -- I believe on Friday -- the U.S. has no intention of 
providing funds to third countries for the purpose of sup- 
porting covert activities in Central America. 


Q But that doesn't answer my question. My 
question is, at Washington's urging; that doesn't mean 
about intentions to provide funds, et cetera. What 
about Washington urging? 


iy Again, as I say, as a general proposition, 
it is both inappropriate to discuss Israeli activities, what- 
ever they may or may not be. I'm not trying to suggest 
something to you here at all. But I also am not going to 
Giscuss what would come under the heading for us of alleged 
covert activities. 


Q Also, you're not going to -- 


A Discuss what would come under the heading 
Of alleged covert activities. I really don't have anything 
new to say on this subject. 


Q Why is it -- I don"t understand. Can you 
tell us why it is inappropriate for you to talk about any 
Israeli activities in Central America? 


A It's up to them to address their own poli- 
cies. 


Q Well, I mean, with respect to other extra 
continental powers, you certainly have been outspoken. I 
mean, even the French <-- you say things on the record about 
French activities or proposed French activities in Central 
America. I don't understand why you're drawing a distinc- 
tion here between other countries, extra continental countries. 


a I think they're of a different nature; the 
Charges or stories are of a different nature. 


Q Alan, can you speak to the Times report 
regarding the stepped-up offensive in El Salvador, Cuban- 
backed offensive in El Salvador this fall? 











A Again, you're asking me questions which 
revolve around issues that would have to do with intelli- 
gence information, and I'm just not in a position to address 
questions of that sort from this podium. 


Q Can I ask you a money question, then? The 
Administration said that -- when they asked for the $62 
million for El Salvador -- said that wasn't enough; they 
expected to come back around May or so and ask for money 
even though they haven't got the first. Do you expect the 
Administration to go back to Congress and ask for more money 
in the early spring for El Salvador? 


oa I can't lay out for you a legislative 
Strategy at this particular point. The action that was 
taken, about ten days ago I guess, was announced at the 
White House in providing emergency measures to fund El 
Salvador aid, that is what has been done so far. 


I think that now that the Congress is back, 
obviously we would hope that they would take urgent action 
on the remaining part of the request. That request was, I 
think, souewhere in the total -- near the total of $178.7 or 
8 million. That simply is the broad position. As to when 
we might do something different or anything of that sort, I 
just don't have anything for you at this poinc. 


Q I want to take you back to the earlier 
story, Alan. Do you have anything to say about the CIA or 
Washington making available the cargo plane that was used in 
the airdrop and that the agency, the CIA, must approve every 
airdrop by the Contras into Nicaragua? 


A Bernie, you're asking me about stories 
which touch on alleged intelligence activities. I'm not 
going to address them. 

Q Again, on the same subject? 


--MORE-- 

















Q Yes. On the subject of Israeli activity in 
Central America, the Israeli press, Ha'aretz, Ma'ariv, and 
others say that the visit of Mr. David Kimche to Washington 
this week and his meeting with Mr. Eagleburger centers 
around the matter of Israel's involvement in technical aid 
and military aid to the Contras against Nicaragua and to 
give to the -- El Salvador and others. 


Are the Israeli newspapers telling a story, a lie, 
Or can you confirm, deny? What are -- what is the agenda of 
Mr. Kimche with Mr. Eagleburger, coming here this week? 


A First of all, I don't have an agenda. We've 
talked about the nature of those talks in general before. 
This is not the first one. This is -- there's been a series 
of talks between those two gentlemen, and this fits into 
that series of conversations, so I'd refer you back to what 
we've said about it before. But we certainly have not 
addressed in specific ways what they talk about, and I'm 
not going to try to do that today. 


Q How about the press reports that say this is 
what they are going -- 


A I think I've already addressed that issue. I 
don't have anything further to say about that. 


Alan, will you -- 


Q 

Q j= 
A Excuse me. Jim, did you have a question? 
Q 


That's okay. 


Q A follow-up to the same question, please. 
Would you confirm or deny the report about a special fund to 
provide Israel with enough money to put to Central American 
countries as assistance? There is a very specific piece of 
information here. 


A Yeah. Well, in terms of -=- I don't have 
anything for you on the general subject. In terms of 
anything which would be involved in providing financing to 
Support covert activities, I've already addressed that today, 
John addressed it last week, and I don't have anything new 
to say about that. 











Q At the risk of being obnoxious and per- 
sistent, which doesn't come easy, of course -- (laughter) -- 
you said that -- 


A No comment. 

Q -- the reason -- I haven't asked the question 
yet. I just made an assertion. 

a Oh. I was commenting on the assertion. 

Q The reason you won't comment on Israeli acti- 


vities versus, say, French activities is because they are 
"of a different nature.” Can you tell us in what respect 
they are of a different nature; and specifizally by refusing 
to comment, you're leaving open the interpretation that 
somehow this relates to U.S. intelligence activities. 


yy No. The stories relate to alleged covert 
activity or support to covert activity by Israel, and I'm 
not going to get into that kind of a question. 


Q But why? I mean -- 


A Because we don't talk about intelligence-type 
activities. 


Q But only with respect to the United States. 
You talked about others -- 


A No. When it is a comment, I'm not aware that 
we've talked about intelligence-type activities with regard 
to France, Jim. 


Q I have two questions: Last night there was a 
Metromedia feature, and it charged some pretty <-- it had 
some pretty stiff charges about a State Department coverup 
regarding the Holocaust. Do you have anything to say on 
that? 


A I'm not aware of the items. 


Q Could you look into the charges against the 
State Department -- they were very harsh -- and if you could 
take it, I'd — 


A Well, I'sl look into it. It sounds to me 
like you're talking about a historical subject, but I <= it 
may be if you could help provide some information, we can 
look into it. But I'm sure, given the -- I mean, I 
find it incredible to believe -- 











Q I would too. It's a two-hour documentary 
anc -- 


A Fine. Okay. I don't have anything on that. 


Q Can I == I have one more. Did you have 
anything toJay on the UNITA bombing in South Africa? 


a No. I think that what we've seen, in fact, is 
contradictory reports coming out about that situation, and 
so I don't know that we're going to have any clear idea 
about the attack or the circumstances surrounding it. So I 
don't expect to have anything further, really, beyond what I 
said yesterday. 


Bill? 


Q Alan, remember yesterday, going back to this 
special fund to improve Israel's aid-giving capability, I 
ask whether or not -- 


A Any briefing? I put it -=- I don't have any 
-- certainly any positive response. I don't -- if there is 
something to say, I will volunteer it to you -- 


Q Okay. 


n -- on this question. As I said, I can't con- 
firm to you the existence of such a fund to begin with, but 
in terms cf any briefings on the general subject, I haven't 
gotten any positive -- 


Q Alan, there is a report out of London today 
that Iran is moving to build a nuclear device, will have a 
nuclear-capable device within two years. Have you seen this 
report? 


A I haven't seen it. 


Q Can you take that? I can give you more 
information later if you wish. 


A Well, it seems to me likely that it would 
touch on intelligence, but why don't you give us the infor- 
mation and see if we have anything that we can use on that? 


Q Okay. 
Q Alan, yesterday you gave us a statement on 


the Kampuchean-Thai border and the Vietnamese attacks there, 
and in which you mentioned -- 














4 Well, I think that last week was -- 


Q Yes. Yesterday, too, there was a statement 
that you handed out. 


A I don't think so. There may have been some 
guidance that was used. 


Q It was Indonesia. 

Q It was the Vietnam thing. 

Q That was yesterday. 

Q Indonesia. 

e) Vietnamese, I'm speaking, Vietnamese attacks 


On co 


aN I'm sorry. All right. Go ahead. I think 
you're saying that something was a statement which I didn't 
view as a statement. Go ahead. 


Q All right. Well, reports are that the 
Vietnamese attacks are increasing in intensity, in number. 
Is there anythins that we are doing or apt to be doing to 
Support the Thais in this matter? 


A Well, I think that we've indicated before 
that we have worked very closely with the Thais, and we 
would -- if there were a need for some additional urgency in 
the assistance program we have, or something, we would look 
at that, certainly. But I don't have anything specific to 
give you on that today. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on the Dominican 
Republic today? 


Ay On the Dominican Republic? 
Q Yes. 


fy Yes. A little bit about basically sort of a 
factual situation report. There were a sizable number of 
small demonstrations in Santo Domingo on April 23 in protest 
of price increases announced by the government last week. 
Incidents such as rock=throwing, tire burnings, disrup- 
tion of traffic, and some attacks on stores occurred. 








10 


There are reports that one or two people were 
killed and up to 20 injured, and that there have been 100 to 
150 arrests. There are no reports of injuries to Americans. 
By last evening, most of the demonstrations had been 
dispersed and the city was calm. 


Q Alan, they seem to be -- these -- do you have 
any comment, themselves, on the -- I mean, a specific 
substantive comment? 


A No. 


Q They seem to be the result of these IMF 
measures that are being implemented now. Have we -- when 
President Blanco was up here, did we pledge our support to 
try to get more leniency from the IMF on -- 


aes I'm going to have to refer you to whatever 
was said in the context of his visit, Jim. I don't have 
anything further to say. 


Q Is that China nuclear U.S. deal a cer- 
tainty now? 


A The only thing I have on the question, 
Bernie, is, I think, what has been said before. That is, 
that when Ambassador Kennedy was in China in the middle of 
the menth, considerable progress was made, but I don't have 
anything beyond that, really, and I would have to refer you 
to Larry Speakes in the President's party on that. 


Q Alan, is it == are we talking about a basic 
program that would involve ten nuclear reactors? Is that 
it? 


i I don't have details on what would be 
involved. I think basically what has been talked about is a 
basic agreement which would incorporate sort of the basic 
framework in which any cooperation would go on, and so that 
is my understanding, that it is that nature of an agreement. 
But I really would at this point prefer that the White House 
address any other questions on that subject. 


Q Alan, do you have anything new to say on the 
question of the military or at least belligerent activity in 
the Berlin air corridor? 


fA I don't have anything beyond what we've said 
before on that. 














ll 


Q Is the sort of activity that's been going on 
continuing as far as you know? 


A Don't have -- I don't have an update. I 
don't know the answer. 


Q No deep concern. 


Q Do you have anything on that Carnegie study 
the other day about the inequities in South Affica? 


A No, I don't. 


Q Alan, the former Deputy Mayor of Jerusalem, 
Meron Benvenisti, is in town to disseminate his findings 
about the West Bank. Are there any plans for the Special 
Task Force or the Special Unit, Mr. Kirby, and others, or 
any officials in the Department to meet with him to discuss 
the findings of his controversial reports? 


A I don't know the answer to that question. 

Q Can you take that, please? 

as I'll look into that, sure. 

Q Alan, do you have anything on the -- anything 
new on the situation between the British and the Libyans in 
London? 

A No. I don't have anything new on that. 

Q Alan, I understand the State Department has 
sent a representative to an ICAO conference in Montreal. 

Are we asking for anything specific there, are we doing 


anything, or is this a routine meeting? 


. A I'm -- well, I don't know the answer to that 
question. I'm not aware of anything that's special -- 


Q This is where we went to get sanctions 
against the Soviets after the Korean airliner incident? 


4 Well, I think it was where, also, there was a 
very detailed report drafted and done on that incident. 


Q Can you check in and see if we're asking for 
anything specific? 
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4 When you say “anything specific," you're 
talking about sanctions, or what are you talking about? 


Q Sanctions. Sanctions. 
a I'm not aware that we are, in fact, doing that. 
Q Where is Shlaudeman today? 


A He is in Central America. No, in fact, he's 
in Caracas, Venezuela. 


Q Okay. 

Q He's going to be staying overnight there. 

Q Okay. Yesterday, he, after meeting with the 
President of Colombia, the Foreign Minister of Colombia said 
that the peace treaty signing for Contadora would be delayed 
from the end of this month to the end of next month. Do you 
have any comment on that? 

oy I don't have anything. 

Q Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:45 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have no announce- 
ments. Be happy to take your questions. 


Q First, do you have any report on what is 
going on in the Dominican Republic -- any comment on what is 
going on? 

y I have something of a situation report 


again today on that, Jim. Protests against government- 
ordered price increases again took place in Santo Domingo and 
other cities in the Dominican Republic yesterday, that is 
Tuesday, the 24th. There was not a single mass demonstra- 
tion, rather numerous incidents such as tire burnings and 
looting of stores occurred at many different locations. 





While confirmed figures are not available, we 
understand that between 10 and 20 people have been killed, 
100 injured, and between 500 and 1000 arrests. There are no 
reports of injuries to Americans. The airport was operating 
normally, and Dominican security forces are continuing 
efforts to restore order. 


Q We have a report that there were 42 killed 
yesterday. 


A O.K. This is what I was given just before 
I came down here. I can only give you what I've got. 


Q Inaudible 


a I say, confirmed figures not available. 
This represents our best understanding as of this point. 

Q Do you have any substantive comment on 
these developments? This is getting more serious, it seems. 

A No, I don't have anything further on that, 
no. 

Q Alan, earlier this month, did this 


Administration inform the Government of the Dominican 
Republic that imposing the IMF conditionalities would have a 
Stabilizing (sic) effect on the nation? 








h I wouldn't, as a general matter, try to 
talk about what we may or may not have said to the Dominican 
Republic or any other government about that; but I would also 
note that, as a general matter, we do not intervene in nego- 
tiations between the IMF and other countries. 


Q But as a general mat er, the Administration 
has very strongly supported IMF conditionalities in Latin 
America and elsewhere? 


A I think I'd prefer -- I don't quarrel, 
Stan, but I'd prefer to stick -- in terms of what we do with 
other countries -- to stick with the words I just gave you. 


Q Alan, do you have a comment. on the report 
that the Dutch may be deciding not to put missiles in? 


f Well, the Dutch Government and Parliament 
must, Obviously, decide this issue for themselves. In making 
this decision, the Dutch will undoubtedly consider their 
obligations under NATO's 1979 dual-track decision, which the 
other members of the Alliance are implementing; and we look 
to the Netherlands to fulfill its responsibilities to the 
Alliance on INF as on other matters. 


Q Do you have any situation report from 
Afghanistan today? 


My I don't really have a situation report on 
that, Jim, no. We've seen the reports about claims of the 
Soviets’ having taken this Panjsher Valley -- the Radio Kabul 
report, I guess, is what was involved there. We don't have 
independent confirmation of that, and resistance forces have 
denied it; and I must say that we tend to view that report, 
as well, with considerable skepticism. 


Marvin? 


Q Back on the INF thing, did the Dutch 
Government tell the U.S. that it will deploy the medium-range 
missiles only in a crisis environment? 


A Marvin, I'm not going to get into details of 
what discussions may or may not have been held with the 
Dutch Government. They have been consulting with the Allies, 
including the U.S., regarding the deployment of cruise mis- 
siles in the Netherlands. But as I say, I'm not going to be 
able to get into the specifics of -- 

















Q Is the story inaccurate -- that they have 
informed the U.S. that they will deploy only in a crisis 
environment? 


A You're asking me to comment on what I just 
said I don't really think I can comment on. I'm going to 
have to beg off on that one. 


Q When you say "fulfill the responsibilities to 
the Alliance," does that mean responsibilities to deploy, 
period? Not deploy on a crisis basis? 


x I'm going to just stick with the words I've 
used, and not try to define further. 


Q Don't you expect the missiles to be deployed 
in the Netherlands in 1986 as stated in the NATO Agreement of 
79? 


A I think, again, I'm going to stick, Marvin, 
with the words I've used, both the initial point I made about 
the decision process and so on and also about the nature of 
Dutch consultations with -- or discussions with -- the Alliance. 


Q Do you have any concern that the phrasing you 
use is a kind of meddling in Dutch internal affairs -- 


A No, I think —_ 


Q -- about looking to the Netherlands to 
fulfill its responsibilities? 


A No. I think the point I made at the very 
beginning was that it is up to the Dutch Government and 
Parliament, obviously, to decide this issue for themselves. 


Q Alan, do you have any reaction to the report 
that Chernenko has some new ideas on the nuclear -- com- 
municated them to the Italian <= ? 


A No. I saw the report. I think that the point 
we have made numerous times is that we would be happy to hear 
new ideas at the negotiating table, and we are prepared to go 
back to that table whenever the Soviets are ready. 


Q Is that the only place that we would be pre- 
pared to listen to their new ideas? 




















A I don't know it's the only place we would 
be prepared to listen, but that certainly is the place to 
negotiate the agreement, and I haven't heard a suggestion 
from the Soviets, particularly didn't see anything in this 
report, which suggested they were seeking a new framework to 
discuss that. 


Q But we would not be opposed to that -- 


x I think I'll just leave you with what I said, 
John. 


Bernie. 


Q Do you have any response to the announcement 
that I've heard that the Chinese have disclosed that a senior, 
a very senior Soviet official, will come to Peking for a new 
round of Sino-Soviet talks? 


A No. 
Q No response whatever to that? 


a No. They have had discussions before. I don't 
know why that would be a particularly startling thing. 


Q Do you have a response to the Soviet press 
statements that the incident at the Libyan Embassy in London 
was orchestrated by the United States? 


A That's absolute nonsense. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on a commentary 
in the East German Military Journal that the Four-Power 
Agreement over the Berlin air corridor is no longer in 
effect? 





on I'm not aware of such a statement, and 
obviously, we would not agree with any such statement. But 
I'm not aware they've made one. 


Q Can you look into it? 


Ay No. I'm not aware they've made any such 
statement. 


-- MORE -- 























Q Could you comment on a report in today's 
Post about American destroyers being deployed to the Gulf of 
Fonseca to interdict arms? 


a Well, you put me in a somewhat difficult 
position because you're talking about a matter which would 
have to be discussed by DOD, and I would refer you to the 
Pentagon. 


What I am willing to say, though, is that I know 
of no plan for deployment of U.S. naval craft -- destroyers, 
I think, were what were referred to in the article -- into the 
Gulf of Fonseca. Now, you'll have to check with DOD on what 
exercises may or may not be planned. 


Q You're basing this -- 


A I think that -- also, a suggestion that 
we're getting into -- I'd just steer you away from that 
notion. 


Q The Pentagon chose not to make any comment 
today on that report. You're basically saying it's wrong? 


4 I think I've said about as much as I really 
could say about it. I don't quarrel with your charac- 
terization. Maybe we can talk about it a little bit later 
on. 


Q Alan, what is your response to the 
Nicaraguan charges laid before the Wor]d Court today? 


A I don't have a lot to say about that, 
Marvin. The Court, though, in contrast -- looking at the 
New York Times piece this morning where, I believe, someone 
speaking on behalf of the Nicaraguan side suggested that 
the Court had rejected the U.S. arguments: the Court has not 
rejected U.S. jurisdictional arguments. It has merely 
determined, according to normal procedures, that it wishes, 
before making any decisions, to hold a hearing on 
Nicaragua's application for provisional measures. 





As the President of the Court informed the Court 
today, at the hearing the Court will also hear any relevant 
arguments the parties may wish to make as to whether the 
Court has sufficient jurisdiction to indicate provisional 
measures. That hearing has already begun, and the U.S. on 
Friday will fully present its arguments that the Court lacks 
jurisdiction over the Nicaraguan complaint and request for 
provisional measures. 


Q Copy of that? 














A Sure. 


Q Has the United States made the argument as 
alleged here, that there was a technical defect to the terms 
under which Nicaragua had subscribed to the jurisdiction of 
the Court originally? 


A As I am sure you are aware, Jim, there is a 
standing procedure that the Court prefers to follow that it 
be the first to comment on any matters submitted to the Court, 
any submissions of any sort, and we intend to try to observe 
that procedure. So I don't have anything to say about any 
submissions which may or may not have been made. 


Q Do you have anything on the Irag-Soviet 
statement today condemning U.S. actions in the Persian Gulf? 


M I don't. I saw the wire. I don't really 
have any comment. 


Q Do you have anything on a protest from 
Czechoslovakia about that helicopter incident last week? 


fy No, I don't have anything on that. I 
believe that that is still under investigation, but I guess 
I'd ask you to check with the Pentagon to see where they are 
on that. 


Q But you have not received a note from the 
Czechs? 


A I'm not aware, Jim, of whether we have or 
haven't received a protest on that. 


Q Two questions, please. Do you have anything 
today on the reports about Iran and an atomic bomb? 


A That question was raised the other day, and 
there is an answer that will be posted on that so let me 
refer you to that posting. 


Q Okay. Do you have anything today on that 
UNITA bombing in Angola? 


A "No. As I said yesterday, I don't expect to 
have anything more on that. 


Q Do you have any comments on the resolutions 
of the Conference of the Committee on Jerusalem which -- they 
met on April 19 and 20 in Fez, Morocco? 





A No. 


Q Can you look into this because the resolu- 
tions were published yesterday, I believe? 


M No. I think our position -- they were 
meeting on the issue of Jerusalem. Our position on the 
issue of Jerusalem is quite clear. It's on the record. I 
don't have any reaction. 


Q How about the conditions on Capitol Hill 
between -- what's the status of this resolution in the U.S. 
Congress, do you know? 


A You'd have to check on that with Congress 
on that. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Iranian 
Ambassador to Kuwait's interview today in the Post which said 
that the insecurity in the region is because of superpower 
intervention? 


A Yes, I do have -- also, I think, that he 
said something about the Gulf Cooperation Council being a 
vehicle for U.S. intervention, and so on. 


The Gulf Cooperation Council is an organization 
independent states which are free to seek or not to seek 
alliances in cooperation where they see fit. The United 
States respects the independence and sovereignty of those 
states and is not seeking to dictate how they conduct their 
affairs. We expect the Iranians to show equal respect for 
their sovereignty. 


Q Copy of this? 
A Yes. 
Q Alan, on another subject? Do you know if 


anyone on the <= any official on the Reagan trip intends to 
peel off at the end of the trip to brief the Taiwanese? 


A I have no idea. 


Q Do you know whether that is permitted under 
the Taiwan -- the relationship we have with Taiwan? 


A I don't really don't have anything -- 
any way of commenting on that. 

















Q Can you take it? 


A No, I'd refer any questions of what the 
officials on the President's trip would do to the 
President's party. 


Q Any general comment about the column in the 
Post today in connection with Mike Armacost? 


a Wiser and cooler heads have counseled that 
we should stick to our articulated position that we have 
come to, that that column is not one we are going to be conm- 
menting on anymore. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on Kimche's schedule 
with Eagleburger? 

A On Kimche's schedule with Eagleburger? 

Q Yes. 

as No. It is -- I've said before that this is 


a continuation of a series of meetings which has been held 
over time. It‘*s a continuation of that. 


The question was raised here -- I don't see Bill 
McLaughlin, but he raised the question about some sort of a 
briefing, perhaps, on a report that there's a specific pro- 
posal or agreement to do something in terms of joint aid. I 
guess the only -- I think there's not going to be a briefing 
because in checking this out I find that while there has 
been some interest, perhaps, in seeing how the U.S. and Israel 
might cooperate in various ways, which is not an unusual 
kind of thing, there really is nothing that has been 
arranged so there's nothing to talk about. So that's where 
that one is. 


But in terms of Mr. Kimche's visit, we, as I said 
the other day, have been pretty consistent in not laying out 
any sort of agenda, and I think we're going to stick to 
that. 

Q Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:30 p.m.) 
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THURSDAY, APRIL 26, 1984, 12:06 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. One announcement: 
A statement regarding the International Sakharov Committee 
hearings. 


The Department is pleased to learn that the 
International Sakharov Committee is holding public hearings 
today and tomorrow in Copenhagen on the repression of human 
rights in Cuba over the last 25 years. 


The main witness at the hearings will be Armando 
Valladares, the Cuban poet who was released last year after 
a long imprisonment in Cuba for his political beliefs. 


As can be noted in the Department's annual Human 
Rights Report to the Congress on Cuba, the human rights 
record of the Castro regime has long been one of the 
poorest in Latin America. For that reason, we welcome 
public scrutiny of that record and hope it may result in 
improved respect for human rights by the Cuban Government. 





That's it for announcements. Be happy to take 
your questions. 


Q Copy of that, please, Alan? 
a Sure. 
Q Alan, do you have anything on a Saudi 


Arabian tanker being struck by a projectile in the Gulf? 


A I have something on this, Mike. There are 
press and industry reports that at approximately 1:00 p.m. 
Eastern Standard Time Wednesday, there was an incident in 
the Persian Gulf which involved a very large -- that is, 
350,900 ton -- Saudi Arabian-registered tanker named the 
Safina al-Arab. We understand that the vessel was in 
flames. Its crew abandoned ship and was later picked up by 
a salvage ship on the scene. 





We cannot specify what may have caused the damage 
to the ship, although we are aware of reports that ship per- 
sonnel believe that the ship was hit by a projectile. 








The ship reportedly loaded at Kharg Island and 
came into distress in or near Iranian territorial waters, 
some 50 to 100 miles south of Kharg Island. 


We reiterate our well-known position on freedom of 
navigation in international waters. 


Q Any indications of Iragi or Iranian aircraft 
in the vicinity at the time of the incident, as you call it? 

4 Don't have anything for you on that. 

Q Can we get a copy of that? 

A Copy? Surely. 

Q What do you do on a thing like this, Alan? 


How do you follow up on a report? And when you get infor- 
mation, what do you do? 


Ay What do we do? I suppose we would try in 
various ways to get as complete information as we can. 
But -- 


Q Were you contacted by the Saudis about this 
today? 


ay I don't have anything on any diplomatic 
exchanges with anybody on this subject. 


Q Have the Saudis sought to contact, communi- 
cate with the United States about this? 


A I said I don't have anything on any diploma- 
tic conversations. 


Q Do you have anything on reports of U.S. Air 
Force overflights of Nicaraguan territory? 


4 I don't have anything here, Bill, but I 
think the Defense Depart.nent has a rather strong denial, so 
I would refer you to them. 


Q If I could just carry on to a different sub- 
ject, Alan. Anything -- apparently, the Pentagon announced 
that that U.S. helicopter did stray into Czech airspace. 
What will the U.S. now do? Will it apologize to the 
Czechs? Will it protest being fired at? What would be the 
normal sort of diplomatic procedure to be followed? 














A I really am not going to be able to get 
into, again, diplomatic discussions. There has been a 
discussion. I think that the Czechs indicated something in 
their own press, and there have been some discussions about 
this. But I'm not going to go into the substance of those 
discussions. 


I think the Pentagon has something, as they talk 
about this, too, about the fact that this is not a one-way 
problem, that there have been problems coming the other way, 
too, on occasion, going across the border. So I just refer 
you to them for what information they have on it. 


Tim? 


Q Do you have any reaction to a report in the 
Washington Times this morning that the U.S. Embassy in 
Nicaragua downplayed almost to the point of ignoring a major 
anti-Sandinista demonstration last week? 





A Yes. The Department has not attempted any 
blackout or downplaying of events in Nicaragua. The 
demonstration in question was the traditional Catholic pro- 
cession on Good Friday in Managua which U.S. Embassy officers 
observed. 


It was a religious procession, but because of the 
role of the Catholic church in Nicaragua and past confron- 
tations between the Sandinista Government and Catholic 
Church leaders, the procession also had political overtones. 


In this context, it's worth noting that the 
Nicaraguan Catholic Bishops issued on April 22 a detailed 
pastoral letter that, among other things, called upon the 
Sandinistas to enter a dialogue with the armed opposition. 
The Government's initial refusal on April 23 to allow La_ 
Prensa to publish the pastoral letter, coupled with the 
bitter official denunciation of it, has again revealed the 
gap between the Catholic Church and the Sandinistas. 





Q Alan, copy of that, please? 
A Sure. 
Q Alan, the Brazilian Government has insti- 


tuted censorship of the press in Brasilia for radio and 
television and newspapers on any news about the vote of -- 


Q I can't hear you, Roberto. I heard the 
first part, but what is your question? 











Q On any news about the censorship was insti- 
tuted, about any news about direct elections vote in the 
Congress (sic). Do you have any comment about it? 


A I'm not aware of the reporting of it, so I 
can't comment specifically on it. Obviously our position on 
freedom of press is clear, well known; but I don't have 
anything specific on that. 


Q Now, Alan, in many opportunities in the recent 
past, the U.S. Government officials have expressed support 
for a full return of democracy in Brazil. 


Q There were specific expressions of support for 
direct elections. In this context, do you have any reaction 
to the vote by the Brazilian Congress earlier today? 


A I don't have anything on it. 


Q In Uruguay, there has been a more extensive 
press crackdown. Do you have anything on that? 


A Yes, I do have something on it. 


According to our Embassy in Montevideo, the 
Government of Uruguay yesterday banned publication of two 
weekly newspapers, Somos Ideas and Busqueda -- pardon my pro- 
nunciation if that is not accurate. 








We understand Somos Ideas, an organ of the Blanco 
Party, was closed permanently. ‘"usqueda, one of the most 
prestigious and widely read of Uruguayan newspapers, was 
forced to cancel publication of the next eight issues. The 
last time Busqueda was closed temporarily was in January of 
1983. 














As you know, elections are scheduled for November 
of this year, with inauguration of a new civilian government 
next March. We have encouraged and supported the return to 
civilian democratic government in Uruguay. A free press is 
one of the most important characteristics of a democratic 
society with a vital role to play in the election process, and 
we regret that the Government of Uruguay has decided to close 
these newspapers. 


Q Copies, please? 


A Yes. 














Q The rejection of these direct elections by 
the Brazilian Congress came in the wake of extreme measures 
by the government, including censorship of the press; access 
to the capital city was closed by the military; there were 
also constant displays of force by troops. This was all seen 
as an effort to intimidate Congress. 


Do you have any comment about that? 


A I don't have anything on it, Roberto. Why 
don't I look and see if there is any comment to be forth- 
coming, but I don't know -- at this point, I don't have 
anything. 


Ghassan? 
Q Can I get to the Middle East -- 


Go ahead. 


A 
Q -- for a question or two? 
A Why not? 
Q Yesterday you answered questions about the 
Benvenisti report. 


Q I would like to kind of follow up on two 
questions on it. You disagree with the conclusion. Now, do 
you think his findings, the data that he presents, is to the 
liking or what you, what the State Department or the 
American Government agrees with -- something that the 
American Government could agree with? 


A I think we expressed in the statement that 
was posted our view on the question of the West Bank and 
Gaza, so that is our view on it. I don't know what more you 
are looking for, particularly, nor do I have anything more, 
really, to offer you on it. 


Q I just said what I'm looking for. 
A Well -- 
Q I said you expressed your views on the 


conclusion = you disagree with the conclusion. What I'm 
trying to find out is, does the data that he presents -- 











A Oh, I see. 


Q -- the settlements, road systems, dual 
systems, is that something that the State Department or the 
American Government agrees with, or sees, at least, as 
correct? 


A Well, I don't have a response on the specifics 
of the data. We have expressed before our concern over the 
continuing settlement activity as an obstacle to the peace 
process; but I'm not going to try to provide that sort of 
data or verification, or whatever. 


Q Just then follow up one more,  .hen, on the 
same -- maybe you'll say the same thing -- but in the answer 
you said, "We do not believe it is too late for a negotiated 
settlements," etc. Will facts on the ground created there 
make -- such as Benvenisti brings out -- would make a nego- 
tiated settlement at any point impossible? 


A I'm not going to try to project that. I 
think our conclusion at this point is as expressed. Our 
view on the settlement activity and its relationship to the 
peace process is as I just expressed it and has been 
expressed many times before. I don't have anything to take 
you beyond that. 


Q Alan, on this issue in a different way, I 
asked you a few weeks ago about the roads which they are 
building, which is part of the system of colonization, usur- 
pation, whatever you want to call it, of the West Bank. You 
posted an answer about <-- you said there are no major roads 
or highways built. And according to Mr. Benvenisti's 
report, they are cutting the whole area into four parts 
instead of -- you know, I know what you -- you know that, 
you know what I'm talking about. 





on Well, look, two things about it: One is, we 
gave you an answer. Two is, it's hardly an area that is 
closed to journalists. If you have your own data, then 
publish your own data, but that's our view on it. 


Q Do you have anything regarding putting Irag 
again on the list of states supporting terrorism? 

A No. 

Q Has Mr. Burt completed his talks in Brussels 


this week? 








A I don't know the answer to that. Don't know 
whether -- he was not back this morning, I don't believe, 
but I don't know whether he's completed it and on his way 
back or -- I don't have his schedule. 


Q The guidance said generally that he was 
discussing East-West relations. Do you have anything more 
specific? 


A No. Jim? 

Q Magana‘s veto -- do you have anything on 
that? 

a No. I guess in looking at the press this 


morning and so on, it appears that we got a bit ahead of the 
public facts on this in our statement yesterday in terms of 
having said that they had -- indicating that he had perhaps 
announced it. So our confirmation was based on his deci- 
sion, which was being discussed openly among the various 
parties in El Salvador, and we assumed that it had been 
publicly announced. But we talked about that yesterday, and 
SO -- anyway, that's really all I have on that. But we did 
talk about it yesterday. 


Q Is it -- it's positively received here, is 
that correct? 


A Well, we have not taken a position on that, 
and, indeed, we have scrupulously avoided making any state- 
ments which could be interpreted as favoring or opposing the 
legislation. This is a Salvadoran decision, so that is our 
position on that. 


Q Will there be any readout on David Kimche's 
meetings with the State Department officials today or 
tomorrow? 


a I don't anticipate any. 

Q You don't? 

A No. 

Q Alan, when is Mr. Armacost due to assume his 
new duties? 

rN Well, he has to have hearings. 


When will they be? 














Bh I don't have a schedule. You might want to 
check with the Senate Foreign Relations Committee and see 
what -- 


Q Have you anything on these reports that some 
right-wing Republicans in the Senate plan to oppose this? 

A No, I don't. 

Q Thank you. 

x You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:19 p.m.) 
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FRIDAY, APRIL 27, 1984, 12:17 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. One announcement: 
to note the availability in the Press Office of copies of a 
Department translation of the Nicaraguan bishops' pastoral 
letter on reconciliation. The pastoral letter was issued on 
April 22 and among other things called on the Sandinistas 
to enter a dialogue with the armed opposition. 


As we said yesterday, the government's initial 
refusal on April 23 to allow La Prensa to publish the 
pastoral letter, coupled with bitter official denunciations 
of it, has again revealed the gap between the Catholic 
Church and the Sandinistas. 





That is it for announcements. 


Q Can you tell us about the talks with David 
Kimche? 

a No, I don't have anything on that, Jim. 

Q You don't? 

A No. 

Q Alan, apparently Israel has asked for an 


apology from the State Department about remarks made by 
Assistant Secretary Murphy in Kuwait. 


ny Well, I'm not going to get into the question 
of discussions one way or another, without suggesting a con- 
firmation of that, that we might have had in our diplomatic 
channels. The point, as I understand the wire story on 
this, was with regard to the withdrawal of foreign forces 
from Lebanon; and obviously our position, longstanding 
position, is that all of the foreign forces should leave 
Lebanon without regard to the circumstances of their entry. 


Q Alan -- 
Q Wait a minute. Can we just follow that up? 


A Go ahead. 








Q Can you tell us whether Murphy said what 
is reported in The Washington Post, as attributed to the 
Arab press -- that is, that Syria was invited into Lebanon 
in '76, but that Israel invaded the country in 1982? 





A I can't confirm what he did or didn't say. 


We have noted before Syria's position, taking note 
of its view of the different circumstances -- 


Q You can't what? 

os I can't confirm what he said. 

Q Why not? 

A For one thing, I don't know; for another, we 
don't -- 

Q Well, fine. You don't know. Yeh. 

A But, you know, we have noted before that 


Syria has said that it came in under different circumstances. 
That's, as I say, not really our point. Our point is that 
all of the forces, regardless of how they went in, should 
get out. 


Q So you really, actually, are letting this 
report stand as is, the way I hear you? 

A No. Well, you can put it in any provocative 
way you want to, Bernie, but we're not going to comment on 
it. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on who is respon- 
sible for the attack against the Saudi tanker in the Gulf? 

as No, don't have anything further on that. 

Q Are you going to check into that to see if 


you can determine which side is responsible? 


aN I don't know that we would have any way of 
finally confirming that, in any case. Our view, though, as 
I expressed it yesterday, on the international waterways and 
navigation remains. 


Q Have there been new attacks since yesterday? 











oom Well, I have seen the reports, Jim, that the 
Iragis may have claimed some further attacks. I don't have 
anything on that -- can't confirm that. 


Q Alan, do you have anything new on the Soviet 
attitude toward the proposed chemical treaty? 


a No. We had something the other day, Max. I 
don't know if you got that. If not, I'd refer you to the 
Press Office. 


Q Nothing new? 
My Nothing new. 


Q Alan, anything on the report from Peking that 
major parts of the President's speech were dropped when it 
was broadcast on Chinese television? 


A No. I saw the wire, but I don't have 
anything on it. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on the reports of 
a new cabinet in Lebanon? 


4 Not specifically. Obviously we have con- 
sistently supported Lebanese efforts toward formation of a 
more broadly based government and internal reforms necessary 
to achieve reconciliation among all Lebanese, but I don't 
have any comment specifically. We obviously hope that the 
appointment of Prime Minister Karami and others as they are 
appointed will be steps in that direction. 


Q I think you have known Karami for long years -- 
A Uh-huh . 


Q -- sO you almost have sort of reaction to his 
choice as the new Prime Minster of Lebanon? 


ny I don't think it's up to us to comment on 
specific individuals or characterize individuals as the 
press has done. As I say, we have supported and continue to 
support the broadly based government, and we hope that this 
will lead to possible reconciliation and enhance stability. 


Q Do you have anything further on Soviet move- 
ments in Afghanistan? 


ass Don't have anything new today. 

















Q Do you have anything, Alan? (Laughter.) 
Q Where's the beef, Alan? (Laughter. ) 
a You done? (Laughter) 


Q Alan, a couple of days ago you said you 
would not look into reports that East Germany, through a 
government military journal, had announced that they con- 
sider the Four-Power agreement over the Berlin air corridor 
to no longer be in effect. Now Die Zeit, a West Germany 
periodical, has published a commentary saying that in their 
view the East Bloc rhetoric over Berlin is comparable to 
that in the 1961 Berlin crisis. Do you have anything to say 
yet on this situation? 








My Well, I don’t know -- first, I don't know 
about the comment. I don‘t know that they're referring to 
the same thing you were referring to. In any case, I don't 
have anything new on the Berlin air corridor from what we 
said the other day. 


Q As a follow-up, is it the policy of this 
Administration to suppress discussion about any evidence 
that there is now a U.S.-Soviet military confrontation under 
way? 


ny No. There is no such U.S.-Soviet military 
confrontation now underway, nor is it the policy to suppress 
information. We deal with the facts. 


Q How about the World Court case? Do you have 
anything on that? 


A I don't. I think that the press has been 
reporting from the Court hearings on that, and I don't have 
anything new to give you. 


Q Alan, are there discussions between the U.S. 
and members of the Gulf Cooperation Council on steps that 
might be taken mutually if the Iran-Irag war overflows into 
the Gulf, into the smaller states? 


A Well, I think -- I don't have anything new 
today to offer you on conversations with the Gulf. 
Obviously we have had conversations with countries in the 
Gulf, and we've had guidance on that before, and I guess I'd 
refer you back to that. 


We've had visitors to the region. Ambassador 
Murphy w*s out there recently. But I don't have anything 
new on that. 











Q Do you have anything on the large number of 
stories about intelligence flights over Nicaragua? 


f No. I think that if you go to DoD you'll 
find their answer today is the same as it was yesterday. 
The fact that another couple of stories appeared doesn't 
change the iaccs. 


Q Some speculation has left open the possibi- 
lity of CIA flights. 


on Oh -- 
Q They said no Pentagon flights. 


yy Well, I think that, again, now you're putting 
us into the situation where we can't comment -- 


Q Oohhh. (Laughter) 

Q Okay. Thank you. 

a -- on flights. 

Spence? 

Q Anything on negotiations with Japan on -- 

A The briefing is not over. Go ahead, Spence. 


Q Anything on negotiations with Japan on econo- 
mic measures? 


As No. I don't have anything on that. 


Q Alan, the President called that "a long jour- 
ney for peace to China.” Why not to Moscow? And also, at 
the same time, whether he's going to talk on human rights in 
China or not? 


A Well, I think that the President's party 
doubtless is addressing all of that. 


Q Now the briefing is over. 


(Whereupon, at 12:25 p.m., the briefing was 
concluded. ) 
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MR. ROMBERG: I have one announcement, basically 
in the way of a housekeeping announcement. But to make sure 
you are aware and are reminded that the deadline for applica- 
tions for credentials for the NAC Ministerial Meeting is 
this Friday, May 4. U.S.-based correspondents should apply 
to the Press Office by telephone or by filling in one of the 
forms available here at the Press Office or at the Foreign 
Press Center. 


Even those holding State Department or White 
House passes must apply for NAC credentials if they wish to 
attend conference events. Each organization should assure 
that applications are submitted for all persons who might 
wish to be present since no substitutions will be permitted. 


So I hope we don't have any problems with that. 
That's it for announcements. Happy to take your questions. 


Q Alan, do you have anything regarding the 
state of emergency declared in the Sudan? Conditions there, 
and your impressions. 


4 Very little, Mike. No. Simply, that we're 
aware that President Nimeiri made the announcement over the 
weekend, and we're studying the matter but have no comment 
at this time. 


Q Does that include a review on the arms 
supply situation? 


A On the arms supply? 
Q To the Sudan. 
4 No, I don't know anything beyond what we 


last said on that. I don't know if you've got the latest 
thing, Jim. You might want to check in the Press Office. 


Q Alan, Colonel Qadhafi has offered the IRA 
the British diplomatic quarters unless they restore rela- 
tions with London. Have you seen that report? Do you have 
any comment on his actions? 











A Well, I've seen a wire of it. It seemed to 
me that there were some contradictory aspects to at least 
the statements that I saw quoted in that wire. I think I 
gave you a brief remark on that last week when were talking 
about it. But I think until the situation is clearer, I'll 
hold back on that. It wasn't clear to me quite what he was 
saying, frankly. 


Jim? 
Alright, go ahead. 


Q When was the United States aware of the 
state of emergency in the Sudan? 


A I don't have specifics on that. 


Q Were there any consultations prior to 
the declaration of the statement? 


A I don't know. I have no reason to believe 
that there were, but I don't know. 


2 Alan, on Qadhafi, is there a plan afoot within 
the Administration to seek to orchestrate international 
pressure against Qadhafi? 


4 Obviously, we will continue the discussions 
with our allies and friends which have taken place whenever 
Libya has committed acts such as this shooting in London, or 
the bombing of the Sudan, the occupation of northern Chad, or 
when Libya has been involved in other terrorist acts. 


The death of a London policewoman, who was shot 
from within the former Libyan mission, is another tragic 
reminder that Qadhafi has not chosen to alter his unaccep- 
table behavior. The security implications of Libya's 
actions remain a matter of concern for the United States and 
we believe for all European and other nations. 


I can't speak for other nations or what they 
might do. We hope that other nations will review the record 
of Libyan activities and that they will arrive at the same 
conclusions we have regarding the need to demonstrate to 
Qadhafi meaningful opposition to his policies; particularly, 
Libya's state-supported terrorism and subversion of its 
neighbors. 


Q Does that conclusion -- 








A Go ahead, Bernie. 


Q On the conclusions, do you mean that they 
should emulate the United States by expelling diplomats, 
encouraging their nationals to leave Libya, and bar the 
importing of Libyan oil? 


A I think I -- in that respect, I'm going to 
leave it as I've just expressed it. 


As you say, the U.S. has taken the strongest 
measures to date in response to the unacceptable Libyan 
actions. Our actions have been designed to demonstrate U.S. 
opposition to Libya's policies of support for international 
terrorism and subversion of other nations. 


The March 1982 embargo on Libyan oil was designed 
to stop direct use of Libyan oil and to reduce the flow of 
U.S. dollars to Libya; that we've unilaterally imposed on 
Libya the tightest controls and categories of export 
controls that we have. And we've periodically approached 
Our European allies and urged them in the light of Libya's 
actions, to join us in such measures. European nations have, 
however, been reluctant to take comparable steps, although 
from time to time individual countries have moderated, 
suspended or halted the sale of arms to Libya when Libya has 
been engaged in particularly egregious or aggressive acts. 


Finally, as you noted, in the interest of pro- 
tecting U.S. citizens, we have urged Americans to depart 
from Libya and invalidated U.S. passports for travel to and 
from Libya unless special circumstances pertain. 


What they might do, and where the dialogue might 
go at this point, however, I really don't have anything to 
offer you on that. 


Q What is the explanation, as you see it, for 
the allusion to European reluctance to act? 


A What is the -- 


How do you explain that? 


Q 
A Their reluctance? 
Q 


Yes. 














A I'm not going to try to explain it. I 
think that it's really up to them to explain their policies. 

Q You've urged Americans to depart. That 
goes back quite a ways. 

A Yes 

Q Has there been any new urging? 

A No. 

Q Are you urging today Americans to depart? 


A There is nothing new that we're saying. 
We're not -~- as I said last week, the concerns we had before 
are still there, but there's nothing new that we're offering 
at this particular time. 


Q You don't (inaudible) Alan, please? 
A Excuse me? Yes. 
Q You don't have a more precise figure than 


you had last week concerning the numbers of Americans, do 
you? 


A I don't. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on Cuba and the 
illegal drug traffic? 


A No. I saw the story in the paper this 
morning on that. We have talked before quite openly and 
clearly about our concerns about Cuban involvement in inter- 
national narcotics traffic, but I don't have anything new to 
offer on that. And if you haven't got what we said, I'd just 
refer you back to the Press Office, Bill. 


Q Alan, can we have a copy of both statements 
on Qadhafi? 


A Yes. 
Q Can I ask, are there any study or any 


cooperation to make something substantial acainst Qadhafi; 
to take any measure, I mean? 


A Well, other than what I've already said, I 
would simply reiterate the point we've made before, and that 











is that our policy toward Libya is always under review. But 
I don't have anything specific to offer at this point. 


Q Alan, when you refer to “meaningful 
actions,” all working together, coordinating or just -- you 
think you want everybody to take meaningful actions on their 
own? 


a I suppose it's a matte. of what is 
feasible, but I would guess that probably individual 
countries acting on their own but in the same direction is 
more likely to happen. That doesn't rule out the possibi- 
lity of coordinated action, but I think that that's a more 
likely scenario and -- 


Q Is there a special review of our policy 
towards Libya? 


A Well, as I say, our policy is always under 
review. I don't think I would want to characterize it 
beyond that. 


Bobby? 


Q Alan, most of the Libyan terrorism seems to 
have been directed against Libyans, Libyan exiles or dissi- 
dents. 


Have there been any Libyan terrorist acts against 
American interests? 


A Partially because, or largely because it 
would involved getting into intelligence-type information, I 
think I'm going to decline to answer your question. But I 
would point to the concerns which have been expressed in 
months past over that question but decline to add anything 
new to what we said in the past on that, Bob. 


Jim, did you have a question? 


Q Do you expect this issue to be anything 
more than an informal item on the agenda of the Ministerial 
Meeting at the end of this month? 


A Can't answer that question; don't know. 
Q Do you have any comment on what happened in 


Israel, the arrest of perpetrators who were going to blow 
five Palestinian buses? 











A I don't have anything. Obviously, our 
opposition to any act of terrorism is quite clear, and we 
support and welcome actions by any government to thwart such 
terrorism, and obviously that applies in this case. 


Q Let me ask in a different way. There are 
reports that most of these people who have been arrested by 
Israeli authorities are Jews of American citizenship; they 
carry citzenship and they live in that area, and they occupy 
the West Bank, and the settlers in Gush Emunim and other 
areas. 


You see that -- since they carry dual citi- 
zenship, and they were caught in the act, or accused by per- 
petrating to blow the buses -- that you have to pay more 
attention to this issue than just, you know, a mere -- an 
act of terrorism perpetrated by some terrorists? 


4 I think that the Israeli authorities have 
paid quick and evidently quite successful attention to this 
particular incident. They've made some -- I don't know 
whether they've formally made arrests or detaining people, 
or what. That I don't have any information on, and I 
wouldn't comment on that. The fact that the individuals 
involved may or may not have American citizenship, I don't 
know that. I hear you -- I hear what you're saying; it doesn't 
affect the fact that we think that this is a very serious 
matter and that we support government action to thwart 
terrorism. 


Q Well, excuse me. I want to follow this. 
Based on the report that Meir Kahane is involved in this, 
and he is an American citizen who is from Brooklyn and 
carries Israeli and American aid. Do you see that if this 
been proven in the courts that he will be stripped from his 
U.S. citizenship or he will not be allowed to come to this 
country and doing the things that he's doing, raising funds 
to emulate and perpetuate his terrorist activities in the 
West Bank (sic)? 


A Now you're asking me a legal question about 
the basis for stripping someone of citizenship. I'm not 
aware that necessarily would be the basis, and I'd suggest 
you check on the legalities of that. 


But, as I say, the fact that somebody is an 
American citizen, in terms of our deploring any action and 
seeking to have full justice done, the fact that they're an 
american citizen -- turning the question around the other 
way -- certainly does not weaken our concerns in that 
respect. 


Tim? 

















Q Alan, back on Libya for just a minute, is the 
State Department considering restricting the ability of U.S. 
petroleum -- oil corporations from operating out of Libya? 


A Again, I don't have anything new to say about 
where we are in our policy toward Libya beyond what we've 
said before, but, as I indicated, the policy is always under 
review. 


Q Alan, is there a -- are there some high-level 
officials here who are looking for some way of meeting 
Congress halfway on this Jerusalem issue? I'm referring to 
the Post article. 


A "Some officials" I can't tell you about. I can 
tell you what the policy is, and the Secretary articulated 
very clearly this morning, speaking about it quite directly 
as the President's policy, noting that he's not interested 
in a compromise; that his policy is quite firm, and I don't 
think he could have been more unambiguous about it. 


Q Where did he say this, Alan? 
a In Peking. 


Q I have three questions on El Salvador. One 
is the increasing number of reports of incendiary bombs and 
possibly anti-personnel bombs that are being used by the 
Salvadoran air force, as reported by the Christian Science 
Monitor and National Catholic Reporter. Anything? 








aN I don't know. You might check with the 
Pentagon on the type of munitions they use, or check with 
Salvadoran authorities. I don't know. 


Q One of the statements said that the 
napalm may be assembled in El Salvador and then used. 


ay I don't have anything on that. 
Q Could you look into that? 
A Why don't you check with the Pentagon and see 


Q Okay. The second is there have been two -- on 
Reuters and, I think, it was The Washington Post -- reports now 





that there is a special committee of the armed forces that 
are preparing a message for the next president with respect 











to his areas in which he may not -- I mean, he may be -- he 
may have to consult with the armed forces. Do you have any 
comment on that? 


A No. I've seen a statement by a variety of 
people in El Salvador on this subject reported in the press, 
but I think we have indicated before that to our 
understanding the military has supporced strongly this elec- 
toral process and agreed to abide by ix. 


Q Finally, apparently a -- this secret 
anti-Communist army took responsibility for the killing of 
the Salvadoran security chief at the Embassy. It's my 
understanding. Do you have any comment on that? 


A I saw a squib in one of the papers on that, 
Jim, but I don't have anything to offer on it either in 
terms of comment or validating it or anything of that sort. 


Q Do you have anything -- on this general area, 
do you have anything that would indicate when the President 
is going to give this Central American speech that has been 
talked about in the press for several weeks? 


A I'm frankly not aware of the talk except for 
some advocacy in the press for such a speech, but, in any 
case, I'd ask you to address any questions about 
Presidential speeches to the White House. 


Q Do you have anything on the Contadora process 
at this juncture, Alan, any difficulty with it, or seeming 
difficulty? 


A No, not really. We're not a participant, 
obviously, in the Contadora process and don't have any 
insider's view of that. My understanding is that the nine 
-- that is, the Foreign Ministers of the Contadora Four, 
Colombia, Mexico, Panama and Venezuela, together with the 
five Central American states -- are meeting today in Panama 
City to receive recommendations from the three working com- 
missions -- that is, security, socio-economic and political, 
and the technical commission <= on how the 21 points of the 
Document of Objectives agreed to last September could be 
implemented. 


It is reasonable to expect that the Contadora 
Foreign Ministers might have a public statement today or 
tomorrow after their meetings, but I think we'd have to wait 
to comment until then. Obviously, we have been supportive 











of a verifiable and enforceable and comprehensive imple- 
menting approach to those 21 points. But I think we'd have 
to wait for a comment on their actions until they did 
something about it. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on that story in 
the Post yesterday saying that, despite the public state- 
ments, the Administration realiy inasn't decided whether to 
try to reverse Marxism in Nicaragua? 


A Oh, I think we've expressed ourselves before 
On our concerns there. Obviously, we have expressed our 
essentially four-point policy which includes seeking to have 
Nicaragua live up to the pledges that it made regarding 
democratic pluralism to the OAS, but -- 


Q I'm asking at this stage -- can you say the 
story is wrong? 


fy Well, you're -- “the story.” I mean, I -- 


Q No, no. That that implication is wrong, 
that's completely -- 


A I think I will leave you with what we have 
said before about our policy and leave it as articulated 
from here rather than trying to comment on source stories. 


Q Alan, on a taken question on Friday about the 
export license to Iran, and you said it's been lifted. Why? 


A I think if you read it carefully, it notes 
that the restriction was lifted. 


Q Yes. Why? 

A I think it's -- it goes back, and if you 
refer back to earlier guidance, it goes back quite some time, 
about the connection of this with the Iran settlements. I 
think you'll find that that's -- 

Q Settlement of the hostages. 

A Yes. 

Q Do you have any schedule for Carlos Andres 


Perez while he's here, who he's going to be meeting with? 
The former Venezuelan President. 
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A I don't. I don't know that's he's here on -- 
obviously, on any official schedule. You might check with 
the Embassy and see. 


- ‘ Alan, do you have anything there on the World 
Court's decision? 


A No. Don't have anything new. I'm not a‘*re 
they've done anything other than hear the case at this 
point. 


Q Also, is that -- by not accepting the World 
Court, the U.S. doesn't care any more for the U.N. or inter- 
national institutions? 


A The U.S. certainly does care for the U.N. and 
its constituent parts, but don't have anything further on 
the Court case at this point. 


Q Alan, reports over the weekend that the 
Soviet Union is going to arm Iraq and give them more arma- 
ments and weapons to counter the situation in the war with 
Iran. Do you perceive the position of the United States 
asking now the China and other ccuntries to stop arming Iran 
and trying to bring about a decisive victory, or something, 
in the war between Iran and Iraq? 


A I'm not sure I understand your question. The 
position hasn't changed in supporting a negotiated end to 
that war, and our position on shipment of arms hasn't 
changed, so there's nothing new in any of that. And we've 
noted in particular, because of the circumstances which 
obtained, both the military circumstances and the intran- 
sigence on the negotiating front, that we have paid par- 
ticular attention to try to-stop shipments to Iran. But our 
overall policy remains as it has been. 


Q Alan, could I follow that up? 
Q Alan, do you have anything -- 
ry I'll be back. 


Q -- on the Soviet offensive in the Panjsher 
Valley in -- 


A No. I hope I can get something further, 
perhaps by tomorrow, but I don't have anything on that 
today, Spence. 
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Q Alan, the reports of that arms sale are large 
-- two and a half -- I've heard $2 billion, $242 billion -- 
which the Saudis apparently are paying for, helping to 
Finance. Does this government have no objection to the 
Saudis providing the oil or being in a scheme in which the 
hard cash, Western currencies, flows from Iraq to the Soviet 
Union? 


A Well, I'm not confirming that story, and I 
don't have any comment other than on our general policy as 
I've just reiterated it to you. 


Bob? 


Q Yes. I was just wondering if you had 
anything more on what happened to that Saudi tanker last 
week? Has it been cleared up whether or not it was in fact 
attacked by Iragi planes or -- 


a I don't have anything further on it. 
Q Nothing more? 
A No; 


Q One more thing: There's a story in the Post 
this morning about talks having begun quietly at the State 
Department with the Soviets on consular exchanges and the 
Russians raising the question of Aeroflot. I mean, have 
actually talked resumed on these consular -- 


. A I think what we've said before, and I would 
-- I think is fair as to say that we have said we are 
willing to talk about consulates and exchanges, and I think 
that's all I really have on that point. And I'm not going 
to go -- in terms of your question of linkage that was 
suggested in the story, I'm not going to go into the 
substance without trying to steer you one way or the other, 
but just to remind you on Aeroflot, Aeroflot flights to the 
U.S. were suspended in December 1981 following the imposi- 
tion of martial law in Poland, and after the shootdown of 
KAL 007 in September, the sanction was r ned. 


In addition, the two Aeroflot offi es in the U.S. 
were ordered closed, and the Civil Aeronautics Board ordered 
U.S. flag carriers to terminate their commercial arrange- 
ments with Aeroflot. These sanctions remain in effect, and 
we have no plans to lift them. 


Q Could you answer the question about whether 
the consular exchange talks have started? 
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A I think what I've said is a valid charac- 
terization of the situation. We have said we would be 
willing to talk about those issues. 


Q The Post story advances this story, and -- 
A Well -- 


Q Alan, you say you have no plans to lift them 
-- as I understand it, we're permitting 25 Aeroflot flights 
to bring the atheletes to the Olympics. Does that -- 


A That's a different matter. It's not related 
to regular Aeroflot flights. That's related to the Olympic 
situation. 


Q The American delegation that was -- 


K I can't confirm the number, by the way, but 
I'm not arguing with you. I just don't know. 


Q Yes. The American delegation that was 
recently ‘n “Moscow, and who may still be there, negotiating 
on the hotline -- has that been concluded? 


a On the hotline, yes, the Soviet officials 
and a U.S. delegation from Washington met last week in 
Moscow to discuss possible improvements in communications 
between our two governments. This is part of the ongoing 
discussions on this subject that we initiated last summer, 
on the basis of proposals advanced by the President last 
May. 


At the Moscow meeting we presented our views on 
the full range of the President's initiatives to improve 
U.S.-Soviet direct communications. At our earlier meetings 
-- that is, in August ‘83 in Moscow, and January ‘84 here in 
Washington -- we made progress toward agreement on technical 
improvements to the hotline. The latest round provided a4 
useful opportunity for further clarification of the issues 
involved and a narrowing of the differences. 


Q No agreement? 

A That's correct. 

Q At what level were these talks held? 
A 


The head of our delegation was Warren 
Zimmerman, who is the Deputy Chief of Mission of the Embassy 
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in Moscow, the Deputy Chairman was Stuart E. Branch, who 

was former Deputy Assistant Secretary of State for 
Communications and now a consultant to the Department, and 

it included other officials from State, Defense and the NSC 
staff. Just so you have a complete record on that, the 
Soviet delegation was headed by Mr. A. M. Varbanskiy, a Chief 
of Administration in the Soviet Ministry of Communications, 
and other members included officials of the Communications 
Ministry and the Foreign Ministry. 


Q Is it accurate, Alan, that one of the unre- 
solved issues is whether to use an IBM or an Aprle? 
(Laughter) I'm serious. 


A I haven't got the slightest idea. 


Q Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:46 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. One announcement. 
On Saturday, May 5, Deputy Secretary of State Kenneth W. Dam 
will deliver the keynote address in Chicago at the 40th 
anniversary banquet of the Polish-American Congress, the 
PAC. Mr. Dam will speak at the 7:00 p.m. dinner -- that is, 
7:00 p.m. Central Daylight Time -- in the Conrad Hilton's 
International Ballroom. If you wish additional information, 
please contact PAC President Aloysuis Mazewski, Area Code 
(312) 272-8155. I expect that he'll begin speaking around 
8:00 p.m., Central Daylight Time. There will be no Q&A, and 
we will try to have a text available Friday for you. 


That is it on announcements. Happy to take your 
questions. | 


Q Could you bring us up to date on the Soviet 
mathematician? 


a Yes. The individual's name is Sergei Kozlov. 
He is a scientific scholar in this country on one of our 
regular exchange programs with the Soviet Union. There was 
some evidence over the weekend that he had decided to cur- 
tail his study program here and return to the Soviet Union. 


Yesterday he was interviewed extensively at Dulles 
International Airport by officials of the Immigration and 
Naturalization Service, which has jurisdiction over entry 
into and exit from the U.S. under American law, and by offi- 
cials of the Department of State. Soviet Embassy officials 
were also present. 


Mr. Kozlov was asked to state his intentions in 
circumstances where it was clear he could speak freely, and 
he repeatedly stated that he wished to return to the Soviet 
Union. However, he then declined to board a flight to 
Europe but stated instead that he wished to return to the 
Soviet Embassy. 


He has a valid United States visa to permit him to 
complete his study program if he so desires, and we have 
ensured that his rights have been protected and will con- 
tinue to do so. 








Q What is your understanding as to his move- 
ments after the interview? 


A As I say, he indicated that he wished to 
return to the Soviet Embassy. 


Q Is it your understanding -- 
A I don't know where he is now. 
Q There are several reports that he in fact 


transited in London and is in Moscow. 


A Oh, no. I think I saw some, at least one 
wire report to that effect. I do not believe those reports 
are correct. No, I believe he is still in this country. 


@) Have Soviet officials been cooperative 
throughout this episode? 


q I would have no reason at all to quarrel with 
that characterization, George. 


Q Was he under pressure -- 
nas I'm sorry. Start again. 


Was he under pressure from the Soviet offi- 
cials he shall return to the Soviet Union? 


4 I think I would leave you with the statement 
that I gave in answer to the first question about his 
feelings. 


Q You say you do believe he's still in the 
United States? 


A Yes. 


Q Can you tell us what it was that initiated 
the Department's interest and initiated the presence of the 
officials at Dulles? Was there an indication earlier that 
he might not have been moving of his own free will? 


a Well, I think I'm not going to be terribly 
specific, but simply to note that in situations of this kind 
questions do arise, quite naturally, about the intentions of 
the individual concerned, and so in response to that kind of 
natural concern there was the activity which went on at the 
airport. 











Q Did he ask for a meeting, Alan, before he 
went to the airport? 


A I don't know the answer to that, Jim. 


Q The indication that you had over the 
weekend that he might want to curtail his stay, was that a 
local law enforcement matter in California, or did he 
approach the U.S. Government, or how did that happen? 


4 i think that as I say, I'm not going to be able 
to get into a lot of detail, among other things, but -- there 
are probably a number of reasons for doing this -- but, among 
other things, he is still here. The question of his depar- 
ture still is pending, and I think it's just prudent not to 
be saying too much. But the situation is basically as I 
have already outlined it. 


Q Would you consider this matter essentially 
closed now, or is it -- 


A Well, I don't know if it's closed in the 
sense that he may well still go back to the Soviet Union, 
and we intend to ensure that if he departs the United 
States, that he does so voluntarily, and we will have the 
Opportunity to talk with him again, so -- 


Q You mean after talking with him for five 
hours, you're still not sure of his intentions? 


a I think we're sure of his intentions as of 
the time that he spoke, then he said he wanted to go back 
to the Soviet Embassy overnight -- the plane had already 
left, apparently, during the conversations he was having. And 
again, just to be sure that we understand his intentions, 
when he actually does depart, we will do that. 


Q Does that mean there is some kind of watch 
put on at the departure points to make sure that he doesn't 
leave the country without your talking to him again? 


A I don't know the answer to that, frankly, but 
I don't think it really is a situation of that sort, to go 
back to my response to George's question about working 
cooperatively with the Soviet Embassy officials on this. 


Q Sir, this is not meant to be a flippant 
question: Did he seem to be in good mental condition? 











A Again, I don't think it's up to us to charac- 
terize that sort of thing. 


Shall we go on to another area? 


Q May we have a copy of your original state- 
ment, please? 


A Sure. 


Q One last question: Have you received any 
specific assurances from the Soviets that you'll have an 
opportunity to see him again if he is to leave? 


A I don't expect there will be any problem with 
that. 


Q Do you have anything on the new Cabinet in 
Lebanon? Any comment? 


4 No, not in any specific way. Obviously, we 
continue to support the establishment of a broadly based 
government of national unity in Lebanon, and the Lebanese 
people need security and political progress, and we hope that 
the new government can move toward those goals. 


Q Last night and again this morning, the former 
President of Venezuela, Mr. Perez, had some critical things 
to say about this Administration's support for Contadora, 
suggesting that the Administration is actually undermining 
it. Do you have any response, or can you talk about the 
U.S. support again? 


M Well, as we have said many times before, we 
Support the Contadora process, and we believe that the 
twenty-one objectives, document of objectives, agreed upon 
by the participant nations offer the best hope for a 
comprehensive, verifiable peace in the region. But as to 
Mr. Perez' statements specifically, his remarks as recorded 
in the press were an expression of his personal opinion, and 
I've not got any comment to offer you on those. 


Q How is it that someone who has been regarded 
by this Administration and previous ones as a truly democrat- 
ic leader in Latin America and a close friend of the United 
States could have this interpretation despite your repeated 
assertions of support for Contadora? 


A Well, I suppose you would have to ask him 
that, Jim. 











Q Would you have any theory about it? 


A I don't try to articulate theories from here. 





Q Alan, you talked about Libya yesterday. Do 
you have anything more on Libya today, anything we might be 
doing about Qadhafi? 


A No, not -=- 
Q Any specific steps? 


om Going back to the kinds of questions we were 
talking about yesterday? 


Q Yes. 


A No, I don't have anything more, really, to 
say than I said yesterday on that subject. 


Q How serious is the threat to the Sudanese 
Government? And is it largely internal or external in 
origin? 


a Well, we talked in terms before of the con- 
cerns we've had about actions such as the bombing in 
Omdurman and so on. The situation within the Sudan, we 
recognize, could have serious implications, and we're 
reviewing the matter with Sudanese authorities; but until we 
have more information, I don't think I have any specific 
comment to offer. 


But as I say, in terms of the Libyan dimension, 
which is perhaps the context in which you're asking your 
question, I don't have anything new to offer beyond what 
we've said before on the subject. 


Q Anything on potential external sources? 
as Don't have anything new on that. 
Q Is there any consideration of moving U.S. 


assets to the neighborhood again, such as AWACS, that 
sort of thing, is that being discussed with them? 


A Speaking personally, I'm not aware of it, 
frankly; but in terms of regular deployments, military 
deployments and so on, I guess I would have to refer you to 











the Pentagon. But the kinds of measures that we talked 
about before I don't think is what we are contemplating at 
this point. 


Q Alan, there was a wire story overnight saying 
that the U.S. has failed to find proof that Nicaragua is 
funneling arms to the guerrillas, quoting American officials 
and military sources in San Salvador. Did you see that 
story? 


a I haven't seen the story; I heard someone 
make reference to it. All I can do, really, Bill, is to 
refer you back to what we have said in this Government at 
virtually every level on this subject and leave you with 
the record on that. 

Q How is our briefing request coming along now? 


a I don't know of any briefing that is 
imminent. 


Q Is it still being pressed by your office? 

Q Vigorously? (Laughter) 

Ms I cannot tell you, in all honesty, that I 
spend four or five hours a day beating on people's heads to 
have it; but we have made your wishes well known. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Do you have anything at all today on 
Afghanistan, the situation there? 


a Yes, I do. I promised you yesterday we 
would try to get you something. 


The major Soviet offensive in the Panjsher Valley 
continues. The large Soviet/DRA column has advanced about 
half way up the valley, but adverse weather conditions have 
hampered Soviet air operations. No heavy resistance has yet 
been encountered as resistance strategy appears to be one of 
withdrawal to high ground, side valleys, and areas just out- 
side the valley. 


There are no reliable figures available on the 
intensity of the fighting or the number of casualties. The 
Soviets have suffered at least low levels of casualties and 
some helicopter and aircraft losses. Earlier reports of 
Radio Kabul that the entire valley had been secured were not 
accurate nor were regime-inspired rumors that Panjsher 
leader Ahmad Shah Masood had been killed or captured. 


There are a number of reports that the Soviet for- 
ces are systematically destroying villages, livestock, and 
crops. All major resistance groups have called for coopera- 
tion with Masood in the present circumstances. We may be 
seeing the results of this cooperation and coordination bet- 
ween mujahidin groups in diversionary assaults outside the 
Panjsher. 


Although Soviet bombing as well as resistance- 
instigated attacks in the Panjsher vicinity have apparently 
taken a heavy toll among the mujahidin, the will of the 
resistance has not been broken nor have they been defeated, 
and the current campaign is likely to go on for some time. 


In other parts of Afghanistan, the level of 
fighting also is high. Resistance activity in and around 
Kabul during the last week of April increased over the 
recent high levels. From the regime's point of view the 
security situation in Kandahar remains virtually out of 
control. 


The Soviet spring offensive begun in Herat Pro- 
vince in late March cont[nues, wh re aerial and ground 
operations are concentrated to the west and south of Herat 
City with Soviet forces meeting stiff resistance. The fuel 
shortage in Kabul continues unabated, as a large convoy of 
fuel tankers and trucks carrying sugar and other foodstuffs 
was destroyed north of Kabul on April 20, although a smaller 








fuel convoy did arrive in the city on April 28. Only diplo- 
matic, regime, and military vehicles are being supplied. 
Electricity is also in short supply. 


Q Copy of that? 
os Sure. 
Q Were there any illustrations you may care to 


provide? (Laughter) 


Q What sort of actions is the U.S. taking in 
Afghanistan at this time, Alan? 


f I refer you back to what we've said about 
this many times before. I don't have anything new. We've 
talked about support for the refugee relief efforts, diplo- 
matic support, and efforts to bring about a diplomatic solu- 
tion in support of the various U.N. efforts and the four 
points that have been mentioned therein. 


Q Do you have anything on Paraguay and the five 
attorneys who were detained and then expelled? 

A The attorneys who were detained -- 

Q The mission. The -- 

A The Americans who were representing the 
Americas Watch Committee? 

Q That's right. 

A Yes. According to Embassy reports, five 


Americans representing the Americas Watch Committee arrived 

in Asuncion from Montevideo on Saturday morning. During customs 
inspection, literature was found in their luggage that the 
Paraguayan authorities deemed objectionable. The authori- 

‘ties attempted to review the material document-by-document. 
After some confusion, the five were taken to the Ministry of 
Interior where they refused to surrender the material or 

allow it to be copied. ‘ 


The Americans then elected to return to the air- 
port and take an afternoon flight to Rio. According to our 
information, no one was physically mistreated or abused 
during the incident. The Embassy became aware of the inci- 
dent when the group failed to contact them as arranged, and 
an officer went to the scene and rendered appropriate 
assistance. 


j= |\AF 








Q Was there any protest by the U.S. Embassy 
over the search procedures? 


A Well, the Embassy -- I can't tell you 
whether it has taken place at this point, but as of the 
time that this information was provided to me -- the Embassy 
planned to raise the issue with Paraguayan authorities. 
That's all I have on that. 


Q Do y> know anything about an Israeli 
request that we readmit a number of black Hebrews who have 
settled in Israel but now wish to return to the United States? 


A Brian, did we not have some guidance on this 
some time ago? All right, let me check and see if we've got 
anything on it. My recollection is that we did have something 
on that subject; but if not, I'll look into it and see what 
we can provide. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on the Post story 
that many Third World countries request for chemical 
weapons; can you name some countries that who has requested 
for storing chemical weapons from the United States (sic)? 


a Who had requested storage of chemical weapons? 

Q That's right. 

on I'm not sure I follow your question. 

Q The U.S. wants to sell them or they want to 
buy chemical weapons? 

My No, I don't <--- 

Q In last week's Post story. 

aN Well, I don't follow the question, frankly, 
‘and I don't have any information on it, so why don't we let 
it pass? 

Q Thank you. 

A You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:27 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: O.K. Good afternoon. A couple of 
brief announcements: First, to let you know that available 
in the Press Office at 2:00 p.m. this afternoon will be the 
prepared testimony of Assistant Secretary for Inter-American 
Affairs Langhorne A. Motley before the Subcommittee on Western 
Hemisphere Affairs of the House Foreign Affairs Committee. 
He will be up there today. The subject is "U.S. Central 
American Policy at a Crossroads." The statement is in 
response to some specific questions from the Committee, but 
it also includes a retrospective of the events of the past 
five years in the region and the U.S. response to those 
events. 


Also available in the Press Office, I believe now, 
is the prepared statement by Assistant Secretary of State for 
Human Rights and Humanitarian Affairs Elliott Abrams in his 
appearance before the House Foreign Affairs Committee, 
Subcommittee on Human Rights. The testimony is on “Religious 
Persecution in Iran." 


I have here also <= and I'm not going to read it to 
you, but will make available in the Press Office -- infor- 
mation regarding obtaining press credentials for the 
President's trip to Ireland, Normandy, and the London 
Economic Summit. So I would ask that any of you who are 
interested in participating in that, please pay attention. 
There are some specific dimensions of that, as to where to go 
to get credentialing that are obviously important. It may 
not be quite as obvious as to where they are, but anyway, 
that information is available in the Press Office. 


Be happy to take your questions. 

Q Alan, does the United States have a role in 
securing the release of the three Israelis that are in Syrian 
custody? 

x Have a role in -- I didn't hear. 

Q -- in securing the release of -- 

A Securing -- all I really could say about 


that, Mike, is that the Israelis have teen in touch with us, 
and we are exploring how we can be helpful. 

















Q Do you know what role the Israelis had in 
Lebanon? 


a I think I would have to ask you to check with 
the Israelis on that. 


Q Do you have any comment on the statement made 
by President Mubarak of Egypt about transferring the 
embassies of different countries to Jerusalem? 


A Well, not really any comment on President 
Mubarak's remarks. We determine our own policy based on our 
own assessment of our interests, and President Reagan has 
reiterated quite recently that he remains firmly opposed to 
the transfer of our Embassy to Jerusalem. 


Q Do you consider this statement as reflecting 
his confidence that the U.S. Administration is not going to 
transfer the Embassy to Jerusalem? 


x I don't know, and I don't think it would be up 
to us to try to explain why he made the statement. I really 
would have to refer you to the Egyptian Government. 


Bernie? 


Q Could you do anything more, Alan, on the U.S. 
explorations in connection with the three Israelis? You say 
we're exploring. 


A Can't. Can't. 
Q With Syria? 


A I just don't have any more detail to offer 
you. 


Q Alan, do you have any more comment on the 
Soviet mathematician, as to his status and any remarks? I 
understand Ambassador Hartman was called into the Foreign 
Ministry today to receive a complaint on this matter of 
harassment, of detaining the gentleman? 


a Well, on the last point, I don't know that we 
have any reporting at this point, so I can't confirm it; but 
I have no reason, given the TASS statement, to doubt that he 
was called in, and I'm sure we'll be getting the reporting. 
It may be in and being processed at this point. 











But specifically with regard to the comments that 
were made in connection with this case, we regret that the 
Soviets have seen fit to react in such a bizarre way at a 
time when discussions are continuing, and the well-being of a 
Soviet citizen is involved. 


Our concern has been to ensure that the basic rights 
of the individual, an individual in trouble, are respected. 
The Soviet statement contains charges which are simply untrue 
and which naturally raise doubts as to whether the Soviet 
side has his well-being in mind. 


Contrary to the TASS statement, Kozlov was not iso- 
lated and he was not prevented from leaving. And again 
contrary to the TASS statement, Kozlov was accompanied by a 
member of the Soviet Embassy staff throughout our 
discussions. There can be no question about the propriety 
of our actions and the good will which motivates them. The 
charge that we prevented Kozlov's departure from the United 
States is ridiculous. 


Kozlov himself decided not to board the aircraft, a 
fact that the Soviets know full well. Precisely because of 
our concern for the individual involved, we will not comment 
on Mr. Kozlov's health. We urge the Soviet Government to 

ispense with false and self-serving accusations against the 
United States and to work with us to bring this unhappy case 
to a conclusion which protects the rights and interests of 
Mr. Kozlov. 


Q Can we have a copy of that, please, Alan? 
oN Sure. 


Q What discussions are underway with the Embassy 
regarding his future? 


A I don't have any further detail at this point 
for you, Mike. 


Q Where is he now -- Kozlov? 
A I don't know. 

Q You don't know? 
A 


Don't know specifically where he is at this 
point. He has not left the country, though. 








Q Is he in U.S. custody or Soviet? 


A Well, I don't know if I -- I don't know how to 
describe -- you use the word "custody" -- he -- as I indi- 
cated yesterday, he said he wanted to return to the Soviet 
Embassy, and he did that. Now, specifically where he is, I 
don't know. 


Q Is there any chance he could have gone out on 
another plane without you knowing about it? 


A No, I don't believe so, Bernie. 


Q Alan, how do you contrast the attitude, or the 
posture, of the Soviet officials here in regard to this TASS 
statement? 


A I don't think it's up to me or that I'm in a 
position to explain that. I think our reaction to the TASS 
statement comes across rather clearly in what I gave you. 


Q It does, but do you find the behavior or the 
courtesies or the actions of the Embassy staff here in 
keeping with the tone and the charges of that TASS statement? 


a Well, I just don't -- I don't have anything 
further to say. 


Bob? 


Q On Kozlov's behavior, were there any indica- 
tions at all that he had been on drugs? 


A I don't have anything to say about his health, 
as I indicated in what I just gave you, and I don't think it 
would be appropriate for me to address that. I'm not trying 
to steer you one way or another on that, Bob. I just don't 
think it's right. 


Q What about the Soviet charge that this is part 
of what they call an “intolerable atmosphere that's been 
created around Soviet nationals in the United States"? 


a Well, again, I think that I'd refer you to 
what I said about the entirety of that statement and the 
characterizations in it, and I don't think we would accept 
any of those kinds «2 characterizations. 








Q Did he at any time say why he didn't want to 
board that airplane? There were lengthy discussions with him, 
apparently. 


a Yes. There was discussion with him, and I'm 
not really free to go into what that was about. It was his 
request that he not get on the plane at that time. It was 
his request to hold some further discussions beyond the 
initial discussions. It was his request, or determination, 
that once the plane had taken off, he would go back to the 
Soviet Embassy. So -- 


Q According to reports from Israel, the three 
Israelis were in Lebanese hands and the Syrian forces forced 
the Lebanese to yield the Israelis to them. Would you like 
to comment on that? 


A I don't have any comment beyond what I've 
given you on that whole thing. 


Q Or the Syrian description of the three as 
"terrorists," not diplomats? 


A Again, I just don't have any comment, really, to 
offer you on this entire matter beyond what I've given you 
already. 


Q Alan, anything specific about the meeting held 
this morning between Under Secretary Schneider and the 
Lebanese Ambassador, Bouhabib? 


A No. I don't have anything on that. 


Q Alan, around the 17th of last month I asked a 
question about the Deputy Sheriff of Albuquerque, New Mexico, 
Mike Mansour, who is an American citizen of Arabic 
background, and at the time you said that you are inquiring 
as to the reasons of Mr. Mansour's detention by Israeli 
authorities that was arrested April 1984, at Ramallah, West 
Bank. 


There are also other cases which are coming. The 
American-Arab Anti-Discrimination Committee just issued a 
statement saying that Israel holds at least 140 Arab hosta- 
ges, refuses Red Cross access. In light of your concern 
about the three Israelis and a few others, and I believe that 
you are concerned about everybody, could you please look into 
these matters and try to clarify the situation about these 
detainees and these missing people and these arrested people 
in a way that could put to rest this issue with -- you know, 
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Satisfy their families, at least, in the United States, 
because there are many American citizens involved here. 


A I -- without specifics at hand, I don't know 
whether there's anything further we can say at this point, 
but I will put your question and see if there's anything 
further we can come up with. 


Q Alan, have you looked over Mr. Brock's remarks 
regarding import quotas and guidelines, what have you, on 
Japanese auto imports? Is he speaking for this 
Administration and this Department as well as the Special Trade 
Representative? 


A Well, our policy has been to monitor the state 
of the automobile industry and to determine its overall eco- 
nomic health. And Ambassador Brock believes, as reported, 
that the conditions at this time indicate the industry is 
healthy enough to allow the restraint to expire. As a 
general matter, obviously, the Administration supports the 
free trade system, and we would welcome a return to a 
healthy, competitive situation. 


Q Have they been in communication with the 
Japanese on this issue since his remarks? 


A I nave no idea. I don't know that this issue 
arises at this particular time, in any case, in terms of the 
dates that are involved. 


Q Does the State Department endorse his judgment 
on the matter? 





a I don't have anything beyond what I've just 
given you, except, certainly, endorsement of the -=- in sup- 
port for healthy competition. Sure. 


Q Do you know whether he was reflecting an 
Administration position? 





A Well, I just don't have anything further. I 
think you'd have to ask STR about that. 


Q When you say that the issue doesn't come up at 
this particular time, are you saying that because a new one- 
year agreement just went into effect April 1? 


A Well, “agreement” is the wrong word, but, in 
any case, the -- 

















Q Sorry. I'm sorry. 


A I think that the action the Japanese took was 
recently taken, and my understanding is it does now -- it's 
now in effect and runs until next year. 


Q It sounded as if Mr. Brock was suggesting that 
maybe it would be good to renegotiate that, whatever you want 
to call it. 


os Again, you'd have to check with his office. 
I'm not sure that that's a correct interpretation to put on 
his remarks. It may be, but that's not my understanding. 
But why don't you check with USTR and see what they have. 


Q Do you have anything on the Sudan today, and 
is Crocker going to Khartoum? 





a I don't have a lot on that. I don't really 
have any new sitrep or evaluation of the situation in the 
Sudan. He -- Assistant Secretary Crocker is traveling. He 
is going to be in Europe, has left already. He'll be in 
London, Bonn, and Paris for consultations on a range of 
African issues, including southern African issues, but he 
also does plan to go on to Africa where he will be meeting 
with officials in the Sudan, and I believe also in Egypt. 


Q You are confirming that he is going to Sudan 
and Egypt, is that correct? 


A (Nods yes.) 


Q Alan, do you have anything on The Wall Street 
Journal story about the two Koreas selling arms to Iran? 





A I don't have anything terribly new on this. I 
think we've addressed this issue before, Bernie. That is to 
say, that our concerns over this issue and the serious view 
we take of the sale of military equipment to Iran and Iraq 
-- but we have stressed, of course, Iran, because of the cir- 
cumstances -- remain. And we have made known those views to 
a number of governments and friends and allies, including the 
South Koreans, and specifically let be known our deep concern 
about the potentially destabilizing effect of arms sales. I'm 
not going to comment in detail beyond that. I would say 
we're aware that North Korea has been a major supplier of 
weapons to Iran for some time. 


Q What about the possibility of the South 
Koreans using -- selling arms that were produced within South 














Korea on the basis of co-production arrangements with the 
United States? 


A Well, there would have to be, for any -- I 
haven't got all the regulations in my head, but for any cate- 
gories where it would require U.S. permission to export or 
re-export, depending on the nature of the item of military 
equipment, we would insist, as we would anywhere else in the 
world, that those processes be followed. 


Q And were they in ‘the case of South Korea? 


A We certainly have rot approved any such sale. 
8) Yeah. But forget what you've approved -- 

A Well, again, I don't -- 

Q -- have they sold co-production items without 


your approval? 


a Again, without trying to steer you on this, 
Bernie, I really don't want to go into the question of the 
dialogue except to say that we've made our views known to a 
number of countries, as I say, including South Korea. 


Q What is your problem about talking -~ being a 
little more candid on this issue? 


ay It's just a matter of not violating the con- 
fidence of our diplomatic exchanges. 


Q Alan, is Secretary Crocker planning to meet 
with Angolan officials at some point on his trip? 


A Don, I don't have anything on meetings with 
other officials than the ones that I've given to you. I 
simply don't have that. 


Q Could you find out whether he is? 
A I can look into it. I don't know that -- 


Q Has there been a meeting with Angolan offi- 
cials since the Angolan President went to Cuba about six 
weeks or so ago? That is, between United States and 
Angolan officials? 


A Between U.S. and Angolan officials? That's 
fairly broad. Let me -- 


i / 











Q Well, there are not that many contacts, I 
don't think. 


a Well, I'm wondering -- I don't know what the 
nature of the contacts is, for example, through the Windhoek 
liaison office, whether there's any indirect contact or 
anything of that sort. 

Q Would you check on it? 


a Anyway, I'll check on it and see what we can 
come up with. 


Q Anything on the progress of the disengagement? 


a No, I think that — 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Do you have any new guidance on Contadora 
today, Alan? 
x Yes, I have a little something on that. I 


think that there was not a communique issued, but the 
Panamanian Foreign Ministry did release an information 
bulletin on May 1 which gave a general summary of the 
meetings and the progress to date. 


We don't have the full text. Our understanding is 
as follows: that the Foreign Ministers commended the 
working commissions on political affairs, security, and 
socio-economic affairs for their reports, which had served to 
identify areas where more work is required to achieve a 
comprehensive peace proposal in Central America, or for 
Central America. 


The recommendations of the commissions will now be 
studied by the Vice-Ministerial technical commission and the 
Foreign Ministers themselves in order to develop specific 
proposals for the consideration of the Central American 
Governments. 


In our judgment, the Foreign Ministers’ renewed 
commitment to a peaceful regional solution through the 
Contadora process, and their determination to focus on the 
remaining areas of disagreement, supplies the momentum in the 
tt search for a resolution to the Central American 
conflict. 


Q Copy, please? 
4 Sure. 
Q Have you confirmed that Nicaragua objected 


to the arms limitation part, as was suggested by this state- 
ment yesterday? 


as Well, I think that the -- it isn't a 
question of our confirming it; I think that there were state- 
ments made by governments who were at the -- represented 
at that session, and I -- 


Q (Inaudible) couched in a kind of conditional; 
this is his right, and so forth and so on? 


A I don't have anything independent to offer 
beyond what they said. But I think that what they did say, 
what those governments did say, indicated that the 
Nicaraguans had, indeed, turned aside a number of the key 
suggestions made by the Central American Foreign Ministers, 
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the three who had gotten together and issued a statement. 
And I think you probably have copies of that statement so 
you know what was happening. 


Q If the Central American parties would accept 
it, would the United States be willing to abide by the pro- 
visions drawn up by the three countries -- El Salvador, 
Costa Rica, and Honduras? 


A I think we have indicated on several occa- 
sions before, Don, that in looking at a comprehensive 
settlement, as contained in the Contadora 2l-point Document 
of Objectives, that we would be willing to do the various 
things that were called for, including -- this is on a mutual, 
verifiable, enforceable basis -- including withdrawing any 
advisers, and so on and so forth. And that military 
supply and exercises, the various things that were 
addressed in that -- 


Q So, in other words, the answer is basically 
yes? If -- 
A I can't keep in my head specifically how it 


was addressed in that document. But, basically, I think the 
answer would be yes. But we have addressed it before, spe- 
cifically in the context of the 21 points, and so I would 
couch my answer to you in that same context. I'm not aware 
of a contradiction. I'm not suggesting to you there is one, 
but I prefer to keep in that way. 


Q Could I follow on that? You indicated just 
now that the Nicaraguans issued a formal statement with 
respect to the communique issued by -- 


A No, I didn't indicate that. 

Q They did not issue a statement? 

A I didn't indicate one way or another. I 
didn't address the question of what the Nicaraguans said. 

Q What is your understanding? Isn't that what 
provoked the guidance yesterday? That the Nicaraguans had 
allegedly said something and then you issued a long 
statement? 

A I think what happened was also that the 


government -- I don't know whether they actually issued a 
Statement. They may have. But I think some of the other 
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governments that were represented at that session made some 
comments explaining what had happened. 


Q Alan, I find myself tempted to ask you again 
about this statement made by President Mubarak. Have you 
been informed officially, one way or the other, by such an 
attitude by the Egyptian Government? 


A I don't think I would get into the diploma- 
tic exchanges that we've had with the Government of Egypt or 
Others. Our attitude on the subject, and our policy, deter- 
mined through our own assessment of our own interests, has 
been articulated very clearly and very authoritatively, most 
recently by the President. 


Q But you don't think that is an aggressive 
statement from Mubarak to say if America removes its 
Jerusalem -- its Embassy to Jerusalem -- they will cut 
relations with you? ° 


A But I'm not aware that he put it that way, 
so I don't accept your words. I think you ought to look at 
it -- 


Q On El Salvador, do you have any comment to 
the accusation made two days ago by Roberto D'Aubuisson 
accusing Ambassador Pickering of favoring Mr. Duarte in the 
run-off; and, also, do you have anything to say about how 
the U.S. have been -- the preparations for the run-off in El 
Salvador? 


A The U.S. preparations? I'm not quite clear 
what that means. But let me address the first part. And 
that is to say, we have clear several times, and I'm happy 
to do it again, that we <= the only thing we are favoring in 
that election is the democratic process, and we are not taking 
positions as between the candidates. That is for the people 
of El Salvador to decide. But we certainly are strongly in 
favor of the electoral process. 


Q Alan, one more question about Kozlov. Are 
there any plans for discussion with the Soviets about his 
Status? Is it our position that he's not to leave the 
oe until he declares to state that that's his free 
choice? 


A I think I indicated yesterday, and would 
refer you back to what I said yesterday, that he had indi- 
cated on several points in the conversations at the airport 
that he did want to return to the Soviet Union, and he never 
indicated anything contrary to that. 
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I think I also indicated that we would be speaking 
with him again, or ascertaining his views again, before he 
actually left. So there's no change in that situation. 


Q Have you been given assurances by the 
Soviets you can do that? 

A Well, I just would leave you with what I've 
said on that. 

Q Any timetable on that, Alan? 

A Sorry? 

Q Any timetable on when you would -- 

A I don't have a timetable to give you. 

Q Alan, on Chile, do you have any comment on 
the many wounded and detained yesterday in demonstrations in 
Chile? 

A I don't have anything on that. 

Q And on Colombia, do you have any comment on 


the announcement by the Colombian President on the fight, the 
war, against drug trafficants (sic) and how the U.S. may be 
helping? 


My A couple of things on -- not on any question 
of U.S. -- a U.S. role. As far as the declaration of the 
state of seige, we haven't yet seen the texts, official text 
-- I think we've seen some wires reporting on them -- of the 
implementing decrees that had been issued under the nation- 
wide state of seige declared by the government yesterday. 


But we understand that the decrees give authorities 
-- the authorities -- certain legal capabilities relating to 
carrying arms; holding meetings or public gatherings; air, 
sea, and land travel; and establishing curfews. 


We think that the Colombians are serious about 
their crackdown on drugs, but I don't have specifics as to 
what may be involved. 


Q Alan, on the same thing. Forgive me if you 
said something on this yesterday, but do you have a reaction 
to the assassination of Lara Bonilla? 
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a Yes, I do. We are shocked by this wanton 
act of violence and extend our condolences to the Colombian 
Government and to the family of Minister Lara. We 
understand that the perpetrators have been identified. 


In Colombia, it is widely assumed they were hired 
by narcotics traffickers. And we would note that the 
Minister was in the forefront of the Colombian Government's 
fight against narcotics trafficking and his life reportedly 
had been threatened. 


Q Can you make a copy of that available? 
a Sure. 


Q Alan, there are news from the Middle East that 
some Western European countries are mediating between the 
British Government and the Libyan Government for re- 
establishing diplomatic relations. Do you have anything 
about that? 


N No. I would have no comment on that. 


Q On the same subject, more or less: the 
British apparently have declined to make any further inquiry 
of a deep nature into what happened with the Libyans. In 
view of the call here recently for nations to take action 
against Libya, do you have any comment on what the British 
have decided to do? 


w No. I don't know that those are necessarily 
the same thing. But in any case, I don't have a comment on 
it. 


Q Do you have anything on the May Day 
demonstration in Tegucigalpa yesterday? 


A No. 


Q Do you have anything -- apparently when 
Carlos Andres Perez met with House leaders yesterday, they 
suggested a meeting between House leaders and the four 
foreign -- Contadora Foreign Ministers. Do you have 
anything to say about that? 


K No, I don't. 


Q Alan, an Egyptian daily newspaper, 
Ash-Sha‘'b, in the last issue of FBIS of today accuses the 
United States of being behind the Embassy -- the Salvadoran 
Embassy was moved from Tel Aviv to Jerusalem, and they give in 
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the justification for this accusation, that it was done 
on the day that President Reagan asked for more aid to El 
Salvador based on the War Powers Act. What do you comment 


on that? 

A My comment would be that that's very imagi- 
native of the authors of that article and totally without 
foundation. 

Q Thank you. 

A You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:50 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Okay, a few announcements: 


First of all, available in the Press Office is a 
Resource Book on the run-off presidential election taking 
place this Sunday, May the 6th, in El Salvador. The book 
provides a good deal of information on the candidates and 
also on the electoral process itself. 


Second: There will be a briefing, on-the-record, 
on religious persecution in Nicaragua on May 4 -- I guess 
that's tomorrow, right? -- 9:30 to 12:30 in Room 450 of the 
Old Executive Office Buiiding. We have more details on that 
in the Press Office -- who's involved, who the people will 
be there -- and happy to make that available to you. 


To make sure that we don‘’t slip in letting you 
know about Ambassador Shlaudeman's plans, he's going to be 
leaving today to go to Mexico City on his third trip to 
Latin America which will conclude his initial round of con- 
sultations with all of the Contadora participants. 


Q Can you say what countries he's visiting? 
A Well, he's going to Mexico City. 

Q After Mexico? 
A 


Not going to do that except to note that, as 
I say, this will conclude his round of visits to those 
countries. He didn't -- he's been to all of them, I think, 
otherwise. 


0 Alan -- 


A He was unable, as you may recall, to stop in 
Mexico on the last trip because of scheduling problems, but 
he did, in fact, I think, have extended conversations with 
Foreign Minister Sepulveda, or Foreign Secretary Sepulveda, 
during his visit to Washington a couple of weeks ago. 


Q You're saying he's been to the other eight 
involved in Contadora? 


an I think that's correct, George; yes. 








And one, finally, on the arrest of a journalist 
for La Prensa in Nicaragua. The Sandinista Ministry of the 
Interior has announced the detention of Luis Mora Sanchez, a 
reporter for the independent daily La Prensa. 








According to a communique published in the pro- 
government press, Mr. Mora was detained for “repeatedly 
violating the emergency law by disseminating anti-Nicaraguan 
information which affects the security interests of the 
country at a time when we are the victims of criminal 
aggression from U.S. imperialism." 


We deplore the Nicaraguan Government's continued 
intr.ngements on the freedom of the press. We find it par- 
ticularly unfortunate and yet revealing that this latest 
incident occurs despite indications from the Nicaraguan 
Government earlier this year that it would ease restrictions 
on the press in anticpation of the November elections. 


We are still waiting to see significant changes 
in the Sandinistas' attitude toward a free press as well as 
toward other freedoms that are essential for holding free 
and meaningful elections in Nicaragua. 


Q Copy, please? 


A Copy? Sure. That is it, and I'll be happy 
to take your questions. 


Q Alan, where are we today on the standoff 
with the Soviet mathematician as to his plans to leave? 


A There is not a lot new -- in fact, really 
nothing -- in terms of developments to add to what I've said 
before on this. We remain in touch with the Soviet Embassy 
about the matter, and we intend to have another meeting, as 
I've said before, with Mr. Kozlov before he departs from the 
U.S. if, indeed, that is what he wishes to do. 


Q The officials who have been in the building 
here, who are they meeting? 


A Don't have details on that, Mike. 


Q Alan, yesterday you characterized Kozlov as 
an individual in trouble, but you neglected to tell us what 
kind of trouble he was in. Could you shed any light on 
that? 


A No, I think I'll stick with what has been 
said on that already in terms of what his situation is. 





Q To clarify, Alan, you say you intend to 
have another meeting if that's his desire. His desire to 
leave or his desire to have another meeting? 


f Funny you should raise that since that 
that's exactly where I raised -- the question is, if he 
intends to depart, if he wishes to leave the U.S., we would 
intend to have another meeting with him. 


Q For someone who repeatedly stated his desire 
to leave the country, which he did Monday night, he doesn't 
seem to be very eager to leave. This is Thursday, and you 
can't point to any departure time. Do you have an explana- 
tion for that? 


a Nothing that I can share with you, George. 
Q Has he been hospitalized? 
4 I'm not aware that he's been hospitalized, 


but I don't -- he is with Soviet Embassy officials, and I 
think you would have to rely on them to give you information 
on his latest whereabouts. 


Q Are you sure he's not already left without 
you knowing about it? 


A Yes. 


Q Have they indicated if he is under any type 
of medication? 


A Mike, again, I think it's improper to get 
into that sort of question just as a matter of principle, 
and I wouldn't do it. 


Q Alan, the Soviets said yesterday that there 
were indications that the State Department had been informed 
earlier that he intended to leave the country earlier for 
health reasons. Was that true or false? 


ay Well, I think I gave you what I had on that 
on Monday, in terms of when we found out about his plans and 
what we did about it. I don't have anything to add to what 
I said the other day. 


Q There was no plan for an early termination 
of the exchange program for him, is that what you're saying? 








a Well, I think he still did have more to go, 
if you check on what the people in the program that he has 
been involved in have said. But I think they have already 
talked to that point. I don't have anything to add to what 
they said about it. 


Q New subject, please? 
A Sure. 
Q One more question, please, Bernie. Has 


Ambassador Hartman been into the Foreign Ministry again? 


A Again? 

Q Yes. 

Ay Since what we talked about yesterday? 

Q Yes. 

Ay I'm not aware that he has been. Is there as 


report that he has been? 
Q No. 


an No? You're just fishing. No, I'm not aware 
that he has been. 


Q Do you have anything on the Helms and 
Ambassador Pickering and any intention to follow through on 
the recommendation of the Senator? 


4 Well, I think that the White House may have 
something to say about the President's -- 


Q They have. 

a They have already said it, did somebody say? 

Q Yes. 

A O.K. == about the President's confidence in 
Ambassador Pickering, and I wouldn't comment on a letter 


which has been addressed to the President and would leave 
that specifically to the White House. 


However, we have previously addressed several of 
the points raised in the press accounts of such a letter, 











and I'm happy to do so again -- that is to say, while the 
U.S. is deeply committed to the democratic electoral pro- 
cess in El Salvador, we have been totally neutral as to the 
Presidential candidates, which is a choice for the 
Salvadoran voters to make. 


On the issue of the decision to use the electoral 
registry for the upcoming Sunday election, no U.S. official 
exerted pressure on the Government of El Salvador. 


Q New subject? 
a New subject. 


Q Do you have anything in the way of the U.S. 
playing any role in seeking the release of the three 
Israelis, number one? And any reaction tc the allegations 
from Syria of the U.S. and Israel essentially being in 
cahoots on espionage activities in the Middle East? 


4 I frankly was ‘t aware of the latter part 
of it, and I guess for a variety of reasons I wouldn't 
address it, although I am not trying to, by any means, lend 
credence to that story by not doing that. 


As far as an updating of the situation is con- 
cerned, Bernie, I really do not have anything I can say 
about that. As I said yesterday, we had been contacted by 
the Israeli Government, and we have been exploring ways in 
which we perhaps could be helpful, but I really am not able 
to take it beyond that. 


Q Alan, to follow up on that, do we have any 
legal or diplomatic position about the Syrian characteri- 
zation of these three Israeli representatives as prisoners 
of war? I believe the Foreign Minister referred to them as 
such. 


4 Again, I think I'm not going to be able to 
comment on those aspects. I don't think commenting here is 
going to be helpful to the resolution of this problem, and 
so I'm going to withhold comment. 


Q Have they been in touch, can you say, with 
any third-party -- ed Cross or any group -=- to ascertain 
their conditions -.n which they are held? 


A tas who been in touch? 


Q The three Israelis -- through the Syrians, 
has there been in some contact? 








A I would have to refer you to the other 
governments for anything they may want to say about it. I 
just don't have anything, Mike. 


Q Alan, if the Syrians refuse to cooperate and 
they consider the Israelis as war prisoners, what will be 
the position of Washington in case the Israelis reacted in a 
miiitary way? 


A Well, I really have said everything I have 
to say about this case. As I said, I don't think we're 
going to help resolution of it by talking about it from 
here. 


Dennis? 


Q Back on El Salvador: John Keily and some 
threats being issued. Do you have something on that? 


4 Yes -- flatly deny that Mr. Kelly made any 
threats as alleged. There is no basis in fact for those 
charges. 


Q Also on Salvador, there are still increasing 
numbers of reports of bombing and the use of some form of 
anti-personnel weapon, such as napalm or phosphorus, around 
Guazapa, near the capital, and that the U.S. is using its 
planes to target them for the Salvadorean Air Force, and 
that the estimate -- the Archbishop's office said that at 
least 300 people have been killed, all of them noncombat- 
tants, since last month. 


Do you have any comment at all on this? 


A Again, this is the second time you've raised 
it. I'm not aware of those reports, frankly; and I've not 
seen anything to address that. 


Q Also on Central America, Costa Rica reported 
an attack on its territory by Nicaraguan forces, and 
Nicaragua did the same, referring to Honduran forces. Do 
you have any comment on any of these announcements? 


A Well, I have == I think in terms of the Costa 
Rican charges, yes, we're obviously aware of this, the 
charges on <= there are two serious cross-border attacks by 
Nicaragua into Costa Rica, which are the latest in a series 
of such territorial violations, going back at least two 











years. On Sunday, the 29th of April, according to both 
public and official Costa Rican accounts, two Nicaragua 
propeller-driven aircraft rocketed two Costa Rican towns; 
and on Tuesday, May lst, the Sandinistas mortared a Costa 
Rican observation post. So we're aware of those and take 
them seriously. 


Q Are there any circumstances, Alan, or any 
treaty obligations or inter-American obligations by which 
the United States would be compelled to protect Costa Rican 
territory, especially since it doesn't have an armed force 
of its own? 


A Well, I'm not aware that that issue has arisen, 
Bill, and I don't think I would try to speculate about that 
at all. I mean, we have -- I think that's an issue you 
would want to address to the Costa Rican Government, as to 
how they intend to deal with this problem that they've got. 


Q Did you say that was the latest in a series 
dating back two years? 


A Two years. 

Bob? 

Q Same area? 

4 Go ahead, Bob. I'll come back to you. 

Q Well, it was the same area, but I was just 
wondering if you had any comment on The New York Times 


report today on the air strikes into Nicaragua, supported by 
CIA? 





A No. Again, allegations of intelligence acti- 
vities we wouldn't address. 


Q Do you have anything on the seizure of a U.S. 
fishing ship in Brazilian waters three days ago apparently? 
It's a report on FBIS. 

A No. I don't have anything on it. 

Q Could you look into that, please? 


4 I can look into it. You might want to check 
with the Brazilian authorities, but I'll look into it. 


Q Anything with respect to the incidents along 
the Guatemalan=-Mexican border? 











o Yes. I have a little bit on that. I guess 
in terms of the reported incident today, I don't have any 
infozmation beyond what appeared in the press. We 
understand that the Guatemalan Government is interested in 
seeing that the refugees presently in the camps in Mexico 
returned to Guatemala. 


General Mejia has been reported as saying that 
any resettlement would be carried out under U.N. auspices, 
and that all refugees would initially be placed in camps 
similar to the ones in Mexico until the Guatemalan govern- 
ment could determine from which villages they came. 


Q I guess, since you say that, we support such 
an action. 


Ay Well, I'm simply giving you a factual account 
of where things stand. 


Q Do you have any opinion as to who may have 
been responsible for the attacks? 


a As I say, I have no specific information on 
the incidents themselves. 


Q Alan, Afghanistan -- there have been some 
reports of Soviet, I guess, parachute drops in a valley to 
the north, cutting off the Panjsher Valley. Have you got 
anything to confirm those reports? 


A I don't have anything in detail today on the 
situation in the Panjsher Valley except that the Soviet 
action continues, but IL don't have anything specifically on 
that, Bob. 


Q Do you have anything on the story on Namibia 
today, not permitting U.S. lawyers to observe certain judi- 
cial proceedings nor the appeal of certain prisoners? 


A The Mariental detainees' case? Is that -- 


Q Yeh. And the Lawyers Committee for Civil 
Rights under Law. 


a The South African Government is aware of our 
long-standing concern over the case of the Mariental 
detainees, which we have cited in our annual human rights 
report on Namibia as an example of arbitrary detention. The 
decision by the South African Government to block court 








action on the matter, which is concerned with non-South 
African citizens and events which did not occur within South 
Africa, does raise our concern about the rule of law in 
Namibia. 


We note that subsequent to the decision by the 
South African Government to block the court action, the 
South African Administrator General of Namibia announced, on 
May 2, that it had decided to release all of the detainees 
in question “in due course.” We welcome this expression of 
intent, and we urge the South African Government to imple- 
ment the releases expeditiously. We believe that such an 
action by the South African Government, as was the case in 
their recent release of Toivo ja Toivo, a SWAPO leader 
imprisoned for 16 years, can do much to improve the 
prospects of achieving a peaceful resolution of the Namibian 
guestion. 


Copy? 
My Sure. 
Q But, also, a visa was refused to a member of 


the committee that sponsored this particular case, a U.S. 
citizen. Did you have any remark on that? 


fy Well, simply that our views on freedom of 
travel are well known, and the South African Government is 
aware of our position. 


Q Alan, another question about Kozlov. Has he 
at any time expressed a concern to U.S. officials about the 
health and/or safety of his family back in Russia? 

A I'm going to have to stick to what I have 
already said about this. I think it is, again, as with the 
case of the Israelis, not going to help the case move along 
if I address it in any detail. 

Q Thank you. 

res You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:22 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: I think we should all -- I expect all 
of you have joined in congratulating Mr. Gwertzman, but let 
me join in congratulating Mr. Gwertzman for his Wiental 
Diplomatic Prize award. 


Q He's buying lunch today. 


4 Is he? All right. I have a couple of 
announcements: 


The Secretary will deliver on-the-record remarks 
and then take questions and answers at the American Society 
Newspaper of Editors Annual Convention at the Sheraton- 
Washington Hotel Friday, May ll. That will be between 9:00 
and 10:00 in the morning. 


If you want to cover this event, please be in 
couch with Mr. Hendley of the Washington Times. That's 
636-3202; that's Mr. Hendley, 636-3202. And barring any 
technical difficulties, we will broadcast the Secretary's 
remarks into this briefing room at that time. 





There will be a BACKGROUND briefing on Monday at 
10:30 a.m. here in the Briefing Room on the visit of President 
Masire of Botswana. 


The Deputy Secretary met with the Irish Foreign 
Minister this morning, Mr. Peter Barry. Mr. Barry briefed 
Secretary Dam on the report of the New Ireland Forum, which 
was issued May 2 in Dublin. The Deputy Secretary expressed 
his appreciation to the Irish Foreign Minister for the 
briefing, and applauded the hard work and effort that has 
gone into preparation of the report. The Deputy Secretary 
assured the Foreign Minister that we will give the report 
full and careful study. He expressed our hope that the 
Forum process and the Forum report will strengthen 
Ango-Irish cooperation in resolving the Northern Ireland 
problew and in furthering reconciliation between the two 
communities. 


And, finally, I guess, available in the Press 
Office will be a list of the «‘€‘cial U.S. observers to the 
Salvadoran presidential electic, on Sunday. That includes 
two Senators and, I think, eigi  cepresentatives, plus about 
fifteen other private citizens. So that's available in the 
Press Office. And that is the full extent of what I have to 
offer. 





Q Do you have any update on the shooting which 
aoparently took place on the Costa Rican-Nicaraguan border? 


“ I don't have an update on the action, Jim. 
Insofar as our response to it, we feel that Costa Rica's 
concerns about continuing incidents of Nicaraguan firing 
across its border into Costa Rica are entirely justified. 


The attacks included two rocket attacks on Costa 
Rican towns this past weekend. As you're all aware, Costa 
Rica has no standing armed forces as such, so the public 
security forces made up of the rural and civil guard are 
responsible for national defense. They're ill-equipped to 
control the country's borders or to deal with the current 
attacks from Nicaragua. 


Our Ambassador has been in active consultation 
with Costa Rican authorities. No decisions have been taken 
yet to dispatch emergency U.S. military assistance. That's a 
question that's under review. 


The current FY-84 funds of $2.1 million have been 
obligated for equipment such as jeeps, uniforms and com- 
munications equipment and training. Some of this remains in 
the pipeline, and that certainly is being accelerated, the 
delivery cf that is certainly being accelerated. 


We've also requested some $7.8 million in FY-84 
supplemental which would be of direct assistance in meeting 
Costa Rica's clear defensive needs at the moment. These 
funds would respond to their request for such things as 
small arms and ammunition and fixed-wing observation 
aircraft and helicopters. 


Now, the FY-85 request for about $10 million would 
address similar needs and also would include several patrol 
boats. Under the circumstances, prompt Congressional action 
on the FY-84 supplemental request is clearly needed. 

Q Copy of that? 

A Sure. 

Q And copy of the Irish statement? 

fs Sure. 

Q Has -- you say no decision has been taken on 


U.S. emergency military assistance. Can we infer that Costa 
Rica has asked for that emergency military assistance? 








x No, I don*t think you can infer that, Jim. I 
think that's -- they're in the process of doing that, but no 
-- as I understand it, at this moment, no request has been 
received. I'm not -- I don‘t want to steer you away from 
the suggestion that we may get a request but I think physi- 
cally we have not received such a request. 


Q Could you please tell us what kind of equip- 
ment has been accelerated again in the pipeline, John? 


on I don't know what is in <= it may be that the 
Pentagon could help on that. Jeeps, uniforms, com- 
munications equipment and training -- now I don't know 
whether jeeps, uniforms, and communications equipment, 
whether there's some of each of those items left in the 
pipeline; I'm not sure. Maybe the Pentagon could fill in 
that for you. 


Q In the areas in which these events are 
alleged to have taken place, are there any other armed forces 
besides the Sandinista forces and the rural and civil 
guard of Costa Rica? 


a I think we had some guidance yesterday or 
earlier on the area itself and suggestions that other forces 
might be in that area. So I‘ll refer you to that, Jim. 


Q There was a radio report, John, of a late 
news conference held by Nicaragua, saying that the entire 
action is a fabrication on the part of Costa Rica; that they 
done their own firing. Do you have any observations to 
make? 


A On the basis of the information we have and 
that supplied by the Costa Rican Government, and the state- 
ments they have made themselves, I think that's clearly 
nonser.se. 


Q Do you have any -- with respect to that -- do 
you have any information that is not -- with respect to that 
-- that is independent and not from the Costa Rican 
Government? 


A Well, I'm sure that we've had reports from 
Our Embassy, as well as statements made by the Costa Rican 
Government? 


Q Were there any Embassy personnel who were in 
a position to witness these events? 





a On the scene? I think we are satisfied that 
the Costa Rican Government's story is the accurate one, and 
the Nicaraguan suggestion that this all was manufactured anc 
that Costa Rican forces were firing on Costa Rican forces is 
ridiculous. 


Q How do you deal with the question of the 
Sanctity from the ARDE point of view of the santuaries in 
Costa Rica, given the fact that the U.S. helps arm the 
Contras who then go back to their santuaries? To what 
degree is there some sort of American responsibility in this 
flare-up of action? 


A Well, there are a lot of inferences in your 
question, Bernie, which will not surprise you to hear I'm 
not really responding to. But I think, in general, the 
question of military activity in the area in which these 
clashes have taken place, I think, was addressed in the 
guidance that was available yesterday, and I think we'll 
Stand by that. 


Q What is the scope of the aid being discussed. 
Since they don't have an army, would they create an army? 
Would the United States <-- 


A I don't know. 
Q -- any U.S. advisors go down there? 
ns I think you'd have to ask the Costa Rican 


Government how they plan to handle it, what forces would use 
the equipment. 


Q Is there a need for U.S. advisors? 
A Not that I'm aware of. 


Q How many are there, in fact, John? When you 
talk about training, under the FY and the various forms of 
U.S. military help, how does the training take place? Do 
we, in fact, now have advisors there? 


A I can't answer that one, and I doubt that 
anybody with us can. Perhaps, again, the Pentagon can anewe: 
that. 


Q Perhaps -=- are major ARDE forces based in 
Nicaraguan territory or Costa Rican territory? 











A I think, as I've said several times now, Jin, 
I think the guidance of yesterday responds to that question. 


Q I don't believe it even remotely responds to 
that question. 


A Well, I don't have anything beyond what was 
Said. 


QO So you won't -=- that's a "no comment" then? 


A That's a "no comment." 


John, do you have anything on the three 
Israelis captured by the Syrians? 


A No, nothing beyond yesterday's remarks. 


Q You're still in contact with the Syrians in 
this regard? 


A Nothing beyond yesterday. 


Q John, after the release of the 747 to Iran, 
the jet which, I think, was -- 


A 707, I think. 


Q 707? Whatever. Now the Iragi Government 
accuses the United States of not just, you know, giving 707; 
also giving spare parts to the Iranian Government as a 
result of this deal (sic). What do you comment on that? 


A Spare parts for that 707? 


Q Spare parts for that 707 and other jets, and 
other -things there. There is a spare parts agreement or 
some channeling of spare parts to Iran by the United States 


Government. 


A Well, you know -- you certainly know our 
policy on the supply of military and military-related 
equipment to Iran and Iraq, and there's been no change in 
that. 


I cannot guarantee that a spare part or piece 
of equipment for that 707 is not something that was involved 
in the legitimate contract, but I honestly don't know. 


Q Can you look into this, about anything which 
is channeled -- 

















A I'll take a look and see whether something 
comes easily to hand -- 


Q Another question. Evans & Novak column this 
morning -- I know that you have sort of embargoed answering 
anything about Evans & Novak, but his column is very 
interesting this morning because it's related to the mission 
of Mr. Poindexter from the National Security Council and 


Mr. Murphy, and about the success or the failure of their 
mission. 


What can you -= can you give us anything or tell 
us something about what happened there in their visit to the 
Arabian Gulf? 


A Well, on Evans §& Novak's columns, it's really 
not a question of embargo so much as exhaustion; and I think 
we've sort of come to the White House point of view that we 
really don't respond to Evans & Novak columns. 


Q Bear it in mind this, John; I would like to 


be a little bit, you know, repetitive about this. These are 
very interesting things -- 


4M You can be repetitive, but I will, too. 
(Laughter) 


Q Well, this is very -- you know, the subject 
is very, very interesting because we like if -= you know, 
not related to the topic of Evans & Novak but if someone 
from the Department could brief on this -- feelers and 
negotiations which started last year with Mr. Black going to 
the Middle East and going to the Gulf after the signing of 
the agreement between Israel and the United States and 
coming back, and now Mr. Murphy and Poindexter. What's 
going on between now, the negotiations with the United 
States and the Arabian Gulf and states there? (sic) 


a I suspect that while I was in China Mr. 
Romberg gave you fulsome accounts of Ambassador Murphy's 
travels around the area, and I doubt that we would have 
anything more beyond that. 


Q John, any comment on the -- 


Q As a follow-up to the same question, do you 
have enything on the nature of the tour made by the Director 
of the USIA in the Gulf area and other Middle eastern 
countries? 


A No, I don't. I think USIA should respond to 
that. I think Mr. Wick either is or has been, I think, in 














the area. But I really don't know. I think USIA are the 
right folks to answer that. 


Q John, same area. Radio Israel is broad- 
casting to France, has charged that the Iranians have 
actually set up to what amounts to concentration camps, 
where they are actually gassing prisoners, including Jews. 
Do you have any response to that? Will that be brought up 
with Mr. Genscher, since Germany has been really expanding 
its relationship with Iran? 





A Uh, don't —— 
Q Can you look into this -- 
aN Well, I doubt -- 


Q -- if you don't know, if I‘m turning up 
sometiiing cold? 


A I doubt that we would have any comment in 
advance on the agenda for Mr. Genscher's visit here; but on 
the factual situation you mention, I'm not aware of and don't 
have anything on it. 


Q Can I ask you to look into it? 


is Yes. But I doubt that we will be able to 
produce much more than I have. I mean, how would we know? 


Q Because of lack of access to information? Or 
is that <= 


A I think that's the case, Bernie, but we'll be 
glad to take a look and see if -- 


Q But we do get a lot of information from the 
Israelis that we consider credible; and if the Israelis think 
they have some information, I'm simply asking if you would 
look into whether we've -- 


A Let's see whether we can produce something on 
that. 


Q Anything new, John, on the Kozlov matter? 


A No. We're still in touch with the Soviets. 
He is in the company of Soviet diplomats, but nothing new. 








Q Do you think that the charge -- 


Q Speaking of Kozlov -- can I just continue to 
follow that up? Do we have any -- have the Soviets told us 
why he's still staying here? He did express apparently a 
desire to return to the Soviet Union as quickly as possible, 
and now it's several days now and he's still around. 


A Well, I think you'd have to ask them, but I 
imagine it might be related to transportation or something 
like that. ; 


Q Or health problems? Is that a possibility? 
a I think you'd have to ask them. 
Q Well, John, are we clear he is still here? 


A I think we're clear that he's still here. 
We are clear that he's still here. 


Q John, have you ever defined -- 
QO John -- 
A Excuse me. I think we're on the same -- 


Q A related question: Do you have a comment on 
the Soviet press charge that the United States has conspired 
with the Sakharovs in anti-Soviet activities that included 
getting Mrs. Sakharov -- 


A Sure. 
Q -- asylum in the U.S. Embassy? 


4 Sure. Yeah. Certainly do. The -- I guess 
you're referring to that TASS statement, and our response to 
that is that TASS accusations that members of the United 
States Embassy in Moscow are engaged in improper activity in 
connection with Dr. Sakharov and Mrs. Bonner, his wife, are 
wholly unfounded. 


Accoraing to TASS the United States Government has 
been involved in a far-reaching operation in which Dr. 
Sakharov would declare a hunger strike in Gorky, Mrs. Bonner 
would seek refuge in the Embassy and eventually would go 
abroad to lead unspecified anti-Soviet activities. 
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This is all false. Our Embassy officials have 
never discussed such a plan with Mrs. Bonner, have never 
offered her asylum in the Embassy. In addition, the United 
States has never encouraged Dr. Sakharov to engage in hunger 
strikes, either now or in the past. 


We have maintained contact with Mrs. Bonner 
because we're concerned about her health and welfare and 
that of Dr. Sakharov, and because we share the concern of 
many others in the West who support the Sakharov's struggle 
for peace and human rights, and abhor the conduct of Soviet 
authorities in denying those rights to their people. 


We are even more concerned, now that the Soviet 
authorities have stepped up their unfounded attacks on both 
the Sakharovs and the members of our Embassy staff who main- 
tain contacts with Mrs. Bonner. 


We urge the Soviets in the strongest possible 
terms to take a more realistic and humanitarian view of the 
Current situation. 


Q Is this possibly linked to the Kozlov affair, 
do you think? 


4 I'm not aware of <= you know, it's difficult 
to analyze Soviet motivation, but I'm not aware of such 
links. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 
ay Sure. 


Q What does the last sentence mean? They let 
-- do something for the Sakharovs? 


A I think that's obvious, sure. 


Q Isn't there also some Soviet criticism of the 
U.S.-China trip? Do you have anything on that? 


f Well, yes, there is, and we think that is a 
little far-fetched. We regret that the Soviets have chosen 
to overreact to the President's visit. The TASS article -- 
again, it's a TASS criticism -- has entirely mistaken the 
nature of the President's trip. 


The purpose of the President's diplomacy was to 
deepen and develop the bilateral relationship between the 
United States and the People's Republic of China. The 


44 
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President has said that the visit was not directed against 
the interests of any other country; and, of course, it's up 
to China to speak for itself about references to itself in 
the TASS article. 


Q Copy, please? 


A Sure. 
Q John, have you any comment on the charac- 
terization by the Syrians of the three Israelis captured as 


POWs? 


A Not beyond what Mr. Romberg might have said 
on that yesterday, no. 


| Q John, do you have anything on the article 
that appeared in the Post about U.S. help to labor unions 


and other groups for Duarte? 


A Sure. The United States Government has scru- 
pulously avoided taking sides in the Salvadoran election. 
Secretary Shultz stated our neutrality regarding the can- 
didates and support of the process directly to the candidates 
during his January 31 meeting with them in San Salvador. 


Our emphasis has been on support for the democra- 
tic system. AID has provided $34 million* for this purpose, 
most of it for the development and use of a computer system 
to support the new national electoral registry. 


Our involvement has been to support the fairest 
possible elections without aiding -- siding with any can- 
didate or political party. 


Concerning the AIFLD, AID through a cooperative 
agreement with the American Institute for Free Labor 
Development, an AFL-CIO affiliate, has provided about a 
million dollars in support of a project to strengthen the 
free and democratic trade union movement in El Salvador. 

The purpose is to increase the number of applicants under 
the land reform program, to educete the beneficiaries of 
their rights under that program, to assist the campesino 
unions in collaborating with the Salvadoran government agen- 
cies implementing the land reform, to train union board mem- 
bers in managerial and technical skills as union leaders, 
and to train co-op leadership. 


The union movement has its own interests, and 
union leaders are undoubtedly supporting candidates who 
favor those interests. 








* Correct figure is $3.4 million (see Pages 11 and 13) 
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Now, concerning the charges about IVEPO, we note 
that IVEPO provided assistance to three different parties in 
the first round, and we also note the denial of the leader 
Of IVEPO of any covert assistance. 


And, finally, concerning the denial of the visa to 
Mr. D'Aubuisson, as you know and as we've made clear here 
before, we have asked that all of the Presidential can- 
didates refrain from visiting the United States during the 
official campaign period. 


Q Can we get a copy? 
A Sure. 


Q °* Do you have any -- would it behoove us to ask 
any additional questions, or you have no further guidance, I 
think? 


Ay No need to ask any additional questions, 
because I don't have any further guidance. 


Q Well, then I'll pass. 


Q Are you concerned that if Mr. D'Aubuisson 
does lose, that he will be able to cite these allegations of 
U.S. influence in the election as justification for over- 
turning the results? 


4 Well, it doesn't really matter what allegations 
are made; they are in fact unfounded. The United States has 
been very clear in its position that it is the process that 
we favor, and we have worked constructively and legitimately 
in support of that, but we have not had a bias or improperly 
sought to influence that election. 


. Q Would you check one figure in your -- my 
recollection is in your Resource Book it said U.S. financial 
aid to the elections is $3.4 million. 


BN Let me check that. 
Q And you said $34. 
os Yas. That's right. Let me check that. 
Q Can I just try on this one -- just one 


attempt here? You took note of the denial by the head of 
IVEPO. 


A Uh-huh. 
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Q And he says he receives money from certain 
kinds of other foundations. Are you simply taking note of 
his denial as saying that disposes of the quescion, or if I 
asked you, leaving his denial aside, is there any truth to 
any U.S. funding being used to support IVEPO, possibly 
through third parties? 


a Well, when the man said what he said, the man 
made the denial. The allegation is that funds have, I 
guess, improperly gone from IVEPO into the campaign. 
There's a flat denial. 


Q No, I don't mean that. I mean that there are 
U.S. funds that are being channeled to IVEPO for the: r use 
during the campaign -- 


A Well, I think the allegation was covert 
funds, and, obviously, we wouldn't get into -- 

Q It said either the CIA or the U.S. 
Government, mot to suggest that they're any different. 

A Sure. 

Q What I'd like to know is, can you speak to 


the question of whether any agency of the U.S. Government, 
covert or otherwise, has provided funds to IVEPO? And, if 
you don't have the answer, can you look into it? 


yy Not that I'm aware of. 
Q Can you take the question? 
A Might take a look at it, but not that I'm 


aware of. 
Right back here. 


Q Do you have any comment on Sharon's statement 
today in the Post in which he accuses the United States of 
being the architect of the Israeli failure in Lebanon? 


Ay No, I don't. 

Q John, do you see any forward progress in the 
North-South talks in Korea as a result of the President's 
trip or any other circumstances? 


A Well, as you know, this was raised in China, 
and the Secretary hed some discussions with Korean officials 
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during his visit to Korea afterwards, and there was 
discussion of some of those confidence-building measures 
which we have urged on them and which are in the public 
domain -- the kind of things we have calked about like 
exchange of mail between the two countries, possibly family 
visits, perhaps cooperation in the area of sports. 


Insofar as the larger and longer-term question of 
any negotiating table, our position is that the critical 
factor is the need to have North and South Korea talk with 
each other. In what kind of ultimate setting that might 
take place, it's a little premature to say, but our pre- 
ference has clearly been expressed over the months for a 
four-party kind of forum. 


Q John, is it the U.S. view that the -- 


A Excuse me. Let me go back and correct: 
$3.4 million is the right figure. Thanks, Jim. 

Q Is it the U.S. view that the Contras based in 
Costa Rica have the right to have cross-border attacks into 
Nicaragua, and the Nicaraguans have no right for some form 
or other of hot pursuit? 


A Well, I am not going to get into that 
question, Bernie, but I think insofar as these specific 
attacks are concerned, what we're talking about is 
Nicaraguan, apparently, attacks on Costa Rican forces, and 
that seems to me to be clearly totally inappropriate. 


Q John, you have just said that presidential 
candidates in El Salvador are asked not to, or to refrain 
from, visiting the United States -- 


a That's correct. 

Q -~- during the presidential campaign, or -- 
A That's correct. 

Q -- before the presidential election. 

A That's correct. 


Q Is this to be taken as a general rule, saying 
that, for example, if Mr. Sharon is going to visit the 
United States during the election campaign, does this apply 
to him? 
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a I think that we -- I think this was some 
months ago we made this clear in connection with El Salvador 
in relation to special problems in that particular 
relationship. 


Q Wouldn't you consider his visit, that will 
create special problems for you or for people around here? 


A I think we'll wait and see. 


Q John, there were allegations two days ago by 
the Nicaraguans that Honduran forces had attacked their 
territory. Do you have any proof that -- to deny or confirm 
that? 


4 I don't. If it was some days ago, I don't 
know whether Mr. Romberg -- no. He's shaking his head. No, 
he didn't do anything on that. 


Q And, also, do you have anything new on 
possible additional economic aid to the Dominican Republic? 


ay No. 

Q Three rapid-fire questions: 

A Okay. 

Q Observer-delegations to the voting in 


Panama, in Ecuador -- official, that is. 
A Sorry? Is there any -- 


Q Are there any official U.S. observer- 
delegations to Panama -- 


A I do not think there's a -- 
Q -- and to Ecuador? 
A Let me take that one first. Don't think 


there's any official delegation. If appropriate represen- 
tatives wish to go there, I assume that our Embassy would be 
helpful in that regard, but I'm not aware of any official 
observer team. 


Q Ecuador? 


A Nothing. 


Q Okay. And, finally, the Nicaraguans say they 
protested to you about a mine that sunk a trawler a couple 
days ago. 
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A Yeah. There was some guidance yesterday, and 
we confirmed a protest, Jim. 


Q John, will you take one last question on 
Kozlov? 


A Sure. 


Q We've had a noise removal laboratory remove 
extraneous sounds from a videotape that we made at Dulles 
Airport Monday of conversations between Consular Isakov -- 
talking in Russian -- and Kozlov. And we've had a Russian 
expert listen to those tapes, and he says there is nothing 
in the conversation to suggest that Kozlov is mentally ill 
Or unstable or that he isn't thinking clearly; that, on the 
contrary, he appears to be somewhat fully aware that if he 
goes back to the Soviet Union, he's in deep trouble. 


A Uh-huh. 


Q The question is, to the extent that the State 
Department continues to refuse to comment on questions of 
Mr. Kozlov's health, is it not encouraging the Soviet 
suggestion that he is somehow irrational, that he is a very, 
very sick man? 


fy I, having just gotten back, really can't 
answer that. I don't know whether Mr. Romberg -- 


MR. ROMBERG: Had no comment. 


BN Mr. Romberg had no comment on the state of 
Mr. Kozlov'’s health. 


Q What is his comment now? 


A Well, I == let me think about it. I've 
thought about it, and I'm not going to have any comment 
either. (Laughter) 


Q All right. 

Q John, can you characterize the aid that's 
being discussed to Costa Rica? Is this quite a large 
increase in aid? 

A I don't know that it's a large increase. 
These figures that are under consideration -- existing 
figures -- 

Q But the talks of additional aid -- 


A -- are not large. 
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Q -- the talks that are going on with the 
Ambassador. 


a Well, I think we would have to wait and see 
what it is they request. I think where we -- it's a two- 
part thing. First of all, we're accelerating what's in the 
pipeline, what may be left there; and, secondly, I think we 
will wait and see what it is they ask for. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:55 p.m.) 
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MONDAY, MAY 7, 1984, 12:10 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I've got a number 
of things for you. At the top, first, to either inform you 
or remind those of you who already know that today, Foreign 
Service Day, is being observed, and the only activity that 
is open to press coverage will be the memorial dedication in 
the diplomatic lobby at 5:30, the C Street Lobby. The 
Secretary will be there. He will be reading a message from 
the President, delivering his own remarks, and presenting 
the Secretary's award to the family of Dennis Keogh, who 
Gied in Namibia in April. Leamon R. Hunt, Captain George K. 
Tsantes, and Lieutenant Colonel Kenneth Crabtree will also be 
commemorated. 


Also co tell you that the Secretary will address 
the League of Women Voters Annual Convention in Detroit on 
Monday, May 14, at 3:06 p.m. at the Westin Hotel. Barring 
any technical difficulties, his speech will be piped live 
into the Press Room here. Anyone interested in covering 
this event should contact Sandy Risser or Ellen Dudley at 
the League's Washington office, at 429-1965. 


Q Do you have the subject? 


A Don't have a subject to announce to you at 
this point. 


On various and sundry elections that have been 
held over the weekend, first -- in response to a number of 
inguiries as to the arrival time today of the U.S. Observer 
Delegation to the presidential election in El Salvador, I 
understand they will be arriving at Andrews Air Force Base 
this afternoon at about 4 o'clock. 


Also tomorrow, May 8th, the Council of the 
Americas is having an all-day conference for corporate exe- 
cutives here in the Department, in the Loy Henderson 
Conference Room. The subject is U.S.-Latin American 
Relations in the 80s. The Secretary will be giving 
welcoming remarks at 8:40 a.m., and Assistant Secreta 
Motley will address the conference's main theme at 8:55 a.m. 
Other confirmed speakers include Secretary of the Treasury 








Donald Regan and Dr. Martin Feldstein, Chief Economic Adviser 
to the President. Questions during the Q&A session will be 
limited to conference registrants, but the overall session 

is open to press coverage. For further information, 

contact Mrs. Kathleen Lang in the Press Office. That's 
tomorrow. " 


Q Can we get copies of Motley's and Shultz' remarks? 


A I'll have to check on that later -- ask you 
to check with the Press Office on that. 


On the elections: As far as El Salvador is concerned, 
there are no official results announced yet, and we don't 
expect them for a day or two. The voting seems to have gone 
quite smoothly this time with the ballots, urns, and other 
election material arriving in most polling places without 
problem, and the polls opening on time. Voting lines were 
reported moving much more rapidly than in March. 


There were still some instances in which persons 
were unable to vote because their name and cedula number did 
not correspond to that listed in the voter registry, but the 
Salvadoran Elections Commission believes that the percentage 
affect at this time was quite small. It appears, in fact, 
the turnout was quite high; but until we have the official results 
we won't know just what the figures are. 


Guerrilla actions to disrupt the election included 
roadblocks, mining of highways, sabotage of the power 
system, and most significantly, an attack on the 
Departmental capital of San Miguel. The guerrillas were 
able to prevent voting at some 46 of the planned voting pla- 
ces, primarily in sparsely-populated areas. I believe the 
total number of voting places is around 450. 


Two helicopters carrying U.S. observers and mem- 
bers of the press corps were fired on as they neared San 
Miguel, and the press corps helicopter was hit by one round, 
but it was not significantly damaged. Overall, however, the 
level of guerrilla disruption was less than experienced in 
the March 25 first round of the presidential elections, and 
in part, that was due to the strong protection effort made 
by the Salvadoran Armed Forces. 


As far as Panama is concerned, we're told by our 
Embassy in Panama City that voting proceeded smoothly and 
without major incidents throughout Panama yesterday. The 
National Counting Commission will probably not announce offi- 
cial results until later today, at the earliest. 

















And there was a third election in Ecuador. We 
understand that, according to an unofficial vote count, 
engineer Leon Febres Cordero has won. It may be some time, 
however, hefore the official vote results are released. 
Again, the elections were carried out in a peaceful fashion. 


We welcome all three examples of democracy, and 
lock forward to working with the new governments in each of 
those countries. 


Q Can we have a copy of all the statements? 


A We'll see what we can do. I can't promise 
that I can give it to you early. 


O.K. That's it for announcements. Happy to take 
your questions. 


Q. Alan, do you have any comment on -- since you 
mentioned Cordero's apparent victory and unofficial returns 
in Ecuador, do you have any comment on the apparent victor 
in El Salvador? 


A No. I think that the -- we're going to wait 
to comment on that until we have something more out of El 
Salvador on that. 


Q Alan, on Saturday, U.S. Ambassador to Costa 
Rica, Ariassador Winsor, was asked what the United States 
would do if there was an invasion of Costa Rica, and he 
said, and I quote: “If there was an invasion of Costa Rica, 
there's no question about what the United States would do if 
asked. That is, we would take care of the invasion; we 
would repel it, and we would probably make certain it didn't 
happen again." 


Was he speaking for this Department and the 
government or was he speaking of his own opinion? 


A Fred, what I would say about that is that the 
governments of Costa Rica and Nicaragua both understand that 
should Costa Rica be threated by an invasion, we would 
regard it as an extremely serious situation. Our support 
for Costa Rica is well understood. 


But as to the issue of any plans to send U.S. for- 
ces, the reports themselves indicated that the White House 
has said, and we have said, that there are no plans to send 
U.S. combat troops to the region. 














Q About Ambassador Winsor's statement, though, 
does this Department back that statement up? 


A Well, I don‘t -- I hear what you're saying 
about his statement. I don't have it, but I'm telling you 
what the policy is and I'm going to leave it at that. 


Q Alan -- 
Q Same subject? 


Q Same related subject. This weekend several 
newspapers published parts of a confidential cable from 
Ambassador Quainton to the Secretary of State. The cable is 
entitled "The Gathering Storm" in which Ambassador Quainton 
predicts a major onslaught by the Sandinistas against the 
Catholic Church. Do you have anything on that? 


A’ tI don't have anything on it. I wouldn't com- 
ment on alleged leaked documents. I would note that we have 
commented before on problems which exists between the Church 
and the Government and criticism which has been leveled 
against the Sandinistas by the Church. We made available 
the text of the pastoral letter, for example. But I don't 
have any comment on a purported report by Ambassador 
Quainton. 


Q Do you have anything on a story that said 
Costa Rica wants U.S. aid but they're trying to find diplo- 
matic ways to be sure they don't get sucked into the wider 
war in Central America? 


A No, not really. If you want, I can give you 
some sort of an update on where we are on the aid question, 
but I don't have a comment on that particular dimension of 
it. 


Q Go ahead, by all means. 


A You want me to give you what I've got? On 
the general question of requests and concerns, and so on, 
there are clear budgetary limitations we face when con- 
sidering the current situation. 


Of the available $2.15 million in FY-84 
appropriated funds, by now all of this has been obligated or 
earmarked, including items which should be useful in present 
circumstances. The $7.5 -— excuse me, $7.85 million that 
the Administration requested in the FY-84 supplemental 
request has not been acted upon by the Congress and is 











therefore not yet available to assist Costa Rica. Prompt 
Congressional action on the supplemental would obviously 
allow us to respond in timely fashion to the current 
situation. 


The Government of Costa Rica has made clear its 
concerns about the mounting level of Nicaraguan-initiated 
border incidents. While they have had to contend with such 
incidents for over two years, the frequeacy u:.d inten- 
sity has increased recently and led to the current 
discussions. , 


We share those concerns and believe that all 
nations of the hemisphere share with us a common interest in 
assuring that a democratic country, which does not even have 
an army, is not victimized by military actions of a neigh- 
boring country. 


The Government of Costa Rica has approached us to 
request immediate U.S. military assistance and this subject 
is under active review and discussion with the Government of 
Costa Rica. We would note that Costa Rican Foreign Minister 
Gutierrez is quoted in the press as indicating that his 
government has also approached several other governments 
regarding possible military assistance. 


At this point, I don't have any further details on 
amounts, dates, or anything of that sort so I'm going to 
have to leave you with that. 


Q Can we have a copy of your statement up 
there? 

A Yes. 

Q Back to Ambassador Winsor's statement, 


the Rio Treaty applies there, does it not, which authorizes 
U.S. military action in the event of any aggression against 
Costa Rica? 


A I think that the question of invoking 
treaties is a question one could look at. I'm not 
addressing that at this point. I'm simply telling you what 
our general policy is in terms of our concerns about Costa 
Rica and the question of whether we have any plans to send 
combat forces to the region. 


Q Is it our understanding that ARDE does 
operate with the consent of the highest levels of the Costa 
Rican Government? 














. A I think that's something you would have to 
ask the Costa Rican Government about. 


Q Well -- put it’s a related question because 


A It may we a related question, Jim, but -- 


Q But it's one that you're not going to answer; 
right? 


A -- I'd refer you to the Government of Costa 
Rica. 


Q The accused Israeli terrorists who were 
caught by the Israeli authorities are, according to Anthony 
Lewis’ article in today's New York Times, are largely of 
American origin who want to pave the way for the Messiah by 
bombing the Moslem holy places on the temple mount ir 
Jerusalem. What comment do you have on this? 





A We've commented several times. [I don't know 
what answer you expect from this podium. The fact is, we 
have condemned terrorists acts, including the planting of 
the bomb, the attempted blow-up of those buses. The Israeli 
authorities seemed to have taken swift action and they're 
moving ahead on that, and we think that is the right thing 
to do. So there's nothing further for us to say. It 
doesn't matter whether they're either currently or 
previously American citizens; any terrorist actions are to 
be condemned. 


Jim? 


Q Do you have anything on Sudanese refugees in 
Eithopia, and the defection of the Eithopian Charge here? 


A Don't have anything on the refugee question. 
As far as the reports of the Charge having sought asylum, as 
you know, it is our standing practice not to comment on such 
stories, and I will not be doing that. 


Q Can you look into the question of the refu- 
gees from the Sudan and whether these accounts are accurate 
as to the numbers and the dimension? 

















A I can look into it. But it seems to me that 
the U.S. is not going to have independent information on 
that, but I will check and see what I can for you. 


Ralph? 


Q Alan, I‘m sorry -- forgive me, and cut me off 
if I'm repeating things that you've discussed in the past 
couple of davs. but on this Costa Rica aid question, it 
seems to me that today you've said that the U.S. -- in so 
many words you've said the U.S. wants to send a lot more 
military aid to Costa Rica but Congress hasn't acted yet so 
Congress really ought to get off its duff and do it. 


Costa Rica has asked for the money and the U.S. 
has told Costa Rica and Nicaragua how serious an invasion 
would be, but the U.S. is not willing to send combat troops. 

Do you have -- is there -- 


A Well, you're putting a lot -- 














I'm putting a iot of things together. 
-- things together. 
Right. 


ry Oo F DO 


And I'm not sure I'd put them together quite 
that way. The fact is on the assistance -- on the 
assistance, let me just simply say that we have the one 
funding budget which has been approved as being implemented. 
The supplemental has not been approved, so that's a request 
which went up before the recent increase in the pace of 
these incidents. 


The question of the request which has been made in 
the last several days is something else again. I don't know 
how the funding would be handled and whether that would come 
out of the supplemental request or how -- I just don't have 
any answers for you on those kinds of questions at this 
point. But the urgency that attaches to that is because of 
the pace of events which are taking place on the ground. 


Q Just to clarify one thing, since you made the 
point of saying the U.S. doesn't want to send combat troops 
to the region, has -- and you did say that Costa Rica has 
asked for aid -- immediate aide, has Costa Rica asked for 
any American troops? 


A No. Im not aware that they've asked for any 
American troops. 


Q Wait a minute. What about the engineers? 


A I think that the Pentagon addressed that the 
other day and suggested this is quite different from the 
question of troops. But in terms of the kind of exercise 
which has been discussed before, I don't know whether that's 
currently under discussion or has been recently under 
discussion, but we've talked about that before. But I think 
that Secretary Weinberger indicated, if I recall it -- maybe 
it was one of his spokesman -- but I think he may have on 
some occasion over the weekend, that that discussion was 
continuing. And I don’t have an update on that. You'd have 
to check with the Pentagon. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment or statement 
about the formation of the Lebanese national unity government, 
this -- an announcement which was made this morning, all the 
participation -- 











A Well, I don't have a confirmation that the 
government has been finally formed, but, obviously, our 
efforts have been in support of a more broadly-based govern- 
ment and for a national reconciliation, and if -=- along with 
the other objectives we have had in Lebanon, including the 
withdrawal of all the foreign forces and security for 
Israel's northern border. And if t*e @cvelopments of the 
last couple of days represent steps in that direction, 
obviously, we welcome that. 


By the way, do you have any situation report 
on conditions in Sudan, because I see the press reports 
saying about thousands of refugees leaving the country as a 
result of the war. 


A That was what Jim asked about before. I 
don't have anything on that. I said I would check on the 
refugee question, though. 


Q Alan -- 
A Barrie? 


Q I'd just like to clarify something. Is it 
the United States’ position that attacks on Nicaragua by 
Eden Pastora’s group from Costa Rica in no way justify 
cross-border attacks by Nicaragua on Costa Rica? 


A I think this was addressed last week, Barrie, 
and I would ask you to check back on that. The fact is that 
in each of the three incidents that I'm aware we have 
discussed in the last couple of briefings at the end of last 
week, all were attacks on Costa Rican forces. And, as I 
understand it, you know, it was Nicaraguans firing on Costa 
Ricans. So I'm going to have to leave you with that and 
what we said last week. I don't have anything new to 
update it. 


Q Alan, anything on America's Watch report that 
came out over the weekend on Miskitos? 


A No. I don't have anything on it. 


Q Alan, appropros of Foreign Service Day, I was 
wondering if you would comment on remarks made by Alexander 
Haig last Friday -- he was awarded the Distinguished Diplomat 
Award by Georgetown -- in which he characterized the Foreign 
Service as playing the role, in conjunction with pro- 
fessional diplomatic journalists, of guarding against the 
excesses of our elected officials and their appointed -- and 
their political appointees. 
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A No. I don‘’t have any comment. 


Would you say that that's a fair charac- 
terization -- 


A I don't have any comment on it. 
Q ~~ ¢£ the role of the Foreign Service? 


A I think the role of the Foreign Service has 
been articulated in many different places by many different 
people, and I'll leave you with those. 


Q In other words, you wouldn't agree that they 
are treasonous? 


A I — (laughter) -- nc. I would not say 
they're treasonous, by any means, and I think that that is 
an outrageous sort of remark to make. 


Q Well, that's what a former Secretary of State 
said -- 


A Any serious questions? 
Q Good night. 


Q Do you have any comments on Yassir Arafat's 
visit to China which came specially within President -- 


A No. I don't have anything. 


Q Well, also, China has made it clear that they 
will continue to support the PLO in their struggle, even 
they said that by military ways or diplomatic or any poiiti- 
cal way. 


A We've made clear what our position is. 


Q Mr. Perez de Cuellar, the United Nations 
Secretary General, is conducting a wide-ranging tour and 
consultation in preparation for United States’ efforts -- 
it’s not a conference, it's, I believe, session -- which 
will solve the Palestinian question. Do you have any com- 
ment on that? 


A United Nations’ efforts you mean? 


Q Yes. 


|= 1142 
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A No. I don't have anything on that. Our 
general attitude towards a conference, I think, has been 
known, but, beyond that, I don't have anything. 


Q Do you have anything on Afghanistan, Alan? 
A No. 


Q Anything on another closing of a newspaper in 
Uruguay? 


A No. Don't have anything on it, Jim. 
Bill? 


Q Alan, do you have any reaction to The 
Washington Post report on Saturday that the United States, 
n resolving that prior consent disagreement over the China 
reactor material, relied principally on an oral assurance 
from Zhao Ziyang? 





A Yes, I do. I think that many of you may have 
this, but why don't I go through this? 


Only when the agreement for cooperation with the 
PRC on peaceful uses of nuclear energy enters into force, in 
accordance with the procedures prescribed by the Atomic 
Energy Act, will the export of nuclear reactors, their major 
components or fuel be permissible. 


Licenses for each such export are issued by the 
luclear Regulatory Commission, the NRC, only after review of 
the application, as required by the Act, by the Departments of 
Energy, Commerce, Defense, State and Arms Control and 
Disarmament Agency, and after the NRC receives a positive 
recommendation from the Executive Branch. 


That review includes an examination of the activi- 
ties of the government of the intended recipient country 
relevant to its obligations contained in the agreement for 
cooperation in accordance with Section 123 of the Act. 


The review also addresses activities of the 
government of the recipient country which are relevant to 
Section 129 of the Act which prohibits the export of any 
nuclear materials or equipment to any nation which is 
assisting, encouraging or inducing any non-nuclear weapons 
state to manufacture or acquire nuclear explosive devices. 


- 
~ 
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Thus, the Executive Branch could not recommend, 
nor could the NRC issue a license for, the export of any 
nuclear materials or equipment to any country which is 
engaging in any of these activities, and that provision of 
the Atomic Energy Act is made known to all governments with 
which the United States Government discusses possible 
cooperation in peaceful uses of nucsca: energy. 


The Administration also made clear to the PRC that 
no such cooperation would be possible unless its government 
demonstrated that it shared the same serious views regarding 
the spread of nuclear explosive devices to other nations. 


Premier Zhao's statement, together with its 
authoritative elaboration to Administration officials, does 
just that. Any seeming ambiguity was resolved in the 
discussions which provided this elaboration. 

Q° Copy, please? 

A Sure. Okay? 

Q Thank you. 

A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:30 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon all. I have a couple 
of housekeeping announcements, and then a statement. 


Available in the Press Office are copies of the 
opening remarks given by Secretary Shultz this morning 
before the Washington Conference for Corporate Executives, 
Council of the Americas. 


A second housekeeping announcement: The President 
will be addressing the Council of the Americas Conference in 
the Loy Henderson Conference Room today at 3:00 o'clock. 
State Department and White House press pass cards will be 
honored on a first-come, first-serve basis. Press are asked 
to remain in the area near the camera platform and must be 
in place by 2:30, and we will also be piping the President's 
remarks into the briefing room. 


I have a statement on Dr. Sakharov. The Department 
of State is strongly concerned about press reports that 
Andrei Sakharov has been on a hunger strike since May 2, and 
that his wife, Elena Bonner, has been charged with slander- 
ing the Soviet state, which could lead to as much as 
three years confinement. 


The refusal of the Soviet authorities to reveal any 
information about the present welfare and whereabouts of the 
Sakharovs lends credence to these reports. Dr. Sakharov has 
been trying for many months to obtain permission from the 
Soviet authorities for his wife to travel abroad for medical 
treatment, something she has been allowed to do twice 
before. He has apparently been driven to this extreme 
action by the continued refusal of the authorities to even 
respond to his requests. 


The Soviet handling of this matter has been inhuman 
and incomprehensible. Rather than simply allowing Mrs. 
Bonner to go abroad for medical treatment, the Soviets have 
placed criminal charges against her, threatened her with 
even more serious treason charges, and made totally false 
allegations about involvement in the current situation by 
the U.S. Embassy in Moscow. 














The circumstances of Dr. Sakharov, a recipient of 
the Nobel Peace Prize and numerous other accolades, is a 
legitimate matter of concern for all persons interested in 
promoting human rights and international peace. Soviet 
silence about Dr. Sakharov and Mrs. Bonner is totally 
unacceptable. 


The United States urges the Soviet authorities to 
provide truthful information about the present situation of 
Dr. Sakharov and Mrs. Bonner. We also urge them as a matter 
of simple humanity to end Dr. Sakharov's exile and allow 
Mrs. Bonner to travel abroad for medical treatment. 


Pinally, we ask that all like-minded persons in the 
West press the Soviets for information on the fate of the 
Sakharovs, and for an end to Soviet persecution of these two 
brave individuals. 

Q Copy, please? 
Sure. 
That's it? 


That's all I have. 


oO + OO F 


Do you have any reaction to the Soviet announce- 
ment that they will be boycotting the summer Olympic 
games? 


A Well, we've just seen the wire service report 
of the TASS account of the statement by the Soviet Olympic 
Committee. We want to be analyzing that report. The 
Soviets did not inform us in advance of their intention to 
release this, although we have, since the wire service 
report, confirmed that this is -- confirmed through diploma- 
tic channels that this is their intent. 


As I say, we will be analyzing this statement, and 
we may have a more formal statement ourselves or perhaps 
even a backgrounder later in the day. But initially I would 
say that the United States clearly regrets the Soviet disre- 
gard for the views of people all over the world who had 
hoped that the Olympics would go forward in a non-political 
manner. 


The suggestion, of course, that the Soviets have 
been hindered by the United States or hampered from par- 
ticipating freely in the Olympics is a charge utterly 
without merit. The United States has made every effort to 

















cooperate in this regard. As you know, the only instance in 
which the United States has objected is in the case of the 
proposed Soviet Olympic attache', and even in that case the 
objection was not to the idea of the position or the idea of 
an attache’, it was an objection to the specific individual 
who had been nominated, in this case by the Soviets, and we 
would have considered an alternate to that -- to the first 
person nominated. 


So we think that this is a blatant political action 
for which there is no real justification by the Soviets. 


Q How does this political action by the Soviets 
differ from the 1980 action by the United States? 


A I think the difference is something called 
Afghanistan, and I think the reason the United States took 
that action at that time was because of the extraordinarily 
barbarous behavior of the Soviet Union in Afghanistan, which 
has continued. There is clearly no comparable action in 
this case. 


Q John, could we have a copy of that response 
you read, please? 


A I don't think you can -- I think you'll have 
to get it from the transcript. It is not a prepared 
statement. 


Q John, do you expect withdrawals or boycotting 
from Eastern European countries and some of the Third-World 
countries? 


A I don't know about Third-World countries. 
There often is a relationship between actions of the Soviet 
Union and some countries in Eastern Europe, and I think we 
will have to wait and see. I do not know of any action at 
the moment. 


Q When you mentioned earlier in your statement 
that you regret the idea that this won't allow the Olympics 
-- that the Olympics would not be able to go forward in a 
non-political manner, and you call this a political action 
by the Soviets, is it your view now that -- if this is in 
fact the case and the Soviets do not take part in the 
Olympics, that the Olympics will be able to go on in any way 
that would be respected by the rest of the world sports 
community? 


A Well, I == that's -- I presume the Olympics 
authorities will be taking a look at that, but I wouldn't 

















see any reason why they wouldn't continue. The fact that 
the Soviet Union has taken the action it has, does not 
undermine the gains, and it doesn't undermine the trust and 
the confidence and the motivation that has been expressed 
by other nations. This seems to be a political action, and 
that is anathema to the Olympic ideal. 


Q When you say it's a political action, what do 
you think the motivation of it is, because there are some 
people in this building arguing a few weeks ago that the 
Soviets would not cancel participation on the grounds that it 
was a political benefit to them to win medals here? 





A Well, I think you have to -- It's difficult 
for us to analyze Soviet political motivations, and I think 
you have to address yourselves to the Soviets on that. When I 
say it is a politically-motivated act, I think the rationale 
for that is that we are convinced we have gone the last mile 
to counter Soviet objections, to ease Soviet concerns, to 
answer Soviet questions. 


Our conscience is very clear in that we have done 
everything to facilitate the participation of the Soviets, and 
there are no hindrances. As I say, the only question about 
which there was some doubt was the person of an attache’ some 
months ago. But clearly, there cannot be a legitimate opjec- 
tion to the arrangements that have been made by the United 
States. 


Q John -- 
A Sure, Bill. 


Q Some of the Soviets have been saying that one 
of their objections was to some kind of an emigre recruitin® 
office to try to woo defecters, or to welcome defecters, if 
any should pop up. 


A Well, as we have said before -- and we can 
understand how the Soviets, as they run their own society may 
have a little difficulty in understanding our society -- there 
has been no encouragement in that regard. There certainly is 
no government enticement or involvement; but the fact is, this 
is a free country, and there are many people in this country 
who happen to find many things about the Soviet Union 
abhorrent, and they express themselves. And that, presumably, 
might take place were the Soviets to have been here. 











Q If I may, you said that "We've gone the last 
mile to counter Soviet objections and ease their concerns," 
something -- did that include trying to persuade these emigres 
to desist from this? 


A This is a free society. 

Q Yes. 

A You cannot gag people who want -- 

Q No, I didn't mean gag, just -- 

A -- to express a viewpoint. 

Q Just try to persuade them. (Inaudible) 
(Laughter) 

‘A Well, I am not aware of any discussions that 


have gone on at any official level. The fact -- 


Q I know they've done that with emigres in the 
past when they wanted to persuade them to -- 


A Yes, well, I think we have done all that we 
could to guarantee the security of Soviet athletes, and I 
think we would have done that in accordance with the laws of 
Our country very effectively, and the Soviets need not have 
had concern for their security. 


As to whether people would defect, whether people 
would voice criticism of the Soviet Union when the Soviets 
were here, that's democracy. 


Q John, does "the last mile" mean that this 
Administration will not engage in any additional or new diplo- 
matic efforts to persuade the Soviets to change their minds? 


A When I said “the last mile," Ralph, what I was 
saying was in terms of the United States official involvement 
in the preparations. Our conscience is clear in terms of the 
complete elimination of any hindrances -- and I think they 
were imaginery -- thrown up by the Soviets, any legitimate 
hindrances that might have prevented their participation. 
There are no such hindrances. 


Q How about from this point on, will the -- 
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A I don't know. We may be involved in some 
discussion with them, but I really can't say where we will go 
from here. 


Q John, part of the Soviet statement issued by Tass 
alleges or says that, "Political demonstrations hostile to the 
USSR are being prepared, undisguised threats are being made 
against the USSR, National Olympic Committee, Soviet athletes 
and officials. Heads of anti-Soviet, anti-socialist 
Organizations are received by U.S. administration officials. 
Their activity is widely publicized by the mass media." 


Do you have any comment on any of that? Is any of 
that recognizable to you as something that has been going on? 


A No, it is not recognizable, and certainly no 
demonstrations have the support or the blessing or the organi- 
zational capacity of the United States Government. That is 
absolutely untrue. And certainly, had there been demonstra- 
tions by private groups, I'm sure that the authorities in the 
area, the local authorities, and the government of the United 
States would, as I say, have gone to, done the utmost to 
protect the security not only of the Soviets, but of any 
delega*ion participating in the Olympics. 


Q Could I ask a broader question? The Soviet 
Union has taken an extraordinarily dramatic sort of action by 
declining to come to the Olympics and issuing a very strong 
blast at the United States in so doing it. 


You have here today reacted to the case of Sakharov 
and Mrs. Bonner with some pretty strong language. 


Q And in recent days, there have been a series of 
various things that have not been the most favorable in terms 
of climate between the two countries. Does all of this, the 
Russian action or actions, seem to you to forecast something 
about what is the likely course of U.S.-Soviet relations 
more broadly in the coming months, or what is its status now? 


A Let me clarify one thing on a technical point. 
Our statement on the Sakharovs was not in response, or was 
not timed, in connection with the Soviet announcement on the 
Olympics. We were prepared to make this statement today as 
soon as we came into possession of the information, and it 
predated the Soviet decision on the Olympics. 











It's hard to read the overall relationship, Don. As 
you know, our foreign policy is based on strength, realism, 
and the willingness to engage in dialogue, which we certainly 
have been prepared to do. We certainly have been ready to 
negotiate in a variety of forums, not the least of them the 
wide array of arms control talks. So I think that we have to 
analyze our motivations and not attempt to analyze the motives 
of the Soviet Union. 


Q John, could you maybe consider that this state- 
ment from the Soviet Union on the boycott of the Olympics is 
in answer to Mr. Reagan's visit to China and because 
opening up a number of relations with China now? 


A You would have to ask them. What the President 
said in China was no different, as the Secretary of State has 
said, to what he says in Washington, and what he says in any 
capital. He was not a man who said one thing in China and 
something different outside China. 





Q Do you have anything on Libya and the shooting 

A I don't. We've seen the various reports, 
Bernie, but I don't have anything on the Libyan -- 

Q Filing break? 

A Filing break? Sure. 

Q About this emigre thing that you mentioned, that 


emigre recruiting office, can you say openly that the United 
States Government officially has no relationship or association -- 


A Yes. 

Q -- or any assistance to these groups? 

A Yes, of course. 

Q And you're not encouraging or discouraging this 


type of (inaudiable)? 
A Of course, not. 


Q So you are taking a neutral stand on that? 


A Of course. 





Q What is the status of the Kozlov case, the man 
who was, when last we heard, presumably in the Soviet compound 
here? 

A When last we heard, he was; and to my 
knowledge, he is still in that situation. There has been no 
change. 

(To staff) Correct? 

Still unchanged. 

Q What is the U.S. attitude toward -- 

a Don't have any explanation. 

Q What is the U.S. attitude about his case now? 

A 


Well, we're maintaining an interest in that 





case. 
Q But is he free to go, if he says he wants to go 
home? 
A Oh, yes, of course. 
Q Are you sure that he is still in the country? 
A Sorry? 
Q Are you sure that he is still in the country? 


h I think we are reasonably sure that he is still 
in the country. 


Q John, do you have anything on the Kissinger 
Commission being recalled? 


A No, do not. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Do you know if that's not a true report? 
A No, I haven't heard that one. 


Q On the Craxi call for a moratorium -- INF 
deployments -- have you hada any formal indication he's going 
to put it on the agenda of the Foreign Ministers meeting; 
and wrt you heard from any other countries that might sup- 
port it? 


A We have not had any indication of any formal 
approach, but I do think there was some guidance from 
yesterday on that which you can pick up from the Press 
Office. I don't happen to have it with me at the 
moment, but there was some guidance on the Italian thing 
yesterday. 


Q Anything, John, on the reports of mass 
killings of civilians in Afghanistan? 


A No. 


Q Anything on the article that appeared today in 
the Christian Science Monitor by Dennis Volman? 





A Yes, do have something on that situation. We 
are not going to, as you know traditionally, respond to 
reports about alleged intelligence activities. However, I 
understand in this particular case, if you try the CIA, I 
think they may have some strong words denying this report. 


Let me just say, in general, that as is fairly 
obvious, the United States deplores death squad activity. 
The United States has taken no action that would in any way 
further such activity. Quite to the contrary, we have been 
actively involved in the effort to eradicate such violence. 


Our policy on the issue is very clear. Keep on 
saying it, and say it again, in our public declarations and 
in our private conversations with Salvadoran officials, we 
have repeatedly emphasized the need for Salvadoran authori- 
ties to take action against the death squads. Progress is 
being made. Death squad activity is sharply down this year. 
Armed forces officers who reportedly had links with death 
squads have been transferred. 
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The Minister of Defense, Mr. Vides Cassanova, has 
issued the order for the formation of a special investisgi- 
tive unit which will have the primary function of gathering 
evidence admissible in a court of law against individuals 
involved in the death squads. 


We will continue to work with the Government of El 
Salvador to end death squad activity and to bring to justice 
those responsible. 


But insofar as a specific response to this 
Christian Science Monitor story, I suggest you go to the 





Q Can we get a copy? 

A Sure. 

Q And could I follow just for a second? 

A Sure. 

Q Is the State Department aware of the existence 


of something called the National Intelligence Agency in El 
Salvador, or it's acronym apparently is ANI? Is the State 
Department aware that such an organization exists? 


A Don't have anything more for you -- 
Q Could you take that question? 


A I'll take a look at it, but if it does involve 
intelligence, you probably won't get anything from us. 


Q John, do you have anything on the kidnapping 
of a U.S. citizen in Beirut? 


A Only probably what you already know. That is, 
that Benjamin Weir -- W-E-I-R -- an American-citizen resi- 
dent of Beirut was abducted May 8 by three men. Mrs. Weir, 
who was not taken, was with her husband at the time his 
abduction took place, but she is free. Don't have anything 
further for you, but obviously the Embassy is monitoring 
this situation very carefully; seeing what it could do to 
secure -- to locate Mr. Weir and secure his release, and we 
certainly deplore yet another savage incident of kidnapping 
in Beirut. 
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Q Further on Lebanon, do you have any comment on 
a report that the United States is phasing down, or close to 
phasing out its assistance to the military forces in 
Lebanon; that there's been a great reduction in the numbers 
of American military people; that the military equipment 
which was suspended sometime ago remains suspended, and it 
looks like the U.S. is going to be out of the picture in 
that field? 


A Don't think the situation has changed a great 
deal, Don, over the past weeks. I think, basically, we're 
looking at it case-by-case basis. 


Specifically, the delivery of certain military 
items such as ammunition and spare parts continues. In 
addition, on April 20, 44 armored personnel carriers that 
had been turned over to the Lebanese earlier in the year 
arrived in Beirut. Future equipment -- furture shipments of 
military equipment, for example, tanks, artillery and other 
major weapon systems will be considered on a case-by-case 
basis. And I think as we have said, we will wait and see 
how the situation develops there and what the need is, and 
what the -- or what the stability is. 


Q What about the American personnel advising the 
Lebanese forces? That numbers were shown to be greatly 
decreased. 


A I don't have anything on that. But maybe the 
Pentagon can help you on that one. 


Q And regarding non-military aid to Lebanon, you 
may know that there's been a proposal on Capitol Hill to use 
a great deal of it for an endowment program for American 
University of Beirut rather than for its initial anticipated 
purpose of reconstruction aid. Does the Department have a 
position on that, and what is it? 


A I do not today. I don't know whether we've 
had anything -- no? <-- in the past few days. Be glad to 
take a look at it for you. 


Q John, are you involved in the negotiations for 
the three Israelis and 300 Syrian prisoners between Syria 
and -- . 


A I don't know about negotiation. I think, 
obviously, in the question on the matter of return of those 
captured, we would attempt to be helpful, and I'm sure we 
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are being as helpful as we can but I don't have anything 
specific for you. 


Q Did I understand you to say before that you 
have absolutely nothing on the events in Tripoli this 
morning? 


A Yes, don't. Do not. 


Q On Mr. Weir, there's no government connection 
at ali? 


A No. He's a -- I think he's a Presbyterian 
missionary. 


Q John, would you confirm the reports coming 
from Israel that Mr. Arens, the Defense Minister of Israel, 
will be coming to New York and maybe to Washington for 
negotiations? 


A Coming to Washington for when? 
Q For negotiations? 


A Hadn't heard that. Be glad to take a look at 
it, but I'm not aware of it. 


Q Or anything about the same sources saying that 
joint military exercises between Israel and the United 
States are going to be undertaken after two months or three? 


A No, don't have anything on that for you; 
sorry. 


Ralph? 


Q Do you have anything on the tanker being hit 
in the Gulf near Kharg Island? 


A No. Seen the reports, but we can't confirm 
those reports. 


Q Going back, John -- 
A Sure. 


Q -- to Tripoli for such second, and not 
necessarily in reference to this morning's events, but over 
the last several months there have been a series of things 
over there and I'm wondering what the State Department's 
view of Qadhafi's control of that country is at the moment? 
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A Oh, I don't think I can give you a horseback 
assessment of Mr. Qadhafi, or even a non-horseback 
assessment. 


Q Anything on the situations in the voting 
results in either Panama or El Salvador? 


A Yes. I'll give you Salvador first. Is that 
the last one? Okay. 


Q The last question. 


A The last question? He's had enough of me? 
Alright. 


According to unofficial results, provided by the 
Christian Democrats, Mr. Durate is maintaining his lead over 
ARENA candidate, Roberto D‘Aubuisson. Wo official results 
have yet been released. What is important to note at this 
point is that the substantial voter turnout is another indi- 
cation of the desire of the Salvadoran people for democracy. 


The official United States delegation commented, 
"This election was fair and honest. It provided a clear and 
undeniable mandate to whichever candidate is elected to 
begin to grapple with the manifold problems that confront 
this country -- that’s Salvador -- after five years of tur- 
moil and unrest." 


Insofar as Panama is concerned, I'll just give you 
a little sitrep on what we understand to be the situation. 
The party of each of the two leading candidates, Nicholas 
Barletta and Arnulfo Arias, each of them claims to be 
slightly ahead based on its own unofficial tabulation of 
partial reports from party observers of over almost 4,000 
individual polling places. And that's about where we stand. 


Q Thank you. 
A Okay? 
(Press briefing concluded at 1:05 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #83 


TUESDAY, MAY 9, 1984, 12:30 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. Just have one house- 
keeping announcement up front. A reminder that there will 
be an ON-THE-RECORD briefing on Central America by the White 
House Outreach Group in Room 450, the Old Executive Office 
Building, 2:30 this afternoon. Speakers will be Mr. Robert 
Searby, Deputy Undersecretary of Labor. He's the U.S. 
representative to the International Labor Organization 
Governing Body. He will speak on “Preedom of Association in 
El Salvador." Also speaking will be Dr. John Silber, who is 
the President of Boston University. He, of course, was a 
member of the Bipartisan Commission on Central America, and 
his topic will be “Thoughts on the Situation in Central 
America." 


That's all I have for you. 


Q John, Colonel Qadhafi says the attackers 
yesterday were Sudanese trained by Americans. Any comment? 


A No, no comment at all. There are a lot of 
conflicting reports on that situation, and we have seen the 
claim by an organization to have been responsible for it. I 
understand that is a Libyan opposition group, but I'm 
unaware of any further details. 


Q John, Senator Helms is charging today that 
Ambassador Pickering used a State Department and CIA covert 
fund, I think he called it, to finance Duarte's campaign. 


A Insofar as allegations about the CIA are con- 
cerned, obviously one never talks about alleged intelligence 
activities, and I'd refer you to the CIA on that. 


Insofar as the State Department is concerned, 
there's absolutely no funding to Mr. Duarte or, indeed, any 
party. As we've said many times before, we have provided 
funds and technical assistance in support of the overall 
electoral process. I think that primarily -- maybe exclu- 
sively -- went through AID. 
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And on the political side, obviously as an embassy 
operates normally, there's been the traditional contact with 
the various parties, but this is quite distinct from sup- 
porting one party over another. Again, as we have said con- 
sistently, the United States has played a neutral role in El 
Salvador's elections, so those allegations are untrue. 


Q Just clarification, John: You said “absolutely 
no funding.* 


A In the sense of improper -- in the sense of 
funding for -- in the sense of funding to a particular 


party. 


Q You're including the CIA in “absolutely no 
fund ing?" 


A What I'm saying is -- obviously, we can't 
speak for the CIA, and obviously never refer to alleged 
intelligence activities. But as far as the State Department 
is concerned, we have supported the process and there cer- 
jainly are, I'm sure, AID funds in terms of computers, and 
that kind of thing. But what I'm doing is refuting the 
allegation that the State Department has funneled money to 
the parties, or to any party, or several parties. 


Q But you're wt speaking for the CIA? 

A No, I can‘t speak for the CIA. 

Q And you're not speaking -- in the latter part 
of your statement, you said the United States has not sup- 
ported any candidate, has not taken sides. 


A That's correct. 


Q Does that mean that the CIA has not taken 
sides? 


A I can't -- I don't know. I can't talk for 
the CIA. I don't know what the CIA does. I can't speak for 
them, but I'm telling what the State Department position is 
and what the State Department involvement is. 


Q Why do you think Senator Helms is making 
these allegations? 


A I don’t know. You'd have to ask him. 








Q John, to clarify what you're saying, you're 
saying that the funding of political election campaigns is 
an intelligence activity that comes under the purview of the 
CIA? 


A No, I'm not. 
Q Then why can’t you deny that it's gone on? 


A What I'm saying is I'm not responding to an 
allegation about funds from another agency. I'm telling you 
what the State Department position is and what the State 
Department has done. 


Q Can you speak -- you often speak for the 
Administration. Can you speak for the Administration -- 


A Only at my peril, Ralph. 


Q Are you only speaking for the State 
. Department today? 


A I'm speaking for the State Department. 
Q Thank you. 


Q John, I think you've steered us deliberately 
to the CIA, and you've hinted that they may have something 
to say on this. (Laughter) 


Is it your impression that they may have something 
to say on this? 


A I don't know. I haven't been in touch with the 
CIA, and I don't know with what degree of enthusiasm one 
might approach some statement on this, but you can give them a call. 


Q Well, have you encouraged the CIA to be 
forthcoming on this, because otherwise there does seem to be 
a bit of a cloud -- 


A Oh, Jim, I have enough to do te #ncourage 
this building to be forthcoming. I cannot speak for the 
CIA. 


Q John, you're just saying one part of the U.S. 
Government did not use covert funds, you're not saying -- 





A What I'm doing -- there are allegations, as I 
understand it, in reading the press this morning, that the 




















CIA and the State Department improperly sought to finance 
Mr. Duarte and perhaps other parties as well. I, obviously, 
cannot speak for the CIA -- never have done and never will. 
But as far as the State Department is concerned, what I'm 
saying is that those reports are untrue and while there cer- 
tainly is -- certainly has been support for the process in 
terms of the mechanical things -- computers and the voting 
procedure and that kind of thing -- but there certainly has 
not been financing of any one or more than one party. 


Q John, then you withdraw the latter part of 
your statement, when you say the United States Government 
has not taken sides? 


A Well, of course, the United States 
Government. The United States has supported the process, 
and has not taken sides in that election. 

Q But the agency is part of the Government. 


Q Is the CIA outside the Government? 





a I'm not going to respond. And I don't know 
why you should be surprised that I'm not, because I never 
have to the question of what the CIA might or might not 
have done and I'm not steering you in any way. 


Q Isn't the Secretary usually -- should be sitting 
on such decisions whereby the CIA does certain things? You 
could say that “we don't want to answer that part, of course," 
but one must assume that the Secretary is informed as the per- 
son that conducts U.S. foreign policy? 


A What I'm saying is that we have not sought to 
manipulate that election. We have supported the process. We 
have not supported candidates. 


Now you're asking me to comment on a specific 
allegation involving covert activities by the CIA, and I 
obviously cannot do that. 


Q Who is “we” in that case -- on that last 
answer, “We have not sought to manipulate" -- who is “we?” 


A The United States Government has not sought 
to manipulate those elections. 


Q And all agencies thereof; is that correct? 


A (Laughter). 








Q Don't you understand our -- 


A I understand, but I also don't think you're 
understanding what I'm saying, that I'm not making state- 
ments on behalf of the CIA. You have to go talk to them. 


Q I guess the presumption is that when you say 
the U.S. Government does such-and-such, the presumption is 
because the CIA reports to the President of the United 
States, you're speaking effectively for the CIA? 


A Well, I'm telling you what the position of 
the United States has been in this particular election and, 
indeed, in elections in general. And that is that we sup- 
port the process and have not worked for any particular 
candidate. 


Q Have you got anything more on the Olympics? 


A Not a great deal. We have not -- we are 
obviously following carefully the question of whether any 
other countries are going to make any decisions about par- 
ticipation, we have not officially had any such indications. 
We've had no further discussions with the Soviets. 


I did get the appropriate people to pull out a 
list of what we have done, if that would interest you. 


Well, for example, the President personally and 
publicly assured the International Olympics Committee that 
the United States would live up to the Olympic Charter. 
Those reassurances have been repeated publicly and privately 
to the Soviet Union. 


The United States authorized the Soviet request 
for at least 25 Aeroflot charter flights during the course 
of the Olympics. 


We assured the Soviets by diplomatic note and pri- 
vately, as agreed by the International Olympic Committee, 
that all Olympic participants could enter the United States 
on the basis of their Olympic identity cards without visas. 


We authorized a month-long port call from the Soviet 
cruise ship to serve as the Olympic headquarters of the 
Soviet delegation. We assured the Soviets privately that 
after the initial customs and safety inspection of that 
vessel, subsequent searches, or any subsequent searches of 
the ship, should they take place, would be only for a speci- 
fic cause. For example, if there were a bomb threat, and 








that any such subsequent searches would not be for the pur- 
pose of harassment of the Soviets. 


We authorized entry of representatives of the 
Aeroflot Airline and shipping personnel in advance of the 
games to do preparatory work for those special flights and 
for the ship. 


We indicated our willingness to receive an Olympic 
attache from the Soviets with full diplomatic status. But 
as I reminded you yesterday, we certainly did object to the 
individual originally proposed but would not necessarily 
have objected to a subsequent individual. 


We informed the Soviets that we would be ready to 
rent them vehicles, an action which is normally prohibited -- 
that we would rent vehicles to Soviet officials during the 
Olympics. 


We told the Soviets publicly and privately that 
emigre groups opposing Soviet participation, organizing 
demonstrations or inciting defections, that they would have 
no United States Government sanction whatsoever. 


We opened all areas containing Olympic sites, 
hotels, airports to Soviet travel from June 1 to August 15. 


We undertook full responsibility for the security 
of the Soviet ship in the harbor, and the preliminary esti- 
mated cost of those security measures to the United States 
was $500,000. 


Security measures for the games are extraordinary. 
And we told the Soviets privately that every possible 
security precaution was being undertaken and would be under- 
taken. So that's a -- 

Q Can we have a copy of that, please? 


A I think we can make a copy of that available 
after the briefing, sure. 


Q John, does that meet their recuest for 
guarantees of the safety of their athletes, do you feel? 


A We think so. 


Q John, Mr. Ueberroth, who's been on television 
several times yesterday after the White House, said that 
he would make every effort he could to persuade the Soviets 
to reconsider their decision. 





What is the U.S. Government's position on whether 
there's any room for discussion on this? 


A Well, as I say, there's been no discussion by 
ourselves officially since the Soviet decision. I think our 
position would be that we have done everything to make 
possible the Soviets participation. That still stands. 

We are going to continue to do everything to make possible 
the safe and satisfactory participation by any delegation 
from any cf the Olympic countries. That continues to be the 
case for the Soviet Union, but I'm not aware of any negoti- 
ation, certainly, that have taken place -- that has taken 
place -- or that we have pending with the Soviets. What the 
Olympic Committee might do, of course, is up to them. They 
might engage in discussions. 


Q John, in your communications with the Soviets 
yesterday, when they said they were not going to come, was 
that in any sense conditional? Did they give you any signal 
that if you were to do something additional that they might 
change their mind? 


A No, not that I'm aware of. They have listed 
the areas of complaint. Obviously, we think we have done 
all that is reasonable. I think they listed the various 
complaints that they have made to the United States 
Government, and I think they had some that they had made to 
the Olympic Committee in Los Angeles. I think that included 
smog and various things like that. 


Q But as far as you're concerned, there were no 
steps that you -- additional steps that you were con- 
templating to allievate their -- 


A No, no. We think, as I said yesterday, I 
think we feel that we have done all that could possibly be 
done. 


Q What you listed today was already done? 

A Yes, sure. That's all old stuff, yeah. 

Q John, just by way of the list, would you be 
willing, so that we can compare what you've done and what 


the Soviets have asked, to make available the comparable 
list of requests made by the Soviets? 


A Well, I'm talking about the points that they 
made in their statement. That's what I'm talking about. 








Q I see. But what about the -- 


Q John, you mentioned -- 


Q Well, what about the ones that they've made 
to the Government as opposed to the ones they made in their 
statement, or are they the same? 


A I'll be glad to look at that, but I 
doubt that we would make -- (a) I doubt there's much dif- 
ference, and I doubt that we would make available -- 


--MORE-- 














Q John, you mentioned -- 


Q Did the United States at any time receive a 
request from the Soviet Union to return any Soviet defectors 
who might defect during the time that they were here? 


A I can't answer that, Barrie. I don't know. 
I honestly don't know. 


Q John, you mentioned that -- you had said the 
emigre groups would not get any help from the Government. 


A Correct. 


Q Was any effort made to dissuade the emigre 
groups from further activity? 


A Well, in the sense that I'm not aware of any 
contact between the -- I mean there have been charges that 
U.S. Government officials have encouraged this, and that's 
absolutely not true. 


I don't know what discussion there might have been 
about controls with local authorities and that kind of 
thing. Certainly we would have supported controls in terms 
of our security arrangements to make sure that nothing happened 
to the Soviet athletes, but I don't think we could have 
deterred a legal demonstration conducted properly nor am I 
aware of any move to have prevented such demonstrations or -- 


Q You didn't try to -- 

A -- statements. 

Q -- talk them out of it? 

a Not that I'm aware of. 

. John, one of the spokesmen for the emigre 
last night. lieve, or this morning, said that this is 
the refusal voi the boycott of the Russians of the Olympics 
-- is "a great day for America" or -- 


A "A great day for America"? 


Q Yes. Do you share this feeling since he 
said something to this effect? That they really are not coming 
and, you know, he said that this almost is a moral victory for 
them -- or whatever? 
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A Well, I think the President has made clear 
that we support the Olympic ideal; and in that sense cer- 
tainly we had hoped the Olympics would go forward in a non- 
political manner, I think. 


Q But the thrust of what I'm asking is that you 
don't consider it “a great day for America” -- that the 
Russians are not coming to the Olympics? This is my 
question. 


A Well, I mean, if the point of your question is 


did the United States work to prevent the Soviets coming 
here, the answer is absolutely not. We worked -- 


Q Yes; this is what I ask. 

A -- to enable them to come, but this is their 
decision. They have decided not to participate, and I guess 
they have to live with that decision. 

Q John, another subject? 


A Yes. 


Q Can you expand a little on your posted stat- 
ment of today on aid going to an AUB endowment -- how much 
money was going to go, from what funds, and why you don't 
like the idea? 


A I can't expand on that, but I'd be glad to -- 
do we have something posted? 


MR. CARLSON: Nothing posted. That's where AID 
comes in. 


A AID. 


Q O.K. You don't have a monetary amount to 
answer the question? 


A No, I don't. I'll bet AID might. I'm sure 
they could flesh it out. 


Q Can I go to Libya? 


A Sure. 
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Q Is the United States still conducting a 
review of its relations with Libya, in light of what 
happened? And when will the results of this review be made 
public -- if it will ever be made? 


A I don't know. There's a review and I'm sure that 
a number of countries concerned by the behavior of Libya from 
time to time discuss that, but I don't have anything further on 
it. 


Q John, I'm asking this because I saw somewhere 
in one of these newsletters published here in Washington 
that the State Department said something to the effect that 
they would like to create a military confrontation and there 
is sort of -- 


A The State Department would like to create a 
military confrontation? (Laughter.) 





Q Well, I mean some people -- some people at 
the State Department -- would like to put something -- 


A Some people in the State Department would 
like to create a military confrontation? 


Q Yes. A split or something like that, to the 
effect that they might create -- and there are objections to this 
-- there is a split between the leaders here. 


A Don't have anything on it. Sorry. 

Q The wire services are carrying reports from 
Beirut that the Islamic Jihad is claiming responsibility for 
the kidnapping of Reverend Weir and Mr. Buckley and Mr. 
Levin of CNN. 

A Yes. 

Q Do you have any comment? 

A No, we've seen those reports, as you have. Don't 
have anything to confirm that, and our position is that 
whoever is responsible for the abductions should take speedy 
steps to release them and return them to safety. 


Q You said you can't confirm it? 
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A No, I can't. I mean it's a call by an anony- 
mous caller who says this organization did it, but we don't 
have any confirmation. 


Q John, Reverend Weir's family in California 
said that they have been told that the United States is 
negotiating with the kidnappers at this time for his 
release. Do you have anything to say on that? 


A No, I don't, but I would caution you against 
such a story. 


Q What about Mr. Kozlov? 

A He's still here. 

Q- Can you discuss what the problem is? 

A No. I guess you'd have to ask the Soviets. 

Q John, there's this delegation of the Latin 
American Parliament in the United States currently. They've 
issued some statements critical of U.S. policy, and I'm won- 
dering if you might have any comment on them. 

One, they said that IMF conditionalities create 
more problems for Latin America than Soviet subversion right 
now. 

A No. I haven't seen the -- 


Q No comment on that? 


> 


No. 

Q Two, they said that no debt has ever 
been collected by strangling the debtor -- again referring to 
IMF conditionalities policies. 

A Uh-huh . No . 


Q And this Administration obviously supports 
the policy of collecting the debt by strangling the debtor. 


A By strangulation? 


Q Yes. 


A Collect of debt by strangulation? That's 
our policy? 
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Q Yes. Didn‘t you read the speeches at the 
Council of the Americas conference yesterday? 


an I think there was support there in the con- 
cept of the collection of debt, but I think “by 
strangulation" sounds a little extreme. 


Q It's a paraphrase. 
Q John, do you have -- 

Just on some real quick ones -- anything now 
on elections in Panama or anything on elections in El 
Salvador, and anything on the Nicaraguan -- 

A Hold up, hold up, hold up! (Laughter.) 


Panama? 


Q Well, Bernie Kalb isn't here. I forgot. 
Otherwise it would have gone much smoother, most likely. 
(Laughter. ) 


A The first stop was Panama. What else is it? 
Q Salvador. 

A Salvador. 

Q Honduran/Nicaragua helicopter. 

A O.K. (Laughter.) 


Panama -- just a little sitrep. The party 
of each of the two leading candidates, Mr. Barletta and Mr. 
Arias, each continue to claim to be slightly ahead, based on 
their own unofficial tabulations of reports from party 
observers at almost all of the 3,900 individual polling places. 


The official raw results from 14 of 40 electoral circuits 
-- I was going to say “electrical" circuits for a minute -- 
electoral circuits announced by electoral officials as of 
this morning give Mr. Barletta 118,000; Mr. Arias 101,000, 
with lesser figures for five other candidates. 


That's really about all I have for you on Panama. 
Moving right along to Salvador, don't expect offi- 
cial returns before the end of the week. According to unof- 


ficial party estimates based on 99 percent of the vote, Mr. 
Duarte received 54.1 percent of the vote. 


| Ia 
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Procedurally the election went much smoother than 
the first round, with only a few Salvadorans unable to cast 
their vote due to administrative problems. 


The substantial voter turnout of over 1.4 million 
-- greater than the 75 percent turnout for the March 25 
first round -- demonstrates the desire of the Salvadoran 
people for democracy despite guerrilla calls for a boycott. 


And that's really it -- simply to underline the 
view of the official U.S. delegation that the election was 
fair and honest and went forward in a straightforward way. 


On the chopper, nothing really beyond the wire 
service reports you've seen. That's obviously a matter for 
those two governments. 


We did get, just before I came out, a kind of 
rough translation of a Honduran response to the Nicaraguan 
communique. I don't know that it takes us a great deal 
further, except to make the point that the helicopter was 
unarmed, left the air base at Tegucigalpa with a destination 
of Ampala and it was transporting a commission of the 
armed forces which was going to undertake an inspection of 
the construction of the Honduran naval base there. 


That's a fairly lengthy statement, which I guess 
you can get from the Hondurans. 


Q And do you know whether this helicopter was 
one that was on lease to the Hondurans or one that was pro- 
vided -- they were provided ownership outright by the Hondurans? 


A I do not know. I cannot answer that myself, 
but I understand the Pentagon has looked at that -- 

Q O.K. 

A -- and has made it very clear that there is 


no U.S. involvement with that kind of chopper and it was a 
Honduran chopper and on a straightforward Honduran mission. 


Q On the El Salvador elections -- 

A Sorry? 

Q On the question of the El Salvador elections -- 
A Yes. 


“" 
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Q -- do you have a response to Senator Helms’ 
charge tht Mr. Duarte has been aided and supported by the 
Central Intelligence Agency and his campaign has -- 

A You must have come in late, Don, and missed -- 
Oh, I'm sorry. I guess I did. 

-- my comprehensive response to that story. 
All right. Well, I'm sorry. (Laughter.) 


John, another election -- 


ry © Oo F O 


It will take you about 15 minutes to read the 
transcript on that, Don. So -- 


Q Another election inquiry. What is the U.S. 
position on the Philippine election, and will we have obser- 
vers there? I think it's a few days hence. 


A I'm not aware of -- I can*t answer the 
question on observers. Obviously we're for free elections in 
the Philippines, and there is some good laiuguage in the 
Press Office to which I refer you on that which we 
issued earlier. 


Q John, may I ask you, please, one thing? You 
may have answered it, as you did. So I'm trying to confirm 
it. 


Last week there was a statement made by Yassir 
Arafat to a group of journalists, and it was quoted by AP, 
where he called for “direct negotiations” with Israel to 
resolve the Middle East problem. Were you asked the question, 
and, if you were not, would you care to tell me if you see that 
as a step forward, if you would check into it? 


A Well, the question is -- so, the question 
is what? The question relates to our readiness to talk with 
Mr. Arafat? 

Q No, no. Arafat was saying that the way to 


solve the Middle East problem is, he said, through direct - 
talks or negotiations -- the way he used it -- with Israel. 


A Uh-huh. 
Q Now, I'm asking: Are you aware of the state- 


ment, and would you comment on it? Do you see it as a 
step forward, coming from Arafat -- or just any response? 
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A We are not aware of the statement, but I would 
think the first thing for Mr. Arafat to do, from our point of 
view, would be to recognize the sovereignty and independence of 
Israel and support the two appropriate UN resolutions on which 
we're basing our readiness to engage in any discussion. 


Q Now, he actually does touch on this. Maybe 
I could provide you a copy of what I have from AP and not 
from -- he does touch on this problem of recognition. He 
says that “We know Israel is there. It is not an image. 
We're fighting somebody, so it is there." 


A Uh-huh . 


Q So he does -- would you then look at it and 
give us some total answer? 


A Well, no, I don’t think so, because Mr. 
Arafat has said a number of things and has seemed to come up 
to the brink of formal statements on a number of occasions 
and then has backed away from them. 


The conditions, as far as we're concerned, are 
very clear. They're set out; we're available. And when Mr. 
Arafat makes a clear, unequivocal acceptance or endorsement 
of those conditions, then I think we would have a changed 
situation. 


But I think until then we won't respond to remarks 
which may be open to various kinds of interpretation. 


Q John -- 


Q Do you have anything further on UNESCO as it 
begins to consider American withdrawal plans? 


A No, no. Our position is unchanged. We're 
very serious about our intent to withdraw at the end of this 
year if appropriate reforms are not undertaken. 


Q John, do you have anything about an 
Uruguayan by the name of Roslik -- R-o-s-l-i-k -- who is 
reported to have been tortured to death by Uruguayan 
authorities? 


A I certainly don't today. I don't know 
whether that is anything we've touched on in the past. And 
Mr. Romberg is shaking his head "No", so I guess we don't. 
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Q Could you check to see? 
A Sure. 
Q John, can you explain the United States 


Government motives behind what is reported in the media that 
the United States will vote against any United Nations 
Security Council resolution calling for the withdrawal of 
Israelis from southern Lebanon? 


A Sorry. Where has this report appeared? 


Q It appeared in a Jordanian newspaper and it 
appeared somewhere (inaudible) that the United States will not 
accept any request -- or the United Nations Security Council 
action -- to call on the withdrawal of Israelis from southern 
Lebanon. 


A Well, I think our position on UN resolutions 
is we'll look at them as they come up -- look at the form 
and text of the resolution and make that decision at that 
time. But the position on Israel's troops in southern 
Lebanon is very clear -- that we understand Israel's need 
for appropriate protection of its northern border. 


Q Which means that -- 


A That, obviously, would have to be taken into 
consideration in the context of any withdrawal plan. 


Q You mean if the Security Council resolution 
will call for this type of language to guarantee the 
security of Israel or whatever it is and to work it out with 
the Lebanese, you will have no objection to that? 


p, Well, no. I'm not prejudging Security 
Council resolutions and say we'll look at that on a 
case-by-case basis. But, clearly, the question of security 
on Israel's northern border would be a factor which we would 
have to take into account in a very significant way in how 
we would -- 


Q And you yourself -- you see that the pre- 
sence of the Israeli forces into southern Lebanon as 
securing or guaranteeing this security element that 
you are talking about? 
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a Our goal is for the removal of all foreign for- 
ces from Lebanon. But in the process of that removal, when the 
Israelis come to remove their forces, we would expect there 
to be appropriate measures undertaken for security of Israel's 
northern border. 


Q Including the presence of these forces right now 
there? 


4 I'm not saying what those measures might be. 

But we understand and indeed that has been a consistent part 
of our policy. 

Q John, just one more question. I understand that 
the Chinese have announced that that senior Russian official is 
not going to China. 

Q Do you have any reaction to that? 

A No, don't have any U.S. reaction; no, no. 


Q John, do you have any response to a press report 
that the Russians had a mass firing of SS-20s? 


A Was it the Evans and Novak column? 

Q I didn't mention the name because I know that 
it's -- 

A Because he knew I wouldn't respond. 
(Laughter. ) 


Well, let's see. We wouldn't respond to that because 
it's an Evans and Novak column and we wouldn't respond to it 
because it relates to intelligence. 

Q It's a double whammy. 

A It's a double whammy, yes. 

Q Thank you. 

Ay 


Sure. 


(Whereupon, at 12:55 p.m., the briefing was concluded.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: A couple of housekeeping announce- 
ments up front. 


I think everybody in the Press Office would like 
to thank Dennis Troute for his swift action this morning in 
apprehending some suspicious looking folks in the corresron- 
dents‘ room. 


Q Is there a medal that comes with this, John, 
or just a cash reward for stopping terrorism in its tracks? 
(Laughter) 


A There's no medal; there's no cash award. 
There's just general recognition of the fact that Superman 
flies out of telephone booths but ABC flies into them. 


(Laughter) 

Q That's without ambiguity. We take that as a 
thorough compliment. 

Q He must be really suspicious to stand out in 
the Press Room. (Laughter) 

Q The question is who is going to tackle who. 

nN Just to remind you that Secretary Shultz 


will be up at the American Society of Newspaper Editors 
Convention tomorrow morning. He'll be ON-THE-RECORD, 
although, as I recall ASNE rules, I think only ASNE members 
can ask questions but that's obviously their call. 


Due to a variety of scheduling problems, we will 
not have a regular Daily Press Briefing tomorrow, but Brian 
Carlson and his team of eager and enthusiastic press offi- 
cers will be happy to take any questions during the day -- 

Q What time is that -=- 9:00? 


A The Shultz thing is at 9:00; yes, that's 
right -- and attempt to answer then. 


Sorry? Yes, tomorrow. 
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Have a statement on the International Court of 
Justice action this morning. 


As the Department's Legal Advisor Davis 
Robinson's statement in The Hague indicated earlier today, 
we will have to withhold full comment on the decision until 
we've had an opportunity to review the lengthy opinion and 
its implications. As a matter of fact, we haven't even 
received the full text of the statement in Washington yet. 


However, at this point, we would like to make some 
preliminary observations. 


The first is that the United States respects the 
Court and the rule of law and intends to act accordingly. 


The Court has not made a decision regarding juris- 
diction, and we regret that the Court has denied the United 
States’ request that the case be dismissed at this time. 
However, we call attention to the fact that the Court noted 
that a number of issues which merited examination had been 
raised with respect to jurisdiction and that the Court 
intends to pursue that issue. And, of course, there was 
no decision on the merits or judgment on Nicaragua's allega- 
tion that the United States had done anything illegal. 


With respect to the provisional measures enu- 
merated in the decision, we'll need to examine them care- 
fully, but we note that the decision refers to the rights of 
all states to be free from the threat or use of unlawful 
force and that the Court called on both the United States 
and Nicaragua to refrain from actions which could extend or 
aggravate the dispute before the Court. 


The principles articulated are based on the United 
Nations Charter, to which we subscribe. Our initial reaction 
is that nothing contained in the measures indicated by the 
Court is inconsistent with current United States policy or 
activities with respect to Nicaragua. 


We will be asking the Court quickly to decide the 
fundamental issue of its jurisdiction. We will be meeting 
with the Court tomorrow to develop a schedule for further 
proceedings in this case on that issue of jurisdiction. 


The United States continues to believe that the 
best prospect for resolvina the political, social, and econo- 
mic problems that plague the nations of Central America, 
including Nicaragua, is through serious negotiations in the 
Contadora process. We hope that the Government of Nicaragua 








will respond to the Court's decision by making a serious 
effort to advance the regional negotiating process in 
cooperation with the Contadora process. 


That's all I have for you. 


Q John, you've left me confused, which may 
have been your intention, but what you're saying is 
that the only thing you believe the Court dealt with today 
was the U.S. decision to remove itself from jurisdiction for 
two years? 


A It has not ruled instantly on the metter of 
jurisdiction, that is. It is obviously going to consider 
that in due course, we hope speedily. 


Q It was my understanding that when you made 
that announcement that you were removing yourself from 
jurisdiction for two years on decisions involving Central 
America, it was a unilateral decision not to be dealt with 
by the Court but an announcement that the United States 
would not accept jurisdiction? 


A Well, we were notifying the Court of that 
action, and we are taking -- have taken our case to the 
Court and are going to continue to argue that with the 
Court. 


Q And what you're saying is that the only 
issue which was dealt with today was that jurisdiction? 


rN There were these provisional measures indi- 
cated. And, as I said, we do not consider that those are 
inconsistent with current United States policy and activi- 
ties with regard to Nicaragua. 


Q John, isn't <= the decision said that the 
U.S. should stop essentially interferring in Nicaragua. 
It's a sort of restraint order. Isn't that the thrust of 
it? 


A Well, the -- I refer you to the Court and 
statement. As I say, we've seen what you have. We don't 
have the full text. I understand it's about 40 pages or so. 


Q There's nothing in that restraint order -- 
A That we consider to be inconsistent with 


current United States policy and activity with regard to 
Nicaragua. 














Q With respect to that, John, the first unani- 
mous judgment says, and I quote: “The United States of 
America should immediately cease and refrain from any action 
restricting blocking or endangering access to or from 
Nicaraguan ports," et cetera. 


I take what you just said as meaning that the 
United States is in no way pursuing activity that is incon- 
sistent with that at the present time. And my question is, 
if that correction -- if that interpretation is correct -- 
my question is, will the United States abide by that ruling 
pending the settlement of the jurisdiction issue at least? 


A As I say, we haven't seen -- we wanted to 
give you some provisional and early response, and we haven't 
seen the full text, and we want to take a look at it. But I 
think that our words speak for themselves. I've told you 
the United States respects the Court and the rule of law 
and intends to act accordingly. I think that statement is 
quite clear. 


Q John, you're accepting, then, that judgment? 
ay I think our words are quite clear. 
Q Yes. Let me just -- I'm sorry. So, in 


other words, even though you said that, in your initial state- 
ment to the Court, that you did not want to accept any 
Court ruling on Central American issues -- 


A Well, we have taken our case on jurisdiction 
to the Court. 

Q Yes. So (inaudible) . 

A It is not a question of saying we 


don't accept jurisdiction or not making that case for the 
court. 


Q You're not saying, whatever they decide, 
you're not going to carry out? 

4 I'm not saying that, no. 

Q John, are you stressing the fact that the 


ruling is not inconsistent with current U.S. policies in 
regard to Nicaragua because, as a matter of simple fact, 
the mining has stopped? 











om As you know, we have not responded to 
questions relating to mining and alleged covert activity, 
but I think you might read the statement concerning current 
activity in conjunction with allegations that have been 


made. 

Q Is it consistent to continue to seek addi- 
tional funds for the Contras? 

A Yes, it is. 

Q John, are you saying that if the Court 


decides that it has jurisdiction, that you will then abide by 
its decision? 


a I'm saying that we respect the Court and the 
rule of law, and we intend to act accordingly. And what 
we're going to do now is press for resolution on the matter 
of jurisdiction. 


Q John, when did the phrase “current policy 
and activities" begin? Can you give us a date of what 
"current" means -- when that started? We understand that 
means today, but -- 


A I can't. This is today's statement and speaks 
for itself. 


Q So, it's at least as of today, but you're 
not making any comment as to how much before today the U.S. 
policy was consistent with the ruling? 


A No. 


Q John, on the question of jurisdiction, are 
you saying in that statement that the United States now 
recognizes the World Court's right to refuse to accept the 
unilateral statement made previously by the United States? 


A What we're saying is that we are arguing the 
case on jurisdiction before the Court, and we fully expect 
that that argument will proceed expeditiously. 


Q And by arguing it in the Court itself, is 
that not implicitly accepting the Court's right to accept or 
reject the U.S. unilateral statement? 


A We respect the Court and the rule of law and 
we expect to act accordingly. 
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Q Do you still reserve the right to ignore the 
Court, John, to ignore the Court's findings? 


A I will leave you with our statement con- 
cerning respect for the Court and law. 


Q I have a question which perhaps you should 
clarify with respect to, I think it was Barrie's question. 
He asked you, is it consistent with seeking additional funds 
for the Contras, and your reply was, “Yes." Do you want to 
stick with that statement? 


A There is no change in the Administration's 
request for funds in connection with that particular acti- 
vity. There is no change in that. 


Q Another area. 


Q Wait a minute. The Court ruling today 
used the phrase “paramilitary activity" in connection with 
Nicaragua. Is it your -- I'm not sure I'm phrasing the 
question properly here -- but is it your view that your state- 
ment about consistent U.S. policy covers, and the continuing 
to seek money for these activities that you just mentioned is 
consistent with that phrase, “paramilitary activity?" 


Mh Yes. Well, what I'm saying is -- what I do 
not want to do here is argue the substance of the case which 
clearly may or may not be argued somewhere else. But the 
fact is, I just refer yo. to arguments that have been 
used, position that has b.en stated in terms of collective 
self-defense in the past, and I would just reiterate our 
statement that our activities and policy are not incon- 
sistent with what the Court is asking. 


Q John, do you have any idea at ail as to how 
long it will take before the Court decides the jurisdic- 
tional issue -- any notion? 


A I do not have an idea, but we certainly 
intend to proceed with dispatch, and we think there is a 
clear obligation on the part of the Court to proceed very 
expeditiously. 


Q If the Court decides that it does have con- 
tinued jurisdiction despite the U.S. statement, you will 
then accept the further judgments of the Court on the 
substance of the issue? 








A Well, I think that statements we have made 
in the past tend to lead one in that direction, and I'm 
going to ask you to stand with the language that we have 
offered you today, namely that we certainly respect the 
Court and the rule of law, and we intend to act accor: : ily. 


I cannot outline a scenario that would take place 
under every conceivable possibility, but I think that is the 
thrust of what we're saying. 


Q But your earlier statement last month was 
that you would not accept judgments by the Court in the area 
of Central America for the next two years. 


A Well, I don't think that's correct. I think 
what we were talking about was jurisdiction. That doesn't 
mean that we're not prepared to argue the case for jurisdic- 
tion and, hopefully, win it. 


Q John, how do you feel about the fact that 
the Court has come up with this interim finding before 
resolving the jurisdiction issue? 


A I guess we'll have to leave that for the 
international jurists to analyze and comment upon. 


Q John, would you say you're backing off 
your previous position on this? 


A Not at all. 
Q What difference does it make any more if 


you're saying you're going to act in accordance with the 
rule of law and that you respect the Court. 


A Uh-huh . 


Q Why bother to go ahead and argue the juris- 
dictional issue? 


A It's an important one. 
Q It's an important one because it deals not 


-- in the way it deals not with Central America, but in the 
way it deals with future -- 


A Well, we're arguing it in this particular 
case, but it's an important one in general; but certainly, 
in this particular case it's important. 














Q John, when you announced this last month, 
you cited the example of other nations that have done 
similarly in the past. Do you have any information as to 
how those cases came out and whether the countries which did 
that accepted the Court's rulings? 


A I don*t. I'm sure that's a matter of 
record, but I don't happen to have it with me. 


Q I'm sorry -- one more time: Would it be 
possible to, when a reading is available and you have read 
the full text, to put up some guidance or have a briefing 
which would go over the four judgments that were accorded in 
the Court's summary today? 


A Carry that request to the appropriate folks, 
sure. 

Q Thank you. 

A I mean I don't know what the outcome will 
be. 

Q Do you have any comment on the reports that 


the leader of the so-called Libyan Opposition Front is in 
Washington? 


A No, I do not. We know nothing about it, and 
he certainly has no appointments scheduled with anybody in 
the State Department. 


Q Aside from having appointments or not, is he 
in Washington now? 


A We are not aware that he is. We are not 
aware that he is. 


Q Are you ready to provide him with 
assistance, literally or financially? 

A Well, I don't even know that he is here, so 
it's kind of an academic question. 

Q John, can we have a copy of that World Court 
statement? 


A Sure. 











Q John, could I just go back to the World 
Court to make sure I understand this? Are you saying that 
if you loose the case for jurisdiction, and the Court comes 
up with a ruling that is unfavorable to the United States, 
still the United States is prepared to abide by that ruling? 


A Well, I'm saying once again that we respect 
the Court and the rule of law, and we intend to act 
accordingly; and certainly, everything in that statement 
tends to support the conclusion you're directing. 


As I say, I cannot totally rule out or foresee 
every possible scenario, but I wouldn't quarrel with the 
deduction that you're making. 


Q What is the next step from now on, John, in 
terms of procedures? Is the Court -- 


A Tomorrow we talk to the Court about sched- 
uling, and we move from there. 


Q Let's say the Court decides against the 
United States on this jurisdictional matter. Is there any 
appeal? Is it possible to appeal it? What is the 


procedure? 
nN An appeal of that -- 
Q -- of that decision on jurisdiction? 
A I don't know. You've gone beyond my 
expertise. 


Q I just wanted to have an idea of how much 
time it is going to take. 


A As I say, we think the jurisdictional 
question should be disposed of rapidly. 


Q John, going back to Libya for a second, do 
you have any comment on the charge by Mr. Qadhafi of British 
and U.S. involvement in the attack? 


A Have to let the British speak for them- 
selves, which I think they already have done. 


Q Right. 
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A But any suggestion of U.S. involvement is 
totally false. The United States was not aware in advance 
of these events and certainly was not a participant or 
involved in any shape or form. 
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Q John, do you have anything on the Libyans 
arrested in Philadelphia? 


4 I think the FBI may have something on that, 
and, basically, I guess I'd refer you to them. But I under- 
stand the Philadelphia office of the FBI has announced the 
arrest of two Libyan nationals. They hold student visas. I 
probably won't do a very good job of pronouncing the names, 
but anyway the two individuals are Mr. Bashir Ali Baesho, 
B-a-e-s-h-o, and Mr. Mehdi Belgasem Hitewesh, H-i-t-e-w-e-s-h. 
I am told that is the phonetic pronouncement. 


They were arrested in Philadelphia for violation 
of the National Firearms Act. I don't have any more 
details. 


Q Do they have any connection with the 
shoctings in Tripoli? 


A I don't have anything more for you. Talk to 
the FBI. 


Q John, there are reports that Mr. Arens is in 
town, Mr. Moshe Arens -- 


A Mr. Arens? 
Q Yes. 


A That's right. You asked me that a couple cf 
days ago, and we were checking that out. I'm not -- 


MR. ROMBERG: There's a posted answer on it. 
MR. HUGHES: There's a posted answer. 

Q Well, we saw the posted answer, but my -- 
A You have the advantage of me. 


Q -- information this morning is that he's in 
town, and he will be meeting with officials. On this -- 


A I don't know. What does the posted answer 
say? 


Q The President, in his speech last night about 
Central America, repeated a theme which has been sort of 
central in -- somehow about the PLO involvement in Central 
America or Nicaragua, and they said it was last year in a 
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paper put out by some organization here in the -- it had 
some association with the White House -- that the PLO is 
involved in training and other things in Nicaragua and 
Central America and other areas. 


Can the State Department or this Government speci- 
fically put out a White Paper about the PLO involvement in 
Central America, to put to rest all of these charges, 
whether it's from the President or the State Department or 
other areas, to show that there is real involvement there. 
It concerns so many people in the Arab world to know if they 
are really involved or they just, you know, are hearsay or 
some charges which are not justified? 


A Okay. 

Q Can you look into this? 

A I don't know about a White Paper, but let us 
look and see whether there's anything that we might be able 
to -=- 


Q Why was Ambassador Dobrynin here today? 


A He was to have seen, and I assume he did see, 
the Secretary. 


Q Was it at our <= the American request, or -- 

4 That was a Soviet request of some days ago. 

Q (Inaudible) 

A I don't know. 

Q No subject matter or anything like that? 

A No. It was their request. 

Q (Inaudible) 

A But I think you should see it within the con- 
text of the ongoing meetings between the Secretary and Mr. 
Dobrynin, if you're groping for something special. I'm not 
aware that it was anything other than those continuin« 


discussions, and all kinds of subjects might have come up. 


Q Anything on Mr. Kozlov today? 


A I understand he's still as he was yesterday. 
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Q Are you saying that the Olympics were not a 
subject? 


A No. I'm not saying that. What I'm saying is 
that I think you should see the request for this meeting in 
the context of the continuing meetings between the Secretary 
and Mr. Dobrynin. I also said, obviously, all kinds of 
questions could come up. 


Q John, would you characterize the people who 
made the attack in Tripoli as freedom fighters? 


A I don't know any more about it then you do. 
Just seen the same reports you have. 


Q You don't have a particular or a very defined 
attitude towards those people? 

A No. We don't have a very full account of it. 
We've seen the same reports that you have. 

Q Are they from the army, or are they 
opposition? 

A I don't know. 

Q John, on the Iran-Iraq war, do you have 


anything on the latest Iragi attacks on the -- 
A I don't, Bill. No. I'm sorry. No. 


Q Is there any feeling that those attacks could 
interfere with freedom of navigation in the Gulf? 


My Well, our position on freedom of navigation 
remains one of concern and commitment, but I don't have 
anything new for you. 


Q John, can you describe what the jurisdic- 
tional issue is? Is it whether the Court accepts our con- 
tention that we should suspend their judgments in Central 
America? Is that what you mean by the jurisdictional -- 


A I think I'd ask you to go back to some of the 
earlier text and BACKGROUNDER on that because I'm really not 
up to speed on what has been said before on that, and I'd 
ask you to go back to it. 


Q John, do you have anything on the Costa Rican 
request for aid, military aid, and the article in the Post 
this morning? 


~j}24) 
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A Well, it's something that is under 


discussion. 
Q It's still under discussion? 
A I don't have any decision. 


Q There's been no official request on -- by the 
parties? 


A We're in touch with the Costa Rican 
Government on this and talking with them about it. 


Q Can you clarify the U.S. policy with respect 
to Costa Rica's declaration of neutrality -- 


A Sure. 

Q -- in the context of this -- 

A They're a sovereign country. 

Q I'm sorry? 

Ay They're a sovereign country, and their 


foreign policy is their business. 


Q Just to cross the t's and dot the i's on 
that, what you're saying is that there's no wish on the part 
of the Administration to change that neutrality? 


A Costa Rica is a sovereign country and pursues 
its own foreign policy, and that's not our business. 


Q John, you are always saying that the Costa 
Ricans do not have their own armed forces, so how are you 
going to channel the military assistance to Costa Rica? 


Ay I think they have a police force, and I think 
it's called a Civil Guard. I mean, they have a law enforce- 
ment body, but they don't have an army, as I understand 
it. 

Q So it is going to be channeled to the police -- 


A Oh, yes. It seems so. Yes. 


Q -- force. 
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A Sure. 

Q John, there were a couple of stories in the 
last -- 

x When I say “police,” I may -- you know, I may 


have my terminology wrong. I think it's Civil Guard -- 
Q Rural Guard. 


A Rural -- whatever. I mean, the existing law 
enforcement agency, I assume, would receive this -- would 
receive that material. 


Q There were a couple of stories in the last 
issue of the Jerusalem Post, which I need your comment on. 
) One story says about -- that there is a split in the 
State Department regarding the Jerusalem bill between the 
Counselor for the Department, Mr. Derwinski, and Mr. 
Murphy, and there is a compromise going on, or discussion 
about compromise. 





a I am not aware of any change in the 
Administration's position. The President's been very firm 
on this issue, the Secretary has been very firm on it, and 
I'm not aware of any change in that posture or in the firm- 
ness of that posture. 


Q And the second story is about a report that 
U.S.-Israeli joint military cooperation will begin within 
two or three months, with the replacement or stationing of 
medical supplies and other things. This is a front-page 
story. 


A Medical supplies? 


Q Yes. And later on which will lead to 
complete cooperation. 


A (To staff) Anything on that? Don't know -- 
haven't got anything on that for you. 


Q Can you look into these stories? 


A We'll take a look at it. 


Q John, do you have any comment on developments 
in El Salvador where the ARENA Party is charging fraud and 
has withdrawn from the vote counting? 
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A Well, yes, although I guess there's a little 
confusion about what in fact was said. The unofficial vote- 
count of the Christian Democratic Party shows Mr. Duarte 
winning by 54 percent to 46 percent. These are, of course, 
unofficial figures, and we'll all have to wait for the offi- 
cial count to be completed by the Central Election Council. 


Our understanding is that ARENA is not at this 
time claiming overall victory in the election, although 
arguing that the PDC unofficial vote-count is inflated and 
misleading. According to the FBIS transcript of his May 9 
press conference, ARENA presidential candidate Roberto 
D'Aubuisson stated that ARENA won a majority of the vote in 
ten of El Salvador's 14 Departments. PDC figures also show 
ARENA winning those ten Departments by a margin of 52 per- 
cent to 48 percent. However, these ten Departments account 
for only 37 percent of the total vote. 


The vote-count by the Central Elections Commission 
resumed Wednesday evening. In an effort at fairness, the 
CCE has excluded the PDC from participation in the vote- 
count since ARENA is boycotting the count. Legally, the pre- 
sence of neither party is required for the count to proceed, 
and each will have full opportunity to question the count if 
it desires. 


Q Well, do you have any comment on statements 
by Mr. Duarte in this morning's Washington Times that ARENA 
is not democratic and is not qualified to participate in the 
democratic process in El Salvador? 





aN No. Don't have any comment on that. 

Q John, do you have any comment on the Danish 
Parliament decision today on funding for the installation of 
the missiles in Europe? 

A No, I don't, Ralph. Sorry. 

Q Could you take that question? 

A Let me take a look at it. 


Q Back on El Salvador, The Wall Street Journal 
amplified certain charges that were made by Senator Helms 
today. 





Q Provided numbers. Do you have any comment on 
that, or the report that Senator Leahy has protested -- 
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No, I don't. 


-- any involvement to Secretary Shultz? 


rr O F 


No. 


) 
Q In other words, you stay by exactly what you 
said yesterday? 

fs Sure do. Okay? 

: 

Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:11 p.m.) 


pj. 1 QOS 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Two announcements. 


First, to tell you what you may know already, that 
available in the Press Office is the text of a speech to be 
delivered today by Ambassador Edward L. Rowny in Cleveland 
at a leadership meeting co-sponsored by the Department and 
the Cleveland Council on World Affairs. The subject of the 
speech is "Arms Control and Current U.S.-Soviet Relations." 
It is embargoed until delivery, which I think is in about 20 
minutes, but you might check that. I don't know whether 
that's 1:00 p.m. Eastern time or Central time. 


Also, the Secretary's speech has been made available 
to you, I believe, on an embargoed basis, and the -- all the 
Fates willing, it will be piped in here at about 3:00 p.m. 

Let me pre-emptively say to you that I do not expect that he 
will read all portions of that speech, for reasons of time, 
but that he stands by the text. So we've run into this 
before, where he's cut down in order not to be speaking for 
as long as the text would have him, but he stands by what is 
in the speech. 


Q Is there QsA in that? 


A I don't know the answer to that. Sorry. 
Maybe we could find out and let you know. 


Okay. That's it for announcements. Happy to take | 
your questions. 


Q Do you know anything about the American 
couple who had been kidnapped in Sri Lanka? 


A I don't have very much for you at this point. 
We cannot confirm as of this point the wire story that they 
have been found. We're aware, obviously, of those reports, 
and we hope that they are either correct as of this moment 
or will prove to be correct shortly. But I really am not 
going to have any further comment until we get reporting 
suggesting that that's appropriate. 











Q Do you know if any ransom was paid? 


A I don't have anything on any aspect of it. 
Our policy on -- U.S. Government policy on ransom is quite 
clear -- we do not pay it -- but in terms of any details, 
Jim, on this case whatsoever, I simply don't have anything 
for you. 


Alan -- 


Do you have any comment on -- 
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Marvin? 


Q On the Olympic issue, it's alleged today that 
on April 27 there was a meeting here in the State Department 
between U.S. officials and Soviet officials -- 


A That's right. 


Q -- which is described as a rather critical 
one, and on the basis of which the Russians made their deci- 
sion not to participate. Do you have any background on 
that? 


ras All right. Let me give you some, and we may 
have something for you also later in the day. First -- 


Q Did you say April 11? 


a No, 27th. First of all, let me say I saw some 
wire accounts quoting Mr. Gramov in discussing concerns 
the U.S. Government might be involved in activities such as 
mind-affecting chemicals, kidnapping, that he was concerned 
about death of his athletes, and so on. I think that this 
is -- these charges are outrageous and totally inexcusable. 


As far as a meeting is concerned, yes, there was a 
meeting. It was between Counselor Derwinski and Mr. Isakov 
of the Soviet Embassy. It was the first opportunity, 
actually, we had officially to present to the Soviets the 
various things that we've already told you about, which had 
been presented through the Los Angeles Committee before. We 
had sought to present them through our Embassy in Moscow, 
and the Soviets had declined to have the meetings. 


But Counselor Perwinski did present the various 
points we're talking about, and maybe we can get you some 
more detail on that, Marvin, looking into that. 








Q Is that in the form -- the more detailed will 
come in the form of a handout? 


a Possibly. 


Q Was that an angry meeting, Alan? How would 
you describe that? 


A I don't have -- I wasn't there, and I don't 
know, but my recollection of accounts I've seen of that 
meeting would not suggest it was an angry meeting. I think 
that the Soviets raised their points, and we responded to 
those points. Although, in fact, we invited them to the 
meeting to make clear what our position was on the various 
concerns that had been raised. 


Q Was that a -- was it a reassurance meeting? 
In other words -- 


A I think you'll see if -- let's hold off on 
this, Bernie, until we can try to get you something to give 
you in writing, which would provide you some better perspec- 
tive on what it was that we said in that meeting. 


The answer is -- essentially the answer is we pro- 
vided them the information that we have already given out 
here on the security measures which are being taken, and so 
on and so forth, so that they were officially informed of 
our efforts in those areas. 


Q What was the problem with the Soviets 
declining to accept comparable reassurances from the U.S. 
Embassy in Moscow? 

A I guess you'd have to ask the Soviets. 

Q There was a flat rejection of that offer? 

A Well, I don't know what the dynamic of it 
was, but we had wanted to do this through the Embassy, and 
they had not wanted to do that. They have been primarily 
trying to deal only through LAOC. 

Qo Only through -- 


A The Los Angeles Organizing Committee. 


@) Alan, can you tell us, is the U.S. concerned 
that the Dutch may renege on their commitment to deploy 
these cruise missiles? 








A Well, I think we've addressed this before. I 
don't have anything specific beyond what we have said 
before, that these decisions were taken, obviously, in 1969. 
They were Alliance decisions, and -- 


Q 1979. 


A -- *79. Excuse me. ‘79. They were Alliance 
decisions, and they were things to which all the governments 
addressed themselves and which all the various governments, 

I think, expected the arrangements will be completed. But -- 


Q Would we accept a staggered installation -- 


A Well, you're going back over something which 
is now several weeks old, and I would ask you, if you would, 
to look back at what's been said on this. 


Q Alan, getting back a second to the Olympic 
question, at the meeting on the 27th, was there -- cid the 
U.S. receive from the Soviet Union anything more than 
questions about security? Did it -- or questions about 
arrangements for the delegation, or did it receive an indi- 
cation at that time that the Soviets were planning to 
announce they would not come to the Olympics? 


A Oh, I don't think that there was any specific 
indication that "If you don't do the following things, that 
we're not coming to the Olympics." Obviously, they have been 
raising their concerns. They've raised them in public pre- 
viously, and, I suppose, one could say that that always is 
something that lies in the background when one raises a 
guestion about those kinds of issues. But was there a 
suggestion in the meeting that “If you don't fulfill our 
conditions, we won't come,” no. 


Q I guess I'm getting to the idea of, did the 
U.S. realize on the 27th, after that meeting, the depth of 
‘problem the Soviets were having? I mean, did you think at 
that time that they were just raising issues, raising 
questions here, to be -- to see what they could get, or did 
you have the feeling after that meeting that that may have 
been -- the answers provided at that meeting may have been a 
make or break situation for the presence at the Olympics? 


A I can't really answer, not having been there. 
But 1 think that the fact is that the answers provided on 
that occasion and on other occasions through the Los Angeles 
Committee and the various meetings that have been held made 
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it clear that the United States was making every effort to 
assure that the games could go forward with the free and 
open participation of all of the athletes. We've given you 
the list of the things that were and, indeed, are continuing 
to be planned in the security area. 


We've talked about the fact that while we do not 
step on free speech in this country, nonetheless the 
demonstrators would not have been allowed in certain areas, 
the Olympic venues, or in the area around the Soviet ship, 
and so on. So all of those points were made. 


Q Alan, did the -- when that meeting took place 
on the 27th of April, were the Russians at that point making 
it clear to the U.S. that they would not join in the 
Olympics? | 


a I think that's what Ralph just asked. The 
answer is, no, they were not saying, “If you don't do these 
things, we're not coming to the Olympics.” 


Q Do you remember any other specifics, Alan, 
from that meeting? 


A No. I think that we ought to hold off on 
further discussion of this and see if I can get you 
something later on. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on an allegation 
in the Saturday Times, I guess it was, that USIA involved 
itself in the Salvadoran elections to the extent of sub- 
sidizing some journalists? 


A Well, USIA -- I think that the article 
actually talked about -- also talked about CIA, which -- 


Q I didn’t ask you about CIA. 


A That's fine, and I don't intend to respond to 
that part of it. (Laughter) However -- 


Q You won't respond to the part of the question 
that wasn't asked? 


A That's right. USIA-sponsored and funded 
journalist tours are a legitimate and open function of the 
U.S. Information Agency, and the two foreign journalists’ 
trip to Central America, which were discussed, were programs 
of the U.S. Information Agency's Foreign Press Center in 








Washington. The participants traveled to Guatemala, 
Honduras, El Salvador, Nicaragua, and Costa Rica. There was 
nothing secret or covert about the trips. The correspon- 
dents were exposed to the full spectrum of political opinion 
in each of the countries. 


A third trip for Venezuelan journalists, in which 
a Colombian journalist also participated, was proposed by 
the USIS office in Caracas and took place in March 1984. It 
was intended, as were the previous trips, to acquaint the 
reporters with a full range of issues and U.S. policy in 
Central America. In every instance, participants had ample 
opportunities to seek interviews independently. Any addi- 
tional details should be sought from USIA. 


-- MORE -- 








Q Copy of that? 

A Sure. 

Q Alan, a related question? 

A Spence? 

Q We have asked for free and fair elections 


in the Philippines, and yet there has been no U.S. delega- 
tion to go there to observe. Was this a government deci- 
sion, or why haven't we sent observers? 


a Well, as you say, there is no official 
observer delegation. As I understand it, the Senate and 
House were invited by the Philippine Parliament but they 
declined because of a heavy legislative schedule. But our 
Embassy in Manila is, of course, covering the election and 
has observers throughout the country. 


Q Do you have any comment generally on the 
elections -- 


A Thus far, obviously it's early. They've 
just gone through the day. But our Embassy in Manila 
reports there was a heavy turnout and generally peaceful 
conditions. There were a few reports of violence in areas 
where the communist NPA -- the New People's Army -- is 
active; and there have also been some reports of ballot box 
snatching by the NPA. Also there have been scattered 
reports of irregularities such a vote buying and illegal 
voters. 


We had made clear our commitment to free and fair 
elections everywhere in the world. On these particular 
elections, it simply is too early to make judgments. As I 
say, there have been scattered reports of irregularities, 
but we don't have anything more at this particular point. 


Q Alan, do you have any reaction to a story 
that came out Sunday from Mexico about the Mexican concern 
with three countries that support the United States sabo- 
taging the Contadora efforts? This is El Salvador, Honduras, 
and Costa Rica supposedly had not cooperated in that effort. 


A No. It seems to me that those governments 
have already spoken somewhat to that issue, and we had the 
Foreign Minister's statement, which we made it -- I guess it 
was made available when they left here. But I suppose that 
in the course of President de la Madrid's visit that he will 











be speaking to the press and perhaps that -- his concerns 
could be addressed at that point. But I don't think we 
would agree that the three states have been an obstacle in 
any way. Certainly, they have their own concerns to see 
that the 21 point document of objectives is implemented. So 
I think -- other than saying that we continue to support 
that process very strongly, I don't really have anything 
further. 


Q Alan, is the Department planning to put out 
information backing McFarlane's statement yesterday that 
Cuba is going to double its effort in El Salvador? 


A No. We get into .& problem of sensitive 
sourcing, and I think I will not go beyond what Bud said 
yesterday. 


Q What about the documenting -the arms flow 
from Nicaragua tc El Salvador? 


A I don't have anything new to give you on 
that, but I think that -- we've made various statements on that 
recently. I think Ambassader rickering has talked to that, 
but I don't have a report to offer you. 


Q There's no plan to release documentation to 
Support that? 


A I don't know of any plan to do so. 


Q Alan, back to the question on the kid- 
napoding in Sri Lanka. Did Vice President Bush make any 
effort to secure the release while he was in India; and what 
does it do to Indo-U.S. relations, coming at a time when he 
was there? 


A I think that I would withhold any comment 
at all on that event until we are sure that the Americans 
are safe, and just simply as a matter of prudence to not 
complicate the situation. I think that the Indian Government, 
and the government of the state opposite, Sri Lanka, has 
issued statements appealing for their release, and we cer- 
tainly have welcomed the etforts that have been made in that 
regard. But I don't have anything beyond that to say. 


George, I gather you think that there are plans 
being made to release something. I haven't heard of that, 
so -- that may be correct. I don't know. 


All right, go ahead, Carolyn. 





Q Would you comment on possible CIA 
involvement? There are reports. 

A Involvement in what? 

Q In the Sri Lankan kidnapping? 

A No, I wouldn't comment on any CIA alleged 
involvement in anything. 

Jim? 

9 On this Tet question, I don't understand 


exactly what's being said. Is the notion here that the 
Cubans have under their control, outside of Salvadoran 
territory, twice as many Salvadorans, or as many again 
Salvadorans as are fighting in Salvadoran territory? I 
mean, is it a matter of arms supplies, a matter of bringing 
people in; what's being talked about? 


A I'm not going to get into detail. I think, 
again, you had it from an authoritative source yesterday, 
the general dimensions of what we're talking about. But the 
obvious point, and the essential point, is that there is 
reason to believe that an effort is underway for a signifi- 
cant effort being made this fall. 


Q Can I follow up for just a second? 
Q You're nok going to like this question. 


The President mentioned communism -- 
A Then don't ask it. (Laughter) 


@) -- or communist -- that's not an answer to 
'a question. The President mentioned communist or communism 
many, many times in his speech, and that, in some respects, 
is a departure from other -- from previous speeches in 
describing the situation in Central America, although it may 
be a departure only of degree and not of kind. 


What I'd like to know is, does the State 
Department have a definition of what it means when it waris 
against this communist or communism in the hemisphere? 


A Oh, you're right. It's not a matter of not 
liking the question. I'm not going to answer a question 
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about a President's speech which was more than clear in 
what it said, and I'd refer you to the text. 


Q I'm not saying that you should comment -- 


A Yes, you are. You're asking me to try and 
pick apart points, and I'm just not going to stact getting 
into that or into philosophical dialogue with you about what 
communist is. 


Q Alan, the Minister of Science and 
Technology, Yuval Ne‘eman, last week made a very dangerous 
remark that he almost justifies and rationalize the acts of 
terrorism and bus-bombing and other things. 


Another statement coming out in FBIS today, on 
Page I-l, says that he makes some differentiation between 
terrorism on colleges and buses and assassination attempts 
on the West Bank mayors; this statement coming from a 
responsible Minister in the Israeli Cabinet. Do you have 
any comment on that? 


A Yes, we had some guidance on this last 
week. It's in the Press Office, and I refer you to it. 
Obviously, we do not in any way condone terrorism. We con- 
demned the attacks on the mayors when they took place, and we 
certainly don't back away in any way from that. But let me 
refer you to that guidance. 


Q My second question. Mr. Uri Lubrani, who 
is the coordinator of Israeli activities in Lebanon, on the 
same page of I-l today of FBIS, says that the three Israelis 
which were captured by Lebanon and were handed over to the 
Syrians a few days ago acted irresponsibly in their behavior in 
Lebanon. Do you have any comment on that. 


A I think I've indicated before that com- 
menting from here is not going to be helpful to resolution 
of that problem, and I don't intend to do that. But 
obviously we would hope that that problem would be resolved 
quickly. 


Bill? 


Q Do you have any assessment of the Lusaka 
meeting on Namibia? 


0 Alan, could you give a filing break to 
those who want to watch the President at 1:00? 


A Yes. Filing break. Okay. 








ll 


The question was on the Lusaka meeting on 
Namitia. While we were not involved in that meeting, we 
shared the hope that -- may I go on? 


While we were not involved in that meeting, we 
shared the hope that it could help overcome some of the 
distrust between the parties to the Namibia conflict and 
thereby contribute to a climate of mutual confidence in 
southern Africa that would permit the earliest possible 
resolution of the issues standing in the way of implemen- 
tation of Security Council Resolution 435. 


From the accounts we have received, the meeting 
did provide a forum for the sort of frank, direct talks 
among the parties that has been lacking. And that's really 
my reaction to that. 


Q Copy of that, please? 
A Sure. 
Q Do you have anything on the arms sales 


report by the Congressional Research Service? 


A I have a little bit on that, Jim. It basically 
is to invite your close reading of that report. The 
Congressional Research Service report tends to confirm what 


we have said about arms sales to the Third World in the 
August 1982 special report. That is, that the 
"ever-increasing upward spiral" is a myth. In fact, the 
Congressional report points out that the real value of all 
Third World arms transfers in 1983 was the lowest since 
19746. 


The Third World arms market has become 
increasingly erratic -- as our 1982 report indicated -- on a 
year-to-year basis. Large, multi-billion dollar arms sales 
can radically skew supplier rankings. It just happens that 
both France and the Soviet Union had particularly low years 
in 1983, thus raising the apparent U.S. share of the Third 
World market. 


In addition, the U.S. dollar figures inc! i’e 
substantial amounts of military construction, in wich the 
Soviets and others do not engage to any significan tent. 


So, aS I said. one hopes that that report will be 
read closely. 
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Copy, please? 


Q 

A Yes. 

Q Are there any “if asked only” on that guidance? 
A Nope. 

Q Thank you. 

A 


You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:00 p.m.) 











DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


Tuesday, May 15, 1984 





INDEX 


SUBJECT PAGE 





ANNOUNCEMENTS 
ACDA's annual report, World Military Expenditures 
and Arms PROMOTERS « og 6 660600000000 00CCCCCCOCEOCOCOOOCON 








SRI LANKA 
Allens' COLORGEccccccccccccececsecceceeececoeceeeeeeeela@a 


IRAN-IRAQ WAR/PERSIAN GULF 
Attack on Kuwaiti BHAIPccccccccccccccccccsccccccccscccecee 
U.S. concern for fresdom Of navigation..cccsescecceesseed 
Impact of insurance rates on flow Of Olil..scccccecsesvseed 
Egyptian proposal for ending war in Gulfscscccesessseeeed 
Responsibility for specific attackS....ccsscsessessseeeed 
Mr. Murphy's MEMO EGMc co cceeeeeceeeeeceesseececeseeeeeeeees 
Why is this attack a “dangerous escalation"?....e600++4=5 
Any increased U.S. aid to Memes ePcccccccecececeeeeesesees 


PHILIPPINES 
Elections ‘eof lt Seer r rr rrr rrr rr rrr rrrrrrrrrrrrr rr rr rrr es | 


MIDDLE EAST 

Jordanian purchase of Soviet air defense systems........6 
Alleged secret Syrian-Israeli talkS.cceccecceseesvesessS 
Secretary Shultz meeting Dr. Elie Salem.ceseeseesneee se 8-9 

Israeli concern over U.S. arms sales to Egypt.....+..9=-10 
U.S. observance of Egyptian elections?....eesceeeeesoeell 
New Israeli settlements On West Bank.eeeeseeeeveevesill=l2 
Secretary Shultz on U.S. position toward Lebanon.......12 


U.S.S.R. 
Ongoing U.S.-Soviet NEGOCLACIONS.ccsceccccssssesessOmly 9 
Soviet freeze on contacts with U.S. Government........7-8 
Soviet deployment of missiles in Eastern Europe...+....+8 


CENTRAL AMERICA 
Mr. D'Aubuisson's appeal of election results.......++++-10 
President-elect Duarte coming tO U.S.?Peeccceseseveveeeell 


CANADA 
Canadian protest over Bering Strait leaseS...sseeeeeeeel2 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #86 


TUESDAY, MAY 15, 1984, 12:33 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: I have a housekeeping announcement 
up front, and then an annoucement of somewhat greater signi- 
ficance. 


Firstly, the Arms Control Agency's annual report, 
World mit itary Expenditures and Arms Transfers, which covers 
the period l to , is available in the Press Office. 
For those of you wishing a BACKGROUND briefing on the 
current report, you might want to be in touch. with the 
Public Affairs Office of ACDA. That's 632-8714; 632-8714. 








Secondly, we have some good news relating to Mr. 
and Mrs. Allen, the Americans who were taken captive in Sri 
Lanka. Just a few minutes before we came out here, we got 
word that about 45 minutes ago Mr. and Mrs. Allen -- I think 
their first names are Stanley and Mary -- were released at a 
house in Jaffna Town. That is at the northern end of the 
island. They were released at 8:15 p.m. local Sri Lanka 
time, which was about 11:45 -- which was 11:45 this morning 
our time. They are presently in the protection of the 
police and with an American Emidassy officer. They are in 
good spirits. They are in good health, and obviously over- 
joyed to be alive and free. 


They will have to spend the night in Jaffna, it 
being dark there now, and then they will be brought by 
airplane to Colombo first thing tomorrow morning. 


The United States offers its heartfelt thanks to 
the Government of Sri Lanka, to the Government of India, and 
to the Government of the State of Tamil Nadu for their close 
cooperation in freeing the Allens, and we have notified 
their families in this country. 


That's about all I have for you because we just 
got word by phone on this just before I came out. 


Q On that subject, was there any wherewithall, 
ransom, or other demands met, or given to their kidnappers? 


A I don't know for sure the answer to that 
question, Jim. But we have nothing to indicate that a ran- 
som was, in fact, paid. I cannot answer the question with 





total knowledge because, obviously, things are going on at 
the scene, but we have no indication that such a ransom was 
paid. 


Q What role -- can you tell us what role the 
Governments of India and the State of Tamil Nadu played? 

A They were helpful. 

Q But were they ever in Indian territory? 

A I really, in the interest of giving you this 


just as fast as we got it, have given you all I've got. I 
really don't have any more. Probably -- possibly during the 
day, although it is night there, but should we get more 
during the day, I'll be happy to move that along to you. 


Q John, do you have anythin: to say about the 
report that Iran may have attacked that Kuwaiti ship the 
other day; and what this means for this general situation? 


A Can't <= you know, we've seen those reports, 
Bernie, and we've seen the reports of eyewitnesses who claim 
that the attack was made by Iranian aircraft. But that's 
really about the extent of our knowledge. We're naturally 
deeply concerned that the recent attacks on international 
shipping in the Persian Gulf represent a dangerous escala- 
tion of the Iran-Iraq war and a growing threat to freedom 
of navigation in the Gulf. We call on both belligerents to 
desist from such hostilities and to implement the United 
Nations Security Council Resolution 540, which reaffirms the 
right of free navigation and commerce in international 
waters and calls on both parties to cease attacks on econo- 
mic targets. 


We reiterate our belief that there can be no mili- 
tary resolution of the conflict between Iran and Iraq, as 
well as our strong, long-standing commitment to the prin- 
ciple of freedom of navigation and the right of innocent 
passage through the straits. 


Q Copy? 
A Sure. 
Q John, do you heve any comment on the 


Philippine election at this point? 


Q Can we finish up with this? 





A Let's take Jim first. 


Q Yeah, what is the United States prepared to 
do to guarantee the freedom of navigation? 


. @ I think we've made statements about our con- 
cern in the past and we won't go beyond those, Jim. I refer 
you back to the language which we have used, which under- 
lines the commitment but does not become very specific. 


Q In the past when this subject has come up, 
it's usually been in the context of possible naval mining, 
which is one thing. Do you have -- does the government 
have plans to deal with this sort of threat? 


A What do you mean? 
Q In aircraft and missiles? 
B I don't think we will get into what -- basically, 


what you're asking, Jim, is operational plans, and I think 
we won't get into that. 


Q John, one aspect of this that hasn't come up 
is that we've talked about the closing of the Persian 
Gulf due to military action, whereas the new fear is that 
the Persian Gulf may, in effect, be closed to much of the 
world's traffic simply because of the way the marketplace 
reacts, which is to say fear added to far higher insurance 
rates; has that been taken into account as -- 


A It's obviously something that's being con- 
sidered, and you're aware of what's happening in the area of 
insurance rates, but I'm not aware of any suggestion that 
the flow is about to dry up. 


Q John, do you have anything on the developments 
regarding the Fagyptian proposal for ending the war in the 
Gul £? 


A No, I don't. 


Q You still have -- you are still in contact 
with the Egyptians in this regard, or just -- 


A I'm not answering your question specifi- 
cally, but I'm sure we are in touch with a lot of people 
about the Gulf situation. It's something that we're 
concerned about. 











Q John, for the last couple of months you are 
never sure who hit this tanker or that tanker. You want to 
tell us that you don't have any surveillance there? I mean, 
who hit that one or who is responsible for that one? You 
never confirm at all, really; why? 


x I'm wot sure. I think we have once or twice 
given you all the information we have which would tend to 
confirm specific attacks, but I think in general we have not 
been able to confirm the targets; that's correct. 


Q Why? 

A Simply because of the information we have 
available. 

Q John, there are reports in the Gulf that 


after the trip of Mr. Murphy and Admiral Poindexter from the 
National Security Council to the Gulf, and the talks with 
some Arab leaders there, that the United States was coming with a 
proposal to station members or forces of the Rapid 
Deployment Force, which is now U.S. Central Command, and 
this is one of the reasons that the mission, as the reports 
say, failed and there was no coordination with the Gulf 
states about trying to protect the area, because you put the 
condition that we would like to station all forces 
(inaudible) in the Gulf; what do you comment on these 
things? 


A Well, I don't have any comment on that. 
That mission, obviously among other things, was to discuss 
the situation in the Gulf and the deterioration and the 
increasing danger there, but I don't have anything on specifics of 
discussions between ourselves and the various countries. 


Q John, you made reference to “dangerous 
escalation,” in reference to this iatest attack. I'm not 
quite sure I understand why this is dangerous escalation, 
whereas the attacks over the past two months or three months 
are not or is at all -- 


4 I think the frequency of the attacks and the 
involvement of -- the alleged involvement -- of two countries, 
I think clearly is an escalation in that sense; it's a 
danger. 


Q Does it also escalate the U.S. interest in 
preserving the freedom of navigation or is that -- 





A I don't think that could be escalated. I think 
we've always been very clear about that. 


Q Has there been any step-up since the Kuwaiti 
Defense Minister was here, I believe last month? Has there 
been any step-up in American aid to Kuwait? 


A Aid to -- ? 
Q Kuwait. 
A I'm not aware of any, but I guess if you're 


talking military aid, I guess you'd have to ask the 
Pentagon, John. 


Q Is there anything new regarding the so- 
called rapid deployment forces of Jordan for the Gulf area? 
a No, I don't. 
--MORE-- 











Q John, do you have any comment on the reports 
published in Paris about Syrian aircraft carrying weapons to 
Iran? 

Syrian aircraft carrying weapons to Iran? 
Yes. 


No, I don't. 


Go + OO 


Philippine elections, John? 


Mn Sure. Not a great deal, I'm afraid. 
Obviously, the reports are -- that we're getting are still 
fragmentary. There appears to have been a large turnout. 
Initial reports indicate that opposition candidates have 
done well in various parts of the country. While there are 
reports of irregularities and some violence in certain loca- 
tions, in many areas the election appears to have been con- 
ducted in an orderly fashion, and, obviously, it's too early 
to say what the final results will be. 


Q Does it appear to be a free and fair election 
at this point? 


n I think we'll wait until the more final 
results are to hand, Spencer. 


Q What about a filing break, John? 
x Sure. Filing break. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the Prime 
Minister of Jordan's statement on television, which is 
published in FBIS today on page F-l, that Jordan bought air 
defense systems from the Soviet Union so they will diversify 
their weapon system so they will not come under political 
blackmail like they were - 


A No, I don't. That's Jordan's decision to buy 
those weapons where it wishes. 


John? 


Q Could you just -- on another subject, are 
there any ongoing negotiations with the Soviet Union? 
Cultural, consulate, those old -- is there anything ongoing? 











A Well, there are discussions at a number of 
levels cn a variety of topics, John, as the Secretary has 
said. 


Q Well, can you be more specific? Are there 
any scheduled resumptions of those negotiations? 


A I can't give you a shopping list, but there 
certainly are contacts between Secretary Shultz and 
Ambassador Dobrynin and at other levels on technical 
matters. 


Q The -- just to be more specific, I mean, on 
consular and cultural agreement negotiations, are those 
continuing? 


A Well, there certainly -- I'm not quite sure 
as of today, you know, what the state of play is, but there 
certainly has been discussion on that particular subject. 


Q When did the Secretary last see Dobrynin? 


A I think he saw him last week. 

e) What is the status of the discussions on the 
hot-line? 

A I can't give you an update on that, Barrie. 


Those have been ongoing, but I'm not quite sure where they 
are. 


Q There were talks in Moscow a couple of weeks 
ago. 


I think that's where they are. 
Do you mean there's been nothing since? 
I think that's where they are -- in Moscow. 


Do you have anything on Mr. Kozlov? 


r Oo FF OO PY 


No. Nothing on Mr. Kozlov. 


Q You don't -- you don't anticipate or perceive 
a freezing of contacts by the Soviets with this govern- 
ment across the board? I mean, I -- 


A One doesn't anticipate. I think one looks at 
-- in terms of -- as the Secretary has on many occasions 








said, one of the cornerstones of the Administration's policy 
is realism, so I think one looks at the facts as they devel- 
op with a realistic viewpoint. 


Q John, in that vein, though, do you have any 
comment on the announcement yesterday by the Soviets of the 
deployment of additional missiles in East Europe -- East 
Germany? 


4A I do. I don't think there is very much there 
that is new, Ralph. The Soviets announced last year their 
intention to deploy additional nuclear-capable missiles to 
East European states, purportedly in response to U.S. LRINF 
deployments. In the view of the United States, there is no 
justification whatsoever for any Soviet counterdeployments 
in view of their current nuclear and conventional 
advantéges. ; 


The Soviets have long deployed nuclear-capable 
ballistic missiles and nuclear warheads for these systems in 
Eastern Europe, and they've long planned to modernize their 
nuclear forces in Eastern Europe and the Western U.S.S.R. 
The development of many of those systems began long before 
NATO's 1979 dual-track decision. 


Q Copy of that, please, John? 

My Sure. Yes, sure. 

Q John, the Syrians are talking about what they 
call one of the largest Israeli military movements in the 


Bekaa Valley since 1982. Do you have any information about 
this -- 


A No, I don't. 

Q -- situation there? 

A No, I don't. 

Q Do you have anything on these alleged secret 


talks between Syria and Israel? 


By No, I don't. I guess you'd have to ask those 
two countries. 


Q John, do you have anything on the meeting 
today between the Secretary and Dr. Salem of Lebanon? 








A I don't. Dr. Salem, as you all know, was 
Prime Minister of Lebanon and is a Presidential adviser, and 
this is part of an ongoing dialogue between ourselves and 
the Government of Lebanon. I think -- in fact, Mr. Salem, I 
think had asked for this meeting and arranged it some time 
ago. 


Q John, is it possible, to go to the Soviet 
thing for a minute, for you to take the question about what 
is ongoing in the -- in relation - 

A Let me see whether this -- 

Q In view of the -- you know, the decision, 
apparently, by some Soviets last week not to even have lunch 
with American officials. 


Q I think it would be interesting to find out 
what -- 


A Okay. Sure. Let me take a look at it for 
you. 


Q Afghanistan, John? Anything on that? 

A Afghanistan? No. Sorry. 

Q John, there are reports from Israel that the 
Israeli Embassy will pretty soon launch a campaign to 
influence the United States Government not to sell military 
refueling planes to Egypt, and this will be the first time 
that Israel will go on record having a public campaign 
against selling any arms from the United States. 

Q What do you comment on that? 

A No. Don't have anything on that. 

MR. ROMBERG: We have some guidance. 


Q I mean, what's the status of this? 


A Alan is telling me there was some guidance 
yesterday. 


Q You have guidance? 
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A Yes. 


Q Do you have any guidance with respect to a 
prisoner exchange that was carried out last week in El 
Salvador between the military and the guerrillas? 


By I don't. 


Q Do you have anything on D‘'Aubuisson's formal 
challenge? 


A Well, no more than recognition of what has 
happened. We understand Mr. D'Aubuisson lodged a formal 
appeal of the election results with the Central Election 
Council. In accordance with the provisions of Salvadoran 
electoral law, the appeal will be decided by that 
Commission. It's an internal matter. 


Q Follow-up on that, John: Do you have 
anything -- there's a report out of San Salvador today that 
President-elect Duarte is coming to the U.S., perhaps as 
early as Sunday. 


A I think -- this certainly may be the case. 
Insofar as any White House involvement, I think you should 
ask the White House. I think, as Alan may or may not have 
said yesterday, there was a suggestion that Mr. Duarte had 
had a private invitation to come to Washington, and I think 
he may well accept that, and the timeframe may well be this 
week, as early as this weekend. 


Q But you would certainly be -- I mean, the 
Secretary would be informed about and be involved -- 


A Well, as I say, I think in terms of any offi- 
cial announcement involving the White House, you should ask -- 


Q Oh, I see, for the official -- 


A -- them. Well, I think I saw a report this 
morning saying that there was a White House invitation, and 
I think the White House should respond to that. Of my own 
knowledge, I think Mr. Duarte had mentioned a private invi- 
tte and had expected to be in Washington and probably 
will be. 


Q John, same area: Do you have any update as 
to when the World Court may now hear arguments on the juris- 
diction question? 


~ » —_ 
-~ilio \ 
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A I don't, unless Alan has something from 
yesterday. No, apparently not. 


Q Is the U.S. Administration -- 

A I'm sorry. Go ahead. 

Q Is the U.S. Administration observing the 
coming general elections in Egypt, the same way as in 
Salvador and Philippines? 


A Observing them? 


Q Yes. 

A Do you want to be a little more specific? 
(Laughter) ° 

Q As observers. 


Q I'll have to stick to the same word. 


A Well, he's beginning to sound like a spokes- 
man. (Laughter) I'm not aware of any suggestion that 
observers, as such, are going to Egypt. If you mean that 
our Embassy there will perform its usual vigilant reporting 


Q Observer role. 
ay -- I'm sure that they will. 


Q Do you consider these elections as of par- 
ticular significance in the history of democracy in Egypt or 
just one of those -- 


A I'm afraid you have caught me without a 
response to that. (laughter) 


Q John, the Israelis are announcing about 
building two more settlements in the West Bank at the time 
that Rabbi Moshe Levinger was arrested, who was leading the 
Gush Emunim and also settlers in the area. 


Q Do you have any comment on adding more 
settlements to the West Bank? 
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A No change in our position about the unhelp- 
fulness of settlements on the ¥W2st Bank. 


Q And you consider these two settlements 
unhelpful then? 


A Well, I'm not responding to that specific -- 

Q These two settlements that -- 

A -- inquiry, because I'm not aware of the spe- 
cifics, but there's no change in our policy regarding 


settlements, which is that they are unhelpful to the peace 
process. 





Q John, last Friday the Secretary said that the 
U.S. will continue its diplomatic presence in Lebanon, and 
that the U.S. is very much engaged in Lebanon and would like 
to continue to help to bring a sovereign Lebanon that will 
-- that is -- would be in accordance with the security 
arrangements for Israel. 


as Uh-huh . 


Q Is this a change in position from before, 
like when the Secretary said that those who abrogated the 
May 17 agreement are responsible to find a new arrangement? 


4 No. I don't think there's any contradiction. 
We have always said that the United States would remain 
engaged and would remain in a helpful posture. I don't -- 


@) This is a different vibration, different 
attitude. 


A Don't think so. I wouldn't read anything 
into that. There's no change in position. 


Q The Canadian Government filed a protest note 
yesterday over the offering of sales of exploration leases in 
-- off Alaska and British Columbia. Is there any comment on 
that? 


aN I'm sorry. Did who file a -- 
Q The Canadian Embassy -- the Canadian 


Government filed a protest yesterday with the State 
Department. 


A Ah-hah . 
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Q Claiming Canadian jurisdiction was being 
infringed. 


A Okay. I‘*m not aware of that. Sorry. 


Q Thank you, John. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:52 p.m.) 
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WEDNESDAY, MAY 16, 1984, 12:21 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: One little announcement up front. 
Available in the Press Office is the prepared statement by 
Assistant Secretary for Human Rights and Humanitarian Affairs 
Elliott Abrams. That was before the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, Subcommittee on Human Rights and International 
Organizations. The subject of the testimony was “The Problem 
of Torture." That's all I have. 


Q John, on the Persian Gulf, there is another 
reported attack on a ship. Do you have anything on that? 


a We believe that Iranian aircraft conducted the 
attack on the Saudi tanker, Yanbu Pride. The vessel was well 
away from the Saudi coastline at the time of the attack. The 
Yanbu Pride was enroute to the Saudi port of Jubail to take 
on fuel before completing loading at the Saudi.oil facilities 
at Ras-Tanura. Based on preliminary reports, we believe the 
vessel and its crew are safe. 








The United States deplores this continued series of 
attacks on international shipping. We refer you to our state- 
ment of yesterday concerning other recent attacks. The United 
States reiterates its firm belief that the attacks on inter- 
rational shipping in the Persian Gulf represent a dangerous 
escalation of the Iran-Iraq war and a growing threat to 
freedom of navigation in the Persian Gulf. 


Q Do you have any thoughts on possible Iranian 
motives for cutting off shipping, an important part of their 
economic lifeline? 
A No. I think I'd leave that explanation to them. 


Q On what do you base your belief that the latest 
attack was Iranian? 


A I don't think we'll get into the basis for our 
information, Jim. 


Q Are we in contact with the various states, or 
are we willing to do anything to help out? 


i-\ois 





A I think, Bernie, you can take it as a given 
that we have been and are in touch, not always directly, with 
both sides, but with others who are concerned with other 
governments, and that certainly, both sides have been and are 
well aware of our concerns. 


Q Does this represent, John, these two attacks 
within a few days of each other, a major new phase in the war, 
as far as the U.S. Government is concerned? 


A Well, I don't know that it's a major new phase 
in the war, but it certainly is a deterioration of the 
situation in the Gulf and it's very worrisome. 


Q This is a deterioration that this government 
holds the Iranian Government to be solely responsible for, is 
that correct? 


fy Well, both sides have been involved, but 
certainly the latest incidents, apparently, are caused by Iran. 


Q Will Ambassador Murphy be going back to the 
region, or other senior officials to consult in person? 


A I have the feeling that Ambassador Murphy is 
with the Vice President -- I'm not sure. i think he's already 
traveling; I think he is with the Vice President. 


0 Does the U.S. still have, or are there still 
American AWACS planes in Saudi Arabia? 

A Yes, have been since 1930. 

Q Are they engaged in any way in connection with 


this flow of events in recent days, the attacks on the 
tankers? Are they assisting the Saudis perhaps, or other 
countries, with information? 


nN Well, they have been there since 1980. They 
are fully operational; they are providing aerial surveillance 
data for eastern Saudi Arabia and the adjacent Persian Gulf to 
the Saudi Air Force, to enhance the Saudi Air Force's defense 
capability. They do not operate outside Saudi air space. 


Q John, can they -- they don't operate outside 
Saudi air space, but are they able to provide assistance to 
eastern Saudi Arabia in connection with these attacks which 
occurred off the Saudi coast? 











A I think for operational -- the operational 
capacity of the AWACS, I'll ask you to go talk to the 
Pentagon, and what they will say I don't know. But as I said, 
they are providing surveillance of eastern Saudi Arabia and the 
adjacent Persian Gulf. 

Q How many are there -- 
I don‘t know how many there are. 
Four, is it? 
(Inaudible) 


I'm told by a reliable network that it's four. 
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Was there any Saudi attempt ‘to intercept the 
aircraft? 


A I guess you'd have to ask the Saudis. 


Q A follow up to that, John. Is there any con- 
cern that Saudi Arabia, which has a U.S.-equipped Air Force, 
that the war will spread to Saudi Arabia? Are there any 
calls, specific calls, for U.S. help coming from any of the 
Gulf states? 


A On the first question, I don't know about the 
war spreading to Saudi Arabia. You have rising concerns, I 
think, on the part of various countries. And, clearly, the 
more of this kind of activity there is, I guess, there is that 
danger of escalation threatens to draw other people in. 
That's not really a very direct answer to your question about 
Saudi Arabia, but the more activity there is, the greater 
danger for spreading of the conflict. 


Insofar as our own back-and-forth with countries in 
the area, I guess I really am not going to get into any detail 
on those conversations. 

Q John, why only eastern Saudi Arabia? 


A Sorry, I can only take one at a time. 


Q Can we have a copy of the answer on that -- 
AWACS? 


Ky Sure. I'll get it. 


Q Why only eastern Saudi Arabia? 








B I think that is the area agreed upon for their 
flight path. 


Q Could this be because of Israeli objections to 
other areas of Saudi Arabia -- 


K I think this is an agreement; these are 
the operating conditions that were agreed to at the time they 
were sent there. 


Q Do you now believe the Iranians were respon- 
sible for the attack on the Kuwaiti tanker, that you cited 
reports and eyewitness reports for yesterday? 


a Don't have anything further on that for you. 


Q So as far as you know, there's not confirmation 
yet, that that's true? 


A I don't have anything further on it. 


Q John, in the wake of the attack on the Saudi 
ship, do you care to issue any kind of a statement cautioning 
Iran or Iraq against a direct attack on Saudi Arabia, or its 
oil fields, and so forth? 


a I don't know about such a statement. But I 
think that the tenor of what we have said today indicates our 
increasing concern. 


Q But is the United States -- would the United 
States do anything if Seudi Arabia were attacked? 


A I think we won't get into what the United 
States might or might not do. The President, as you know, has 
made firm and clear the United States’ commitment to freedom 
of navigation in that area and in the Straits, protection of 
the Straits, but I don't think we're going to offer a scenario 
of what that might be. 


Q Is that as far as the American shield goes -- to 
the freedom of the Straits, protection of the passage -- or 
does it extend as well to protection of the oil fields in 
Saudi Arabia? 


A I think our existing commitments clearly apply. 
The President has said what he has said, and I don't think 
I'll go beyond that. 


Q John, in that connection, when the President 
speaks about freedom of navigation, and he has spoken of this 











many times and Larry Speakes talked about it again today, it 
is clear from what we know so far that a number of shipping 
companies are reducing the number of ships they're sending 
into the Persian Gulf, which is already an infrigement of 
freedom of navigation. So we are dealing already with a 
matter of degree. 


Will the President take action only when there is a 
total cutoff of access to Persian Gulf oil? Because you are 
already into a point of infringement of that freedom that he 
talked about. 


A I can’t tell you what decisions the President 
will take at what particular time, Marvin. The fact of the 
matter is the -- well, I‘*m not attempting to diminich the 
seriousness of the situation but the fact is, the Straits are 
open, and the fact is, that ships are moving. But I don't 
dispute what you say, that there may well be a reduction of 
shipping to that area. 


Q Have American ships been warned not to go there? 


A I can't answer that question, Jim. I'll be 
glad to take a look at that. 


Q Can you be more helpful in terms of whether 
these two attacks on the Kuwaiti ship and on the Saudi ship 
are part of what this government believes is a new Iranian 
effort to target -- specifically target -- other countries 
that are supporting Iraq, namely, Kuwait and Saudi Arabia? 


A Well, I mean I think the facts there -- I can't 
analyze what the Iranians have targeted, and I can't analyze 
their motivitations, but I think the facts speak for thenm- 
selves, and, clearly, you have an escalation of danger in the 
area. 


Q The AWACS, to my knowledge -- and I saw the 
AWACS here at an Air Force Base a few years ago -- it has a 
radius of 30 miles and the hit was on the ship around 
Ras-Tanura, and you say that's in the eastern part <-- the 
eastern coast of Saudi Arabia. 


Q Where was the AWACS at the time that the hit . 
was made on the ship? 


A Where was it? 
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Q Yes. 
A I think you'll have to ask the Pentagon. 


Q The second question is about -- besides your 
offering what you offered on the negotiations and the talks of 
Mr. Murphy, that I asked yesterday, and Mr. Poindexter, what 
is the United States offering now besides these statements 
coming out? Now that the Gulf Cooporation Council is meeting, 
or trying to meet -- about to meet -- to discuss the gravity 
of the situation, what can you offer them? 


A No. I don't think we're going to get into what 
actions the United States might take. The President has made 
certain statements and made certain commitments. The Gulf 
states are aware of those commitments. 


As you say, we have had a mission in that area, 
exchanged views. I think there’s a clear understanding on 
both sides cf the threat, but I think we're not going to get 
into discussions of what they might do and what we might do 
until and if they do such things. 


Q John, do you know what military forces we have 
in the Persian Gulf area? The British have two warships, ! 
think. Do you know offhand what we have? 


A Yeah, I do, but I think the Pentagon would have 
to respond to that. 


0 Have there been any AWACS sent out, John, do 
you know, any additional from -- 


aN I'm not aware of any additional AWACS, John. 

Q Has there been a request for any additional? 

aN I'm not aware of any. 

Q John, is it your understanding that the ship 
that was hit was in Saudi territorial waters or in inter- 
national waters? 

A I'm not -- I can't answer that specifically. I 
understood that it was between 30 and 40 miles offshore, but I 
can't answer. I don't know what the territorial - 


Q And so the question might depend on the terri- 
torial lines. 











A It might depend on the territorial lines. 


Q Your initial statement left that ambiguous. 
Could we have -- 


A It didn't intend to. 


Q Could we have a copy of the initial statement, 
incidentally? 

A Sure. 

Q John, while still on the same region, do you 


have any information more than what we're reading about the 
south Lebanon -- Sidon and Ayn al Hilweh -- affairs? 


A Not really. We've seen those reports and we're 
looking into that question. 


Q John, Mr. Ariel Sharon, as you know, he's in 
the United States and he was on a lecture tour, still ona 
lecture tour. He spoke to a Jewish synagogue in Kentucky a 
couple of days ago, and he told his audience that the United 
States knows that Israel has been selling arms and spare parts 
to Iran. 


The Israeli Government denounced such statements 
and utterances. What's the position of the United States on such 


a case? 

a Let me take a look at that for you. 

0 Just to refine that a bit, does the United 
States know whether, at this point -- not in the past but at 
this point -- whether Israel is selling arms to Iran? 

My Let me take a look at that for you. 

Q What about Syria selling arms to Iran; can you 


look at that? 


A Let me take a look at that for you. (Laughter) 


Q John, another subject? 

A Sure. 

Q Any comment on the completion of the first -- 
apparently the first major bank credit to the Soviet Union by 
a West German bank -- 





Aa No, I don't. 

Q -- since the invasion of Afghanistan? 

A No, I don't. 

Q Do you have any comment on the Hungarian deci- 


sion to pull out of the Olympics? 


A No. I think it's something in line with what 
we have seen as a variety of nations who, one would think would 
have no particular reason to fear for the security of their 
athletes have followed the Soviet line. 


We are -- as I recall, 17,000 people will be 
involved in security in Los Angeles, and the United States 
Government alone, I think, is expending $50 million; would 
have spent a half million dollars on the security of that 
Soviet ship in Los Angeles harbor, so as the Secretary has said 
clearly, the reason for the Soviet Union and others who are 
following their lead in not coming is not security. 


--MORE-- 
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Q John, did the Secretary see Mr. Ueberroth 
today? 


A He has not seen him yet. I think he will at 
2:00 o'clock. 


Q And that will be at the White House? 
A I think it will be at the White House. 
Q There is not a separate meeting here? 
A No. 


Q John, do you have anything new on the elec- 
tions in the Philippines? 


A No. There's no official taIly yet, so we 
don't have any comment on that. 


Q And Panama? 


an Just an indication from their Ambassador 
today of what the situation is. The Panamanian Ambassador 
to the United States has informed us that his country's 
Electoral Tribunal announced at 4:30 a.m. today -- that was 
5:30 this morning our time -- that Nicolas Ardito Barletta 
is the winner of the presidential election held on Sunday, 
May 6. 


We understand that his announced margin was just 
over 1,700 votes, out of a total of just about 700,000 votes 
cast. We are awaiting confirmation and the text of the 
official announcement from our Embassy in Panama. 


Q Do you have any comment -- 
Q Anything on the Duarte visit, John? 


A Duarte visit? Yes. I can go a little -- be 
a little more informative on that than I was yesterday. Mr. 
Duarte has accepted the invitation of the World Affairs 
Council and the Foreign Policy Association to come to 
Washington to make an address before a joint meeting of the 
two organizations. As it stands now, he'll be arriving this 
weekend, but the Embassy or El Salvador can provide the 
details. 


We're pleased that Mr. Duarte will be visiting 
Washington. This provides an excellent opportunity for him 
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to meet with the Administration and members of Congress and 
to present his views to the American people. He will be 
meeting with the President and the Secretary of State, and, 
as I say, for other cetails, I guess the Salvadoran Embassy 
is the place to go. 


Q John, I understand that Mr. Moshe Arens will 
be in town next week, I believe next Tuesday. Do you have 
any details about where will he be meeting, who he's going 
to be meeting, in the United States Government? 

A I'm not aware that he's meeting -- I mean, 
I'm not aware that there are any meetings set, but, as 
always, if Mr. Arens is in Washington and wants to see 
people in the Government, I'm sure he'll be welcome. 


Q Can you post possibly a schedule of meetings? 

4 I'll look to see if the Secretary has 
anything scheduled. 

Q Can I ask you, with reference to the Duarte 
visit -- 

A Sure. 

Q -- just a general question about American 


policy. Does the United States see any need in the wake of 
this election for another election to be held at some inde- 
finite time in the future that would be internationally 
supervised and might include opponents of the government who 
refused to participate in this election? 


A Well, (a) that is a matter for El Salvador to 
decide, but I'm not aware of any thinking in this 
Administration along those lines. The results of the elec- 
tion were clear cut. Mr. Duarte has been certified, I 
understand, or is about to be certified. The appeal against 
the election results has been rejected. That all seems to 
be fairly clear cut, and I would think would pave the way 
for El Salvador to go forward with the business of economic 
development and the other pressing demands upon it. 


Q So even if the guerrillas were willing in the 
future to lay down their arms and participate in an inter- 
nationally supervised election, this government would not -- 


A I don't know. 


Q -- see such a necessity. 











ll 


A That's a sort of hypothetical question, but 
our position on the guerrilla activities up to date has been 
rather clear. 


Q John, do you have anything on the -- 


Q On Panama, do you have any comment on the 
opposition complaints of fraud? 


A No. No comment. 


Q Same area: Do you have anything on the march 
in San Jose, and what The New York Times claims that it was 
officially inspired with respect to pressure -- a counter- 
pressure against the United States? 





A No. Our position on Costa Rica's foreign 
policy is clear. That's a sovereign, independent country, 
and, as far as the demonstrations are concerned, that seems 
to be a vibrant expression of Costa Rican democracy. 


Q John, do you have anything on the Jewish 
Congress being held in Morocco? 


fy Yes. We welcome the action that Morocco has 
taken in that connection. The United States welcomes that 
development. The Congress of the Council of Jewish 
Communities in Morocco is a biannual private event orga- 
nized by the leaders of Morocco's Jewish community, who this 
year invited participants from Jewish communities outside of 
Morocco. 


The Moroccan Government, which has traditionally 
maintained a good relationship wit’. its minority com- 
munities, has apparently played a welcoming role to this 
internationalized meeting in aid of fostering dialogue on a 
range of questions of interest to countries of the region, and 
as I say, the United States welcomes that development. 


Q Copy, please? 


A Sure. 
Q Do you have any late word on the Sakharovs? 
A I'll give you exactly what we understand to 


be the situation, but did you have a more specific -- 


Q Well, there are continuing reports that the 
hunger strike is going on. 
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a Yes. 
Q Do you know that to be true? 


ry We understand that to be true. As far as we 
know, Dr. Sakharov has been on a hunger strike since May 2. 
There are unconfirmed reports that his wife, Mrs. Bonner, 
may have joined the hunger strike on May 12. The United 
States is extremely disturbed by the present situation, and 
we're doing what we can to avért a tragedy. 


Soviet handling of this ma*ter has been inhumane 
and virtually incomprehensible. Dy. S*kharov is one of the 
Soviet Union's greatest living sci:":° ts, whose only crime 
has been to insist that the Soviet . on live up to its 
pledges to uphold the human rights of its own people. 


Mrs. Bonner is a physician and a Soviet patriot 
who was wounded three times defending her country during 
World War II. 

Q Copy, please? 

My Sure. 


Q John, any information about U.S. par- 
ticipation in this Jewish Congress in Morocco? 


A No. 


Q John, you've said that the U.S. is doing 
everything it can to avert a tragedy? 


A Yes. 


Q Something like that. I forgot the words. 
Right? 


A Yes. 
Q What are you doing? 


A Well, I think, in terms of the rather strong 
statements we've made, in terms of discussions with other 
governments and, I think, welcoming the attention of various 
people and governments around the world. And I think in 
earlier statements we have encouraged protest about the 
Soviet handling of this case. 


Q Have you talked to the Russians directly 
about this? 


~\2%$ 
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A I won't get into the details, but I think you 
may be assured that they are wel] aware of our position. 


Q And what did they tell you? 


A I won't get into details of our discussions, 
Mazvin. 


Q John, do you have anything on the 
Administration role in a U.S.-U.S.S.R. Trade Council meeting? 


A Yes. That meeting is going forward, as we 
understand it, Bill. That's the meeting of the 
U.S.-U.S.S.R. Trade and Economic Council in New York, May 
22-24. The policy of the U.S. Government is to support non- 
military relevant trade with the Soviet Union, conducted on 
a commercial basis, and on the basis of mutual benefit. We've 
supported the activities of USTEC, which promote this type 
of trade. We fully endorse the USTEC plenary in New York as 
well, and we expect that meeting to take place as planned. 


So far as we know, the Soviets are proceeding with 
preparations for the meeting. Y°eputy Secretary of Commerce 
Brown, Deputy Secretary of Agriculture Lyng, and Deputy 
Assistant Secretary of State for European Affairs Mark 
Palmer will address the meeting, and we expect that the 
Soviet Deputy Minister Sushkov will meet with Secretary of 
Commerce Baldridge and Deputy Secretary of State Dam. 


Q John, we didn't get a chance to ask you 
yesterday, do you have any comment on the Foreign Relations 
Committee's rejection of that Deputy USIA Director? 


A No. I think that's -- I think the White 
House had some comment on it. 


Q Do you have any comment on the wider issue 
raised there, which is the increasing complaints of increasing 
' pervasiveness of politics in the USIA? 


A No. I think USIA would handle those 
questions. 


Q John, are you talking with the Soviets con- 
cerning the Gulf developments? 


A I think you may be assured that they're well 
aware of our concerns. 


i) 
ox) 
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Q Can you tell us anything about Mr. Shultz's 
meeting yesterday with Dr. Elie Salem of Lebanon? 


A I don't have a readout on that meeting, I'm 
afraid. As I said, that was a meeting requested by Dr. 
Salem some time ago, and I think was conducted in the -- 
within the framework of his visit to the United States for 
private -- for personal reasons. 


Q John, there were press reports in Lebanon the 
last two days that the U.S.. is refusing a request by the 
Lebanese Government to help negotiate new arrangements with 
Israel. Do you have anything on this? 


A Refusing to help? 


Q Yes. Refusing to help -- to have new, 
indirect talks with the Israelis. 


4 Don't have anything on that in specific 
terms, but I don't think there's any reluctance on the part 
of the United States to be helpful to bring about the kind 
of goals that we have frequently articulated in Lebanon. 


Q John, any comments -- I don't suppose you 
would have any comment on de la Madrid's speech to Congress 
today? 


A No. I think that there will be briefings at 
the White House on that, being a presidential visit. 


Q And could I also ask whether there has been 
any change in the Costa Rican aid request situation? Has a 
formal request been received? 


A I think that -- there is a little guidance in 
the Press Office on that, but I think it's a request that is 
being processed within the existing framework, the existing 
allocation -- the existing budget allocation. 


Q John, do you have any comment on news report 
that there was a meeting two months ago in Jordan between 
U.S. officials and General Vernon Walters and PLO members? 


A (To staf£) There is some guidance on it? 
I'm delighted to say there is some guidance on that. 

Q What? You're confirming it? 

A We're certainly not confirming it. 
(Laughter) 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:45 p.m.) 


lav! 
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THURSDAY, MAY 17, 1984, 12:18 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. Just a brief, 
upfront announcement. Available in the Press Office is the 
prepared statement by Assistant Secretary for East Asian and 
Pacific Affairs Paul Wolfowitz. That's before the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee this morning. The topic of his 
testimony was U.S.-China relations, and that's all I have. 
Be glad to take a few questions. 


Q John, on the Persian Gulf, has the United 
States offered to supply air cover to protect shipping? 


A Well, Jim, we have talked with -- had con- 
sultations with the Gulf states, various of them, over a 
period of some months about security problems, but no speci- 
fic U.S. offer of direct military support has been made, nor 
has any been requested by any of the Gulf states. 


Q What do you mean by “specific"? Was there a 
general one? 


A Well, as I say, we have discussed in general 
with the Gulf states over a period of months the obvious 
security problems in that area, but we are not in receipt of 
any specific request to act militarily, nor have we made 
such a specific offer. As you know, that is an area of 
vital interest to us. The President has made clear that we 
are prepared to defend our vital interests, but as to a 
question about specifics, the answer to that is no. 


Q Would the United States be prepared to supply 
such air cover? 


A Well, the President has said what he 
has said about the importance of the area and our commitment 
to maintaining navigation on the high seas, but it will be 
up to the President to (a) make such a decision, and (b) to 
announce it. 


Q What about protecting the oil fields of Saudi 
Arabia? I asked you yesterday. I'd like to repeat the 
question as to whether the American commitment extends to 
protection of the oil fields of Saudi Arabia or any of the 
other Gulf states. 


- 
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Q I mean, against attack. To some extent, I 
suppose, we‘re doing that by providing AWACS to the Saudis 
already, but in the event of an attack on one of the oil 
fields, would there be an American response? 


A I think, again, that is something -- a 
question that the President would have to address. There 
are no treaty obligations, if that's underlying your 
guestion, but our relationship with Saudi Arabia is well 
known. Our concern for our interests in that area is well 
known. 


Qo John, if there were an attack, presumably it 
would be too late for the President to address the question 
since the attack would have taken rlace. 


oa I don't think it’s a question of the 
President addressing the question at the point of attack, I 
think it's a question of my telling you before such an 
attack what the President would do, which I'm not prepared 
to do. 


Q Well, has there been exploration with the 
Gulf states of military contingencies, joint U.S.-Gulf con- 
tingencies, in the event of such an attack? 


a There's been discussion of military -- of security 
problems in the Gulf area, as I said. 


Q What security options have you discussed with 
the nations in the region? 


A Well, I don't think we're going to get into 
that. Perhaps that answer will not totally surprise you. 


0 John -- 


Q John, do you have any reaction to the Gulf 
Cooperation -- 


nN I'm sorry? 


Q Do you have any reaction to the Gulf 
Cooperation Council today announcing -- 


A I haven't heard what the outcome of that 
meeting was. 


|- \o%C 








Q They announced they'll be going to the U.N. 


and to call an emergency meeting of the Arab League to deal 
with the problen. 


A Uh-huh. No, don't —- 
Q Do you think that's an appropriate -- 
a I don't have any reaction to that. 


Q John, it's quite clear from your statement 
that the Gulf states are very cautious not to be forthcoming 
to the United States’ attitude, or United States’ attitude 
to give military assistance to them. How do you explain 
this? . 


A Well, it is a question of the perceived need 
at a given point in time, and what I'm telling you is that 
there is no specific request as of now from any of those 
Gulf nations, nor has there been such a specific overture on 
the part of the United States. What we are engaged in at 
the moment is a vigorous diplomatic round. 


We continue to urge Iraq and Iran to seek peaceful 
resolution of this problem. We are talking, clearly, to a 
number of our allies. We are talking, clearly, to people 
with particular access to Iran and Iraq, and I think the 
proper posture for the United States is to be in this con- 
cerned but calm round of diplomacy at this stage. 


Q Do you believe that some of them at least are 
somehow suspicious about who did it? The Iranians -- 


A I don't know -- you'd have to ask them -- but 
I'm not aware of any suspicions. I think the record is 
fairly clear as to who's doing what. 


Q How do you explain, then, the reluctancy of 
the Gulf states to accept United States’ military 
interference? 


A Well, I'm not addressing something that might 
occur down the road; I'm telling you where we are at this 
particular point. 


Q (Inaudible) the Japanese apparent invitation 
to ministers from Iran and Irag to a --I guess a sub-summit, 
or whatever you want to call it - 


ny I haven't seen that one, Ralph. 


) 
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Q John, do you know of any determination on our 
part of whether the Saudi air force is sufficient to fly air 
cover over the Gulf? 

A No. I think that the Pentagon -- you've gone 
to the limit of my expertise. I think the Pentagon would be 
the place to ask for that kind of -- 


Q John, when you talk about allies -- con- 
sultation with allies vigorously -- 


Can you name those allies? . 
No. I don't think so. 


You don't want to name them? 


> Oo F DO 


No. 


Q John, in light of a statement made by the 
Iranian Foreign Ministry about these attacks, do you have 
any clearer sense now of the Iranian motive? 


A No. I do not. I mean, I think I would have 
to leave you to analyze that on the basis of any talks you 
might have with Iran. I don't think we should analyze their 
motivation. 


Q John, does the U.S. have any plans to bring 
this up in a substantive way at the NATO Ministerials? 


A I*m not aware of any plans. It could well 
come up, Bill, but I'm not aware of a specific plan to raise 
it. 


Q Are there circumstances under which we would 
take military action in the Gulf region without an invita- 
tion by the nations of that area? 


A Well, that's a pretty hypothetical question, 
but, again, the President has talked of our commitment to 
the area, and that would be a decision that the President 
would have to make. 


Q Well, that's my concern. In other words, on 
the one hand, the President said, “We will protect our vital 
interests." On the other hand, the statements are that we 
won't go in, or the suggestion has been that we won't go in 
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unless we‘re invited in, and it seems that those conflict a 
little bit. 


a Well, I don't think there’s a conflict, and 
also I'd remind you that the President has said that he 
would not signal in advance what the action the United 
States might take in that area. 


Q Is there a beefing up of the U.S. Naval force 
in that general area? 


A Try the Pentagon, Bernie, but I'm not aware 
of any special activity beyond what we have there at the 
moment. 


8) John, can you clear up how far the vital 
interest extends? I mean, that's where I'm still a little 
bit confused. Does it extend just to the defense of the sea 
lanes, of the -~ the freedom of navigation? 


A I think I'd refer you back to the President's 
own words, but I think if I paraphrase them, which I perhaps 
shouldn't do <= but I think he spoke of traffic through the 
Gulf and the Straits. 


Q When did he say that he would not signal any 
action in advance? 


A I can't give you a date on that, Don, but 
it's certainly -- but I have read it within -- oh <-- we have 
an expert. What is the date, Bernie? 


Q October 20th. 
A October 20th. Okay. I am ashamed that The 


New York Times should have that date in its head, and I do 
not. 





Q It's the newspaper of record. We expect it to 
keep up with these things. 


A (Laughter) 


Q Can I ask one more question regarding this 
general situation? Has the United States given any advice 
or indication to U.S. commercial ships or U.S. trade in 
through the Gulf following on the recent developments? Is 
there any new advisory of any kind going out to our own 


people? 





A Well, I think in terms of the -- you're pro- 
bably talking about a shipping advisory, and, yes, there is. 
That is not, however, a new -- 

Q Yes. There's a new one. 

MR. ROMBERG: The Press Office has something. 


B We posted it, but I think it is not in fact a 
new -- 


MR. ROMBERG: There was something on the 16th. 


A Okay. All right. That's available. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q John, how do you characterize the position 
taken by the Arab Gulf states as a unitary (sic) stand, or they 
are having different positions towards the offer of the 
United States? 


A I don't know. You would have to ask them. 


Q John, did the Jordanian-American military 
talks that were supposed to be held in May in Washington, 
did they starc? 


A Not aware of that, but let me take a look at 
that for you. 


Q In connection with that, John, there's a 
report that American forces have been in maneuvers with 
Jordanians. It was published. I can't at this moment tell 
you where it is, but it was -- I was reminded by the 
question. Have you seen anything on that? 


os U.S.-Jordanian? Doesn't come immediately to 
mind, but I'll be glad to take a look at it for you. 


Q Please. 
A Sure. 
Q Did you have anything on the House Arms Ser- 


vices Committee's action yesterday in cutting back the RDF 
budget? 


A No. 


Q John, how would you characterize the 
situation there? Some U.S. officials are saying this is not 
a crisis and that too much is being made of the attacks in 
the Gulf. How do you characterize it? 


A I think we are concerned about what clearly 
is an escalation of violence. But, as I say, I think the 
mood is -- I'm not trying to diminish the concern or what is 
happening there, but I think we are trying to proceed calmly 
and weigh the true impact of the situation. I understand, 
for example, that some shipping companies have indicated 
that they may not lift oil in the northern part of the Gulf, 
but that apprarently does not apply to the lower Gulf. That 
activity continues to go on. The Straits are open. So I 
think you have to sort of look realistically at what is hap- 
pening there, plus you have to look realistically at the 
world market in oil, the abundance of oil. 








You have to bear in mind our own strategic 
supplies. So, I think you have to, as we have tried to con- 
sistently do, look at what is happening there with a fairly 
realistic attitude. I'm not -- as I say, I‘m not for one 
minute suggesting that there are not problems there; there 
are. 


Q John, the White House Spokesman yesterday 
said that the President wanted the oil flow through the Gulf 
to continue unabated. "“Unabated" was his word. 


A Yes. 

Q Is the oil flow continuing at this time 
unabated? 

4 I suppose you would have to measure the 


impact of what any cancellation of tanker calls will do, and 
I can't do that as of the moment. I think I'm right in 
saying no ship has been sunk and no cargo has been lost. 


Q You don't have to have a ship sunk in order 
to have the flow stopped. 


oss That's right. And, as I say, I'm telling 
you what we understand to be the case about some can- 
cellations of ships operating in the northern part of the 
Gulf. 


Q There are reports that dozens of ships ere 
literally waiting outside the mouth of the Gulf -- 


A Don't know about that. 

Q -- just sort of standing by. 

fy Don't know. 

Q John, there are also reports of Iranian 
aircraft delivering materiel to an island in the Straits. 


Do you have anything on that? 


fy No. Seen -- I think that was on one of the 
wires. Seen that, but really don't have anything on it. 


Q How would that impact the situation? Would 
we step up our surveillance of that region? 
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A Well, I think we'd have to wait and see 
whether the report turns out to be correct. 


Q John, is there -- can you tell us whether 
in the wake of the attack on the Saudi ship there is any 
heightened degree of concern on the part of the Gulf states 
that's been communicated to us? 


A I think that is obvious, John, I think 
there's clearly a heightened degree of concern. The Saudi 
Arabian Ambassador, as you know, was in to see the Secretary 
this morning. He asked for that meeting last night; came in 
to see the Secretary, spent about 20 minutes with him. I 
think some news organizations got the Ambassador making some 
comments after that meeting. 


Q Would it be logical, then, to assume that 
the United States is engaged again in discussions about the 
security problems with these -- with Saudis -- 


A Oh, I think the discussions about security 
problems continue, but I also think the United States is 
most interested in trying to resolve this problem through 
diplomacy as, indeed, many nations are. We're not alone in 
wanting to resolve this peacefully. 


Q Did Prince Bandar bring a message from the 
Government of Saudi Arabia or from King Fahd? 

A I think I'd leave that to him to indicate, 
Bernie. 

Q John, does the Gulf area come under the NATO 
umbrella? 


A Under the NATO umbrella? 


Yes. 


~~ O 


Not that I'm aware of. 


Q Let me be more direct -- if you expect the 
Gulf crisis to be high on the agenda of the next meeting of 
the NATO Council? 


A Well, I don't know whether it'll be high on 
the agenda. I don't know whether it would even be raised. 
You asked me whether I thought it’was possible, and, yes, I 
think it's possible. Obviously, members of NATO are 
countries -- some of them -- are countries very concerned 
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with the Gulf and are themselves active in diplomacy. So 
whether it would be raised at the NATO meeting, I can't say. 


Q John, also on the Middle East, it was one 
year ago that the May 17 agreement was signed Lebanon. Do 
you have any observations to make on this date? 


A No, except that clearly our goals for 
Lebanon are as they were, and we continue to work for them. 


Q John, a quick question on another topic? I 
saw the guidance yesterday on Kuanda and Angola, but I 
want to go beyond that. 


Has the United States changed or softened its 
position any on the issue of Cuban presencé in Angola? 


A Our position is that there are certain 
realities in the area, and one of those realities is the 
presence of Cuban troops in Angola. And I'm not aware that, 
for example, the South African Government has changed its 
attitude towards that, so you have to look, I think, at the 
question on a regional basis. That is one of the factors 
that has a bearing on Namibia and how you resolve the 
Namibian problem. But I'm not aware of anybody's changing 
their position on the withdrawal of Cuban troops. 


Q Are we taking our cue from the South African 
Government? 


A I think we're responding to the realities in 
the area. It's a reality. There are Cuban troops in 
Angola, and -- 


Q To follow that up, John, has there been a 
discernable hardening of the South African position on the 
Namibia question in the last several weeks? 

A Not that I'm aware of. 

Q Can you take the question? 

BN Well, I thought I answered it. 


Q Do you have any comment now that most of the 
returns seem to be in regarding the Philippines election? 


A No, I don't have the official returns yet, 
so don't have any comment, Don. 
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Q Is there any change in the AWACS deployment 
in and around Saudi Arabia since yesterday? 


A Not that I -—- no. 


Q John, there have been some incredible 
stories, as I've been told, coming out of southern Lebanon 
about massacres, worse than -- worst since Sabra and 
Shatila; 30 people killed, troops firing on crowds. And the 
other side of the story is that the press was taken to these 
places, and they found nothing -- virtually nothing. They 
found munitions and weapons, and two people were slightly 
wounded resisting arrest. ‘hat does the State Department 
have on this? 


Q As I told you yesterday, we are looking into 
that question. Let me say today that we remain concerned 
about the recent incidents in that area, including the 
destruction of private property by the Israeli Defense 
Force, an action that is prohibited by the Geneva 
Convention. We urge all parties to refrain from further 
actions that harm the security of the area. 


Q Have we done some similar -- do we feel the 
same way about the killings further north? 


A I don't think you -- 
Q (Inaudible) 


A I don't think you would find any divergence 
or discrimination in our attitude towards -- but I'm not 
responding to a report about killing. There's some discre- 
pancy about whether, in fact, a killing has taken place. 
But certainly destruction of property has taken place. 


Q There is -- you feel there is a discrepancy 
on the reports of the killing? 


A I think there is some confusion as to 
whether people have been killed in that incident, yes. I 
think that is not yet established. 


Q Isn't it true that the Beirut radio station 
is controlled uy the Shi'ite sect? 


A Don't know. 
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@) You don't know about that? Can we find 
out? Would it be worthwhile? 


A Why don't you -- I mean, how would we know? 
Why don't you find out. 





Q Well, I mean, the papers -- there are some 
papers that reported it. 

A I'll leave that to your investigative, jour- 
nalist thrust. 

Q Thank you very much. 

Q Do you have any comment on -the 


Nicaragua-Costa Rica agreement reached yesterday? 
A No, I don't. 
Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:37 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #89 


FRIDAY, MAY 18, 1984, 12:32 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, one and all. I have 
a few announcements up front. A couple of housekeeping 
announcements first. 


Available in the Press Office is the prepared text 
of the speech to be given by Assistant Secretary for Human 
Rights and Humanitarian Affairs Elliot Abrams today at 
Marymount College. The subject is "Religious Suppression in 
the U.S.S.R." Additionally, Assistant Secretary Abrams will 
address the National Assembly on Global Perspectives in 
Education. That's here in Washington today. The subject of 
his speech is “American Values in World Politics." The text 
is embargoed until delivery at 4:15 p.m. 


I have a couple of other statements here. The 
first relates to a Libyan assassination campaign announced 
yesterday. 


The United States has noted the threats to Libyan 
exiles which yesterday were made by the official Libyan News 
Agency. We condemn such threats and are prepared to deal 
vigorously with any such acts in the United States. This is 
another indication that Qadhafi is prepared to use terrorism 
as an instrument of Libyan policy. Qadhafi has a long 
history of support for such acts of international terrorism, 
a history which has earned for him the opprobrium of the 
international community. 


Q Copy, please? 


A Sure can. I also have a statement on the 
G.C.C. meeting yesterday. 


The United States notes the strong denunciation of 
attacks on Persian Gulf shipping made at the May 17 session 
of the Gulf Cooperation Council Ministerial Council. 


We deplore the continuing attacks against neutral 
shipping which represent a dangerous escalation of the 
Iran-Iraq war and constitute a growing threat to freedom of 
navigation in the Gulf. We consider the G.C.C. Ministerial 
Council's reaffirmation of the principle of collective 
security and its expressed determination to confront threats 
to the security of the G.C.C. members with joint action to 
be an important and appropriate development. 
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The United States has long urged Iran to agree, as 
Iraq has agreed, to a cease-fire along the lines of last 
October's U.N. Security Council Resolution 540, which reaf- 
firms the right of free navigation and commerce in inter- 
national waters, and calls on both parties to cease attacks 
on each other's ports and other economic targets. 


The United States continues to support all efforts 
to reduce and to halt the fighting. We are prepared to work 
with others, particularly the states of the region, in com- 
mon efforts to contain the effects of this traaic war. 


0 Can we have a copy of that? 
A Sure. 


Q And on that, do you have anything to confirm 
the reports that -- from Iraq that two “large naval targets” 
were hit? 


a No, we don't. We've seen the Iragi claims, 
but don't have anything which would confirm them. 


ra) Fver since the Sandi tanker the other dav, 
have there been anv attacks that vou can confirm? 


A Not that we are aware of, that we can confirm. 


Q John, given the President's October 20 pledge 
to ensure the freedom of navigation in the Persian Gulf -- 


A Uh-huh. 


Q -- and your statement today that the actions 
taken in the Gulf renrecent = aernwing threat to such freedom 


Q -- what will the U.S. do to fulfill the 
Presidential pledge? 


A Well, as I told you yesterday, we are engaged 
in a vigorous round of diplomacy, and that clearly is the 
initial way to go. Nobody wants to see escalation of 
vinlence: nohodv wants to see wider conflaaration. Manv 
other governments are of that view, and we are workinag with 
them to see what we can do to defuse the situation 
diplomatically. 














Q John, is that what you mean by common efforts 
in that statement -- common efforts, diplomatic efforts? 


A I'm sorry. I didn't get the first part. 


° You made a statement about common efforts 
involving G.C.C. 


A Yes. 


Q What common efforts are you speaking of? 
Diplomatic common efforts? 


A I think in their statement they talked of 
common efforts on their behalf, and basically what we're 
doing is supporting that. 


Q John, in a posted answer which started out 
with whether the U.S. knew whether Israel was selling arms 
to Iran, there is some wording here which is not consistent, 
I don't think, with past U.S. statements. I just want to 
make sure you're not indicating a nuanced change in policy. 


It says, “The U.S. Government remains neutral with 
respect to the Iran-Iraq war, and as a consequence sells 
arms to neither belligerent. We also do not permit the 
transfer of U.S.-licensed arms to Iran by third parties." 

It goes on to say “the U.S. favors a negotiated end to the 
war;" and then it says, “Since we are persuaded that Iran is 
the intransigent party, however, we have asked our friends 
and allies, including Israel, to join us in helping staunch 
the flow of arms to Iran, in an effort designed to persuade 
Iran to agree to mediate an end to the war." 


There is nothing in here about the U.S. not 
permitting the transfer of U.S.-licensed arms to Iraq. 


A No. I think there is no change in policy, 
Bernie. As we have said before, we are opposed to the 
supply of arms to either side. But in view of the intran- 
sigence of Iran and the fact that Irag has clearly indicated 
a willingness to come to some agreement and Iran has not 
and is taking a particularly belligerent stand, although we 
oppose the supply of arms to either side, we are particularly 
sensitive to the supply of arms to Iran. That's the thought 
that was intended. 


Q Yes, but when you say -- I don't see the 
half-way -- Either you approve third-party transfers to a 
country or you don't. 
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7 No, there's no change in that. 
MR. ROMBERG: The question referred to Iran. 
MR. HUGHES: Yes. 


Q But, in other words, there is no change in 
not allowing Jordan, for instance, to sell U.S. arms to 
Iraq? 

A No. 


Q John, what about the 747 which Iran uses in 
military operations, and you are now exporting spare parts? 


A Well, you keep on asking that question, and 
Mr. Romberg keeps on telling me that we've given you 
guidance on that, so -- 


Q Yes. The guidance said that under the 
hostages agreement, you are continuing to supply them with 
spare parts. 

A Talk to you about it later. 

Q John, on Libya, is there any evidence beyond 
the Libyan News Agency's statement that the Libyan regime is 
prepared to use terrorism overseas? 


A Is there evidence? 





Q Yes. 


A Oh, I think there has been in the past, and I 
think there's continuing -- 


Q I mean new evidence that would, such as this -- 
° A I think there are grounds for there are con- 
tinued terrorist <= continued hostile terrorist intent of 
Libya is still there. 


Q But does your statement today reflect 
heightened concern by the Administration? 


A Yes, I think it reflects heightened concern, 


particularly in light of the rather bellicose Libyan 
statements. 
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Q For instance, the two Libyans who were 
arrested last week near Philadelphia. 


A Uh-huh . 


Q Does the Department think that they are part 
of this -- 


aN Well, that's a continuing legal matter, Jia, 
so I think I won't get into that. 


Q Do you have anything on the -- it's the 
same, or it's related -- Belgian-Libyan nuclear agreement 
that was announced yesterday? 


yn No, I don't. 


Q John, on the Gulf, G.C.C. again, there is an 
announcement today that some of the G.C.C., or some or all 
of the G.C.C. representatives will be coming to Washington 
Sunday for talks with the Gulf State Ambassadors here. 


Are there any plans for discussions with the U.S. 
next week? 


A Not aware of any, but on the other hand, I 
wasn't aware of the announcement either, so I'll be glad to 
take a look at it for you. 


Q John, what effect is the activity in the Gulf 
now having by way of affecting normal oil traffic? Can you 
give us an update on -- 


A No more than I gave = yesterday, Bernie -- 
namely, that there are some indications that various com- 
panies are not going forward with plans to sail into the 
northern part of the Gulf. So far as we know, plans to 
operate in the southern part of the Gulf are apparently not 
affected. 


Just how those reports of ships not moving into 
the north really will prove out, whether this is simply not 
a question of announcing arrival times and so forth and so 
on, or whether it is really question of the ships not 
sailing there, I guess we'll have to wait and see. 


Q At what point does the President's commitment 
to keep the Gulf open get triggered? In other words, it seems 
that the hostile activity is having the effect of cutting 
back on traffic into the Gulf. 
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A Again, as I said yesterday, Bernie, I think 
you have to see the situation in its entirety -- and we're 
not suggesting for a minute that there are not serious 
problems in the Gulf; clearly, there are. But also, as I 
said yesterday, as far as we know, no ship has been lost, no 
cargo has been lost; there is a glut of oil on the world 
market. There are substantial strategic reserves in this 
country and other countries. 


I note, you know, the dialogue among various 
experts on various networks this morning suggesting that 
this will not move through to the American market very soon 
should there be a serious impediment. So I think one has to 
look at the situation day by day and see what the impact of 
these decisions is. 


Q Do you see this as a crisis? 


BN I'm not sure that anybody has used the word 
"crisis." We certainly have talked of an escalation of violence 
and being concerned about it. But I haven't heard any 
Administration official use the word "crisis." 


Q John, your deep concern lately, as if the 
cause of it, because the two tankers were hit. (Sic) That's 
what we understood. 


A Uh-huh. 

Q I mean the deep concern. Before that you 
didn't have a deep concern about the Iragi -- 

A Yes. Yes, and have expressed it. 

Q John, can you say, on a different subject, 


what the rationale is for Ambassador Kennedy not briefing 
the Senate Foreign Relations Committee on the nuclear 
agreement with China? 


A There is something on that which we got 
just a few minutes (ago), very late, before we came out, and I 
haven't had a chance to read it, so I'll refer you to the 
Press Office on that. They have some guidance on that. 


Q Has the U.S. asked the Gulf States, or 
suggested that they use their financial leverage on Irag to 
get them to stop attacking the shipping? 


A I'm not aware of any such request. 








Q Can I follow up on Bernie Kalb‘'s question 
about the commitment? As I understand it, the United States 
does not have any military treaty or agreement of that 
nature with any of the countries that is involved here. 


A I think that's correct. 


Q Is it the position of the Administration that 
a declaratory sentence or statement by the President to the 
effect that the U.S. will keep the oil lines open is a 
commitment on the part of the United States of America to do 
this, or what is it actually, in legal terms? 


A Well, I don't know that there is any legal 
clarification needed of the commitment the President gave. 
I think the words are rather clear. I think you're right in 
the sense that there is not a treaty obligation and that 
there is not an activation of a treaty that triggers action. 
I think that is a Presidential decision. 


Q And then to what extent has this decision- 
making been shared with the Congress? In other words, has 
Congress approved the making of such a commitment? 


Q Does the Administration feel that it is 
necessary for Congress to approve it? 


A I think you may be assured that that is a 
matter that has been given attention and is being given 
attention; and should there be the need for any action in 
that area that would require informing Congress, the 
President clearly would do that. 
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Q But is it the position of the Administration 
that the President, acting alone, by announcing a commitment 
is then free to take action in pursuance of that without 
getting some kind of authorization from Congress? 


x As I said, I'm sure that the President would 
act in accordance with law and would communicate any 
impending decision to Congress that required consultation. 


Q Is there anything beyond the statements of 
the President at several press conferences to indicate what 
exactly is the nature of this commitment? 


A You mean in the public forum? 
Q Yes. Yeah. 
x I'm not aware of anything in a public forun, 
no. 
Q Is there anything that the Administration 


might be willing to make public to indicate its nature? 


A That would be a Presidential decision, 
whether the President wants to -- I mean, he has said that 
he's not going to trigger, not going to signal in advance 
what action the United States might take, and I'm not aware 
of any feeling on his part that he's changed his mind. 


Q Can I just follow up Don's question? If it 
came to a situation where there was a decision by the White 
House to trigger this action and there was Congressional 
reluctance to endorse it, would the President feel bound or 
could the President legally move ahead and follow through? 


fy Well, that's a pretty hypothetical question, 
Bernie. 


Q Well, because you're doing an end-run around 
Don's question -- 


A No, I'm not. 


Q Does the President's October 20 statement 
commit the U.S., period? 


as It was a Presidential statement which made 
clear the President's concern and his intention to safeguard 
vital U.S. interests in that area. What action he would 
take, under what circumstances, to implement that commitment, 
you know, it's clearly unwise and certainly impossible at 
this stage to speculate on. 
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Q John, does the visit of the Commander-in- 
Chief of the Jordanian armed forces currently to Washington 
have anything to do with the Gulf or to sales of arms to 
Jordan? 


A I'm not quite sure where we stand on that. 
I think there is such a visit pending, but I'm not quite 
sure who he is seeing, whether in this Department or at DoD. 
Be glad to take a look at that for you. 


Q Thank you. 

Q John, do you have any reaction to the 
reported expulsion by the Greeks of a U.S. Embassy -- 

A No, don't have any comment on that. 

Q Anything new on the Sakharovs, John? 

A Not really, other than to note with appre- 


ciation that a number of other governments are very active 
on behalf of Doctor Sakharov, and this seems to be coming 
much to the fore in terms of public opinion. Various indi- 
viduals and various governments are making their views known 
and we think that is very much to the good. 


Q John, at the outset you talked about the 
U.S. being engaged in a vigorous round of diplomacy to see 
what it could do to defuse Iran-Iraq, etc. 


Q Can you give us some sense what is being 
achieved or if nothing is being achieved, or you're running 
into a blank wall or what? 


aN I think it is a question of our conveying to 
Iran and Iraq, either directly or indirectly, our continuing 
concern, of our discussing with various of our allies who 
feel as strongly as we do the ways in which they would 
express their concern, and are expressing their concern. 
And then I think a third phase is passing these messages and 
facilitating the passage of these messages through others 
who have particular access to one or other of the key par- 
ties. 


Q But so far you have nothing to show in the 
way of defusing as a result of this vigorous round of 
diplomacy? 
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A Well, the facts speak for themselves. You 
have an Iragi claim of further action this morning, but no 
confirmation that that action in fact caused any damage 
as yet. I leave it to you to make the same kind of deduc- 
tions we might. 


Q Have you found in your dealings with members 
of the Gulf Cooperation Council, for example, that there has 
been any reluctance to deal with the United States because 
of the strategic cooperation agreement with Israel? 


A No reluctance to deal with the United States 
or discuss security problems in the area; no. 


Q On that strategic cooperation, the Israeli 
military radio, I guess it is, is carrying a report saying 
that the United States and Israel have agreed to step up 
that level of cooperation and have contingency -- military 
-- contingency plans for military co-action in case of an 
emergency. Do you know of any such -- 


A No. I don't really understand that report. 

Q I don't either, but that's what they're 
carrying. (Laughter) 

A No, don't understand that one. 

Q John, is your response to Bernie that -- 

A I mean, as you well know, there is the 


question of the joint political/military organization which 
meets every six months or so. Whether that’s a reference to 
that, but -- I really don't understand the report. 


Q There has been no raising of the level of 
cooperation? 

A No. 

Q Is that -- were you implicitly claiming that 


as a result of our vigorous diplomatic initiative, the 
Iraqis claimed but didn't carry through, or failed to -- 


A No, no, no. I was just saying, you know, I 
think it's difficult to read -- you have a round of diplo- 
macy urging reduction of tension, and it's anybody's guess 
Or analysis whether there is any reduction in tension. 
Fact: You have Iraqi claims of further military or air 
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force action today. Whether those -- whether that is correct 
Or not, I don't know; and how that fits in, I don't know. 


G Does Israel have any role to play in the 
Gulf area, do you think? 

a In what sense? 

Q I mean, through the -- following up the 


question about the Israel-American cooperation, strategic 
cooperation, is there any role -- 


A Well, as I say, I'm sort of bemused by that 
report. I don't understand what that means. 


Q But do you envisage any role to Israel in 
the Gulf area? 


a I'm sure they're as concerned as anybody 
about the stability of the area, but I'm not aware of 
anything that they're -- 


Q John, just for the record, any specific 
requests from any of the Gulf States for specific U.S. mili- 
tary assistance? 


A No. 
Q And any change in the AWACS deployment? 
A No. 


Q Did Prince Bandar meet with the Secretary 
again today? 


A Not that I am aware of. There was a report 
that he was coming in, but I'm sure he has not so far, and 
we're not aware of any appointment for him to see the 
Secretary. But I know there was a report floating around 
Out there. 


Q John, do you have anything on the visit of 
the Pakistan Foreign Minister? 


A On the visit of the -- I don't, really. I 
don't know whether we will have a briefing on that next 
week. Do you happen to know, Alan? 
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MR. ROMBERG: No. 


A I'm sorry. We'll do a little checking on 
that for you. But it is next week, obviously. 

Q Do you have anything on the elections in the 
Philippines? 

A No. No comment still. We're still awaiting 
the official tabulation. 

Q Are you aware of the fraud that's been 
claimed by the opposition party? 

A We're aware of the allegations of fraud, 
yes. 

Q John, do you have any assessment of the 


Soviet role in Iran-Iraq? That is to say, do you think they 
share the U.S. view to seek to defuse tensions? 


A Don't know, Bernie. 

Q Anything on Mr. Koslov? 

A No, no change on Mr. Koslov. 

Q John, do you have any reaction to The New 


York Times article which suggests that the Administration 
has been bypassing the Congressional appropriations process 
in Central America? 





A Is that the piece relating to intelligence 
sources? No, don't have anything for you. 


Q No, it doesn't specifically relate to 
intelligence sources; it relates to Administration sources 
in the GAO. 


A No. 

Q You have no comment about it? 
A No. 

Q It's true. (Laughter) 


A I didn't say that. I hasten to add, for the 
purpose of anybody listening, that was Mr. Kalb who suid 
that, not Mr. Hughes. 

Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:57 p.m.) 
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MONDAY, MAY 21, 1984, 12:19 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. A couple of announce- 

ments. The Department of State and the St. Louis Council 

on World Affairs are co-sponsoring a regional foreign policy 
conference at the Chase-Park Plaza Hotel in St. Louis this 
Thursday, May 24. If you wish to cover the event, please 
contact Barbara Boller or Eileen McCormick in the Office of 
Public Programs, 632-2134, or Helen Morrin at the St. Louis 
Council on World Affairs, 314-361-7333. And I think there 

is a press release which is available in the Press Office 
which gives you a little more detail on that. 


For your information and guidance, the Secretary 
will come down to the diplomatic lobby for a photo oppor- 
tunity with President-elect Duarte of El Salvador. When the 
President-elect arrives, it will be curbside -- the two will 
be stopped briefly for the photos. I think that the public 
schedule indicates that the lobby will be frozen from 2:15, 
sO please schedule yourselves accordingly so you don't get 
stuck. 


Q Q and A or -- 
A I don't anticipate that they will be talking. 
Q How about the departure? 


A After the meeting with the Secretary, 
President-elect Duarte will be meeting with AID 
Administrator Peter McPherson, so he will go from that one 
meeting to the other, and then Mr. Duarte is expected to 
exit via the Diplomatic Entrance at about 4:15. Check with 
the Press Office on details, but I understand that the stake- 
out will be set up all afternoon, therefore. 

That is it for announcements. Be happy to take 
your questions. 


Q Alan, can you bring us up to date on what is 
going on in the Persian Gulf? Any attempts or any signs 
that the Iranians are retaliating aoe that ship over the 
weekend? 





a I don't have anything on that, Jim, to 
suggest that there has been any further attack at this 
point. I think we made our views known last week, on 
Friday, the statement on our deploring of attacks on neutral 
shipping, and we continue strongly to urge an immediate 
adoption of the provisions of the U.N. Security Council 
Resolution 540 which reaffirms the right of free navigation 
and commerce in international waters, and calls on both par- 
ties to cease attacks on the economic targets. 


With regard to the Arab League's action, we have 
repeatedly made clear the U.S. view that Iranian intran- 
sigence is the main obstacle to halting the fighting between 
Iran and Iraq. And we have also deplored the recent series 
of attacks on neutral shipping. Of course, we welcome any 
diplomatic action aimed at bringing the fighting to an end, 
and we reiterate, as I said, our support for the provisions 
in the Security Council resolution. 


Q Will any U.S. officials be meeting with the 
Gulf Cooperation Council people coming to New York? 


My I'm not aware of any specific plan at this 
point. I can't tell you there won't be somebody, but 
they're coming there, I think, mainly in connection with the 
proposed action that the Council took with regard to the U.N 
addressing of the issue. 


Q What is Mr. Murphy doing? 


a He has gone to Saudi Arabia. The Vice 
President completed his recent trip by accepting a long- 
standing invitation to visit Oman, and from there Assistant 
Secretary Murphy proceeded separately to continue the 
Ongoing dialogue with the Saudi Arabian Government. 
As far as I know, there are no present plans for him to 
visit other capitals before returning to Washington. 


Q When did he get there? 


A When? 
Q Yes. 
A I don't have an answer to that, don't know. 


Q Coald you find out when he got there and how 
long he's anticipated to stay? 


A Sure. 





Q Alan, Japan is reported to have offered 
mediation. Are we in consultation with Japan or backing up 
their efforts in any way? 


A I'm sure we are discussing the Gulf questions 
with a number of governments, including Japan. I'm not sure 
that that characterization is accurate, Spence, of their 
action and I would refer you to them to describe what 
they’re doing. But I would caution you, I'm not sure that 
that is a correct characterization. 


Q Do you have any contact with the Soviet Union 
over this Gulf situation? 


A Don't have anything to offer you on that. 


Q Do you have any response to the statement by 
the Iranian President, I believe it was, charging that the 
United States was behind some of these actions, and warning 
the United States against any attack on Iran? 


A I think that was last week, but in any case, I 
don't have a specific response. Obviously, the United 
States is not behind the problems or the actions. As I 
said, the problem right now on the diplomat front essen- 
tially is Iranian intransigence regarding a diplomatic solu- 
tion to the fighting. 


Q Could I follow up on this one before you -- 
You made the point twice now that Iranian intransigence is 
the main obstacle in the halting of the fighting. 


A Yes. 


Q But most of the military attacks in the Gulf 
have been from Iraq. What is the United States’ attitude at 
this time toward the continuing Iragi attacks on shipping in 
the Persian Gulf? 


A Well, as I indicated before, we deplore, con- 
tinue to deplore attacks on neutral shipping in inter- 
national or neutral waters from whatever country those 
attacks might come. 


_ Bernie. 


Q In other words, you're not critical of attacks 
on shipping in non-neutral or non-international waters, 
which leads me to the conclusion you're not critical of any 
attacks in Iranian waters? 
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A Well, I'm going to have to leave you with the 
statements that we've issued on this so far. I don't have 
anything further to give you. 


Q Alan, why did the U.S. issue a statement of 
concern on the attacks on shipping in the Gulf only after 
the Iranian attack and not after the aerial Iraqi attacks? 


A Again, I think that this issue was addressed, 
the whole question of attacks was addressed last Friday, and 
I don't have anything new to take you beyond what we said at 
that point. 


Q The Washington Times newspaper has a story 
saying that President Reagan is sending a message to King 
Pahd reaffirming our military support and asking for use of 
Saudi facilities in case the situation worsens. Can you 
discuss that? And is Ambassador Murphy taking that matter 
up with the Saudis right now? 





A As far as any letter is concerned, I wouldn't 
be able to get into the question of a diplomatic exchange, 
so I'm going to have to set that one aside. 


As far as Ambassador Murphy's stop in Saudi Arabia 
is concerned, obviously, this would be -- the question of the 
situation in the Gulf would be something that he would be 
discussing along with a number of other issues. 


Q Alan, is there any information about what the 
Gulf states are doing now militarily to protect their 
shipping? 


A I think I'd have to refer you to them. 


Q Do you welcome the announcement by some of the 
Ministers, especially the Minister of Foreign Affairs of 
Kuwait, saying that we will take, within a week, our pro- 
tection by having the strategy of the Gulf Cooperation 
Council and the military forces ready within a week, that we 
don't want the interference of the United States and we 
don't want anybody to come from the outside -- that we want 
to protect ourselves in the area? 


A I think that we have indicated before that 
what we are doing at this point is stressing diplomatic 
activities to try, together with others, to bring about a 
resolution of this problem, and. so I don't see any par- 
ticular inconsistency between that and what you're 
suggesting. 





Q From what I've seen in the reports that have 
been published in the last couple of weeks here in the 
United States, that the United States wants to help by 
asking the Saudis to give them facilities for your air 
oe and your jets and everything -- boats and bases? Is 
this -- 


A I don't think we've said that. 


Q Alan, do you have any figures; can you supply 
any figures? And how much is this costing Irag and Iran -- 
this war is costing Iraq and Iran in terms of the revenues 
that they are able to get from their oil in - 


A Wo, I don't have anything on that, Joe. 


Q Alan, I see the Kuwaiti Oil Minister here is 
quoted in the wires saying, “The Arab states are looking 
with astonishment to the indifference of the United States 
toward the war." Has the United States been asked for any 
particular help in either resolving the war or resolving 
this problem with the oil shipments that we have not agreed 
to, by any Arab state at all? 


sy I'm not sure I quite follow the thrust of it. 
They are upset because we are not doing what? 


Q The indifference of the United States toward 
the Iraq-Iran war, quoting the -- 


A Well, I think everything we have said over the 
last couple of weeks, at a minimum, demonstrates that that 
is not the case, as well as our actions. 


Q Have we been contacted -~- 


A Well, I'm not going to get into the diplomatic 
exchange, but I think what we have said publicly is an indi- 
cation that we are not indifferent to that. We'd like to 
see that war brought to a negotiated, peaceful conclusion. 


Q Alan, whr . specifically you referring to 
when you're talking abou anian intransigence on the 
diplomatic side? 


‘A Well, the Iragis have indicated that they would be 
willing to talk, try to bring about an end to the war. The 
Iranians have rejected that. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment today on any 
specific requests by any of the Gulf States for specific 
U.S. military assistance in connection with protection of 
shipping in the Gulf? 





A Wo. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on the 
Soviet statements over the weekend on submarine missile 
deployment? 


A Mr. Ustinov's statement? 
Q Yes. 


A In his TASS interview of May 20, Defense 
Minister Ustinov reiterated a familiar litany of Soviet 
assertions and threats. His comments on so-called Soviet 
military countermeasures, including Soviet submarine 
deployments off U.S. coasts, are familiar and represent no 
significant change in the strategic situation. Minister 
Ustinov spoke at length of his concern for the threat to 
peace posed by high levels of armaments but totally ignored 
those recent Soviet actions -- in particular, the massive 
deployment of SS-20s both before and throughout the course 
of the INF negotiations -- which have caused such concern in 
the West over the stability of that peace and prompted the 
NATO Alliance to adopt the 1979 decision on INF negotiations 
and deployments. The United States is prepared to resume 
INF negotiations at any time and without preconditions and 
calls upon the Soviet Union to return to the negotiating 
table. 


Q Copy of that, Alan? 
A Yes. 


Q As you just said, or you've indicated there is 
nothing new in it, why do you think the Soviets would have 
come out with this statement at this time? 


A I think I'll stay away from trying to specu- 
late on their motives. 


Q Alan, there is an item in The Post today that 
says that the United States has gone to the Soviet Union -- 
it doesn't say when -- with the idea that we would keep at a 
symbolic level the number of missiles in Western Europe if 
the Soviet Union would return to the negotiating forum. Is 
that correct? 





‘A tlet-me simply say on that, Marvin, that we 
have made clear that we are prepared at the negotiating 
table to continue to negotiate in good faith and to find 
mutually agreeable solutions. However, we have also made 





clear that we are not in the posture of trying to “buy” 

the Soviets back to the table. We think that our nego- 
tiating posture is a sound one, that we have already 
demonstrated flexibility in the proposals we've put forth, 
and that the place to negotiate an INF agreement is at the 
negotiating table and not by trying to make some concessions 
ahead of time. 


Q So it is not true that the U.S. went to the 
Soviet Union and said it would keep the missile deployments 
at a symbolic level? 


A I think that my answer -- I'd rather use my 
words, but I don't argue with what (inaudible) - 


Q Let me just pick that up, if I may, because it 
doesn't seem to me that you're really denying the thrust of 
the story. Let me ask -- : 


Es I think I just -- if you'd listened to the end 
of my answer, I don't think you would have necessarily -- 


Q Let me ask you the question in another way: 
Has the United States, in any forum, made clear to the 
Soviets that there is, in fact, no new deployment of 
Cruise and Pershings planned until the fall, and that if the 
talks were to resume, there would, in fact, be a de facto 
freeze until those deployments resume in the fall? 


K There is no plan to change the deployment 
schedule. 


Q If that’s the case, then, the deployment, the 
way I was told in December, was that the deployments would 
continue at the latest in May. 


A I don't have the schedule to give you; but I 
simply will tell you there is no plan to change the 
deployment schedule. I can't tell you when they're coming 
in, Marvin. Don't have that. 


Q The southern Lebanon -~ I want to go to that 
subject: Uri Lubrani, who is in charge of the Israeli 
activities in Lebanon, at the news conference he held in 
southern Lebanon, he said that he believes that the spirit 
of the May 17th Agreement still exists and will continue to 
exist despite its unilateral abrogation in response 
to pressure applied by a foreign country. 





Do you share these feelings about the May 17 
Agreement? 


A I have no comment on that particular report. 
I think that we have made clear our objectives remain as they 
were in Lebanon. Our attitude on that agreement is 
obviously well known, but our objectives including the 
removal of all foreign forces and security for Israel's 
northern border as well as a strong central government 
exercising sovereignty throughout the territory of Lebanon, 
those objectives have not changed. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Alan, do you have something you can tell us 
about the escalation of the Sakharov case in view especially 
of the Izvestia piece, and Mrs. Bonner? 





A I really don't have a great deal. We've 
talked about this quite a bit in the last week or more. We 
don't have any independent confirmation. That is, of infor- 
mation that would come from other than Soviet official- 
controlled sources that Dr. Sakharov has been moved to a 
hospital, so we don't know -- we don't have independent con- 
firmation of that. 


It wouldn't be surprising if he has been, because 
this happened at the -- I believe it was the 13th day of his 
previous hunger strike. Likewise, we don't have any inde- 
pendent information regarding Mrs. Bonner'‘s whereabouts or 
health conditions. 


Q Are we doing anything, or is anything being 
done on an international basis, to persuade the Soviet Union 
to desist in this harassment of the Sakharovs, especially 
Mrs. Bonner at this point? 


a I think we've done quite a bit of discussing 
of that issue already here from the podium and indicated 
what we have done. You've seen other governments and other 
private bodies similarly take up this question and seek the 
same things that we are seeking. 


Q Alan, on this point, regarding the Sakharovs, 
a story came out of the Embassy in Moscow on Friday 
regarding some papers from Mrs. Sakharov, or Mrs. Bonner -- 
whatever you want to call it -- that were given to U.S. 
Embassy Officials. It seemed to suggest, in some of the 
news accounts at least, that the U.S. had some -- much 
greater knowledge of this whole matter than was disclosed 
when TASS made its charges, or maybe it was Pravda -- 
whoever it was -- later. 





Could you clear up what it was that the United 
States learned, and why the U.S. did not make clear earlier 
that it had some information regarding her plans and her 
husband's plans? ’ 


aN Don, I think there is some guidance on this 
that's in the Press Office. It's been there since late last 
week, and I'd refer you to it. I think that the -- I don't 
know what the sequence of events was in Moscow. I saw those 
same reports that you did, and, as I say, we have some 
guidance which talks to those points. 





10 


One thing that I would emphasize is that nobody in 
the U.S. Government ever discussed with Mrs. Bonner those 
letters that she left since she apparently left them as she 
was soing off to Gorky, and therefore there wasn't even any 
opportunity to discuss it with her. So that is where that 
staris. But let me refer you to the Press Office in terms 
of what we have to say about it. 


Q It doesn't clear up the question as to why 
the U.S. didn't say anything about this before. Could you 
please respond to that? 


A I'm not sure that we necessarily would go 
into that. The charge was made that the U.S. was conspiring 
with Mrs. Bonner to carry out some activities. As I'm 
Saying to you, we did not discuss these points with Mrs. 
Bonner. So the question of conspiracy, obviously, doesn't 
arise and this is a specious charge. 


Q Alan, could I just follow up, please? 
Following on the same thing, Evans and Novak this morning in 
their column say that on April 23 -- this is about 1l days, 
I guess, after the incident regarding these other papers 
that we were referring to. As I understand it, she gave 
these papers over on April 12, and they say that on April 
23, two senior State Department officials went to the Soviet 
Embassy to warn that if Sakharov died because of this hunger 
strike, relations between the United States and the Soviet 
Union would grow still worse. 


Could you please clarify what -- if officials did 
go there on April 23; is there some particular message at 
that stage that the United States was giving to the Russians 
regarding our overall relations in the Sakharov case, or is 
there some particular message now about it? 


fy I don't think I would get into the question 
for both the fact that it came from that particular column 
which we have not been commenting on, and also because it 
gets into the question of the specifics of diplomatic 
exchanges. At the same time, the concern of the United 
States over the fate of the Sakharovs is well known, has been 
articulated in several statements and answers to questions 
from this podium and elsewhere, and is not secret. The 
importarce with which the fate of the Sakharovs is viewed by 
a broad spectrum of people, including the government, but 
also private citizens, is also well known and should be very 
clear to the Soviet Union. 
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Q Alan, in that connection, there was -- 
at the end of a story that was in a local newspaper, should 
we say, it said that the Embassy in Moscow was undermining 
the Sakharovs by their action. Did you see -- 


A I don't recall that, but obviously that would be 
something we would totaliy disagree with. 


Q Alan, a different subject. 

Q Can we stay -- 

A All right. go ahead, John. 

Q Can you be at all more helpful about whether 
a message along those lines, whether it was written or oral 


or conveyed on the 2lst or 23rd, whatever. it was, conveyed 
to the Soviets 


A No, I'm not going to get into that. 


Q -- that it would affect the overall 
relationship? 


A I'm not going to get into the question of 
specifics just on a matter of principle as opposed to trying 
to duck any specific question. But the importance of this 
issue, as I say, both to the Government and to the American 
public and to other publics around the world is quite clear. 


Q But you're not denying the story? 


a I'm not addressing it, John. Don't go out of 
here and write I didn't deny it. I'm not addressing it. 


Q Alan, on the Ustinov thing again. If what he 
said yesterday concerning the Soviet submarine deployment is 
not new, have there been this kind of submarine off U.S. 
shores for a long time, and could you tell us when you first 
got knowledge of it, what -- 


A I'm not -- I think I would have to refer you 
to -- partially to the Pentagon. You're asking me to get 
into questions which would inevitably touch on intelligence 
information. Won't do that. 


‘ The story of Soviet submarines deployed off U.S. 
coasts has been in the press, the media, for sometime 
following the reported new deployments following the 
breakoff of the INF talks. But I don't think we have 
addressed them -- didn't address them at that time, and I'm 
not going to address it now. 
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Q But I'm pleased that you send us to read the 
newspaoers. 


A I knew you would be. 


Q Yeah. But is it a fact that since December 
of last year, when the INF talks were broken off, that the 
Russians have increased in some new and significant way 
their deployment of submarines with missiles that could hit 
the U.S. within ten minutes? 


7 Again, I don‘t have any response because 
you're asking me to get into intelligence matters. If the 
Pentagon is willing -- 


Q What you're saying is nothing. It's not new. 


poy I will leave you with that characterization, 
and I stand by that characterization but I don't have a spe- 
cific response nor would I get a specific response to that 
question because it would get me into intelligence matters. 


Q Alan, a different subject. Over the weekend, 
there was a revival of the story about the United States 
asking officialy or unofficially Saudi Arabia for assistance 
in funding the Contras. Do you have any comment on that 
story? 


x Well, I‘d refer you back to what we said 
about this subject before. John addressed it some weeks 
ago, and there's no change in that. 


Jim? 
Q Anything on the Amnesty report on Salvador? 


fy Yes, I do. The Amnesty report is based on 
information compiled nearly a year ago and is retrospective 
over the previous five years. It would be unfortunate if it 
were seen to represent the current situation. 


The Administration has dealt with the human rights 
situation in El Salvador on a comprehensive and continuing 
basis and has reported to the Congress on a number of occa- 
sions in the fullest possible detail. 


The charge that officials in the Salvadoran 
Government have been involved in death squad activity is not 
new, but it is our belief that the Government of El Salvador 
has made real progress against political violence. Since 


|| 327 
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Vice President Bush visited El Salvador in early December, a 
number of concrete steps have been taken, and death squad 
activity has dropped sharply. 


President-elect Duarte has pledged to do all in 
his power to put an end to death squad activity in El 
Salvador. He said yesterday that he intends to name an 
independent presidential commission to investigate current 
death squad activity as well as past cases of political 
violence. 


As I said, the Salvadorans have made reil progress 
against political violence, ind we are confident that 
progress will continue under the new democratic government 
there. . 

Can we have a copy, please? 
Sure. 


Could I follow so? 


r Oo F DO 


Uh-hum . 


Q When you say that it's a "retrospective," do 
you believe that is an accurate retrospective of this state 
of affairs up to the time that the report was compiled? 


ie I haven't seen an analysis of it, and I think 
that our attention, in policy terms, Jim, will be on where 
we are heading. Nobody has hidden the fact that there have 
been problems in El Salvador, but I think that the kind of 
progress that we've talked about includes not only the fact 
that since December, since the Vice President was there, 
that armed forces officers who reportedly had links with 
death squads have been transferred; but, also, that there 
was a new arrest procedure instituted requiring security 
forces to notify the ICRC, the Government's Human Rights 
Commission, and the family following an arrest, and we 
understand these procedures are being implemented. 


A Special Investigations Unit is being established 
to focus on crimes of political violence. 


‘ The number of press-reported incidents of politi- 
cal violence, which declined from an average of 177 per 
month in the first half of 1983 to 104 in the second half of 
that year, has been at 100 or below for the first four 
months -- excuse me, for the first three. Revise that: Has 
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been at 100 or below for three of the first four months of 
this year. I don't know which three. 


Disappearances, which averaged 39 per month last year, 
have dropped sharply to 18 per month this year. And activi- 
ty by the two most prominent death squads, the Maximiliano 
Hernandez Martinez Brigade and the Secret Anti-Communist 
Army, which targeted a number of academic and labor figures 
last year, is down dramatically this year. 


So, again, we believe that real progress has been 
made and will continue to be made. 


Q Can we have a copy of that also? 
A Sure. 


Q But now I wonder if I could repeat my 
question -- 


A Well, I'm not going to try to give you a 
historical analysis. 


Q No, no. 


A The focus will be on improvement in the 
situation and on the future. 


Q Could I just follow, just once; make just one 
more stab -- 


A Why not. 


Q -- and possibly taking it. Thank you. If 
it's true that the focus is on the future, nevertheless, an 
analysis of the past would be helpful in focusing on that. 


It was Jorge Santayana that said that said "Those 
who do not remember the past are condemned to relive it,” I 
believe. 


a Let's get the question out. 


Q The question is simply this: A year ago this 
kind of report the Administration could not have accepted as 
-- based’on its awn statements at the time as representing 
an accurate picture of the situation in El Salvador, and I 
want to know whether the State Department has changed its 
mind. 
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a I'm not going to try to address it in those 
terms. 


Q Do you expect that the human rights reforms 
will be the chief topic of the meeting today with the 
Secretary and President Duarte? 


M I don't know what will be the chief topic. 
Why don't you ask Mr. Duarte when he comes down. 


Q Alan, did Amnesty International make any 
Outcry when Ernesto Liebas (sp?) was murdered in cold blood in 
El Salvador by the so-called human rights group called The 
Left? 


A Don't know, Joe. : . 


Q You don't know? Well, this is very important 
to put into -- 


A You might want to -- 
Q -- retrospective review, if you will. 


A You might want to check with Amnesty. Jim 
ought to do that, too. 


Q Over the weekend, Israel raided some parts in 
southern Lebanon, I believe, over the Bekaa. Has Israel 
consulted with the United States about these raids, and were 
there any information to justify such raids, and -- 


A As far as any consultation with the United 
States about carrying out such raids, this is -- we were not 
consulted. This is an independent Israeli action, 
obviously. I've seen the reports of the raid; don't have any 
particular comment on them. 


Jim? 


Q Excuse me. Based on your concern for human 
rights, Israel blew up 20 homes in Ayn al-Hilweh and they 
arrested so many people, and they are talking about, oh, at 
least 150 hostages taken in order to force exchange of pri- 
soners with Syria. You have any concern about blowing homes 
of people who have been living in refugee camps, and other 
things which is -- 
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A I think that there was some confusion over 
exactly what happened in those -- at that time, and I'd 
refer you to the guidance we had last week on the subject. 
I don't think we have a definitive readout. But, as I say, 
I think there was some confusion, disagreement among various 
sources as to what actually happened. 


Q Such steps -- I mean, are you concerned about 
such steps which is escalating the situation there in 
southern Lebanon much more than -- 


a I'm not addressing such steps because that 
suggests that I accept what you said as fact, and I don't 
necessary do that, so -- obviously, we're concerned with the 
human rights situation, but in terms of what happened there 
and our response to it, let me refer you to the guidance 
that's in the Press Office. 


Q A prominent student leader disappeared in 
Guatemala City on Friday. Can you -- will you -- can you 
tell us whether Shultz will take this up with the Foreign 
Minister today and could you take a question as to what we 
know about this? His name is Carlos Eduardo Cuevas. 


x I'll look into it. I doubt that we will talk 
about what the Secretary takes up with the Foreign Minister, but 
let me look into it. 


Q Will you have, or do you have now a report on 
the conversation between Secretary Shultz and Foreign 
Minister Mochtar of Indonesia? 

Mn I don't have one. 

Q Will you? 


A I'm not sure that we'll have anything to 
report, Don. I will check and see, but our usual practice 
obviously is not to comment on such conversations. 


Excuse me, one other question. 

Q Alan, back to the Gulf, if I may. Do you 
know of any upgrading of Soviet naval force on the Gulf 
area? 


a I think you'd have to check with the Pentagon 
on that.- , 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:50 p.m.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon all. I have a house- 
keeping announcement, a personnel statement from the 
Secretary and a lean book. 


The reminder is that the list for accompanying 
press, the sign-up sheet for the quick trip to El Salvador 
for the Presidential inauguration there, comes down at noon 
tomorrow. 


The personnel announcement is a statement by the 
Secretary, an announcement by the Secretary, in his name: 
"Air Force Lieutenant General John T. Chain, Jr. <= that's 
C-H-A-I-N, Jr. -= has agreed to take over as Director of the 
Bureau of Politico-Military Affairs, effective July 1." 


"General Chain, who is currently the Air Force's 
Deputy Chief of Staff for Plans and Operations, brings with 
him a wealth of knowledge and experience, and I look forward 
to working very closely with him." This is the announcement 
in the name of the Secretary. 


The Secretary goes on: “I want to express my 
great admiration and gratitude to Admiral John Howe for the 
outstanding service he has performed as Director of 
Politico-Military Affairs over the past two years. Admiral 
Howe has served with distinction, and I wish him every suc- 
cess as he returns to his naval duties." That's an announce- 
ment in the words of Secretary Shultz. 


You spell "Chain® as in command? 


Spell it C-H-A-I-N. 


As “Chain* in command. 


Q 

A 

Q But not as in "command?" (Laughter) 

Q 

° Do you have a biographical sketch there you 


can hand out? 


h Yes, I do. Sure. Well, it's a DOD 
biography which you can get from the Press Office after- 
wards. General Chain has a very distinguished career. 








Served in Vietnam, among other places; flew 225 hours out of 
Tan Son Nhut Air Base. He's a master perachutist, he's made 
66 jumps and he‘s got a lot of other very impressive 
biographical data. 


Q He'll need all of that. (Laughter) 

Q On that same subject -- 

a That same subject -- parachuting? (Laughter) 
Q This is a civilian operation here? 


on This is a civilian operation here, that's 
right. This is a civilian operation. 


Q Why does the Secretary choose to have two 
military officers successively running that Politico-Military 
Bureau? 


Bs I think that clearly Admiral Howe's service 
in that position has been extremely impressive. The 
Secretary has remarked upon that, and he's chosen a very 
impressive military-oriented successor for an assignment 
which obviously works very closely with the military. 


Q Could we anticipate that we'll have the 
same warm relationship with the incoming man as we had with 
the -- 

Q Outgoing? (Laughter) 

A As always, this entire department is conm- 


mitted to the speediest dissemination of facts in as forth- 
coming and fulsome manner as possible. 


Q Check the definition of "fulsome." 
(Laughter) 

Q I'm just waiting for you to get struck by 
lightning. (Laughter) 

hn Okay, that's all for today. 

Q Can you bring us up to speed on the diplo- 


matic efforts in the Persian Gulf? 
A Continuing. Assistant Secretary Murphy is 


in Saudi Arabia. I do not have any indication that he will 
make any other calls in the area before he returns to 


ae 





Washington. Don't have a return date for you to Washington. 
I think he saw King Pahd this morning. 


Q And did he deliver a letter? 


A I'm not going to get into the question of 
Presidential letters, Jim. I mean, try the White House, but 
I think they will be as forthcoming as I am on that. 


Q Some Saudi officials have been saying that 
they will take care of the defense of the kingdom by then- 
selves and will not require any outside help. Is that in 
line with the way this Administration would like to see 
things happen? 


os There's been no change in the way we've 
been tackling this serious problem. Now our accent is on 
Giplomacy. As we've said before, no specific offer of mili- 
tary assistance or assistance in the security area has been 
made and no such request has been made of us. 


Having said all that, we have discussed with 
various Gulf States over a period of weeks security problems 
in the area, but basically there's no change. 


Q John, in a more general sense, not specifi- 
cally related to the attacks in the Gulf of recent, in the 
last couple weeks, has there been an exchange with Saudi 
Arabia on additional Saudi military equipment requests, 
separate for a moment from the question of assistance with 
U.S. personnel or anything like that? Speaking of equipment 
requests, for example, have they renewed the request for the 
strength -- for the Stingers or other -- 


os I don't have anything on Stingers for you, 
cr on any specifics. I'm sure that talks continue with the 
Saudis. I would expect them to continue routinely on the 
question of Saudi defense requirements, but I'm not aware of 
anything specific at the moment. 


Q There's no decision-making process at the 
moment or at the verge of conclusion, let's say, with regard 
to -- 


h No, not that I can give you. Don't have 
anything on it. 


Q Do you have the name of the British delega- 
tion that's due here, or are they here already? 








Mh I do, Bernie. I*wve got them here. On our 
side, the U.S. team will be led by Deputy Assistant 
Secretary Placke, and Deputy Director Kanter of PM. The U.K. 
team will be led by Keith Haskell -— H-A-S-K-E-L-L -- who's the 
head of the Middle East Department at the Foreign Office. 


I do have a full list of the participants. You 
can get them from the Press Office afterwards. 


Q When is this going to be? 


hs They are meeting today and tomorrow, Don, 
and it's part of a continuing discussion on issues of mutual 
interests related to security in the Gulf. That's about the 
extent of what I have. 


Q Is that here? 
y Yes, here in the State Department. 
Q Will Ambassador Fairbanks be part of those 


talks, John? 


A I don't think so. He's certainly not 
listed as participating. 


Q Is this being done because of the recent 
threat to shipping in the Gulf -- these talks? 


y I can't tell you because I don't know. I can't 
tell you when this meeting was scheduled, Greg. I don't 
know. 


Q John, can you tell if the security in the 
Gulf has been raised during the meeting of the Joint 
Committee, the U.S.-Jordanian Joint Committee? 


as I do not know the answer to that question. 
I would think it would be very likely it that it would be 
raised, but I don't know specifically the answer to that 
question but I wouldn't see why it wouldn't be. 


Q Is there any thought of going to Congress 
and asking approval for a Stinger sale -- renewing the Saudi 
issue -- but only for use in the Gulf to escape the -- 


os Don't have anything for you on that, Bill. 
Can't take that any further for you. 


Q Anything on Mr. Sakharov's situation? 





A No, nothing fresh today. 


Q John, could I ask 4 couple about the 
Salvador joint communique that was issued yesterday between 
the U.S. and El Salvador? 


A You can although basically the briefings on 
President Duarte's visit were at the White House. 


QO I was just curious to know, do you -= are 
there many occasions on which the U.S. signs joint com- 
muniques between the President of the United States and a 
man who is not the president of another country? 


A Well, I think that's a little hair- 
splitting. I mean, he's about to be president of the 
country. 

Q If President Reagan -- would it be -- would 


it have been all right for an American president-elect to sign 
a joint communique with El Salvador? 


A It would be all right with me, (Laughter) 
but I guess you would have to consult the Constitutional experts. 
But I wouldn't personally object to it. 


--MORE-- 





Q I have another question. The communique re- 
ferred to “military assistance to defend against violence 
of the extreme right." In what way does the United States 
envision its military assistance to El Salvador being used 
by President Duarte's government -- 


A That's in the communique? You're quoting 
from the communique? 


Q It's from the communique -- it's from one of 
the three points that were major objectives that were 
listed. 


n I guess I'll stay away from interpreting the 
communique. 
Q John, following on that, last week in the 


briefing, following the visit of President de la Madrid, a 
senior official who deals with Latin American affairs in 
particular, when asked about a joint communique, he said 
it was not normal nor traditional practice for us to 

issue joint communigques. Why was it done this time? 


M Don't know. I can't explain why he would say 
such a thing. I mean, I just don't understand that 
statement. 


Q Well, if you go back, it's a very relevant -- 
A O.K. But I mean I can't answer the question. 


Q Do you have any comment or response to the 
appeal by a number of leaders from different parts of the 
world for the United States and other nuclear-weapons powers 
to stop the production and deployment and I think whatever 
else they call for? 


os Well, it's basically a freeze; they're asking 
for a freeze. The United States respects the sincerity of 
purpose and commitment to peace of the six world statesmen 
who have issued that Joint Declaration. We also fully share 
the primary objective of the declaration -- that there never be 
another world war. This has been an overriding goal of U.S. 
foreign policy since 1945, and remains our top priority today. 


Arms control can play a vital role in this pro- 
cess. Accordingly, we call once again on the Soviet Union 
to join in negotiations for real reductions in nuclear 
weapons. It is unconscionable that the Soviets continue to 
boycott negotiations unless they are in effect granted a 
veto power over NATO's security decisions. 





In our judgment, however, the specific first step 
proposed in the Joint Declaration -- a comprehensive freeze 
for all nuclear powers -- would not enhance stability or 
reduce the risk of war. It would perpetuate the dangerous 
Gisparities which the massive Soviet nuclear build-up has 
created, and would undercut efforts to move to a more stable 
Strategic balance. Rather than paving the way for reduc- 
tions, it would make achieving them much more difficult. 


Q Copy; please? 
A Sure. 


Q Do you have any comment on the 
Genscher-Gromyko visit yesterday? 


A I don't really think so. I think Mr. 
Genscher spoke directly and effectively in response to Mr. 
Gromyko's criticisms, and we saw nothing that was new or 
particularly constructive in what Mr. Gromyko reportedly had 
to say. 


Q John, the recent developments in U.S.-Soviet 
relations, how do we interpret these? Does that appear to 
reflect, would you say -- could be characterized as reflecting 
a worsening of U.S.-Soviet relations? 


A Well, I think it's unwise to characterize the 
relations from day to day. Clearly, they have been better 
in the past; clearly, they are not particularly good at the 
moment. I think for us to analyze the Soviet motivations, 
though, is probably unwise. I think what we must do is 
continue to base our foreign policy on steadfastness, and 
realism, and strength. 


As you know, we have a variety of offers out on 
the table in various fora, particularly in the nuclear arms 
reduction area; and we think those are offers that the Soviet 
Union should be prepared to talk about at the appropriate 
negotiating tables. 


Q John, do you have any comment on the reports 
from Islamabad that the Soviets completed their control on 
the valley that was the theater of their operations? 


a I do not. I don't know whether we have any 
update on that -- It's Afghanistan, Panjsher Valley. 


No, sorry. 








Q John, referring you to the statement on the 
nuclear freeze that you made -- I may have missed it, but I 
wasn't quite sure I understooc what was unconscionable, the 
boycott or a veto of -- 


A The Soviets’ refusal to discuss at the arms 
control talks. 


Q If I could follow up on that, to this 
Six-nation appeal: as I understand it, they are planning to 
go on to make presertations to the U.S. and the other 
countries, including the Russians, at the United Nations; 
and they are talking about having a summit meeting of their 
own as a step toward trying to negotiate with the nuclear 
powers. 


Given your negative initial reaction to what they 
are proposing in specific, to what extent would the United 
States be willing to negotiate with them, or even talk to 
them, about their ideas regarding what should be done in the 
nuclear field? 


A Well, I don't know that we have any specific 
proposal from them yet to meet, and I guess we would have 
to wait until we get that to see how we would respond. 


As I said, it's not a question of disagreeing with 
them on the goal. We're very much in sympathy with what 
they ultimately want to achieve. It's the tactics; it's the 
freeze-now tactic that we consider to be not practical. 


Q So do you think that the U.S. Government 
would be willing to talk to them? 


a I don't know. I think we have to wait and 
see what request or suggestion they make. 


Q John, on Iran-Iraq: the U.S. emphasis at the 
present time is on negotiations -- diplomacy, I should say -- 
with a view toward defusing. You've been at this now for a 
couple of weeks on a more accelerated tempo. Is there 
anything that you can point to that would produce some sort 
of hope that diplomacy can, in fact, work? 


h Nothing I can tell you, Bernie, except that a 
large number of governments are involved in this, and a 
large number of governments see the point and the validity 
of the arguments that we and others are making in pursuit of 
peaceful resolution of this matter, and all that proceeds 
with vigor. 


\a4 . 








Q John, President Zia, after Vice President 
Bush left his official visit there, said that they had 
agreed to “coordination of our viewpoints on the inter- 
national level." 


Does this translate into policy talks with 
Pakistan on what can be done in the Persian Gulf area toward 
Libya and other Islamic-U.S. relations? 


q Well, the Pakistani Foreign Minister, as you 
know, is here today, and just what the course of his dis- 
cussions with the Secretary, what course they will take, I 
don't know; but I think it would be logical that the Gulf 
issue would be something we would discuss with Pakistan. 

I don't know, as I say, specifically about today's agenda; 
but it seems to me logical that that is a subject that would 
be discussed between Pakistan and ourselves. 


Q Why is there a reluctance to officially 
disclose a Presidential letter to King Fahd? 


a I think, as a matter of general principle, 
Bernie, the White House tends not to discuss Presidential 
correspondence. 


Q John, do you have anything on the article 
that appeared in The Times today about a meeting between 
South Africa and Angola to which it suggests the United 
States was not invited in Lusaka? 





My Very little. Don't-- the meeting was to 
have taken place -- haven't had an opportunity; we assume it 
did, but haven't had an opportunity to discuss that meeting 
with all the parties involved. Our impression is that this 
disengagement continues to proceed, and that there are 
prospects of it being completed in the near future. 


Q Do you know why -- Did the United States have 
an observer at these talks? From what you say, it doesn't 
seem -- 

At this meeting? 
Yes. 


I'm not aware of that. 


Do you know why the United States -- 


rr Oo F-* OO °F 


I do not; no. 
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Q Can you tell us anything about the meeting 
today between the Secretary and representatives of the 
MPC in Namibia, and what that's about? 


A Well, as far as the Secretary is concerned, 
that is a very brief meeting. I think Chet Crocker, 
Assistant Secretary Crocker, is meeting today -- probably has 
already met -- with a delegation of the Namibian Multi-Party 
Conference. I think they are going to see Secretary Shultz 
very briefly later this afternoon. That's really about all 
I have for you in the context of our role in the Namibia 
negotiations. 


We seek to stay in close touch with as many of the 
Namibian parties as possible. And so this is taking place 
within that context. 

MR. ROMBERG: They saw Crocker yesterday. 


Z Oh, Crocker yesterday. Beg your pardon. I'm 
off a day on the meeting with Crocker. 


Q And do you know who the parties are who are 
here -- who are represented? 


f I don't. We can probably get that for you. 

Q And finally, this Times article essentially 
repeats the suggestion that South Africa is kind of going 
off on its own. Do you have any -- 

i No, don't have any basis for believing that. 

Q Okay. And finally, do you have any readout 
on the Guatemalan Foreign Minister's talks with Shultz 
yesterday? 

a I don't, no. I'm sorry. 

Q John, do you have any comment on this report 
attributed to Ha'aretz of Israel, saying that the State 
Department is asking Israel to change the status of the West 
Bank? 

a No, I don't. Haven't seen it. 


Q Nothing whatsoever? Will you take the 
question, please? 











ll 


a I think it's a very fanciful-type report. 


Q Back on that Persian Gulf: Last week when you 
were talking about American diplomatic efforts, you men- 
tioned three things that the United States was doing -- 
expressing its concern, passing messages, and maintaining 
contact. At what point do you think the Ayatollah is going 
to be affected by American concerns? 


a You mean give you the day and the time? 


Q Yes. What is it about your expression of 
concern that you think is going to deter the Ayatollah from 
doing what he is doing? 


h Well, I think it's a question of -- 
I would hope that the arguments of reason and humanity would 
prevail. Ships are getting attacked; people are getting 
injured; and the outcome of what seems to be happening is 
not beneficial to either side. 


Q And you think he will be persuaded by the 
force of your logic? 


ns Whether he would be or not is no argument, it 
seems to me, for not attempting to persuade him, hopefully, 
of logic. 


Q And presuming, just for the sake of argument 
here, that it doesn't succeed? (Laughter) What then is the 
United States prepared to do? 


a Well, I think we won't predict the end of the 
Giplomatic initiative. We are sturdy and patient, and we 
will continue to work at it. 


Q John, there haven't been any attacks on ships 
since Friday. 


A That's right. 

Q Do we read anything into this? 

A I think it's a little early to read anything. 
Obviously, one is grateful that there have not been more 
attacks, but I think it's a little early to draw 
conclusions. 

Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:32 p.m.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: I have a couple of announcements up 
front. Available in the Press Office is the prepared statement 
by Deputy Secretary Kenneth Dam before the Senate 
Appropriations Committee, Subcommittee on Foreign Operations. 
That testiony is on the Kissinger Commission Report. 


Secondly, there will be a press briefing on the 
upcoming North Atlantic Council Ministerial Meeting. The 
meeting takes place in the Department May 29-31. The 
briefing will be in this Press Briefing Room Friday, May 25, 
at 2:30. 


And a statement on the trip that the Secretary of 
State has asked the Attorney General to undertake -- the 
Secretary has asked Attorney General William French Smith to 
head the U.S. Delegation to the Second International 
Conference on Assistance to Refugees in Africa. That will 
take place in Geneva, July 9-11. This conference will under- 
take a wide-ranging review of the needs and impact of the 
more than 2,000,000 refugees in Africa, out of the world total 
of some 7,000,000 refugees. The first such conference took 
place in Geneva in 1981, at which time Ambassador Kirkpatrick 
headed the U.S. Delegation. 


The Secretary of State is delighted that Attorney 
General Smith has accepted this assignment. The Attorney 
General has been the principal Administration spokesman in 
the annual Congressional consultations on refugees. The 
appointment of a Cabinet minister to head our delegation to 
the conference affirms the importance that the President 
and the Secretary of State attach to sustaining our commitment to 
join with other nations in assisting refugees in Africa. 


In 1984, U.S. contributions to African refugee 
assistance will be not less than $75 million in multilateral 
and bilateral aid, including Food for Peace, and obviously 
beyond that there is the U.S. food aid for drought victims in 
Africa. * 





That's all I have for you. 
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Q John, do you have any comment on the acquittal 
in El Salvador of the officer accused of the murder of the 
labor advisers? 


A Yes, I do. A Salvadorar court has decided 
that the time for submitting additional evidence in this case 
has elapsed, resulting in the dismissal of the charges 
against Lt. Lopez Sibrian. Lt. Lopez Sibrian has been 
charged in the murders of Michael Hammer, Mark Pearlman, and 
Rodolfo Viera. This is not a final disposition of the case. 
There are serious grounds for questioning the most recent 
court action under Salvadoran law, and the United States is 
informed that the Attorney General of El Salvador will file 
an appeal. We are confident that the Salvadoran authorities 
will pursue this case vigorously. 


Q Copy? 
Sure. 


A 

Q Based on what? 

My On the grounds I've just outlined. 
Q 


What is the status of the man who was supposed 
to testify against Lopez Sibrian, Captain Avila? He was 
reportedly released about six weeks ago over U.S. objections. 


x I don't have anything on that, Jim. 
Q You have nothing? 
A No. 


What does this say to you about the chances 
for a fair trial for the National Guardsmen accused in the 
murder of the churchwomen? 


a Well, as you know, that trial was to have 
started -- and I assume may now have done <-- this morning. 
We have fragmentary reports that the appropriate number of 
jurors are present, and so presumably, the case.began this 
morning, but I don't have any comment on it while it's under- 
way. 


-Q Will you release -~- upon a verdict in that 
case, will you then release the Tyler report? 
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A As we have said, Judge Tyler's report was not 
released earlier for fear that it would prejudice the outcome 
of the case. 

Q When will you consider the -- 


A I don't know when, Jim, but what we have said 
on that stands. 


Marvin? 
Q Where is Murphy? 


A Well, he may be back today; may be back. Don't 
have a precise time, but might be back. 


Q He's still in Saudi Arabia? 

m Well, I think he's on his way back. 
Q That was the only place? 

A That was the only place. 


Q Can you tell us anything about the meeting 
yesterday with the British team? 


A I really can't, Jim, no. Don't have anything 
on that. 


Sorry, Marvin, Cut you off at the pass. 

Q On El Salvador and aid, would the 
Administration be willing to abandon its effort to get aid 
for the Contras as a way of assuring that it will get the aid 
for El Salvador? 


A I haven't heard any such suggestion. The 
Administration's position on that is fairly clear and firm. 


Q What is that? 


A That the aid is necessary, and the 
Administration still is arguing very strongly for it. 


.Q For, the aid to the Contras? 
A Of course. 


Q Why is it considered that necessary? 
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A Oh, I don*t think I need to go over the ground 
again. The President has talked about it at length; the 
Secretary of State has talked about it at length. It's an 
important aspect of our foreign policy. And the Secretary 
and the President are arguing strongly for it. 


Q Is the idea that it would be better for the 
Administration to lose on both than to gain one? 


A I don't think the Administration is 
conducting the campaign it is conducting in the belief that 
it will lose. I think the *4ministration is conducting a 
campaign to win, given the importance of these funds. 


Q On both? 

A Certainly that is the effort. 

Q Do you have any explanation for why the 
President indicated yesterday that he had been misinformed 
about the amount of money available to the Contras? 

a No, I don't. 

Q Do you have anything today, on the same area, 
on the collapse of the peace commission in Guatemala and the 
recent disappearances of student leaders there? 

a No, I don't. 

Q Do you have anything on the arrest of a 
Hungarian nationalist in Czechoslovakia that took place last 
week? 

Mn I think we had something on that yesterday. 
Why don't you check with the Press Office. One out of the 
three. 


Q Do you have anything on reports that the 
Soviets may be seeking a truce in Afghanistan? 


A No, don't. 

, 
How about the defection of the Afghan Charge? 
No, I don't. 


Can we have a copy of the answers? 


> & eS 


(Laughter) I'm sorry. 





Q On the Euromissiles, the President made a 
reference yesterday about the smaller country who could 
follow Holland, if they decided not to deploy. Do you know 
what country he meant? 


A Well, I think there have been some mistaken 
assertions that the President was referring to Belgium. That 
is not correct. It's a complete misreading of the 
President's remarks. The United States Government is well 
aware that the Government of Belgium is carrying out its 
commitments under the 1979 decision -- that's the dual-track 
decision. The U.S. Government recognizes the great impor- 
tance of these commitments and has full confidence that the 
Government of Belgium will continue to carry them out. 


The President's remarks did not refer to other 
INF-basing countries, but rather to certain well-known 
political debates in non-basing countries. 


Q John, do you have any comment on the stories 
coming frequently from the Middle East that Israel gave a 
guarantee not to attack the pipeline project supposed to be 
extended between Karkuk and Aqaba, I think, in Israel? 


on Don't have anything specifically on guaran- 
tees, but there was some guidance on pipeline plans and 
thinking a few days ago, and you can pick that up in the 
Press Office. 


Q John, do you have any comment on the Kuwaiti 
Oil Minister Ali al-Khalifa, when he said that the Arab 
States are astonished that the United States has adopted an 
attitude of “spectator” -- 


A Attitude, sorry, of what? 


Q -- of “spectator” with regard to the Iraq-Iran 
war. 


A No, I don’t have any comment on that specific 
alleged statement, but I think the position of the United 
States on the Iran-Iraq War has been clear, is clear, and 


continues. There is no change in it. ‘ 


Q Why the Arab countries consider you as 
"spectator"? I mean, they don't know that you are involved in 
diplomatic -- vigorous, as you said, diplomatic -- 





A Oh, I think they are well aware of our 
involvement in vigorous diplomatic activity, along with many 
others. 


Q John, the President said that progress was 
being made in negotiations with the Soviet Union, but didn't 
say what particular negotiations. Do you have a rundown on 
those? 


os I think I'll stand by what the President said. 
Q On the subject of what the President said, 
he gave me, at least, a distinct impression that he was 
talking about other smaller countries which were scheduled to 
take the missiles, not about which were discussing them. 


Can you tell me, apart from Belgium and the 
Netherlands, what other small countries are scheduled to take 
nN Might have a chat about that afterwards. 


Q I'd rather have a chat now while -— Since he 
was -- 


A No chat now. 
Q Since he was ON THE RECORD, and since he <-- 


A No. Well, ON THE RECORD, I have nothing to 
add to what the President said. 


-- MORE -- 





Q John, when was the last incident in the 
Persian Gulf? 


A I think Friday. 
Last Friday? 

Yeah. 

Nothing since then? 


Nothing since then. 
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What sort of interpretation do you put on 
that? 


A I think we would be cautious in making 
interpretations. Obviously, the fact that there hasn't been 
another attack is welcomed by the governments involved, and 
certainly by the people who are sailing on those ships. But 
I think it's a little premature to draw sweeping 
conclusions. 


Q John, this morning, at least our time, the 
President of Iraq, Saddam Husayn, is quoted by the Iraqi 
News Agency as saying -- as announcing, they say -- that 
Iraq will soon possess weapons capable of destroying Kharg 
Island and saying Iraq will not go back on its decision to 
tighten the seige on Kharg Island and strike at any tanker 
within the prohibited zone Iraq has set. 


Q Do you have any idea what kind of weapons 
he's talking about? 


nN No. 


Q Is the United States doing anything to pre- 
vent Irag from acquiring more devastating weapons than it 
already has? 


A I think the United States already has done a 
great deal in terms of talking with Allies and pointing out 
the considerable dangers of arms flow to both Iran and Iraq, 
as you know. 


Q In the past, though, I think that you or Alan 
had made a distinction between the energy with which the 
U.S. was pursuing this question of weapons regarding Iran 





and the somewhat lesser energy regarding Iraq. 


A Well, I think there's a little misunder- 
Standing about that. It's not a question of “lesser energy." 
The position of the United States is absolutely clear, that 
it does not itself supply arms to either Iran or Iraq. I 
think that the point -- I should not interpret what Mr. 
Romberg has said, but - 





Q What is the State Department position anyway? 


A I think the point that has been made is, 
despite that even-handed approach, we are particularly and 
would be particularly concerned about additional arms flow 
to Iran because Iraq, after all, is a country which has said 
it would sit down and talk about peaceful resolution of the 
matter. . 


There has been no such indication from Iran. 
Quite the counter, and so Iran is particularly intransigent. 
So obviously one has a special concern about Iran acquiring 
such weapons. 


Q Well, at this particular moment, Iraq, at 
least -- judging by this report from the Iraqi News Agency -- is 
more concerned with not sitting down but destroying the oil- 
loading facilities in Iran. 


A Well, I don't <= I mean, I don't want to 
interpret what the Iragis say from day to day. But perhaps 
they are exhibiting frustration. 

Q John, what's your reading of -- I'm sorry. 


Q What do you mean by that? 


A Perhaps they're exhibiting frustration 
because nothing has happened on the Iranian side. 


Q What is your reading of the visit to Tehran 
cy Khaddam? 


A Nothing on that. Nothing on that. I've seen 
the same reports you have. 


Q Would you see it as a positive or as a negative, 
Or do you have any indications as to what -- 


A I guess it would depend on how the visit 
turns out. It could be a positive development. 





Q Do you have any information to confirm the 
reports that the Iranians in the Bekaa Valley area had 
already left the area there? 


A No, I don't have anything on that tor you. 


Q A couple of stories from the Middle East. 
One from Tel Aviv saying that the United States postponed 
Or withdrew secretly its plan to finance what was called the 
Jordanian Rapid Deployment Force, task force, or whatever, 
this year. Do you have any comment or statement to this 
effect? 


A As you know, that's a classified program. 
The Administration has requested Congress to defer action 
without prejudice on that classified item*in the Fiscal '84 
Defense Supplemental. Our request to Congress followed 
close consultation and agreement between the Governments of 
the United States and Jordan. It was agreed that the 
program should be reviewed again and its costs re-estimated. 


The United States expects to continue to work 
closely with Jordan on peace and security issues of mutual 
interest. Our relationship continues to be close and 
cooperative as btefitting friends. 

Q Can we get a copy of that? 

A Sure. 


Q When did the Administration request Congress 
to defer this? 


A I don't have a date on this, Don. 


Q Can you find out? 

4 Could try to get something for you, sure. 

Q What's the reason -- 

Q Is that part of the same decision as the 
Stinger? 

a On this particular question? As I say, we're 


going to continue to talk about it with Jordan and that 
decision -- but I don't want to mislead you. I don't want to 
Suggest that it may not be resubmitted. But the fact is 
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that following that consultation, it's agreed that the 
program should be reviewed and its costs re-estimated. 


Q John, what's the matter with the costs? Why 
do they have to be re-estimated? 


A I assume both sides felt that it would be a 
good thina to take another look at it. 


Q Yeah, but what -- 
A I don't have any more light on it. 


Q Both sides meaning Jordan and the U.S., not 
Congress and the -- 


A Jordan and the U.S., sure.- 


Q Don's question, don't you have a reason to 
offer about why “defer?” 


A It's a matter of consultation between the 
Governments of Jordan and the United States. 


Q I heard you. But is there a reason? 

A We're looking at the costs; taking another 
look at it. 

Q Was there advice from any of the 


appropriations committees that the matter might fall on hard 
times? 


A Not that I'm aware of, Bernie. 


Q John, is that why the Commander-in-Chief of 
the Jordanian Army is here -=- one of the reasons? 


ay No, I don't think so. It may well have been 
discussed while he was here, but I do not think that was the 
reason for his being here. I think that was a visit that 
was scheduled as part of a routine series of consultations. 


Q John, can't you -- 


Q Did the Jordanians initiate that decision, 
John? ; 


a Don't -=- can't tell you how the initiative 
was taken. 
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Q Had the Israelis been objecting to it, the 
way that they were objecting to the Stingers or was the 
objection, or the -- you know, the Israeli position on that 
that was more give-and-take -- 


A Looks like you'll have to ask the Israelis. 
Q What was their position about -- 

A You'll have to ask the Iraelis. 
Q 


I want to ask a second question about another 
report. 


Q Same question. Is it that Jordan took the 
initiative to drop out, or has the U.S. décided to lean on 
Jordan because of the King's observations about U.S. policy? 


A Just don't have anything, Bernie, on how this 
was decided. 


Q John, was the consultation process also 
including Israel on this decision? 


A Don't have anything for you on our talks with 
Israel. 


Q John, can you characterize the U.S.-Pakistan 
consultations that took place yesterday, and particularly if 
it has any bearing on the Middle East situation? 


Ay I really can't. I don't have a readout on 
Pakistan. Is there any after-the-fact oriefing? Afraid I 
don't, Spence, no. 


Q Follow up to that? Yesterday, the man who's 
in charge of the Pakistani nuclear program, Abdul Qader 
Khan, published an article in a thing called The Defense 
Journal in which he said that Pakistan has now made tremen- 
dous nuclear breakthroughs, especially in the uranium 
enrichment process, and that it is now possible, theoreti- 
cally possible, for Pakistan to produce not only atomic but 
hydrogen weapons. Do you have anything on that? 





A No, not beyond what we have said earlier 
about nuclear development in Pakistan, but nothing new. 


Q No concern about that? 
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A Well, concern, but I think you will find in 
our earlier statements that concern underlined. 


Q John, I want to go back to the second report 
from the Middie East, and I think this might require that 
you read the whole item in the FBIS today on Page F-: about 
the new Middle East peace initiative that might be under- 
taken and it will be made public after the Israeli 
elections. 


A By whom? 
Q The United States and -- 


A Be glad to read it, but I would look with 
skepticism on such -- 


Q Austria -- with the blessing the EEC. If you 
can look through the whole details of that and give -- 


A I'll take a look at it, but I think I'd 
steer you away from any suggestion -- 


Q Anything on the Philippines today? Anything 
on the Philippines today? 


fa No, I do not, Jim. Sorry. 


Q You never have made any comment about the 
Philippine election, have you? 


fy No. Still waiting for those official results. 


Q When the official returns come some year, are 
you going to comment on it? (Laughter) 


A Well, we'll wait and see when we get then. 


Q John, when will the text of the nuclear 
materials agreement with China be made public? 


as Anybody got any light on that? Don't have a 
date, sorry. $ 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:30 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon all. I have a 
couple of announcements up front. 


Available in the Press Office is the prepared 
statement by Deputy Secretary Kenneth Dam before the Senate 
Committee on Commerce, Science and Transportation. The 
testimony is on domestic content legislation. 


Also available are the remarks by Deputy 
Assistant Secretary for European Affairs Mark Palmer yester- 
day before the US-USSR Trade and Economic Council Meeting. 
The topic covered was U.S.-Soviet relations. 


I have a statement on the Salvadoran court ver- 
dict. The Department of State is pleased that justice has 
been done in the case of the four murdered American church- 
women in El Salvador. The administration of justice is an 
integral part of the building of democratic institutions. 
This case demonstrates that the civilian justice system can 
work in El Salvador. The United States is fully committed 
to assisting the Government of El Salvador in the 
strengthening of the Salvadoran judicial system. 


We're also pleased to announce that the report of 
Judge Harold R. Tyler on this case was declassified this 
morning. The Department of State classified the report when 
it was received last December because we did not want to 
risk prejudicing the Salvadoran judicial process. At that 
time we expressed our intention to declassify the report 
once a verdict was handed down. Copies of Judge Tyler's 
report have been sent to the families today. ‘concerned com- 
mittees of Congress to whom copies of the report were made 
available on a classified basis have been informed of the 
declassification. Copies for the press will be available in 
the Press Office, we hope, shortly after the conclusion of 
this briefing. 


I should note that you will observe in that 
report that there is a deletion to a footnote and to an 
annex. The material deleted contains the names of FBI offi- 
cers, officials -- agents who were involved in compilation 
of the report -- and two other sources which must remain 
confidential. That is the only deletion from the report. 

So that's -- 








Q Copies? 
x Sure. That's all I have for you. 
Q On that -- on a parallel issue -- do you 


have any comment on the House action on the Salvaaur aid 
bills -- or the Central American aid bills? 


A The -- which action? 

Q In which the 62 million was approved but 
not the Nicaraguan funds. 

A No. No, I don't, Jim. Not in this 
case. 

Q John, is the Department satisfied that 


justice has been served, complete, in El Salvador in the 
nuns’ case or would it support an inquiry into possible 
higher-up involvement to support those allegations? 


x Well, there are charges of complicity, and 
without pronouncing on those charges, those charges cer- 
tainly merit further consideration. 


Embassy Officials, I think, have discussed with 
President-elect Duarte the report. I do not believe he in 
fact has received a copy of the report, but we certainly 
will make that report available to him and we'll discuss 
with the Salvadoran Government the various charges and alle- 
gations and comments that are being made. 


Q You have no position at this point? Isn't 
there a valid -- 


A No, not at this point. But certainly the 
allegations that are being made, as I say, are certainly 
worthy of further discussion and we're prepared to go into that. 


Q There's no fear then that release of the 
Tyler report now could prejudice possible future judicial 
action against those who may be accused of covering up? 
(Laughter. ) 


I don't mean that as facetiously as it might 
sound. 


A I think insofar as the judicial action that 
is being completed -- and, at least, in it's primary form, 
in that the five have been found guilty -- we are not con- 
cerned that the report prejudices the outcome of that par- 
ticular trial. 








Jim? 


Q But, surely, the Salvadoran authorities 
have seen it already. 


A I do not know whether the Salvadoran 
authorities have seen it. I do not think President-elect 
Duarte has seen it in its entirety. I don't know. 


Q How come? 

A I don't know. That's classified 
information. 

Q Well, he would have been an interested 


party; right? 


X I can't answer that question as to why he 
has not seen the full report, but I think the issue of 
Classification may have something to do with it. 


Q Has President Magana seen the report? 


A I do not believe that he has, but I cannot 
of my own knowledge answer that question; but I think the 
same provision would apply. 


Q John, President Duarte at his press con- 
ference said that he will not have any investigation of a 
cover-up because he's already made his own investigation and 
knows that General Vides Casanova was not involved. So 
you're saying that you think it is worth discussing further? 


A Weil, I think that President-elect Duarte 
was referring to a specific period when he was himself 
personally involved in the matter; and, clearly, he said 
what he said in connection with that. 


I'm not leading you in one way or another; but if 
there are continuing allegations, I do not think that we 
would feel inhibited about raising them with the Salvadoran 
Government. 


Q Has the U.S. Administration considered that 
file of this case is now closed after this conviction? 

A I'm sorry. That the file <= ? 

Q Is closed for good now as the conviction 


had been upheld? 





A Well, I don't want to interpret the 
Salvadoran law. There are certain steps that the defense 
may take. I think they may file an appeal. I think it 
has to be filed within three days. And there are certain 
actions that the defense, presumably, could take. 


And then insofar as other allegations of other 
involvement, as I say, we would be prepared to discuss those. 


Q Can you just pin those other allegations 
down for those of us who have not seen the report? It's 
been suggested that Judge Tyler did say that Vides Casanova 
may have been involved in the cover-up. Is that the issue 
we're talking about? 


A I think what we'll let you do is read the 
report and then be prepared to answer any questions about it 
later this afternoon after you have had a chance to look at 
it rather than my attempting to paraphrase the report. 


Q As I understand it, under Salvadoran law 
the verdict itself can't be appealed but the sentence can be 
appealed; is that correct? Or are you saying that there is -- 


A I think that is correct, Jim, but let me 
hasten to say that I really am not going to try to interpret 
the Salvadoran law; but I think that your assessment is 
correct. 


Q John, you said in your statement that this 
case demonstrates that the civilian judicial system in El 
Salvador can work. 


A Yes. 


Q You're not holding up the way this case 
was handled as an example of a good civilian judicial system 
in El Salvador? 


A I'm saying that it has taken a long time 
and that it's been a terrible ordeal for a lot of people. 
It's a very good thing that you now have a verdict, and this 
particular instance shows that, as we have consistently 
said, the system surely is lacking in efficiency as we see 
it and as we would like to see it; but, despite the ordeal 
that we've all gone through on this particular case, the 
outcome proves that the system can work. 


Q It eventually can come to a conclusion. 





A Well, in this cse it has been made to work. 


Q Has there been a certification sent to 
Congress or what do you have to do to free up that money 
for the aid? 


AB I don’t know that certification is 
necessary, Bernie. I think that it becomes automatically 
available. And that was in the amount of 19 million 
dollars, something like that. 


Q Do you have anything on the Stinger sale to 
the Saudis? 


A Yes, I do. 


The Saudi Arabian Government has never withdrawn 
its request for Stinger missiles. The Administration is 
actively considering the sale of Stinger missiles to Saudi 
Arabia. We have been in contact with the Congressional 
leacership on this subject. No final decision has been 
made, and won't get into any further details until a final 
decision has been made. 


Q When do you expect a final decision to be 
made? 

any Can't give you a time on that, Ralph. 

Q Would you expect a letter to be sent from 


the Pentagon in the very near future? 


A I think this is a decision in which, 
Clearly, the President would be involved. Just what the 
mechanism would -- I guess you'd have to wait for the deci- 
sion first to find out what transmittal might be required. 


Just how it will go forward, if it goes forward, 
I can't tell you, Ralph. 


Q What about the Jordanian request? Have 
they withdrawn it or is it still on? 

A The Jordanian request -- 

Q Request for Stingers? 

aN -- for -- 

Q Stingers? 

nN -- Stingers? 





MR. ROMBERG: (inaudible) 


a Yes. I think we gave you something on that 
a month or two ago and that we pulled that back. 

Q John, you're saying -- 

Q Well, this -- 

Q -- that no decision was made. 

, No final decision. 

Q No final decision. 


A I mean I'm not steering you away. I'm not 
suggesting that the Administration isn't seriously looking 
at it. I don't mean to suggest that at all. 


Q Because the answer which was prepared and 
available yesterday came much closer to saying that, in 
fact, the Administration is going to go ahead. 


M I can't recall the answer that was prepared 
yesterday, but today's answer is a very good one. 
(Laughter. ) 


Q John, do you have anything to substantiate 
the Iragi claims (that) they hit two ships today? 

Q And a third claim, John -- 

Q Yes. 

Q -- that another ship hit on the Western 


side of the Gulf. 


A No. I don't have anything to substantiate 
the Iragi claims that they hit something. There was some 
evidence of Iragi air activity at the time; but as to what, 
if anything, was hit, we're unable to confirm. 


On the latest report, I think it probably is 
fairly good information that a Liberian tanker was hit, pro- 
bably about 10 o'clock this morning our time, by an Iranian 
F<4. I think that a Saudi plane or planes scrambled, chased 
the Iranian plane to I guess the mid-point <= the mid-line. 
No contact that we're aware of. 


First reports seem to suggest -- do suggest that 
the Liberian registered ship is sinking; and there were 
reports, I think, that the crew had abandoned the ship but 
there are later reports that that’s not so. So I can't 


really question it. 





Q Do you know where the ship was when it was 
hit? 


A I don't have a position. We may be able to 
do a little better for you on that during the -- 





Q Was it off the Saudi coast or -- 

A It was on the Western side of the Gulf. 

Q But you don't know off where -- 

A I don't know how far off the coast. 

Q What is the attitude of the United States 


toward this latest exchange of attacks @ shipping in the 
Persian Gulf? 


4 Well, it underlines, ciearly, the need for 
a peaceful settlement of this problem. 


--MORE-- 
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Q What is being done to help bring that about? 


A Continuing with our vigorous round of 
diplomacy. 


Q John, what conclusion do you draw that 
the Saudis have twice now scrambled to intercept or pursue 
Iranian aircraft, and twice have not caught up with then, 
apparently? 


A I think I would defer to the military 
experts and see what they would say about that. I mean, 
I can just give you the facts, but it is a very short 
distance across the Gulf. 


Q Was the tanker leaving or arriving or 
coming into the Gulf? 


4 I don't know, Jim. I say, we might be able 
to improve a little on the information during the day. 


Q Can I go back to the Stingers for Saudi 
Arabia? Is the Administration going to go through the 
request in the normal procedure or is the President going to 
be using some extraordinary or emergency power, since it is 
related to the emergency situation in the Gulf? The report 
says - 


A Why don't we wait until the President makes 
his decision and then I am sure part and parcel of that 
decision would be how. 


Q Bearing in mind that the request, the first 
request, was withdrawn, based on the Israeli lobby objec- 
tion, what do you expect to have, an easy going with the 
Israeli lobby about the Stingers to Saudi Arabia now in this 
case? 


A I told you, that is, I think, one of the 
reason -=- not one of the reasons -- but what is happening 
is the fact that the Administration is conferring on the 
Hill now with those people. 


Q I would like to ask you about the withdrawal 
of the RDF for Jordan. There were reports this morning in 
the papers that the main reason for the withdrawal of -- to 
put it at ease until after the elections -- was the constant 
Israeli lobby objections to it. Will you comment? 








A I would refer you to the language we 
used yesterday, and I would steer you away from the 
thesis you are mentioning. 


Q Do you have any comment on the story in 
the Christian Science Monitor yesterday saying that the 
Saudis are more than furious about the U.S. policy of 
arming the Saudis? 





A - More than furious about our policy of -- ? 


Q About the Administration's policy regarding 
arms sales to Saudi Arabia? 


A The Saudis are furious about our policy 
of arms sales? 


Q Yes. 
A In what respect? 
@) This is the conclusion one comes out of the 


story in the Christian Science Monitor yesterday. 





ey But I mean what aspect of our arms sales? 
What are you suggesting? 


Q In general. It is a -= 


A I don't have any indication the Saudis 
are furious with us. 


Q Filing break? 
A Filing break. 


Q John, on the basis of these new attacks in 
the Persian Gulf, are you saying that there is so far no 
change in American policy? It continues to be diplomacy, 
vigorous diplomacy. 


A That is -- we have consistently said that 
force is clearly undesirable and the resort that is 
least acceptable. The President has said what he has 
said on that issue, and we are engaged in continuing 
diplomatic endeavors. 


Q John, in connection with the Gulf, also, 
do you have any comment on reports that the Soviet Union 
has delivered a series of 50 new SS-13s to Iraq? 
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A No. Saw that -- heard that report, but 
don't have anything at all to confirm that, Ralph. 

Q John, why do you confirm -- 

A Excuse me. 

Q Do you have anything on the reports that 


the U.S. Ambassador in Madrid has filed a protest to the 
Spanish Foreign Minister on the re-exporting of military 
materiel to Iran? 


rN Well, I don't think we should get into 
the details of our diplomatic discussions with Spain, 
but certainly Spain is one of those countries that is 
very much aware -- we have certainly made known to Spain 
our feelings that weapons should not be supplied to 
either side. So the Spanish Government is certainly 
very aware of our feeling on that. 


Q John, do you have anything on the 
reaction of the East Bloc to MBFR today? 

Mh No, I don't. No. 

Q John, is the Stinger the only defense 


system being considered by the President to Saudi Arabia? 


A Well, as you know, in terms of our re- 
lationship with Saudi Arabia, various systems and pieces 
of equipment are being discussed all the time. I am not 
aware of anything else specifically at this time, but I 
don't want to delude you, and I am not suggesting anything 
else is in the works, quite the contrary, but I don't 
want to suggest that there aren't talks going on about 
Other pieces of equipment. 


Q John, can you confirm whether there are 
any joint patrols by the Kuwaitis and the Saudis of the 
Gulf waters? 


A No, I cannot. I guess you would have to 
ask them. 


Q John, about the Gulf, you confirmed just 
now about the Liberian, that the Iranian hit the 
Liberian, and before that, only when the Iranian hit 
something you confirmed it most of the time, while the 
Iraqi, you never confirm it except after a couple of 
days. Why? 











ll 


A Doing the best we can. Giving you the 
information we have got. I have told you, we are aware 
of Iraqi air activity. Not aware, or don't have any 
way to confirm their claims that they hit two ships. 
Maybe they did. Not suggesting that they didn't. Not 
suggesting that they did. It is simply that the re- 
sources available to us are unable to confirm that. 
Today, Our resources were available, were able to con- 
firm the Iranian strike on the Liberian tankers. So, 
giving you the best information we have got. 


Q John, can I ask two questions? On your 
statements on the missiles, what was your first sentence? 
Back here it sounded like you said that it was withdrawn. 





A Never withdrawn. 

Q Okay, thank you. 

A The Saudis have never withdrawn formally 
their request for the Stingers. 

Q Did they ask us if we could reactivate 
it? 

aN I guess we are not going to get into the 
details of our diplomatic exchanges, George. Sorry about 
that. 

Q Sorry, I had one more question, if I 
may? 

Q The Jordanians never withdrew the -- 

A I think we withdrew the Jordanian request 
from the Hill. 





Q Did you have anything on the indictment 
of the terrorists in Israel? 

A No, I don't. Sorry. 

Q Why not? 

A Just one of those bases we didn't get to 


cover. I'm sorry. Let's take a look at it for you. 


Q Do you have anything on the Foley amendment 
that passed last night in the House on forbidding U.S. 
combat troops in or over Nicaragua or El Salvador? 
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A No. The President has made clear the 
United States'* rosition on the dispatch of combat troops 
to Central America. Don't have anything further on that. 


Q You don't consider it unreasonable re- 
straint on the power of the President. 


A Well, I mean, you raise interesting -- 
as you raise it, Jim, yes -- you raise interesting consti- 
tutional questions which undoubtedly you would want to 
pursue, but the President has made clear that there is 
very little possibility that U.S. combat troops would 
in fact, as a matter of pragmatism, be sent to Central 


America. 

Q So I take it the Administration will 
not fight this in the Senate -- in the Congress? 

a I don't have anything on that. 

Q And one other, do you have anything on 


the Senate Intelligence Committee action? 


A Well, that was in a closed, classified 
hearing, so whatever action they took, I guess from our 
point of view, would have to remain classified. 


e) John, do you have a comment today on the 
presence or the visit of Khaddam to Tehran, and in con- 
nection with that perhaps any comment on the oil supply 
to Syria these days? 


A No, don't on the latter, really no 
more on the Syrian initiative or overture or however one 
would characterize it than yesterday. We clearly would 
Support anything that would lead to the de-escalation of 
violence and if Mr. Khaddam's visit had that effect, 
it would be welcome. 


Q But do you have any indication whether -- 
what the thrust is? 

A What has happened? No, I don't. 

Q John, mindful of the fact that you haven't 


made a decision yet on going ahead with the Stinger sale, 
what would be the rationale for it since the Saudis 
already are loaded down with Sidewinders and Sparrows, 
and the means with which to fire them? 











13 


A Well, I am sure that the military justifi- 
cation is one of the arguments that is being weighed, and, 
as I said earlier this week, I think there was nothing 
in the light -- there was nothing extraordinary being talked 
about in light of the Gulf situation, but clearly the 
changed situation in the Gulf, I think, would be something 
that one would take into consideration, while the Stinger 
thing, which, as I say, has been on the stove, perhaps 
not the front boiler all this time, has been under 
consideration. 


Q If the Administration did decide to go 
ahead with the sale, would it do so through the usual 
30-day advance letter, or would the President invoke 
the -- as he has done on a few occasions -- that aspect of 
law which allows immediate shipment? 


a Well, as I say, I think, Bernie, we will 
wait and see what the President's final decision is, and I 
think at that time we would probably be aware of how he 
will proceed. 


Q John, Assistant Secretary of State Elliott 
Abrams delivered a speech on May 2lst to the American-Jewish 
Press Association, and on page 2, in the last paragraph he 
is saying -- and I would like very much your Department 
answer to this -- he says about the anti-Semitism, and 
he says, "On the one hand, and the anti-Semitism of the 
left wing Arab extremists of the Libyan or the PLO variety 
on the other." I would like very much to know, first, if 
there is any evidence to the State Department that there 
is anti-Semitism among the left -- whatever it is -- in 
the Arab World, and, second, if this is a reflection, this 
speech, of all the feelings of the State Department offi- 
cials from the State Department Secretary of State down to 
his department, because it contains so many things which 
really, I would like very much if we could get a chance to 
sit with Mr. Abrams tc discuss these things with him, 
because it is bordering to accusations which are unfounded. 
Please. 


A Let me take -- see what I can do about 
your questions, and I gather the last was a statement, 
and let me take all that and present it to Mr. Abrams 
and see -- 


Q Could you confirm a report coming out 
of Israel that the United States has expressed to Egypt 
its concern with the deterioration of relations between 
Egypt and Israel? 
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A I am not sure whether there is any 
late activity or communication on that front, and probably 
wouldn't talk about it, but there isn't any -- I mean, 
there isn't any question that the United States would 
like to see a better relationship between Egypt and 
Israel. 


Q Do you have any comment on King Hussein's 
remarks in an interview with La Figaro in which he said 
that he deplored the U.S. position on Israeli settlements 
in occupied Arab territory as a big obstacle to peace -- 


a Uh-hum. 


g Your position becoming now a big obstacle 
to peace, and he said that there is no peaceful settlement 
without the Soviet Union. Can you comment on this? 


A Well, as you know, our view has 
consistently been that the Soviet presence in the Middle 
East has not been constructive, so I don't think you 
would find much enthusiasm on our part for involving 
the Soviet Union in any kind of international conference, 
if that is what your question implies. Don't have any 
comment on his -- haven't seen it -- but our position on the 
settlements is unchanged. Clearly we consider their pre- 
sence not helpful to the peace process. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:45 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. A couple of brief 
announcements, and a statement. A reminder that there will 
be a BACKGROUND briefing today at 2:30 here in the Briefing 
Room on the upcoming North Atlantic Council Ministerial 
which takes place, as you know, here in the Department next 
week, the 29th through the 3lst. 


Another reminder: Journalists who have applied 
for press credentials for the NAC Ministerial may pick up 
their passes today at the 23rd Street lobby until 4:00 p.m. 


A statement regarding the death of Oleksiy 


Tykhy. 
Q Who? 
A Just listen and you'll find out. 
Q The son of Kon-Tiki. (Laughter) 


BN We have recently learned that long-time 
Ukrainian human rights activist Olesksiy Tykhy died in a 
Perm labor camp earlier this month. He was 57 and had suf- 
fered from ulcers and other ailments exacerbated by the 
harsh conditions of the camp. 


Tykhy's dedication to the cause of Ukrainian 
national culture and human rights stretched back over more 
than 25 years. From 1957 to 1964, he was imprisoned on 
charges of “anti-Soviet agitation and propaganda" for his 
activities in defense of Ukrainian language and culture. 


In November 1976, Tykhy and nine others founded 
the Ukrainian Helsinki Group, whose purpose was to monitor 
Soviet compliance with the human rights provisions of the 
Helsinki Final Act. Barely three months later, in February 
1977, he and the Group's chairman, poet Mykola Rudenko, were 
arrested and charged with, again, “anti-Soviet agitation and 
propaganda.” They were tried the following June, and Tykhy 
received the maximum sentence possible under that charge, 
ten years in a labor camp and five years of internal exile. 


\373 








Tykhy's sad end is but the latest reninder of 
the failure of the Soviet authorities to respect the elemen- 
tary human rights of their country's citizens. Even as news 
of his death has become known, world attention hes heen 
focused on two other Soviet dissenters, Nobel Laureate 
Andrei Sakharov and his wife Yelena Bonner, who themselves 
may be near death. 


More than three weeks ago, Dr. Sakharov began a 
hunger strike to obtain permission for his wife to travel 
abroad for necessary medical treatment. Mrs. Bonner herself 
has reportedly been on a hunger strike since May 12. It 
is our hope that the Soviet authorities accede to the 
Sakharovs' simple request and prevent the needless deaths of 
two more individuals who, like Tykhy, have sought nothing 
more than the exercise of their basic human rights. 


Q Copy, please? 

My Sure. 

Q Are there any indications that the 
Sakharovs are worse? 

A Do not have any new information at this 
point. 

Q You said “may be near death." 

A Well, I think that's based on, again, the 


length of time that they have been engaged reportedly in 
this hunger strike. 


That's it for announcements. Be happy to take 
your questions. 


Q Can you bring us up to date on what's 
going on in the Persian Gulf? Can you confirm the attack on 
six ships which is claimed by Iraq? 


A Cannot, Jim. We are aware of the claim, 
but we have no confirmation that any ships have been hit. 
Again, as always, we're not saying they didn't but we don't 
have any evidence that they did. 


Q ‘Is it the same for yesterday's two ships 
they claimed? 








A Well, I think it was the day before, and 
we addressed that. I don"t think there were two more ships. 
I count the same -- 


Q Yesterday -- no, yesterday, Iraq claimed 
it hit two ships -- 

A Yeah, and I don't think we had any -- 

Q -- two naval targets. 

Q That's right, two naval targets. I think 


it was from late the day before. In any case, we don't have 
anything on those either. 


Q Do you‘have any Iranian attacks to report 
today as you did yesterday? 


A Today? No. 
Excuse me, Jim? 


Q There were repeated threats by the Iraqis 
against Kharg Island itself. Has this Government in the 
last 48 hours asked -- specifically asked Saddam Hussein or the 
Iragis not to take an action that would widen -- obviously 
widen the war? 


AK I think I will stay away from, without 
leading you one way or another on this, John, stay away from 
sort of minute-by-minute or day-by-day diplomacy on this. 
The fact of the matter is that we have made it clear, 
directly and indirectly as possible and appropriate, to the 
parties that we hope that this war will not be widened and 
that the conflict will come to a peaceful solution. And so 
that is a continuing goal and continuing part of our 
vigorous diplomatic effort. 


Q Could you add to that the Soviet 


Union -- that we've discussed this more fully with the 
Sov iets? 


a Again, I don’t have specifics to offer you 
on what we may have discussed with the Soviets. 


Bernie, go ahead. 


Q Alan, could you bring us up to date on the 
report that the Administration is about to, or has 
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authorized an emergency dispatch of the 200 Stingers to 
Saudi Arabia? 


a I don’t have anything new to give you on 
that. Consultations are continuing. 

Q “Nothing new" -- what does that mean? 

A Beyond what I've said on this previously. 

Q You haven't said anything on it 
previously. 

a I said that we are consuiting with the 


Saudis on the situation, and what their requirements might 
be and I don’t have anything beyond -- go ahead. 


Q This would be a specifically different 
sort of thing of sending up to 200 Stingers without going 
through the Congressional process on an emergency basis. 


A I understand that; I just don't have -- 
Q That has not been addressed before. 
That's why it's -- 
A Oh, I'm sorry. On the overall question -- 
Q No, on this specific -- 
ai A I just don't have anything to give you on 
Q Secretary Weinberger said on television 


this morning that the Administration officials were going -- 
were discussing this this morning, I guess. Have they 
reached any decision? 


4 I just don't have anything on this. The 
consultations are continuing, Bernie. 


Q What was Mr. Rosenne doing yesterday here 
at the Department, and do you have any readout on his visit? 
I uncerstand that he made the statement objecting to any 
sales of any sophisticated weapons to the Gulf. 


A ‘Don't we have something -- did we get 
something on that earlier -- Ambassador Rosenne? 














He was in, and I think yesterday we had 
something, and that's about -- I think that was available. 
Am I right? Do you all have -- 


Q He was in yesterday. 


a I know he was in, but I think we had 
something on this and I don't have anything new. There 
wasn't a lot. I'm not going to talk about what he may have 
said. The fact is, he came in, he saw Mr. Armacost and 


that's -- 

Q The subject? 

a I don't think I'm going to get into the 
subject. ; 

Q Alan, has the United States made up its 


mind as to what its position will be in the Security Council 
on the Persian Gulf resolution? 


A As always on that, Barrie, we would want 
to wait until the actual vote came to express ourselves 
because resolutions are constantly being revised, and it's 
not part of our practice to try and talk about drafts before 
they cowe up for a vote. 


Q Except that are you willing to sign onto 
something which only condemns the Iranians? 


a Again, I think that rather than dealing 
with a hypothetical, we'll wait until we see what the actual 
resolution is and then obviously we will take a position. 


Q Is it safe to assume that in that connec- 
tion, that that's the connection cf Perez de Cuellar's 
appeararice this afternoon at the State Department? 


A I don't have anything on that. 

Q Alan -- 

A Excuse me. 

Q Back on the Stingers, can you explain the 


mechanics of why it would be possible for the Administration 
to send 200? Is that because it would come under the $25 
million limit? 











A I think until we have something to say -- 
and I don't at this point -- I'm not going to try to explain 
what may Or may not happen in certain circumstances. 
Obviously, if we take a course of action "A" we'll explain 
what that invclves; and if we take a course of action "B" 
we'll explain that, but I don't think ahead of time I'm 
going to try to analyze that. 


Q A few days ago -- excuse me. 
@) The insurance rates are -- 
A No, excuse me. Go ahead. 


QO A few days ago, from this podium, the 
Situation in the Gulf was described as dangerous, maybe very 
dangerous, but not a crisis. Do you still stick to the same 
characterization, or do you find that it's more of a crisis 
than a dangerous situation? 





A I think we'd stick with what we've been 
Saying about it. It's a very dangerous situation, and we are 
very concerned about the continuing violence. 


Q The insurance rates are going up for 
shipping in the Gulf, and there's some speculation that 
there might a cancellation of insurance altogether. How 
do you address yourself to that problem? Do you have -- is 
there some alternative arrangement that might be made? 
Could the United States or other countries guarantee 
insurance? 


A I don't think I'm going to get into specu- 
lating on that. I don't think that this -- there is a 
cutoff. There are still ships loading, and I think that the 
world market is not in a difficult situation at this point. 
So I don't have anything to say about specifics, and I guess 
-- I don't know whether the Energy Department does or 
doesn't, but I don't have anything. 


Q My question was on insurance -- 


A Yeah, but I just don't have anything to 
say about insurance. 


Q Alan, the policy has been that we would 
keep -- the United States would keep the Straits open 
and the oil flowing. I think it's also been said from 
there that we would do nothing unilaterally without -- 








A I think it was said from a Presidential 


podium. 

Q That we would not do anything 
unilaterally? 

A Yeah. 

Q Okay. Question: Why isn't that a 


watering-down of our commitment to keep the Straits open? 


A Well, I don't -- the President has articu- 
lated his policy on several occasions about the importance 
of the Strait and the flow of oil and has not changed that 


policy. 


What he did the other day, if you look back at 
his press conference, was to answer questions about the cir- 
cumstances under which we might get involved or how we saw 
that, and I don't consider that a watering-down. 


Q Alan, is your inability to confirm the 
Iraqi claims of yesterday, and again today, the fact that 
you believe that they are not ships of any other country 
Other than maybe Iran? 


A No, it's simply a lack of information that 
would allow us to confirm it. 


Q But does that -- but does it lead you to 
believe that it may simply be Iranian ships rather than any 
Other international flag? 


A I can't explain why we don't have infor- 
mation specifically, Barrie. I suppose there are a number 
of ways you can look at it, but the fact is we just do not 
have any information to confirm it and I can't do anything 
other than report that fact to you. 


Q Well, if they were Liberian freighters, or 
Kuwaiti planes, or Saudi planes, or some other flag, presum- 
bably, you would have some means of finding out about the 
matter? 


A I would think so. But I == your question 
presumes that if they're Iranian ships, for example, that we 
would not have a means of finding that out, and I don't know 
if that's true. 


--MORE-- 








Q Is there any other consideration being given to 
heip some of the other Gulf countries with military equipment or 
trainers? 


A Well, again, I don't want to get specific. I 
think the point we have made is that we have had consultations 
and discussions with various countries in the region about the 
military situation there, and those discussions continue. But 
I don't have anything specific to offer you on that aspect of 
it. 


Q Also on the Middle East, there is a report in a 
Beirut newspaper that the United States has offered to serve 
as middleman or mediator between Lebanon and Israel to work out 
security guarantees for Israel's northern border, leading to 
an Israeli troop withdrawal. Do you know-anything about this? 


x No, I don't have anything on it. 

Q Can you look into it? 

oa Well, I think that in terms of what the 
Lebanese and Israelis might be thinking, you really should go 


to them. 


Q It's quoted by Ambassador Bartholomew, as I 
understand it, isn't it? 


a As saying what? 
Q As reporting what Jim just asked about. 


x Well, I haven't seen the quote; I can't verify 
a quote, and I -- 


Q And also that the United States is planning to 
send another special envoy to the Middle East. 


x I think at this time I'm not aware of any plan 
to do that. 


Q Alan, while you're on speculative stories, an 
Israeli newspaper is reporting that the United States would 
welcome some kind of an international conference that would 
reinvolve the Soviet Union in the Middle East -- 


A I think John addressed this yesterday and 
dumped on that. 


Q He did what? 








A Dumped on that. 


Q President Mubarak made a statement to Al Ahram, 
Al-Akhbar newspaper, that he is not against Iraq or against 
Iran; he is against the war. And this is a shift from his 
earlier position. Do you have any comment on that? 





A No. 


Q Do you have anything at all on Derwinski's 
travels in Eastern Europe, what he's doing there? 


A Yes; if I can find it, I do have something on 
his travels. Counselor Derwinski was invited to attend three 
meetings of Parliamentarians in Europe, and prior to the 
meetings he paid a brief visit to Romania. In Bucharest he 
discussed bilateral matters with Romanian officials. In 
Luxembourg, he's attending the spring meeting of the North 
Atlantic Assembly; in Paris he will address the Preparatory 
Conference of the International Parliamentary Group for Human 
Rights in the Soviet Union; in Salzburg he will address a 
seminar on the Soviet Union sponsored by the German Marshall 
Fund and former members of Congress. He left on Tuesday; will 
be back a week from then -- next Tuesday. 


Q Is he taking press? 

A I think the sign-up sheet was up. Did you miss 
that, Bill? (Laughter) 

Q On travel, where is Secretary Crocker and why? 
(Laughter) 


A Where is he and why? I think we had something 
on that before; I don't have it with me, Connie. Why don't 
you check the Press Office. 

Bill? 


Q The question was asked earlier in the week 
about the arrest of a Hungarian nationalist in Czechoslovakia 
on human rights charges. Have you had any -- 


A I thought we had some response to that. We 
posted something -- 


Q Did you post something? 
A Yes. 


Q Did. 
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Q Any comment on the Romanian Olympic decision? 


A Yes, we are pleased to learn that the Romanian 
Olympic Committee decided to attend the Olympic Games, and we 
look forward to seeing the Romanian athletes in Los Angeles. 


Q On another subject, Philip Habib was in the 
building today. Is he still working for the U.S. Government, 
and in what capacity? 


A I don't know if he's got a technical arrange- 
ment as a consultant, but he does come to Washington from time 
to time. He's got other business that he has here, and he is 
obviously still valued for his views very highly. 


Q Is he involved in the Gulf developments at all, 
particularly? 


A He may have talked about it, but getting back 
to a question raised before about a special envoy going out 
there or something like that, I mean, I'm not going to go pro- 
jecting long-distant future about anything. But in terms of that 
sort of thing, no. I think the point was that the Secretary 
and others value his counsel, and they take advantage of his 
trips to Washington to get it. 


Q As we have been back to the Gulf again, it's 
guite clear that President Saddam Hussein of Iraq is talking 
more belligerent the last few days. 


ren Uh-huh ° 


Q Are you encouraged by this development, or you 
are condemning it, or what? (Laughter) 


A Well, I don’t have a specific comment or 
characterization of his remarks, but obviously, we are con- 
cerned by the continuing tension and the continuing violence 
in the Gulf, and indeed in the Iran-Iraq war, and we'd like to 
see that come to an end. 


Q John, we see that Khaddam is somehow saying that 
Syria is trying to avoid expansion of the war in the Gulf, as 
if they are taking the same stand you are taking. 


A Well, that would be nice. (Laughter) 
I think that John addressed this the other day. He said that 
if there is an effort to do this, and if it is successful, we 
obviously welcome any effort to try to reduce the tensions and 
end the fighting. 


NJ 
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Q Even the Syrians? 
A Sure. 


Q Alan, can you tell us anything at all about 
Dam's meeting with the Soviet trade official this morning? 


A I can't, really. That meeting was part of the 
regularly scheduled series of events that was connected with 
that visit, and I think that they did discuss the commercial 
and technical exchanges, whatever that group deals with. 
Frankly, I don‘t have, obviously, a detailed readout. But it 
was, as I say, part of the scheduled —— that has Deen 
laid on for a long time. 


Q Alan, do you have any kind of feeling about the 
status of, particularly, the trade and economic relations be- 
tween the two countries? 


A I don't have anything to give you on that. 
Q The meeting did actually take place? 
A Yes. 


Q On the U.N. Secretary General meeting with 
Secretary Shultz at 5:00 can you tell us anything about that? 


h No. I told you before I couldn't. Nothing on 
that. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Heritage 
Foundation story that the world would be better without the 
U.N., but the spokesman at the U.N. said the world would be 
better without the Heritage Foundation? 


(Laughter) 


Does this foundation have any connection with this 
Administration or (inaudible)? 


A Well, it certainly has no official connection. 
I'm sure people -- there's interchange as there is with many 
organizations. 


Q Alan, on the Gulf, does the U.S. Government 
currently believe that the Persian Gulf is open to shipping? 


A Is it open to shipping? 





12 


Q Yes. 
A There's certainly shipping going on. 


Q There is a report from Jerusalem saying that 
Mr. Arens, the Defense Minister, is consideriag a proposal to 
split the civilian administration and the military government 
in Judea and Samaria into two separate authorities, one 
to -- 


hh Don't have any comment on that. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on the upcoming 
visit by President Gemayel that was reported in -- 


A No, I don't have anything -- 
Cc -- next month? 
A No, I don't know anything about that. 


Q Is the Secretary going toc be here this weekend 
working, or is he taking off for the weekend? 


A Well, I think we can talk about that later. I 
don't think I'm going to talk about his schedule on the 
record. 


Q Anything on the FBIS report that Oman has 
warned ships to stay out of the Gulf of Oman? 


A I have not seen that, Bernie. 


Q Alan, do you have any reaction to the House 
votes yesterday on aid to Salvador and Nicaragua? 


BN Yes. We're pleased with the House vote to pro- 
vide the most urgent portion of assistance needed for El 
Salvador. The issue at stake in the second vote will have to 
be pursued further. These are, in our judgment, parts of the 
same issué, that is El Salvador's ability to resist an 
externally supported insurgency must be strengthened, and the 
external support must end if President-elect Duarte is to 
succeed in his program of democratic and economic reform. 


Q Are you talking by any chance about the money 
to support the Contras when you're vaguely referring to the 
second part of whatever it is? 
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A Well, I'm talking to -- I don't think I've 
ever talked about that question -- 


Q The second part you‘re talking about. 


A The second part is the part which I believe is a 
classified program. 


Q Are you saying the second part is related to 
Duarte's efforts at political reform in El Salvador? 


A Talking about the fact that the external 
support to the Salvadoran guerrillas is certainly a hindrance 
to Mr. Duarte's efforts, or the Salvadoran Government's 
efforts as a whole, to carry out their programs. 


Q And what's the connection? Could you be more 
specific about the connection? 


a I think the logical connection is obvious. 
I'm going to leave it at that. 


Bob? 


Q Alan, a couple days ago Brzezinski said he 
thought that arms control agreements had come to the end 
of the road. Do you have any reaction to that? 


A I haven't. Frankly, I missed that, but I think 
it is very clear that that is not the position of this 
Administration, that the President talked the other day, for 
example, about the MBFR, or issued a statement on the MBFR 
talks which have just resumed. We have made very clear that 
we want the Soviets to come back to the START and INF tables; 
we've tabled a CBW draft treaty, and so on, so there are a lot 
of arms control efforts that are either underway or we cer- 
tainly hope could resume. So that to suggest that arms control 
has come to the end of its usefulness would not be in line 
with the Government's view. 


Q Do you have any comment -- 
A Excuse me. Jim, go ahead. 


Q On El Salvador, in light of the Tyler report 
you put out yesterday, which says that the man who is now 
Minister of Defense quite possibly served to cover up the evi- 
dence in the murder trial, do you have any second thoughts 
about supporting a government in which he is a member? 
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4 Don't have any second thoughts on supporting the 
Government of El Salvador. As far as that report and that 
particular dimension of it is concerned, I'd refer you to what 
Deputy Assistunt Secretary Michel said last night on the talk 
show. I think he handled that more than adequately, and I 
don't think I'm going to try and paraphrase what he said; but 
I refer you to that. 


George? 


Q On MBFR, do you have any comment on the Warsaw 
Pact reaction to the NATO proposal? 


oa Yes. I would point out that, contrary to the 
way I saw it reported in the press this morning, an Eastern 
press spokesman, asked if he was rejecting the proposal, was 
careful to reply that it wasn't a matter of rejecting or not 
rejecting it. 





Beyond that, as to the Eastern reaction and our 
comment on it, we*re disappointed that the Eastern par- 
ticipants claim to have found nothing new in the Western 
proposal; but we remain convinced that if the East examines 
the proposal on its merits, substantial progress is 
possible. We plan during this round, to explain to the East 
in detail the compromise aspects of our proposal. 


Q Alan, anything on reports that Ethiopia has 
staged some sort of attack on Somalia? 


ry Don't have anything on that. 
Q Thank you. 
A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:50 P.M.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: O.K. I‘*ve got a few announcements 
for you. First, I want to extend a warm welcome to Patrick 
Kelly, who will be joining the Press Office as a summer 
intern. Patrick will be a senior this fall at Marquette 
University. 


Patrick, why don't you stand up so they know who you 
are. 


Second, to advise you that there will be a 
BACKGROUND briefing on Tuesday's Ministerial, the North 
Atlantic Council Ministeri.l, in the Dean Acheson Auditorium 
at 10:30 a.m. on Wednesday. I think that the NAC credentials 
are required -- Is that correct, Brian? -- for admittance to that. 


Q Tuesday or Wednesday, Alan? 


A This is on Wednesday. Wednesday. The North 
Atlantic Council credentials. 


Q Briefing on what? 





A This is on the Tuesday -- Tuesday Ministerial. 
In other words, the briefing will be on Wednesday on the 
meeting which took place on Tuesday. 


Q You mean it's tomorrow on what happens today? 


A That's correct -- tomorrow for the meetings 
today. God, you have a way with words! (Laughter) 


O.K. I have two announcements to make with regard 
to supply of military assistance and sales to Saudi Arabia. 
With regard to tankers, the United States is augmenting the 
aerial refueling tanker unit assigned to Saudi Arabia from 
three tankers to four tankers to enhance support operations of 
the U.S. AWACS and Saudi F-15s. 





One additionai csircraft, a KC-10 EXTENDER, has been 
deployed to supplement the three KC-135s already present. The 
United States has deployed aerial tankers in Saudi Arabia as 
part of the AWACS operations since 1980. The additional 
tanker aircraft could be used to fuel U.S. AWACS aircraft sta- 
tioned in Saudi Arabia, or Royal Saudi Air Force F-15 
aircraft. 


U.S. aerial tankers have operated with Saudi F-l5s 
in the past as part of our training program. We approved the 
sale of KC-3 aerial tankers to Saudi Arabia in 1982. The Saudi 
tankers will be delivered beginning in 1986. 


There has been no decision as to the length of stay 
of the additional tanker aircraft. 


As to an emergency sale of Stingers, in recent days, 
neutral shipping has been attacked with increasing frequency 
and in an ever-widening area in international waters in the Gulf. 
Further escalation could threaten Saudi Arabia and oil 
supplies on which much of the free world depends. In view of 
the urgency of the situation and our long and close rela- 
tionship with the Saudi Kingdom, the President has authorized 
the immediate sale to Saudi Arabia of 200 Stinger short-range, 
air-defense missile systems (i.e. launchers and missiles) and 
an additional 200 missile reloads. Due to the current 
emergency circumstances, which require an immediate sale in the 
national security interests of the United States, the 
President acted under his special authority in Section 36(b) 
of the Arms Export Control Act to waive the normal 30-day 
waiting period after Congressional notification. 


The Stinger launchers and missiles are being trans- 
ferred immediately. Saudi Arabia has agreed to strict safe- 
guards to ensure the security of the missiles and will pay the 
full cost for the system and its transportation. Because the 
Stinger system can be deployed in the field shortly after 
delivery, its immediate transfer will quickly contribute to 
Saudi Arabian air defenses. By providing a det@rrent against 
hostile actions, this transfer lowers the risk of broader 
conflict. The President's determination reflects United 
States grave concern with the growing escalation in the Gulf 
and its implication for the security of our friends in the 
region. 


In light of the unstable situation in the Gulf, we 
also are advancing, by about three months, initial delivery 
of conformal fuel tanks (CFTs) for the Saudi F-l5s. These 
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CFTs are part of an order for 120* tank sets which were sold to 
Saudi Arabia in 1981. Finally, we are expediting delivery of 
some ammunition and spare parts for items already in the Saudi 
inventory. 





That is it for announcements. I'll be happy to take 
your questions. 


Q Copy, Alan? 


A You can have copies of both of those 
announcements. 


Q You say they have been transferred. Are they 
now on the way, the Stingers? 


A The Stingers have arrived. They have been 
shipped to Saudi Arabia, and they will be transferred from 
U.S. custody to Saudi custody shortly. 


Q So they are physically in Saudi Arabia now? 
A They are physically in Saudi Arabia. 


Q And what does this do to the larger existing 
order of 1,200 Stingers that the Saudis had already put in? 


Mh Well -- Let me get you a formal answer to that. 
I know what they -- 


We believe that the emergency Stinger shipment 
announced today adequately meets immediate Saudi needs. We 
continue to believe that the Saudis have a legitimate require- 
ment for 400 launchers and 1,200 missiles, but no decision has 
been made on when to resubmit Congressional notification for 
the balance of the Stingers. 


Q Alan, the additional tanker, will an American 
fly that plane? 


A The KC-10 is to be handled on the same basis as 
those existing, that is Americans. I'd refer you, I guess, 
to the Pentagon for the details on how that will be handled; 
but this is not a transfer in the same sense that the Stingers 
are at all. 


Q Will there be a training program for the 
Stingers, and will that be handled by U.S. personnel? 


* Later corrected to 101 








a Yes. As usual with the sale of equipment, a 
small group of trainers, that is six to eight, and support personnel, 
approximately 20, will accompany the missiles for a short 
period of time to train Saudi personnel. We expect the number 
of support personnel to diminish rapidly, and of course, the 
U.S. personnel will not be involved in combat. 


Q What is the training period? 


A Well, I‘d ask you to check with the Pentagon on 
that. I think it is a relatively short period. I think it 
would be measured in days. 


Q Alan, will only Saudis operate the Stingers, or 
are the Saudis free, since they own the Stingers, to hire mer- 
cenaries, to hire people from other countries to do the firing 
for them? 


A Well, I believe that these are being sold to the 
Saudis for use by the Saudis. 


Q What is the risk, if any, to the American tankers 
that will be flying and refueling Saudi Aircraft? 


A The tankers are -- first of all, they're not, 
cbviously, equipped for combat, and we don't expect them to be 
subjected to attack; and they will be, in any event, protected 
by Saudi forces. So we do not anticipate that those tankers 
will be -- 


Q Not by American forces -- not by American 
fighter planes? 


a Excuse me. No. The protection will be pro- 
vided by -- 


Q -- by the Saudis. 
a By the Saudis. 


Q Alan, remember we had a briefing here with, a 
press conference with Secretary Shultz, and the question was 
posed whether we would, you would submit to Congress under the 
War Powers Act in Beirut, and he said there was no expectation 
that U.S. troops would become involved. 


Now in this case, you're saying that you con't 
expect them to be involved in combat, but they're certainly 
in geographical area where there is a rising amount of air 
combat. On what basis was it decided that it was not necessary 
for you to go to Congress under the War Powers Act, in this case? 











A Well, the issue, obviously, in every case is, 
"What is the deployment expected to consist of?" -- where will 
it be deployed, how will it be deployed. And obviously, a 
judgment in each case. The judgment in this case is as I've 
described it to you. 


Bernie. 


Q Do you have guarantees from Iran that while the 
U.S. tankers are refueling combat F-15s, the Iranians will not 
attack the U.S. tankers? 


A I think I have just described to you, Bernie, 
what our expectation is with regard to combat. 


Q Yes, but you are going into an area where 
this is very possible. To just say, “We don't expect these 
tankers to be subjected to attack" it seems to me would be the 
ultimate in optimism. 


ray No. I think what it reflects is the nature of 
the deployment, how they are to be used -- and I'm not going 
to give you a lot of detail for obvious reasons on the 
Operations, but the judgment is that the way they will be used 
will not subject them to attack. And as I said, in any case, 
they will be provided Saudi protective cover. 


Q A follow-up, please: On what basis is this 
"rush" equipment being made available to the Saudis? That is 
to say, is there a definitive intelligence estimate that the 
Saudi Air Force or the Saudi oil installations on the Saudi 
mainland will, in fact, come under Iranian attack? Are you 
working on that assumption? 


A I think that what we have seen is, within the 
last few days, as I indicated in the statement, a dramatic 
escalation of the war in the Gulf. As I say, for recent 
days the attacks have come near key petroleum and other 
facilities which require additional air defense protection. 
We believe that there is a demonstrated threat to shipping and 
a potential threat to facilities. Se that threat could 
materialize in the form of additional attacks, during which 
would otherwise have been a 30-day waiting period, which 
explains why it is viewed as an emergency and the President 
has exercised that authority. 


Go ahead, Bernie. 





Q Have the Saudis told the United States definite- 
ly that they will use the tankers to refuel their planes, or 
is this still in the discussion stage? Is this a possibility 
Or is it definite? 


A Well, I think my problem in trying to address 
that is that it gets me into the question of Saudi military 
operations, and I don't think I can do that. But the request 
was to have a'ailable refueling capability for Saudi F-15s, so 
that's why the additional capacity has been sent there. 


Q Has there been any discussion with the Saudis 
about the possibility of American F-15s going to Saudi Arabia 
and having base facilities there? 


fh Well, I think that gets us back to a discussion 
we had sometime ago about what we might or might not do in given 
circumstances, and I don't have anything to advance the discussion 
on that. 


Q What ever happened to the request of the Saudis 
to, say, give them bomb racks for the F-15s? 


A Well, the question of bomb racks is -- there 
has been no sale, no approval of bomb racks, and I guess 
that, basically, answers the question. 


Q Alan, how was the number 400 derived, when the 
number that was being talked about on Capitol Hill last week 
was half that? 


4 Well, various options were discussed, and I 
think that one of the reasons you got different readings from 
your sources on the Hill and so forth was that, as I say, dif- 
ferent numbers were being talked about, but after discussion, 
it was decided that the 200 launchers were needed to protect 
key facilities based on current circumstances and the ability 
rapidly to train personnel for those missions. 


Q Alan, can we have a filing break? 


A Does anybody disagree? Let's hold off on a 
filing break. 


. Q Where are the Stingers coming from and where 
will the Saudis deploy them? Will they be used on the tankers 
themselves? 





A In terms of where they are -- 
Q Are they coming off American ships off Lebanon? 


A You'll have to check with the Pentagon as to 
where they are coming from. As I said, they will be used to, 
presumably, be deployed at key military and other facilities. 
I think it would be up to the Saudis to discuss in any detail 
they wanted to where they specifically would be deployed. 


Q Alan, let's have a filing break. 


A Hold it. Let me just see if there is any 
objection to a filing break. 


Q In the discussions -- 
A O.K. Filing break. 


Q -- was the potential target for ali of this 
limited only to Iran, or could it also include Iraqi aircraft 
attacking oil tankers? 


rey The purpose is defense and deterrence, and it 
applies to Saudi facilities and so forth; and it is addressed 
in those terms as Opposed to whom it may be used against, if 
there happened to be an attack. It is a defensive deterrent 
measure to protect Saudi interests. 


Q But is it aimed only at Iran or Iraq, as well? 
A Well, it's aimed at protecting Saudi interests. 
Q What can you tell us about a so-called 


"protective zone" in the Gulf, the Saudis are saying? 


A We have seen no announcement of a new “protected 
zone" from the Saudis. They have, of course, protected their 
territorial waters and air space. As other countries do, they 
maintain a zone for interception and identification of 
aircraft, but it's somewhat farther out than their territorial 
air space. But I'm not aware that we've discussed that with 
them. You might want to talk with them about what plans they 
might have. But that's the extent of our knowledge at this 
point. ; 


Q Had the Saudis, Alan, asked for the bomb racks? 
You said there was no sale. Had they asked for them, and 
there was no sale? 





A Well, I think that all was covered three years 
ago and would refer you back at that point. The fact is that 
at this time, there is no sale of bomb racks that's included 
in this. 


Q But did they recently ask for bomb racks? 


py I don't think I'm going to get into the 
question of the specifics of what we have talked about with 
them. As we indicated several days ago, we've been talking 
with them about what their requirements might be; but I 
don't intend to get into specifics as to what items they 
may have requested that we have not approved. 


Q Have you got a price tag on the Stingers? 
A I don't. You might check with Mike Birch. 
Q As far as Radio Israel this morning saying 


that the -- 
a I'm sorry. As far as -- 


Q No, what I'm saying is a different thing. 
As the Stingers go, Radio Israel is reporting this morning, or 
yesterday, that the United States advised the Israelis before 
actually it went on with the decision to supply the Stingers 
to Saudi Arabia. Can you confirm that? 


A Well, as usual, we don't discuss details of our 
diplomatic exchanges. Obviously, we do discuss with Israe]. 
regularly a broad range of issues of mutual concern. As far 
as their reaction and their views on this, obviously, I 
would refer you to them. 


Jim. 


Q I would like to deal with how you -- what would 
be a fair way to describe the kind of role that these tankers 
have been potentially placed in? Would it be correct, do you 
think, to describe that role as a direct combat support role 
for the Saudi Air Force? ' 


A Well, I think that the point -- I'm not a 
military expert, and I can't tell you what -- I tend to think 
that is not what I would tend to define it as, but I leave to 
others to define it. What they are doing is, they have been asked 
to be there, or that the Saudis have asked for additional capability, 





capability to refuel in the air their F-15s, with the obvious 
purpose being one, as I say, Of defense and deterrence. I 
don't know the answer to what their specific operational 
plans are. So that is the role, and I would have to leave it 
at that. 


Q Well, I want to deal with that a little bit. 
If the Saudi planes, the F-15s, are flying combat missions and 
we are refueling them, why isn't it fair to say that we're in 
a direct combat support role, in your judgment? 


A Well, you're predicting that they are going to 
necessarily be engaged in combat. Obviously, they are 
determined to protect the territory and shipping; but in terms 
of whether they will be engaged in combat, I think that is 
something i'm not prepared to predict at this point. 


Q Alan, I may have missed it in the original state- 
ment, but you explained the role of the tankers. Did you 
explain what role in protecting shipping the Stingers would 
have, Or are they not related to protection of shipping? 


A In terms of how the Stingers are to be used 
specifically by the Saudis -- 


-- MORE -- 
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Q What role that they have? 


BN How they are to be deployed, I think I said 
that this referred to shipping -- we talked, obviously, 
about shipping being attacked increasingly in international 
waters, so it's clearly related to that as well as to the 
on-shore facilities. 


How they intend to deploy them, you'd have to talk 
to the Saudis. 


Q How does this three-mile range Stinger come 
into play in shipping protection? Do they take them on -- 


A As I say, how they are to be deployed and in 
what way they might be used in that role, you'd have to ask 
the Saudis. They're being transferred to the Saudis for 
their use. 


Q Alan, how far off the coast of Saudi Arabia 
will the U. S. tankers be authcrized to refuel F-15s of the 
Saudi Air Force? 


. How far off the coast? 
Q Yes; how deep into the Gulf? 


A I'm not aware that they would operate off the 
coast. You would have to check with the Pentagon on that, 
but I'm not aware that that's intended. 


Q Alan, have you received any requests for air 
defense weapon systems from Kuwait or the United Arab 
Emirates? 


A We have been discussing with a variety of 
people the situation in the Gulf and what -- how we all 
might best meet those circumstances. I don't intend to get 
into specifics with regard to others at this point. But, 
certainly, we've had over a period of time discussions 
about this situation. 


Don. 
Q There's a significant difference between a 


tanker refueling an American AWACS and a tanker refueling a 
Saudi interceptor or fighter plane. 


In the first case, a tanker is responding presumably 





li 


to the commander of the AWACS saying he needs more fuel. 
What is going to be the guideline for the American pilots or 
those who command the tankers as to when they will or possi- 
bly will not fuel a Saudi tanker? I'm sorry, fuel a Saudi 
fighter plane, or F-15? 


hh I think I'd have to defer to the Pentagon as to 
any specific rules on that, but, again -- if your question 
is one of getting involved in combat -- as I say, our expec- 
tation at this point is that they will not become subject 
to attack; that they're not equipped for combat. If cir- 
cumstances arise which would suggest that they may be, in 
some interpretation, be involved in some way, obviously we 
would look at the War Powers considerations again in light 
of the circumstances at that point. 


Q Alan, do you have a legal opinion from the 
Legal Office that it does not require reporting to Congress 
under the War Powers Act? 


4 I think you can take that what I'm saying to 
you reflects a considered view. 


Q Could you make available -- 


A No, I'm not -- I'm giving you the rationale — 
and the explanation for it. 


Q The use of the tankers, does the United 
States retain an option to veto any individual mission in 
some way, Or are these simply at the Saudi disposal for -- 


A You're getting into a lot of operational 
details that I don't have. I don't know what Mike Birch has 
at the Pentagon, but I would suggest that's the kind of 
thing you might check with him. 


Q In your statement you said supplying these 
arms to Saudi Arabia would prevent escalation of war, while 
Iran considers supplying arms to any party in the Gulf is 
escalation of war. 


K I'm not quite sure what you have in mind in 
the latter part. But the fact of the matter is that -- what 
we're talking about here, as I've said several times now, is a 
defensive and deterrent mission. I'm not talking about any- 
body going out and taking the offense. So I think that 
there's no question that that does not represent an escalation 
unless you assume that when somebody defends himself or 
tries to deter an attack that's an escalation. I don't 
accept that particular judgment. 
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Bob? 


Q On the role of the AWACS, when the AWACS 
operators vector Saudi aircraft towards iranian fighters, 


aren't they coming very close to being in a combat support 
mode? 


4 I think I would question specifically the way 
you phrased your question, Bob. The AWACS -- again, these 
are military kinds of questions and you ought to go to the 
Pentagon -- but the AWACS are not involved in directing 
aircraft that are engaged in combat. So, again, they're not 
involved in combat. We don't anticipate that they will be. 


Q Wait a minute, what do you mean they're not 
-- well, if Iraqi or Iranian planes are incoming and. they 
tell the Saudis where they're headed, what speed and so 
forth, that's directing an attack. 


a No, I think that -- again, I'm going to stop 
after I finish this in terms of talking about AWACS opera- 
tions. But the fact is, while they may have information 
available to them from the AWACS, the point that I'm making 
is that the AWACS is not involved in directing aircraft that 
are engaged in combat. 


Q Alan <-- 
A Tim? 


Q Can you elaborate on the security precautions 
that the Saudis have agreed to on the Stingers? 


A I can't really. There are security con- 
siderations involved here. All I can say to you is that 
they are implementing a stringent safeguard regime which 
meets U.S. guidelines on this. 


David? 


Q Alan, what is the status of current American 
discussions with the British and the French about coor- 
dinated moves in the Gulf in the event of further develop- 
ments, and will this subject come up today during the 
Ministertal Meeting? 


A I don't know that we've talked about coor- 
dinated efforts. We have indicated that we have been in 
touch with various parties concerned, obviously including a 
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number of our European Allies about the situation and what 
we might do to deal with it. 


I don't have anything to offer you beyond that at this 
point. In terms of the discussions today, I don't know the 
answer to that. I would suggest that you put your question 
to your BACKGROUND briefer tomorrow when he gives you a 
readout on that session. 


Q At this point there is no formal 
understanding or agreement with these European countries 
about what would be done in the event of further 
developments? 


i I don't think it's appropriate for me to go 
into the details of what may or may not have been discussed. 


John? 


Q Just to pursue two questions. That one, 
first of all, have the French told us that they will not be 
involved in any joint action that might -- 


A John, I think I just said, it's not 
appropriate for me to get into the details of the 
discussions and that includes that question. 


Q All right, because that's my understanding. 
The second question I want to ask you, on the stringent 
safeguard regime, Israeli officials are saying that they 
told the State Department that within six months these 
Stingers will be in the hands of the PLO. Is there any -- 
are the safeguards such that you are sure that they will not 
be transferred to a third party? 


A As I say, we are confident that the safe- 
guards are adequate, and we're not aware of any diversion of 
equipment that's been supplied to Saudi Arabia. In the 
past, there have been charges that have been made; we've 
checked it out, we have not been able to verify those 
charges. 


Bernie? 


-Q Most of the discussion has been about the 
threat of Iran to Saudi Arabia. Does the U.S. Government 
have any views at all on the -- on whether Iraq should cease 
what it's been doing? After all, Iraq has been the country 
carrying out most of the air attacks on tankers in the last 
several weeks. 
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N I don't have anything to add to what we've 
said before on that, Bernie. Obviously, our hope and our 
efforts are devoted to a negotiated settlement of this war. 
That is the fundamental answer to these problems. But I 
don't have a new answer to give you to take you beyond what 
we've said before. 


Q Alan, do you expect the tankers to supply the 
fighters with fuel over the air space of the national 
country of the Gulf or in the international space, air space 


A No. I think I answered that before. I don't have 
any indication that they're going to be outside of Saudi 
space, but I really would have to refer you to the Pentagol. 
to see what they would be willing to say on that. 


Q Are you able to come up with any information 
to substantiate the Iraqi claim of eight ships last week, 
last weekend -- Friday, whatever day that was? 


A I don't have any new information on that. 


Q I just want to be -- we have no information 
to substantiate their most recent claim of eight ships, I 
guess it was, last Friday? 


A I'm not aware of any at this point, Barrie. 
I also think probably, as a matter of prudence because 
trying to keep up with all of these when things happen, and 
also we do eventually run into a problem of sources and 
methods, I'm going to probably stand down from confirming or 
not confirming on it. 


To stick with this question, however, I don't have 
anything new to offer you from what we've said before. But 
I don't know that we're going to get into each time doing -- 


Q You very quickly confirmed a couple of them 
last week and then we very unquickly didn't confirm the 
rest. 


A Well, I agree, and that was the state of our 
information and I'm not backing away from that. 


‘Q Is.this your information or the state of the 
policy? 


A No, it's the state of our information. 
Quite explicitly not the state of any policy, if you're 
suggesting a slant in the information. 
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Q Two questions. Is it the U.S. understanding 
that the Saudis are continuing to provide money to Iraq to 
proceed with the war? 


A I don't have any information on that to give 
you, Bernie. 


Q To the contrary, or at all? 


A I don't have any information. I'm not 
addressing the subject. You'll have to ask the Saudis what 
they're doing. 


Q And a follow-up. Did the United States ask 
of the Saudis to go to the Iragis and teli the Iragis to 
knock off the air attacks on oil tankers? 


A Again, you're asking us to get into the 
details of diplomatic exchanges. I'm not going to dno ti#at. 
We had indicated before that we've been in touch with, either 
directly or indirectly, with the parties in the war in the 
hope that we could help achieve a peaceful solution, and that's 
what we -- 


° Are you saying the Saudis failed in that 
effort? 


A I addressed it the way I'm going to. 


Q I want to go back to the question of how 
these Stingers help to protect shipping. Will any of the 
Stingers, for example, be put aboard ships? 


a You'll have to ask the Saudis how they intend 
to deploy then. 


Q Is your answer you don't know? 


a My answer is that I don't speak for the Saudi 
Government. 


John? 


Q I just wanted to pin down one thing. Does 
this in your view in any way broaden the American commitment 
to protect the freedom of navigation in the Gulf? Does this 
not broaden it to the point of protecting the oil fields as 
well as the Gulf? 
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A No, I think that the -- you go back to the 
initial deployment, for example in 1980, of the AWACS which 
was specifically because of a potential threat against the 
oil fields, so I don't think you should look at this as a 
change in the nature of commitment. 


Q Wait a minute. Aren't you then saying -- 
aren't you going beyond what the President has said in the 
last several months, that we are committed to defend the oil 
fields as well; is that correct? 


A No, I didn't say that. 


Q Alan, you said we had three tankers in Saudi 
Arabia prior to the addition of this one;. right? 


a That's my understanding, yes. 


Q Have they ever, under whatever circumstances 
-- perhaps for training, or whatever -- refueled the F-l5s 
before this? 


rN Yes, they have, in training circumstances. 


Q Alan, over the weekend, the former Under 
Secretary of State, George Ball, has a piece in the 
Washington Post with an idea about establishing an oil 
consumers’ association, like John Foster Dulles established 
in 1956 during the Suez crisis. Do you have any comment on 
such an idea? 





A No, I don't. 


Can we continue and finish off on the Stingers, 
and so on? 


Q Going back for a second to the bomb racks 
question, there is a new type of fuel tank combination bomb 
rack that is either under development or completed in its 
development. Can you say that the type of -- I'm not a 
military expert. Can you say that the type of fuel tank 
that you've described as being conformal fuel tanks are not 
inclusive of any additional weapons-carrying capability, and 
are not of a design that would accommodate that additional 
capability? 


aN Let me address it this way, but I think it 
should answer your question satisfactorily. The tanks, 
which were notified to the Congress, as I said before, in 
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1981, permit increased on-station time but they do not 
enhance the F-15s ground attack capability. 


Q Alan, as a follow up, do you expect the 
Saudis -- 


Q Could I have a copy of that? 


ns I think that you can pick up what I just 
said. As I say, they do not -- they permit increased on- 
station time but do not enhance the F-15s ground attack 
capability. 


Q As a follow-up to this, do you expect the 
Saudis to use the Stingers to protect the U.S. tankers? 


My To protect U.S. tankers? 
Q Yes. 


A I think that they're using them for their 
self-defense. That is what they're using -- how, again, how 
they're specifically going to deploy them, I don't know. 

But I -- if you're suggesting there's some deal where they 
would be providing defense for U.S. tankers in return for 
provision of them, or something of that sort, I'm not -- 


Q I don't mean -- 


A I have no reason to take you down that par- 
ticular road. 


Q Just in case the tankers are under attack, 
aerial attack by the Iranians or whatever, do you expect the 
Saudis to use the Stingers to protect them? 


A Precisely how the Saudis intend to use the 
Stingers -- in other words, in what circumstances where an 
attack might come -- I think it's for them to speak to. And 
I don't want to try to get into that. 


Q Alan, are there any plans to put any more 
tankers there? I'm just kind of reflecting the two versus 


one additional tanker. Is there another one in the pipeline, 
or -- 


A Not at this time, no. 


Q Alan, on the safeguards for the Stingers? 
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A Yes. 


Q The terms of the earlier sale that was 
withdrawn in March or so were that the missiles and the 
launchers were to be stored separately, and that was sup- 
posedly the reason why they were going to be safe from 
terrorist use. Are those terms going to be held up in 
this sale? 


A I think -- I don't have to offer you the spe- 
cifics of the safeguard arrangements. I think that they 
would involve a number of things, as I say, a number of pro- 
cedures. 


As I say, the safeguards being implemented by the 
Saudis meet U.S. guidelines, and I think that you can take 
it as a given that the same safeguards will apply. 


George? 

Q Can we move on to something else? 

A Sure. 

Q Do you have any particular comment on remarks 


made by Reverend Jackson yesterday in Mexico City? 
A No. 


Q Alan, going back to what you said about being 
in consultation with the Israelis about the arms in the 
area, have you received any complaint before or after, or 
are you expecting any opposition or complaint from the 
Israelis after you deploy the Stingers? 


A Well, I think I would let the Israelis speak 
for themselves on this. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Israeli 
announcement about the two Palestinians who were detained by 
the Israeli security forces and were killed in cold blood 
after -- later on? 


A Yes. We have positively noted the statement 
issued by the Israeli Ministry of Defense and commend the 
efforts of the Government of Israel to make a thorough 
investigation of this matter. 
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Q Alan, I want to go back -- I asked about this 
speech of Mr. Elliott Abrams, Assistant Secretary. The 
answer that was posted on the bulletin board is, to my 
knowledge and to my reading, is worse than the speech which 
was given, or the portion of the speech which was given. 
Because from one point here, at the end of the answer, 
you're going back to something that happened in 1974-75, and 
making it as a cause celebre to accuse the Arab left of 
being anti-Semitic -- 





a Well, let me just cut off the question. 
We've provided the answer that we're going to provide to 
that. If you have further questions of Mr. Abrams, you 
might get in touch with his office and see what he has to 
Say. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on the events 
that happened during the day of elections in Egypt? 


A No. I think that you've only got initial 
returns, and so on, and I don't have any comment. 


Q Do you have anything eise regarding that 
Palestinian matter? 


My No. 


Q That was complete; you do not deplore the 
action itseif? 


A I think we -- if, assuming that there was a 
violation of law -- obviously, an act of violence -- clearly 
as the Israeli Government has done, we would deplore that. 
But I don't think we're going to get ahead of the Israeli 
investigation of this issue. 


Q Alan, on the Hill last week they didn't know 
anything about this tanker deal. Were the leaders of 
Congress -- I know they're in recess -- but were the key 
committee chairmen consulted on this? 

A Discussions have been held with them, yes. 

0 When? 


. A Over the weekend. 


Q Gary Hart last night, on Channel 13 in New 
York City, speaking from New Jersey, said that -- when he was 
asked about the settlements in the West Bank, that the legal 
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adviser of the State Department told him that settlements 
are not illegal. 


My first question is about, if this is true, that 
this is the opinion, the legal opinion of the State 
Department; and the second part of the question is, there 
are many statements coming out from Israel now saying that 
they're going to be building more settlements in the West 
Bank and intensifying the people which are living there, 
increase the population there. What do you comment on this? 


A As far as the latter part is concerned, 
obviously we have indicated that we think that continuing 
settlement activity represents an obstacle to the peace 
process. 


As far as the question of legality or illegality, 
I'm going to say to you what we've said many times before, 
which is that the issue really here is not legality or ille- 
gality. The issue is that indeed this continuing settlement 
activity is an obstacle to the peace process. And I refer 
you back to what the President said about it in September 
and what we've said about it many times. We think it should 
stop. 


Q Thank you. 
A You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:10 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: A string of housekeeping announce- 
ments. A lot of briefings today. So therefore no news. 


Available in the Press Office will be the pre-_. 
pared statement by Under Secretary for Economic Affairs Allen 
Wallis before the House Foreign Affairs Committee, 
Subcommittee on Europe and the Middle East. That testimony 
was given today. The subject is "The Administration's 
Objectives at the London Economic Summit." 


The Department of State has released a compen- 
dium entitled Realism, Strength, Negotiation: Key Foreign 
Policy Statements of the Reagan Administration. This is a 
156-page illustrated anthology, contains 40 major addresses 
by the President, the Vice President, and the Secretary of 
State. It covers every region of the world, arms control, 
human rights, the United Nations, and the world economy. Copies 
are available in the Press Office. 








2) Free? 


4 They're very limited. You have to work 
very hard to get one of those. 


Yet another briefing. There will be a White 
House Central American Outreach Group briefing, Room 450, 
Old Executive Office Building, today, 2:30. The briefers 
will be Bruce McColm, Director of the Center for Caribbean 
and Central American Studies at the Freedom House, New York 
City. He will be speaking <= he will be giving an update 
on Soviet and Cuban Strategy in Central America. 


Mike Ledeen, who is a senior fellow at 
Georgetown University Center for Strategic and International 
Studies, will speak on the final results of the Grenada 
Documents. That is at 2:30, Room 450, Old EOB. And if you 
want any further details, call Sue Mathis at 456-2910. 


Yet another briefing. A BACKGROUND briefing 
wiil be held today at 5:30, in this briefing room regarding 
the NATO Foreign Ministers meeting at the Wye Plantation. 








A little housekeeping twist here. Because the 
briefing will begin after normal building working hours, the 
attendees will be limited to those who are bearing State, 
White House or NAC press passes. 


And, finally, because we have swamped you with 
briefings today, and because the Secretary will be having 
his final NATO Press Conference around 1:00, 1:00 to 1:30 
tomorrow, there will be no regular briefing here tomorrow. 


Q Any backgrounders tomorrow; is there also 
a White House briefing? 


fy I do not think there are any backgrounders 
tomorrow. I think the Secretary's press conference -- I 
think Secretary General Luns will have a press conference 
immediately preceding the Secretary's, then he will have 
his press conference. There may well be briefings or press 
conferences -- that will be up to the various countries 
involved, how they want to categorize them -- by various 
countries, I'm sure. 


Q John, can you tell us about the incident 
in Leningrad, where the consul was apparently beaten up, 
and can you suggest any Soviet motives? 


4 No, I really can't. Mr. Harms, Roland 
Harms, was beaten up. This took place April 17. I think 
he was leaving a restaurant in Leningrad when he was 
beaten up by a group of young men. He is a Consular 
Officer in Leningrad. He's still there; will serve out his 
-- we expect him to serve out his regular tour. 


The day after that, we protested strongly to the 
Soviet Union both here and in Moscow. That is really about 
all I have on that. These incidents have occurred from time 
to time over a period of years. They are unfortunate, to 
say the least. They are unconscionable, but they're -- this 
is not a particularly isolated incident. They have occurred 
from time to time. There's also no rash of such incidents 
in recent months, I should -- 


Q Does the -- did the protest suggest Soviet 
Government involvement? 


sy I cannot give you a readout on what was 
said, and probably even if I could, I guess I wouldn't. But 
it was clearly behavior that we consider to be unacceptabie. 








Q What I'm trying to get at is, what were 
you protesting -- a lack of protection given the U.S. diplo- 
mat or a Soviet involvement? 


4 I think we were protesting this lack 
of protection, if you want to put it that way -=- or certainly 
that this could happen to a diplomat in the Soviet Union, 
which is a pretty controlled society. 


Q How come it is now -- only now -- coming 
out, some five weeks later? 


ay I don't know what triggered the news story 
On it. We have tended for rather obvious reasons -- the fact 
these officers remain at their post -=- not to make any 
announcements about this kind of thing, but to deal private- 
ly with the Soviets on such a matter. 


Q How badly was he hurt? 


A I understand he was not <= he did not 
require hospital treatment. 


9 John, when you talk about this not 
being an isolated incident, can you give us any <= four or 
five of these over the last ten years, or five years? 


A I don't know whether that's something we 
could put our hands on easily, Jonn. But that's ‘he kind of 
thing we're talking about, over a period of yea:s. ‘'m not 


misleading you; I don't want to suggest that thers ave been 
incidents recently and this is a pattern. 


Q What did the Russians say to your protest? 

4 I don't think we can get into that, 
Bernie. 

Q Did these young men act on their own, or 


who was directing them if they were not acting on their own? 


4 No, can't give you any -- your 
guess is as good as ours. 








Q When you say “Soviet behavior," how do you 
characterize that? 


4 I think we go to great lengths to protect 
Soviet diplomats in this country, and it's a littie ironic, 
the question of the security of Soviet athletes having been 
raised at the Olympics, and we certainly went to great 
lengths, and would go to great lengths, to protect those 
Soviet citizens, so I guess it's a little ironic that an 
American diplomat in Leningrad could not be protected in 
that society. 


Q John, did you receive any apology from the 
Soviet authorities? 


4 I don't think we'll get into what we said to 
them and what they said to us. 


Q John, I don't understand the rationale for 
not announcing these incidents when they occur. 


4 Well, the individuals continue very often to 
serve at their posts, and I suppose you might raise 
questions about. their continuing security. 


Q Had he been subject to previous harassment? 
How would you <= 


A Not to my knowledge. 


Q To clarify it, John -- 


Q Who was he with at the restaurant, do you 
know? 

A Don't have anything for you on that. 

Q There was a report that he had been meeting 


with dissidents. 


ay Yes. Just don't have anything for you. 

Q Was there any personal aspect to it <= I 
mean, any words exchanged or anything? 

4 Not that we're aware of. 

Q John, do you see the incident, or on the 


basis of the conversations with the Soviets, see the inci- 
dent as a reflection of the current state of U.S.-Soviet 
relations? 








4 That's very hard to analyze, Bernie. And as 
you were told this morning, there are various theories as 
to why the Soviets are behaving as they are. I think 
it's very hard for us to put this within the context of one 
of a series of possible theses about current Soviet 
behavior. 


Q Were there any charges leveled against him 
by the Russians? 


ny No, not -=— no. 


Q John, on the Soviet Union, I think it's TASS 
claims that Sakharov is doing just fine. Do we have any new 
information on Sakharov? 


aN No, we do not; have absolutely nothing to 
confirm that he is doing just fine, and I think one of his 
relatives, a daughter, I think, or daughter-in-law, 
somewhere in Western Europe cast great doubt on those 
reports already -- on the TASS reports. 


Q On that case, according to a report, the 
Australian Foreign Minister raised it with Gromyko, and was 
practically shown the door <-- 


A Uh-huh . 


Q -- when he brought it up. Has this happened 
before, to your knowledge? 


4 That other -- 
Q For instance, did Genscher raise it <= 


A I think <= I don't know in what setting it 
has been raised by other governments and whether that has 
necessarily always been with Foreign Minister Gromyko, but 
certainly it has been raised, I think, with the Soviets by 
other governments and indeed by private organizations. 


Q What I'm getting at is that you seem to be 
resisting the temptation to put all this in some kind of 
context or pattern. You don't see any pattern in this 
Sakharov case, the beating up of the consul? 


4 Well, there clearly is a pattern to 
Soviet behavior in that they are not going to the Olympics, 
they are not prepared to talk at a number of negotiating 
tables. However, they are, as the point was made this 








morning, prepared to talk, in some other fora. But certainly, 
there is a question that has been raised, and don't see 

much doubt about the answer to that, that the Soviets have 
withdrawn from a number of activities in which they might 
negotiate with the West. 


I don't think what we can do is give you a 
clear-cut motivation for that view. You had some theses 
outlined this morning, but which of those is the right one, 
I guess we'd have to be inside the Kremlin to know that. 


Q John, have there been any incidents in this 
country involving Soviet diplomats being harassed, that 
might suggest this as retaliation? 


a I do not have anything on harassment of Soviet 
diplomats, but I don't think <= I would lead you away from the 
idea of retaliation for harassment. 


Q What was Harm's specific assignments (sic) in 
Leningrad? 

4 He is a Consular Officer in Leningrad. 

Q Did he handle dissident affairs or anything 
like that? 

4 I think he certainly has touched on the area 


of human rights, but I‘m not sure what his overall respon- 
sibilities are. 


Q Wasn‘*t there a fire=-bombing of some Soviet 
cars in New York about that time? 


4 A fire=-bombing of Soviet cars? Doesn't spring 
to memory. 


Q Or a bombing of an apartment house? 
4 It doesn't spring to my memory. 
Q John, Bolivia has declared a moratorium, a 


four-year moratorium, on the payment of its foreign debt. Do 
you have any comment about it? 


4 No, sorry I don't. 


Q Do you expect to have this afterwards? 








4 Take a look at it and see whether we might 
have something later on in the day. 


Q John, anything new on the Gulf? 
My No, nothing on the Gulf. 


Q Could you clarify whether the United States is 
planning to send more than one refueling aircraft to the 
Persian Gulf? President Reagan, in speaking to an Irish 
television interviewer, suggested that the United States was 
going to send two more, but you announced one more. 


A I think our announcement is the correct fac- 
tual assessment of where we are, and I think the White House had 
something to say about this this morning. The figures are, 
in fact, three KC-135s and one <= What is it, KC-10? 


Q KC-10. And is there expected that another 
plane, whether it's one or the other type, will be going? 


A Obviously, you can never rule out anything in 
the future, but no plans along those lines. 


Q And do you have a response to the statements 
by -- I forget whether it was the President of Iran or some 
high-ranking official from Iran saying that if the U.S. wants to 
get involved in that way to its own detriment, go ahead. 
No, no comment. 
Do you know anything about additional AWACS? 
Additional AWACS? 


Additional AWACS to (inaudible)? 


> Oo F- ODO °F 


No. 


Q Do you have anything to back up the 
President's assertion about the flow of arms into El Salvador 
through Nicaragua? 


A Well, the President, I think, was specific 
about a Bulgarian ship, I think it was, and a Soviet ship. 
And there obviously ‘ic continuing evidence of that, but I 
don't have anything beyond what I said. 


Q Can you make that evidence available? 








Ay Well, you know, this has been a question that 
has been raised from time to time, Bernie, and we do have that 
proposal before the experts, but I don't have anything for 
you today. 


Q Do you have anything about the attack on the 
Gulf skips? 


A No. 

Q Iraq claims that it hit another two. 

4 No, don‘t have anything on that. Sorry. 
Q O.K. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:35 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I don't have any 
announcements. I will be happy to take your questions. 


Q Alan, have you read -- seen of the dec.sion 
in The Hague today on the cruise missiles? Do you have a 
response to that and tell us what it means? 


AN We don't at this time, Mike. We want to take 
a look at the report. We've only, you know, seen some 
wires, and we've gotten a report by phone, but I think we 
want to wait until we've actually had a chance to look at 
what has been done, and maybe we'll have something later 
this afternoon. 


Q You were not aware of this decision during 
the visit of the Foreign Minister this week? 


nN Well, I believe that they announced they took 
a decision at the Cabinet meeting today, so it would have 
been a little difficult. 


Q You were not informed in advance? 


A I think they took their decision today, Mike. 
The Secretary spoke to it yesterday, and I'd refer you to 
his words. 


Q Alan, just to follow that, I realize you just 
said you are going to look into it, but the Administration 
until yesterday had been saying that it expected the Dutch 
to step up to the mark, to fulfill their responsibilities 
and so on; and then yesterday Secretary Shultz appeared, at 
least to me, to change the language a little bit when he 
said that the U.S. expected the Dutch to play a “proper 
role." 


A Uh<-huh. 


Q Is there any -- am I just making too much out 
of that -- 








A Well, I*m not going to go -- 


Q -- or is there a change in what the expec- 
tations are? 


A I'm not going to try and do that sort of ana- 
lysis. The fact is that the Dutch Cabinet has now taken a 
decision. We want to look at that decision, and we will try 
and get a reaction for you, if possible, this afternoon. 


Q To what degree do you think the decision, 
since it obviously falls short of original expectations, 
could have some sort of ripple effect throughout the 
Alliance and encourage the Soviets to keep the pressure on 
to force concessions? 


nN Again, I think we're going to have to wait 
until this afternoon, Bernie, to see if we have some reac- 
tion for you. 


Q Alan, is there any reason to believe that any 
of the other members who have agreed to accept missiles will 
show any reluctance, back away -- the Italians, the 
British, the West Germans -- any reason to believe that 
they'll back away now? 


XN As a general matter I would say no, but I -- 
let's again leave this, our reaction to the specific Dutch 
decision, until this afternoon. 


Q We don't have any indications that their con- 
tinuing deployment of those missiles was based or contingent 
in any fashion on what the Dutch decided? 


nN Well, again, I refer to what I just said to 
you about whether we have any reason to believe that they 
would back away. The answer to that is no. 


Q Alan, do you expect a statement or reaction 
to follow Secretary Shultz's arrival? Are we waiting that 
long, perhaps? 


A No. I hope not. I hope we can get something 
for you in a reasonable time this afternoon so you can use 
it. 


Q Will it be posted, or in what fashion? 














A We will certainly let you know that it's 
around. Okay? 


Bernie? 
Q New subject, please? 
A Yes. 


Q A wire report, Alan, quoting a Kuwaiti offi- 
cial, I understand -- 


Q Defense Minister. 

Q Defense Minister? Saying that the U.S. has 
given initial approval to provide Kuwait with Stingers, which 
would seem to be something of a variation. What's -- 

A Well, I'm aware of that wire report. The 
fact of the matter is, as we have said before, that we have 
been examining, together with the Kuwaitis, what requirements 
they mighc have, and we are aware of their interest in 
Stinger, but there have been no decisions. 


Q Has there been a preliminary decision or 
acknowledgement that they will be granted their request? 


4 I would not steer you in that direction. 

Q Alan, the Israeli reports are giving every 
impression that the opposition of Stingers to the Kuwaitis 
is because of the Israeli position. 

A Opposition -- 

Q To sending Stingers to Kuwait. 

Ms Oh, I'm not going to respond to that par- 
ticularly. I mean, we have taken the action we've taken 
with regard to Saudi Arabia. We've said what we have to say 
at this point about Kuwait, and that's just where we are. 

Q On the <= 

Q Are there other requests -- excuse me -- 


Q Sorry. 


A I'm not going to -- 


Q Are there other requests from United Arab 
Emirates or Bahrain or -- 





A I'm not going to get into the question of 
what requests there are or are not for any particular 
weapons system. I think that, as I've indicated before and 
other spokesmen have, we have been examining, together with 
a number of the states in the region, how we can best meet 
the situation as it exists, and we will continue to be doing 
that. But I'm not going to get into the details of what 
sorts of requests may or may not have been made. 


Bernie? 


Q I'm sorry, I lost you on "not steering." 
What was that about, please? 


A The question was, has there been some sort of 
preliminary decision, and I said I would not steer you in 
that direction. 


Q You're not ruling out the possibility that 
the U.S. may in fact, if not today, if nct an hour from now, 
in fact approve a Stinger sale to Kuwait? 


Y Well, you know, “not ruling out.” I[ try 
never to rule out things which are not able to be ruled out 
forever and ever. But I'm telling you that where we are is 
that there has been no decision, and I am steering you away 
from the suggestion that there has been a preliminary deci- 
sion, that somehow we're playing games with words here. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the report that 
several days ago the Iranian navy boarded and searched a 
ship near the Straits of Hormuz? 


4 Well, not really. The fact is we've seen the 
reports on that. I don't have anything to add to the press 
reports that you have, and I think I'm going to have to 
leave it there. I gather, from conversations i've had, that 
the legal situation on that is very complicated. 


Q Well, does that mean that press reports that 
you've seen -- that you believe those press reports to be 
accurate? 

A I don't have anything -- 


Q That you have anything to add to them? 


A I don‘t have anything to add or a comment on 
the basis of them. 








Q Alan, how would you distinguish our policy 
towards Kuwait, rather than towards Saudi Arabia? Is there 
some distinction made there in terms of -- 


A Well, I don't have a policy statement to 
issue on every country in the world. Obviously, we have had 
very good relations with Kuwait. We've had a lot of 
discussions about this situation with all the countries in 
the region. It's just that we examine each situation and 
make decisions individually. 


Q And the second question -- 
Q Alan -- 
A Bob, go ahead. 


Q Just a second. The President yesterday 
seemed to tilt towards Iraq in what he said. 


A Well, I saw interpretations which suggested 
that. I think what I saw of his words were basically what 
we have been saying before, which is that Iraq has indicated 
a willingness to have a cease-fire and to negotiate an erd 
to the war; Iran has not. 


Q We still don't have an Ambassador in Kuwait, 
do we? 


A That's correct. 


Q Alan, is it the U.S. view that the Stingers 
that will be going to Saudi Arabia are for the purpose of 
Saudis providing regional defense for that area with those 
Stingers, and that Stingers would not go to other countries 
in the Gulf? 


My Well, I don't have any -- we talked about 
this the other day, and I have nothing new to add to this, 
and I think that Mike Burch talked about it at the Pentagon. 
I don't have anything further on deployment. 


Q Alan, the speed of which the State 
Department, or the United States Government, responded to 
the request of Kuwait is quite staggering, because I 
believe it's less than 24 hours that the answer was no. 


A First of all, I naven't said the answer is 
no. Second of all, we haven't talked about what specific 
requests were received or when they were received, so I 





can't address the question in the terms you've put it. 


Q The next question that I want to ask is about 
the military correspondent of the Jerusalem Post says in the 
front page of the international edition today, “It could be 
that a week or two before the elections on July 23rd we will 
be informed of a wide-range strategic agreement with the 
United States.” Would you have any comment on that? 


A Year. It's the same comment that you've been 
getting every time you raise that question, which is that I 
would steer you away from that story. It's the same story. 


Q Alan, does the -- you don't have an 
Ambassador now in Kuwait, is that right? 


A Yes. I just -- 


Q Does that have anything to do with postponing 
or being reluctant to be speedy on giving Kuwait the 
Stingers? 


A Without accept your characterization of how 
we are or are not dealing with possible supplies to Kuwait, 
the decisions on how we might react there have nothing to do 
with the question of whether there's an ambassador in place. 


Q Alan, in general terms, are the Saudis asking 
-- well, in specific terms -- they've asked for military 
assistance. Now the Kuwaitis have. 


In general terms, can you say whether or not other 
Persian Gulf states have requested any military assistance 
from the U.S.? 


A I think I'm going to stay away from that 
question in general also, Rick. I think that the point -- I 
will have to simply repeat what I've said -=- that is, that 
we've been discussing with a number of the states in the 
region how we might best -- "we," collectively or indivi- 
dual, or however -=- might meet that situation, and in some 
cases, obviously, that already has involved supply of mili- 
tary equipment or acceleration of military equipment that 
was already due to go on. But I don't have anything to take 
you beyond what we have already said. 


Q What about the Allies -- either the French 
or the British <= have they stepped up their military 
supplies to either the Omanis or any of the others? 





A I'm afraid I'd have to ask you to ask them 
that question. 


Q Alan, was there a similar study of the Saudi 
needs before the United States decided to go on with the 200 
or 400 to Saudi Arabia like the one you said now is taking 
place with the Kuwaitis? 


A First of all, I haven't talked about studies. 
We look at -- obviously, we look at the requirements and 
requests -- 


Q You said “look,” not study? 

A We do that in each case, sure. 

Q Okay. 

Q Alan, new subject? 

A New subject. Go ahead. 

Q Do you have a view as to the assassination 


attempt on Eden Pastora Gomez, who may have been 
responsible? 


ay No, I don't have a view on who was respon- 
sible, except to reiterate what the Secretary said in very 
flat terms yesterday: that any suggestion that the U.S. 
Government was in any way responsible is absolutely untrue. 


But my understanding is that nobody has claimed 
responsibility. The circumstances aren't at all clear, and 
I think we'd have to just hold off any speculation in that 
respect. 


Our information, just in general, is still 
sketchy, but we have confirmed -- it won't be great news to 
you -- but we have confirmed that Linda Frazier, an American 
citizen reporting for the San Jose English-language 
newspaper, the Tico Times, died on May 30 as a result of the 
explosion which injured Eden Pastora, and our condolences ao 
out to the family of Miss Frazier. ; 





Our Embassy in San Jose has also confirmed press 
reports that two other American citizen journalists were 
injured in the blast. That's Reid G. Miller of the 
Associated Press and Tony Avirgan, cameraman for ABC. And, 


( 








as reported in the press, the wounded were evacuated to 
Costa Rica and treated there. I don't think any of that is 
new. 

Q Alan, do you have any -- in that respect -- 
with regard to this speculation about ARDE and FDN allying 
itself, does the United States support such an alliance? 


A I don't have anything on that. 


Q And just for the record, can you state a 
reason why you don't? 


A Don't have anything on it. 


Q Pastora has accused himself the CIA of 
planning the attack. How do you see now the future rela- 
tions of the U.S. Government with his group since you've 
called him right now a liar? 


A I've seen a press report which says that he 
said that. In any case, I have simply noted that any 
suggestion that the U.S. Government was in any way respon- 
sible is absolutely untrue, and I will leave it at that. 


Q And how do you see now the future of the 
anti-Sandinistas, of the groups and the movement and the 
fight against the Nicaraguan Government? 


A I think that the concerns which led those 
groups to oppose the Nicaraguan Government haven't changed. 
But in terms of what they're going to do together, and so 
forth, that's not for me to comment on. 


Chris? 


Q The swiftness with which the Costa Rican 
Government whisked Mr. Pastora out of Costa Rica to 
Venezuela seems to indicate that they are very serious about 
this new agreement with Nicaragua for neutrality of the 
border region. 


Do you think that agreement is a useful -- you 
probably answered this a few weeks, but do you -- 


A I think we do have some language on that, and 
let me refer you back to it. I would note, though, that it 
may be -- 


Q Can I finish my question? Is this -=- do you 
view that agreement as a useful thing, and is it <= could it 
be a precedent for other border relations in the area? 











A Yeah. I'll give you the same answer -- that 
is, we had some words on this before. Why don't you go back 
and check it. 


But in terms of what they have done -- it may be 
that he's going to Venezuela, but the reports that he had 
been put under arrest and was being forced to do this or 
that at this time, according to our Embassy in San Jose, the 
Costa Rican Acting President denied yesterday reports that 
he had been put under arrest or detained. Obviously, some 
months ago they did ask him to leave the country, and for 
humanitarian reasons he and the other wounded have been 
allowed to receive medical treatment in Costa Rica. But I 
cannot confirm the report in this morning's paper that 
they're sort of forcing him out at this moment. 


Obviously, they're general request that he leave 
the country may still be in effect. I guess you'd have to 
ask them. But in terms of trying to force him out while 
he's just gotten to the hospital, I would ask you to check 
that. 


Q I wasn't trying to indicate that he was 
under arrest or being forced anywhere. But, apparently, he 
has gone to Venezuela and they assisted him in getting to 
the airport, and so on, after he received medical attention. 


Are you saying that you don't think they did -- 


A I'm not aware that they sort of <= the 
reports indicated yesterday that he was arrested and he was 
going to be tossed out of the country, and I'm not sure it 
happened that way. But anyway, I'll leave you to get the 
facts on the ground. 


But in terms of the attitude towards the arrange- 
ment on the border, let me refer you to what we did have 
before. 


Q Do you have any comment on the policy state- 
ment of the new government in Lebanon that was presented 
yesterday? 


A No, I don't. 
Q Alan, do you have a comment on the Times 


report of CIA and Navy cooperation in their homemade mine 
operation? 


iy 
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A No, I don't have anything. 


Q Alan, have you received anything from your 
Embassy in Cairo about the -- how things were going on 
during the elections? 


A I think that there is some, actually some 
guidance that existed on that -- I don't know if it's precise- 
ly in the terms that you're asking, but about the elections 
-- that's in the Press Office. Let me ask you to check on 
that. 


Q I came a little bit late. But the Dutch 
Government has reached an hour ago -- 


Mn Yes, I said I think that we may have some 
reaction to that later on this afternoon. I don't have 
anything on that right now. 


Q Do you have anything on the Sudan and the 
application of Sharia law, the amputations and so forth, to 
non-Moslems? 


Q What was the question? 


a The question was about the Sudan where there 
have been some reports of amputations of hands, and so on, 
as punishment under Islamic Sharia law. 


Since Sharia was incorporated into the penal code 
of Sudan last September, several convicted thieves have 
undergone this form of punishment. No foreigners have been 
so sentenced. We understand that three southern Sudanese, 
all Christians, who were convicted for theft in the Khartoum 
area where Sharia is applied, recently underwent hand ampu- 
tations in al Kober prison in Omdurman. 


The U.S. position is that physical mutilation is 
a form of cruel and unusual punishment and a clear and 
serious violation of human rights. 

Q Copy, please? 

A Yes. 


Q Do you have anything on the recent publicity 
about the Ahmedis in Pakistan? 


A Don't have anything on it. 





ll 


Q Alan, can we ask you to go back on the 
Middle East on one more thing? There are reports that Fadi 
Frem, the leader of the Lebanese Forces, is coming to the 
United States. Has he, in fact, applied for a visa, and 
was he granted entry here in light of denial of entry to 
Mrs. Allende, for example, and others to enter this country, 
and D'Aubuisson for that matter? 


A I don't know what the situation is. Let me 
check and see if there's -- if we have anything on Fadi 
Frem. 


Q A follow up. I understand that he will be 
speaking June 14 at the National Press Club -- Fadi Frem. 


A As I say, I don't have anything on it. Let 
me check it, and I'll get back to you. 


Q I understand that -- 


Q Do you have any comment on the reports 
coming from Beirut that there was a sort of coup d'etat 
attempt against the Gemayel Government? 


A I'm not even aware of the reports. The 
answer is, no, I don't have anything on it. 


Q The Egyptian Ambassador, Ashraf Ghorbal, was 
this morning in the Department. Do you have any readout on 
his visit? 


A No. He came to see the Acting Secretary at 
his -- that is, the Ambassador's -- request, but I don't 
have anything on the substance of the discussion. 


Q What about the visit -- I think the Lebanese 
Ambassador was here this morning, too. 


A Don't have anything on that. 


Q Botha's invitation to Nujoma to Windhoek 
-- anything on that? 


BN No. 
Q Also, can I <= just two other ones. Do you 


have anything in Haiti, either the arrest of the people in 
Louisiana or the recent riots? 
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A Or the what? 
Q Recent riots? 


A I certainly don't have anything on the 
arrest. Do we have anything on the riots here at all? 
I don't recall it, frankly. Why don't you check and see. 
There may be something but I'm not sure of that. 


Q Anything on the dissolution of the Peace 
Commission in Guatemala? 


A No. 
Ralph? 
Q You posted an answer yesterday on the Bolivia 


debt decision, basically saying that you're going to check 
into it. Have you been able to determine what the true 
meaning of that decision is and what the implications of it 
will be? 


A I will ask on that. I don't have a 
follow up on it. 


Larry, did you have something? 


Q Do you have anything on further U.S. food 
aid to Haiti? 


aN I don't. When we check on this guidance, 
let's see if there's anything further to give you on that. 


Q Thank you. 
A Okay, you're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:50 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have a couple of 
brief announcements and one statement. 


Under Secretary Armacost is scheduled to meet with 
the Senate Appropriations Subcommittee on Foreign Operations 
tomorrow, beginning at 11:00 a.m., scheduled in Dirkson 
124. It is unclear at this point how much of it will be 
open and how much will be closed. My understanding is that 
it may start open and then may close, but in any case you 
might want to check with the Committee. The subject is 
"Iran-Iraq War." 


Available in the Press Office are a limited number 
of copies of the Foreign Relations of the United United, 
1952 to 1954, Volume it on Korea. Please note on the press 
release the embargo until 6:00 p.m. on Thursday, June 7. 

One copy per organization. A summary of the volume prepared 


by the Office of the Historian is attached to the press 
release which is included with each volume. 





And, finally, a statement on Turkish Cypriot 
settlement of Varosha. We now have evidence that the Turkish 
Cypriots are permitting settlement by some of their people 
in a formerly closed sector of the city of Varosha or 
Pamagusta. 


The area involved is in a portion of the city 
which has remained uninhabited since the Turkish military 
intervention of 1974. The settlement by Turkish Cypriots in 
the area establishes a precedent which we believe will prove 
unhelpful to the search for a fair and final settlement to 
the Cyprus question. 


We have urged the Turkish Cypriot communities’ 
leaders not to proceed with this action and urged all parties 
to the Cyprus question to avoid any act which might compli- 
cate the situation as the U.N. Security Council prepares to 
consider renewal of the U.N. peacekeeping mandate for 
Cyprus, which expires on June 15. 


We are hoping that mandate can be renewed with minimal 
debate, and that the Secretary General can then proceed with 
his good office's role in the search for diplomatic 


progress. 
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Q Copy? 


A Copy? Sure. That's it on announcements. 
Happy to take your questions. 


Q Do you have any (inaudible) with respect to 
Turkey there, Alan? 


A I do not. 
Excuse me? Go ahead, Jim. 


. Q I'm sorry, if there were more on this Turkish 
Cypriot thing, why don't you go ahead on that? 


Q Yeah. Was this brought up with the Poreign 
Minister who was here last week? 


K I'm not going to go into details to how we 
have raised it. As I said in the statement, we have raised 
this question. 


Q The time? 
A Excuse me? 


Q The statement that you made today regarding 
this development. 


aN Not going to get into the details of it. As 
I said, we have urged all parties to the Cyprus question to 
avoid any act which might complicate the situation. 


Q Alan, you made special -- specific reference, 
though, in that statement to “Turkish Cypriots." 


A Uh—hun. 


Q Getting them to stop taking the actions they 
are taking. Do you have any reason to believe that Turkey 
endorses or is -=- you know -- well, endorses this particular 
action or does not endorse it? 


A I really don't have anything to give you 
beyond the statement. I think that it'll stand on its own. 


Q Can you bring us up to date on what's going 
on in the Persian Gulf and whether the -- can you confirm 
the sinking of this Turkish ship? 








ny As I saic last week, I'm not going to get 
into the question of confirming sinkings. I think that the 
news reports on that are rather full, Jim. 


Our basic reaction, obviously, is that, as I've 
said and others have said many times before, we are hopeful 
for a peaceful resolution of this conflict as soon as 
possible’ and we continue our efforts toward that end. 


Q Do you have anything today on the possible 
sale of Stinger missiles to Kuwait? 


4 No, don't have anything to advance it beyond 
where we were before. 


Q There's a report on the Reuters wire quoting 
an official as saying that there has been a message from 
Khomeini to his troops indicating that tomorrow may be the 
big invasion of Iraq. 


A Uh-huh. 


Q Putting aside that, are there any signs that 
such an attack is imminent? 


A Well, I think that that report comes from 
sources and presumably would be based on some sort of 
intelligence, and I think I'm going to have to stay away 
from it. We have indicated before that the danger of an 
attack is present, has been present for some time. I don't 
have anything to update you, however, in respect of a date 
or indeed whether there is a determination at this point to 
actually go ahead. : 


Q The Iranian Ambassador to the U.N. this 
morning seemed to categorically deny that Iran had launched 
any attacks on any vessels in the Gulf. Do you care to 
address that at all and -- 


A Yes. I refer you back to what we've said 
before. I don't have anything new to offer on that. 


Ralph? 


Q On that sinking of the Turkish tanker, but 
not related to the Turkish tanker, do you have any infor- 
mation about any retaliation or any Iranian attacks that 
followed it? 











A I don't have anything. 


Q Can I ask you one more on the Iran message? 
There is, either in that same message or in an accompanying 
one, and repeated in New York, apparently was an offer to 
negotiate on the subject of keeping the Gulf open, but not 
on the subject of the war in general. Do you have any conm- 
ment on that Iranian offer? 


x No, not really. This seems to be consistent 
with the position that Iran has taken previously, so -- 


Yes. 
Q Do you have anything -- 
4A Excuse me. I have -- 


Q Do you have anything new on Sakharov's 
health, and also according to some report, that he had died 
in the hospital? 


a No, we don't have anything new on it. I think 
that we can't confirm those reports. I think that the 
reports -- 


Q -- that there is doubt that he's alive. 


Ay -- the reports that he had died and so on, I 
think that -- Well, simply that, so I can't take you 
anywhere on that. 


Q Do you have any comment on the reports saying 
that the attack by Iraqis against the Turkish tanker is 
straining the relations between Iraq and its allies in the 
Gulf? 


oy No, I have no comment on that. 


Q Do you have any specific comment, substantive 
comment, with respect to the attack itself? I mean do you 
deplore it or -= Just no comment? 


ny Well, we've indicated -- As I said, our hope 
is that this whole situation will be resolved peacefully as 
soon as possible. 


Q So can you confirm that the Turkish tanker 
was struck by an Iran =-- 


A I think I said at the beginning that I wasn't 
going to be in that business, Jim. 





Q -- of confirming -- 


Q Are there any information about -the new 
instructions or directions to the U.S. Fleet in the 
Arabian Gulf, in that neighboring area, because I understand 
over the weekend that there were some special movement and 
showing the flag, the U.S. flag on some of the ships. 
(inaudible) 


fs You'd have to check with the Pentagon on that. 


Q To go back to the Kuwaiti Stingers, have 
there been any new requests from Kuwait for those Stingers? 


a I'm going to stay away from not trying to 
lead you in the direction that there have been or that there 
haven't been. I'm going to stay away from generally the 
question of requests and the detailed nature of the 
dialogue. 


We've indicated before that we've had discussions 
with Kuwait and others about how we might face the 
situation. I think we have indicated before that we're 
certainly aware of the Kuwaiti interest in Stingers, but I 
don't have anything in terms of any decisions and I don't 
have anything in terms of specific requests that have been 
made. 


Q Last week it was announced that Israel had 
been permitted to open an Interests Section within the U.S. 
Embassy in Sri Lanka. 


a . Uh-huh. 


Q Did the U.S. exert any pressure on the Sri 
Lankan Government for the opening of this Interests Section? 
And was this a requirement by Israel, that the Mossad was to 
train the Sri Lankan intelligence against the northern 
separatists? 


fy Well, two or three points on this: One is 
that I don't happen to have with me guidance which is 
prepared and which is available in the Press Office, so I 
refer you to that. It has a number of points which you 
might be able to ask about. 


j iJ 
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I would say, in terms of the last part of your 
question, a deal -- I have no information on that, and it 
isn't a question we should address from here. It would be a 
question you should address to the two governments con- 
cerned. | 


As far as did the U.S. put any pressure on, the 
answer which you will find in that guidance is that this was 
something that we have done in response to requests by the 
two governments, so it's not a question at all of our 
putting pressure on somebody else. It's a matter of being 
approached and agreeing to be helpful. 


Q Can I follow? 
pe O.K. 


Q When was the request made by the two govern- 
ments to open an Interests Section? 


4 I think all of this is covered in the 
guidance, so let me refer you to the Press Office for that. 


Q Can I ask you whether you have any comment on 
the report that there is a fairly high-ranking Iranian offi- 
cial visiting in Moscow this week? 


M No, I don't have any reaction to that. 


Q In that connection, do you have any comment 
or confirmation of the reports of new weaponry arriving in 
Iraq from the Soviet Union, whether it be missiles or tanks? 


oN I don't have anything on that, and still 
would not be able to confirm the question of SS-2ls, if 
that's your question. 


Q Do you know anything about a trip that James 
Goodby made to Moscow in (inaudible)? 


h I think that that's an erroneous report, Jim. 
I checked on that, and -- 


Q What was the question? 


A The question was about a trip that was 
reported this morning in a wire story -- I think from 
Dublin, actually -- suggesting that Ambassador Goodby had 
recently been in Moscow. The fact is that the latest trip 





that he took, as I was informed this morning on checking on 
this, was April 27-28, which I think you probably already 
know about. So I don't know what that particular story is 
based on. 


Q On that trip in April, did he go to negotiate 
anything, or just to work out the procedures in Stockholm or -- 


A Well, it was before the next session, the 
succeeding session of the CDE, and so he went there to con- 
sult with his Soviet counterpart as part of the preparations 
for that meeting, and it was a period in which he engaged in 
consultations with a variety of other CDE participants, so -- 


I would note that at that time, Ambassador 
Goodby and Ambassador Grinevskiy, his Soviet counter- 
part, discussed the full range of issues under discussion at 
the CDE, but I don't have details to offer you. 


-- MORE -- 





Q Alan, there is a report attributed to a 
Kuwaiti newspaper, saying that the United States is training 
Libyans who are opposed to the Libyan regime of Qadhafi on 
Soviet-made aircraft. 


A Well -- 
“ Q Do you have any comment on the report? 


4 I don't have anything on that -- no <= nor 
would I. 


Q Would it be possible to request a briefing by 
Ambassador Shlaudeman about the weekend's journey? 


4 I don't think that's going to happen, Jim. 
The things that were said by the Secretary's party at the 
time I think takes it about as far as we intend to at this 
point. 


Q There's a lot of confusion about whether this 
represents a new policy initiative, or whether it's the same 
old thing, or whether there's no change. And from -- one 
example, Don Oberdorfer wrote on Sunday that the U.S. said 
that it wanted to negotiate with respect to four items all 
at the same time, which seems to be a change from the April 
"82 suggestions. 


A Well, I think — 
Q Can you confirm that's the case? 


A I'm not going to address a specific story. 
Our objectives-in Nicaragua have been four -- as enumerated, 
four, a number -- including the end to assistance to subver- 
sion and guerrilla warfare outside of Nicaragua, reduction 
of the Nicaraguan military establishment to re-establish a 
regional balance, the removal of the Cuban and Soviet 
security people, military people, from Nicaragua, and 
cutting of that particular tie, and the Nicaraguans living 
up to their own pledges of democratic pluralism. That 
hardly should strike you as a new list of items which we are 
concerned about with regard to Nicaragua. 


Those specific items remain of concern. The pur- 
pose of this discussion and of the follow-on is to help 
advance, as best we can, the Contadora process, and that is 
indeed what this is all about. 





Q Can I just follow again? In April of ‘82, 
which is the last time the United States put forward a bila- 
teral set of issues that it wanted to talk about, it said 
very explicitly that the sine gua non of any future nego- 
tiations or progress was the cessation in alleged arms sup- 
port from Nicaragua to El Salvador. 


ay Uh-huh 7 


Q This seems to be contradicted by this par- 
ticular account. That is, that these are -- the issues that 
you just enumerated are to be taken up all at once without 
any one necessarily being dependent upon the other. 


as I'm not trying to give you a scenario for how 
a discussion might proceed. I'm telling you what our objec- 
tives are and what are purposes are, and I think we'll let 
that process go forward. 


Q Alan, any prospective timetable for 
Shlaudeman? 


as I don't have anything to give you on that at 
this point. 


Q Will you be announcing his visits there, or 
their visits here? 


A I don‘t have the answer to that. 


Q What about the Nicaraguans' insistence that a 
third party be involved? Anything on that? 


as Well, no, I don't think I have anything on 
that. Saw their communique on it, but I really don't have 
anything to add to what was said about all of this at the 
end of last week. 


Q Can we just make a special plea just once, 
you know, to see if we <= you know <-- 


A I'm reasonably sure what I'm talking about, 
Jim. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on the situation 
in Punjab in India? 


a No, I don't. Obviously, it's a very dif- 
ficult situation, but I don't think I'm going to help it by 
making a comment from here. 
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Q Anything on the Ortega suggestion of a summit 
meeting? 


A No. I think this essentially is a process 
that will proceed in sort of a step-by-step manner, and I 
would think that discussions between Ambassador Shlaudeman 
and Vice Minister Tinoco will be the first order of business 
here. 


Q Alan, do you look at that Thursday visit as a 
success? 


A The visit to Nicaragua? 
Q Yes. 


K Well, I think that the purpose of that stop 
was to engage in a dialogue, and I think that the Secretary 
and the Nicaraguans both indicated that they thought that 
was a useful discussion, so I'll leave it at that. 


Q Does the United States have any role in the 
indirect talks between Israel and Syria which Mr. Arens over 
the weekend said in a news conference, and about the per- 
mission to the Syria Jews to leave Syria? 


aN I'm not aware of what he had to say, and I 
don't have any comment on it. 


Q On Priday -- on the Pastora bombing, on 
Friday ABC News reported, mentioned sources in the 
government that some terrorists, Basque terrorists could be 
responsible for the bombing of the Pastora press conference. 


Q Do you have any indication that could confirm 
or steer us away from that report? 


A I don't have anything on that. I'll take a 
look at it and see if I can get anything, but it may be a 
matter of intelligence kind of information, but I will take 
a look and see if there's anything. 


Jim? 


Q Anything on the Guatemalan Peace Commission 
dissolution today? 


aN Yes, I do. The situation continues to be in 
flux for a number of the members planning to or having 








ll 


resigned from the Commission. The government has indicated 
that the Commission will continue its work, and we're hope- 
ful that there will be a resolution of the current problems 
which would permit the Commission to develop as an effective 
instrument to help the country address some of its basic 


problems. - 
Q Is there any ground for being hopeful? 
A I think I will leave it -- 
Q Okay. 
4 -- with the statement. 
Q Also -- 
A Excuse me. Abu Salam? 


Q Do you have a situation report on the con- 
ditions in Lebanon with their Mr. Lahad is trying to build 
up security arrangements for Israel? 


K No. I don‘t. 


Q And all the demonstrations there that's going 
on? 


A I don't have any comment. 


Q Was the visit between General Walters and the 
Pope this weekend related to Central America? 


AK I don't have anything on that particular 
conversation. | 


Q Can you look into it and see if you can say? 
aN I'll see if I can get something on it. Yes. 


Q Follow-up. Anything on the riots in Uruguay? 
The police are arresting in Uruguay. 


BN No. I don't. 


Q And then also in -- President Reagan has said 
repeatedly that the NATO Alliance is (inaudible) at this 
moment, and yesterday there was in Spain a demonstration 
off 200,000 people demanding the exit of Spain from NATO. 


|- 1440 
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Do you have any comment to these demonstrations, 
or what they mean for the Allies? 


4 I don't really have any comment on it, but as 
a point of information, a couple of things I might note: 
Pirst of all, there are no U.S. bases in Spain. There are 
only Spanish bases at which U.S. military units are sta- 
tioned which supports Spain's national defense. 


By mutual agreement of our two governments, U.S. 
forces are present on some Spanish installations to contri- 
bute to the common defense of the West. We welcome Spain's 
decision to join NATO, and we strongly believe that full 
Spanish participation in the Alliance is in the best 
interests of Spain, NATO and the common defense. 


Q Copy? 
ay Yes. 


Q How does the United States Government feel 
about the Israeli Liaison Office in Beirut that the 
Lebanese Government is asking to close, and the Israeli 
Government says they are not going to close any (inaudible) 


os I think that that subject is obviously one 
which is out in the air, it has some sensitivity to it, and 
I think I would leave it to the Governments of Lebanon and 
Israel to address that office. 


Q Are you in favor of such an office? 


a As I say, I think I'll leave it to those two 
governments to address that office. 


Q Alan, according to some reports, some of the 
U.S. arms from Pakistan are going to Punjab in India. Do you 
have any comment on that? 

K I don't have any information on that. 

Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:28 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. A couple of announce- 
ments. First, available in the Press Office is the pre- 
pared statement by Under Secretary for Political Affairs Michael 
Armacost before the Senate Appropriations Committee, 
Subcommittee on Foreign Operations this morning. The subject 
of his testimony was the developments in the Persian Gulf. 


Also available at 3 P.M. will be a prepared statement 
by Assistant Secretary for East Asian and Pacific Affairs Paul 
Wolfowitz before the House Foreign Affairs Committee. He will 
be testifying on U.S.-China relations preceding -- Is that 
right? --"preceding the President's recent trip?" That's what 
this says. We can check on that. 


Why don't we just try "U.S. China relations"? 
(laughter) -- take a look at it. 


A statement regarding the CSC® Semiannual Report: On 
behalf of President Reagan, Acting Secretary Dam on June 4 
transmitted the Sixteenth Semiannual Report on implementation of 
the Helsinki Final Act to Chairman Dante Fascell of the 
Commission on Security and Cooperation in Europe. These re- 
ports are submitted to assist the Commission in its function of 
monitoring implementation of the Helsinki Accords. The pres- 
ent report covers the period December 1, 1983 to March 31, 
1984. It provides a factual survey of developments in the 
areas covered by the Final Act <= human rights and humani- 
tarian concerns; security; economic, scientific, and tech- 
nological cooperation; and educational and cultural exchanges. 
The report concentrates on Soviet and Eastern European 
compliance with the Final Act and the Madrid Concluding 
Document. Although the record of compliance varied among the 
Eastern states, performance was, in general, flawed in the human 
rights and humanitarian area. The report documents the per- 
secution which many Soviet citizens, including Nobel Prize- 
winning scientist Dr. Andrei Sakharov, have suffered for 
focusing attention on and attempting to alleviate the viola- 
tion of human rights in the Soviet Union. 


This report is an important element in the U.S. 
Government's effort to assess th progress and shortcomings in 
achieving the Final Act's goals of strengthening security, 
expanding cooperation, building mutual confidence, and 
protecting human rights. 








Copies are available in the Press Office, one per 
organization, please. That is it for announcements. 


Q Alan, can you bring us up to date on the 
Persian Gulf? Particularly, do you have anything to confirm the 
Saudi claim that they shot down at least one aircraft? 


AN On the incidents reported this morning, I will 
simply note, Jim, that the Saudis, as I'm sure you're aware, have 
announced that their aircraft shot down an unidentified aircraft 
which intruded into Saudi airspace, but I'm going to refer you to 
the Saudi Government for further details. 


Q Was the AWACS involved in that incident? 


a I think that anything concerning the operations of 
the AWACS, you would have to check with the Pentagon. I think 
this may have been covered already in Mike Burch's briefing this 
morning, but I refer you to him. 


Q I didn’t hear exactly what you said. Are you con- 
firming that -- 


A I'm simply saying, they have announced this and 
that they will have to comment on it. 


Q Do you have anything on a report in The Times this 
morning that the United States is taking to the London summit 
a plan for oil sharing? 


BN Yes, I do have something on that. The story does 
not accurately reflect a discussion of these issues to date. We 
have carefully reviewed our own situation and have concluded 
that we are well prepared to meet potential energy disrup- 
tions. We have also been engaged in discussions with a number 
of consuming countries about energy emergency preparations or 
preparedness measures in the context of the International 
Energy Agency, the IEA. 


These continuing discussions reoresent an attempt to 
refine existing IEA procedures and deal particularly with oil 
stocks in IEA member countries. No conclusions, however, have 
been reached in these discussions and no olan has been prepared 
for presentation at the summit. I'd say jiven the situation in 
the Gulf, I would expect that energy-related issues might well 
come up at the summit; but as I say, P- clan has been prepared 
for presentation there. 


Q Copy of that, Alan? 








A Yes. 


Q Could I follow that up with a -- there's a 
Reuters story today quoting shipping sources in the Gulf saying 
that U.S. naval ships are now escorting Arab and other oil 
tankers. 


A No, I think that that -- well, I'm unaware of the 
report, and as far as -- 


Q It's a report out of Bahrain. 


A Yeah. I have not seen that. There is no policy 
to escort commercial shipping in the Persian Gulf. But in terms 
of the report that appeared this morning, what the Navy is doing 
with charters and things like that, I guess I'd refer you to the 
Pentagon on that. 


Q Is there a policy to escort vessels carrying U.S.- 
owned fuel, or U.S. Government fuel? 


a That's what I just said. I think that I'll refer 
you to the Pentagon as to -- I understand that's the story that 
appeared this morning. I think they have some guidance on 
this. 


Q The Reuters story, Alan, if you could take that 
question. The Reuters story specifically refers to Arab-owned 
oil tankers, not U.S. <= not with U.S. fuel but -- 


A Yeah, and I think I would steer you away from that 
story. 


Q Any further information on the long-anticipated 
assault by the Iranians on the ground in Iraq? 


A No, nothing. 


Q Can I follow this up. There's a story in FBIS 
today from Tel Aviv, in Ha'aretz, that the United States 
expects a massive Iranian attack on Irag and is considering a 
possible reaction, do you have any comment on this? 





A I said before that there are indications that 
there are lots of troops along that border, and there's the 
danger that that could happen. But as I just said, I don't have 
any indication that there has been an attack, and I don't have 
therefore any comment on it. 











Q Can I follow, please? There is another part to 
the story that Israel will be asked, or that Washington is going 
to ask Jerusalem to give it a promise that the Iraqi oil pipe- 
line, which will be expected from Irag to Agaba not to be 
attacked by Israel. I think you were asked about this question 
before, and now it*s coming again. Can you elaborate on this 
promise from Israel “hat you're asking for? 


A No, I don't think I would get into that question, 
specifically. I think, actually, the Israelis have addressed 
themselves to that question, and I would refer you to what they 
have said about it. 


As far as the pipeline, in general, is concerned, we 
certainly have seen utility to the pipeline, and we have some 
existing guidance that goes back sometime which explains a number 
of reasons why that is the case. So I'd refer you back to that. 


Q The AP quotes Iran's news agency as saying that 
Iragi jets bombed an Iranian celebration, that more than 300 were 
killed, hundred of others wounded, and Iran is threatening retal- 
iatory bombings against eleven cities in Iraq, warning their 
inhabitants to evacuate. 


Do you know anything about that? 


an Don't have anything beyond that -- the press 
reports on this. No, can't confirm it. 


Q Alan, should one expect a statement from the U.S. 
Government regarding the death of the Egyptian Prime Minister? 


aA Obviously, we are aware of the Prime Minister's 
death this morning in Cairo, and we are extending to the Egyptian 
Government and people our sincerest condolences. 


As far as any messages are concerned, I don't have 
anything from here to give you about that, but there may be 
something. 


Q Alan, in his testimony this morning, Under 
Secretary Armacost said that, yes, an Iranian -- a massive 
Iranian attack seemed to be building up; it was expected, but 
that if it did happen, it would not <-- the U.S. did not believe 
it would change the stalmate in the region. 


I'm just wondering if that is supposed to lead Capitol 
Hill and us to believe that the U.S. believes that Iraq can 
withstand the offensive? 








A You have an advantage on me in having followed his 
testimony this morning, and I think that, without knowing speci- 
fically what he said, I'm going to hold off comment, but let me 
look into it and see what he said and what I can say to address 
your question on that, Bill. 


Q Alan, why do you -- why does the Administration 
feel it's necessary to send these new AWACS planes to the Persian 
Gulf? I understand they're sending four eventually. 


f I, again, would have to refer you on a military 
guestion of that sort to the Pentagon. I think it was addressed 
this morning in the briefing over there, so they should have 
that. 


Q Isn't that a policy question? 

Ay Excuse me? 

Q Isn't that a policy question? 

A Questions of what kind of capability such aircraft 
have or what deployment patterns there might be, and so on, it's 
a military question. 

Q Anything on Sakharov? 

A On what? 

Q Sakharov? 

A No. We don't have anything new on Dr. Sakharov. 


Q Alan, are we concerned that Iran may eventually go 
to Kuwait as a target? Do you have anything on that? 


A I don't have anything specific, except that 
obviously there is a danger that this war is expanding to some 
extent, that we have had it move into a phase in the Gulf which 
was not previously the case. And as I've said many times before, 
our feeling is that the solution to this is for the fighting to 
come to an end and to have a negotiated solution. 


As the Secretary indicated this morning, there has 
Simply been too much killing. 


Q Alan, are you prepared to give a visa to Roberto 
d‘Aubuisson? 


A Yes. He has, I think, actually been issued a 
visa, if I can find that for you. 





On May 31, our Embassy in San Salvador issued a single- 
entry B-2 visa, which is a visitor's visa for purposes of private 
travel, to Roberto P'Aubuisson. He plans to enter the United 
States soon for a stay, we understand, of between one and two 
weeks. 


Q What were the reasons for the decision to give him 
a visa? 


my We look at each application each time, Jim, and 
sometimes the decision is yes and sometimes the decision is no. 


Q I don't think that was an answer. I asked what 
the reasons. You've cited reasons in the past for why he 
shouldn't be permitted to go in, such as when he was a presiden- 
tial candidate. 


aN We always look at it case-by-case in light of the 
law, and that's what was done in this case. 


--MORE-- 





Q What is the expected port of entry? 


A I don't have that. You'd have to check with 
him on his travel plans. 


Q Is that the extent of your guidance? I mean, 
you don't have any elaboration at all on why this change in 


policy -- 


A It's not a question of change in policy. 
He's been issued visas in the past, and he's been denied 
visas in the past, or sometimes visas haven't been issued to 
him in the past, but not with a formal denial. We've made 
statements about whether we thought travel was appropriate 
Or not appropriate at given times and given circumstances. 
The fact of the matter is he's been issued. a visa. 


Q Why this time? 


Ay I think I just said that it's always examined 
case by case -=- 


Q Well, yeah, but -- 


A -- and I don't have a reason to give you why 
give somebody a -- 

Q But what is the reason this time "yes"? 

A He applied for it, and there was no reason 


not to give it to him. 

Q If it's not a change of policy -- 

A Jim? 

Q You did go further before, and said that 
because of allegations of death squad involvement, the visa 
had been denied. 

A Uh-hum. 

Q Those allegations still stand, don't they? 

A As I say, we look at it each time in light of 
che circumstances which apply. The decision was made this 


time to go ahead and grant him the visa. It’s very simple. 


Q Alan, isn't the 3lst also the day that Jesse 
Helms met with Major Bob? 





A I don't know. I have no idea. 


Q It was the day that Secretary Shultz arrived 
and Jesse Helms was part of the delegation? 


A Well, I have no idea, but one would have to 
draw a conclusion that a decision was made before it was 
issued, so I would be careful about drawing too many links 
between all of that. 


Q On that, General -- who's the General? 
Walters. That's the guy. He met with d‘Aubuisson two weeks 
ago. Did they discuss his entry into the United States now 
after the election was concluded? 


A Well, I don't want to steer you in the direc- 
tion of thinking that he did or didn't, but I don't intend 
to discuss General Walters’ conversations. He engages occa- 
sionally -- 

Q Well, if it's -- 

A -~ in missions that he is asked by the 
President to do. He did that on this occasion, went down 
there. Don't have details on whom he spoke with, but -- 

Q Well, d'Aubuisson said he spoke with Walters. 

I don't deny it. 


A 
Q Will he visit Washington? 
A Sorry? 

Q 


To your knowledge, will he visit Washington? 


A I don't have any information suggesting he's 
ining to come to Washington, no. But you might check 
ew | him. 
Q Is he not expected to campaign for money 


donations this time, during this visit? 


A, I think, as I say, we will check -=- in each 
case we would examine the purposes of travel, and how it 
accords with U.S. law, and would make a decision based on 
that, so I'd leave you to draw your own conclusions on that. 


Q Have you ever in the previous turn-downs 
cited the allegations that link d'Aubuisson to -- 





A I'm not going to get into that kind of 
detail. 


Q It's not a detail; it's a fact. 
A With him? Is what was discussed with him? 


Q Right. No. Did the Administration ever cite 
the allegations that link him to death squads? 


h I refer you back to the record on that, 
Bernie. 


Q If it's not a change of policy, Alan, is it a 
change of circumstances? And, if so, what are the change of 
circumstances? 


h I'm going to leave you with the fact that 
he's been issued a visa. It was reviewed, a decision was 
made, and that's where we are. 


Q Does the B-2 private visit preclude him from 
giving public speaking and things like that, or is that -- 
can that be part of a private visit? 


A I'm not aware that he has any plans to engage 
in public speaking, so I'm not sure that that question ari- 
ses. I don't know that there's a particular restriction on 
that, but I think you ought to <= my understanding of the 
nature of his visit is somewhat different from the way your 
questions are leading. 


Q Alan, according to this, can you tell me what 
was the rationale for the State Department issuing a visa 
entry to the United States for Fadi Frem, who is the leader 
of the Lebanese Forces, and he was, according to ABC a 
couple of years ago, involved in the massacre in Sabra and 
Shatila, a few other officers there? 


A Well, I've looked into that. I haven't been 
able to get anything at this point. The fact is that he is 
in the country. I think he's coming here to Washington next 
week, but he's not here this week. : 


Q But, I mean, you still -- 


A Well, I don't =-- I think, again, I would 
simply leave you with the point that each case, if there is 
a question, is examined and decisions are made, and so 
that's the best I can do for you. 
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Q So he's been given a visa? 

as He's here. 

Q Here? 

A In the United States “here.” Not in 
Washington. 


Q Alan, did you have anything on the kidnapping 
of the brother of General Vides Casanova? 


Ay Don't have anything on it. 

Q Do you have anything on Pastora's alleged -- 

A Excuse me. Bill? . 

Q I'm sorry. 

Q Just two totally separate questions: Do you 
have anything on a Nicaraguan offensive against the rebels 
in Nicaragua? 

rN No. 

Q Do you have anything on a U.S. delegation, 
either including or led by Mr., or Reverend, Farrakhan in 


Libya? 


rs I saw the report -- I guess it was in FBIS -- 
but I don't have anything on it beyond that. No. 


Q If he went there on an American passport, 
would that be legal? 


A I think there is a regulation against using 
an American passport to travel to Libya except in certain 
circumstances, I guess -- 


Q Do you -=- 


A -- and I don't know the circumstances of his 
travel, and I don't know whether he used his passport to 
travel, so I can't really comment on that. The regula- 
tions exist for everybody to see, but I just don't know the 
answer to that question. 


Bernie? 





li 


Q Can you do anything by way of amplification 
on what the Secretary said about the possibility of more 
meetings with Nicaragua? 


A Oh, I think he indicated, following his 
meeting with Mr. Ortega, that there would be follow-up 
meetings, and that Ambassador Shlaudeman would be our repre- 
sentative, and I think that the Nicaraguans later announced 
that Vice Minister Tinoco would be their representative. 
Beyond that, I cannot take you. The fact is that, however, 
it was agreed there would be follow-up. 


Q Alan, anything on the investigation of the 
possible assailant of Pastora at this point? Has the 
United States been asked to cooperate in finding out the 
whereabouts of this person carrying the passport of a Dane? 


4 Well, there are -- I've seen that report, 
Jim. I don't have any details on it. There are the other 
reports, one I was asked about the other day, about an ABC 
story that some Basque terrorists had been seen in Nicaragua 
and were supposedly involved. 


I think the fact of the matter is we don't really 
have any hevyd information on who may have been involved, and 
I'm not -- I think as a matter of law enforcement, that I'm 
not going to get into. 


Q No. But I'm just curious. The Costa Ricans 
said that they've kind of put out an international search 
warrant. 


A Well -- 


Q Can you confirm that's been conveyed to the 
United States? 


A I don't have any information on it, but, 
again, I think it would not be something that we would want 
to comment on from here, but would probably be a Justice 
Department matter. 


Q Alan, there is a report from Tel Aviv, 
saying that Israel refused the entry to occupied territories 
of the United Nations Civil Rights Committee members who 
were going there to investigation the situation of occupied 
territories? Can you look to this and give -- 
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4 I'll take a look at it. Don't know anything 
about it. 


Okay? 
Q Thank you. 
y You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:54 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Okay. Good afternoon. Just one 
announcement to make that -- you've all been interested in the 
case of the Soviet mathematician, Sergei Kozlov, who has 
been staying in the Soviet Embassy -- to inform you that Mr. 
Kozlov departed the United States yesterday evening aboard 
an official Soviet flight, which was taking Soviet Embassy 
personnel back to the Soviet Union. 


State Department officials met with him prior to 
his departure, and he assured them he was returning to the 
Soviet Union of his own free will. 


Just to give you a little detail on that, Mr. 
Kozlov departed from Dulles International Airport aboard the 
Soviet special flight at about 7:15 last night. Before 
leaving he was interviewed by Mark Palmer, Deputy Assistant 
Secretary for European and Canadian Affairs. A State 
Department doctor and an official from the Immigration and 
Naturalization Service were also present, as were some 
Soviet Embassy personnel. 


The interview took place at the Page International 
Airline terminal, lasted about five minutes, and during the 
interview Mr. Kozlov indicated unequivocally that he desired 
to return to the Soviet Union. 


Q Was there any pressure from the Soviets, from 
the Embassy, during the departure? 


4 I think that there was -- he said he was going 
bec’ of his own free will, and the U.S. officials present 
agree © at he showed no evidence of duress. 

Q What took so long for his departure? 

4 I think I'm going to have to refrain from 


trying to get into that, Bernie. As you know, he was due to 
go at one point. He said that he wanted to go back, and 
then just before getting on the plane -=- I think this was on 
April 30 <= he said no, he didn't want to go at that point, 
and that he wanted to go to the Soviet Embassy instead, 
which he did, and he stayed there until yesterday. 





Copy of your announcement, please? 


Yes. 


mo F PD 


What kind of health would you describe him in? 

My I don't think I'm really able to give you any 
sort of detailed reading. I can only say that during the 
interview he was calm and composed. 


Q Did he stay in the Embassy throughout that 
April 30-through-yesterday period? 


4 Well, he was with Soviet Embassy personnel 
throughout that period. Yes. 


Q In the building? 


a I think you'd have to ask the Soviets specifi- 
cally about that. 

Q Can I ask you something about the Soviet 
Flight? 

ny Sure. 

Q There were reports that the American Embassy 
was not able to get its usual flight into Moscow. 

4 Right. 

Q Has some agreement been worked out that now 


facilitates both sides having flights? 


An There was a brief interruption, but support 
flights have been resumed. Ambassador Hartman, for example, 
has used support flights on two occasions over the past few 
months. 


Q Can we go to the Gulf, Alan, now? 

4 Let's be sure we're through with this one. 
Okay? 

Q Alan, when was the State Department informed 


of his departure yesterday? 


N Oh, I don't think I"m going to get into the 
details of the back and forth with the Soviet officials on 
that. 








Q How often do the Soviet flights come in here? 


4 This, I think, was the first Flight this year. 
Normally, I understand, their flights come in during the 
summer, and that's when the Embassy personnel rotate or take 
vacation, so any further questions about their scheduling I 
guess you’d have to ask them about, but that's my 
understanding, but itt was the first flight this year. 


Bili? 


Q Alan, given the action in the Gulf yesterday 
and whatever role the U.S. may have had, has the State 
Department and its Legal Office been taking a new look at 
the War Powers Act to see if we are -- if it applies in any 
way, or if we're inching toward it applying? 


4 Well, I think that Under Secretary Armacost 
indicated yesterday in his testimony we were going to be 
doing that. The fact is we're still evaluating reports con- 
cernin the incident, but we would note that U.S. military 
aircra.t and personnel in Saudi Arabia are not equipped for 
combat, have not been introduced into hostilities, and have 
not been put in any danger of hostile action. 


Obviously, we will continue to monitor the 
Situation and keep Congress appropriately informed. 


Q So what you're saying there, Alan, is that no 
U.S. tanker extenders were involved in refueling yesterday. 


4M Well, ft think I*1l stick with the language 
I've used. U.S. forces do cooperate with Saudi forces by 
providing intelligence and logistics support, but U.S. per- 
sonnel do not direct or accompany Saud: forces on opera- 
tional missions, and they avoid entering areas where they 
might be in danger of hostile action, as I said. So we 
believe, therefore, that they are not in a situation of 
actual of imminent hostilities for War Powers purposes. 


Q But wasn't the question, Alan, sorry to pursue 


A It's all right. 


0 -- I want to make sure I'm not confused. Wasn't 


the original question that the use of tankers to refuel in 
the air during a combat mission would put the 1).S. into a 
direct combat support role -- 





A No. 
Q -~ which might then require War Powers -- 


A We -- I don*t think we ever said that. I 
think what we have indicated is that as situations develop, 
including one such as yesterday, we would, obviously, want 
to take a look at the War Powers reporting requirements to 
see what was required under then. 


As I say, we will continue to be consulting with 
the Congress, and I don't have anything definitive to say 
beyond that at this particular moment, but that is the 
judgment as of this time. 


Q As of now the War Powers Act, if I understand 
you, does not apply? 


A Well, we have not made any determination that 
the reporting requirements of the War Powers Resolution 
applied, but we are looking at that and we are going to be 
keeping in touch with Congress on that. I think until we 
have gone further in our discussions with the Congress, it 
probably would not be appropriate to say anything further 
about that from here. 


Q Alan, I understand from somebody in here -- 
this building <= that in the encounter yesterday that the 
AWACS were more deeply involved than ever before. I wonder 
if you could possibly say -- indicate if that's so, and give 
us an idea of just what they did to direct the Fe-l5s? 


4 I'm going to have to disappoint you on that, 
Max. The question, even the specific question, really, that 
Bill raised before about refueling, and a question about the 
AWACS, all those are operational questions. So I would have 
to refer you to DOD or to the Saudis. tI‘*m not confident 
that you will get a comment from them, but it isn’t 
appropriate in any case for us from here to be getting into 
that sort of operation. 


0 Alan, the Congressional Research Service just 
came out with a report stating that Stingers are really 
ineffectual and of no use to the Saudis for the type of com- 
Sat in which the Saudis may be engaged. 


Why pursue the matter? Why would Assistant 
Secretary Armacost want to testify in favor of perhaps 
sending more Stingers? Are Stingers really necessary? 








2 I'm going to refer you, instead of trying to 
answer that question substantively refer to what General 
Gast and Under Secretary Armacost and Assistant Secretary 
Armitage said yesterday. But I think that -- I was able to 
watch, for example, a bit of it and saw General Gast 
addressing that specific question about the utility of 
Stingers, and I would refer you to what he had to say about 
that. 


Q Alan, has there been any further action in the 
Gulf since the shooting down of the planes yesterday? Do 
you have anything beyond that, what the situation is like? 


q I have nothing new on it. 


2) Are you Saying that despite the refueling and 
despite the AWACS intelligence role of pinpointing the 
incoming Iranian planes, that the U.S. has no combat support 
role for the Saudis? 


4 I'll stick with the words I've used on this, 
Bernie. 

Q Can we get a copy -- 

Q Just a second. 

A I'll stick with the words I've used. I prefer 


to put in my terms instead of your terms, and I'll give you the 
words I've used and you can spend time looking at the 
nuances. 


0 What are those words? I don't understand 
them. 


4 What I gave you before. You'll have to spend 
some time on them. 


Q There have a number of FBIS reports that U.S. 
Naval vessels are escorting, or at least the ships perceive 
that they are being escorted without requesting that they be 
escorted in the Persian Gulf. 

ny Commercial tankers? 


Q Yes, commercial, non-U.S. flag vessels. 


A Nor -MSC? 








Q Kuwait, specifically, is mentioned in this 
FBIS report, but -- 


A I would advise you to check with the Pentagon, 
but I think what I said and what. Mike Burch said yesterday 
is unchanged. We don't have a policy to escort commercial 
vessels in the Gulf. 


Q There's another FBIS item quoting a Japanese 
source -- I mean, it's a Japanese press item -- saying that 
the U.S. and Japan have reached an agreement by which, in an 
emergency, U.S. naval vessels would escort Japanese tankers 
in the Gulf, and other means they discussed on oil supplies. 
Is there anything to that? 


a I don't have anything new to say about the oil 
supply issue. As far -- we talked about this a little bit 
yesterday. As far as the report of some agreement, or so 
on, there is no agreement. Obviously, in light of what the 
U.S. Government, including the President, had to say about. 
keeping the Straits open and so on, we've had discussions 
with a variety of people about that subject. 


But there has been no offer, as that one report 
seems to suggest. There has been no agreement, and 
Obviously we're talking about hypotheticals so I can't 
really take you beyond that. 


Q Alan, to what degree is there the possibility, 
as yOu see it, of the U.S., because of the AWACS role and 
the refueling role, being dragged into this war? 


A I don't know of any reason, Bernie, to suggest 
a qualitative change in what the U.S. is doing. That is to 
say, we've had the AWACS there for four years. They con- 
tinue to function. So that is a fact. 


We recently responded to a Saud: request that there 
be refueling capacity to refuel their F-l5s so they could 
maintain a continuous patrol, if they chose to do that. We 
reponded to that request and dispatched a KC-10. 


That is what we are duing. And, as I say, I have 
no reason to believe that there would be a change in that. 


Q But if you talk about the AWACS being there 
four years, they were there in a different context. This 
time, they're providing real-time intelligence to the 
Saudis. That's quite a =-- 








A Well, what do you think they've been doing? 


Q But for a quick response and for military use. 
That's quite different from the previous situation. 


A I don't agree with that. The purpose of their 
being there was to assist the Saudis with information 
relating to their defense, and that is what they are doing 
and is what they have been doing, and it is what they will 
be doing in the future. 


Q Is there a greater risk, Alan, in that they're 
now advising planes in combat, whereas before they were pro- 
viding general information? 


aN You're asserting that they're advising planes 
in combat? 


Q Sending information to planes in combat. 


A I think I will -- I'm, again, going to have to 
refer back to the language I used before, and be happy to 
provide it to you, but that's beyond the general charac- 
terization I just gave you. I don't think I can take it 
beyond that. 


Q No greater danger is the step that you take? 
% No, I don't see it. 
Q You don't see any change in the U.S. role; is 


that what you're saying to us? 


4 The U.S. is continuing to do what it has been 
doing, other than -- there was a change in the sense that we 
provided this additional fueling capacity when we deployed 
the KC-10. 


Q A question about that specific refueling capa- 
city. That is, I hadn't heard you specifically say that the 
KC-10 was for the F-l5s, whereas the ones that there already 
are for the AWACS, in other words. 


A No, I can't say to you, and that's, I guess, a 
Defense question as to which aircraft might be used -- 


Q The purpose that we provided it for? 


4 The purpose of the additional capacity <-- and 
we did say this -- was in response tw a reques< so that 
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there could be capacity to fuel F-l5s for -- as they wanted 
to fly continuous patrol. 


Exactly which aircraft fuel which planes, I can't 
say. 


Q Alan, when I asked you before about being 
dragged into the war -- the U.S. -- you're answer was, "I 
don't know of any reason to suggest a qualitative change.” 


Q That is not an answer to my question. My 
question -- 


A I think it is. 


Q No, it is not. My question is, is there a 
possibility of the U.S. being dragged into the war because 
of the AWACS and KC-10 actions? 


4 I'm going to stick with what I just gave you 
on that. 


Q Alan, some Arab diplomat on BACKGROUND said 
yesterday that you should give the Kuwaiti these Stingers 
because they asked for them and they are essential for their 
security, 1£ you are worried <= concerned about the security 
of Kuwait. What do you think? 


4 I don't have anything new to add to what we've 
Said about that before. There still is no decision to do 
that, and I refer you back to what we said before. 


Q But, Alan, you said always they haven't 
requested it? 


a No, I haven't said that. I said I haven't, 
myself, addressed the question of request or not. 
Obviously, we are aware of their interest. I think others 
may have talked about it in harder terms. But in any case, 
I certainly have not said they didn't request it, but I 
haven't really talked -- 


Q Alan, on the Kuwaiti Stingers -- 


A All right, Jim? 


Q -- are we not in a situation where in a time- 
urgent case like this, no decision is, in fact, a decision? 








A The fact of the matter is we haven't made a 
decision to do that, and I'm not going to be able to 
interpret that in those terms. 


Q Well, it does amount to a negative decision in 
a time-urgent situation, does it not? 


aN I'm not going to try and interpret it for you. 
I'm simply going to tell you what the facts are in terms of 
the decision at this point. 


Q But, Alan, to follow up on Jim's point, the 
Kuwaitis and other Arabs in the area seem to perceive that 
as being -- as the U.S. having written off Kuwait, in 
effect, and that should Iran proceed with some sort of air 
Or ground attack on Kuwaiti installations, that this would 
be the major turning point there. 


4 I'm not going to try to take the issue beyond 
where I have, except to say that some -- if you're 
suggesting in some way, to take your phrase “we've written 
of€ Kuwait and we don't care what happens there,” obviously 
that would be serious misreading of the situation. 


But with regard to the specifics of any con- 
Sideration of Stinger or other kinds of supplies, I just 
don't have anything to offer you on that today. 


--MORE=-- 
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Q Alan, one more crack at Bernie's point, are 
you saying there is no qualitative difference between the 
AWACS for four years scanning the horizons, generally just 
observing what's going on in the area in the Gulf, and the 
new situation of actually being up there when attacking 
Phantoms, Iranian Phantoms, are in the region, and from what 
I understand, directing them and telling them exactly how to 
hit them? 


A Well, I‘m not going to address your 
supposition -- 


Q O.K. Take your supposition. 


4 I'm not going to address your suppositions 
about what AWACS may be doing. You're going to have to take 
those questions to the Pentagon and to Saudi Arabia. I 
think it. would be -=- Clearly, there is a change in that the 
Iranians have come in and have attacked ships in that area, 
and the Saudis identified an aircraft coming into their zone 
yesterday and went after it. 


But in terms of what the AWACS is there for, in 
terms of providing the information, that role has been con- 
sistent. 


Q You say there is a change. Would you say 
it's a qualitative change? 


A Not in the U.S. role, no. 


0 Are you saying there were one or two planes 
that were shot down? 


y I don't have information on whether it was 
one or two planes, Bernie. You're just going to have to 
check with the Saudis on that. 


Q Well, they claim two. 
A Well, I don't have anything on that. 
Q Alan, how are your relations, the United 


States relations, now with Kuwait after your “no-decision” 
about the Stingers? Does the matter of the United States 
Ambassador who was rejected by Kuwait play a role in your 
consideration in assisting Kuwait? 
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A I think you asked me that before -- if you 
didn't one of your colleagues did -- and the answer is no. 


Q Same area, different subject: Fadi Frem, the 
commander of the Lebanese Forces, is supposed to be in town. 
Have any arrangements been made for him to meet with anyone 
in the Department? 


4 Yes -- I think we've said this before. He's 
going to be -- He is not in town this week, I don't think; 
I think he is in the United States, but he doesn't come here 
until next week. I guess I don't have the details with me. 
He will be meeting with officials in NEA. 


Q Alan, South Africa's Mr. Botha is said to 
have proposed that the five Contact States take over 
responsibility for Namibia from the U.N. Do you have 
anything on that? 


4 Well, we don't have any reason to believe 
that the South African Government has altered its long- 
Standing views on the basis for a settlement and on the U.N. 
Security Council Resolution, i.e. 435, so I think I'll just 
leave you with that. 


9) Nevertheless, this statement was made. Are 
you saying this statement is consistent with what South 
Africa said before? 


A I'm going to leave you with that statement. 
that I just gave you, Jim. 


0 On what he said? 


ay I'm going to leave you with the statement I 
just gave you. | 

Q You're not addressing the question, is that 
fair? 

A No, I don't think it's fair. I think I'm 


giving a response in terms of our understanding of the 
Situation. So I think it's a direct answer. 


Q Could you take the question as to whether or 
not they have made this offer or this statement previously? 


4 No, I won't take that question. 
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Q Why is that? 


A Because I'm giving you our understanding. 
Jim? 
Q Can you tell us if you have contacted the 


South Africans and they've told you no change? 


4 I'm not going to get into the question, 
without leading you one way or another, on diplomatic 
dialogue. I simply am giving you our understanding. 


Q Alan, could I try it from this angle: Is the 
United States prepared to make a qualitative shift in its 
responsibilities towards Namibia? 


a Our position remains that 435 is the 
internationally accepted basis for settlement of the 
Namibia issue. There is no change in that. 


Q Do you believe that the South Africans, on 
the basis of this statement, are also committed in the way 
that they have always been to 435? 


4 I think I just said to you, if you'd listen 
to what I read, we have no reason to believe that the South 
African Government has altered its longstanding views on the 
basis for a settlement. 


9) Alan, do you have a statement to make on the 
Egyptian Prime Minister's death? 


A I addressed that yesterday. Let me refer you 
back to the record. 


Q This morning, at the Center for Strategic 
International Studies news conference, one of the par- 
ticipants made this statement, that your raising the profile 
of the American envolvement in the Gulf is unnecessary. How 
do you answer this? 


aN Well, I don't have a specific response to 
that. We've addressed our concerns. I would refer you back 
to the statement that was made at the time of the announce- 
ment of the Stinger sale and the KC-10 deployment, and I 
think that will take care of it. 


Q The decision not to sell Stingers to the 
Kuwaitis <-- 


he /4o/ 
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4 I'm sorry. I didn't hear. 


Q The decision by the United States was made 
not to sell Stingers to the Kuwaitis after the statement by 
the Israeli Prime Minister that all the sales the U.S. is 
making to the Arabs will fall in the terrorists’ hands. 


aN I have not said -- Excuse me, excuse me. 
I did not say, and I am not aware of any spokesman who has 
said, that a decision has been made not to sell Stingers to 
the Kuwaitis. That is an incorrect statement, so I don't 
accept the basis of your question. 


Q Any kind of pressure from the Israelis? 


A I think the Israelis can talk about their own 


views on it. Our judgments are made on the basis of what we 
think needs to be done. 


Q Will you tell us about the Latin Ambassadors 
who came in this morning? 


a I can give you something on that, yes. The 
Ambassadors met with the Acting Secretary to deliver a 
letter, which was addressed to President Reagan, from the 
Presidents of Argentina, Colombia, Mexico, Brazil, Ecuador, 
Peru, and Venezuela. 


The message urges the United States, on the eve of 
the London Economic Summit, to address a number of their 
nations’ concerns including interest rates, the difficulty 
cf obtaining new financial resources, and protectionist 
meassres. In particular was their urging for a constructive 
dialogue among debtor and creditor countries to identify 
concrete measures to alleviate the burdens of the external 
debt, taki..q into account the interests of all interested 
parties. 


This is nor ic acscode of a debtors’ cartel, and 
we don't regard the group as such. <Ating Secretary Dam 
said he would transmit the letter to the fresident. He 
outlined the steps the United States has taken .c *!leviate 
the effects of the world-wide recession and noted that the 
debt issue is on the agenda for the Summit. 





Q Copy? 


4X Sure. 








0 Who are the countries? 


a The countries are Argentina, Colombia, 
Mexico, Brazil, Ecuador, Peru, and Venezuela. 


Jim? 


Q Do you have any response to the apparent 
agreement reached in Philadelphia regarding Mexico's debt, 
the repayment thereof? 


Ay I don't have anything on that. 


Q Is it possible to get a copy of the letter 
that they delivered, as well? 


A It's a letter to the President. I don't know 
that we would release that here, even if it were to be 
released. Let me check on it and I'll see if I can provide 
something on it. 


(Beeper. ) 
Wait a minute. Let's turn off the beeper. Good. 


Q Is that letter urging U.S. actions or Summit 
actions, Summit consideration? 


ny Well, as I think, as I said, they are 
urging the U.S. on the eve of the Summit to address a 
number of those concerns. I think that it's in a Summit 
context. Why don't I see if we can get the text of that 
letter, and if we can, maybe that will help you analyze it. 


Q The Government of Jordan filed a complaint to 
the Security Council, or to the United Nations Secretary 
veneral, about an Israeli excavation under the Al-Aqsa 
Mosque in East Jerusalem. 

Are you aware of this or -- (inaudible) 


A I'm not, and I think you'd have to address 
that in the U.N. context if that's where they put it. 


Jim? 


Q Do you have any confirmation of Oberdorfer's 
report today on Korea and U.S. communication? 























16 AV 


4 Well, as you know, we don't talk about 
details of diplomatic exchanges, but I can say that in the 
course of discussions in China the President reiterated 
our belief that the best way to seek a possible reduction of 
tensions and a long-term solution to the hostility between 
North and South Korea would be through direct talks between 
the two parties. 


There are issues that the U.N. Command has long 
advocated, Or measures, rather, that they have long 
advocated, tension-reducing measures such as mutual notifi- 
cation of major military exercises and Neutral Nations 
Supervisory Commission investigation of incidents in the 
demilitarized zone. 


In addition, the Republic of Korea has produced 
some 20 projects to build confidence and to reduce tensions 
between North and South. These include recently reiterated 
proposals for direct telephone communication between Seoul 
and Pyongyang and the exchange of mail and family visits. 


Q Does the United States have any position with 
regard to this three-and-a-half formula? 


ny To what? 


Q To the three-and-a-half formula, with U.S., 
South Korea,and North Korea, and China acting as the 
conference moderator? 


A Well, I think we have indicated before that, 
as I just said now, the key thing is to get the North and 
South together, and that has been the point we have 
stressed. There are various formulations which were 
discussed. Our position is that our preference is that it. 
should be bilateral; and if it is not bilateral, it should 
be quadripartite. But in any case, it would be premature to 
discuss other formulas. 


Bernie is getting very anxious here and is trying 
to cut this off. 


Does anybody else have any other questions? 
Q I agree with Bernie. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:50 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #101 


THURSDAY, JUNE 7, 1984, 12:00 P.M. 
(ON THE SECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: A couple of housekeeping announce- 
ments. Available in the Press Office is a prepared state- 
ment by Deputy Assistant Secretary for European and 
Canadian Affairs, Mark Palmer, before the House Foreign 
Affairs Committee Task Force on International Narcotics 
Control. The subject of his testimony was “Allegations of 
Bulgarian Involvement in International Narcotics 
Trafficking.” 


Also available is the prepared statement by Acting 
Under Secretary for Management, Willard DePree, before the 
House Foreign Affairs Commitee, Subcommittee on 
International Security and Scientifc Affairs and the 
Subcommittee on International Operations. He testified on 
"International Terrorism.” 


That’s it for announcements, and happy to take 
your questions. 


Q Do you have anything to support the report 
that a ship was hit by a mine in the Persian Gulf? 


A The answer to that essentially is, I really 
don't. We're aware of that report, Jim. It is unclear -- 
there apparently -- I can't confirm it officially -- but 
apparently there was an explosion, but we can't confirm what 
caused that explosion and would not be in a position to con- 
firm, for example, that mines have been laid in that area or 
anything of that sort. 


Q Are you -- is anybody sweeping that area of 
mines? 


A I think you'd probably better check with the 
Pentagon. I'm not aware, again, that there's any suggestion 
tnat mines have been laid. Whether -- mines occasionally 
may heve drifted down from areas up in the northern part of 
the Guif. I just don’t know. That's a possibility. But 
it's not clear at all that what happened with regard to that 
ship» was a mine. It may have been an internal explosion, 
for example. 
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Q There's a story out of London quoting Larry 
Speakes -- at least the 1° version -- that the U.S. is 
involved in diplomatic negotiations with the Russians on 
Sakharov's release. Is there anything you can say on this, 
or is this a little bit hyped up? 


4 I haven't seen what Larry said. We've indi- 
cated before that we have made our very serious concerns 
known to the Sovie*ts on many occasions, not only through the 
public statements here but otherwise, but I don't have any 
details to give you to supplement what Larry said. 


Q To be honest with you, the story has the 
imp: ication that there is some big action underway to free 
him. 


4 I just don't have anything further on that 
story, Bernie. I'm sorry. 


Q You're not steering us away from the fact 
that Sakharov is tre subject of discussion of diplomatic 
negotiations? 


A I am not confirming negotiations per se 
-- I can't use that term; I don't know what information 
Larry has so I really can't comment on what he said. But 
the fact of the matter is, we have certainly made our views, 
as have others, very directly known to the Soviets about 
this case. 


Q Following that up, Alan, isn't it a fact that 
the French have been involved seriously in that case, and 
that in fact the decision to go ahead with the Mitterrand 
State Visit is a clear signal that something is going on 
fairly -- 


A I'm not prepared to give such an interpreta- 
tion, or really to comment on the French involvement. I 
think you'd have to ask them. But I'm not prepared to give 
an interpretation of that sort. 


Q As I recall the last public statements, Mark 
Palmer about ten days acc told a group on the Hill that 
the Russians tell us to “fly a kite” whenever we raise th. 
Sakharov thing. 


A Well, I just, as I say, don’t have anything 
to add to what has already been said. 


Q On this subject, do we have any information 
on Sakharov's whereabouts or his condition or -- 
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A Nothing that is independent or from other 
than Soviet-controlled sources that we have any -- 
Obviously, there are the reports that came out of Italy. We 
can't confirm the validity of that phone call, for example, 
so we don't have any valid information, basically, about 
their situation. And we think that the Soviets have a 
responsibility, given the nature of this case, to make such 
information available. 


Q Do you have any comment on the violence in 
India in the Sikh case? 


4 Well, only briefly. We believe the matter 
must be settled by the Indians themselves. -We regret the 
loss of life and hope that further violence can be avoided. 


As we have said on the record before, the United 
States strongly supports the unity and territorial integrity 
of India. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on the request 
by the Prime Minister of Lebanon, Rashid Karami, for U.S. 
Administration support for his efforts for reconciliation of 
his country? 


aN I don't have a specific response, no. The 
fact of the matter is that, obviously, we have been suppor- 
tive of the idea, and in various ways, over a very long 
period of time of national reconciliation. So the basic 
principle of support is a long-standing one, but I don't 
have a specific response to what he said. 


Q Does this mean you didn't have a formal 
request for support from the Lebanese Government? 


A I don't have anything to give you on what 
we've -- that may have been discussed between us on it. 
Q Alan, what prompts the expression of support 


for unity and integrity of India? How does that fit in, from 
your point of view? 


A I think I'll just leave it as a statement. 

Q But what about -- I mean does that mean that 
you are opposing any of the demands by the Sikhs for greater 
autonomy? 

A Well, I think the words speak for themselves. 


I'm going to leave those words on the record. 











Q Alan, there are charges and countercharges by 
the Lebanese Government against Israel imposing economic 
Sanctions on the people in Lebanon, and southern Lebanon 
especially, because of the request to close the Israeli 
liaison office. 


Has Israel informed you about the steps that they 
are undertaking in the south or all over Lebanon, about 
what's going on now in Lebanon? 


A Well, I don't think I'm going to get into 
what diplomatic conversations we have had. Obviously, the 
Situation in Lebanon, both as I was asked before regarding 
reconciliation on the political level or what's happening 
elsewhere, is Of interest to the United States. We've 
obviously expended a great deal of effort and lives, indeed, 
in Lebanon, and so we have an interest, and we continue to 
be active in our diplomacy, but I don't propose to comment 
On specific aspects. They're being worked out between the 
various parties. 


Q It's very important that you really make your 
point clear on this matter, because since June the 4th, or 
the 5th, there has been a lot of demonstrations inside of 
Lebanon and going on a strike for over a week to end Israeli 
occupation and other things. So what do you comment on the 
whole sit:ition? 


A I just don't have a comment to offer you on 
that. 

Okay? 

Q Any comment on executions in Libya? 

A No, I don't. I haven't seen -- is there a 


new report of executions? 
Q Yes. There are -- 
my Okay. Sorry. 
Q -- almost daily reports. 


A Well, that we've commented on before, but I 
don't think in great extensive detail. 


Bernie? 


« * 
* 








Q Do you have anything more on the Farrakhan 
visit to Libya as reported by the Libyans, and how that 
Squares, if there was such a visit, with the U.S. advisory 
On non-use Of passports for Libya? 


a Well, I don't have more detail, really. 
Obviously, as I said before, I'm aware of the press reports 
coming out of Libya. I'm told that Privacy Act constraints, 
in any case and in such a case as this, would prevent 
disclosure concerning American citizens without their 
express authorization, and I don't think we have such an 
authorization from Mr. Farrakhan. 


Regarding passports, as I indicated before when I 
addressed this, U.S. passports are not valid for travel to, 
in, or through Libya and may not be used for that purpose 
unless they have a special validation for hat purpose. I 
cannot tell you whether Mr. Farrakhan was here; I cannot 
tell you whether, if he went there, he used his passport; so 
I'm just going to have to leave that. 


Q Alan, I just need to follow up a question. 

a Excuse me. I'll come back to you in a 
second. 

Greg? 

Q On Iran-Iraq, we've been seeing reports for 


some time now of an invasion by Iran or a new offensive 
might be imminent. Do we have any information that that is 
about to happen? Do we have any other situation report 
there? 


A No. I don't have a situation report, and I 
don't have anything new today to offer on the question of 
whether Iran is about to launch its long-awaited offensive. 


Q Do you have anything to offer on Jack 
Anderson's column this morning in The Washington Post about 
the dangers which are inherently coming out of this war, if 
it will prolong -- 





A No, I don't. 


Q Alan, those people who are executed in Libya 
are executed by being convicted of working for the United 
States -- 
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A Well -- 


Q So it sounds very strange that you don't have 
a comment on that. 


A Well, I'll look and see if we have anything 
new to say on the subject. Okay? 


Q Okay. Thank you. 
4 You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:12 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have no announce- 
ments. I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Alan, before we get to other business, maybe 
we can clear up something on Tuesday. On Tuesday we askei 
you about this story in the Times about a plan for sharing 
oil. 


ay Uh-hum. 


Q And you said, “No plan has been prepared for 
this Summit." Today we read in the paper that a plan was 
submitted by the United States at the Summit -- 


A I don't believe that's correct -- 
Q -- for sharing of oil. 
4 -- and I think if you look at the accounts 


coming out of London today, they made very clear that they 
are not tabling any plan; they're discussing the issue, so I 
don't quarrel with that. You may, but I don't have a 
quarrel with it. 


Q Well, it's a very precise use of the word 
"plan." 


A Oh, I think it -- the question was also, as 
Originally reported in The New York Times, very precise. 





Q Well, I think we disagree on that. Do you 
have anything on the Persian Gulf, with what's going on 
there? 


A I don't have any sitrep to offer you, no. 

0 Alan, would the confusion over this plan be 
explained by the general plan that the IEA has put together 
and that they're discussing now? Would that -- 


A No. I'll refer you to the party, an’ they 
can address this. The fact of the matter is the story in 
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the Times suggested that there was a plan to be tabled at 

the Summit. My understanding is that that is not what has 
been reported from the Summit, but I'll refer you to your 

colleagues there. 


Q What plan do you think is being referred to? 


Bs Well, as I say, I'll refer you to your 
colleagues there, but I don't have a quarrel with the 
guidance that I was given and used. 


Is that it? 


Q Is there anything further on a meeting with 
Nicaragua? 


ay No. Don't have anything further. 


Q What about U.S. help in bringing the 
Nicaraguans to the Olympics? 


a Sorry? What is -- 


Q There's an indication they need help in getting 
their team to the Olympics -- 


A I see. 


Q It was appropros to that last question. You 
have nothing to say? 


ay I have nothing on that. 
Q Do you have anything on the OAS report? 


A Yes, in general. Obviously, we haven't 
seen the -- had a chance, anyway, to examine the report 
fully. It's just been received, or released anyway. Press 
reports indicate that the Commission noted repeated viola- 
tions of the basic rights of the Miskitos living in 
Nicaragua, including instances of killings and torture, and 
many Of these human rights violations, of course, have been 
reported previously by representatives of the Miskitos and 
press, but it is significant to have a highly respected and 
independent organization of the OAS confirm them. 


Q Could we have a copy, please? 


My Sure. 
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Q Can I follow on th2 question? They said 
that “significant advances" have been made over the past 
year, and they cite about ten, pursuant to their own recom- 
mendations. Do you recognize that "significant advances" 
have taken place? 


a Well, let me just say this: Over a thousand 
Miskitos fled Nicaragua in late December, and about 600 fled 
as recently as April. About 10,000 Miskitos remain in 
detention camps far from their homes. Over 15,000 have 
sought refuge in Costa Rica and Honduras. Miskito refugees 
continue to report cases of torture, killing, and arbitrary 
arrest by the Nicaraguan security forces. So the situation 
of the Miskitos remains one of concern to us. 


Q Can we have a copy of that also? 
iy Uh<-hunm. 


¢) So, in other words, you differ with the 
notion that there were “significant advances," is that 
correct? 


A I think I'll let my response speak for 
itself. 


Q And, finally, if I could have one more on 
this issue: The Commission concluded, and I quote, or 
paraphrase it: Friendly settlement had proved impossible 
"in part due to circumstances beyond the control of the 
Nicaraguan Government." 


What is your reaction to that statement? 


A I don't have anything to offer you on the 
report beyond what I have given you at this particular 


point. 
Bernie? 


Q Anything on Sakharov? U.S. contacts with 
the Soviets, etc.? 


A Well, I don't have anything terribly new to 
offer you on that. I think that the Secretary made the 
position quite clear this morning. Obviously, the Soviet 
authorities have been acsuring everyone for weeks that Dr. 
Sakharov and Mrs. Bonner are alive and well, and they have 
published numerous articles in the press to this effect. 
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However, disturbing reports and rumors to the 
contrary continue to appear, and the Soviet authorities 
have not allowed independent observers to confirm their 
assertions by having direct contact with the Sakharovs. 


Our position has been and continues to be that 
until such contact is allowed, we will not know for sure 
what their condition is. We call upon the Soviet authori- 
ties to allow this contact to take place. 


Q Alan, what does the word “disturbing” mean? 


M Well, I think that, as I say, they are 
disturbing because they are to tne contrary -- that is, 
questions, reports, rumors that they are not well and their 
condition -- and so we don't know what the facts are. And 
that's what we think we need to -- and that people have a 
right to know. | 


Q - Alan, one other question, please: On India, 
what do we say about the action taken by the Indian troops 
against the Sikhs at the Golden Temple, with all the 
killings that took place? 


A Well, Bernie, that -- my response yesterday 
was taken, I think, after that action had taken place, and I 
refer you -- 


Q Nothing to add by way of a response to all 
that? 

As No. That was a response yesterday to 
that. 

Q Do you have any comment on how -- 

Q Excuse me. Can I just follow up? Are we in 


touch with India on something like that? 


A I don't know whether we have discussed the 
Situation with them or not, frankly. 


Q Do you have any comment on House leaders’ 
letter to Secretary Shultz concerning aid to Sudan? 


A Yes. I do have something on that. 


This was the letter from Chairman Fascell. 
The letter apparently was given to the press before it could 











be forwarded to the Secretary, who is, as you know, tra- 
veling with the President, and the Secretary has not had 
time yet to respond. 


The Government of Sudan has stated publicly its 
Gesire to negotiate an end to southern dissidence. It has 
stated publicly it does not intend to try to resolve this 
problem militarily. The Sudanese Government has taken a 
number of political initiatives in response to southern 
grievances. While it has, as necessary, defended itself 
against dissident attacks in the south and on occasion has 
sought the release of hostages captured in the south, it has 
not embarked on a policy of military repression. 


As evident most recently in the Lidyan attack on 
the Omdurman radio station, the Sudanese Government faces a 
dangerous external military threat. Our military assistance 
program is intended to assist the government in meeting that 
threat. 
Copy? 
Sure. 
Where -- 


Do you have any -- 


mo Oo OD FF PD 


Do you know where the threat comes from? 
Could you be more specific? 


rs Well, I said, as evident mostly recently in 
the Libyan attack on the Omdurman radio station, it faces a 
threat. I don't think I'll take it beyond that, though, 
Rick. 


Q Can you confirm what's reported regarding 
the shipments that are cited in the article? 


A Shipments? 


Q Of jets and armored <= armor. 

nN In terms of delivery schedules and things 
like that? 

Q Yes. 

A I'm going to have to refer you to the 


Pentagon, Jim. 
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Q Will you confirm reports that oil explora- 
tion is being resumed in southern Sudan? 


M I don't have anything on that. I think 
you'd have to check with the companies on that. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Could you tell me why the -- based on what 
the members -- some members of the Congress or the Senate 
were objecting to the idea of sending weapons to Sudan? 
What were their reasons? 


Bs I think I'll refer you to -- apparently on 
the Hill, some people put that letter out. It was referred 
to in an article in the paper this morning, and I will refer 
you to that. I don't think -- we're not going to 
reveal this letter. As I say, the Secretary hasn't even had 
a chance to respond to it, so we're certainly not going to 
put it out at this point. 


) Alan, what is your understanding of the 
South African view of independence for Namibia? Are they 
still sticking by 435, or is there an interim plan that 
they're pushing? 


Ay I have no reason to change what I said the 
Other day about this, Bill, that we have no reason to 
believe that they've changed their view. 


Q Alan, any reconsideration of Stingers for 
Kuwait? And then I have another question. 


A The situation is as it was; that is, there 
has been no decision. 


Q And have you had any updated reports on kid- 
nappings in southern Lebanon -- 


A No, I don't have. 

Q -- in the zone controlled by Israel? 

A Yeah. I don't have anything. 

Q Do you have any communication from the 
Lebanese Government about the Israeli liaison office in East 
Beirut, that they are asking you to possibly intercede on 
their behalf, or something? 

A As I said the other day, this is a matter 
between Lebanon and Israel, and I'm going to leave it that 
way. 

Q They haven't -- 


A I'm not going to address the question. 
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Q Did the U.S. pass onto Irag an Israeli offer 
to let the pipeline go through Israel? 


An I'm not going to get into -- without going one 
way or another on that, Bernie, I'm not going get into the 
question of the diplomatic exchange that might have taken 
place on that or other issues. I think we've talked about 
that before. The Israelis have addressed their attitude, I 
think, publicly before, so I really have to refer you back 
to that. 


Q Alan, are we getting any reports about the 
possibility that the Iranians, in the wake of Iraq's mili- 
tary activities, may resort to terrorism as a way of 
retaliating? 


a I don’t want to get into the question of 
what reports we may Or may not have gotten. We certainly 
are aware that Iran has in the past been implicated in 
terrorist activities, and so we, I think, would simply fac- 
tor that into our considerations. 


Q Do you have anything about -- is there any 
extra urgency about that situation, Iran triggering 
terrorism? 


fy I think I'm just going to have to leave it 
at that. 


Q Alan, does the meeting today of the Kuwaiti 
Ambassador in the State Department have anything to do with 
the Stinger decision? 


a Well, anything to do with -- I can't tell 
you whether the subject would come up. I don‘t think that 
the meeting was specifically relating to any one particular 
item. 


¢) Alan, twelve o'clock noon, we come in here, 
there was a report on CBS saying that Israel has com- 
municated with the Government of Irag through a third party 
about allowing Iraq to use the Israeli space for the pipe- 
line, the proposed pipeline. Do you have any comment on 
that, or what can you comment on that? 


BN I think, in terms of pipeline, I just 
addressed it when Bernie Gwertzman raised that before. I 
don't have anything to add -- I don't have a specific 
response to that particular report. 


Q Chilean cluster bombs to Irag or the 
Appropriations Committee freeze on military aid to El 
Salvador? 
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f In terms of the cluster bomb, the Chile 
selling Irag cluster bombs story, we're aware of the report 
but can neither confirm nor deny its accuracy, particularly 
as regards the inclusion of U.S. components. Since calendar 
year 1975, the United States has had an urms embargo on 
Chile, which is vigorously enforced. 


I can confirm that no items which require a muni- 
tions control license and which could be used in the manu- 
facture of cluster bombs have been approved for Chile. 


Q Could you repeat that? 


B I can confirm that no items which require 
a munitions control license and which could be used in the 
manufacture of cluster bombs have been approved for Chile. 


I cannot say whether items which do not require a 
license and which may be freely available without a license 
have been exported. 


Q Copy? 
A Sure. As far as -- 
Q Well, just on that also. Are there 


discussions between the U.S. and Chile or is some looked to 
with regard to the supply of Iraq in this matter, or do you 
have any guidance on that? 


a I don't have specific guidance. Our atti- 
tude on shipment of weapons, and so on, to Iran and Irag has 
been stated many times in the past, and I refer you back to 
that. 


As far as -- you wanted to know about the Foreign 
Operations Subcommittee action? 


Q Yes. 


A This is not the final step in the legisla- 
tive process and our requested assistance for El Salvador, 
and we continue to seek approval for the full $117 million 
request in addition to the already approved $61.7 million by 
the full House Appropriations Committee. 


Such full committee support would be in keeping 
with the spirit of the full House‘s authorization vote just 
three weeks ago, which provides for the full Administration 
request for supplemental military assistance for El Salvador 
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along with full funding for the economic and military 
assistance to Central America as recommended by the 
Bipartisan Commission. 


Q Pursuant to that, do you have any guidance 
with respect to the election of the new Attorney General in 
Salvador, and the appointment of two commanders which were 
not -- 


Po I think there was some guidance on part of 
that, anyway. Maybe the first part, and I don't recall what 
it was the other day, so if you check the Press Office on 
that. 


Q Alan, there is a report in FBIS today that 
the Israelis refuse to let the International Red Cross 
representative visit the security prisoners held in deten- 
tion in southern Lebanon. Can you look into this and see 
what -- 


ras I don't think we would particularly comment 
On a specific report from here. Our view on treatment of 
prisoners, and so on, has been addressed many times in the 
past, and I'd refer you to that. 


Bernie? 


¢) Do you have anything today on Farrakhan and 
Libya? 


My No. 
Q Nothing? 
Ay No. 


Q Over the last several days there have been 
reports out of Iran about an exclusion zone which ships from 
various places, all the way from the northern Gulf to the 
Strait of Hormuz, and so on. Does the United States 
recognize, as we have implicitly recognized an Iraqi exclu- 
sion zone? Do we recognize any kind of Iranian exclusion 
zone? 


A, I'm not going to accept the various premises 
Stated in your question. 


Q Let's get rid of the Iraqi exclusion zone 


premise. 
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a I think that -- let me just put it this way. 
There are -- we've seen the reports, obviously, regarding a 
zone in which the Iranians might be seeking to board ships. 
We've seen reports that, in fact, ships have been boarded 
although I think those reports mainly come before that was 
-- that report came. 


We are looking into that situation, but I don't 
have anything further for you on that. 


Q "nat would our reaction be if an American 
flag vessel -- I don't mean a Navy ship, of course, but a 
commercial ship -- was boarded in such a zone? 

a As I say, we're looking into this question, 


and I just don't have anything further for you at this 
point. 


9) Anything on the mining incident that was 
alleged to have taken place near the entry? 


fy No. I addressed that yesterday, and I don't 
have anything new to say about it. 


Q Thank you. 


A Okay. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:25 p.m.) 
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MONDAY, JUNE 11, 1984, 12:19 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Just to start out with a house- 
keeping announcement. Available in the Press Office at 2:00 
will be copies of Assistant Secretary Murphy's testimony 
before the Subcommittee on Europe and the Middle East, and 
that is on the Middle East update. 


That's it. Happy to take questions. 


Q Do you have anything to confirm this -- who 
shot up the Kuwaiti tanker over the weekend? 


A No. I really don't. We're aware of the 
press reports, but that's -- 


Q And do you have any comment on the apparent 
agreement between Iran and Iraq to spare civilian targets? 


oa Yes. We note that a similar understanding 
between the parties developed earlier this year, and that 
the cease-fire lasted only a short time. Nonetheless, we 
welcome any act by Iran and Iraq that serves to de-escalate 
the fighting and which could serve as a first step toward a 
general cease-fire. 


We support the U.N. Secretary General's efforts 
toward this end. 


Q We can't hear you back here, Jim. 
Q Copy, please? 

a Copy. Sure. 
Q 


And anything else to report from the Persian 
Gulf? Any situation reports? 


A No. I don't have a general sitrep to give 
you. 


Q Alan, on the Guif, why the difference between 
the statement which the Summit had published and what Reagan 
said before he left? I mean, there are a lot of differences 
between the two. 
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a I don't think there's any difference in the 
intent of any of that. I will leave it to you to do the 
textual analysis, however. 


Q Alan -- 


A But I would be careful about seeing too many 
differences there. 


Q This fellow MacMichael cited in the Times 
today -- 


A Yes. 


Q -- has told a couple of different agencies 
that the U.S. systematically misrepresented Nicaraguan 
involvement in supply of arms to Salvadoran guerrillas. Any 
thoughts on that? 


a Well, obviously, we don't comment on intelli- 
gence activities, and we're not in a position to address the 
reported employment background of Mr. MacMichael. 


On the general issue, however, our position on the 
Ongoing Nicaraguan support for the Salvadoran guerrillas 
remains as we have stated. 


As to the period 1981 to 1983, which was covered 
in the article, we would refer you to the May 13, 1983, 
report issued by the Permanent Select Committee on 
Intelligence of the House of Representatives which noted in 
part that the guerrillas in El Salvador “are well-trained, 
well-equipped with modern weapons and supplies, and rely on 
the use of sites in Nicaragua for command and control and 
for logistical support." Continuing the quote, "The 
intelligence supporting these judgments provided to the 
Committee is convincing." 


I'd simply add to that that the evidence indicates 
that these activities are continuing. 


Q That was old information. And, also, do you 
have any update for us on the possibility of getting a 
briefing on that, on the substantive information? 


A No. No update on the briefing- I don't 
think that -- as I said at the end, the evidence continues 
to indicate that that is the case, and that's not based on 
Old information, nor do I think the Committee in 1983 was 
addressing old information. 


Bernie? 
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Q Can you make any of that -- a question we've 
asked you before -- could you make any of that available to 
us, the evidence that you cite? 


oe Well, that‘s what Dennis just asked, too. I 
-- everybody is aware of the interest. The problem is, 
quite obviously, sourcing, and so that request remains 
on the table. I understand, but I don't have any great 
hope to offer you at this point that that can be provided. 


Q Well, but during Secretary Haig's tenure he 
put out that document, long document -- 


A Well, there have been various documents that 
have been produced, and I think that that all stands. There 
was also a very extensive briefing that was provided in 
which special efforts were made to declassify a number of 
things, including photographs, if you will recall, but I'm 
not aware of any inclination at this particular time to con- 
tinue a briefing. 


Q You're concerned about sourcing? 
a Sources and methods. 


Q Alan, both -=- two things: Both the things 
that you just alluded to, the briefing that was given I 
believe in March of ‘82 by Mr. Inman and the White Paper, all 
dealt with evidence that wasn't any more recent than when 
this fellow indicates the arms flow ended. 


A Well, I have indicated to you, and I'm not 
going to keep on repeating it, that the evidence continues 
to indicate that the conclusions reached by the House 
Intelligence Committee and referred to as convincing evi- 
dence -- that evidence continues to -- the evidence con- 
tinues to indicate that that is the case. 


Q Thank you. 


Q Can I follow up, please? First of all, 
can we get a copy of that statement that you read to us? 


A Sure. 


Q When you say, your statement is a little 
curious because it doesn't in of itself say that the State 
Department is saying that there is a flow at such-and-such a 
level, whether -- refer to a variety of things in the past 
as to ebbs and flows -- 
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Q -- peaks and valleys, and so on. You say, 
"It remains as we have stated it." Are you speaking only 
for the State Department or do you wish to associate your- 
self with remarks, say, Of President Reagan, who says that 
there is a “flood” of weapons or supplies going to -- 


Ms You're quoting the President. We can go ktack 
and quote lots of different things. I am going to stick 
with what I've just given you, which is the quote from the 
House Report and then the conclusion that the evidence indi- 
cates that these activities are continuing. 


Q When you say “we,” to what are you referring? 
To what agency of the United States Government are you 
referring? There have been so many agencies who have com- 
mented on so many different things about this. 


4 Well, I'm not sure where you see the “we.” 
The “we” would only, in referring, be in referring you to the 
House Committee Report, so I don't think we'd have to get 
interagency clearance on that, Jim. 


Q Alan, is there any way to quantify at all, 
to suggest that the Salvadoran guerrillas are getting 50 
percent of their arms through Nicaragua? Are there any 
figures at all that you could give us? 


A Well, I think there have been some figures 
that have been discussed. Beyond those, I do not have 
anything to give you on it. 


Q Are you suggesting that the White Paper 
issued during Secretary Haig's tenure is still relevant? 


A I'm not trying to quantify the levels of 
flow and so on at this point, but the kind of support that 
was talked about in the House report, after they had 
received an extensive briefing, that kind of activity, 
continues. 


Q Alan, could you date that House report, 
please? 


A I gave you that date. It was May 13, 1983. 


Q And nothing has changed since then? 
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A I didn't say nothing was changed. I said 
that the kinds of activities which were carried on and 
referred to in that report are continuing. I think that 
even the questions have indicated we have said that 
levels vary from time to time, and I don't have a reading to 
give you on levels at this point. 


Q Do you know, Alan, at this point what Mr. Ortega 
said when this matter was brought up by Secretary Shultz? 


q I don't have any readout to give you beyond 
what the Secretary said about his meetings. 


Q When MacMichel says that there have been no 
arms shipments interdicted between Nicaragua and El Salvador 
in more than three years, is that correct? 


a Well, I just don't have have anything that I 
think I can give you from here on the question of interdic- 
tion. 


Q On this general subject, is there anything to 
report on the next meeting, or a meeting, between Mr. 
Shlaudeman and his Nicaraguan counterpart? 


fe No. 
Q What is happening there? 


A I think the fact is, obviously, that it was 
announced that there would be follow-on meetings. I don't 
anticipate announcing such meetings ahead of time, and so I 
think that -- 


Q Why not? 


4 That's the way it was agreed that they would 
be handled. 


Q In other words, they are going to announce 
them after they've been held? 


4 Well, I don't know if they'll be announced 
or quite how it's going to be handled, Don, but there 
certainly is going to be no prior announcement anyway. 


Q Was the meeting to be here in Managua or 








A I don't have anything to give you on -- 
I don't have anything on that kind of detail. 


. Do you know if that's been agreed to, the 
site? As I understand, -- 


A I don't have anything to give you on that. 
Q You don't know (inaudible) 


A I said, I don't have anything to give you on 
that. 


Q In April 1983, the State Department said offi- 
cially in a posted answer that the arms flow or the supply 
flow was at an ebb, that is, that not much had gone over 
in the past few months according to the written guidance at 
that time. 


Does that continue to be the case? 


A I don't have a readout on the volume, Jim. 
Q Are we at an ebb or at a -- 
a I don't have a readout to give you on the 


volume, Jim. 

Q Can you take the question? 

A No. 

Abdul Salam? 

Q I came across something which comes from the 
"Outreach Working Group on Central America." Can you explain 
to me what's this all about, an “Outreach Working Group?” Is 
this a group -- 

A That, I believe, is a -- 

Q White House? 

fy -- White House, and I would check over there. 

Q Do you have anything, Alan, on the report by 


the Italians that link the Bulgarians to Agca and the plot 
against the Pope? 
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A Well, yes, but it doesn't really take you 
beyond where we've been before, that is to say, we have seen 
the press stories, but the Italian Government has not yet 
made the repoct public, nor so far as we know have they 
made a final decision on whether to bring any of the accused 
in this case to trial. 


The United States cannot interfere in the internal 
judicial proceedings of another country. We have tried to 
avoid taking any public position on the merits of the case 
throughout the Italian investigation into alleged Bulgarian 
Government involvement. We want to ensure that the investi- 
gation and any possible proceedings in the Italian courts go 
forward without the slightest hint of outside interference 
or pressure. : 


At the same time, the United States offered the 
fullest possible assistance to the Italian authorities 
investigating the case, and we will continue to do so if 
asked. We are confident that other concerned governments 
will do the same thing. 


There should be no mistake as to the gravity with 
which we view the attempt on the life of the Pope. The 
United States condemns all acts of terrorism, whatever their 
source, and views the attack on the Pope as one of the most 
terrible and cowardly of all such crimes. 


Q Is there any consideration being given to 
reviewing our relations with Bulgaria? 


A I will leave you with what I've just said on 
that. 


Hold on, one second, please. 
Q May we have a copy? 


Ay Copy? Yes, you may have a copy. Just hold 
one second. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Also on Italy, do you have any comment on the 
passing of the head of the Italian Communist Party, Berlinguer? 


oa I don't have a substantive comment about the 
implications or anything of that sort, Jim. I simply would 
note that we extend our sympathies to Mr. Berlinguer's family. 


Q Alan, I have a series of South African 
questions. First of all, anything to report on a meeting 
between Nujoma and Crocker? 


A No. 


Q Anything on Nujoma‘s charges, spurning South 
Africa's offer about Namibia? 


A No. 


Q And this other, there's a story about Gerhardt 
in the Post, and says that he was sharing NATO information 
with the Soviets. How is South Africa privy to NATO 
information? 


ns I think that the story -- I don't have 
anything to give you from here, but I think the story talked 
about this a little bit. But in any case, it's not 
something that I would be addressing from this podium parti- 
cularly. 


John? 


Q Alan, we‘re running written responses 
from Chernenko, who was sent a set of questions in which the 
Soviet leader proposes immediate negotiations on anti- 
satellite moratorium. What's the Administration's position? 


my I haven't seen it. I have heard about that, 
John. I think we'd have to look at what he said. But as a 
general matter, I think we have indicated before that con- 
cerns over verification issues make negotiation at this 
point a difficult thing to contemplate. 


On the other hand, we've also indicated a 
willingness -- I think the President did -- to talk about 
these problems. Not to negotiation, but to talk about the 
problems. But I think before we give you back a formal 
response to that response that he gave to Mr. . 
Kingsbury-Smith, we would want to take a look at the text. 
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Q You might also note that he welcomes any 
discussions on verification, including the national and 
international -- 


a Let us take a look at it, and then we'll try 
and respond to it. 


Q Another on southern Africa. Do you have 
anything on the arrest of SWAPO people in Windhoek, or out- 
side Windhoek? 


A We are aware of the reports. I understand 
that SWAPO officials were arrested this weekend. We're 


looking into it, but I don’t have any further comment at this 


point. 
Bob? Excuse me, Bob? 


Q Going back to John's question, have you any 
indication why the Soviets did not pick up on the offer to 
begin exchange of views on ASAT? 


A I don't have anything on that. 


Q Can you confirm information in the press 
today that the U.S. refused the request by the Lebanese 
Government to mediate with the -- to help Lebanon mediate 
with Israel on new security talks? 


A I don't have anything specifically on the 
question of mediation. I think we have indicated, without 
suggesting that we necessarily would get into mediation at 
all, that we would try and be helpful in facing these 
various problems that exist, but I don't have a specific 
response to that article. 


Q So can we say you are not refusing? 

aN No, I don't think -- I think all you could 
say is that at this point I don't have any response to give 
you on that. 


Q Okay. Do you have any comment on the 
shelling in Lebanon today? 


A No, I don't. 


Q Alan, do you have anything at all on the 


arrest in Poland of Bogdan Lis, who is a dissident who's been 


underground? 
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A No, I don‘t. 
Jim? 


Q Anything on the Contadora tour, the present 
Contadora tour? 


A Yes, we -- as you're aware, last January the 
Contadora participants created three working groups on poli- 
tical, security, and socioeconomic affairs with the objective 
of producing recommendations as to how to implement the 
21-point Document of Objectives which was agreed to on 
September 9, 1983. 


The working groups completed their task on 
schedule, that is, on April 30, at which point the nine 
Foreign Ministers of all of the Contadora participants asked 
the Contadora four governments to “organize, systematize, and 
integrate the recommendations into a single document." Thai 
work was completed this past weekend, at which time the 
Foreign Ministers of the Contadora four governments made a 
guick tour of the five Central American capitals to present 
the document for consideration of those governments, or by 
those governments. 


Simply, in terms of response or reaction, we are 
pleased with this further indication that the Contadora'’s 
regional diplomatic effort, which is fundamental to our 
policy in the area, is moving forward. 


Q And on a related issue. There were reports 
this weekend that the United States did not intend any 
further large, joint maneuvers in Honduras for the balance, 
or the period between now and the Presidential election 
here. Can you confirm that's the case? 


A I can't. You'd have to check with the 
Pentagon on exercise schedules. 

Q Do you have any information on Chester 
Crocker's meeting with the South African Prime Minister in 


Rome? 

n No, I simply have -- I think we've indicated 
before that he is in Rome, that he will be meeting with 
South African officials; but I don't have more detail on it. 


Q Alan, at the time that there was a prisoners’ 
exchange between Israel and the PLO back, I believe, in 
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November or December last year, there was information that 
the whole structure of Ansar concentration camps and war 
prisoner camps will be dismantled. It looks like, from 
reports now, the camp in southern Lebanon is still being 
used. Can you check into this, if this is still being used 
or dismantled? 


A You could check with the Israeli Government. 
But in any case, I will take a look, but I can't promise you 
they will have anything specific to say about that. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on the Golden 
Temple in India? 


y No, I don't have anything beyond what we said 
the other day on that. 


Q The Indian Army discovered a large number of 
arms and explosives when they entered the temple. Now, some 
of them were made by U.S. and some Chinese and British. Can 
you comment on this triangle's hand in the internal affairs 
of India? 


A Oh, I think that I would reject the 
Suggestion that your question carries, that somehow the fact 
that somebody may have -- and I can't confirm to you the facts 
that you've just cited to me -- but somehow that somebody has 
U.S. arms means that the United States Government is inter- 
fering in internal affairs. There's a very large world 
market. 


Q Can I follow one more, please? Would you 
grant political asylum to the Sikhs -- at the State 
Department -- on the basis of what's happening in India? 


A iI think that there are -- the process -- I 
don't know that that issue has even arisen, and I don't 
think -- 

Q But it does. 


A Well, I don’t think I'm going to address a 
hypothetical question. 


Q Do you have anything on the 
Honduran-Argentine arm sales to various forces- in Central 
America. 


BY I don't. 
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0 Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:40 DP Me) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. A full house, yes. 


A few announcements: First, the Secretary will be 
testifying before the House Foreign Affairs Committee at 10:30 a.m. 
tomorrow morning. The subject is “International Terrorism," 
and because of that appearance, we will not have a daily 
press briefing here. My understanding is -= but you should 
check on this -- that the room number has been given to us as 
2172 Rayburn; but as I say, you might want to double check on 
that. 


Also available this afternoon at 2:00 in the 
Press Office will be the testimony of Assistant Secretary for 
East Asian and Pacific Affairs Paul Wolfowitz before the 
Subcommittees on East Asian and Pacific Affairs and 
International Economic Policy. The subject is "Japan." 


On the Secretary's plans, he has accepted a long- 
standing invitation from the Commander-in-Chief of the 
Atlantic Fleet, Admiral Wesley McDonald, to visit an aircraft 
carrier, and he will go down Friday, spend Friday night -- 
this Friday, that is June 15 <= aboard the USS John F. 
Kennedy at sea while she is off the east coast for regularly 
scheduled operations. He may also visit a nuclear submarine 
in port at Norfolk, but I don't think that's been put in 
final form yet. 


Q Are reporters not accompanying the Secretary? 

a No, there will be no press coverage. I mean, 
I'm sure there'll be some press when he lands or something 
there, but no press on the carrier. 

Q He's leaving Friday night? 

4 He's leaving Friday afternoon, go down there 


and spend Friday night there, spend Friday night on the 
carrier, and come back on Saturday. 


A statement on the fiftieth anniversary of the 
Reciprocal Trade Act: Today is the fiftieth anniversary of 
the Reciprocal Trade Act of 1934, with which the State 











Department has a particular connection. The Act marked the 
start of fifty years of United States trade liberalization. 
Remarkably, the Act came only four years after the 
Smoot-Hawley Tariff Act of 1930, which raised average U.S. 
tariffs to 55 percent and which is credited by many econo- 
mists with turning a minor recession into the Great 
Depression. Recognizing the damage being done both to our 
economy and to our international relations, Secretary of 
State Cordell Hull persuaded Franklin Roosevelt to change 
course. 


The trade liberalization which began with the 
Reciprocal Trade Act enabled world trade to grow almost 50 
percent faster than world production from 1948 to 1973, 
raised world exports to today's level of $2 trillion, and 
will see average industrial country tariffs reduced to 3-4 
percent by 1987. 


As modern technology brings the world closer 
together in ways both beneficial and threatening, trade ties 
become ever more important. When we exchange goods and serv- 
ices, we also exchange ideas. If a man builds a better 
mousetrap, the world beats a path to his door not merely to 
buy mousetraps, but also to find out the secrets of his 
success. As U.S. trade has grown in importance to our econ- 
omy, Others have realized that in fields such as agriculture 
and high technology, much worth emulating lies behind our 
abundant output. And as imports have challenged traditional 
U.S. industries, we, too, have learned that in areas as 
diverse as inventory control, employee relations, and quality 
Standards, there is much abroad that we can adapt to our 
benefit. The lowering of the barriers among nations in this 
way benefits us all. 


We have come far in the fifty years since passage 
of the Reciprocal Trade Act of 1934, but we still have far to 
go. Tariff and other trade barriers still limit the world's 
trade, and challenges in new areas such as services trade and 
high technology remain to be taken up. We hope to build on 
the past fifty years’ accomplishments, so that in another 
fifty years our successors can look back on the 1980s as 
having marked an equally important beginning in world trade 
liberalization. 


Q May we have a copy? 


4 Be happy to take your questions. 


Mike, yes, a copy. 





Q On Beirut, you're not able to report what the 
Situation is like today? 


A I don't have a sit-rep to give you on that, 
Mike. Simply, I would note that we regret that the level of 
violence in the Beirut area has increased sharply, and we 
deplore the loss of innocent lives, and support the efforts 
of the Lebanese Government to achieve national reconciliation 
and to restore security. 


Q What effect do you think this fighting has on 
the viability of the government? 


A I'm not going to try to make that kind of 
judgment from here. 

Sir? 

Q Can I have a comment on the Parliament vote 


of confidence? 
Q What was the question? 


A The question was, any comment on the 
Parliament's vote of confidence in the government, in Mr. 
Karami's government. I don't have a specific comment to 
offer. Obviously, we are in favor of any step which will 
move the process forward towards the objectives, which we have 
laid out, of reconciliation and progress. Obviously, if 
this is a step and moves it in that direction, we welcome 
that; but I don't have a specific response to that action. 


Q Alan, some sources in Beirut make sort of 
linkage between the fact that Mr. Fadi Frem is here in 
Washington and the flare-up of fighting in Beirut. 


A Well, I don't know how to comment on that. If 
the suggestion is that somehow the United States is involved, 
I reject that. Other than that, I don't have a response to 
that report. 


Q This is a follow-up to the Stinger sale to 
Saudi Arabia. 
Q Does the State Department now share the 


White House view that was reported in the Post this morning 
that Saudi Arabia has an impeccable record on non- 
transference of American-supplied weapons. I ask this in 








regard to the transfer of 70 American tanks to the Sudan 
three years ago without notification. 


A Well, we've addressed this before, and I don't 


have anything new to say about it. 
the question has arisen before regarding illegal or unknown 
transfers of U.S. equipment from Saudi Arabia, and I think 
we've indicated we don't know of any. We've looked at the 
charges that have been raised. The 
connection with the Lebanon invasion and so on, and we just 
don't have any confirming evidence of that. 


Q Can you confirm tnat the “cease-fire” order is 


The fact is that we -- 


y were raised in 


holding in Iran and Iraq, with a view on that success? 


A Well, it appears that the cease-fire has gone 


into effect, but I would caution you that we are not going to 


get into giving sit-reps on this. 
many times before, we're not a news agency. You all have 
people who are as able to report on that as we, and who can 
go to the Governments of Iran and Iraq and get their 
judgments on that, so I think I'm going to not get into that 


on a daily basis, Mike. 


We're not, as I've said 


I'd repeat what I said yesterday. We welcome the 


effort by the Secretary-General of the United Nations, and we 


hope that it will lead to de-escalation of the conflict. 


Q Alan, new subject? 


Q Can we stay on the Middle East? 


4 Stay with the Middle East? 0O.K. I'll come 


back to you in a minute. 


-- MORE -- 





Q There is a statement attributed to Mr. Arens, 
Defense Minister of Israel, that a joint exercise in 
medical cooperation was carried out recently in our region. 


x That a what was carried out? 

Q A joint exercise in medical cooperation? 
as A joint exercise in medical cooperation. 
Q Between the United States and Israel. 


Do you have anything to confirm or to deny this? 


4 I don't have anything on it. You might want 
to check with the Pentagon if we're talking about a joint 
exercise. I just don't have anything on it. 


Q Alan, Murphy yesterday said that Kuwait asked 
formally for the Stinger. Can you now confirm that? 


A Well, if he said that, I will -=- I don't know 
what he said specifically, but obviously he was testifying 
in open session and I'll leave you with his words. But I 
don't have anything to advance the issue on any decisions on 


supply. 


Q The Israeli press quoted Mr. Arens saying 
that the U.S. is refusing to supply Kuwait with the 
Stingers. 


4 Well, I don’t know what Mr. Arens said. I'm 
telling you that there is no decision that I have to convey 
to you. 

Dennis go ahead. 

Q On Solidarity, Alan, can you tell us what the 
level of U.S. support is for Solidarity, if any? Is there 
any -- 


my U.S. support? 
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Q -- logistical -- any U.S. Government support, 
logistical? Anything aside from moral support. 


a Yes. That's a little hard. I don't know of 
any programs specifically to support. I suppose that there 
may be through support of AFL or something like that. I 
don't <= you'd have to talk to the AFL-CIO about what their 
funding situation is. I just don't know about that. 
There's nothing that I know of -=- beyond that, I mean. 


Q No funding. 
ay Well, not that I'm aware of =<=— no. 


Q Is Solidarity looked at as an opposition 
party of the kind that fosters democracy and that we would 
tend to support? 


A Oh, I don't have a characterization to offer 
on that or a judgment to offer on what would be done in the 
case of that kind of funding. 


Jim? 
Q Anything on the Namibia arrests? 


My Yes. We understand that the SWAPO officials 
arrested this weekend were detained under the provisions of 
the Prohibition and Notification of Meetings Act which pro- 
hibits political meetings inside Namibia by more than 20 
people. We're continuing to follow the situation. 


I have no further comment at this time other than 
to emphasize our concern worldwide over restrictions on the 
rights of peaceful assembly and association. 


9 Also on -- 
A Excuse me. Mike? 
Q I'm sorry. 


Q Alan, will Secretary Shultz come down with 
Reverend Jackson? 


A I don't know that we've said there is a 
meeting with Reverend Jackson. We can talk about it a 
little bit later, but I'm not aware that there has been a 
meeting scheduled. 


Q Thank you. 
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A Jim? 


Q Anything on <= two economic things relative 
to your initial statement. 


The ITC just suggested that quotas be imposed with 
respect to certain kinds of steel imports, and there's a 
copper import decision that's coming up on Thursday. Does 
the State Department have anything to do with this? 


BN Well, I don't think we'd get into agency 
positions. 


Q All right. And anything on Argentina's posi- 
tion vis-a-vis the IMF? 


A Well, a little bit -=- not a lot. 


We haven't had an opportunity to examine a copy of 
the Argentine document. It's our understanding that nego- 
tiations between Argentina and the IMF are continuing, and 
it is our practice not to comment on negotiations between 
the Fund and another member government. It is in everyone's 
interest that agreement be reached as soon as possible, and 
we are hopeful that a mutually satisfactory accord will be 
reached. 


Mike? 


Q Pardon me if this has been asked yesterday, 
but do you have any response to President: Chernenko's call 
regarding the anti-satellite weapons talks? 


4 I did yesterday. I can give you something on 
Q Anything more? 
A Yes. 


We have indicated our willingness to discuss these 
and related issues but not to engage in formal negotiations 
at this time. Mr. Chernenko's statement is a reiteration of 
the well-known Soviet position. 


As we have said, we do not see how a truly compre- 
hensive ban on all means of damaging or destroying satel- 
lites can be effectively verified. In addition, we continue 
to have reservations about an agreement which would leave 
the Soviet Union with the worli’s only proven ASAT 
capability. 
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We are continuing to study the problem intensively 
to determine whether constraints on ASAT systems and activi- 
ties can be identified which would be equitable, verifiable, 
and contribute to our security. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 
A Sure. 
Jim? 


Q Do you have anything on the exchange in El 
Salvador and/or reports or rumors that Shlaudeman will meet 
with Tinoco on the 26th of June? 


4 I have nothing on the latter; and I will not 
be, as I indicated yesterday or the other day, commenting 
ahead of time on any scheduled meetings between Ambassador 
Shlaudeman and Mr. Tinoco. 


As far as the release yesterday, I don't have 
anything specific. Obviously, we're pleased that Vides 
Casanova's brother has been released unharmed. 


Bill, did you have a question? 


Q Yes. In relation to Argentina, a number of 
Latin American countries are having a sort of debter's summit 
next week. Does the Department have any statement or any 
feeling about this meeting or what you'd like to see or not 
see? 


4 I don't have anything on it. I will pass 
back an interest in any possible statement we might have. 


Q Alan, did Daniel Ortega's statement 
that Shultz’ visit was not sincere cut off that effort to 
start new meetings? 


4 Well, we have not seen confirmation of what 
Mr. Ortega might have said. I've seen various press reports 
about it. 


In any case, we're not going to try to interpret 
Nicaraguan spokesmen on the question of meetings and dialogue 
and so on. I would simply reiterate something that we have 
said before, and that is that the dialogue initiated by 
Secretary Shultz on June 1 was to reaffirm and to give 
impetus to our continuing support for peaceful resolution of 
the problems of Central America and the Contadora document 
of objectives. Our basic objectives in Nicaragua are wholly 
compatible with the Contadora 21 points. 








Q I know tht you've already attached a statement 
saying you're just not going to comment on how this dialogue 
is pursued -- 

my That's right. You got it. 


Q -- so in that regard there is just nothing 
further to ask, is there? (laughter) -- 


a That's right. 


Q -- such as whether a meeting already fell 
through once. 


4 You're right. There is nothing further to be 
asked or be answered. 


Q Oh, O.K. (Laughter. ) 
A All right? 

Q Thank you. 

A You're welcome. 


(Whereupon, at 12:38 p.m., the briefing was concluded.) 
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MR. HUGHES: It's the coolest room in the entire State 
Department! Goodness, what influence you guys must have! 
(Laughter) 


Have a housekeeping announcement and then a state- 
ment. There will be a press BACKGROUNDER on the visit that 
is taking place June 16-23 by Sri Lankan President 
Jayewardene. That BACKGROUNDER will be Friday, 11:00 
here in this briefing room, not the White House briefing 
room -- 11:00 tomorrow morning. 


I have an announcement on attempts to oust Israel 
from the Universal Postal Union. The Nineteenth Universal Postal 
Union Congress will he held in Hamburg from June 18 to July 
27. Regrettably, some Arab countries are sponsoring a move 
to expel Israel from the UPU, continuing the ill-considered 
campaign against Israel's participation in the United 
Nations system that we've witnessed in other U.N. forums 
during recent years. 


The United States will oppose this move with all 
available diplomatic resources. We know that many other 
countries will likewise oppose this inroad against the 
principle of universality underlying the United Nations. 
The United States has repeatedly declared that an attack on 
Israel's right to participate in any United Nations organi- 
zation, if successful, would have grave consequences for its 
own continued participation and support. 


I haven't finished yet. 


The U.S. policy was fully explained by Secretary 
Shultz on October 16, 1982. The United States wishes to 
make it clear that Israel's expulsion from the UPU at the 
Hamburg congress would immediately cause us to pull our 
delegation out of the Congress, to suspend our participation 
in UPU activities, and to withhold payments to the UPU. 











The suspension of our participation and the withholding of 
our payments would continue until the illegal action was 
reversed. This stand reflects the strong sentiment of the 
American people and is embodied in Public Law 98-164, passed 
by the Congress in November 1983. 


That's all I have up front. 
Q What's the size of the U.S. contribution? 


os I don't have that to hand, but let me see if 
we can produce that for you, sure. 


Q John, can you tell us what are the con- 
ditions in Angola where a number of Americans, I believe, 
have been seized and some other nationals? 


A I can*t do much more than say that we've 
seen the same reports that you have, Mike, and obviously, 
we're particularly interested in reports that some of the 
foreigners said to be captured are of American, Colombian, 
and Portuguese nationality. We're particularly interested 
in the Americans. 


This is a matter into which we are looking on an 
urgent basis. I don't have any further information -- don't 
have any information, as a matter of fact, on the numbers or 
the identities of the captives at this time. 


Q What diplomatic contacts do you have 
regarding this, since we do not have -- 


nN Can't tell you how we're pursuing that. 


Q How many Americans are in Angola and what are 
they doing there? 


a I don't have that, Larry, to hand. 


Q Do you have any idea whether there were any 
organized groups, whatever, AID programs or -- 


n Not that I'm aware of. I don't know what 
there might be in the way of commercial -- 


Q A group of individual Americans? 


a This group? 


/-/SAS— 





Q Yes. 


a I have no idea what they are. I mean all 
we've seen is reports that some Americans have been 
captured. Don't know anything about then. 


Q John, do you have any comment on the fre- 
quent reports on a conflict between Secretary Shultz and 
Mr. Arens of Israel regarding the aid, U.S. aid and, Saudi 
Arabian aid to Palestinians of the West Bank? 


Ay No, I don't. 

Q Nothing? 

A No, I don't. 

Q Do you have anything on an American, I guess 


a seaman, said to be held in Vietnam? 


4 Well, that is something that we have looked 
into over a period, Bill. I really can't take it much 
further. Somebody said that since the first news of the 
Glomar Java Sea being in distress reached us, we've actively 
sought the help of other governments in locating survivors, 
and that has included contacts with the Government of 
Vietnam. 


We have followed all the leads and we will continue 
to pursue any which offer hope of locating possible sur- 
vivors, and so we are checking on this very latest report 
that a Vietnamese refugee has information about survivors. 


The United States Government has, in the past, 
interviewed this particular individual, and the reports, 
the information that we acquired at that time was not 
encouraging, did not seem to bear out the stories that some- 
body might still be alive. However, we are in process of 
talking with the individual again. 


Q John, there is a piece of very interesting 
news that the Libyans decided to establish a bureau for com- 
batting international terrorism. 


XK The Libyans -- 


Q Yes. 








a -- have decided to establish a bureau for 
combatting international terrorism? (Laughter) 


Q Yes. 

A Where did they plan to locate it? 
Q In your office. 

(Laughter) 

Q I don't know the answer for sure. 
Mh (Laughter) 


Q If they are serious, are you ready to 
cooperate with them in this, or are you considering -- 


(Laughter) 


A I must say that on the basis of the record 
up to now, one would have to take protestations of Libya's 
seriousness about combatting terrorism with a grain of salt, 
to say the obvious. But we will, obviously - 


Q So would you characterize this as 
anti-anti-terrorism? 


A Well, I hesitate to characterize it. Why 
don't we wait and see what they perhaps have in mind. 


Q John, do you have anything on the meeting of 
the chief of the Iraqi Interests Section with Armacost? 


A I'm not quite sure what time he was meeting 
Mr. Armacost today, but he either has or will meet Mr. 
Armacost, and this is within the framework of our continuing 
dialogue with Iraq. I think it is the first time he has met 
Mr. Armacost, who as you know, is new in his present 
position. 





Q Who is (inaudible) 
A The head of the Iragi Interests Section. 


Q John, did Fadi Frem meet with anyone in this 
Department, and if so, who? 


A That one I cannot answer, being -- 
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MR. ROMBERG: He was to meet with NEA. 


A He was to meet with NEA. Whether he did, I 
don't know. My -- 


Q It was mentioned in The Washington Times 
twe days ago that he visited the White House. Does this 
mean that he could meet President Reagan? 


4 I'm not aware of it, but why don't you ask 
the White House. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q John, he said today in the National Press 
Club that he thinks that a joint commission, 
American-Lebanese commission, will be a constructive way of 
solving the problems of Lebanon, and he said you haven't 
given negative -- he told, with the meeting here, he told 
you about his suggestion, and he didn't have a negative 
attitude. 


A An American-Lebanese commission to do what? 


Q Coordinate things -- relations between 
Lebanon and -- 


A Well, don't have anything specific on that 
report. Obviously, we remain involved in Lebanon. If the 
various parties asked us to perform some specific function, 
} we would look at that. We have continued to be helpful. 


Q John, a couple of points about what my 
colleague asked about -- the aid into the West Bank. The 
Mayor of Bethlehem, Elias Freij, when he was here in town, I 
believe he was given a $1 million present from the Saudi 
Ambassador and the money was not approved to be disseminated 
to the City of Bethlehem. Do you have any information -- 


A I don't. 

Q -- if the money is forthcoming or the 
approval by Israel to come? 

A No. 

Q Could you look through this, because -- 

A I think you probably ought to talk to the 


Saudis or the Israelis or the Mayor of Bethlehem about that. 


Q The second thing is about -- the statement 
about the UPU. Are there any special -- specific charges 
against Israel from any of these Arab countries, and who are 
the Arab countries who are sponsoring -- 


A I don't know what the Arab case is, but this 
is within the pattern of attacks on Israel in the U.N. 
system that have taken place over a period of time. I don't 
know what the specifics of any allegations might be, but we 
consider it to be a part of the same pattern. 


Q If I may follow this. How cooperative in 
the -- of not on a scale of 1 to 10, or whatever -- how 
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cooperative has been Israel all along in implementing United 
Nations resolutions and Security Council resolutions and 
other things? 


A I can't give you a horseback opinion that. 
But the fact is we support the principle of universality, 
and we do not think that Israel should be excluded from the 
U.N. system. 


Q John, to follow on that, and also on your 
announcement on the UPU, if other organizations within the 
U.N. system in the future threaten to expel Israel, can we 
expect the United States, in that case, to withhold payments 
and suspend participation in those organizations? 


A Other U.N. organizations? 
Q Other agencies within in the U.N. system? 
ah Within the U.N.? I don't want to signal 


our intentions but, I think, if you look at the consistent 
attitude of the United States plus the legislation under 
which we operate, plus Secretary Shultz’ statement on this, 
I think that is a logical conclusion. 


Q John, is there any change in the 
Administration's requirements for a summit, aside from the 
two points that are usually -- cooperation and expectation? 


A No, I think various Administration offi- 
cials have spoken on that subject in the past several days, 
and I don't really have anything to add, Bernie. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the INF vote in 
the Dutch Parliament? 


as Yes, Ido. It basically is to reaffirm, 
Bill, what we said before. We've made clear our position on 
Dutch INF deployments. We made that clear at the time of 
their Cabinet decision, which was taken on June 1. And, as 
we said at that time, we are disappointed that the 
Netherlands has not decided now to go ahead with full imple- 
mentation of its part in the December 1979 decision, and as 
we also said at that time, we do expect the Netherlands, as 
we do all other Allies concerned, to implement fully that 
decision. 


Insofar as the other INF basing countries are 
concerned, we are certain that the other basing countries 
share our view that the December 1979 decision should be 
fully implemented as planned. 








Q Copy, please? 
om Sure. 
Q That's the same statement, isn't it, 


verbatim that you issued? 


A I don't know whether it's verbatim, but the 
thrust is certainly the same. 


Q You have nothing to add beyond quotin, the 
earlier statement; is that it? 


A As you know, Bernie, the Parliament has 
confirmed the Dutch Government's decision. Our position is 
the same; we're disappointed. 


Q To follow Berrie's question on the summit, 
have the thoughts of Senators Percy and Baker had any 
influence or impact or caused any rethinking? 


4 I think the Secretary had some comment on 
that at his luncheon yesterday, and -- 

Q Anything that you could add, expand -- 

A Anything that I would add to that? Heavens 
no. 

Q John, Jack Anderson, this morning, claims 


that the State Department through Mr. Schaffer is launching 

a campaign to possibly abort any Congressional attempt to 

aid the Afghani freedom fighters in some legislation. Do you 
have any comments on this? 


A No, I'm not going to respond specifically 
to that newspaper column or to the issue involved, but I 
would just say that the underlying assumption that there is 
a difference of opinion between the State Department and the 
White House on this issue, that is completely untrue. 


Q John, do you have anything on the El 
Salvador reorganization of forces to control the death 
squads? 

A Yes, I do. Our Embassy in San Salvador 


confirms that the Intelligence Section has been disbanded as 
part of President Duarte's move to improve the human rights 
situation in El Salvador. That's the Intelligence Section of 
the Salvadoran Treasury Police. 


Z 
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Other moves include disbanding security units at 
some government agencies and ministries. And, of course, 
prior to Mr. Duarte’s inauguration, several officers repor- 
tedly connected to rightist violence were transfered 
abroad. 


President Duarte pledged during his campaign and 
to members of Congress during his recent trip to Washington 
to correct the “climate of violence” in El Salvador in order 
to create the security in which dialogue can proceed. The 
United States applauds President Duarte's efforts to 
accomplish this goal. 


Q Copy, please? 
A Sure. 
Q Would the U.S. applaud more loudly if any 


of these people were brought to trial as opposed to 
transfered? 


nh Well, I think our view on the manner in 
which the death squad issue has been handled and the overall 
rejuvenation of the judicial system in El Salvador has been 
made plain over the weeks and months. 
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Q On that same issue, does the United States know 
of any coming trials with respect to human rights violations in 
El Salvador? 


a I don't. As you know, I've been away for some 
Gays. Unless Alan has been made aware of something while I was 
away, I don't. Wo. 


MR. ROMBERG: No. 

MR. HUGHES: No. 

Q Okay, also, Duarte and other Christian Democrats 
have now made pretty clear in statements to the press that any 
talks with the rebels at this point should hold fire until the 


human rights situation improves and a climate of security is 
established. 


Does the United States agree with that strategy, that 
any talks should be on hold pending that situation? 


4 I'm not aware of that position, Jim. Is that 
something that has been spelled out publicly in the past? 


Q Pretty clearly in the last two -- well, since his 
inauguration. Yes. 


n No. I'm not up to speed on that. 

Q Could you look into that? 

4 I know that he has consistently set his face 
against power-sharing, but has in the past talked about 
Willingness to engage in dialogue. 

Q Could you see whether you might be able to 
produce a statement on that, if the Administration shares that 
that's what he and Ray Prendesson -- 


x Why don't we take a look at it and see whether we 
would be interested in saying something. 


Q Thanks. 


Q Do you have anything on the activities of Mr. 
D'Aubuisson? He told us he was coming to -- 


M No. He was granted a visa. I do not know 
whether he's in the country yet. I don't know what his 
schedule is. 
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Q Well, he did go to Florida. I'm just wondering 
whether he might have come up here -- 


x Not that I'm aware of. 
Q And, if so, did he talk to anybody? 


A No. Well, I certainly don't think he talked to 
anybody in the State Department. Not that I'm aware of. 


Q Do you have any reaction -- 

Q John, is there any new agreement between the U.S. 
and Egypt concerning the use of Egyptian facilities regarding 
the situation in the Gulf area? 

A Egyptian facilities. What do you mean by that? 

Q Ras Banas. 


a Uh-huh. Okay. I think we had some guidance on 
that yesterday you can get from the Press Office. 


Q Okay. There is a statement made by Mr. Kanal 
Hassan Ali, the Acting Prime Minister of Egypt now, saying that 
the United States is not serious about undertaking a military 
adventure, because -- 

A Not serious about undertaking military adventures? 

Q Yes. Adventure. 

a Adventures? 

Q It's a single, not plural. 

nm Uh-huh . 


Q Because it is unreasonable for the United States 
to look for problems. Do you have any comment on that 
statement? 


A What area are we talking about -- what area are 
we discussing. 


Q He's speaking about the Gulf area. 


M Oh. The Gulf area. Well, our position on the 
Gulf is very clear, that, as the President has said on a number 
of occasions, we seek not to become involved militarily in the 
Gulf, and we seek to move that situation to a resolution by 
Giplomatic means. 
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Q John, are you detecting any shift in the Iranian 
strategy in the Gulf? That is to say, do you sense any 
awareness that they may be shifting a little in the direction 
of a negotiated conclusion? 


A I don't -e any signs of it. 


John, I see Senator Moynihan now says that the 
Intelligence Committees have been given no hard evidence of 
Nicaraguan supply of weapons to the rebels in £1 Salvador. 


I wonder if it’s possible that, as Secretary Shultz 
said, they know what's happening, everyone has to know what's 
happening, but in fact there is no proof, there is no 
interdiction of arms that would be solid proof that this 
happened. 


Q Well, as everyone knows, interdiction is very 
difficult in that particular terrain -- everybody understands 
that -- but I don't think there's any questioning among most 
people of the flow. As we have said in the past, there are 
cycles, it's up and down. Don't quarrel with the suggestion 
that when the guerrillas need supplies, that it flows more 
freely than at other times, but I don't have any specific 
response on Senator Moynihan's statement. 


Q If there's not an interdiction, is there other 
evidence of some kind so it is not just an assumption that -- 


a Well, I think we have made it available over a 
period of time. 


Q Is there an intention to make anything new in the 
way of evidence available? 


a Well, as you know, the Secretary, I think at his 
luncheon, said would take a look at that, Bernie. 


Q Take a look at the possibility of a White Paper? 
Is that the idea? 


ay Well, I don't think he phrased it in quite that 
way. 


Q Well, take a look with a view toward making 
evidence -- 


x I would go back and look at -- I can't remember 
just how he phrased it, but I don't think he said he would take 
a look at the idea of issuing a White Paper. I don't think 
that's what he said. 
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Q Do you have any response to the extended remarks 
made by Pastora in the Monitor today -- 
a No, I don't. 
Q About the United States? 
s No, I don't. 
Q 


John, could I reopen your statement on the Postal 


Union? 
A Uh-huam. 
Q I suppose the text will be made available. 
a Yes. Sure. 


The other thing is whether or not you can give us 
the names of the nations that have opposed the -- that want 
Israel ousted from the Union? 

a In this forum? In the UPU? 
Q Yeah. 


oN I can't. Maybe we could -- maybe somebody could 
dig that up for you, but -- 


Q Could you do that? 
x Well, we'll take a look and see if it <- 


Q Now, what nations are supporting us on the 
position that the United States has taken? 


h Again, I don't have that for you. 


Q And you'll have the contribution -- U.S. 
contribution? 


a We'll try to get that for you. 


You'll get that? 


Q 
A Uh-hum. 
Q Where do we stand on UNESCO, from which we 


withdrew? 


a The position is unchanged. We're very serious 
about our withdrawal from UNESCO, short of the required reforms 
that we want to see. 
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Q You'll forgive me for continuing the 
questioning. Secretary Shultz testified yesterday in the 
House, aS you know. What is the circumstance now of procedure 
on the terrorism bill, or anti-terrorism bill? 


a I can't give you a timetable for a consideration 


Q Will there be a discussion between the key 
figures in Congress and the State Department as to the -- 


A There usually is between Congressional liaison 
and the State Department and the White House and Congress. I 
would think that would be the way to go. 


Q The feeling that I was given a -- that it will 
take a long time before an anti-terrorism bill finally is 
legislated. 


n Well, I don't know how long it will take to get 
the legislation effected. As you know, the Secretary said that 
the bills were divided up in order that we could get perhaps 
more urgent action on a couple of them, at least. 

On the overall question of terrorism, there is no 
doubting the Administration's concern about this, and its 
intention to move with dispatch. 


Q Right. The Wall Street Journal had a long 
article yesterday dealing with aid and arms sales abroad. 


Q I presume that you're aware of it. 


a I guess you caught me off balance on that one. I 
didn't read that one. 


Q Oh, you didn't. Well, I'll put the question off. 

a Okay. 

Q There was a -- do we have any comment on the 
Secretary General's conversation with the Israeli Defense 
Minister regarding the allegation that the U.N. force in 
southern Lebanon is snubbing the militia? 

aK No, I don't. 

Q No comment? 


A No. 

Q Thank you. 
A Okay. 

(The briefing concluded at 12:50 p.m.) , yous 
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MR. HUGHES: O.K. Have a couple of announcements 
up front. The Secretary will address the Jonathan Institute 
as the opening speaker for its second Conference on 
International Terrorism. That will be on Sunday night, June 
24, 8:00 P.M. That meeting is in the ballroom of the Four 
Seasons Hotel, in Washington. If you want to cover that, 
please be in touch with Marthina Cowart or Store Shem -- 
that’s at 265-9701. That's the Secretary speaking to the 
Jonathan Institute on terrorism, Sunday, June 24. The con- 
tact is 265-9701. 


Available in the -- 
Q Will you have a text of that available? 


a As always, we will make that text available 
in just as timely a fashion as we can. 


Q Well, if it’s available on Sunday, tnere would 
be some provision for leaving it at the guard post? I mean, 
if your office is closed. 


A The mechanics we'll let you know. As always, 
our well-oiled, coordinated speech-making machine will be in 
Operation. 


Available in the Press Office is the text cf an 
address given this morning by Assistant Secretary for inter- 
American Affairs Langhorne A. Motley before the National 
Center for Export-Import Studies. The speech addresses the 
topic of “Future Opportunities for '.S.-Latin American 
Trade, the U.S. Perspective." That's all I have up front 
for you. 


Q John, can you bring us up to date on what 
difficulties the Administrtion may be having in preparing to 
notify Congress of the nuclear technology agreement? 


A Well, I certainly can tell you where we 
stand. 


Q And what role the apparent nuclear arms 
research program in Pakistar nas on that? 








a O.K. Despite the fact that we have ini- 
tialed the text of an agreement for peaceful nuclear 
cooperation with the People’s Republic of China, the 
President has not yet authcrized signature and submission to 
the Congress. 


Our negotiations on nuclear issues with China 
covered two subjects: Firstly, the agreement for peaceful 
nuclear cooperation itself, which sets forth the conditions 
and guarantees governing the transfer of peaceful nuclear 
equipment and materials; and secondly, China's non- 
proliferation policy. Our law does not require any specific 
non-proliferation commitment in the bilateral agreement 
itself, but we made clear throughout the negotiations that 
peaceful nuclear cooperation has to rest on basic shared 
non-proliferation principles and practices. 


We have now completed the review of the text of the 
agreement itself, a process which involved a number of dif- 
ferent government agencies, including the Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission. That review has reaffirmed our view that the 
text of the agreement fully meets the requirements of the 
law. 


However, before submitting the document to the 
President to authorize signature and before submitting it to 
Congress, we want to be sure that we have taken all of the 
necessary staps £5 ensure a Suit, mutual understanéing with 
the Chinese on matters relating to the implementation of the 
agreement. 


On the question of China's non-proliferation 
policy, we have welcomed its statements that it does not 
engage in proliferation and does not assist other countries 
to develop nuclear weapons and that it will require 
International Atomic Energy Agency safeguards on its nuclear 
exports to non-nuclear weapons states. We see these as 
indications that a positive evolution of Chinese non- 
proliferation policy is taking place. 


We have been vigorous in seeking to understand 
Similar policies of other governments over the years because 
non-proliferation is a critical principle to the United 
States, and we have consistently sought the fullest possible 
understanding by both sides in any peaceful nuclear rela- 
tionship we have had. We have done so with China and we 
will continue to do so. 


Q So what is the problem? That you do not share 
basic principles of non-proliferation, or are you seeking 
greater assurances from China that they do? 
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oan This is a serious question. We feel strongly 
about the issues involved -- we take them seriously -- and 
we want to make sure that before that legislation, before we 
ask the President to sign that legislation, before it goes 
to Congress, that everything is in order and everything is 
right and everybody understands clearly what the implemen- 
tation of this is. 


Q John, is this just something that has arisen 
Since the Peking initialing, because at that time it was 
thought that everything was on track. Zhao Ziyang's com- 
ments on his non-proliferation objectives were hailed as 
meeting our requirements, and now suddenly this seems to 
have cropped up at a later point. 


A Well, China has made those statements. As 
you know, during his January visit to the United States, the 
Chinese Premier said, “We do not engage in proliferation 
ourselves, nor do we help other countries to develop nuclear 
weapons.” The Premier repeated this statement in May to the 
Sixth Peoples‘ Congress. 


We view these statements by the Premier as welcome 
developments. At the time the Premier made his January 
Statements, senior Chinese officials confirmed that the 
Premier's policy statement encompasses the acquisition of 
any nuclear explosive device. So those statements are out 
there; they are on the record. But as I say, this is an 
important matter, and we want to make sure that there are no 
"hitches," there are no stitches that we haven't stitched, 
and make sure that everything is right before it goes up. 


Q Specifically, what else do you require? 


A Well, I'm not going to get into our 
discussions with the Chinese on this question. 


Q John, would you comment on the fact that some 
members of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission disagreed that 
the text meets this requirement, and expressed some reservations 
about it? 


A No, I wouldn't comment on that. And we are 
satisfied that the text meet does meet them all. 


Q John, are you still, then, in discussions 
with the Chinese, or are you trying to unilaterally satisfy 
yourself that such things as their arrangement with Pakistan 
have been -- 








A Weil, really not going to get into the detail 
of our discussions on when we're talking with the Chinese and 
where we're talking with the Chinese, but we have talked with 
the Chinese over a lengthy period about this whole question. 


Q Is there still an issue of wording in the 
agreement? 


q It's not a question of wording; it's a 
question of implementation and understanding. 


Q John, could we have a copy of your statement? 
f Yes, you surely may. 
Q What concrete commitment or concrete steps do 


you want from the PRC with regard to the safeguards issue of 
non-proliferation? 


f Well, as I say, I don't think we're really 
going to get into the detail of our discussion with the 
Chinese Government on this. 


Q How many sessions did you have with China 
after the initiation of this agreement? 


4 Ch, we taiked to the Chinese frequently, but 
as I say, I'm not going to get into the detail of -- 


Q After the initialing of the agreement? 


A We have talked to the Chinese since the ini- 
tialing of the agreement, yes, sure. 


Q Was this something expected or -- I didn't 
guite get, was this something that was expected or is this a 
snag that's cropped up since the President was there in 
April? 


oy As I say, we want to be clear that there is 
total understanding about the implementation of this 
agreement. We want it to be right; we want there not to be 
any problems that would arise later. 


Q Have the talks with the Chinese gone smoothly? 


A I don't think we're going to get into that 
characterization. 








Q Is Monday a deadline? And if it is, aren't 
you “dead in the water” now? 


a Well, we're going to serd that legislation up 
there when it's ready. 


Q Is that realistically possible this year now, 
because sixty days is difficult to find? 


A It's really hard-to speculate because one 
doesn't quite know when Congress will end; but if you're 
suggesting the possibility that it will not make it this 
year, I guess that possibility is there. 


Q A new subject, please? 


Q One more, please? To what degree is the 
Pakistan reported development of nuclear weapon technology 
complicating this matter with the Chinese? 


A Well, we remain concerned about unsafeguarded 
nuclear activities in Pakistan. We've made our concerns 
known to the government in Pakistan at every appropriate 
Opportunity. We have welcomed President Zia's repeated 
statements that Pakistan will not acquire a nuclear device 
Of any kind. Those statements are on record. 


Q What involvement did the Chinese have in that 
program? 


4 Don't have anything on that. 
Q You're unaware of any reported Chinese -~- 


A I assume that if you're, I mean, if you're 
asking a question like that, it would have to relate to 
intelligence-derived information, and we wouldn't respond to 
that anyway. 


Q To what degree do the Chinese understand and 
accept our position on the points that you've just read on 
Pakistan? 


A I don't think there is any Chinese misun- 
derstanding on what we are presently doing and the steps we 
are taking before that goes up to Congress. 


Q Do they understand and accept our position on 
that? 


/- a 
SS a 











Mh Not -- I just really am not going to get 
into our discussions with then. 


Q How would you characterize this in terms of 
U.S.-Chinese relations? Is this becoming a serious issue? 
Is it a technical issue? How would you characterize it? 


A I guess I really wouldn't. It is something 
that we have initialed, that we intend to proceed with in 
the proper way. We are obliged by law to meet certain 
requirements, and we're going to meet those requirements. 


Q John, you've raised the possibility of there 
being no submission to Congress this year. Now, if -- 


A It's not a question of no submission. The 
question was, can the sixty-day period take place? 
Obviously, if it goes up beyond the deadline, and Congress 
adjourns before the 60-day period, there would be no 
enactment this year. 


Q Let me carry that a step further and ask if 
these discussions do not proceed in the way you would like 
them to, is there the possibility that the initialed agreement 
might just be tabled indefinitely? 


x Well, I think that would depend on the satis- 
factory conclusion of the discussion of the various points 
that we are presently engaged in. 


Q In the absence of a satisfactory conclusion, 
what chen? 


A Well, we will continue to keep working at 
these points that need to be resolved. 


Q John, are we any closer to a summit today than 
we were last night? 


(Laughter) 
A I thought the President addressed that com- 


prehensively last night, Bernie. Don't really have anything 
more on that. 


Q Do you view what the President said to be a 
policy change? 





A Don't see any need to comment on what the 
President said. I think he devoted probably 75 percent of 
his news conference last night to the summit question. I 
think Larry Speakes may have had something, or may not have 
had something to say on that this morning. I don't have 
anything more to say on what Larry Speakes has not said. 


-- MORE -- 


rr 
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Q One last -- in light of what the Secretary of 
State said publicly earlier this week, should what he said last 
night be regarded as an election year ploy (laughter) by the 
press or the Soviet Union? 


A You'd have to refresh my memory as to what 
the Secretary of State said earlier this week that leads you 
to this extraordinary conclusion. 


Q Earlier this week the Secretary of State, 
addressing an Organization called the Overseas Writers -- 

A Yes. 

Q -- was asked a question about summitry. 

A Yes. 

Q In the course of it, among other things, 


besides saying he didn't like the idea of “getting acquainted," 
he said, “I suppose the President could, by pressing, get or 
arrange a meeting of this sort with Mr. Chernenko.” But if 
he did -- he then looked out at the audience and he said, "I 
also suppose all of you would immediately write it off as an 
election year ploy, and I believe the Soviets would probably 
regard it as such.” Also, I think you were sitting beside 

him at the time. (Laughter.) 


A Yes, but I didn't remember it in the colorful way 
you represent it. 


No; I don't think there's any contradiction in 
what the Secretary said nor any division between what the 
Secretary said and what the President said last night. 


Q That statement is not inoperative? 
A That statement is not inoperative. 
Q Nothing -- no division in what the President 


said, the Secretary said, and, say, in the last two years or 
so regarding a specific agenda and hope for a concrete -- 


A No. 


Q -- substantive result? 


ry No. I think if you read carefully what the 
President said last night and read carefully what the 
Secretary has consistently said and what the President has 
consistently said, no, I don't see any inconsistency. 














Q Shultz has talked about the two points: 
careful preparation, expectation of results. The President 
certainly dropped the second half last night. 


A No. I really think that the President's 
remarks were comprehensive, but I don't see any contradic- 
tion in what you're suggesting. 


Q You don’t see any division either between 
the State Department and the White House on this? 


A No, not at all. 
Q Have those preconditions now been dropped? 


A Not going to attempt to interpret or expand 
upon what the President said last night. 


Q Last night, ABC had the close -- 
Q Let's stay on this; will you, please? 


Q John, are there any discussions taking place 
at the working level with State Department officials and 
Soviet counterparts on a summit? Any discussions taking 
place now or any arrangements being made? 


4 Well, there certainly are discussions with 
the Soviets at a variety of levels, which indicate the 
willingness of the United States to engage on a broad 
variety of subjects. 


Q Has an offer been made though to the Soviets 
to sit down at a summit? 


My I think the President covered that ground 
last night. What you're asking is in terms of a specific 
invitation. I think the President covered that last night. 


Q Has there been a specific invitation? 


A Maybe I'm not getting through to you. I think 


the President covered that fully last night. 


Q John, it was suggested at the White House 
this morning that the President had been using State 
Department guidance to discuss the conditions for a summit, 
tangible results and that sort of thing, and that iast 
night when he spoke his mind off the cuff his true feelings 
came through. (Laughter.) 
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A It sounds like an heretical suggestion to me. I 
can't imagine he would have made such a suggestion. (Laughter.) 
Q What kind of suggestion? 
M Heretical. H-e-r-e-t-i-c-a-l. (Laughter.) 
Q The State Department reported that. (Laughter.) 


A No. The President determines foreign policy, 
and the President has been consistent. 


Q What kind of contacts has the Secretary had 
with Ambassador Dobrynin recently and on what issues have 
they been working? 


fo The Secretary saw Ambassador Dobrynin this 
week. 


When? 


How long? 


Q 

Q 

a Tuesday. 
Q Did they discuss the summit possibility? 

Q How long? 

my I'm not going to get into their discussions. 
Probably about 50-55 minutes, something like that. 
Q At whose request? 


Q And can you tell us how frequently they have 
been meeting over this, last month or so? 


A I really can't. I think you are really 
abreast of most of those meetings. They take place on a 
fairly regular basis when Ambassador Dobrynin is in town. 
I'm sure we made you aware, or you made us aware, of the 
previous visit between the two. I can't just recall when 
that was. 


Q Could you tell us what day they met? 
A They met on Tuesday. : 


Tuesday. 


>-~> 


Uh-uh . 





ll 


Q Before or after -- 

a Was it on Tuesday? 

Q -- the lunch? 

f Tuesday -- Tuesday morning. 

Q John, either in the Shultz-Dobrynin talks -- 
Ay Let me check. Is that correct -- Tuesday? I 


think I'm right on Tuesday. 
MR. ROMBERG: Tuesday. 
A Yes. 


Q Either in the Shultz-Dobrynin talks or in 
anything that Zamyatin said publicly yesterday dealing 
with the summit, do we detect any change in the Soviet posi- 
tion or any new nuances that make us more interested or more 
hopeful? 


a Well, I don't think we're really prepared to 
offer up any analysis of that at the moment. As the 
President said, I think the yardstick is quiet diplomacy, 
from here on in, as it has been; and I think we just 
really don’t have any characterization of Mr. Zamyatin's 
comments in public. 


Q How can you claim “quiet diplomacy” when the 
President spends most of a press conference talking about 
it? 


a Well, I‘ll bet, maybe you prevent repor- 
ters from asking him about the summit. I don't know. I 
mean how can you say? That's a sort of a contradiction in terms. 


Q Is there any consideration being given to a 
meeting between the Secretary and Mr. Gromyko? 


A Not that I'm aware of. As you know, the 
Secretary has mentioned what has been the fairly traditional 
meeting at the UN between the Soviet Foreign Minister and 
Secretaries of State. Don't know of anything other than 
that prospect. 


Q Can we change the subject? 


1-15.39 
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a Everybody ready for a change of subject? 
Sure. 


Q Has there been any response from the Soviets 
to the President's speech in Dublin dealing with the treaty 
on no use of force? 


A Well, there have been some public -- you've 
seen some public utterances from various Soviet news 
Organizations. 


Q Do we regard those as rejection of the 
President's -- 


A Don't think anybody has characterized then. 


Q Well, I'm asking you now to characterize 
them. 


A No, no; I don't think we will. 
Q Do we regard them as positive, negative? 


Ay Don't have any assessment of where it stands 
beyond what the President said last night. 


0 In an allied field, John, do you have 
anything on the U.S. walkout from the Conference on Peaceful 
Uses of Outer Space? 


A Yes, I do have something on that. 
That's the COPUOS Conference in Vienna. 


The United States has expressed serious concern 
about the future role of this Committee <- in particular, 
the introduction of disarmament under the Committee's 
agenda, and the UN General Assembly's rejection of the 
Committee's consensus principle. 


We have made our position quite clear regarding 
the consideration of disarmament in this Committee and did 
so again during general debate. We will not participate in 
a disarmament debate in this Committee, and the proper forum 
for this matter is the Conference on Disarmament. 


The involvement of this Committee is a serious 
mistake, which will detract from the Committee's appropriate 
functions -- namely, scientific and technical work <= which 
was the principal focus envisaged for the Committee. 


/5 40 
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Q A copy of that, please? 
A Sure. 


Q Does that really fall into their: purview, 
John? I mean -- 


A Well, we think not. 


Q John, last night, ABC, Peter Jennings, said 
the statement by the end of the show, on "Closeup" on Syria, 
that officials of the State Department -- and he included 
former Under Secretary Mr. Eagleburger and Mr. McFarlane 
and White House officials -- refused to be interviewed for 
that special show. 


oy Uh-hum. 


0 Do you have any reason for the refusal to be 
interviewed? 


ay No. As you know, we make those judgments 
almost on a daily basis. And the judgment in this instance 
was that the Secretary -- at least, insofar as my knowledge is 
concerned <-- chose not to be interviewed. 


Q A second question about -- how do you 
describe the current Egyptian-Israeli relations? I've seen 
the Israeli press, and according to FBIS today, that there 
are a lot of complaints -- the possibility matter (sic). For 
instance, Ha'aretz is saying -- a daily newspaper -- that 
things are getting from bad to worse and relations in Egypt 
are -- 


A I don't have -- you know, I don’t have a 
fresh analysis for you. We would like to see an improvement 
in those relations, but I don't have an update of our analy- 
Sis as of today. 


Q Can you please look into it? This is a very 
important story which is in today's paper. 


A Well, we'd like to see those relations better 
than they are. 


Q On that -- 


A Jim. Excuse me <-=- Jim? 
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Q Do you have anything either on the copper 
decision by the ITC yesterday and on a certain amount of 
tens on that seems to be growing in Uruguay in anticipation 
of tomorrow's -- 


y Don't have anything on Uruguay, but I have 
probably more than you want to hear on copper. 


The finding is one step in a long process. The 
USITC must now draw up a recommendation for a course of 
action for the President; a vote on such a recommendation is 
scheduled for June 27. The USITC must forward its report to 
the President no later than July 26 and has established an 
earlier administrative deadline, July 9, for submission of 
the report. After receiving the USITC report, the President 
will then have sixty days to decide what action, if any, he 
will take under the relevant statute, which is Title II of 
the Trade Act of 1974. 


As far as the substance of the finding is con- 
cerned, we don't have any comment; and we really don't, 
traditionally, comment on the decisions of independent 
government agencies, such as the USITC. 


The finding should not be read to mean that the 
President has decided, or will decide, to restrict imports; 
and it's inappropriate at this stage to predict what actions 
@ill be taken. In the twenty-five cases under Title II of 
the Trade Act of 1974 where the USITC has made injury deter- 
minations, the President decided to impose import restric- 
tions in only eleven cases. In five other cases the 
President decided on trade adjustment assistance; in the 
other nine cases, no action was taken. In 1978, the USITC 
recommended restrictions on copper imports, but President 
Carter did not restrict them. 


The statutory obligation of the President is to 
decide whether restrictions would be in the economic 
interest of the United States, and he will take into account 
such factors as 


-- the probable effectiveness of import relief as 
a means to promote adjustment; 


-- the effect of import relief on consumers; 


-- the effect of import relief on the inter- 
national economic interests of the United States; 
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-- the economic and social costs which would be 
incurred by the taxpayers, communities, and workers, if 
import relief were or were not provided. 


He'll be receiving advice from the various Federal 
agencies on these points as the process moves forward. 


Q On that response, I wondered if you could 
give us a copy of it. (Laughter.) 


a I certainly can. I did not make that all up 
as we went along. 


Q Can I have a copy of the committee on -- 


A Nothing, really, on the -- Yes, sure. 
also? Yes, sure. 


Q Do you have any -- 


A I don't have any answers, but go ahead and 
ask the question. 


Q You don't have any tea-leaf reading on the 
Rafsanjani statement today? 


a Let me see. I have a few words which might 
move that forward, but not very much. 


We regard any development which reduces the 
fighting as positive. However, Iran's intentions are not 
yet clear on this point. If iran would agree to a recipro- 
cal cease-fire against all shipping and port facilities in 
the Gulf, explicitly including those of Iraq, we would 
warmly welcome and support the development. But I think 
we'll have to wait and see what it really means. 


Q A copy of that too? 

A Sure. 

Q John, there was a report in The New York 
Times today about two hours of fire exchange between Israel 


and Syria, from inside Syrian territory. Do you have any 
comment on that? 





A No, don't have anything on that. 


Q Thank you. 
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A O.K. 


Q John, on the question of the peaceful uses of 
outer space, does that augur for us leaving that Committee 
permanently? 


4 I don't think that's what we're suggesting 
here. What we're suggesting is that we will not participate 
in debate on that topic in that Committee. 


(Whereupon, et 12:50 p.m., the briefing was concluded.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTEERWISE NOTED) 
MONDAY, JUNE 18, 1984, 12:17 P. M. 


MR. HUGHES: Good morning, all. Should not need 
to detain you long this morning. 


One housekeeping announcement: Available in the 
Press Office is the text of an address today by Acting 
Assistant Secretary for East Asian and Pacific Affairs 
William A. Brown. That was before the U.S.-Asia 
Institute. The topic covered was "U.S.-Asia Security: 
Economic and Political Dimensions.” 


That's all I have. 


Q Do we have anything on the Polish elections 
yet? 

a No. Nothing on the Polish elections. 

Q DO you have anything on the Mexican 


announcement or confusion over a supposed announcement 
that it was going to sit in on the talks? 


x Well, I don't think that needs to be taken 
any further. I think the Mexican Foreign Ministry has 
made clear its position on that. Don't have any quarrel 
with the way they have characterized it. 


Q Was it made clear what the American view is 
of Mexico's role? 


A Well, as we have said at an earlier stace, 
Mexico has been helpful in this regard, but I'm not going 
to get into the circumstances surrounding or the 
participants or the date or the location of any meetings 
between Ambassador Shlaudeman and Mr. Tinoco. 


Q No, no. Just -- do they have a role as a 
facilitator or as an intermediaiy of any kind? 


A Well, I think the Mexican Government has 
made plain its position that it will not be at such talks. 





Q Is there a third party involved, John? I'm 
sorry, I missed the first part. Is there a third party? 


a I don't want to get into the details of Mr. 
Shlaudeman's activities, or pending activities, but I 
think I'd steer you away. There has never been a U.S. 
position that there would be a third party in the 
negotiations. 


Q No disagreement from the Nicaraguans on that 
score, so far as you can gauge? 


A Not that I'm aware of. 


Q Daniel Ortega had said they wanted a third 
party involved, and so I'd assume from that that the 
United States is the one that told Mexico that's not what 
the situation would be? 


M Well, I'm not aware of any problems on that 
score, but I'm not going to get into the detail of 
planning. 

Q Overall, what does this mean to the effort 


to-- started by Shultz during this trip to get new talks 
Started? 


a I don't think it has any impact on it at all. 


Q Are those still proceeding and talks should 
come soon? 


a We are as we were when we finished that 
session with the Nicaraguans, that we would move to the 
next stage, which would be a meeting between our side and 
the Nicaraguan side, and that we wouldn't -- I think the 
Secretary said at that time we wouldn't talk about those 
meetings. 


Q But is the effort on track, though, and 
efforts are being made, and there should be a meeting? 


a Not going to talk about meetings projected 
or planned, but we are where we were when we came out of 
the sessicn, that we're convinced there will be further 
meetings. 


Q John, why o the U.S. not favor any 
third-party witness or p Cipation in this? 





A That is an unnecessary factor. 


Q And why is it -- if one party believes that 
it 1S, why do you consider -- 


A I would he careful about characterizing one 
party's position. 


Q So it's your understanding that Nicaragua 
does not, in fact, necessarily support a third-party 
Witness or mediator, is that correct? 





t It's my understanding that the Secretary of 
State and the Nicaraguans at the meeting in Nicaragua 
agreed that there would be further meetings between the 
two sides. The negotiators were announced, and all that 
is proceeding on track. 


Q Do you have anything on Uruguay and the 
arrest of Wilson Ferreira? 


A I do. The factual situation, as we 
understand it, is that Mr. Ferreira, Wilson Ferreira, and 
his son were arrested by Uruguayan authorities last 
Saturday as they returned to Uruguay from Argentina. The 
United States would expect that their cases will be 
processed expeditiously with all the guarantees of due 
process of law. 


As you know, elections are scheduled for November 
of this year in Uruguay with inauguration of a new 
civilian president next March. The United States has 
encouraged and supported the return to civilian democratic 
government in that country, and we would hope that this 
incident does not jeopardize that process. 


-- MORE -- 











Q Do you have any position with respect -- 
well, Ferreira heads one of the major, traditional major par- 
ties, and his party has nominated him to be a candidate for 
the Presidency. Does the United States have any position 
with respect to whether that nomination should honored by 
the military government? 


A No, I think our position is that if Mr. 
Ferreira is thought to be guilty of a crime, then he should 
be charged and that process should go forward expeditiously. 


Q Can we have a copy of that statement? 

A Sure. 

Q Do you have any thing on the renewed 
Clashes between the Israelis and the Syrians in the Bekaa 
Valley? 

A, No, I don't. 

Q Have you been relaying the warning coming 


from Israel to Syria? 
M Relaying the warning from Israel to Syria? 


Q Conveying the warning coming from Israel to 
the Syrians? 


A Not that I'm aware of. 
Q Do you have on the Gulf anything? 
a Not a great deal. I'll give you what 


Slender words I have. Seen a variety of reports and rumors 
purporting to describe Iran's intentions. We have not seen 
anything that indicates the rumored offensive has begun. 


And insofar as Iraqi claims on Iranian violations 
of the agreement they worked out, we have no independent 
confirmation that any violations have occurred. To our 
knowledge, the U.N. observers accepted by Iraq are not yet 
in place. 


The United States reiterates its support of U.N. 
Secretary General Perez de Cuellar’s call for a halt to 
attacks on civilian population centers, and the United 








States hopes that a limited agreement such as this will lead 
to a further de-escalation of the conflict. 


C, Can we have a copy of that? 
A Sure. 
Q And does the de Cuellar meeting with the 


Secretary today have to do with the Gulf or with the Middle 
East alone? " 


4 Is that meeting today? Okay. Obviously, he's 
back from the area, but it was meeting, I think, originally 
scheduled within a broad framework, but I'm sure the Gulf 
will come up. 


Q Anything on the meeting between the 
Secretary and the Israeli Ambassador two days ago? 

A No. 

Q John, on voting in Europe, (1) do you have 


a view regarding the voting in Poland in which the 
leadership says that it's going to crush Solidarity? 
Solidarity said there was a major boycott and it was 
successful. 


A No, no comment on the Polish elections. 


Q Do you have a view as to the voting in the 
European Parliament? 


A No, no comment on the vote today. 

Q The Greens say the Italians -- 

A sorry. 

Q Do you have anything up there today? 
A (Laughter) Sorry, no nothing on the 


European Parliament. 


Q Angolan charges about failure to -~- well, 
against Pretoria on the disengagement agreement? 


ay Sure. As far as we are aware the complex 
agreement reached between Angola and the South Africa 
Governments in Lusaka last February remains on track. 








Both parties have been working together and have 
already achieved a South African pullback from most of the 
area in southern Angola, formerly occupied by the South 
Africans. We remain convinced that this disengagement 
represents an important step on the road to a peaceful reso- 
lution of the security problems that have plagued that 
region, and towards the settlement in Namibia based on 
implementation of U.N. Resolution 435. 


Q Copy? 


Py Sure. 


--MORE-- 





Q Do you have anything on those 11 Americans 
or ll -- 


My No. Haven't had anything further on that. 
Let me check on it, and see if we've produced anything. 


Q John, last Friday, a senior U.S. official 
said that the United States is not expecting any military 
cooperation or strategic agreement, or whatever it is, with 
Sri Lanka. This morning the Washington Times has a story 
which implies to the contrary, that the Sri. Lanka 
Government would be relying possibly on the presence of 
U.S. forces in the area. Can you elaborate on this? 





a I don't. I think you either have had or 
will have a readout -- 


It already took place? 
(STAFF: Yes.) 


It already took place at the White House on the 
meetings with Sri Linka. 


Q John, do you have any reaction to the 
British magazine's allegations that Korean Flight 707, or 
whatever that flight number was -- 


A 007. 


Q Yes, 007 -- was deliberately flown into 
Soviet territory to activate their air defense systems so 
that we could monitor it w‘th one of our satellites? 


A Well, simply to reiterate what Secretary 
Weinberger has said this morning, that such a suggestion is 
totally without foundation and seems to be following the 
Soviet propaganda line on that incident. 


Q Do you have any comment. on Israeli defense 
forces transferring the control of Sidon, in south Lebanon, 
to Colonel Lahhad, General Antoine Lahhad? Does this go 
along with the security arrangements i:hat Israel is trying 
to establish? How do you feel about this (inaudible) 


A Don't have any comment on it. 


Q Thank you. 


Q I have a question. 





x I‘m sorry. One more. 


Q Do you have any comment on this Libyan 
office tower in New York? Has the State Department decided 
whether the Libyan explanation for its use is satisfactory? 


y I do have something on that. On June 15, in 
response to a request from the Department of State, the 
Libyan Mission to the U.N., described in a diplomatic note 
how it intends to use its new 23-story building in New York 
City. The State Department is now carefully reviewing this 
note, and hopes to be able to provide an expeditious 
response to the Libyans. 


When the Department completes its review and the 
requirements of the City of New York are met, the Libyans 
will be so informed. The Department of State is most 
appreciative of the assistance and close cooperation of 
Mayor Koch and his staff in ensuring that both federal and 
municipal requirements are met with respect to the use of 
this building by the Libyan mission. 


Q Has Mayor Koch asked for specific assurances 
regarding that Libyans will not use it for terrorism 
purposes? 

a I don't think we're going to get into the 
detail of our back and forth on the possible uses of this 
building. The Mayor has been very cooperative in enabling ° 
us to pursue it. 

Q John, what federal regulations are 
applicable? 

A We could probably do a little research on 


that for you -=- give you the citation. 


Q What about the municipal requirements you 
referred to? What are those? 


A I guess Mayor Koch would do a little 
research on those. 


Q Thank you, 


(The briefing concluc«:' et 12:30 p.m.) 
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MR.. HUGHES: Good afternoon, all. I have one 
housekeeping announcement up front. On July 5, Secretary 
Shultz will leave for Malaysia, Singapore, Indonesia, 
Australia, and New Zealand. In addition to meetings with 
the leaders of these countries, he will participate in the 
Association of Southeast Asian Nations -- that's the 
ASEAN post-Ministerial in Jakarta -- July 12 and 13, and 
the Annual Australia-New Zealand-U.S. (ANZUS) Council 
Meeting in Wellington, New Zealand, July 16 and 17. 


En route he will stop in Hong Kong. He will 
conclude his trip in Honolulu, where he plans to address 
the Honolulu Committee on Foreign Relations. Just for 
your informacion, there will be no media coverage of that 
event. The Secretary will return to Washington on July 19. 


A sign-up list for correspondents who would like 
to travel with the Secretary will be posted after this 
briefing, and that will be taken down at noon on Friday, 
June 22. 


Q What date does he leave, please? 
a He leaves on the 5th. 


Q What is the group in Honolulu to which the 
press is not invited? 


a It's not a question of being not invited. 
It*s their call. It's the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. I think that title is correct. Committee on 


Foreign Relations? Okay. Honolulu Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 


Q You mean the press will be left in Honolulu 
for a day without an assignment to do; is that what you're 
saying, John? 





x I know this is an awesome burden -- 
Q It's a penalty. 


x -- and your dedication, I think, inclines to 
smash your way into that meeting. 


Q That's rcight. 


Q And they no doubt feel the Secretary will poe 
more forthcoming if we're not there; is that correct? 


a Now, if you smash your way into that 
meeting, you will have to get out of your bathing trunks 
and you'll have to wear a jacket, tie and all the 
regalia. 


Q you'll help us get in, won't you? 


a Be careful, I may hold a BACKGROUNDER on 
that session afterwards. 


Q John will be on the beach also. 


Q Enough of this folderol. Down to serious 
business. 


Q At the Geneva Disarmament Conference today, 
the Soviets again made a call for immediate formal 
negotiations on an anti-satellite ban. Do you have a few 
words to add; do you have a response to that? 


a Not a great deal more than what the 
President has said before. As you know, the President has 
indicated that we're flexible on this issue. We've 
indicated our willingness to discuss space/arms control 
issues with the Soviet Union, but we don't minimize the 
problems of achieving agreements that are equitable, 
verifiable, and that are compatible with U.S. security. 


The Soviet Union currently has the world's only 
proven ASAT capability, and we must take this into 
consideration when approaching ASAT limitations. We're 
also concerned about the problem of verification, which is 





extremely difficult. And as the President noted, we're 
continuing to study this issue carefully. We have not 
closed the door on the possibility of negotiations. 


The Administration is currently looking into 
areas that might offer possibilities for discussions at a 
later date. 





Q Copy? 
A Sure. 
Q If I may just -- you say you're looking into 


possibilities to discuss at a later date. 


A Yes. 

Q Have you talked to the Soviets at all about 
some of these possibilities? 

A We wouldn't get into that, Barrie, but I 
wouldn't want to steer you into the suggestion -- into the 


direction that we have. But, as always, we don't get into 
the detail of our discussion with the Soviets. 


Q you're looking to hold preliminary 
discussions about -- that might lead to negotiations, or 
are you considering just stepping into negotiations? 


ay I think we'll stand on the President's 
words, that this is a difficult area but we're willing to 
look at the situation, and there is this possibility of 
discussions. 


Hank? 


Q John, which reminds me to ask, has anything 


happened on the whole front of a summit meeting since the 
sort of semi-public exchanges of the last few days? 


a Nothing more to offer you on that, I'm 
afraid. 
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Q John, do you have anything on how the 
Administration does not, in fact, plan to sell Stingers to 
Kuwait? 

A Yes, I do. No final decision has been made, 


but we do not contemplate a sale at this time. Asa 
result of a survey of Kuwait's defense needs, we're 
looking at more immediate and effective ways of improving 
their air defense. Our willingness to offer improvements 
in their defenses demonstrates our concern over the 
security situation in the Gulf, and our policy of support 
for the self-defense efforts of the Gulf States. 


Q Have you received a formal request from the 
Kuwaitis? 

a I'm sorry? 

Q Are you, in other words, saying that you 


have received a formal request from the Kuwaitis? 


a Well, I don't know that we're confirming the 
receipt of a formal request. [I think we'd let them 
specify how, in fact, they moved this proposal along. But 
the fact is, we're not going to sell Stingers to Kuwait at 
this time. 





Q You're not swayed by the public appeal of 
the Defense Minister? 


an Lcoking at alternative ways in which we can 
help Kuwait, and that review is under way. 


Q Can you suggest what some of those might be? 


a I really can't at this stage, Hank. I think 
it's something that's being looked at, and obviously, at 
the appropriate time, we would be talking with Congress 
about it. 


Q To what extent is the reported 
unavailability of Stingers a factor in this decision? 
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A I think there are a number of factors that 
have gone into the decision, but I'm not going to roll 
them all out. 


Q Well, John, you said that you were looking 
at more immediate ways to help improve the air-defense 
system. Does that mean that if you had the Stingers 
available and could make them availabie immediately, that 
you might do that, and that you're looking at ways that 
you could get there faster? 


2 There is the question that Barrie has 
raised, but also there is the question of training people 
in the use of Stingers, which takes time. 


Q You have ten days to two weeks here that 
we've been told. 


A Sorry? 


Q We‘ve been told that it's ten days to two 
weeks before the -- 


f I'm not suggesting that we might not come to 
a decision soon on alternatives. 


--MORE-- 
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Q John, do you have information -- 


Q So we could expect an -- perhaps an 
announcement within the next few days on some other 
weapons system like this? 


- Well, I've learned never to expect anything, 
Ralph, but I -- I mean, one wouldn't rule it out. 
Q Why is it taking the Administration so long 


a time to decide regarding Kuwait on the same question -- 
the same question like that of Saudi Arabia? 





a Look at those requests on a case-by-case 
individual basis. 

Q John, can I have a copy of the statement you 
gave? 

A Sure. 

Q And, second, Richard Murphy, in one of the 


hearings, said, yes, they requested that, and since now 
you haven't even said they requested it. 


A Well, I'm not totally sure of the background 
of the specific request -- that's why I hedged on that -- 
but if Mr. Murphy said that we have received a formal 
request, then, of course, that's correct, but I just 
wanted to be, as always, scrupulously accurate in 
responding to your question. 


Q Was there concern that the Stingers might 
fall into the hands of terrorists? 


A I'm sure that a number of factors were taken 
into consideration. 


Q John, why was the Assistant Secretary of 
State for Middle Eastern Affairs, or Near Eastern Affairs, 
meeting with the Ambassador of Sweden today? 


as I don't know. (To staff) Does anybody know? 
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Q Could we get an answer to why that -- 


A If we've got anything. It wouldn't really 
be normal to give a readout on such a meeting, but if 
there is anything, be glad to produce it. 


Q John, do you know if the Kuwaitis failed in 
their approach to the Soviet Union to get sort of weapons 
-- Similar weapons to the kind they sought? 


A I think you'd have to ask them about that. 


Q John, there are lots of reports that because 
of the constituency of the Kuwaiti army, that's why you 
refused, because there are a lot of foreigners in the 
Kuwaiti army. Do you give any credence to these reports? 


7 Really just not going to get into the 
details. Looked at a number of factors that were involved 
in the decision, and that's the decision. 


Q Are the AWACS flying in Kuwaiti airspace? 


A No. 


Q Are they going to send any information to 
the Kuwaitis? 


a Let me see what we might have on that for 
you during the course of the day. 


Q John, do you have anything on the meeting 
yesterday between Secretary Shultz and Mr. de Cuellar? 


A No. I'm afraid I don't. 


Q John, the House Committee on Narcotics Abuse 
and Control has issued a report critical to the State 
Department regarding international drug production and 
trafficking. It is recommended that a suspension of 
economic and military aid be invoked on any country that 
fails to reduce drug production. 


Have you seen the report, and do you have any 
comment on it? 
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A I haven't. Let me take a look at that. 


Q Thank you. 


Q John, on Kuwait, there was a story, I think, 
that -- considering improvement of the Hawk missiles and 
also fuel tanks for, I would guess, what? F- -- some kind 


of fighter planes to improve their loiter time. Is that 
true? 


A Well, as I say, I think this is -- I'm not 
leading you in that direction, but I think the overall 
question of how their defenses might be improved is 
something that's under review. 


Q John -- 
A Excuse me. 
Q John, I got a couple of quick questions 


connected with the Secretary's trip. 
A Uh-huh, 


Q Could you explain why he is going to stop 
over in Hong Kong, and what will be his activities there? 
Is it connected with the future of Hong Kong, the return 
of sovereignty to China in 1997? 


x No. The question of Hong Kong -- the future 
of Hong Kong -- is a matter for the British Government and 
the People's Republic of China. The Secretary might pay a 
courtesy call on the Governor of Hong Kong while he's 
there; but also, it's a long flight from Washington to 
Kuala Lumpur. Got to stop somewhere. 


Q John, does the Reagan Administration support 
the idea of the Israelis’ withdrawal from the south of 
Lebanon? 


2 Well, within the context of our overall 
goals for Lebanon, yes. It supports the ultimate 
Withdrawal of all foreign forces. 














Q So it means that you oppose unilateral 
withdrawal from the Israeli side? 


A Well, as you know, we've traditionally not 
gotten into that particular game. We've continued to 
express our overall goal for Lebanon. 


Q John, yesterday on the Gulf you didn't 
confirm any report of violation of the recent agreement of 
not shelling civilians. Do you have -- can you confirm 
today? 


a No. Don't have anything more on that 
today. Still as we were. 


Q Do you have anything on the Congressional 
action or the proposed action on Central America? 
Specifically, the debate last night and the voting, and 
also the indications that Baker may be willing now to drop 
the Contra package from the domestic programs? 


a No. I really don't. That all is going 
forward and is being worked, even as we meet here. Don't 
have any comment on it. 


Q Do you have anything today on the fate of 
Mr. Ferreira and his son in Uruguay. Any U.S. -- 


a Not a great deal beyond what I gave you 
yesterday, Jim. Mr. Wilson Ferreira Aldunate and his son 
have been taken into custody for hearings on pending 
charges. They're being held at two separate military 
installations. 


The government has announced that he and his son 
are at the disposal of the military justice system, anda 
prompt resolution of the charges against them is awaited. 


Q Have we made any direct representations to 
the government about the urgency with which we view -- or 
the importance with which we view the expeditiousness with 
which this is handled? 


/- bo 
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A I cannot answer that question specifically 
of my own knowledge, but I know that we are seeking 
additional information from the Embassy there on reports 
that the police have arrested 17 members of the Blanco 
Party. So I would not be surprised if the overall 
question is under discussion. 


Q Do you have any other guidance that -- if I 
asked about Uruguay today? 


x No. You've got the whole works on Uruguay. 
Q Thank you. Thank you. 


Q John, over the weekend there was a story in 
The New York Post about a -- Soviets shooting SS-20s over 
the Pole toward the United States, or to the United 
States. This is confirmed in some sense at least by an 
official of the Arms Control and Disarmament Agency, 
according to the story. 





Do you know anything about that? Can you explain 
what -- 


os No, I don't. 
Q Can you look into that? 


A I can look into it, but I don't know 
anything about it. Sure. 


Q John, there was a report from West Germany 
this morning that stated on -- this may not be new, but 


stated that the Soviets now have deployed SA-12 
anti-missile missiles capable of stopping Pershings at a 
range of about 100 kilometers. 

Do you have any comment on that deployment? 

A Let me take a look at that for you. Okay? 

Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:31 p.m.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 
WEDNESDAY, JUNE 20, 1984, 12:16 P.M. 


MR. HUGHES: Good morning, everybody. A couple of 
announcements up front. Available in the Press Office is 
the prepared statement by the Director of the 
Politico-Military Affairs Bureau, Rear Admiral Jonathan Howe, 
before the House Foreign Affairs Committee. His testimony 
was On arms control. Also available is the prepared state- 
ment by the Assistant Secretary for Human Rights and 
Humanitarian Affairs Elliott Abrams before the House 
Committee on Rules. He testified on extended voluntary 
departure for Salvadorans. 


I just remind you that in the Press Office is 
available a schedule on a briefing that will be held in 
Room 450 of the Old Executive Office Building this afternoon 
at 1:30 by the White House Central American Outreach Group 
basically on Nicaragua. 


That's all I have up front. 


Q John, can you bring us up to date on your 
discussions with the Chinese on the nuclear exchange agreement? 
I ask because China today said the United States is stalling 
on this cooperation agreement. 


4 No, I really don't have anything, Mike, 
beyond what we said, I think last week or maybe earlier this 
week on that. There has been no basic change in that 
position. 


Q What have we got on the Nunn Amendment? 


Bs On the Nunn Amendment? Well, as you know, 
that is still working, but our position, the 
Administration's position on that, has been made plain. We 
would be and are opposed to any legislation that would uni- 
laterally commit the United States to withdraw forces from 
the defense of our vital national interest in Western 
Europe. 


The United States believes that all allies should 
make greater effort to contribute to NATO's defense and is 
pleased to note the steps which the allies are already 
taking towards this end. 
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Q Does the State Cepartment share the discuiet 
of the Pentagon that allied spending has increased last vear 
only by about one and one-half percent in reali terms? 


x Well, =I don't think there is any question 
about the record we have made in public about our desire 
that the allies should co more, but I think our words tocay 
express arprreciation for what is bDeing cone. 


Q Fas the Secretary ceen in cirect touch with 
Senator Nunn? 


A He may have been. I do not know of ay own 
knowledge whether he has talked with him, but it wouldn't 
surprise me. 


Q John, is the Administration pslanning to sell 
Hawks to Fuwait? 


a Don't have anvthing to take that story beyond 
what we discussed yestercay. 


Cc John, do you have any comment on the Sombing 
cCutside the Turkish Sabassy in Vienna? 


On No, I don't. I might have something cn that 
later. 
C What have vou sot on the appointment 


Ambassacor Dodrynin has with the Secretary tocay? 


4 Never talk about meetings between the 
Secretary and Ambassador CDobrynin in advance cf those 
meetings. 

Q Who is Jesse Jackson seeing in the buildings 
today? 

oS I think he will see Under Secretary Armaccst. 

Q who? 

A Jesse Jackson. Ve may -- in fact, I would 


expect him also to see srobably sceople in the ARA area, too, 
Sut I'm rot sure just who. 


*) what time is that? 


aA I don’t Know. 
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(TO STAFF: Do we have a time on -- 
STAFF: Around 2:30. 
ay Around 2:30 -- Jackson-Armacost. 


Q Do you have anything on the apparent protest 
by China regarding the sale of the C-130s to Taiwan? Has the 
U.S. received such a protest? 


A Yes, we have received a protest, but our posi- 
tion on that is quite clear. We consider the sale to be 
entirely within the terms of the August 17, 1982 communique. 
The C-130 is a transport aircraft of 1950s vintage, which 
will gradually replace the C-47s and C-119s now in Taiwan's 
inventory, which are no longer produced. 


Q Has the U.S. considered the C-130, in addition 
to being of the same vintage, to be of the same qualitative 


type? 


a I think there hasn't been much change in the 
capacity of that aircraft. 


Q John, on your announcement of the trip, the 
ANZUS trip yesterday, will the Secretary try to meet with New 
Zealand officials even though that will be two days after 
their elections? 


4 I don't have a schedule on his New Zealand 
visit yet. Obviously, the focus is the ANZUS meeting, but I 
would think it would be expected that he would meet with the 
government officials. 





Q Do you think those elections will distract 
from the ANZUS session? 


4 Well, obviously, the Government of New Zealand 
doesn’t think so because it has decided to go ahead with the 
ANZUS meeting. 


Q What about Australian officials, will you hold 
bilateral talks there? 


A I think -- I'm sure he will. Yes, I'm sure. 


Q Thank you. 








Q Jehn, a British defense journalist made a 
fairly good, at least circumstantial, case this week for the 
U.S. space shuttle being involved in operations which 
ultimately resuited in the shoot-down of FAL 007. Do you 
have any guidance concerning that? 


a Well, as we've said, I'm not sure that I 
agree that it made a good case. In fact, there's one story 
in The Washirgton Times this morning which suggests it might 
have been a promotional gambit; (laughter) but we think the 
content of the story was nonsense. 





Q John, tomorrow some Foreign Ministers of Latin 
America wil! start a meeting in Colombia to discuss the debt 
question. How do you see this increasing politization 
of the dedt question? 


A Weli., our concerns about the debt question 
have been made clear. Don’t have any additional comment for 
you today on that. 


-- MORE -- 











Q Is anything going on the Nicaragua talks; 
any schedule for their commencement? 


2 No. AS we have told you, we‘re not going to 
give you a kind of advance blow-bDy-blow on Ambassador 
Shlaudeman’s whereabouts. He is in the area. He has met 
with offic:als in Guatemala and Honduras, Sut I don’t have 
anything on the Nicaraguan question that you raise. 


Q Can you just tell us whether or not -- 
regardless of whether you'll tell us the date, can you 
tell us whether a date has deen set for the talks to Ddegin? 


A No, I really can’t. I can tell you no 
meeting has taken place as of tocay. 


Q Any discussion with the Soviets about the 
possidility of a summit? 


A No, nothing beyond what the President has 
Said on that, Bernie. 


°) Will that be a topic of discussion Detween 
Mr. Dodrynir and Mr. Shultz? 


A I really am not going to get into any 
possidle meetings between the Secretary and Ambassacor 
Dodrynin. 


9 Who requested this meeting? 


A Just not going to get into this one until 
after the fact. 


Q Is it accurate that you have not had any 
official response yet from the Soviet Government about the 
summit idea -- I mean, the President's -- 


A Any official response? 


Q Any response, either through Hartman or in 
the way of a note or private official response from the 
Soviet Government? 


4 Well, I think we'll rest on the President's 
words. I think he made it clear what his positior is, anc 
I chink he made clear what the status of an invit.. .on was 
at his press conference last week. 
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Q What was that? 
2 Why don't you go back and -- 
9 Well, I know what he said; I know what he 


Said, but I'm unclear of what you're saying. 


2 I think what he said was that we're not at 
the point where an invitation has been issued, put I'm not 
paraphrasing the President. 


Q Are we at the point where it's appropriate 
to begin talking about what would be talked about? 


A It's not appropriate for me to talk about 
what would be talked about. 


Q John, can you confirm the meeting with 
Dobrynin today? 


Q I really can't, Bernie, at this stage. 

Q Anything on Baena Soares’ statement at the 
OAS today? 

a I'm sorry? On -- 

Q Is there anything on Ambassador Baena Soares 


of Brazil taking over the OAS? 
a No; nothing. 


Q Any commenc on the Vietnamese -- further 
Vietnamese troop withdrawals or claims thereof from 
Cambodia? 


4 I don't have anything on that, Ralph. But 
as a sort of guideline, I think I'd just remind everybody 
of past Vietnamese troop withdrawal stories, and the fact 
that they've turned out to be rotations rather than 
withdrawals. 


Q Now, can I ask anotner question in the 
region? There was a report from Japan this morning of a 
third sighting in two years, or something, of Backfire 
bombers, Soviet Backfires in the Sea of Japan? Do you 
have any comment on that? 
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A No, we don't. We saw the reports. 


Q Any indications? 
a No. 

Q Thank you. 

A Okay. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:25 p.m.) 








DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


Thursday, June 21, 1984 





INDEX 


Subject Page 





ANNOUNCEMENTS 
New Secretary General of the OAS, Joao Baena Soares........l 


USSR 
SHULCS-DODCYNIN MOCCING.ccccccccccccscesccscccceccescccseny I 
Summit; reaction to Kremlin Spokesman Zamyatin........l-2, 3 
ShultZ-GromykO MeEeCting....cccccccccccccccecsccccccssccseseea=3 
SOVIEt-EBgyptian CeOLAClONS.. ccccccccccccccccccecccccccccces 
Ambassador Hartman returning tO WaSNHiINGtON?....cccceeeeeeeed 


MIDDLE EAST 
Return of Egyptian Ambassador tO ISrael. wc wc cece veeveeveseeed 
US opposition to UN Middle East Conference.....cccceeees + 
Syrian mediation efforts in Lebanon... cc cere cccccccecs 9 
Ambassador Bartholomew involved in cCroSsfire?....cceeeeeee ed 
US-Israeli joint medical EXeErciSeS.....cccccvceseesesessvesd 
Confidentiality of Joint Political-Military Committee......9 


PERSIAN GULF 
Saudis extending their airborne surveillance beyond 
CHELE COLL ICOLH cccccccccccccccccccccccccccccccce chy IG 
Request for arms from United Arab EmirateS....c.cccceeeeveeeel 


SECRETARY SHULTZ 
Request for press conference before ASia CLIP... ..sceeeeeeeed 


DEPUTY SECRETARY DAM 
ff | Terr rr TT rrrerrreererererereserrererereerrerereerrrrirrert | 


CHINA/ PAKISTAN 
Pakistan's assurances on nucle@@r Program. ...ccecseceeeeess dO 
Sen. Cranston on Chinese cooperation in Pakistan's 
MUCLEAL PLOGT AM. ccocccccccccccccccesecccccccecccceeeceeee” 
Nuclear technology agreement CONGICIONS... ccc ecceeesseeesesd 


THRESHOLD TEST BAN TREATY 
Verification improvementS nNeCesSsSaLly...cesesccessesesessesOml 


CANADA 
Dispute over MachiaS Seal I[SlANd... cei cece cccssessessesevesd 


)-/572 











DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #110 


(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 
THURSDAY, JUNE 21, 1984, 12:11 P. M. 


MR. HUGHES: Good morning, all. We have an 
announcement of congratulation. We're very pleased at the 
Swearing in yesterday of Mr. Joao Baena Soares of Brazil 
as the new Secretary General of the Organization of 
American States. We look forward to working closely with 
him. It should be noted this is the first time ever that 
an OAS Secretary General has been elected by unanimous 
vote. He has been elected to a five-year term and is the 
Sixth OAS Secretary General to serve since the 
Organization's founding in 1948. 





Q Why weren't you so happy yesterday? 
2 I'm sorry? That's all I have. Mike? 
Q John, would you like to enlighten us on the 


meeting between Secretary Shultz and Ambassador Dobrynin 


yesterday? Do you have any comment on the substance of 
those talks? 


A Well, not really. You noted the time that 
Ambassador Dobrynin went in, and you noted the time that 
he went out. During the intervening time the Secretary 
and Ambassador Dobrynin reviewed the full range of issues 
between the United States and the Soviet Union, but we're 
not going to have any further information on the talks oi 
on the substance. 


Q Are there any plans for another meeting 
before the Ambassador returns to Moscow? 


a Not aware of -- I mean, I would say two 
things: One, we don't flag those meetings in advance, but 
as a matter of guidance, I'm not aware of any meetings set. 


Q Was there any -- 
Q Would you -- 


Q Do you have any reaction to what Zamyatin 
had to say today with reference to U.S.-Soviet relations 
generally, but also on the question of a summit when he 
said he didn't think the American position had really 
changed? 


A Yes. I really don't have any reaction to 
that, Barrie. I think the President had some response to 
that in the Rose Garden this morning. Our position on the 
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question of a U.S.-Soviet summit remains as the President 
explained it last week. We are engaged in an ongoing 
Gialogue with the Soviets with the goal of finding ways to 
achieve substantive progress on the various issues 
currently dividing the two countries. 


In connection with our efforts tc further that 
Gialogue, the President has indicated that the door is 
open for a summit with Mr. Chernenko and will remain so. 
But, insofar as Mr. Zamyatin's remarks today, no, I don't 
think we have anything beyond what the President said. 


Q Is it the U.S. position that progress has to 
be made on some of these substantive issues before the 
question of a summit can even be addressed? 


Q I'd just leave you with the President's 
words, John. 


Q All right. Let me ask you one other thing. 
Do you know whether a meeting between the Secretary and 
Mr. Gromyko was discussed yesterday? 


a I do not know whether such a meeting was 
Giscussed. 

Q In connection with the door being open and 
closed, is the door more than open for a -- something less 


than a summit, like a Shultz-Gromyko meeting? I mean -- 
x I think the door iS open at about the same 
posture it was when the President said it was open last 
week. 
Q But he said it was open for a summit. 


oo Uh<huh. 


I'm asking about whether there is any more 


Jikelihood or -- I guess “more likelihood” is the best 
phrase I can use -- for something less than a summit at 
the moment? I mean, Zamyatin's remarks -- 

aT "Less than a summit" being what? 

Q Excuse me? 

4 "Less than a summit" being what? 

Q Shultz-Gromyko. 

a I'm not aware of anything moving in that 


direction. As the Secretary has said on a number of 








occasions, it's traditional for him to meet with Mr. 
Gromyko at the U.N. for the last week in September, first 
week in October. Whether that will take place or not, I 
don't know, but that's obviously a possibility. 


Q John, talking about engaged in an ongoing 
Gialogue with the Soviet Union -- 


M Uh-huh. 
Q Is a summit part of t..°* %sgenda? 


M I don't think I*ll try .o break out how that 
dialogue goes forward, Bernie. 


- Do you know whether it was even raised 
yesterday, John? 


2 I con’t have anything more for you on his 
words. 


Q John, when you say “the full range of 
Soviet-American relations," does this include such areas 
like the Middle East, Central America, and all that? 


. Those are certainly issues that lie between 
the Soviet Union and the United States. But I think 
Ambassador Dobrynin and Secretary Shultz yesterday agreed 
that they would not talk about the substance of their 
talks, so unfortunately I can't give you anything on that. 


Q New subject, John. An Israeli paper is 
Saying that the Egyptians have informed the State 
Department a couple days ago that they plan to 
re-establish diplomatic relations with the Soviet Union; 
and the story, if I have it correctly, says that the U.S. 
had suggested in that conversation that Eaypt might 
reconsider, or that the U.S. would like to see Egypt 
return its Ambassador to Israel. Do you have anything on 
that? 


4 AS always, don't get into our diplomatic 
exchanges, but the Egyptians have been saying for, 
actually for about two years, that they would eventually 
resume ambassadorial level relations with the Soviets. 

And rot getting into our discussions, but as a general 
point, yes, it's been a long-standing U.S. position to 
favor the return of Egypt's Ambassador to Israel, and that 
hasn't changed. 


Q How about the Soviet Union -- relations with 
the Soviet Union? 
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x Well, that's the decision for Egypt and the 
Soviet Union. 


Q On this point, one Israeli paper has a 
report from Washington saying that the United States will 
oppose the Mideast Conference proposed by the United 
Nations. If there will be such a conference, which 
eventually is going to come out, will the United States 
boycott such conference or will you send some observers 
there? 


a I don't know which -- I don't know what 
conference you're taiking about. 


Q Well, the conference, talking abouc -- 
discuss the Arab-Israeli conflict with the participation 
of the Soviet Union and European Community. 


a I don't have anything specific on that, but, 
in general, we have not favored a conference involving the 
Soviet Union on grounds that the Soviet Union has not 
played a helpful and constructive role in the Middle East. 


Q Is the Soviet Union pliying a helpful and 
constructive role in your dealing with them in the way of 
trying to bring about -- you know, you are trying now to 
have a conference between the two Presidents of the United 
States and the Soviet Union, and now you have no room to 
be in the area to try to possibdly ease off the tension. 


If you are favoring the Egyptians to have normal 
relations with the Soviet Union -- 


oa I didn't say we're “favoring.” I said that 
was a matter for Egypt and the Soviet Union. 


Q But you have no objection to that? 
a Didn't have any comment on it. 


Q John, about the Gulf -- about the Gulf, 
there was a report today in The New York Times that the 
Saudis told you that they are extending their airborne 
Surveillance beyond their territory -- beyond their 
l2-mile zone, or something like that. What do you say 
about that? 





A I think you'd have to ask the Saudis. 


Q But they said the Saudis -- the report said 
that the U.S. State Department published a statement about 
that, and the Saudis told you about that. 
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2 Published a statement about it? 

Q Yes. 

a No, I think that's not correct. 

Q Published the text of the report in The New 
York Times today. 

x Published a statement about a Saudi 
intention? 

Q Telling you, yes, that they are extending -- 

x No, we haven't published a statement on it. 

Q John, for the record, the Secretary is about 
to leave the country for two weeks. Could you pass on 
that we would like -- if you could arrange a news 
conference before -- the sooner the better -- 

a I'll pass on that request. I doubt that he 


is going to have a press conference before he leaves, but 
I certainly will pass on that request, surely. 


9 You doubt that ne will have one before he 
leaves? 


4 I doubt that he will have one in view of his 
schedule, but I will certainly pass on the request. 


Q John, can you tell us what Mr. Dam is 
Going? Everyday the schedule says “out of the city." 


ay I think he’s on vacation. 
Q John, Prime Minister Shamir yesterday said 


he would like to have talks with Jordan apart from the 
Palestinian autonomy talks. Could you comment on that? 


a No, don't have anything on it today. 
Spence? 
Q John, what assurances has Pakistan given the 


United States on building the atomic weapon? 


a Well, we have sought those assurances on a 
number of occasions and been given them. We remain 
concerned about unsafeguarded nuclear activities in 
Pakistan. 
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We've made those concerns known to the government 
on a number of occasions, and we have welcomed President 
Zia's repeated statements that Pakistan will not acquire a 
nuclear device of any kind. 


Q John, Go you know Senator Cranston said that 
Pakistan received a bit of help from China in developing 
nuclear capabilities. Do you have anything on that? 


a Not really. I think we'll wait and see what 
Senator Cranston said. I think we'd like to see the full 
text of what he said. 

Q Can we get a copy of the Pakistan statement? 


a Sure. It's not new, Bernie, but you're 
weicome to it. 


Q Will you make a copy of that Pakistan 
Statement available? 

A Sure. 

Q Do you have anything on the Congressional 


move on the Threshold Test Ban, the unratified treaties? 


o Yes, I do have something on that. The 
Administration has carefully reviewed these two treaties 
on several occasions. Each time we've concluded that the 
TTBT and the PNET are not effectively verifiable in their 
present form, and therefore that we need to seek 
verification improvements to them. 


On several occasions last year, we unsuccessfully 
sought Soviet agreement to open discussions on 
verification improvements to the two accords. Since then, 
we've been actively examining the possibilities for next 
steps in this area, but our task had been made much more 
Gifficult by the repeated Soviet refusals even to discuss 
our concerns. 


While we don't want to prejudge the outcome of 
our current review process, we, nevertheless, want to 
reaffirm our continued commitment to achieve meaningful 
progress on nuclear testing issues. We would regard the 
Soviet agreement to discuss verification improvements as 
an important initial step in this field. 


Q Copy of that? 


A Sure. 
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Q Do you know whether it's ever been proposed 
to the Soviets that the ratification process and talks to 
tighten verification occur simultaneously? 


a I do not know that, John. 
Q Can you take that question? 
“ I don't think we'd get into how we're 


involved in discussions. 


Q Their position is, absolutely no talks on 
verification until the treaty is ratified? 


a We seem to have had no success.in nudging 
them. 


Q Well, maybe I missed a point. During 
Kenneth Acelman‘’s hearings, he went to the Senate with a 
statement that they would press ahead except that 
verification was the big hang-up and -- 


a That the Soviets would press ahead? 
Q No, no. The United States. 
4 Well, sure, Dut I think it is in this 


verification area that we have problems. 


Q John, back to the Gulf, do you have anything 


about a request for U.S. arms from the United Arab 
Emirates? 


a No, I don't. 

Q About the Gulf, in your taken question you 
Said that Saudi Arabia is giving information gathered by 
the AWACS to the Kuwaitis now. 


a I think there was some guidance on that 
yesterday, which you can get from the Press Office. 


Q No. We got it as a taken question you just 
posted. That's what -- 


x I'm sorry. I'm not getting vour -- 
Q You are saying in your answer that Saudi 


Arabia is giving some information given Dy AWACS to 
Kuwait. 
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a Yes, that‘s the guidance I'm talking about 
from yesterday. 


Q Does that mean Saudi Arabia is extending its 
Surveillance beyond its borders? 


a No, it does not. The planes are flying in 
the same circuit. 


Q At both the MBFR talks and the security 
talks, our European security talks yesterday, East-bloc 
spokesmen strongly criticized the U.S. and Western 
positions. Do you have any reaction to that? 


A No, I don’t. 


Q Do you have anything on the territorial 
Gispute with Canada about the Machias Seal Island? 


a I do not have anything on that, Bernie. You 
fox, you have caught me unaware. Laughter) Sorry. 


Q Will you have something later? 

a I certainly will look into that. 

Q Is there such an Island? 

Q Are there any plans for Ambassador Hartman 
to return to Washington soon, in the near future? 

M Not that I know of -- it's possible -- but 
I'm not aware of any. 

Q I was just wondering whether Dobrynin and 
Hartman would be crossing paths in early July. 

a Don't know; I really don't know, 

Q Have you had anything to say about the U.S. 


interest in tightening up the conditions under which the 
United States would provide nuclear technology to China? 


a Have we had any discussions? 


Q Have you had anything to say about that. I 
mean the story has been running for several days. 


A Nothing beyond the careful words we used a 
few days ago, and on which we stand. 


Q John, is the Lebanese Government informing 
you about the Syrian mediating efforts that took place on 


Monday? 


A The Syrian mediating efforts? 
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Q Yes, the security plan. 
os No, don’t have anything on that for you. 
Q You have nothing about Mr. Khaddam's efforts 


in Beirut? 


a Oh, Mr. Khaddam’s visit? Well, I‘m sure the 
usual reporting process is going forward, by our Embassy. 


Q Do you have any information on the shooting 
of the car of the U.S. Ambassador yesterday? 


= No, not really beyond what you all have 
seen, except we do not believe that Ambassador BS5artholomew 
was the target of that incident. I think there was firing 
in the vicinity at the time he was passing through the 
checkpoint, but we do not think that he was the target. 


Q John, would you confirm the reports about 
the so-called medical joint exercises between israel and 
the United States published in The Washincton Post? 





4 I think the Pentagon is the place to talk to 
about exercises. They may have something. 


Q But I would just refer to the fact that the 
Israelis already announced it about this exercise three 
weeks ago. 


a O.K. Om exercises, I think the Pentagon is 
the place to go to. If you're talking about activities 
within the framework of the Joint Political-Military 
Committee, as you know, the agreement with Israel was that 
those would be kept, any discussions or outcome of those, 
would be kept confidential, and we're keeping them 
confidential. 


Q Well, the Israelis didn't keep them 
confidential, by any means. Mr. Arens himself told about 
the medical joint exercises. 


A Well, the agreement was that we would keep 
those confidential, and we are keeping them confidential. 


Q Thank you. 


(Briefing concluded at 12:27 P.M.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 
FRIDAY, JUNE 22, 1984, 12:11 P. M. 


MR. HUGHES: No news. A lean news day, as 
distinct from all the other days. 


Good Heavens: It‘*s Mr. Gwertzman in person! 
Welcome back. 


Q It*s one of those rare cameo appearances. 
{Laughter ) 

2 John, would you bring us up to date on -- 

Q Hold on, hole on, I haven't made my 


announcement yet. 


The copies of the latest Annual Report to the 
Congress on the implementation of the Foreign Missions Act 
of 1982 are now availabie in the Press Room. There will 
be a briefing on this report, and the official unveiling 
of the new diplomatic license plates this afternoon at 
3:90 here in the briefing room. James E. Noland, Director 
of the Foreign Missions Office, will conduct that 
briefing, and it will be on the record. 


Q What time was that, again? 

a That will be 3:00 this afternoon. 

Q Here? 

y Here. Right here. Cameras, bells. 


Q Can you give us some idea of what that's 
about, please? 


. Well, I know you'll have your cameras here 
for the diplomatic license plates. 


Q But what's the subject? 

a It*s the Foreign Missions -- there's a story 
on that in the Post this morning. 

Q Protection -- 

By Sorry? 
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Q Protection of, and so forth? 
a Yes, yes, that's it. And, now, Mike? 
John, can you bring us up to date on 


submission of the nuclear cooperation pact to Congress 
with the Chinese? 


a No change. 
Q Is there to be a change? 


2 No, there‘s no change from the time we last 
discussed that a few days ago. 


Q Is it still your intention to submit it this 
Congressional year? 

a It certainly is our intention that it will 
gO up when we've signed off, when the President has signed 
off, and when we're satisfied that it's ready to go up to 
che Hill. 


Q John, did you say the 3:00 (briefing) is on 
the record? 


a It is on the record, yes. 


Q Thank you. 


Q Did Mr. Shultz meet with the Saudi Ambass4é- 
dor this morning? 


7 yes, he did; he did. 


Q Can you tell us for how loncg, and what were 
the talks about? 


oa I really can't. It was a meeting requested 
by the Saudi Ambassador, and the Secretary saw him. I 
think the Saudi Ambassador saw Assistant Secretary Murphy 
after he had seen Secretary Shultz. 

Q The subject, and so forth? 

ay The Middle East, I think, Bernie. 

Q Right. (Laughter) 

Q Let's try it again. The subject? (Laughter) 

Q 


You mean there was no mention cf the Gulf? 


a The Gulf may have come into the conversa- 
tion. I don't know. 





Q Anything of any particular urgency, above 
and beyond the obvious? 


A Not aware of any, Bernie, but as I say, I 
think it was requested by the Saudi Ambassador. 


Q Anything to do with Stingers to Kuwaic? 


Qf No. I'm sorry. Do I have anything on it, 
Or was it in the -- 


0 Was that in any connection -- 


a I don't have anything on Stingers to Kuwait, 
but I'm not aware of what they discussed. 


Q Would it be on the issue of Jerusalem and 
the Enbassy? 


o I'm not aware of any suggestion tnat it 
was. Our position on Jerusalem is very plain and was made 
very clear by Under Secretary Armacost in his testimony 
yesterday. There is no change in the Administration's 
position on Jerusalen. 


Q Do you have anything on the “big bang” in 
the Soviet Union? 


4 No, I Gon‘t, Bernie. 


Q John, there was a report in one of these 
newsletters published here in Washington that former 
Assistant Secretary of State Mr. Eagleburger came to an 
agreement with Thomas Dyne of AIPAC, which is the Israeli 
lobby here, that the Administration will try to understand 
some compromise in the position which is contrary to the 
thoughts of Mr. Shultz. Can you comment on that? 


a Don't know anything about such discussions, 
but let me underline to you that there is no change in the 
Administration's position on Jerusalem. That's been made 
very clear. The President is very firm on that; the 
Secretary is very firm on it. There is no change, no nint 
of change; and I would recommend you disregard rumors to 
the contrary 


Q John, do you have anything on the Nicaragua- 
U.S. meeting Monday? 


4 Sorry, on the Nicaragua? 


Q Apparently, the Nicaraguan Embassy says 
there will be a meeting, a U.S.-Nicaraguan meeting, Monday. 
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- Well, I‘ve seen those reports, but as you 
know, we're not going to talk about Ambassador 
Shlaudeman's upcoming travels, if any. He has been in 
Guatemala, Honduras, El Salvador, Costa Rica, and Panama 
within the past few days, and we're going to hold with 
that revelation. 


Q Do you have anything on their reauest for 
Mexico to sit in as a witness? 


2 I don't. As I say, we're not going to 
discuss in advance the location or timing of U.S. meetings 
with Nicaragua. I‘d just refresh your memory as to what 
the Mexican Government said in clarification on that issue 
a few days ago, that Mexico would not be a participant. 


Q Yes, but the Nicaraguans repeated that they 
would like to have one. Why is the United States opposed 
to that? Why not have a witness? 


a I think the position of the United States 
has been made plain in the past. Secretary Shultz has 
Said that a one-on-one meeting is perfectly direct and 
Satisfactory, ana the United States hasn't seen the need 
for a third party to be there. 


Q John, excuse me if I came in late. Did you 
have anything on the nuclear agreement with China? 


om No change, Jim, on where we have been over 
the past week or so. 


Q Do you have anything to say about President 
Mitterrand's visit to Moscow? 


On No. 
Q About the tone of the remarks? 
o No, no. 


Q Thank you. 
a Okay. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:18 p.m.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 
MONDAY, JUNE 25, 1984, 12:39 P.M. 


MR. HUGHES: Good morning, all. No announcements. 


Q John, on the Persian Gulf, can you give us 
an idea of what it looks like on the chance for an 
offensive? Have you seen a worsening of the situation of 
the Iragi attack on the Greek tanker? 


a Really can't. Seen the same reports that 
you have, but don't have any confirmation or otherwise of 
events. 


Q Well, any “concern” or anything? 


a Not going to take it any further. As I Say, 
I naven't seen any confirmation, but we continue to be in 
favor of a peaceful resolution of that conflict. 


Q Any sense that an Iranian invasion of Iraq 
is imminent? 


A No, nothing on that for you. 


Q John, any concern over a potential influx of 
Soviet weapons into the region, rarticularly to Kuwait? 


a DO you want to phrase that a little -- be a 
little more specific for me? What had you in mind? 


Q Well, the Kuwaitis are reportedly seeking 
Soviet weapons, and purchases may be substantial. Do you 
feel that this will give the Soviets any larger toe- or 
foothold into the area? 


A Well, obviously, one nas concerns about 
Soviet weaponry in the Middle East in general, but insofar 
as this particular visit is concerned, it's not a new 
visit. Kuwait has full diplomatic relations with the 
Soviet Union. Senior Kuwaiti officials periodically visit 
Moscow and vice versa. We view the visit of the Kuwaiti 
Defense Minister to Moscow in this context. He was 
invited to visit the Soviet Union in 1983, and the 
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arrangements were finalized earlier this year prior to his 
visit to the United States. We knew about them at that 
time. 


As you know, we have a longstanding military 
supply relationship with Kuwait and are in process of 
going forward with a package to improve its air defense 
Ccapabitity, but it’s certainly true that in the past, 
Kuwait has also purchased weapons from the Soviet Union, 
France, Great Britain, and a number of other countries. 


Q Could you flesh out that package about the 
defense package that -- 


os I can‘t at this stage, Bernie. I'm sorry. 


Q Could you be any more specific about how 
guickly the process will go forward? 


Z I really can't. I know that it is moving 
along expeditiously, but I don’t know when it will become 
available and in public form. 

Q Has it gone up to the Hill? 


A I do not think it has, but let me check on 
it for you. 


Q Does it include Stingers? 


a I think we've said all we have had to say 
about Stingers before. 


9 -- which is what? 

o I think the thought was they were not 
setting them. 

Q For the time being. 

a At this time, I think. 

Q I'm sorry. 

Q re (inaudible) getting improved missiles? 

a I really can't give you anything on the 


package until that moves along a little more. 


Q John, do you have anything on Mr. Jackson's 
call for a 20 percent cut in the package? 


a Twenty percent cut in the -- 


Q Defense Budget. 





- No, I think our Administration's position on 
the Defense Budget is well known. 


Q John, can you do anything with the GAO 
report that the Pentagon used military exercise funds in 
Honduras illegally? 


= Happy to refer you to the Pentagon on that 
one. (Laughter) 


Q May I ask if Mr. d‘Aubuisson is going to »e 
welcomed officially in Washington when he get's here by any 
member of the State Department or the Administration? 


) s Well, he has not asked, so far as I'm aware 
-- I think that's pretty good information -- so far for an 
appointment with any official of the State Department. I 
think he is due to arrive in Miami today, and I think is 
due in Washington on Wednesday; but so far, there has been 
no request for -- 


Q Is he less welcome in view of the attempt, 
the reported plan to assassinate the American Ambassador? 


a Well, we're really just not going to get 
into that story for obvious reasons, namely that it is 
derived from intelligence sources, and so we never -- 


Q From what? 


oa Intelligence sources. I think all the 
stories suggest that, Bernie. 


Q Isn't it a fact that Ambassador Walters went 
down to see Mr. d‘'Aubuisson? 


A It is a fact that Ambassador Walters went to 
El Salvador. AS always, we don't talk about who 
Ambassador Walters saw and what the purpose was of his 
trip. 


Q Will any member of the Administration be at 
the reception for Mr. d*Aubuisson that Senator Helms is 
planning on Wednesday? 


a You catch me unawares on that one. I didn't 
know there was such a reception, and therefore, I don't 
know whether any member of the Administration will be 
there. 


Q John, just to clarify, you said that he 
hasn't asked for an appointment with anyone. Would the 
Administration meet with him if a request were received? 
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2 I think if he asks, everybody would look at 
his schedule and their schedules, and see what the 
possibilities were. 


Q It’s a matter of scheduling, in other words? 
2 I think it’s a matter of scheduling. 
Q Did d*Aubuisson come to the United States 


after it was announced from that podium that he had been 
granted a visa? Between then and now, has he been here 





once? 

a I'm getting a “yes” from a member of the 
press here, but I*m not aware that he has been here. 

Q Is it possible to find out whether in fact 
he has? 

Q Let us check on that. 


Q If he has -- 


A We do not think that he has been here, bout I 
hate to cross swords with someone who may be better 
informed than myself; but I don't think he has. It was a 
Single-entry visa; I don't think he has, but lect’s see 
what we can see about it. 


Q He hasn't gotten, to your knowledge, a new 
visa, apart from the one which you mentioned -- 


a To my knowledge, he has not. 


Q O.K. And with respect to this question of a 
possible assassination plot, is the Administration aware 
of any arrests in El Salvador having to do with an alleged 
conspiracy to assassinate the Ambassador? 


A No, I'm not. I guess everybody is aware 
that ouc Ambassador there, as do all American officials, 
have hich visibility in that situation, and that there are 
security risks and threats in that country, as there are 
in others; but I'm not aware of any arrests in connection 
with those threats. 


Q D'Aubuisson, on the 18th of May, himself 
Said that he knew of a plot to kill the Ambassador, and he 
announced at that same press conference that he was 
meeting General Walters later that afternoon. 


A Uh-huh. 


Q In view of that statement, did the United 
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States talk to him about what information, or any agent 
thereof, what information he had about such a plot that he 
was referring to? 


o Well, as I say, the rule is that General 
Walters undertakes various missions, and we don't talk 
about the purpose of those missions, which are made at the 
direction of the President usually, nor whom he met, and 
we're not going to in this particular instance either. 


Q I'm sorry. I just meant when d‘Aubuisson 
Said that he knew of a plot to kill d'Aubuisson (sic) at 
this press conference, apart from any Walters visit, , 
Gd*Aubuisson announced on the 18th at a press conference 
that he knew of a plot to kill the Ambassador. 


A Well, I'm not -- 


Q Did the United States take steps to talk 
with d‘Aubuisson to ascertain what he was talking about? 


om I'm not going to respond to your specific 
question, as to conversations between d'Aubuisson ana 
United States officials. I think you may be sure, 
however, that the United States has followed up, is 
following up, and will follow up reports of threats 
against its Ambassador or officials in El Salvador -- and 
indeed in any other country. 


Q John, does it follow that the fact that 
G*'Aubuisson is being allowed into the United States means 
that the intelligence reports that linked his name to this 
alleged plot are nonsense? 


a Don't think we're going to get into the 
guestion of discussing or evaluating those intelligence 
reports? 


Q It goes beyond the question of 
intelligence. If there was a plot to kill an American 
Ambassador, it seems to me you've got to go beyond your 
fallback, your refuge in intelligence reports -- 


a NO, I —— 


Q Here is a man who is being linked, and ne's 


coming into the United States, and you're saying, “We 
can't get involved in it.* 


a No, I disagree with you, Bernie. I think 
that if there is a threat against the life of an American 
Ambassador, that's exactly the situation in which we would 
not discuss the background of it. 


Q Would you let the man in who has been linked 
to the threat, into the United States? 
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a I think we're just not going to get into the 
reports -- 


Q Does it mean that d‘Aubuisson is 
inaccurately being linked, the fact that he is being 
admitted into the U.S.? 


2 I*m not going to offer conclusions for you. 


Q What is the U.S. policy on this kind of a 
Situation -- if there were any known terrorists? This 
Administration has made a major issue of terrorism. 


Q The Secretary spoke about it just last night. 
A Uh-huh. 


Q Would the Administration, as a matter of 


policy, forget what country, forget intelligence sources, 
would it aamit a known terrorist into this country? 


a Well, I’m not going to get into the 
specifics of how you would respond to a known terrorist 
threat or a reported terrorist threat, but I can tell you 
that the Administration takes very seriously indeed both 
reports of, and rumors of, assassination threats against 
American officials, and indeed American citizens. 


Q So one could presume that in this case, 
there was nothing to be worried about? 


7 I'm not going to be drawn on that. I'm 
going to stand where we are. 


Q What does it mean “take very seriously?” 
Does it mean that one would take a normal defensive 
measure which would be to keep a known terrorist away from 
American officials? 


m Not going to get any more specific than I 
have. 

Q Regardless of country? 

4 Regardless of country. 

Q So if a Libyan “hit squad” were headed nere, 


we'd issue visas? 


A You can fish and you can probe, but you're 
not getting any more. 
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Q What was the logic behind issuing Mr. 
G*Aubuisson a visa this time when he was denied previously? 

a I don*t have anything for you on that. 

Q Can you provide us -- 

Q There is no policy explanation for that? 

a No. Those are considered on a case-by-case 


basis. As you know, when Mr. d*Aubuisson was a 
presidential candidate, at that time we decided that a 
Visit by all presidential candidates would not be in the 
best interest of either El Salvador or ourselves. That 
election is over. His request was made, and in this 
instance his request was approved. 


Q What about Mr. Borge who was denied a visa 
on the same day? 


a Don't have anything for you on Mr. Borge. 


Q May I just follow on that? Each time 
G*Aubuisson nas applied for a visa and it has pecome 
public knowledge, you have put out an explanation as to 
why it was being granted or denied. There has always oeen 
an official statement. 


7 I don’t think you're right, Jim. 


Q Well, sometimes he came in illegally, but 
that came later. I can give you the guidance on every 
one, and I'm absolutely -- If there is anyone in this 
press room who has followed d‘Aubuisson closely, it is I; 
anc I can assure you that each time, there has been some 
explanation given, and I was wondering if you could give 
it to us this time. 


A I'll be glad to take a look at it, but don't 
nold your breath. 

Q I won't, 

Q Can you tell us anything about Ambassador 


Shlaudeman's current status in travel? 


a Again, at the risk of frustrating you, as 
you know the Secretary and the Nicaraguan officials agreed 
that we would not signal or announce those meetings in 
advance of having taken place, so I really am not able to 
give you anything on the reports that -- 


Q Mexico? 
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= I really can‘t give you anything. As we 
have said, Ralph, we'll talk to you about the meetings 
after they have taken place. 


Q But you can tell us where he is, can't you, 
after he has arrived? 


A Sorry? 


Q You can tell us where he is after he’s 
arcived, can't you? 


a Just don’t have anything on -- 


Q Do you have anything to say about these 
reports of a meeting in Manzanillo, Mexico, not involving 
Ambassador Shlaudeman, but U.S. and Nicaraguan officials? 


. Well, I’ve seen those reports, and can, in 
all conscience, not steer you away from them, but as a 
matter of fact, we're not going to confirm or deny that 
Ambassador Shlaudeman is meeting with Nicaraguans until 
the meeting has taken place. 


Q Look over this way once in a while? 


a Why don’t I look over that way when I answer 
a question? Go ahead. 


Q John, can you give us any concrete 
illustrations of Soviet support for or involvement in 
international terrorism? 


a Well, I presume you're following up on the 
Secretary's speech last nicht. 


Q Yes. 


a I really don't have any specifics, dut it is 
well known that the Soviet Union has close relationships 
with countries that are engagec in terrorism, such as 
Libya, Syria, and others. We have also spelled out in the 
publication, Patterns of International Terrorism, which 
we'll be happy to make available for you later on, what we 
know about Soviet activity in this field. 





The Secretary's remarks were meant to underscore 
our deep concern about all countries that directly, or 
indirectly, support or engage in terrorism. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 

4 Sure. 

Q What is that you're going to be releasing 
later, John? 





a It*s a previous publication, Patterns of 
International Terrorism. 








Q But that’s been out before? 
a Right. 
Q John, what the Secretary said last night was 


certainly consistent with what he has been saying for 
several months now on this subject. Can you tell us what 
specific steps the U.S. Government has taken to implement 
tne general program that ne outlined? 


x Well, as you know, Marvin, there is the 
legislative package. There was also the activity at the 
Summit. I'll be glad to go over that again for you. 

Q The activity at the Summit? 


A The London Summit. There was that 
Giscussion between the various -- 


Q Yes, and then there was a piece of paper put 
out about -- 


x Piece of paper. 
Q What has followed all of the papers? 
A Well, I can’t give you specifics, but I 


think certain steps were certainly hinted at in that 
London Declaration, and the Secretary, in London, I think 
amplified, insofar as he is prepared to at this stage, 
tnose discussions. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Could you tell us whether there is a sinsle 
official in this Government who is in charge of what might 
pe called an anti-terrorism operation? 


a Well, there certainly is in the State 
Department. I can‘t speak for other agencies. 


Q There is at State? 
2 Sure. 
Q Who is that? 
A Well, there’s Ambassador Sayre, of course. 
S| An -- 
*, John, on this same -- 
| Q Of course, that’s been the case for a long 
time. 
2 It’s been a problem for a long time. 
Q That's true, but there has been a government 


effort, an Administration effort, for the last several 
months to talk about it publicly and to try to direct 
people’s attention to the orodlem. And I was wondering in 
what way again -- perhaps you don't have an answer -- in 
what way anything concrete has been done above and beyond 
the pudiic statements? 


a No. I think we really are not prepared to 
gO into anything more concrete at this stage. 


Q John, it seems that there is a dearth of 
hard evidence on some of these countries whom you allege 
are conducting state-supported terrorism -- Libya, Syria, 
for example -- at least I haven't seen it -=- yet there is 
considerable evidence about Bulgaria’s supporting 
terrorism in terms of the Italian court. Yet the 
Secretary didn't address that, and you haven't addressed 
it from here. 


Do you have any idea when you will address it? 


os I can't give you a scenario, but I would 
think that the Administration in general, and the 
Secretary in particular, would want to wait for a 
conclusion or certainly a more public emergence of those 
charges in the Italian investigation. it is an 
investigation that's going through their court procecure, 
and, unless that document has been made -- the one to 


which you refer has been made public recently, I guess 
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it's stiil a -- in theory a confidential document. So I 
think it's unlikely that the Secretary would comment on 
that until it moves along somewhat. 


Q But the prosecutor in an interview did 
confirm the substantial -- 


a I've seen that. 

Q -- accuracy of it. 

a Sure. Yeah. 

Q But you're still going to wait? 


A Well, I think one would wait to see the 
court procedure followed as it moves through the system. 


Q Can I ask a theoretical question? Do you 
think it's conceivable that there could be a summit with a 
Soviet leader if the connection was ever proved that ne 
had been behind an attempt to assassinate the Pope? 


Q It's a very, very hypothetical question. I 
mean, it’s a good question, but it's a hypothetical 
question that I really can't answer, 


Q John, could I go back to d‘Aubuisson for a 
Minute? I remember when I was at our Embassy in Iran anda 
they were shooting up our people, that it had an effect on 
morale. (Laughter) 


a That's probably the understatement of the 
week. 


Q Yean. You know, Fred Chapin, when he was 
the Charge there, remember, publicly said when they shot 
up the Embassy it was a d‘'Aubuisson operation. I mean, 
this guy's record is long and well documented. 


Don't you think this Department owes some 
explanation, at least to the employees of this 
Departmentand surely the public, about why the kid-glove 
treatment of this particular individual? 


A Well, that's your characterization. I mean, 


the fact of the matter is that Mr. d'Aubuisson has been 
here in the past on visas. During the campaign he was 
Genied a visa. On this occasion the Administration has 
decided to grant hima visa, but I aon't -- 


Q Why? 


a Let me, aS I promised your colleague over 
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there, see whether we might produce something on this for 
you, but, as I also cautioned your colleague over there, I 
wouldn't hold your breath. 


Q Just for the record, John, he was also 
denied a visa before the campaign actually began. 


o I think that's correct. Yes. 

Q May I go back to the terrorism thing for 
just a second. Do you have any specific comment on 
Ambassador -- on former Prime Minister Rabin's comment ,at 


the same forum about a formal international organization 
of nations dealing with terrorism in which the U.S. would 
take a chair position? 


A I think as in the case of the Secretary, nis 
words speak for themselves, but I think that is something 
that we would consider as we move forward with our own 
thinking on this question. 


Q I mean, more discussion of that subject, 
specific subject, in the meeting with Rabin today? Is 
that the -- 


a Oh. That I don't know. I don't know 
whether that would come up today. 


Q John, to follow up with the same question, 
please, there is a statement attributed to the Minister 
for External Affairs of Libya. He says that Syria affirms 
that Libya did not export terrorism and was ready to 
Gialogue -- for dialogue with the United States. Do you 
have any comment on that? 


4 No, I don't. I have no comment whatsoever. 
I'll let you ponder the import of those words. 


Q John, can you tell us -- 


Q I mean, the other parts of the question, I 
think, this is something new coming from a Qadhafi man, I 
mean, is ready for a dialogue with the United States. 
It's the first time being said on such a level. 


a I think the way to engage in dialogue with 
the United States is to change methods of operation and 
manners that are reprehensible, but I don't have any 
specific comment on our readiness to engage. 


Q John, do you have any comment on the changes 
made by the Lebanese Government regarding the army and the 
replacement of General Tannous by another commander, 


Michel Aoun? 
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A Not on the question of a new commander. 
That, clearly, is a matter for the Lebanese Government, 
but in general we've consistently supported efforts to 
bring an end to the violence in Lebanon. We welcome the 
decisions announced by the Lebanese Government as a 
Significant step in this direction, and we hope that all 
Lebanese will provide the support and ccoperation 
necessary for the implementation of these decisions. 


Q Did you receive any formal or informal 
protests from any of the Arab Governments on the joint 
exercises with Israel? 


A Well, let me do two things. Let me, first 
of all, state our usual pass so that we don't get into our 
discussions with various other governments, but I'm not 
aware, having said that -- I'll now go on to say something 
I shouldn't -- but I'm not aware of any specifics on the 
question you raised. 


Q Do you have anything on these reports coming 
from the Middle East? All the press in Jordan and Egypt 
and in Gulf States are protesting against that. 


4 No, I don't. 
Q Do you have anything to say? 
A No, I don't. 


Q John, have you reacted already to the 
conclusions of this meeting of the Latin American debtors 
in Colombia? 


o No. But we could do that instantly for you 
if you like. (Laughter) Just as soon as I can put my 
hand on the piece of paper. 


The Cartegena debtors' meeting, which was 
attended by the representatives of 11 Latin American 
countries, concluded with the adoption of a declaration, 
Summarizing the consensus views of the attendees. The 
document calls for a reduction in interest rates, 
maintenance of open markets, and increased assistance for 
debtor countries, among other things. 


Many elements of the declaration are consistent 
with the industrialized countries’ agreed five-point 
Strategy for dealing with the debt crisis. 


The meeting did not result in the formation of a 
debtors’ cartel. The delegates agreed to meet again, 


possibly in September, to consider their common concerns 
further, 
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We were pleased that the Latins reaffirmed their 
commitment to meet their financial obligations to continue 
their efforts to adjust their economies to changed 
economic realities, and to treat each foreign debtor 
Situation on an individual basis. 


Q Copy, please? 

A Sure. 

Q John, they also said that the present system 
that was constructed by the developed countries to deal 
with this problem is not working. At least it's not 
working to these countries. 


Do you have anything to say? 


A No, I don't. 


Q John, there were reports -- 

Q Do you have anything on Reverend Jackson's 
overseas activities at the present time -- Central America 
and Cuba -- as to whether the Administration views it as a 


campaign candidate participating in U.S. diplomacy? 


A Well, I don't think so, Bernie. Reverend 
Jackson has been in, as you know, to see Under Secretary 
Armacost a couple of times before he left. He's not 
carrying any messages. He's made it clear he's not 
negotiating. We're following mainly through press reports 
his itinerary. I don't think there have been any 
breakthroughs at this stage. 


Q Can I talk to that specifically, if I 
could? He apparently got the leaders of the FDR/FMLN with 
whom he spoke to agree to a possible cease-fire in advance 
of negotiations. That seems tc be a substantive change in 
their position. 


a Well, I think that -- 
Q Does the United States have any reaction? 


4 Well, I think it was -- that was the 
particular topic that I was raising when I said I don't 
think there have been any breakthroughs yet. He, I think, 
has not yet arrived in El Salvador to discuss this with 
the Salvadoran Government, President Duarte, but there did 
not seem to be any breakthrough. 


Q But you don't -- then the State Department 
doesn't believe the position that was set out by him and 
by Ruben Zamora with respect to a cease-fire represents a 
change in the FDR/FMLN position? 





15 


2 I'm afraid I really can't characterize it 
for you. I think President Duarte has made abundantly 
clear his position on talks with the left. 


Q John, there was also a comment yesterday by 
the Secretary about the -- at the conference on terrorisn, 
mentioning the PLO, just for the record, as aiding 
Nicaragua. 


Is there any new information in that area that 
you could tell us about what was the Secretary relying on? 


a I don't know that there's any new 
information, but I think the presence of PLO members and 
activists in Nicaragua is something that we have discussed 
before. 


Q One more thing, please. The Secretary also 
mentioned terrorism in West Jerusalem in the shopping 
mall, as he called it. Does the United States Government 
see terrorism -- that terrorists are being tried now in 
Israel -- Jewish-Israeli terrorists. Do you.also see them 
aS organization -- as an organization of terror, and do 
you think the Secretary just -- omission was simply 
because he didn't want to go through the whole list? 


M I'd like to go back and refer specifically 
to what he said rather than giving you a kind of horseback 
interpretation. 


9 Would you, please? 


A Sure. 


Q Could we get back to Cuba again for just é 
second, John? Can you -=- do you have any comment on the 
report over the weekend that the U.S. and Cuba have in 
effect agreed to resume negotiations or to begin 
negotiations on the exchange of Mariel and that sort of -- 


a Well, it's not a question of agreeing to 
begin negotiations. At the close of the Carter 
Administration there were two rounds of bilateral talks in 
which the United States requested that Cuba accept the 
return of persons from Mariel boatlift who were ineligible 
to remain in the United States for substantive reasons, 
such as people involved in the commission of serious 
crimes, 


Although these efforts were unsuccessful, and 
although the Cuban Government did not indicate that its 
Own position had changed, the Reagan Administration in May 
1983 made a new approach to Cuba on this issue. 
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The initiative has been pursued to the present 
time. Cuba, unfortunately, was not willing to respond 
affirmatively to our proposal for prompt talks on the 
issue. The United States has made it clear that it will 
be prepared to re-establish the normal processing of 
preference immigrant visas in Havana in the context of an 
agreement on the excludables. 


The Cuban Government has recently stated that it 
would be willing to discuss this issue after the November 
elections -- after our November elections. Thus, while 
there can be no negotiations on this issue prior to 
November 6, there is a prospect for talks after that date. 


Q John, do you have any comment on this story 
in The Washington Post -- 





Q Also on Cuba -- 
a Excuse me. Let me take Cuba over here first. 


Q Reverend Jackson has indicated he expects to 
bring some Cuban political prisoners nome with him. This 
would involve a decision, presumabDly; Dy the 
Administration here to let these people in. 


Have you been in contact with the Cuban 
Government on this subject? 


a No. I think this question was raised ina 
very general sense when Reverend Jackson was in seeing 
Under Secretary Armacost, and, obviously, if the Cubans 
decided to move on this issue, we would be helpful and 
would move expeditiously also. 


Q John, can we have a copy of the statement on 
the Mariel -- 


4 Sure. 

Q -- matter? Thank you. 

Q Any comment on the -- 

a Excuse me. I've been criticized for not 


moving over to this side a bit, so let me move over. 


Q Please. 


Q The United States has been trying to 
encourage dialogue between North and South Korea, and tne 
Administration says it's premature for the U.S. to be 
directly involved. What's the reaction to Kim Il-song's 
invitation to members of the U.S. Congress to visit North 
Korea? 
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2 I haven't seen that one. Be glad to take a 
look at it. 
Q John, can you tell us something about who 


will Rabin and Arens see while they're here? Are they 
going to discuss the terrorism problem, or will there be 
other subjects for discussion? 


a I don’t know who else in the Department, if 
anybody, they will be seeing. I think Mr. Rabin is in 
seeing the Secretary today, and Mr. Arens is seeing the 
Secretary tomorrow. But I -- and they may well be seeing 
others, but I don‘t know. 


Q Is a Shultz text going to be published in 
the State Department Bulletin, by the way, to let our 
people know just exactly what he said? 





q I'm sorry. The Shultz -- 
Q The Shultz speech of last night? 
A Sure. 


Q That will be published? 
4 


Sure. 
Q There is -- 
a In fact, if you don't have a copy of it, we 
could make one instantly available. 


Q Thank you. 


Q John, to go back to one more question about 
G'Aubuisson, was the decision to give him a visa -- did 
that take place after any conversations with Senator Helms? 


co I'm trying to go back in my mind over the 
sequence and the exact -- I just can't answer that. I 
just can't quite remember when that visa was issued. 

Q Do you know the -- 


a Oh, yes, I can. AS a matter of fact, I can 
tell you when that visa was issued. The visa was issued 
-- B-2 visa was issued in San Salvador May 3l, ‘84. 


Q When was the decision made to issue the 
visa? On that date, or previous to that? 


4 I can't answer that. I just don't -- 
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Q But in that context -- 
Q -- have it in my hands. 
Q In that context were there any conversations 


between the State Department and Senator Helms? Did he 
intervene, in other words? 


7 Well, as you know, Senator Helms was part of 
the Congressional delegation that went to San Salvador for 
the inauguration of President Duarte, so, sure, Senator 
Helms was in the plane and talked with the Secretary on 
frequent -- on numerous occasions during that -- 


Q About a visa for d'Aubuisson? 
om I just can‘t answer chat. 
Q John, do you have anything about the 


Palestinian journalist who was denied an exit visa, I 
presume, of some sort -- 


A Not a great deal -- 
Q -- in relation to the -- 
A That's something we're looking into. And, 


without having any information about the specifics, ana 
maybe USIA might have some more on the specifics, 
nevertheless, the State Department's position, the 
Administration's position in general, and as a matter of 
principle, is in favor of Ereedom of movement. So we're 
taking a look at that. 


Q Thank you. 
A Okay. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:05 p.m.) 
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TUESDAY, JUNE 26, 1984, 12:17 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: One housekeeping announcement and 
very little news. Available in the Press Office is the 
testimony of Assistant Secretary of State for Human Rights 
and Humanitarian Affairs, Elliott Abrams. He appeared 
today before the Senate Foreign Relations Committee to 
Giscuss the problems of torture. His testimony touched on 
various difficulties of obtaining information about and 
dealing with torture in both closed and open societies, 
and that’s all I have for you. 


Q Can you tell us what you'll be doing, John, 
for the rest of the year to get some money for the Contras? 


a I think Larry Speakes pasically addressed 
that question this morning, but, nevertheless, we will 
continue to move forward with the request. I don't know 
how that will be translated into action, but for the 
passage of the Central American program in its entirety. 


Q It*ll move forward this year, of this 
session? 


a I can‘t give details on how I think the 
White House -- as I say, I think Larry Speakes had 
something to say about that this morning, and I think the 
White House might be -- 


Q We wanted to offer you this opportunity to 
help us. 

4 No, I think we'll let the White House -- 

Q What do you mean “in it's entirety’? 

4 It means that we are not abandoning our 


thoughts about the overall program despite the vote, and 
that we will come at that in another way. 


Q John, the Contra program has been a main 
component of U.S. policy in Central America. If you don't 
get the money before it runs out, and it’s running out 


very quickly, is there discussion that's been going on 
here as to adjustments that will be necessary to make up 
for the loss of that military, paramilitary component of 
our policy? 


a Well, as I sav, the Administration feels 
strongly about the desirability of the whole Central 
American program. Just how it will seek to achieve those 
ends, I will leave to the White House to indicate. 


Q John, would you expect that that part of the 
program would wind down while the Administration decides 
how to go about funding it, or would you anticipate that 
action by the Administration will take place in such a way 
with such a timing schedule so as to keep the program 
active? 


a I can't predict, Ralph. I've seen the same 
reports you have about the funding in place, and when that 
funding will run out, and so forth and so on; but I can't 
give you a scenario. 


Q Do you have anything on the talks yesterday 
in Mexico between the United States and Nicaragua? 


a No. Im accordance with the agreement that 
the Secretary of State made with the Nicaraguan officials, 
we're not making announcements or indicating the substance 
of those talks. 


We did, as did the Nicaraguans last night, 
confirm that the meeting had been held, confirmed that it 
had been held in Mexico, and confirmed that Ambassador 
Shlaudeman heads our delegation, and Mr. Tinoco heads the 
Nicaraguan delegation, and those were the points that were 


agreed upon. 
Q Are they continuing their talks today? 


a I don't have anything for you on where we 
are today. 


Q John, can you clarify the role, or the lack 
of role, of the Mexicans in the conversation? 


4 I really cannot. You've drawn your 
attention before to the Mexican Foreign Ministry's 
clarification of the role it would play, and the 
Statement, I think, by the Mexicans that they would not be 
at the talks. And I thirk« there have been reports, 





which you probably have seen today, namely, that Mr. 
Sepulveda, who was there at the initial stage to introduce 
the American and Nicaraguan delegations and then return to 
Mexico City. 


Q But there were some reports that there was a 
Mexican reporter present, not participating in the 
Giscussions. I don*t mean a news reporter; I mean a 
government official who was there listening and taking 
notes, or something of that nature. 


a No, don’t have anything on that for you. 
Q Could you take that? 


A I think -- I know how frustrating this is 
for you and for me, but I think that the Secretary's rule 
will prevail, that we really aren't going to be very 
forthcoming about what, in theory, are supposed to be 
private kinds of talks. 


Q But, John, on Barrie’s question, can you 


either confirm or deny the presence of any foreian 
national at that meeting besides the Nicaraguans and -- 


“ No, I cannot give you anything further on 
the -- other than those facts that are agreed on between 
ourselves and the Nicaraguans. 


Q Could you be any more forthcoming on mere 
detail such as the size of the delegations? 


os No. I put that very -=- question very 
specifically, and I'm afraid I have to operate within the 
guidelines agreed upon. 


Q (Inaudible) 





x Can't even tell you what the shape of the 
table is. 

a Can you *‘ on -- 

ny Don't know i. there is a table. (Laughter) 

Q Can you comment on the impact of yesterday's 


vote in the Senate, the impact that it will have on these 
negotiations? 


A No, I can‘t. 
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Q You mentioned before, in connection with the 
vote on the Contra, that -- I didn’t get your exact words, 
but it‘’s something like “we'll go about it in another 
way.” How do you go about getting monev in another way 
except by going through Congress? 


2 Obviously, we're going to operate within the 
confines of the law. In general, yesterday's action 
reflected a procedural decision which recognizes that we 
continue to have substantive interest in the region, and 
that the issue remains to be dealt with at a later date. 


The Administration remains strongly committed to 
securing passage of all elements of its Central American 
program. 


Q But when you said “*in another way® voefore, 
dic you in any way mean to imply that you would use funds 
from some other source to take care of this particular 
problem? 


a No. What I meant to imply, and what I think 
I said, was that the Administration feels strongly about 
this; seeks to ensure passage of the total package. But 
how that will come about, I can't spell out for you. 


Q Can you say -- are you referring, when you 
Say that you want to deal with this at a later date, to 
the $21 million *&84 Supplemental, or are you referring 
mo.e generally to the survival of the program in Fiscal 
Year ‘85? 


a I think the former. I think basically 
that’s what we're addressing. 


Q John, earlier, when this issue was discussed 
about the Contra, money to the Contra, there were talks -- 
think the report was in The Washington Post that the 
United States is asking some friendly countries to 
possibly sponsor this or foot the bill for the Contra. Do 
you still have this under consideration, or -- 





‘s I didn’t see that story in The Washington 
Post, but let me go back <-- 





Q A few months ago. 


A A few months ago? 








Q Yes. 


s Well, then, let me also refer you back a few 
months ago, I think, to some language which we used very 
specifically on that point about suggestions that the 
United States was involved in an approach to other 
countries, and we denied that story. 


Q New subject? 
x Sure. 
Q John, what cole does the Department or the 


Interests Section in Havana have in talks between Mr. 
Jackson and Fidel Castro, specifically in regard to the 
release of some political prisoners? 


aM I cannot answer that question, Mike, as to 
what role, if any, they‘re playing on the ground. As you 
know, Reverend Jackson was in seeing Department officials, 
I think specifically Under Secretary Armacost, twice 
before he went; the question of prisoners was raised in a 
very general sense. No numbers were mentioned, no 
specifics were mentioned. But I really don’t know what 
role the Interests Section is playing. 


Q Is the Department or the Interests Section 
prepared to act speedily to bring these people out if they 
are released? 


x If there should be action by Cuba, as I 
think we said yesterday, sure, we would act speedily to 
help then. 


Q What are you doing to prepare for that 
possibility? 

a I don’t nave any thing for you on that, Mike. 

Q John, these are Cuban political prisoners? 

A It is my understanding that they are Cuban; 


that’s correct. 


Q And are they Cuban political prisorers 
deemed to have some relationship with the United States 
before? 


A I can't specify, Marvin, what they're being 








held for. 


Q Isn't -- aren't some of these Americans? If 
not all of the 21, Americans? 


a I'm aware of that report, Bernie, but I -- 
the information I have is that -- it's a little difficult 
because no specific numbers or individuals were discussed 
during Mr. Jackson's visit here. But of this 21 figure 
that is being mentioned, our information, or the 
information that was given to me, is that there are no 
Americans among those, but I'm not being final about that 
Statement. That's the information we have at the moment, 
because we don't know which prisoners are being talkecd 
about. 


Q John, do you have any statistics that gives 
uS a better handle on the pr.soner question? That is to 
Say, the number of American prisoners that are being held, 
for whatever combination of reasons, in Cuba? 


A I don't in my head, bdut let's see if we 
could pull something together for you on that. 


Q John, none of these people is a hijacker? 

4 Are any of them hijackers? I honestly don't 
Know, 

Q You don't know about it? 

4 I really don't. 

Q Jonn, you're preparea to act expeditiously 
on the release of *X" number of prisoners -- Cubans, 


Americans, what-have-you? 


a What we assume to be Cuban political 
prisoners. 


Q What does that mean? You give them visas to 
come to the United States? 


oy I think we would facilitate their entry. 
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Q Do you have anything more on Mr. 
d‘Aubuisson's schedule? Has he asked for any meeting with 
American officials? 


a He certainly has not asked any -- that I'm 
aware of -- he's not asked anybody in the State 
Department, and I‘m pretty sure that would include anybody 
at any high level. I don't think he's asked anybody, 
period, but there are a lot of people in the State 
Department. One cannot always rule out the possibility 
he's asked somebody that we don't know about. 


Q Any d‘Aubuisson guidance at all today? 

“ Nothing beyond the -- nothing beyond our 
discussion of yesterday. 

Q John, can you -- 

Q John, go back on the Cubans, please. Is 


this just an open number you're prepared to deal with? 


Qf Well, I think we will look at the snecifics 
Surrounding particular individuals. 


Q You're prepared to open -- meet them with 
open arms? 


a I think it will depend on the character of 
their alleged crime and what we know about them. 


Q But you're not -=- a moment ago you indicated 
that there would be what amounted to automatic visas of 
the Cuban political prisoners to the U.S. Is that what 
you mean to say? 


4 I'm not suggesting that this is a blanket, 
open admission for everybody in Cuban prisons who is 
released, but I'm suggesting that of this group that 
Reverend Jackson is describing as a group of 2l, it's our 
understanding -- obviously, we would look at those 
individuals, but it's our understanding that in that 
particular group that he's talking about, we woulc be 
helpful in facilitating their entry. 


Q On Jackson's trip, with respect to El 
Salvador -- 


A Uh=-hum. 
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Q In looking at the FBIS reports of what 
happened, I still have the impression that the FDR/FMLN 
representatives said that they would be willing to 
negotiate a cease-fire, and that that is something new. 


How does the United States feel about that and 
Duarte's apparent rejection of that possibility? 


A Well, I think -- I don‘t think we are going 
to parse President Duarte's response. He said what he 
Gid. He alluded to the problems that continue to persist 
in El Salvador and reiterated his position on talks with 
the folks who are out there in the jungles with the guns. 


Q But as I understand it, according to State 
Department guidance provided late last week, your 
understanding of Duarte'’s position was tnat he was 
rejecting any dialogue with guns on the table. That's his 
expression that you also quoted. 


Now, my understanding of what the FDR/FMLN said 
earlier this week was that they were willing to take the 
guns off the table in a cease-fire which would remove the 
preconditions set by Duarte. I don't understand -- does 
the United States have a position as to whether that's a 
step forward? 


a Well, I think we're obviously going to rely 
very heavily on President Duarte's appraisal of the 
Situation. He just won election. He has the mandate of 
the people. He is aware of the perils. He is aware of 
the history of these folks who are now making these 
statements, and statements and counter-statements they've 
made in the past, so I think we will lean very heavily on 
his analysis. 


Q John, if d'Aubuisson requests a meeting with 
senior Department officials, would senior Department 
officials be willing to meet with him? 


A I think that's a littie hypothetical at this 
Stage, Greg, and we'd have to wait and see if he asks 
anybody and who he asks and what their schedule might be. 


Bob? 
Q Did -=- I wasn't here yesterday, so maybe 


you've answered this question, but has anyone asked why 
the United States granted him a visa, in view of the -- 
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(laughter) -- reports about him? 


A That did crop up yesterday. (Laughter) 
Yeah, yeah, yeah. 


Q On d‘Aubuisson again -- 

Q Wait a minute. 

Q I'm sorry. 

Q Wait a minute. He's ready to go today. 

Q Oh. He's going to go. 

Q What is it that -- 

a Let me say, Bob, that I was so pleased with 


the way I answered that yesterday that I think I'll stand 
on the words today. 


Q On -- I assume you've now disposed of the 
guestion to Bernie's satisfaction. 


a I thought I detected total satisfaction on 
Bernie's face. Yes. 

Q Well, he's smiling. I can see that. What I 
was wondering is -- 

Q I'm admiring the acrobatics. 

os (Laughter ) 

Q Did - when did Ambassador Pickering and his 
wife leave the country -- leave El Salvador? 

on Uh -- 

Q Was it before or after Walters arrived on 


the scene, and did Duarte leave at the same time? 


x Well, let me try to remember the -- 
Q Pickering left with us. 
A Yeah. But I'm trying to -- but there have 


been a number of trips. Is your question basically when 
Gid he come back to the United States for the visit on 
which he is now present? Is that your question? 
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Q No. This isn't d'Aubuisson; this is -- 


= Well, he came -- it seems to me that he was 
here, obviously, with President-elect Duarte on that trip; 
and then after the inauguration he came back, and I'm not 
Sure that he's been back to -- I think he's still on 
leave, and I think he's not been back to Salvador since he 
returned on the Secretary's plane. 


Q Is there any suggestion that part of the 
reason that Walters went down there related not just to a 
threat with respect to our Ambassador in San Salvador, but 
also to a threat on the life of President Duarte? 


“ Well, let me say what I said about the trip 
of the Presidential emissary yesterday, and that is, 
obviously, we're not going to get into that substance. 

But I'm not aware of the other matter you raise, Jim. I'm 
not aware of anything on that. 


Q There's a story today quoting Senator Helms 
as saying that he had seen information of some kina 
Suggesting that the orders for the assassination came from 
another country. Is that correct? 


A I don't -- 
Q Can you tell us which country? 
A I don't -= I assume if Senator Helms is 


correctly quoted, that ne would be referring to classified 
information, and therefore I wouldn't want to get into 
that. 


Oh, well _—— 


—O 


Q Should he be? 

o Did you say, “Should he be?" 

Q I said, “Should he be?* 

4 I wouldn't respond to that question. 

Q John, question on the Gulf: Can you tell us 
whether the U.S. is considering supplying the same sort of 
communications between Saudi Arabia and other Gulf States 


as it is considering supplying for Saudi Arabia and Kuwait 
regarding the dissemination of AWACS information? 
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- I'm not aware of that, Ralph, and certainly 
don‘t have anything on that for you today. 


Q What about the Egyptian thing, that they are 
preparing for a new initiative in the war -- to end the 
war? Do you have any idea about that? 


o I've seen those reports, and, obviously, the 
United States would welcome any initiative that has the 
effect of bringing that war to a conclusion. 


Q John, there was an answer posted to a 
question yesterday about Kuwait has a request from the 
United States Government for arms. Is there a request 
from the United States Government to -- 


To the United States. 
Q Excuse me? 


A From Kuwait -- a request to the Unitec 
States from Kuwait? 


Q To the United States. Yes. From Kuwait to 
the United States. 


Q yes. I think we've had discussions with 
Kuwait and suggested that that’s something we're working 
on. Sure. 


Q Thank you. 


Q John -=- wait a minute, wait a minute. I 
understand that -- 


Q This better be good. 


Q I understand that Ruckelshaus has announced 
that the U.S. and the Soviet Union are reinvigorating, or 
reopening, an agreement on an exchange of environmental 
information. 


I was wondering if you had anything on that, and 
also any reaction to TASS's denunciation of Richard Burt's 
performance yesterday? 


a I don't have anything on the -- I saw the 
Ruckelshaus report. On Secretary Burt's testimony 
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yesterday, I don't have any response to the TASS 
pronouncement. I did talk with Mr. Burt this morning, and 
he made it clear that he was reiterating U.S. positions. 
There was no shift in what he had said in his testimony. 


Q John, do you have anything, briefly, on 
Guatemala, with the election at the end of the week, and 
the withdrawal -- 


A I'm afraid I don‘t. 
Q Nothing. 
a No. 


Q Could I pick up Barrie’s question? Isn't 
there some significance in the fact that, notwithstanding 
the current strain, the U.S. and the Soviets have gotten 
together on this environmental package? 


a Well, I think, Bernie, as various officials 
in the Administration have made the point, there are -- 
che problem is not avenues of communication. There are 
talks and discussions going on at various levels about 
various things. Some of them, perhaps, you would consider 
rather mundane, and, certainly as we have said on the 
major questions of nuclear arms reduction -- INF and START 
-- there is no movement, but there are certainly 
discussions. 


AS you know, the Secretary and Ambassador 
Dobrynin had discussions -- long discussions -- three 
hours of talks on a variety of issues between the two 
countries, so it isn't as though there is no discussion 
anc no movement. There is some movement on some issues, 
but perhaps are not considered of extraordinary 
Significance, 


Q John, does the United States Government have 
any position or comment about the Israeli Government 
appointing four mayors in the West Bank as replacement to 
the four mayors who were elected democratically but were 
expelled by Israel? 


A I'm afraid I don't. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:37 p.m.) 
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DPC #114 


(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 
WEDNESDAY, JUNE 27, 1984, 1:00 P.M. 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, all. I have a 
couple of housekeeping announcements, and a short 
statement on the Indian situation. 


First, Elliott Abrams, Assistant Secretary of 
State for Human Rights and Humanitarian Affairs, testified 
today on human rights abuses in Cuba before the House 
Subcommittee on Human Rights and International 
Organizations. That testimony is available in the Press 
Office. 


Second, next Monday at 2:00 o'clock in the 
afternoon there will be a briefing here in the Briefing 
Room on the forthcoming meetings of ASEAN -- the 
Association of Southeast Asian Nations -- and ANZUS -- 
Australia, New Zealand and the United States. That 
briefing will be ON BACKGROUND. 


Q What time is that? 
x 2:00 o'clock, Monday. 


Finally, a statement on the Indian situation. 
The Press Trust of India has alleged that the Central 
Intelligence Agency has been training Sikh separatists at 
bases in Pakistan. There is absolutely no truth to these 
reports whatsoever. They are irresponsible. 


As we have said many times before, the United 
States strongly supports the unity, the integrity, and the 
Stability of India. Turmoil in India is directly contrary 
to our well known and longstanding interest in South Asian 
regional stability. 





Q Copy? 


Q On that statement, have we raised that 
matter with the Indian Government as well, because I think 
Prime Minister Gandhi has accused foreign governments, 
with a strong implication of the U.S., in this whole 
business? 


A Well, I'm sure the Indian Government is well 
awar’ ~f our position and our rejection of these charges 
as r..s2ense and irresponsible. 


Q The Indian Government has raised this matter 
with this government? 


a I'm mot getting into the back and forth on 
it, Mike, but I'm -- if the question is, are they aware of 
our viewpoint and our total rejection of these ridiculous 
charges, the answer to that is yes. 


Q Was there a back and forth on this? 


A I said I'm not getting into our back and 
forth, if there was any. 


Q Oh. 


Q John, do you have the names of the prisoners 
who are going to be released in Cuba? 


A I do not have the names of the prisoners. 
AS you know, Reverend Jackson has announced that 22 will 
be released, but we do not know which they are. For your 
information -- I was doing a little research, which is one 
reason we began the briefing late -- according to the 
latest information we have, there are 35 Americans 
currently being detained in Cuba. Of that number, eight 
are dual nationals holding both Cuban and American 
nationality, and they're being held on charges ranging 
from drug offenses to homicide -- those eight. 


Cuban authorities regard these dual nationals as 


Cuban citizens, and U.S. consular access to them has not 
been permitted. 


Four of the remaining American prisoners are 
being held on hijacking charges, but we don't have 
anything on the identity of the specific ones. 
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So we start off, on the basis of the latest 
information we have, with 35 Americans. Eight of them are 
dual nationals. That gets you down to 27. Four of those 
are hijackers. That gets you down to 23. And what the 
discrepancy is between the 22 that are announced and the 
23 that we think are there, I just can't help you. We 
don't know the answer. 


Q John, yesterday the Department said there 
were 36, so maybe that's part of the -- 


A No. That's not -- we are -- I'm giving you 
a 35 figure as of today, so I'm telling you where we are 
as of today. 


Q John, for clarification of the thing -- I'm 
a little confused -- you say 35 Americans detained. Eight 
are dual nationals -- . 


a Right. 


Q Then you said they're being held on charges 
ranging from drug offenses to homicide. 


A Yes. 


Q Does that refer to the 35 or to the subgroup 
of eight? 


a That refers specifically to those eight. 
Now, I'm not suggesting that those aren't the same charges 
that some of the other 23 are being held on -- indeed, 
they are -- but I don't have those charges. We don't know 
what the specifics are on those. 


Q Normally, the U.S. -- well, I guess they're 
American citizens, but are there any charges pending 
against any of these Americans in this country? 


x There are warrants for the arrest of some of 
those 23, and how that will prove out -- 


Q 23? 
a Well -- 
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A They say they're going to produce 22. I's 
giving you the best figures we have on who we think is 
there. 


Q But you're saying -- 


a Of that 23, and, therefore, presumably of 
the 22, a number of them have warrants for their arrest, 
and you, I guess, ought to yo the Department of Justice to 
see how that particular situation would be handled. 


Q John, you don't know at the moment, if I 
understand you correctly, whether the 22 are simply the 35 
minus the 12 that you mentioned, or some of the 12 -- 


a We don't know -- 
Q -- dual-nationals -- 
oy We don't know what the 22 -- even as we 


Speak, our Interests Section in Havana is working, 
presumably with Cuban officials and with members of 
Reverend Jackson's staff, to determine who these 22 are. 
And, as soon as they can get to the processing of then, 
they will, and that could be as early as today. 


Q How many would you say legitimate political 
prisoners are there in this group? 


x So far as we know, there are not political 
prisoners. That is the disparity between what I told you 
yesterday and what is happening today. When Reverend 
Jackson came in to talk with Under Secretary Armacost, 
while he did not discuss numbers and while we had no lists 
of names, nevertheless, he was talking about Cuban 
political prisoners. 


What apparently has happened is that there has 
been no action on those Cuban political prisoners, but 
instead Mr. Castro has agreed to release a number of 
Americans held on various charges or sentenced and having 
been processed and being held in Cuban jails. And, 
naturally, we regret that there hasn't been any action on 
the political prisoners. 


Q Political prisoners -- you're saying that 
none of the 35, as far as you're concerned, could be both 
American and political prisoners? 





a So far as I am aware, John, yes. 


John, a couple of questions, if I may: all 
of those released, 22 or 23, will be given visas to return 
to the U.S.? 


a Well, they don‘t need visas. They are 
American citizens, so it’s automatic. There is no problem 
about their reentry. 


Q What is the point you're making here, that 
Jackson failed to carry out what he had explored as the 
subject with Armacost? Because, are you suggesting that 
in his talks with Armacost, Jackson never raised the 
question of the pursuit of the American prisoners in Cuba? 


M I'm not aware that he did, Bernie. I'm not 
saying there's a failure. I'm saying, naturally we are 
always pleased when an international humanitarian effort 
succeeds, and we are pleased that families will be 
reunited in the case of these Americans. We have an 
interest throughout the world in the fate of Americans 
held in jails in various countries, particularly in 
sub-standard jails, which certainly Cuban jails, I think, 
would be presumed to be, in relation to American jails. 
So that's a broad interest we have. Having said that, of 
course, we're regretful that there was no action on the 
political prisoners. 


Q Can I follow up, please? What is the State 
Department's view on the involvement of Jackson in this 
whole area of what might fall under the broad headline of 
’ erican foreign policy above and beyond the agreement, 
going beyond the prisoners -- the agreements or the 
announcements he made following his meeting with Castro? 


a Well, as you know, Rev. Jackson was in the 
State Department before he went to Cuba and to other 
countries in Central America. He was briefed and informed 
us of where he was going. 


He has been in touch with our Interests Section 


in Havana, and presumably would want -- we would certainly 
be interested in talking with him when he gets back. 


Q Are you suggesting that he has advanced 
Cuban-American relations? 
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2 No, I'm simply stating the fact that we're 
always happy when a humanitarian effort succeeds, and as I 
say in the case of -- 


Q John, on a couple of specifics: One, what 
is the State Department reaction to his proposal, which 
Castro accepted, pending U.S. Government approval, of an 
immediate exchange of ambassadors? And, two, Castro seems 
to have altered the Cuban message that he had sent to the 
State Department a couple of weeks ago. He seems now 
Willing to discuss these migration questions, including 
the Mariel undesirables before the elections. 


Do you have any comments on that? 


Q Yes, on the question of an exchange of our 
ambassadors and indeed even on the broader question of the 
suggestion of a visit here by Mr. Castro, I think what we 
have to do is to take into consideration Cuban actions. 
We would like to see Cuba return to the family of nations 
in Latin America and Central America. We would like to 
see Cuba pursue policies that would be good for the Cuban 
people, that would be good for Central America, and good 
for the United States; but I think we would want to see 
some concrete examples of a change in Cuban behavior. 


The fact is that Cuba does support violent 
political change. Cuba does act, has acted, as a 
surrogate for the Soviet Union in such places as Angola 
and Ethiopia; and the fact is that Cuba does export 
subversion and revolution in Central America, and we would 
like to see a change in that kind of behavior, and that's 
the kind of change I think that we would like to see take 
place before we get to the question of an exchange of 
ambassadors or visits. 


On the question of the Mariel boat people, yes, 
that does seem to be 4 change in position. We, of course, 
have said that we are very interested in discussing this. 
It is the Cubans who have hitherto said that they did not 
want to raise this with us until after the election. If 
Mr. Castro is now saying that he is ready to sit down and 
talk with us about that right away, well, we're certainly 
ready. Indeed, I think you'll find that the head of our 
Interests Section in Havana, Mr. Ferch, raised this with 
Mr. Castro after the press conference that was given by 
Reverend Jackson and Mr. Castro. 


Q Can we get a copy of as much as you can give? 





A I'm afraid you can't because you're 
listening to me, and not to written words. 


Q You say he raised it directly? 

Q -- on the answer to the first question it 
seems -- 

a On the numbers? 

Q No, no, no, with respect to what you 


expected from Cuba. 


A That's what I say, I'm afraid you can't 
because you‘re listening to me; I'm not reading. 


Q John, can we -- 
Q One more clarification, please? You talk 
about -- as I say after you weed out the dual nationals, 


you come down with a figure of 23. 

Q Now, did I understand you to say that of 
your number of 23, at least some of them, or is it all of 
them, or what, have arrest warrants pending against them 
in this country? 


A No. Some of them have arrest warrants 
pending against them. 


Q How many? 


x I can't give you that figure. We're still 
working on getting that. 

Q Are a large number of them drug-related? 

Mh Some of them are drug-related. 

Q (Inaudible) 

M We might, but we haven't seen -- I mean, 
we've got to look at the names of who they're -- 

Q your intention is to do so, when you -- 

A We'll do the best we can as this moves 
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along. Our communication with Havana is not of the 
swiftest from the State Department. As you know, we have 


only an Interests Section there. It takeS quite a while 
to get even a phone call. 


Q (Inaudible) -- list of names. If you're 
looking at the list to try to figure out who's got charges 
against him, it seems to me you must have a list of names 
of -- which varies at most by one name from the Cubans' -- 


I mean, I'm not sure how you can say, on the one 
hand, that you don't have a list of who is beiny released, 
and on the other hand -- 


a No. What I'm saying is that I do not have 
for you a list of who is being released. When that -- 


Q -- only because your list differs from their 
list by one name, isn't that the case? 


q Not necessarily. This is an area fraught 
with some uncertainty. There are privacy considerations 
in the case of some of them, so we're not going to give 
you a list of everybody we think is in jail in Havana. 


Q I was trying to get at the question of, how 
do you know, if you don't have a list of names of who is 
being released -- how do you know any of them have charges 
Or arrest warrants pending against them -- either you do 
or you don't? 


a Maybe our deduction is wrong, Ralph. We 
think we know who 23 people are, and maybe you don't 
accept our view; but of those 23 -- and we assume that a 
fair number of them would be among the 22 released -- we 
are confident that there are some charges against some of 
them. But if you don't want to accept that, fine. 


Q Can you tell us whether in the conversation 
Mr. Armacost had this morning with Havana there were any 
exchanges of names in that conversation? 


a I do not think there were. Mr. Armacost 
talked with Reverend Jackson this morning, and I do not 
think there were any names given. 


Q John, can you address this question of the 
Logan Act and how it might apply to this situation? 
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A I really can't. As I say, Reverend Jackson 
conferred with the State Department before he went, has 
kept in touch with the Interests Section, and I don't have 
anything -- there doesn't seem to be any contravention of 
legislation. 


Q John, can you clarify one thing? You 
obviously -- you have made clear that the United States 
has its own agenda -- Cuba stopping its export of 
revolution, arms to Nicaragua, et cetera -- 


Q Are you saying -- this is where I'm a little 
bit unclear -- that if Mr. Castro were willing to discuss 
that agenda, the United States would be willing to 
participate in higher-level talks? 


* Well, “discuss that agenda® is a little -- 


Q Well, to talk about what we want to talk 
about. 


y I think we are interested in a change of 
behavior. The problem with Cuba is not one of 
communication. People say, "Well, why don't you restore 
Giplomatic relations?" There is an Interests Section 
there; there is communication. Mr. Ferch has good 
communication with Cuban officials there, and we have 
channels of communication elsewhere. The problem is not 
the channel of communication; the problem is Cuban 
behavior. 


Q What you're saying then, in effect, is that 
the behavior has to change before there can be any 
higher-level talks? 


a I'm saying that when you raise such 
questions as exchanges of ambassadors, the restoration of 
Giplomatic relations, visits by Mr. Castro, I'm saying 
that for that kind of activity to take place, I think we 
would have to see a change in Cuban behavior. 


Q John, following on that, when the interests 
sections were first opened, which was in the Carter 
Adminstration, the then U.S. Government listed three 
conditions -- three or four -- for the raising of this to 
full exchange of diplomatic relations, and I have not 
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heard anybody, to my knowledge, since the Administration 
changed, contradict them. The other two that are -- the 
other conditions involved agreement on the scatus of Cuban 
forces in Africa, which seems to be covered by yours, the 
settiement of all U.S. claims against Cuba of a financial 
nature, and the third one was the improvement of the human 
rights situation within Cuba. 


A Uh-huh. 

Q Does what you say meet, encompass, all those 
conditions? 

A I think all those conditions -- 

Q All those conditions still stand? 


A I think those are all still appropriate. 
There certainly are claims against Cuba by U.S. citizens. 
I'm not specifying a priority list in which certain things 
have to be done, at which times there would be a certain 
action taking place. But certainly, that claim of U.S. 
citizens against Cuba would have to be borne in mind. 


Q -- recognized by the Foreign Claims 
Commission? 

a Yes. 

Q Do you think this release is the beginning 


of a change in the Cuban behavior? What do you think Mr. 
Castro's motives are? 


M I think it's very early to judge. I think 
Mr. Castro has released a number of Americans who are 
serving sentences in Cuban jails. That is the fact of the 
matter, 


Q Could you just be a little more helpful on 
this business of the political prisoners? Was it the 
State Department's impression that he was going to try to 
obtain the release of some Cuban political prisoners and 
has not; or that was the State Department impression, from 
what you learned from Mr. Jackson before he went, that he 
was going to obtain the release of these Americans? 


M Well, certainly, the question raised with 
Mr. Armacost was political prisoners, and I don't want to 
speak for Reverend Jackson and what he hoped to do, but I 
think that certainly was a factor that was raised. 
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Q Cuban --~- 


A Yes, political prisoners; Cuban political 
prisoners. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Filing break? 
A Piling break? Sure. 


Q Can I take you back to an earlier question? 
Do you have any kind of assessment on this personal 
Giplomacy that Jackson has undertaken? 


Does it -- to what degree does it affect, 
negatively or positively, U.S. foreign policy, U.S. policy 
specifically toward Cuba? 


a No, I really don't, Bernie. As I say, we 
have set out the kind of scenario that we think ought to 
unfold for us to embark on the kind of dramatic change 
that's been suggested here, namely, restoration of 
Giplomatic relations, and that kind of thing. And I think 
you have to look at each piece on a case-by-case basis; 
and what we have seen -- well, we haven't actually seen it 
yet, but what we're talking about, is the release of a 
number of Americans in Cuban jails. 


Q John, was Jackson in touch with anybody at 
the State Department or the upper levels of government 
yesterday in advance of his press conference in Havana? 
In other words -- 


M No, I don't think so. I think he placed a 
call and I think that call was -- or we attempted to 
return it but he had already gone into his meeting with 
Mr. Castro by the time that call got through. 


Q So he was never able to consult with, say, 
Armacost on whether you'd want these people and the 
modalities, the whole -- the change in the nature of the 


prisoners he was going to bring back? 

A Well, he certainly didn't speak with Under 
Secretary Armacost yesterday, and I do not think he -- I'm 
fairly sure he did not speak with Under Secretary Armacost 
in Cuba -- while he was in Cuba. 


Q John, do you have a range of how many years, 
how far back the 22 or 23 might have been imprisoned? 


A I don't, Bernie. 


Q You don't? 


A I don't. What we will do is work on that in 
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the course of the afternoon, and as we get anything for 
you, we'll -- 


Q Could you tell us whether the United States 
has regularly, or whatever, interceded with the Cubans to 
bring about the release of these prisoners over the years? 
Have we tried to get those men out of jail? 


a I really can't answer that, Bernie. 
, Q You cannot answer that? 
A I do not know of my own knowledge. 
} Q Could you take that, please? 
4 Sure. 


Q Again, let me clarify something following 
Bernie's question. You don't know the range of years that 
the people who are being released are -- have been in 
Cuba. Do you know the range of years the people the U.S. 
knows to be in prison in Cuba? 


x I'm sure the appropriate officials do, yes. 

Q Is that something that you could make 
available? 

a No. 


Q Why not? 


a We will do the best we can in terms of the 
information available and also in connection with the 
Privacy Act, which is a big factor here. It's not awfully 
easy to get releases from people in Cuban jails. 


Q Do you have anything at all on, apparently, 
an incident in which a number of American reporters 
accompanying Jackson were detained -- 


A No, I don't. 


Q -- and locked in their room by Cuban 
authorities. 
a No, I do not. I must say, you have 


introduced a fascinating note into the briefing of which I 
was totally unaware. (Laughter) 
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Q I wonder if they were the political 
prisoners that -- 


A I haven't heard that one. 


Q Could I ask a question about D‘Aubuisson's 
visit this afternoon with Mr. Motley? 


A Sure, yes. 


Q Is he being received this afternoon as a 
representative of the Salvadoran Government? Is he being 
received as a private citizen from El Salvador? In what 
capacity is he seeing the Assistant Secretary of State 
this afternoon? 


a He's being seen because the request came 
through Senator Helms‘'s office for Secretary Motley to see 
him. That request came late yesterday afternoon, and I 
think that meeting will be 5:30 this afternoon. 


As you know, he holds a key role in Salvadoran 
politics and in the leadership of the opposition. We are 
much interested in the evolution of that process. And I 
think you should see his visit and his appointment with 
Mr. Motley within that framework. 

Q He is travelling with a diplomatic passport? 

4 That I cannot answer. 

Q Does he have bodyguards with him that were -- 


A That I cannot answer. I guess you better 
talk to him on it. 


Q Well, has the United States -- did the 
United States approve the entry, the visa applications of 
those people who he said would be arranging security for 
him while he was here? 

4 I do not know who's with him or we -- 


Q Can you look into that question? 


a I don't promise you very much on it. I 
mean, we're not going to give you a rundown of every 
Salvadoran citizen who applies for a visa to come to the 
United States. 
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Q The question is, apparently, that Vice 
President Bush wrote a note to George Miller, who had been 
threatened by one of -- a@ Representative in the U.S. 
Congress who had been threatened by one of Mr. 
D‘'Aubuisson's bodyguards, that they would never let 
anybody in who would in any way threaten -- could carry 
out such a threat, and there's some notion that he may be 
bringing just precisely that person with hin. 


2 I think probably you'd best ask him this 
afternoon if you're going to be seeing him, or ask those 
who are arranging his program here. 


Q Will General Walters be meeting with 
D‘Aubuisson tomorrow, and what time? 


a I think he might. I do not know what time. 
Do you have a time? As a matter of fact, it may not be 
set, but I think General Walters will meet with him 
tomorrow. 


Q What do you have on the Soviet journalists 
refusing to meet with -- 


Q Could I stay with that same subject, please? 


A Sure. 





Q On the Washington Post story about concern 
in the Administration of the plot possibly being launched 
against Pickering here, do you have anything on that? 

4 Not a thing. 

Q Additional guards for Pickering? 

4 Not a thing. 

Q In that connection, any unusual security 
precautions being taken in connection with Mr. 
D'Aubuisson's visit to the State Department today and 
tomorrow? 

A Not that I'm aware of. I don't know. 


Excuse me, yes? 


Q Do you have anything on the Soviet 
journalists refusing to meet with the Secretary today? 





16 


2 Well, that was an American Society of 
Newspaper Editor's Exchange program. Their visit here was 
sponsored by the ASNE. We regret that the Soviet 
journalists chose to rescind their request for a meeting 
with the Secretary, since we believe that the scheduled 
interview would have been useful in gaining a better 
understanding of each side's concerns and approached to 
problems to problems confronting U.S.-Soviet relations. 


As the President and the Secretary have stated, 
we are open and willing to talk with the Soviets in any 
number of channels. We regret this latest rebuff of our 
attempts to establish a deeper dialogue. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 

f Sure. 

Q Could we get that time for our press corps 
here? 

x I'm sorry, Bernie, could you -- 

Q Could we get that time for some of the 


members of the press here that the Secretary had set 
aside? (Laughter) 


M8 I suspect, given the Secretary's schedule, 
that that time has already been gobbled up, Bernie. 


Q John, what can you tell us about Eden 
Pastora’s visit to the United States? I understand he 
came in late last night or early this morning in a private 
plane into Florida? 


x I don't <= okay? 


Q Is he going to be seeing any members of the 
Administration in the next -- 


aK I do not think anything is set for him to 
see anybody in the Administration. I really don't have 
any details on his arrival. If you tell me he's here, so 
be it. Obviously, he is welcome in the United States, but 
I don't have any data on any appointments. I do not think 
any appointments have been set in the State Department for 
him yet. 
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Q Do you have any reaction to his expulsion 
from ARDE? 


4 No, I don't. 


Q On the Cuban prisoners, some of them have 
declined to sign waivers on the Privacy Act. Does that 
mean that their identities might never be released by the 
U.S. Government ? . 


a Well, that poses a real legal problem for 
us. And I'm sure that even as we speak, our legal experts 
are looking at that. 


Q You‘re not sure yet? 


M I'm always very hesitant in areas of 
international legal affairs. 


Q I'm intrigued that Pastora is always welcome 
here, but leaders of the Sandinista government are not 
always welcome. How do you explain that discrepancy? 

That is a government with which we have relations. 


a I think it is a somewhat different 
Situation. I'm just telling you what our attitude is 
towards Mr. Pastora. 


Q John, can you tell us, in connection with 
the people in Cuba, whether any of them on you list of 
people who are in jail were ever employees of the U.S. 
Government? 


MN I don’t know. I have no idea. 

Q Could you take that question? 

oy I really don't -- I think you've got to bear 
with us on tracking this story today under very difficult 
conditions. 


Q At whatever time, I mean, in the near future 
that -- 


oy I think I'll let you do the research on 
whether they were -- where they worked before they were 
sentenced. 
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Q Just for the record, would it be possible to 
get a readout on the D‘Aubuisson visit with Mr. Motley? 


a I don't -— let me take a look at that. I'm 
mot sure that we would have a readout. Mr. D'Aubuisson, 
of course, might well decide to say something. 


Q Can you tell us what the meeting is going to 
be about? 


a I don't know. It is at his request. The 
request came through Senator Helms‘s office, and Mr. 
Motley has a tough schedule today, but, nevertheless, has 
set it for late this afternoon. But I don't know what 
they'll talk about. 


Q Did Senator Helms have anything to do with 
the visa being granted to D‘Aubuisson? Was that at his 
request? 

a No, it was not at his request. 

Q Are you prepared to tell us now? I know 


you've said yesterday that you didn't have anything to say 
about that, about why that was granted. 


Q As I have said, Mr. D‘Aubuisson is an 
important opposition political party leader in Salvador. 
We have gone through an election in Salvador. Salvador is 
nudging its way to a more enduring form of democracy. We 
certainly hope that all the political parties will play 
the appropriate constitutional role in that process; and I 
think it was looking at Mr. D‘Aubuisson's activities and 
role in that regard that -- but certainly it must have 
been one of the factors in the visa decision. 


Q John, just so this question doesn't hang 
over us, can you say whether any of these prisoners were 
accused of espionage in Cuba? 


BN I do not know that of my own knowledge. But 
I do not think so. I think they are -- I think they're 
all criminal charges, and a lot of them are in the area of 
drug trafficking. 


Q Do you have anything today on any change or 
new expression of support for the continuing quest for 
Congressionally mandated aid to the Contras? 
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A Nothing beyond what I said yesterday. 
Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:30 p.m.) 


j 636 





DEPARTMENT ALD STATE 


a+ bees a ~~. oO. = 


DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


Thursday, June 28, i984 





INDEX 


SUBJECT PAGE 








ANNOUNCEMENTS 
AdDrams’ teStimoOny ON NicC@TAGua ceosscsccsccscseseseseses | 
Clark testizon Jt aliens re feenenrenenseneneaeeeenereeesetet ft ee emUcrhUrlhUrF l 
J.5.S5.Re 
Statement On Leonard Peltier cecsccsescsesecessssessses | 
CUBA 
Release of American prisoners and Cuban political 
prisoners; arrival time; arrangements for entry; 
meeting between Reverend Jackson and ArmacoOst eeeeese LHl5 
U.S. policy toward Cuba se fe feteeweeneneneneneeneneeeneneserteeserteteeeeee-* 7=l2 
Treasury restrictions; Supreme Court action .ecccessees L2=13 
GREEC 


ISRAEL 
Prisoner exchange with SyTid coccccccccessesesessessses L5 


Taba discussions with Egypt se ee eeenenenerteeneneneneneneeneeteeteteeeetet# * 13 
TERRORISM 
Terrorist group reportedly based in Iraq csccscccesesss 15-16 


PERSIAN GULF 
Continuation of Iran-Iraq war ese eereeneneneneeneneteneneenerteeeereeeee*. 16 


EL SALVADOR 
Meeting with Motley and G*AUDULISSON cescssccccssccsesess 17 
Reported d*Aubuisson visit to the U.S. in Sept. °83 ... 17=18 


NICARAGUA 
Tinoco/Shlaudeman talks se eereeeneeeneneneneeeeeenenenseeeeemeremhmhcrtmhlUcrmlUcrrmhUcrhUmr 19 
Pastora's Ue 7 visit se eeeneneneneneeeneneeneeeeenweeneenrem.sFremhmcrtmlUcrrmhUCUcrrlmhUchTC FF? FP TF 20 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


HE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 
THURSDAY, JUNE 28, 1984, 12:42 P.M. 


MR. ROMBERG: 
announcements. Avai 
pared testimony by As 
and Humanit arian Affa 
Jewish Appea 


O 
*Q 


afternoon. A couple of 

in the Press Office is the pre- 
t Secretary for Human Rights 
ott Abrams before the United 
hington. He is speaking on 

: cution and restrictions 


» 
p= 
jw 

o 


i 


U 
moo 
jw 
oD 

tr 


= m 
we 
une 


i. oe a 


> & 
4 ot 
7 vont 


Oo n 


3 ty @ 
c 
ee) 


| ed 


Ole is the prepared statement dy 

for Consular Affairs Joan Clark 

on the Judiciary, Subcommittee on 

and international Law. The testimony 


’ 
cluding and deporting aiiens. 


bv 
ua ¢T ef 


There will also be availaole later today a 

ent regarding the case of Leonard Peltier, who is 
an érican Indian. It is a case which TASS has tried 
in recent publications to equate with the Saxharov case. 
It is a pr retty sorry attempt and I'd refer you to that. I 
don't think that is s0ing to be available immediately 
after the briefing, but we will try and get it to you 
as SOON as we can. 


That's it for announcements. I will be haopy to 
take your questions. 
Q Alan, will you just bring us up on what 


arrangements are being made to greet Jesse Jackson's 
plane tonight, as far as reception of political criminals, 
Drisoners being held in Cuba? 


as Let me give you what I can on the whole 
Situation and try to answer most of your questions that 
way. 


First of all -- let's go to the American citizens 
first. We will maze available after the sed pe a list 
of the names of American citizen prisoners whose names 
have already appeared in the press, therefore under the 
Privacy Act we can do that, and who, accordine to our 
an 
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, that is, based on Reverend Jackson's staff, 
led to be released. 
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I would stress to you that as we have indicated, 
John indicated yesterday in the briefing, all this has 
got to be regarded as tentative until we have got people 


On the alane, and so on. 


One point contrary to the information we had 
yesterday: one dual Cuban-American national is among 
those to be released. Therefore, taking the arithmetic, 
apparently two American-born prisoners will apparently 
remain. As to who they are, because of Privacy Act 
waivers -- that is, the lack of Privacy Act waivers -- 

I cannot give you further information on them or 
possible reasons for their being held. 


As to arrival, the indications are that in terns 
of the Americ ans, that they are going to be released 
today, and that, according to our information, they will 
arrive at Dalles in Reverend Jackson's plane some time 
this evening, 10:30 - 11:00, but I ask you to be attentive 
to that if you plan on covering that, because I think that 
is still very tentative, and we hope to keep up with it 
Surselves, and we'll try to help you with that. 


On the procedures, we are working with the 
Department of Justice, with the Immigration and Naturaliza- 


tion Service, the FSI, and other agencies, tS arrange 
for the entry of these individuals into the United States. 


QO Are those the Cubans? 


A Iam sticking with the Americans ¢ the moment, 
but generally they may arrive together. I don't know how 
hat is going to work out in the end, Bernie. 


For the American citizens, other than for evidence 
of citizenship which the returning Americans will have, no 
further documentation will be required for an American 
citizen to enter the country. 


Those prisoners who have outstanding warrants 
against them in the United States will be taken into cus- 
tody by federal law enforcement officials when they arrive, 
and we have been, in terms of general procedures, we have 
been contacting the next of Kin in the United States and 
also we have been in touch with the Department of Health and 
Human Services to facilitate the return to the U.S. and 
Onward travel. 


I am told that the contact with Health and Human 
Services is basically precautionary to deal with anybody who 
may be destitute or needs med.cal care and doesn't have other 
ways of making arrangemen 
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As far as the Cuban political prisoners 
are concerned, as far as the general reaction, for humani- 
tarian reasons, we of course welcome this new development 
of the release of these 26 political prisoners, all of 
whom appear to be individuals who have been incarcerated 
for many years because Of their opposition to the policies 
of the Castro regime. 


We regret that not all political orisoners held 
in Cuban jails will be released. Arrangements are now 
being made for processing these political prisoners. We -- 
I say --I am not quite sure what the travel arrangements 
are going to be, but at this point, there is an expecta- 
tion that they will be coming to Dulles again this 
evening. I am not sure what the final plans are, and 
maybe Reverend Jackson will be talking about that, but possibly 
on his plane, possibly on another plane, again this evening 


.. = . on . . =a , ef . . . 
at the time I indicated, 16:30 cr 11:00, whatever that is. 


, in terms of a 
r you. We will 
l prisoners. 


Why don't I just stop. I 
i , that is basically what I hav 
ake that list available of the ooli 


Q Can we also get -- to the point you can there -- 
the statement you just read? 


A No. I don't know -=- can we do that? 
0 Make the list availaole -- 
A I think we are going to have to let you get 


that later, because I picked up a bunch of pieces to put 
together. 


0 Will you please go over that again, please, 
regarding the procedure on identification of American 
citizenship? 


A Well, they have -- I think the Embassy has 
been working with them -- or not the Embassy, our Interests 
Section has been working with them, and they will, pre- 
Sumably, have evidence of citizenship with them, and that 
is all they will need, the Anerican citizens, tha is all 
they will need to enter the country, is to show tnat 
citizenship. 


0 And the others who have entered -- 


A Let me go back to John for a second, and I 


will come back to you, Mike. 





2) What is this you sav? Did you say somethinc 
about a list of the Cuban prisoners? 

A We will make both lists available. 

Q Right after this boriefing? 

A Yes. 

Q On that, did I understand you to say you will 


make only, as far as the U.S. list is concerned, only those 
names that have already been publicized? 


A Well, no. . 

2) Will you have all the names? 

4 The list we are going to make available is 
what we understand to be the list of the 22 American 
citizen prisoners who have been released, or are being 
released. What I am saying to you is that ep today the 
legal problem in terms of Privacy Act, those names already 


have appeared publicly, so we are permitted to do that. 
That is my Only point on that. But, again, I would 
caution about the tentative nature of this stuff&. As 
you see, Our information Keeps changing, so -- 


0 Alan, can you give us a Dreakdown on the 
numbers, Or approximate numbers, of people who will be 
arrested and of the Americans who will be allowed to just 
go? 


4 No. I don't have anything further on that, 
beyond what John said yesterday. 


Q Do you know how many there are charges 
pending against? 


aa No, I don't. I have heard different figures 
which I don't feel free to give you, but there are dif- 
ferent figures, and that is one of the reasons, again, 
why I don't want to get into this. 


Q Can you give us the proportion? 


4 Ne. I don't think it is appropriate for me 
to do that. That is a law enforcement matter and I 
really don't want to do that. 
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Q What do you know about a separate plane -- 
do they need a separate plane? Do they have enough room 
On one plane? 


q No, I think they do not have enough room 
On one plane for the party, the accompanying oress, the 
American citizen prisoners, and the Cuban political 
prisoners. So, assuming that everybody is coming today, 
I think there is an assumption that indeed there will be 
a second plane. 


0 Will provision be made to provide a charter, or 
would this be a plane provided by the Castro government? 


4 Well, I understood that the Castro govern- 
ment had offered a plane, and so I think that is probdabdly 
what would hao 


Q You could accept that landing prob’em? 
5 That wouldn't be a voroblen. 
Q What is your number on the Cubans now? How 


many Cuban political prisoners? 


a Are being released? 

Q Yes. 

i Twenty-six. 

Q Twenty-six, and twenty-two Americans. 

A Correct. 

Q Is that including Mr. Vargas, one of the 


Original twenty-two? 


4 No, I don't believe so. 

Q He would make twenty-seven, wouldn't he? 

Ay Well, he was not a prisoner, still, was he? 
Q No, he was released in ‘82 December. 

Ay No. I think that is an additional number. 


Q So he is the twenty-seventh Cuban, but not 
a twenty-seventh political prisoner? 





A Well, I am going to leave it to you to put 
the categories. He is not one of the twenty-six, and he 
is not one of the twenty-two. Okay. 

0 What are the requirements for the political 


prisoners coming into this country in terms of documenta- 
tion and our acceptance of them? 


a Well, I don't have a great deal of detail on 
that. We are simply doing further checking at this point 
in terms Of -- I indicated we are processing at this point 
for their entry. We are checking all the information avail- 
able to confirm, indeed, that they are political prisoners, 
and, as I say, we think that that is indeed the case, and 
sO arrangements are being made. I cannot give you detail as 
to exactly how that administratively is being done. 


Q Is there any circumstance under which any of 
those people might not be allowed to come? 


t this point are 

ive you hard and fast, 
s, but that is not 

t 


4 I think the ind 
that that is not likely, b: 
tonight, eleven o'clock, ki 
the indication that I have 


Q Alan, do you happen to know, dy any chance, 
how they will confirm they are who they are? I mean, wiil 
they be carrying any kind of papers? 


A I don't know how the documentation will pro- 
ceed. A list of names has been provided, and that list is 
being checked out by various agencies in terms of their 
own requirements. 


Q On the numbers, Alan, yesterday's and today's? 
Are you saying that when the twenty-two are released, there 
will only be two U.S.-born Americans, I suppose -- 


A Well, other than those who are being held 
for hijacking. I refer you back to what John said yester- 
day, okay? I think he referred you, when he did the 
math, we ended up with twenty-three non-hijacking, non- 
dual national Americans, who were being held, and we 
expected twenty-two of those to be released. Since now 
we understand that one Cuban-American dual national 
is being released, that is where we are, with two. 


Q Do you have a number, or the number, of 


Cuban prisoners that are still in jail? 





A I do not. 

Q Or some idea of what -- 

A I don't have any idea. 

Q Alan, what will happen to the prisoners when 
they arrive, the Cubans? 

am I don't know precisely what will happen to 


them. I guess you would have to check with the Immigration 
authorities, but I am sure that people are concerned with 
the arrangements. I think a number of them have families, 
and sO on, and so they will probably want to be rejoined 
with those families rather quickly. There is no question 
of detaining them, or anything of that I am not 
aware Of any vending warrants for any of m, for 

example. 
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Q A followeup question, Alan. Yesterday there 
was a suggestion both here and at the White House that 
Jackson had failed in his mission because he hadn't ob- 
tained the release of any political prisoners. Are you 
prepared to offer your congratulations or otherwise 


qualify yesterday’s remarks? 


A Well, I don't think that we said that he 
failed. I think John simply took note of the fact that 
he had sought the release of political prisoners, and 
we regretted that that hadn't been successful. 


As a general comment on the significance of this 
act, we don't think that it reflects any basic change 
in Cuban policy. Our concerns about Cuba, as we indi- 
cated yesterday, relate to their behavior in support 
of revolution in this hemisphere and their role as 
a military surrogate of the Soviet Union in various 
places around the world. 


We see the release of these prisoners as essen- 
tially a humanitar‘an accomplishment by Reverend Jackson, 
rather than as a politically significant event. 


We are indeed pleased by the report which we 
talked about yesterday that Fidel Castro has agreed to 
our longstanding request to begin discussions on the 
return of the Mariel excludables, and we are seeking an 
early date for these taiks on migration procedures. 


Q Alan, can I follow up on that policy situa- 


tion? 





Q Can we get a copy of that? 


Yes, yOu will get a copy of that. 

Q On the policy, there was a suggestion from 
Cuba that Jesse Jackson also reached an agreement on th 
withdrawal of troops from Africa, Cuban troops from Africa. 
Have you had a chance to look into that? Is there any- 


thing new there? 


f Well, we had some guidance, which I'll refer 
you to, yesterday, but the basic point is that I think that 
there was nothing new in what was said in terms of Cuban 
troop withdrawal, and there is nothing new in our position 
on that. 


?) Nothing new to follow up on that. 


QL I think if you look at it, th 
there was that first you have to get implem 
and only after that would Cuban troop with 
addressed, and that is not the position we 


Q Alan, on the question of the humanitarian 
gesture, I am not sure I heard you correctly. Are you 
Saying that it was a humanitarian accomplishment by 

sverend Jackson? Are you also saying that it is a humani- 
tarian gesture by Cuba, and do you See it as any kind of a 


mk « ~~ - . 7 7 , 
gesture Sy Cuba to the U.S. as Sppo to Jesse Jacxson? 


A Well, I think the second part of what I said 
was that it was a humanitarian accomplishment by Reverend 
Jackson rather than a politically significant event, and I 
think that addresses the second part of your question. 


As to what Mr. Castro's motives were in releasing 
the twenty-six, I am not going to try to guess that. 


Excuse me, Mike, you have been trying to get one 
in. 


Q What provisions have you made for some people 
aboard the plane whom you are unaware they will be coming -- 
"undesirables," or whatever you want to call them. What is 
your attitude on that? 


A I am not aware that that is an issue, so I 
don't have anything to say about that. Barry? 





Q Alan, are you saying this doesn't open a 
possible line of communication with Havana, the Jackson 
accomplishment? 


os I think what we emphasized yesterday is that 
the issue is not channels of 


communication. Those exist. 
The issue is Cuban behavior, and that remains a problem. 


As far as the Mariel excludables are concerned, 
we are pleased that the Cubans have apparently changed 
their position from an unwillingness to discuss the 
issue until after November to moving it to now, 
gOing to pursue that, because we think that 
important thing to get to very early. 


and we are 
is a very 
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°) Well, apart from just humanitarian considerations, 
is this a practical example of the kind of human behavior 
you're looking for from Cuba? 


A Well, I think that the kinds of concerns that we 
talked about yesterday were what I mentioned also in that 
earlier statement. That is, we are concerned about their beha- 
vior in support of revolution in this hemisphere and role as a 
Soviet military surrogate elsewhere in the world. 


Q Could this be in any way the beginning of the 
end of the 22-year-old severed relations between Cuba and the 
United States? 


A Well, I think I'll refer you back to what said 
about not seeing this as a politically significant event at 
this point. You know, if Cuba were interested in doing the 
things we're talking about, that might be something different 
But let's see a chance in that behavior. 

Q Is Reverend Jackson going to be received by 
anyone here at State, or how is he going to be debriefed? 

4 Well, at this point there has been a 


back-and-forth between the Department and Reverend Jackson's 
staff about a meeting here tomorrow with Under Secretary 
Armacost. As you Know, he -=- Under Secretary Armacost met. 
with him two times before Reverend Jackson went on the trip 
and has talxed with him since he's been down there. 


And I can't tell you that that's firmly set. They 
were working on a time for tomorrow morning, and that's as far 
as I can take it. at this particular point. 


Q Alan, you're saying the staff -- not Jesse 
Jackson himself? 


By He did not -=- when they talked on the phone, 
they did not discuss meeting; they were discussing other 
things, so that the talk about arrangements on time and so on 
for a meeting has been held at the staff level. 


Q Alan, has the Jackson staff asked for a meeting 
with the Reverend Jackson and Secretary Shultz? 


A Well, what I‘ve seen in the press is that there 
was a request that he’s indicated he wanted to meet with the 
President and Secretary; and I think I'd have to refer you to 
the White House on that. 





ll 


But I think that the first step that we've talke 
about is we are looking forward to getting a readout from 
Reverend Jackson in that meeting tomorrow morning. 


Q You have nothing on him asking for a meeting with 
Shultz, is that right? 


Q Well, I°m not aware there’s a pending request at 
this point. 
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Q Just -=- I couldn’t hear ba 
Ked earlier whether you hac a number fo 
al prisoners in Cuba -- 


A NO. 
0 -- that remain. 


You have no idea. 
A No idea. 


Q And, also, ‘£ I could -= John, when he went 
through the criteria in the changes in the behavior by the 
Cuban Government that the United States was looking to yester- 
day included something about repression by the Cuban Government 
against its people. 


Now, would you say that that doesn’t fall under the 
category -- 


A No. I'm not trying to change what we said 
yesterday. I think that there was a question -- I think John Goshko 
may have asked that yesterday <= talking about some statements 
that were made at the time that the Interests Section was 
established in 1977 and whether those concerns remained valid. 
And I think that he indicated that they did and that they 
should follow policies which -- I refer you back to what John 
said; I*m not trying to change what he said. 





9 Well, let me rephra 


) ceil, : se it then. s i ot == is 
the change in behavior that we’re looking to toward Cuba to ane- 
liorate ties between the two countries confined to Cuba's 
foreign policy -- or export of revolution, subversion, et 


~ 


cetera -- 


Q -- and not so much to alleged repression of the 
Cuban people? 


various statements 


4 Well, I°ll refer you to the 
and give you a nice 


<— © 


. + ’ " 
which were mace. I°m not going to tr 
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checklist for you to work against. 
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Q I wonder if you have anything on any represen- 
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It was a question of whether we had anything to sa 
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stout representations we may have mace to the Greex Government 
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about terrorists anc bombings in Greece. Is that right? 
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break too. 


Ggment here whether today's Sup 
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Court decision wou 
Jackson just «ade? 


4 My understanding, Barry, is that == and I may be 
wrong on this -=- Sut my understanding is that the provisions of 
the Treasury regulations were in effect during the appeal pro- 
cess so that they obviously -- 


Q They’re not State? 








-- were not a barrier. They were in effect; 
that's iste I'm told. While the case was on appeal that the 
regulations remained in effect is what I was told. 


> 


re) Well, I hope that you won't consider it a 
hypothetical question, but would the State Department have 
liked to have had the Supreme Court decision in its pocket 


before Jackson's trip? 


A Well, I don't think that's an issue. 
Q I'd like to follow that, if I may. On what 


basis was Jackson traveling to Cuba? As a private citizen or 
what, if those regulations were in fact in place? 


"72 : = ~ T hs .. 
vate c Eizene 1 thank yo 
rran + a 


no -- I think you're looking for 
have done specifical lly and what 
's not something I'm 


re certainly in touch with us. We were 
2 S 


QO Well, the regulations talk about travel for 
official business, seeing relatives or members of the press. 


A Or if there is -- 
. Q Or if there's a waiver. 
® 
e A Yes. 
0 Is there a waiver? 
Ay Well, I don't know if there's a formal procedure 


or not, but I don't think there was any question involved here 
adout that. 


Q Alan, still it's not clear. If you consider the 
Steps taken by the Cuban Government, as a gesture towards 
Reverend Jackson or a gesture towards the U.S. -=- 


A Well, I think I'm going to stick to -- 


Q -- people. 


/- 1652 








A -- I think I'il stick with what I said om that. 
Bob? Let me go to your question about Greece. 


You're referring to -- there's a story in The Wall 
Street Journal this morning. 








0 Yes. 


A Let me say in general I'm not going to comment 
on the details of the article. I can confirm though that an 
individual who was held by the Greek Government for an alieged 
act of terrorism was subsequently released and we have made 
Our serious concerns about this known to the Greek Government. 


Q But you're not saying anything about whether or 
not there's a new and increased threat to airlines, airliners, 
now? 

A Well, apparently the FAA did issue a notice on 
May 4th warning airlines serving Athens that they could be the 
target of a sophisticated suitcase bomb, but I think you'd have 
to go to the FAA to get further details on that notice. 

0 Could I go back for just one second on what hap- 


ens tonight? You said chat agents would be there to make 
arrests for those who have outstanding warrants. 


a Right. 


Q Presumably, those people will be taken to some 
detention facility. Can you tell us what facility that would 
be? 


a Ralph, I don't have anything on any of that. I 
think to whatever extent that can be obtained, you'll have to 
check with Justice and see. 


Q And for the non-arrestees, are there any 
arrangements being made for housing overnight or for two nights 
Or something for any -- either the Americans or the political 
prisoners -- in the Washington area, in the event transportation 
is not available? 


4 As I said, Health and Human Services Department 
has been contacted for precisely the kind of thing -- in case 
there were not family arrangements or people don't have money 
or whatever. There's obviously attention to that issue. 


/-/663 
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Q Following that up, the charges -- will we honor 
the charges against them that they bring with them from Cuba? 


A No. The issue that would be addressed, in term 
of detention by U.S. law enforcement officials, are charges 
pending in the United States. 


Q So charges the Cuban Government has against 
these individuals will not be acknowledged by us? 


Q Well, I think that they've -- the Cubans have 
released them from prison. 





Q OK. 

Q On Syria, do you have any comment on the exchange 
of prisoners that took place today between Israei and Syria? 
Did the U.S. contribute any efforts to this achievement? 

a ? ll I am * < \ maetesat? soa Ant A -leramsa | 

a Ti ’ CAANAK MWaSszcCaaiy ve WOULCG WeELCcCoO =e == We Gao 
welcome -- this development on humanitarian grounds, and also 
because we believe that it will help to lower tensions in the 
area. 


5 ed 


So far as a U.S. role, this was an arrangement worked 
Out between those governments. You'd have to talk to them 
about the details. 


Obviously, we've been concerned about the prisoner 
issue, and we've talked about it before and s> on. But this 
was not something which we worked out; it's something they 
worked out. 


Q And any information on the meeting yesterday 
between Secretary Shultz and Minister Arens? 


A No. I don't have a readout on that. 
0 On The Wall Street Journal article, Alan =-- 





Q -- do you have anything on this May 15 group that 
it refers to? 


a Well, a little bit on it, I guess. 
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There is conflicting information regarding the 
whereabouts of that group, and I would note that the article I 
think talked about it being based in Iraq. I think the 
Government of Iraq has denied it, the group, has been present 
in Iraq in recent months. 


The group had apparently remained inactive between 
1982 and the recently reported operations. 


We don't have any evidence to suggest that the 
Government of Iraq was involved in this or in other operations 
of that group. 


<< 


bombings in northern Lebanon? 


? Alan, on Lebanon, do you have anything on the 


ay No. I don't have anything for you on that. 


Q To what country was this individual released, 
and did the U.S. have any evidence -- any independent evidence 
-- supporting charges against him? 


*, I don't have anything on the question of to what 
country the individual was released. We did provide evidence 
to the Greek Government, but I'm not going to be able to go 
into that. 


Q Alan, on the Gulf, any comment on the deaths 
that occurred on the Swiss or Swedish ship? I've forgotten 
which it was. 


A Well, in general, I can't confirm the reports of 
the attack. I've seen them, and I don't question necessarily 
what the press is saying; but the reports remind us that the 
tragic war between Iran and Iraq has claimed tens of thousands 
of victims. 


We deplore the continuing violence and believe that 
this attack underscores the need to bring this war to a nego- 
tiated end. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on the Iraqi 
Foreign Minister Aziz's letter to the United Nations 
Secretary-General that the Iranians are concentrating 
their troops inside cities, and they mention the cities. Do you 
have any comment on that? 





l-hiess 











17 


A I don't have any comment on that, no. 
) Do you have a readout on d‘'Aubuisson? 
A A little bit, Bob. 


I don't have anything on his meeting with Ambassador 
Walters, which was at 11:30 this morning. 


As far as his meeting with Assistant Secretary Motley 

yesterday, only briefly to note that the meeting lasted 
oproximately 30 minutes. It focused primarily on questions 
related to the role of democratic political party opposition 

in El Salvador -- specifically, the National Republican 
Alliance, ARENA, which gained some 46 percent of the vote in the 
May 6th presidential runoff elections and which Mr. d'Aubuisson 
heads. 


Mr. D'Aubuisson indicated that his party intended to 
Support the democratic process and the government of President 
Duarte within the constitutional framework. 


0 Did the subject of whether or not he was linked 
to these death squads come up? Did he give some assurance that 
he was not connected, or was there any conversation along that 
line? 


a There was no discussion of that. 

9 No discussion? 

A No. 

Q This morning he said that he was in Hot Springs, 


West Virginia -- Warm Springs, whatever it is -- he was in 
Virginia (laughter) -- on September 9th of last year. 


q You're sure that's the state that you're talking 
about? (Laughter. ) 


Q No. Actually, he said he was in Virginia. But 
I know that geography is sometimes confusing. 


What I'd like to know is: When did he enter the 
United States? Was he given a visa to enter; what kind of a 
visa was it? 
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4 Well, we've talked about the visa before, and I 
have nothing new to add. 


Q September 9th -- it's never come up publicly 
before. He's talking about the September 9th visit -- 
September 9, 1983, visit to the United States. 


a Oh, I'm sorry. I don't know anything about that. 
@) Could you look into it, please? 
a 1983? 
Q Yes. It was just about a month and a half 
before he was denied a visa to enter the country. 


x Uh-huh. Well, I'll look into it. I don't know 
what we have on it, but I'll look into it. 


e) And, also, he indicated, with considerable 
enthusiasm last night -- as perhaps you saw -- that he really 


77 


would like to see all of these classified documents -- 
A Uh=<huh. 


Q -- implicating him in certain kinds of activi- 
ties relating to death squads made public. Do you think we 
could grant his request, since he is a key leader in Ei 
Salvador and so on? (Laughter. ) 


a I have a piece of paper here which, I will be 
happy to make available afterwards, which explains to you the 
problems in declassifying documents (laughter): and I will post 
it and I will let you spend a lot of time analyzing it. 
(Laughter. ) 


Q Mr. Shamir, the Israeli Prime Minister, said 
four days ago that Taba is part of Israel despite 
Egypt's claim that Taba belongs to it.. In addition, Ma‘ariv 
newspaper reported that Israel has recently refused an Egyptian 
proposal to hold the Taba negotiation in Washington. Do you have 
any comment on that? 


x Don't have a comment on it. Obviously, we have 
been in favor of an improvement in Israeli-Egyptian relations; 
and we hope, indeed, that will take place. But I don't think 
it's going to be helpful to comment on specifics of that sort. 


Q Just -- can we get a copy of your statement on 
d'Aubuisson? 


/-l6S) 
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a Yes. It may not be exactly the words, but it 
will give you -- I don't know what you want, Bob, but I'll get 
it. Which? 


Q The one about our policy view on the -- 
Pn Yes. We will seek to expedite it. 
Q Any readout on the Tinoco-Shlaudeman talks? 





Any readouts about that? 


A No. I really don't have a readout on that, Jim. 
Ambassador Shlaudeman is back in Washington. He's met with tae 
Secretary. He will be meeting with the President, I 
understand, in the next day or so. But, as we have indicated 
before, we have emphasized that we are committed to maintaining 
privacy and confidentiality in these discussions and we're 
going to stick with that. So we're not going to be talking 
about that specifically. 


QO On another related, has -- 

Q Do you know of any Arab government that was 
invited to send representatives to the conference on terrorism 
and refused? 

Ay No, I don't know. Sorry. 

Q Can you tell us whether those talks will con- 
tinue -- I mean just whether the process is ongoing = or 
whether it's ended, or <-- 


A I just don't have anything specific on the con- 
tinuing process. 


Q Alan, do you have any response to President Raul 
Alfonsin's speech on economic policy in Argentina? 


aN No, no. 

Q If I could just follow up, as I understand it, 
the delegation of Argentine -- 

A Excuse me. 

Q -- and United States -- 

A I said I didn't have a comment, so I really 


don't want a speech on it. 


Yes. 
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Q Has Pastora made contact with any Administration 
officials since his talks with -- 

x I don't know whether he's made contact with 
Administration officials, but it's quite possible he'll meet with 
somebody in the Department. But nothing is set on that at this 
point. 

Q Thank you. 


(Whereupon, at 1:12 p.m., the briefing was concluded.) 
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\ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWIS 
FRIDAY, JUNE 29, 1984, 12:20 P.M. 


Started? 
MR. HUGHES: Sure. 


MR. SLADE: AS President of the State Department 
Correspondents Association, I just wanted to say our 
friend and colleague, Louis Nevin, will pe leaving very 
soon for new responsibilities in Paris. He's been a bic 
help to all of us. Most of all, we will miss him as a 

riend, and we'd just like to say, *°Godspeed.* 


Q Here, here. (Applause) 

MR. HUGHES: Those of us on the other side of the 
pocium certainly reciprocate those feelings ard those well 
@ishes and that sadness that Louis is leavinc. We have 
met his successor, anc we assure his successor of the same 
unstinting cooperation that we have given Louis. 


I have a couple of announcements up front: 


President Reagan has designatec Senator Charles 
Mathias as his personal representative to the inauguration 
of Richard von wWeizsacker as President of the Federal 
Republic of Germany on July l. 


Kenneth Adelman is visiting a number of 
countries in Asia. Arms Control and Disarmament Agency 
Director Kenneth Adelman departs July 1 for a l2-day visit 
to three countries: Japan, the Peoples’ Republic of 
China, and Thailand. 


{In Japan, Mr. Adelman will be discussing with the 
host government issues of mutual interest in arms control 
and regional security. In China, he will meet officials 
to continue the dialogue begun during President Reagan's 
visit in April on issues related to Arms Control and 
Disarmament. In Thailand, Mr. Adelman will meet with Thai 
and American officials to discuss the problem of the use 
by Soviet surrogates of chemical and toxin weapons against 
people in Southeast Asie. 


Finally, available in the Press Office is a 
release on the extension for ten years of the U.S.-USSR 
Agreement to Facilitate Economic, Industrial, and 
Technical Cooperation. Copies of the Agreement itself are 
also availabie. 
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Thact’s about all I have for you. 


Q Before you leave that, can you say whether 
Or mot Mr. Acelman wiil be concucting some negotiations on 
the Sino-American nuclear agreement whicn seems to be 
running into difficulty? 


2 No, that’s not the ourpose of nis trip and 
he would not be negotiating on that particular topic. It 
may well come uo during his visit to China, but that is 
certainly not the central purpose. 


Q That fact sheet that was put out with the 
President's speech two Gays ago said that that agree 
was -- we're waiting for Soviet response, I think. 

os sne U.S.-Soviet? 

0 Yes. Have the Soviets just responced, or 
wnat? 

o I guess they respondcec, 3ernie. I can sive 
you a date -- well, perhaps I can't. I don't have that 


with me, but I think we can give you the date on which 
they responded. 

Q Is there any date set for -- that same fact 
sneet saic -- 


a You're talking about the US-USSR? 
Q Yes. That same fact sheet said that that 
could lead to a reconvening of the Joint Economic 


Council. Any cate set on that? 


M I don't have any dates on that. Why don't 
we poke around and see what we can get for you on that. 


Q Can we get a readout, to the degree that you 
can, on the Jackson/Armacost meeting? 


4 To the degree I can, that meeting began 
late, and I understand Reverend Jackson came out about 
10-15 minutes ago. That would mean that that meeting 
lasted about an hour and 15 minutes. Reverend Jackson 
reported on his trip to Central America and various 
conversations that he had had with Mr. Castro and others. 
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Among other things, he express 
the facilitation by the United States &G 
processing cf various documents and so 
anc the parole in the case of the Cuban 
prisoners; exoressed his appreciation for 
authorization of landing rights for the Air Cubana plane 
that came in. 


There was ciscussion of various points of 
disagreement which we have with Reverend Jackson as he 
elucidated his positions in various press statements he 
hac made during his trip. He reiterated his desire to see 
the President ane other high Administration officials, ane 
that’s about all I have for you. I think there were about 
Six of seven people on Reverend Jackson's sice in the 
meeting. I don't have the names of the other 


2 Jonn, you‘ve got the situation now where 
Jackson is challenging the Administration =o seize the 
moment. You have the emerging image cf Cas=ro as someone 
who has just released some 50 prisoners. Isn‘t the 
AGministration now on the defensive, against this 
Gevelopment, in taking the position that we will not 
negotiate with Castro because his behavior is, as the 
Secretary says, subversive? 

4 Well, it's not a question cf not negotiating 


with Castro; it's a question of how discussions at various 
levels go forward. For example, on the Mariel situation, 
in general while we welcome the release of political 
prisoners and the repatriation of American citizens, we 
Gon't believe these actions should be considered as a 
gesture toward the United States. After all, there snould 
have been no political prisoners in the first place, and 
Cuba has given up very little in these actions other than 
to relieve themselves of the care and feeding of 48 people 


In the deliberations over the release of the 
Cubans, we did ask the Cuban Government if they would be 
Willing to accept the repatriation of some of the Mariel 
boatlift people on the returning Air Cubana flight. We 
made clear that we thought this would constitute positive 
action om their part. Unfortunately, they refused. 
However, the possibility of talks soon on this issue was 
left open, and we would welcome that. But under the 
circumstances, the release of political prisoners should 
be regarded as a one-time event rather than as an 
indication of any meaningful change in Cuban policy. 
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Q You don't see yourselr -- 

Q Can we have 2@ copy of that? 

x You sure can nave a copy. 

Q You don’t see the Administration on the 
Gefensive in the face of these cevelooments? 


2 I see the Administration hewing to its 

policy of realism, looking at the actions of the Cubdan 

sovernment which appear to be unchangec in terms of the 

expor: of subversion, the export of Marxist covernments, 

and certainly the involvement in various parts of the 
i 2 


world as a Soviet setters Surcogace. don see any 
cnance ai nvsee DOSiLILIC 7 

Q Can I be sure i uncerstanc wnat you just 
Said? You said that the U.S. Government asked if the 
returning Cuban olane couls Se uses =o take back sone of 
the ciei uncesiradles? 

. = *r > 

A ~VELTect. 

Q How many of them cic the U.S. propose? 
to senc back? 

in! bably, as we got 22 of our 
a I think that oro Ly, as got 22 Of our 


prisoners back, I think -- I Gon't Know tnat very specific 
mumoercs, whether there was an attempt to negotiate 
specific numbers, but I think certainly the feelings on our 


part was that 22 would be a good number to send back. I'm 
not sugcesting we would cast into that number, Sut I think 


we suggestec that number. 
Q Was that done through the Interests Section 
in Havana? 
x Yes. 


Q Was that the result of <= was that what 
happened after, when Ferch went up and talked to Castro? 


a I can't tell you, because I don't know, just 
when that was done. I do not think it was in that initial 
conversa<:ion with Mr. Castro. 


Q Was it before the Cuban plane came here? 


I'm trying to get a feel for whether the U.S. granted 
permission <-- 

















A "yWias it before the Cuban plane came here?* 
I would think so. Don't aolé me to that, dut i°a fairly 
Sucre it was. 

2 Jesse Jackson saic that there was an 


agreement with the State Department to have discussions 
with Cuba in two dates in July over the Mariel situation. 
What are the dates? And what would the talks cover? 


° I can on.y speak for our side; and as I say, 
we hope that those discussions woulc Dbegin early -- early 
in July -=- But I @do nos think the Cuban Government has 
gesponcec on those ¢ates, 39 I certainly cannot confirn 
those dates. Maybe Reverend Jackson knows something we 
Con*t know, but we'’ce AOL aware of that. 

Q Anco what would the talks cover? 

: On the guestion of Mariel -- 

2 Only? 

4 Yes. 

Q And also wigration matters? 

A Possiodiy. 


Q John, can you teil us something more about 
the points of disagreement between tle Reverend Jackson 
ang Mc. Armacost? You alluded to discussion of the 
various points of disagreement with Jackson when you 
CGiscussed the various press statements mace during hi 
trip. Can you talk about those? 


A Well, Reverend Jackson did make a number of 
statements which are on the public record, and I think 
that insofar as the repatriation of prisoners is concerned 
and the movement of political prisoners, Cuban political 
prisoners, we have said that we certainly welcome that on 
humanitarian grounds. 


There are a couple of other issues that have been 
raised concerning Reverend Jackson's trip. There is this 
question of whether he was negotiating. He has mace it 
plain that he did not consider himself to be in a 
negotiating posture, and it certainly is our position and 
the position of the United States Government that he was 
not in any way authorized to negotiate on behalf of our 
government. 


- __ 
i“ ilew&> 











Having said that, I guess you then come to the 
question of statements and comments made oy Aim; and I 
think it basically has been the tradition that politicans 
and Presidential candidates may discuss foreign policy and 
argue -- we argue among ourselves as Americans, within 
this country -- but basically, I think, the traaition has 
been not to criticize the United States from foreign 
platforms, especially from hostile countries, from 


countries hostile to the United States. So I Suppose that 
some of Reverend Jackson's remarks about the Unitec States 
Government, particularly those made in Nicaragua, may 
raise questions as to whether what he did was in the 
tradition that nas long prevailed; and I assume that that 
kind of discussion may have come up in Mr. Armacost's 
meeting with him. I don't know; I wasn't in the meeting, 
but I assume that would oe the kind of disagreement. 

. Beyond disagreement, does the Administration 
intend to take any 1¢281 action to pursue.that matter? 

4 It's not a cuestion of legal action. As I 
Said, Reverend Jackson has made plain that he was not 
negotiating -- he has underscored that -- and we have made 
plain that he was not neaotiating, but there are soiue 
Statements critical of the Administraticn and the United 
States Government witn whicn we clearly ao not agree. 

Q Would you single out which ones in Managua 


you found particularly objectionable? 


f I don't think I would go beyond what I've 
Said. 


Q You inagicated that there was a departure of 
tradition to criticize the United States from foreign 
platforms, particularly from hostile states, and then you 
referred to Managua, so I take it from that that the 
United States’ State Department considers Nicaragua to be 
a "hostile" state. Is that correct? 


aN Well, I was making that as a general 


comment, but certainly relations between ourselves and 
Nicaragua are not all that they might be. 


Q So you're moving away now from saying 
whether it's a hostile state? 
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Q No, I'm not moving away; I'm saving that I 
Gon't think either Cuba or Nicaragua are particularly 
friendly platforms from which a Presidential candidate 
would direct criticism at the United States Government. 

Q John, is it your view that he negotiated or 
not? 

a We have made it clear that he had no 


authority to negotiate, and Reverend Jackson has similarly 


- 


declared that he was not negotiating, and I think made 
that clear in a number of points along the route. 


Q You're saying, you've made it clear tnat ae 
is not negotiating on our behalf, but did he negotiate? 

Well, he says ne wasn't negotiating. He 
SaysS ne made that clear to the people he talxed with. ie 
Say ne wasn't authorized to negotiate. I assume that 
means he wasn't nesotiating. 

Q That means this is all propaganda, as 
Secretary Shultz called (sic), and also that the State 
Department is not happy? 

4 I tnink chat if you looked at the decisions 


that Mr. Castro has made, you would come to the conclusio 
that there were elements of propaganda surrounding the 
actions, yes. 


Q DO you see any breakthrough between the U.S. 
and the Cuban relations diplomatically or economically? 


8 Well, as I say, it wasn't the signal thnat we 
would like to see. The Secretary had some remarks about 
what we would like.to see in the way of a change of 
behavior on the part of the Cuban Government; and the 
releasing of these individuals, though we welcome it on a 
humanitarian basis, doesn't seem to change the Cuban 
Government's policy or attitude. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q John, is 


t Cubana olar 
and is it po a 
2 


r n 
sround h e it could remain here 


e still on the 
ere, ong 
enough to tak 
“ I can't answer that. That one I can't 

I‘m sorry. I don't think it's still here, but I 
- 


Q Nobody is contem 


ol ng the possibdility of a 
Guick kind of 22 back there and 


i 
hen negotiate for them? 


a I think the Cubdan authorities nave made 
plain that they rejected that suggestion. 


a“ 7 , - ‘ ? - * : 

d Jonn, on tnat score, may i asx, 1S tnere an 
— = ‘au ~ _ _—- : - _=—- = 7 s | mi svemns | - 
agreed Cuban-American list of the Mariel excludables, or 
; * ~*~ * so am » | a. ‘Ged —s Sie 
nave we conveyed to tne Cuban Government a 11S8¢t? 


Q Jonn, has the criticism that Jesse Jackson 
leveled against the United States Government policy in 
Managua, Nicaragua, was different from his criticism 
Guring the election mg et because he has been a 
Critic, a sharp critic, of the foreign policy of the 
United States (sic). Has it gone oeyona that cricticisn 


tnat ne has sounded here? 


f Well, as I said, there's certainly a 
tradition that politicans and Presidential aco: ae 
Congressmen, whoever, we araque -- that's the nature of our 
society -- we argue strongly among saresives within this 
country. But I think the tradition nas Seen not to 
criticize your country from a foreign base or platform. 


Q John, where would this meeting take place 
between the United States and Cuba? 


A It'll be something that the Cubans and 
ourselves would have to work out. 


Q Under your proposal, have you proposed a 
place, and who would do it? 


A I'm not going -=- I don't think I'll get into 
the proposed locale until there is agreement. 


Q Do you then, I take it, have preconditions 
before there can be the start of any serious discussions 
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leading to a rapprochement preconditions that Cuda musc 
do certain thincs? What must they do? 

A AS I Say, On this particular issue, on the 
question of the Mariel, we have long been in the van on 
this issue, suggesting talks. And it is the Cubans who 
Said that "Well, we won't talk about that until after the 
election.” Now they've moved uo, and that's welcome; 
that’s a welcome development. So at that kind of level, 


this kind of discussion could go on. 


I think when you're talking apout the larger 
question, are we getting a major political signal from 
Cuba, the kind that would cause us to re-examine our 
relationship with them, re-establish diplomatic relations, 
we would want to see a much more significant action from 


them. 


2 Such as? 


. 


= Like a change of pbehavior; like the end of 
the exporting of subversion; like the Dringing back of 
troops that are being used as surrogates for Soviet troops 


in Africa. 


Q John, has there been a change of mind on the 
part of che President or tne Secretary to see Jesse 
Jackson, Reverend Jackson, or -- 


a I don't think there's been a change of mind 
because I don't think there is any decision. I think they 
have not decided yet whether to see Reverend Jackson. 


Q So the reports of this morning were 
incorrect? Because there were reports on networks 
everywhere that the President -- that Reverend Jackson did 
ask to see the President and the Secretary. 


XM Oh, I think the Reverend Jackson has asked 
to see the President. I'm not suggesting that's not 
correct. I thought your question was whether the 
President has decided to see the Reverend Jackson. 


Q Okay, the answers were, to the request, that 


the President had turned down such request. So that's 
incorrect? 


a I think the position is that the 
Administration wanted to have this morning's meeting 
between Secretary Armacost and Reverend Jackson proceed 
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and see howt 
ana undoubted 
of that meeti 


Q 
Q 


obviously have 


Cuban poli 
wl cd 
c 


* 
A 


has th 1@ lead o 


- r ri” 
think tne 4 


S 
debriefing. 


Q 
Cubans; is tha 


A 


Q 


A 


Q 
Americans be d 


a 
were not arres 
assume they ha 


Q 


A 


Q 
jails in Cuba 


at meeting went and what the outcome was, 
py there would be recommendations coming ou 


Yeah, I'm sorry. The recommendations 
n't been released? 


No, the meeting just concluded. 


Could you tidy up the political status of 
tical prisoners here in the United States, 
be cebriefed by the U.S. Government? will 


we 


Americans be cebriefed? 


- *’ 


I guess you realiy ougnt to go to INS whi 
n that, Bernie. But, as I understand it, 
acy empnasis 18 on reuniting them with th 

just what the -- how that will proceed, 
» I think INS is really the -- 


The debriefing? 


I don't know whether there will be any 


- a? 


-“ = 
sne »s? - 
- 
- 


t correc 
Not the Cubans? The Cubans. 
They're doing the Cubans. 

On the Americans? 


Who's Going the Americans? Will the 
ebriefed? 


Well, 
ted, because warrants were outstanding, I 
ve gone their own ways. 

But they will not be debriefed? 


Not that I'm aware of. 


To find out about human rights conditions 
or anything? 


those who -- I presume that those who 


Oe 


in 


J- jo J0 








ll 


A I don’t know. Maybe sor <dy will work 
Something; or maybe somebody has talk: ‘ them abouc it, 
Dut I’m not aware of it. 


-Q Can you shed any light on this: one of the 
Drisoners apparently has disappeared? 


4 Are we any further alons on our one missing 


HR. HUGHES: @ have to go to Justice. On the 
on2 that landed and is missing -- that one? 

MR. ROMBERG: (Inaudibdle) 

No, that one you have to go to Justice on. 
I thoucht you were still going back over our arithmetic of 
@no is still held there. 

Q Tne U.S-Cuban -- the question, and what kind 


of a gesture is regarded -- the former Head of the U.S. 
Interests Section in Havana, Wayne Smith, says that in the 
Soring of ‘82 the Cuban Government informed him that they 
had ceased all arms supplies, both with respect to El 
Salvador and to Nicaragua as well, 


Now, is that the kind of gesture that you're 
looking for? And what was -- how did the Administration 
react at that time when that message was passed? 


* A Cuban announcement that they had ceased 
their subversion? 


Q No, they did not announce -- they passed you 
a message, according to -- 

4 Passed us a message that they has ceased 
subversion? 

Q No, no, no. That they had ceased sending 


any arme to Nicaragua or to -- 


A Verification is a very important aspect of 
all of our negotiations, I think -- 


Q So, in other words, this wasn't true? They 
had not done so? 


- |e 





a I think we would look for more than a Cuban 
Statement of cessation of arms flows. 


Q Well, could you look into -- I mean, you 
list a bunch of things that they're doing that you're 
looking to change Cuban behavior. The man wno was the 
Head of the U.S. Interests Section in Havana sugcsests that 
one of those criteria was transmitted to the United States 
in the Spring of ‘82, and I'm wondering how you reacted to 
it -- 


A I don't know. I don't know what the 
reaction was, but I assume the jucdoment was that that was 
not consicered credible -- 


2 JoOnn, — 
Z -- especially in the light of later evidence. 


= =» tito 
interview with the Se 
the Castro decision t 
propaganda victory. 


Does that, by extension, suggest that the 
Reverend Jackson was used oy Castro to attain what che 
Secretary is calling a propaganda victory? 


a I think Reverend Jackson addressed that 
guestion himself and gave nis own view of that on one of 
the networks -- 


Q But what about your view? 


aN -- this morning. Well, I think what we have 
said is very plain, that we don't see basic movement in 


the Cuban Government's position, and we don't see this as 
a significant gesture or signal, and therefore I suppose, 


as I have said and as the Secretary said, you have to look 
to see whether there were not propaganda overtones to it. 


Q And what? 


A Propaganda overtones to the decision that 
the Cubans took. 


Q Does the Administration have any regret -- 
it looks like it -- that these prisoners were freed, and 
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they are here in the United States because of the 
propaganda elements that you are talking about? 


a No. AS I Say, On humanitarian crounds, 
we're always happy when Americans come home, reunited with 
their families. And we have a broad interest in the 
removal of Americans from Substandard prisons. And I 
assume that -- you'd better talk to those who were there 
-- but I assume they would argue that tne Cuban prison is 
@a substandard prison. 





Q Tnere’s an item in the paper that s 
week the Soviets are sending a delegation here fo 
talks on the hot line. Can you confirm that? 





A ,» I cannot confirm tnat, Bernie, of our 
own knowledce., Over che past year, we have had several 
meetings in both Moscow and Washington to discuss 
improvements to the hot line; and we have proposed to host 
follow-on session with the Soviets for sometime in July. 


We have not yet received any official 
confirmation when a Soviet delegation would come for those 
talks, but we will, of course, welcome (them) when they do. 


Q Copy of that, please? 


7 Sure. 

Q John, can I have one more question on Cuba, 
please? 

A Sure. 

Q In fact, Castro desire to have good 


relations with the United States (sic). Now, don't you 
think that it could be an indication that Castro wants to 
lean toward the United States by releasing the prisoners? 


Q As we have said, we would welcome Mr. Castro 
leaning towards the United States. We would welcome the 
re-entry of Cuba into the family of Latin American and 
Central American nations, and we would welcome his 
pursuing policies which would be more agreeable to us and 
certainly more beneficial to the Cuban people and to the 
people of Central America. 


But one of the basic foundations of this 
Administration is to look realistically at what people do, 
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ana so we're looking at the activities of Cuba with a 
continuing sense of realism. And we don't see the kind of 
basic change in direction that we would like to see. 


Q Is anybody in the State Department going to 
see Eden Pastora while he's here? 


a Yes. I think he's seeing Assistant 
Secretary Motley this afternoon. 


Q Does Motley have any particular message to 
Geliver to him? 





7 I don't know. I think it was a meeting 
requested by Mr. Pastora. I honestly don't know. 


Q Do know what time that is? 


A It's late afternoon -- 5:00, 5:30, somewhere 
around there. 


Q Could you tell us something about the 
Dobrynin meeting today? 


A Ambassador Dobrynin came in; saw the 
Secretary. He was here for about 45 minutes. I know this 
#will continue to be frustrating, Sut in line with the 


Secretary's traditional posture on this, we really are not 
going to get into the substance of the discussions. 


Q Who requested that meeting? 

a Don't have anything for you on that. 

Q Could we assume this is a follow-up to the 
-- I mean, was he bringing in some answers? 

4 You have gone beyond my mandate, Bernie, I'm 
afraid. 

Q John, may we have a filing break? 


A Filing break? Sure. I thought you might be 
right at the end, but -- I was hoping you might be right 
at the end. 


Q Anything special about that meeting, John, 
even if you can't get involved in the specifics? 
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o Came in, met with the Secretary for 45 
minutes, Bernie. I don't really have anything -- 

Q Have the Soviets protested -- 

a I think he came in the front door. 

Q Have the Soviets protested in an official 


way the Secretary's comments at the terrorism conference? 


o Not that I'm aware of. As you know, the -- 
you say “in an official way." As you know, the group of 
visiting Soviet journalists withdrew their request to see 
the Secretary, and I think you'd nave to ask them for 
theic reasons. But I understand they made no secret in 
Various meetings arounc town that his Sunday-nignt speech 
had a bearing on their cecision. I think they made that 
Gecision after they visited the Soviet Ambassacor here. 


2 In other words, there’s nothing after 
Dodrynin’s meeting that says anything adout the hot-line 
talks or tne -- 

“ No, nothing beyond those -- 

Q Thank you. 

Q Can I ask you about -- on the Gulf for a 
second, please? 

4 Yes, sure. Ralph? 

Q The Kuwaiti Ambassacor is coming in this 


afternoon. Has the decision been completed in the 
Administration on what arms package to forward? 


4 You've got me unawares. I didn't know the -- 
Q It was announced two days ago. 
om It was announced two days ago the Kuwaiti 


Ambassador is here? 
Q No, that the arms package -- 
Q The arms package was announced two days ago. 


Q I think the Pentagon has talked about the 
$83 -- is it $83 million or $81 million? 
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o Yeah. 


Q Ana also talked about its relationship to 
other on-going considerations where Kuwait is concerned. 
But I don’t know whether -- (a) I didn't know the Kuwaiti 
Ambassador was in this afternoon, but I don't know what 
they're discussing. 


Q He'll be here at 3:15 this afternoon, 
according to his schedule. 

a Who is he seeing? 

Q Me. Murohy. 

4 Okay. 

Q The Costa Rican Government -- 


4“) 


You're welcome. 


Q Sorry. Has the Costa Rican Government asked 
the United States to seek to dissuade members of the 
Nicaraguan Democratic Force to enter their country? 

Q To enter their country? 

2 TO begin Operations from their country? 

4 I have no idea. 

Q Can you look into it? 

a Sure. I'll take a look at it. 

Q John, you said that Jesse Jackson's behavior 


violated the tradition of not speaking out against our 
country from a foreign soil. Was his behavior and 


Statements in any way disloyal? 


A Oh, I don't think we would attempt to 
characterize them. I was just trying to respond to a 
question that somebody asked, making the point that what 
he had said, I think, tended to run -- or the manner in 
which he had said it tends to run counter to, I think, 
what we have generally tried to maintain in terms of a 
bilateral foreign policy and relationships with other 
countries on the part of this country. But I'm not saying 
it's disloyal. 
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In today’s -- 
Could I follow on that, please? 
Yes, go ahead. 


Are you saying that’s a violation? 


-> 8&8 8 8 ®O 


No, I was not saying it was a violation. 


Q Are you saying it undermines U.S. foreign 
policy toward those countries? 


A I think you'd have to make your own judgment 


2 In today’s FSIS, on Page I-2, there is an 
item from an Israeli newspaper saying that despite its 
denials and its promises to the United States, Israel is 
comtinuing to supply arms to iran. Could you please loox 
into this item, secause it’s coming from London. 


A Nothing bpeyonc what we gave you on that a 
couple of week ago. Be glad to refer you to the Press 
Office on that, but there is no change that I'm aware of. 

Q It's a new revelation from Loncon sources 
that possiosly you could want to look. 

7 If there is a new revelation and we have 
anything to say about it, we'll do so this afternoon. 

Q Any comment on the Supreme Court ruling 
yesterday on travel to Cuba? 

a No, it simply regularizes regulations that 
have been in effect by this Administration. What 
underlies your question? 

a What underlies my question? Well, an intern 


in my office got the story out too late last night to meet 
the deadline so we're looking for a peg for today. 
(Laughter ) 


a Oh, I see. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:10 p.m.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE ! 
MONDAY, JULY 2, 1954, 12:34 P. M. 


MR. ROMBERG: Goose er ee One announcement 
Or a reminder, really, that at 2:00 p. there will be a 
BACKGROUND briefing here in the “acieting Room on che 
forthcoming meetings of ASEAN and ANZU 


Guestions. 

Q Alan, just sO we can clean up where the 
exchanges With the Soviet UJaion are. where do you trink 
the situation, now stancs vis-a-vis these talks that hac 
peen oropcsec oy the Soviets in Vienna? 

A Jim, as you know, we've saic we're prepares 
to mee. with the Soviets in September. We have mace an 
official statement on the U.S. position. we've also 
provicedc a backgrounder, the transcript of which, I think, 
NaS DeeN Mace aVais.aSie AS SHE WALSEe House, ANS we SBR sty 
to make it available here as well. 


Beyond that, I think all I 
we're a these ciscussions in i 
frrange for a meeting, and don’t have anythi 
say. 


really say is tnat 
omatic channels to 
hing 


. amo 


furtner to 


Q These pursuits in the diplomatic channeis 
have occurred since the Soviet statement -- when was it? 
Saturday, I think. 


* Well, aS I say, we are pursuing. I‘ aot 
going to be specific about how or when or with whom we are 
pursuing these discussions. 
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Q Would tne United States de willing to sit 
down and talk with them only about ASAT? 

‘ Tnat's exactly the kind of issue which was 
addressec in the background, and I'm going to refer you 
back to the text of that transcript. 

Q Could you clarify one thing, Alan? Would 
the United States show up more or less regardless of wnat 
the agenda is? 

a Again, I'm going to refer you, Jonn, to the 
transcriot. I will ooint out one thing that was said. 
Tne senior official noted that “at the meeting the Soviet 
UNLON Mav raise wnat it wisnes, tne United States will as 
Vell, ana we hove for a fruitful exchanse in doth areas.” 

2 In other words -- I mean, just to -- 

A There was a further excnance in tnat a 
Guestioner asked, “In other words, tney don't nave to 
listen, but we do intend to talk about those issues, ana 
if they choose not to listen about one, we'll still snow 
up." The senior Administration official said "yes." 

° @izi tne 9.S. go if the Russians don’t sko 
ud? 

Q That's what I just asked. 

a You will be our chief delegate in that case, 
Bernie. (Laughter 

Q Alan, nas tne U.S. decided on tne size or 
the status or level of the delegation? 

ay Again, I think all of this was addressed in 


that backgrounder. I really would refer you to it. It 
was, although not an extensive pdackground in time, I think 
it was quite comprehensive in terms of these kinds of 
questions. 


Q Alan, are all -- 


Q Does that mean that we can take it that the 
Substance of that backgrounder stands at this time, 
regardless of the fact that it occurred prior to the 
Soviet announcement -- 
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S Yes. 

Q -- rejecting any U.S. counteroroposal? 

A Well, all right -- I'm not going to 
cnaracterize the U.S. -- excuse me, the Soviet TASS 
Statement. We hac something on that yesterday. But, in 
any case, it stands. 

QO Alan, did the Secretary have a substantive 
discussion with Mr. Dodrynin last night on this sudject? 


- I don't have anything for you on their 
Giscussion iast nicht. 

2 Will there be a J.S. statement tocay in 
resoonse to the latesc Soviet news acency statement? 

a Weil, we nad a statement yestercay. 

2 Anotner one tocay? 

on I don't anticip ate one Never can say 
"never," Sut I Ggon't antici oat e an ything. 

a, Alan, this Administration nas frequently 
expressed a oreference for conducting private divolomacy, 
yet in the past several weeks the President and nis people 
have more than once gone pudlic with very sensitive 
Guestions, the President talking on his feet a some 
length at his last news conference about summit divlomacy 
and Mr. McFarlane coming out bpbefore cameras Lese Friday in 
resoonse to the Soviet ASAT negotiation offer. 


What is the mix as seen from here on public 
versus private diplomacy, and how does that fit into the 
1984 political schedule? 


t Well, (1) I don't have an analysis of the 
mix to give you, (2) I'm not going to get into questions 
relating to the 1984 political schedule, and (3) I think 
it's obvious that the reason for our going public with the 
response on Friday was because we were addressing 


something that was already, you know, public. 


But, as I said, the pursuit of discussions is 
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golng to -- the continuing pursuit of discussicns will 5e 
a ; r= : _ mnmae ' = -— = —— - ~ - ™ es {+ «% 
in cidiomatic channels, and that's where we intend to Keep 
-+hoam 
== we ee >. 
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2 Have you had an official Soviet response to 
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7 ° 7 aoe *--* ~ . -~ -~ 7 eco _* n- * al 
= I'm going to iéeave you with exactiy wnat I 
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nave on tnis, Joan. I*m not going to se anle to take it 
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~ 77 -_ -_— = - ~ aa os - = 3 
2 well, ohne statement yesterday acdressecd 
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itseif to tne TASS statement. IS that where you want to 
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Q Anytning on the Post story adout tne 
Pentagon and the Latin airlift? 
* 7? <7 
~ Oo. I°G reter you to tne pentagon. 
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“7m save Arte 
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AA ‘ - 
Chief of Police? Has he been transferred to California? 


eo 
Zz 
oO 


ve you received any request from the 
A racite hin? 


A You'd have to check with the Justice 
Department, I'm afraid. 


Q Israel is Folding nine passengers who were 
aboard the Cypriot ship last week. Do you have any 
position or comment on the continued arrest of these 
people? 


a Well, only really to say as far as the facts 
are concerned, we understand that a ship was diverted to 
Haifa on the morning of June 29 and allowed to depart that 
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evening. Nine people aboard the ship -- it's little 
confusing -- as far as we understand it, are still beings 
detained by Israeli authorities, but five of them are 
scheduled for release. Our indications are release 
tomorrow, but that may be out of date. I've seen some 
wires indicating an announcement on their release. In any 
case, we are seeking further clarification from the 
Government of Israel. 

Q Alan, what do you characterize this act of 
-- some people call it like kidnapping this ship, or ‘vyhat 
do you characterize it? 

a I don't have a characterization to give 
you. OdDviously, each case is different and must be viewed 
in light of the circumstances. As a general matter and 
general orinciple, we support freedom of navigation in 
international waters. But, as I say, you've got to look 
at each case differently, and I'm not going to try to 
offec you labels for then. 

Q A follow-up? There's a resort from Israel 
that one of the people being held is the terrorist 
Carlos. Will that change the American reaction at all? 

Q Well, I don't have anything on that, so I 
monte esestder anmmane ~ ae 2 


-- MORE -- 
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Q DO you nave anytnina on the Getention of the 
former Israeli President by the Soviets? 

o Not a lot. the former Presicent of Israel, 
Ephraim KatZir, was recently detainec Dy authorities in 
Leningrac. ke has since Deen released. KXatZir, a 
scientist at Israel's Weismann Institute, was in the 
Soviet Union to attend a scientific conference. Wwe 

urrently have no further information on that incident. 

9 Alan, Mr. Pelletreau is in LebDanon. DO you 
have any readout about his visit and why is he there? 

QL I don't have a readout on his visit. His 
responsioilities, as you know, encompass that area, so 
it’s perfectly natural that he should go out there for a 
routine visit to the area. 

9 Just a routine visit? 

Bn Yes. 

Q It’s not because of the new formation of 
government, or whatever it is, with the agreements that 
are coming out with the militia to take part -- 

. I think that tnis is in the nature of 
consultations. 

Q Alan, Eden Pastora this morning put forwara 


what he called a “political initiative,* asking for free 
and fair elections in Nicaragua and enumerated a number of 
pre-conditions Sf feo eget freedom of the oress and th 
expulsion of 3,000 Cubans and other foreign military 
forces as condition for nis groups’ participaticna in the 
elections. 


Q Does the United States have any comment on 
that initiative? Is it supported? 


~ Don't have -- I don't have a specific 
response to what he has said and I haven't seen the text 
of what he may have said. A number of the items you 
described in terms of free and fair elections, obviously, 
is consistent with what we have been talking about, but 
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really I think I would have to refer you back to what we 
nave saic pefore rather than trying to comment on his 
program ver se. 

Q Ye said he was here in part seekina American 
political supsort for his position. 

o All I really can say about that is that 
we've described his meeting with Ambassador Motley already 
last week. He did meet with Under Secretary Armacost over 
the weekenc -- they met for about an hour. They nad a 
Giscussion which could be called friendly and useful, but 
that's reaily ali I nave for you. 

Q Just to clarifv, is it the American vosition 
as well that the elections as now envisaged in Nicaracua, 
ace, co use his :erm, *fcaucuient?* 

a I think I*eé Sest refer you back, John, to 
what we've said before. we've had rather extensive 
commentary on that and I'd like you to look at chat. 

2 vas there a meeting today with DoSrynin -- 
with the Secretary? 

YS No. 

Q Is there one scheduled? 

a I don't have anything for you on the 
schedule. 

2 On the Israeli former President who was 
Getained, you haven't characterized it as good, bad, 
indifferent? You've just given us facts. 

4 Well, I think what we've said is that we're 


looking into the matter, trying to find out what the facts 
are; we try to do that before we pronounce upon things. 


9 Will you have something later today on it? 
x I don't know. 
Q Two others on South African-reiated stories 


that came up over the week, has the U.S. asked Ambassador 
Nickel to look into and try to protect Rev. Simon Farisani? 








Q Don't have anything for you on that. 

Q Can you get us -- 

a I‘ll look into it. I'm not sure what we 
might come up with, but I'll look into it. 


kK) 


Anc 1S there anything on the case of David 
Goldberg who has been denied vermanent entrance into the 
United States because he was once a member of the Congress 
of Democrats in the fifties, in South Africa? 


f I don't have anything on that either. I'll 
take a look and see if there's anything on that. 

Q DO yOu Have anything abdout the planned visit 
to Moscow Dy Jesse Jackson and his reported plan cto obtain 
the freedom of Soviet dissident Sakharov? 

A No. 

2, DO you have anything, Alan, on events in the 
Gulf? Are we concerned about the renewed Iragi attacks on 
shipping there? 

4 I missed the first -- any comment on the -- 

Q Events in tne Guif, and specifically 
shipping? 

a Not really. We are aware of the various 


reports, but can't confirm them. We reiterate, odviously, 
Our concern about bringing this conflict to a peaceful 
resolution. 


Q Alan, have you any comments on movements 
from Honduras Government expelling Contras? (sic) 


2 No, don't have anything on it. 
Q And anything about Bolivia? 


4 Well, I have a little bit on Bolivia, 
partially in the way of a situation report. President 
Siles Zuazo was released by his captors Saturday 
afternoon nine hours after his abduction. Following his 
release, the Presi nt made a statement over the national 


radio calling for national unity, and thanking the United 
States, Spain, and others for their support. 


I would note that the Bolivian political parties 
and military were strongly opposed to the coup attempt 
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anc reaffirmed their supoort for the constitutional 
government. I undcerstanc that some individuals have deen 
acrested, but we con't have cetails on that. 

Q Copy of that? 

- Yes, we can do that. 

Ralph? 

Q I just wanted to come back one more time to 


his Soviet thing just to see if I can ficure out where 
things are. On Friday, during the backgrounder and 
immediately after the backgrouncer 
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Jim. 
2) Alan, is the Administration still 


considering whether to Support Pastora'’s conditions or is 
your statement today it? 


a I don't expect to nave anything specific, 
but if we do, we'll be happy to make it available. 


2 Alan, back on the Persian Gulf, you say 
you're aware of the report, but you can't confirm these 


attacks. 


Q Didn't they occur in the area of coverage of 
the AWACS? 


4 I believe they occurred at the extreme, 
according to the Iraqi account, at the extreme northern 
end of the Gulf. 


Q -- which would be out of the coverage area? 
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TUESDAY, JULY 3, 1984, 12:22 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon all. I don't have 
any announcements, so I'll be glad to take a few questions 
or we can all go to lunch. 


Q Okay, before we go to lunch, tell us about 
the meeting this morning between the Secretary and 
Ambassador Dobrynin. 


x Ambassador Dobrynin came in at the 
Secretary's invitation to have breakfast with him this 
morning. That meeting lasted a little over an hour and a 
half. I think Ambassador Dobrynin is very shortly going 
back to the Soviet Union, and there had been discussion 
about such a meeting taking place before he leaves. 


Q When he left the building, the Ambassador 
talked about the -- one of the subjects was the 
demilitarization of the cosmos, which translates to mean 
the anti-satellite warfare talks. Was that a principal 
topic? 


a Well, Jim, you understand the problem we 
always have about talking about these meetings. Just to 
go back over the ground, in a general sense, the Secretary 
and Ambassador Dobrynin have been meeting over a perioac of 
time, and several of those meetings have taken place 
within the past several weeks. 


They have been reviewing item-by-item the issues 
that affect U.S.-Soviet relations. There has been a 
general discussion of that relationship between the United 
States and the Soviet Union. 


Clearly, during those meetings, Secretary Shultz 
has been making plain that President Reagan continues to 
work for a constructive relationship with the Soviet 
Union; and the United States, in the course of working for 
that constructive relationship, has clearly not lessened 
its concern about such matters as Soviet activities in 
Afghanistan, Soviet behavior in Central America, and in 
other parts of the world. Nor have we lessened our 
concern about the Soviet treatment of individuals such as 
Mr. 
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Sakharov, Mr. Shcharansky, and Mr. Orlov. And also we 
have continued to express our views and our general 
attitudes concerning immigration -- Jewish immicration 
from the Soviet Union. That's in general. 


That's the kind of atmosphere that has pervaded 
these talks in general. 


Now, insofar as the most recent Soviet proposal 
to take up matters related to the militerization of space, 
the United States has accepted the Soviet proposal to meet 
on this subject. We have indicated our willingness to 
discuss any subjects that the Soviets put forward. But 
we've also expressed our intention to put forward subjects 
of our own that we want to raise, including offensive 
weapons that go through space. 


Obviously, arms limitations in space have a 
direct impact on deterrence. These matters are 
interrelated. So that is the general framework within 
which these discussions have been held, and that is our 
response and our position on the specific Soviet proposal 
for a meeting, which we have accepted. 


Q As of now, do you expect there tc ve a 
meeting in September in Vienna? 


4 Can't tell you how that will come out. The 
Soviets, aS you know, have made certain proposais; we have 
accepted, and we will see how all that unfolds. 


Q One more detail. Who else was present at 
this meeting? 


oy I think Mr. Armacost was present on our 
side, and I think there was one other Soviet official with 
Ambassador Dobrynin, but I don't know who that was. 


Q John, can I just come back to your statement 
here, so there is not a semantic mystery? The Soviet 
proposal, at least as it was made public, called for the 
U.S. and the Soviet Union to appoint special delegations 
to go to Vienna to begin discussions on preventing the 
militerization of outer space. I think that's almost 
word-for-word. 


The U.S., on Friday, said it was willing to 
discuss -- have talks anyplace, anytime, in September and 
said the U.S. thought the following things should be 
discussed, and then it listed two specific items. One, 
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ways of resuming the START and INF talks, and two, taking 
up -- looking at feasible ways of having discussions on 
anti-satellite weapons, which is less -- which is more 
restricting than the Soviet proposal, and anything else 
the Soviets wanted to discuss was okay with the United 
States. 


Is that still the basic proposal? 


x That's the position, and that is as was 
enunciated by a senior Administration official on Friday, 
and there's no change in that position. 


Q That is somewhat less, I think, than the 
flat statement that you said, that “the U.S. has accepted 
the Soviet proposal to meet." Because, as I understana 
the Soviet proposal, it is not to meet but to have 
delegations on this rather specific subject. 


x Well, as I said, we expect to listen to 
anything that they want to raise, and we expect to put 
forward some subjects of our own. 


Q John, do you have any thoughts yet on what 
level such a meeting might be conducted? 

x I don't, no. 

Q You don’t mean by listing the things that 


have come up in the discussions between the Secretary ana 
Mc. Dobrynin that you would intend to bring up such 


gGuestions as human rights -- 


a No. What I was trying to do was to give you 
the kind of framework within which the Secretary's 
discussions with Ambassador Dobdrynin had taken place. 


What I was trying to do in the first part of my remarks 
was to kind of recreate that atmosphere and then to go on 


to Jim's specific question about this specific proposal. 


Q Do you have any comment on Mr. Gromyko's 
remarks yesterday which did not have much positive to say 
about the United States? 


A You mean the ones that were sort of 
particularly critical of the United States? 


Q Yes. 








om Well, I don't think -- just looking at the 
words on paper, I don't think we can take very seriously 
such allegations and accusations about the United States. 
I think the record of the United States in world affairs 
is plain, and it’s difficult for us to take such charges 
very seriously. 


Q John, in the White House statement on Friday 
accepting -- or whatever it did -- the responding to the 
Soviet proposal -- it did the one and two bit which 
suggested that (1) i.e., discussion of START and INF took 
precedence over the ASAT talks and space talks. Is that a 
correct interpretation -- 


x I wouldn't --I don't think I would direct 
you in that -- down that road, Bob. I think that is not a 
correct impression. 


Q But you would consider those points as equal 
or -- 


a It’s not a question -- I don't think it's a 
question at this stage of setting out the agenda, giving 
weight to various -- agenda items. I think what we're 
Saying at this stage is the Sovtets have issued an 
invitation to meet and discuss certrin subjects. We nave 
accepted that invitation to meet and discuss that 
subject. We will listen to additional items that they 
want to bring up, and we will have some items of our own 
that we want to bring up. 


Q John, you said that some of the -- you 
mention in your statement that the nuclear weapons 
negotiations are interrelated with the subject of weapons 
that go through space. But at other negotiations, that 
the U.S. is currently engaging with the Soviet Union in -- 
particularly MBFR and other forums -- does the U.S. bring 
in -- mention everything that is interrelated at those 
negotiations? 


A No, I was -- 
Q Why is it choosing to do so in this case? 
4X Well, I was simply making -=- and I don't 


#ant to go very far down that road -- Dut I was simply 
making a general observation, that when you're talking 
about deterrence, there is more than one weapon, tore than 
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one system involved in deterrence. 


Q That's true in a lot of other forums as 
well. My cuestion is, why is the Administration in this 
particular forum deciding to bring in interrelated matters 
rather than doing so in other fora where there already are 
negotiations? 


A I think because it's the President's feeling 


that if you're going to talk about one, it's logical to 
raise the other. 


Q John, what's -- 


Q This morning, Dobrynin characterized talks 
with Shultz as useful. Do we have a characterization? 


a I don't. AS you know, we have tried, 
sometimes with more success than on other occasions, to 
keep the substance of those conversations confidential and 
to engage, as the President said, in quiet diplomacy 


rather than a kind of back-and-forth rhetoric that there 
has been in the public domain. And I think it's the 


Secretary's desire, really, that we not talk a great deal 
about those meetings. 


Q Secondly, is Dobrynin carrying back any sort 
of message to the Kremlin? 


A Well, as you know, the President, I think, 
Said at his session in the Rose Garden that Ambassador 
Dobrynin would be carrying a message back to the Soviet 
leadership, but I'm not going to get into the form of that 
message, or how it's being carried. 
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Q John, what is your reading of the Soviet 
decision to refuse Hartman air time for his 4th of July 
message this year? 


A Well, we regret that, Barrie, and find that 
kind of difficult to understand. The Soviets have, 
indeed, refused to allow Ambassador Hartman to make the 
traditional 4th of July address. They gave a lame excuse 
about it "not fitting in" with their programming. 


It's always difficult to know what leads to such 
decisions. Presumably the Soviets are concerned about 
having their people hear our views on the American 
political process. This isn't the first time they've 
tucned down our effort to speak directly to the Soviet 
people on this occasion. You recall they cancelled 


Ambassador Watson's planned speech in 1980 because of its 
ceference to Afghanistan, 


They have also refused to allow Ambassadors from 
other countries in Moscow to make the traditional national 
day comments on television when the Soviets objected to 
the contents. 


We regret the Soviet refusal to allow Ambassador 
Hartman to make the speech, and, as you know, Soviet 
spokesmen have frequent access to American television. 
This has traditionally been one of the few opportunities 
Americans have to speak directly to the Soviet people. 


We will make available to you the text of 
Ambassador Hartman's speech when we get the final version 
from our Embassy in Moscow. 


Q Did he have to submit it in advance to the 
Soviets? 

A I think that is the traditional -- 

Q Could we get a copy of your statement? 

o -- procedure. Sure. 


John, do you have anything today on the 
detention, the brief detention, of the Israeli -- the 
former Israeli President in Leningrad? 


A No, afraid I don't nave anything for you on 


that. 





Q Yesterday Alan said you were going to study 
the issue before coming to some judgment on it. 





7 Is that what Alan said yesterday? Then I 
guess we're still studying it. (Laughter) 
Q Do you have anything on that Senate vote on 
no money to be used for trade with Bulgaria? 
a No. Might have a little something later in 
the day on that, Bernie. 
Q John, anything on the new joint meeting of 
) the military-political committee of the U.S. and Israel? 
A Well, that meeting did take place. It took 


place June 28 and 29. As you know, the Joint 
Political-Military Group was established last November to 
continue discussions with respect to political and 
military cooperation between Israel and the United States. 


The group met, as I say, expressed its 
Satisfaction with the progress being made in all aspects 
of that cooperation, and agreec to meet again in December. 


Q Where was that meeting? 
a That was in Israel. 
Q John, any update on the situation in the 


Persian Gulf? 


A No. I don't have anything up to date. 
Q Excuse me. Can I have a copy of the -- 
A Sure. 
Q -- statement on the -- 
5 ure. 
Q Going back to your original words on the 


U.S. position on these talks, just so we can slice it a 
bit finer, is it the U.S. position that because ballistic 
missiles go into outer space as part of their trajectory, 
that they, therefore, should be included in that part of 
the arms controi spectrum? 
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7 I think it's a logical argument behind our 
reasoning that these should be raised in the overall 
context. 

G John, can I -- in the Dusko Doder story from 


Moscow today, he quoted a Soviet source as saying that the 
formal U.S. written response to the Soviet response -- the 
statement on Friday -- was much less forthcoming than what 
was said orally by spokesmen such as yourself, I guess. 

Is there any difference between the written text of what 
was handed the Soviet Union on Friday and -- 


A Well, I'd caution you -- 
Q -- what was said by Mr. McFarlane? 
a I'd caution you -- I'd do two things: I'd 


caution you about such deductions, and I'd say that I 
think we're going to try to put the emphasis on, as the 
President says, “quiet diplomacy,” rather than public back 


and forth with the Soviets. 


Q When are you planning tc do that? 
A We'll do it quietly, Barrie. 


Q I still want to come to that sane question. 
And you said flatly, “We've accepted the Soviet proposal." 


A Uh-hum., 


Q You've just accepted -- you've just agreed 
that it's a good idea to meet. 


a Uh-hum. 


Q You haven't accepted the language of the 
Soviet proposal. 


A Well, I think in the process of acceptance 
we've offered our own views about that meeting. 


Q John, a couple of southern African 
gGuestions. There's a report that the -- South Africa has 


Stopped its withdrawal of troops from Angola because SWAPO 
is reportedly moving into that area. Do you have anything? 


4 No. I don't have anything new on that. 
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Q Did you have anything on that at all or -- 


A I thought you were going to ask me whether 
the South Africans and the Angolans had met, and I would 
have said, “We understand they have," 


Q Yeah. Well, this is much more important. 
Could you look into that, please, because I have a filing 


A I'll take a look at it and see whether we 
might find anything. 


Q Then there were two I raised yesterday, one 
on this Reverend Farisani -- 


q Yes. I think something was -- either was or 
is about to be -- was posted on that, Connie. 


Q David Goldberg. Was there something posted 
on that? 


A Also posted. 


Q Sorry. I didn't look yet. 

Q John, on the talks in Lusaka between -- 
4 Sorry? 

Q Did you have any readout? 

A No, I don't. 


Q Also, on the same -- in the same area, a 
member of the South African Confederation of Trade Unions 
was killed with her daughter this past week in Angola by a 
mail -- by a bomb that came through the mail. 


Do you have any -- 

4 Was that Miss Schoon? 

Q Yeah. That's the one, 

a We deplore such acts of terrorism and 


reiterate our strong belief that they impede the 
resolution of the problems which have plagued southern 
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Africa. We have no indication who was responsible for 
those murders, but we are hopeful that the killers will be 
brought to justice expeditiously. 


Q Do you have any reason to believe -- 
Q Copy, John? 
a Sure. 


Q Do you have any reason tc believe that it 
was South Africa, in view of other -- of similar kinds of 


4 Don't have any indication of the killers. 


Q To change the region briefly -- do you -- 
nas Costa Rica formally protested to the United States 
about violations of their airspace and -- 


A That is the Vollman story in The Christian 
Science Monitor? That's incorrect, and they have not. 








g Pardon? 


A That is incorrect, and they have not. The 
Story is incorrect. False. 


Q John, do you have any comment on the 
purchase of Soviet military aircraft by the U.S. 
Government for training purposes? 

4 Soviet military aircraft? 

Q Chinese. MiG 21s. 

a Yeah. The Chinese? 

Q Yeah. 


A I don't know whether Alan did anything on 
that yesterday. 


Q No. 
a I certainly don't intend to do anything on 
it today. (Laughter) Might want to go talk to the 


Pentagon, 
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Q John, can we go back to this Soviet-American 
exchange? 

A Sure. 

Q Just on an intergovernment thing. There's 


Supposed to have been a study underway on anti-satellite 
-- on the anti-satellite issue: verification and the kind 
of proposal that we might find acceptable. 


Have you got anything on that? Can you say when 
this study might be finished? Can you say what direction 
it's moving in? 


4 The President's March 3l report to Congress 
highlighted the considerable work that has already been 
done in this area. Since that time we've continued our 
Studies of ASAT arms control options which should be 
equitable, verifiable, and compatible with U.S. security. 
Our preparations for September discussions are on track. 


Q John, what does that mean? Does that mean 
that “on track" there will be a proposal ready by 
September ? 

as It means that our preparations for that 


meeting in September are on track. 


Q Wait. That suggests that the preparations 
were underway before the Soviet proposal to meet in 
September -- 


f It isn't any secret that we've been looking 
at this whole problem for some time. 


Q Right. But were you targeting to have a 
proposal ready -- 


My Oh, no, no, no. Don't misunderstand me. 
Don't -- if your question is, “Were we working towards a 
September date before the Soviets invited us to go to a 
September meeting,” the answer is no. 


Q Well, then how -- you mean they're -- all of 
a sudden they're on track in three days? 


A I mean -—- what I'm saying is that we have 
been working at this for some time, and at that meeting in 
September, if it takes place, we will be ready. 
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Q John, you'll be ready with what? 

Q You tempt me to ask whether the proposals -- 
whether this U.S. study would have been on track had the 
Soviets proposed talks next week. 

You said you are tempted. 
Tempt me. 


A 
Q 
A Yes. But I'm not. (Laughter) 
Q 


John -- 
Q Can we pursue this, or is that as far as 
you're going to go? 
oy That's as far as I'm going to go. 
Q I mean, you won't talk about high altitude, 


low altitude -- 
f No. No, I won't. 
Q John, what will you be ready with? 
a I'm sorry? 
Q you'll be ready. Ready with what? For whet? 
A Ah, that would be telling. (Laughter) 


Q John, could I ask one quick one before you 
change the subject? 


Q John, make sure I understand the state of 
play, because I'm trying to catch up on all this. 


A -—sOOkaay.. 


Q We have accepted the Soviet condition that 
the meeting center on anti-satellite -- weapons in space. 


a Well, I'd rather refer you to the considered 


words that the State Department and White House have used 
on this over the weekend, and also to the -- 


Q But today's language seems more flexible 
somehow. I don't -- 
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A Well, there‘s no change in our position, but 
I also would refer you back to the BACKGROUNDER which has 
a lot of good stuff in it. 


Q But, I mean -- but we are not imposing any 
preconditions of our own? 


os It's not a question of preconditions. We 


have received an invitation, we have accepted that 
invitation, and we have indicated that we would consider 


what the Soviets raised, and we have some things we want 
to raise ourselves. 


Q We're not saying that we -- you know, we 


won't go to the meeting unless they allow these subjects 
to be raised. 


4 We're saying what we're saying. 

Q Okay. 

Q John -- 

Q John, on another subject, is the State 
Department putting out some report -- the word “White 
Paper” springs to mind -- on Nicaraguan arms flow? 

4 Well, I think a draft went up last week to 


some mempers of Congress, but I don't have any word for 
you on the release of that document. 


Q John, I know we've had a lot of background 
material on ANZUS. Do you have anything on the record 
about this controversy over the Wolfowitz speech? 


A No. I didn't know there was a controversy 
over the Wolfowitz speech. Sorry. 


Q Thank you. 


Q Before you close it, would it be possible to 
ask for a copy of the considered words you offered at the 
beginning of this briefing in which you listed the various 
background context, if you will, for the discussions and 
things? 


" you flatter me by saying they were 
"considered words.” 
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Q No. You just called them that. 


a It came from me, so I guess you'll have to 


get them from the transcript. It's not a written 
statement. 


Q Ah ha. How about the recent proposal 
portion of that statement? 


, a I'm afraid that's -- those are also my 
considered words. 





Q How about on the ASAT? 
M ASAT? Got it on paper. 
Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:44 p.m.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 
THURSDAY, JULY 5, 1984, 12:20 P. M. 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. Trip's still on. 
We leave tonight. (I'll) turn over the podium to Mr. 
Romberg. I know you'll treat him with the same gentleness 
that you treat me during the two weeks we'll be 
away....(Laughter) 


Q Can't hear you. 


4 I have a statement on the Guatemala 
elections. The White House released a statement July 4, 
noting the record turnout of Guatemalan voters for the 
July 1 Constituent Assembly elections and underlining the 
report of the U.S. observers that the elections were 
conducted in an exemplary manner: fair, open and orderly. 


Copies of their report, I think, are available in 
the Press Office. 


OAS election observers also favorably 
characterized the elections as free and honest. The State 


Department applauds this imr« "»"t step in restoring the 
democratic process equally. + .oDplaud the response of 
the people of Guatemala who ... .irmed their strong 


commitment to and belief in democracy. 


Guatemala's Supreme Electoral Tribunal has 
released provisional figures indicating a broad range of 
democratic political parties will be represented in the 
Constituent Assembly. This Constituent Assembly will meet 
in August and will be charged with drafting a new 
constitution, paving the way for presidential elections 
expected in 1985. 


That's all I have in the way of statements up 
front. Be glad to take any questions. 


Q You say that was a White House statement you 
were -- 


M White House statement, issued yesterday. 
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Q You're just repeating the White House 
statement of yesterday? 


7 We're underlining it and amplifying it. I 
just wanted to amplify this White House -- 


Q Correcting the grammar? 
Q Will you take a question on it? 
x Sure. 


Q There is a controversy in Guatemala about 
whether this Assembly should have the right to appoint an 
interim government, which is opposed by the de facto 
president, General Mejia. 


Am Uh-huh. 


Q Does the United States have a view as to 


whether the Constituent Assembly should be -- should have 
-- should be a sovereign assembly and be permitted to 


permit an executive? 
a Be glad to look into that for you. 
Q Thanks. 


Q Do you have any information on the reported 
missile attack on a freighter in the Persian Gulf? 


x Not a great deal, Jim. We understand that 


the Liberian-registered tanker Primrose was attacked by 
unidentified aircraft today in Ehe Gulf east of Qatar. 
The vessel, which was slightly damaged, is apparently 


proceeding to its destination. 


The United States continues to deplore attacks on 
Vessels in international waters. We don't -- we aren't 


able to give you a view on who was responsible for this 
attack. 


Q Why is that? Is that not within the AWACS 
coverage? 


A I do not krow whether that is within the 
AWACS coverage, but I know that we are unable to give you 
a view on who is responsible. 
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2 John, going -- sorry -- 


Q The reports from out there suggest that it 
was in -- that eyewitnesses aboard the ship said the 
aircraft was Iranian. Do you have any reason to doubt 
that? 


a I don’t have any reason to doubt it, but I 
don't -- also don't have any reason to confirm it. 


Q And does this suggest any new escalation, 
any new qualitative change? 


x Well, I think you'd have to -- I mean, I 
think we'd have to know a little more about it and who is 
responsible. 


Q Is there something about this attack, John, 
that -- which occurred apparently on the Saudi side of the 
Gulf from others that have occurred on that side of the 
Gulf -- that would make it more difficult to have a view 
on who was responsible, or is there -- 


nN No. We're doing the best we can in tsiving 
you what information we have, whenever we have it, and 
right now I can't give you anything on the source. 


Q John, just go back to Central America for a 
second. Have you got anything on a -- there's a Baltimore 
Sun and a Reuters report -- Baltimore Sun of today an 
Reuters of yesterday -- about the £1 Salvador rebels and 
SAM-7 missiles? Have you got anything on that? 


4 I do have something on that. This is the 
suggestion that the rebels are dealing with the PLO and 
Libyans to get missiles? Sure. 


We've addressed the general question of 
Palestine Liberation Organization and Libyan support to 
the Salvadoran guerrillas, generally through Nicaragua, in 
the past. As far as the current press reports are 
concerned, we are not able to confirm what contacts the 
Salvadoran guerrilla organization may have had with the 
PLO or Libya. 


While we've seen the unconfirmed reports over the 
past year that PMLN guerrillas have acquired SAM-7 
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missiles, we cannot confirm the information, but to our 
knowledge none has been fired against a Salvadoran air 
force plane or helicopter to date. 


Q Do you have confirmation beyond the press 
reports that -- or other indications beyond what the 
public press has reported, that they have these weapons? 


A No. Do not. We -- if they get them, of 
course, we'd regret any escalation in the level of 
conflict, but I can't confirm that they have then. 


Q Copy of that? 
A Sure. 


Q John, mildly related topic: The President 
seems to be working under the assumption that the Reverend 
Jackson could be prosecuted for his trips to Cuba and 
Central America as violations of the Logan Act. 


I gather another opinion was expressed here at 
the State Department, 27tne-8the. Could you clear that 
up, the whole Logan Act and -- 


a Well, I -- yeah. I don't think you're 
correct in saying the President is talking about 
prosecution. I think -- but it is true the President had 
some remarks about the Logan Act yesterday, but I don't 
have anything beyond what the President said. 


Q Saying that he might have been in violation 
of U.S. law. Is that the State Department view that he 
might have been in violation of U.S. law? 


on I leave you with the President's words. I 
think we have nothing beyond the President's words. 

Q Apropos of the President's remarks, John, 
Jackson said today in response to those remarks -- a 


Presidential warning about going to Moscow -- that if his 
passport was not taken away or interfered with, he would 
go to Moscow and he would try and get the release of some 
dissidents, and he would try and seek a meeting with the 
President, and would try and seek a meeting with the 
Secretary. 


A Uh-huh. 
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Q Have you seen anything about that? 


A I know of no approach by Reverend Jackson to 
anybody in the State Department about the possibility of 
travel to the Soviet Union. That, of course, is a matter 
for him. 


Q So -- but the State Department, then, has 
been made aware of the President's position -- or is aware 
of the President's position on, say, a trip by a 
Presidential candidate like Jackson to the Soviet Union to 
carry out personal diplomacy? 


3 Well, if you're talking about a question of 
a trip to the Soviet Unicn -- 

Q Yeah. He's saying he's going to do it, if 
his passport is -- 

ay Reverend Jackson -- 

Q If his passport -- he says if his passport 


is valid and remains valid and the Soviets don't say no, 
he's going. 


Q So then if he does that, what would be the 
position of the Department? 


a Well, the State Department certainly would 
not stand in the way of a private citizen traveling to the 
Soviet Union, but I think the President was speaking 
specifically of contacts on the question of Mr. Sakharov. 


Q Which would be supported or opposed or what? 


om I think we'll leave you with the President's 
words. The President expressed himself on that yesterday. 


Q Couldn't a private citizen make contacts 
with regard to the Sakharov case if he did not do so with 
the Government of the Soviet Union? 


A I don't know that private citizens have had 
much luck at making contact in the Soviet Union with the 
Sakharovs. 





Q Not with the Sakharovs. On the Sakharovs 
with other non-government sources and contacts and so on, 
such as -- 


A Well, there are -- I mean, there are a 
number of factors here. You're asking me in general about 
travel to the Soviet Union, and, of course, a private 
citizen is free to go to the Soviet Union. You'd have to 
take into consideration what the President said yesterday, 
and there is the question of how the Soviet authorities 
would react to all this. 


Q He spoke about quiet diplomacy, John. Could 
you amplify that at all? 


A No. 


Q The Reverend Jackson expressed doubts about 


the possibility of that working, or that it was being 
applied properly -- 


Q Paraphrasing. 
M No. Don't have anything more on -- 


Speaking of contacts in the Soviet Union and 
the two American diplomats who were detained in the Soviet 
Union, were they in fact having a dialogue or interacting 
with Soviet dissidents or -- 


4 Talking to a Soviet citizen. Mr. Purnell 
and Mr. Glass, both Foreign Service Officers assigned to 
the U.S. Embassy in Moscow, were detained for about two 
hours on July 4th. They were talking with a Soviet 
citizen on a Moscow street. Their detention was totally 
unjustified. It was in violation of the Vienna Convention 
on Diplomatic Relations, which states in Article 29, “The 
person of a diplomatit agent shall be inviolable. He 
shall not be liable to any form of arrest or detention." 
That's a quotation. 


This violation of the immunity of our diplomats 
was compounded by the Soviet refusal to permit them to 
contact the American Embassy in Moscow immediately as they 
requested. The Soviet Union's action also represents a 
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violation of Soviet pledges at Helsinki and Madrid to 
facilitate freer contacts between the citizens of their 
country and others. 


It's part of an increasing drive on the part of 
the Soviet authorities to isolate their people from 
foreign contacts and to repress legitimate expression of 
differing political and social views except under 
conditions which are under the complete control of the 
Soviet authorities. 


Soviet conduct in this case has been 
reprehensible and totally uncalled for, and we condemn 
it. We have protested to the Soviet Union, both in Moscow 
and here. We're absolutely satisfied that Mr. Purnell and 
Mr. Glass were not involved in any impermissible 
activity. 


Our Embassy in Moscow has established that 
neither at the time of the detention by Soviet authorities 
cn July 4th nor on any other occasion were their 
activities inconsistent with their status as diplomats. 

In other words, they were engaged in their normal 
diplomatic duties and consular duties. 


Insofar as documents are concerned, the Embassy 
officers were given a number of documents by the Soviet 
citizen with whom they were talking, but they had no time 
to examine them before they were detained, and therefore 
they still have no knowledge of the contents of those 
documents. 


Q John, was that a prearranged meeting with 
that Soviet citizen? 


an I don't have anything more for you on the 
circumstances. 


Q Had they met with that Soviet citizen -- 


A With this particular citizen before? I 
don't know the answer to that. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Could you take that? 


A Let me take a look and see what we might 
have on that. 


Q Can we have a copy of the previous statement? 
A Sure. Uh-huh. 


Q John, when you (inaudible) the initial part 
of the statement referred to talking to a Soviet citizen 
on the street, and then at the end you talked about 
documents being given by the citizens with whom they were 
speaking. Were they speaking with -- was it each one 

) speaking with one citizen or -- 


A No, they were both speaking with one citizen. 
So where do the documents -- 


Q 
A Don't know what happened to the documents. 
Q The documents came from one citizen? 


A The documents came from one citizen. They 
were seized immediately, taken to a militia station, and 
the documents were taken from them. 


Q Were the documents -- 


M Along with other possessions -- other items 
in their possession. 


Q Other items given to them by the Soviets, or 


A No, no, no. Other items of their own. 


Q I'm sure they must have expected a 
particular content in these documents, to have arranged 
receipt of them, no? What did you expect to get in the 
documents? 


M Well, we're satisfied that what they were 
doing was within the normal range and acceptable range of 
Giplomatic activity, so they were not doing anything that 
was improper in their meeting with the Soviet citizen. 


Q John, are you implying they were set up? 
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A I'll leave that to your own deduction. They 
were arrested awfully quickly after conversation with this 
Soviet citizen began. Obvicusly, they had had no time to 
look at what they were given. 


Q The language the Soviets use in denouncing 
the activities of the two American diplomats is often the 
kind of language used as prelude to expulsion. Have you 
any fears or concerns that the two will be expelled, or 
have any threats been made specifically that they would be 
expelled by the Soviets? . 


A Don't have anything on that particular 
aspect. 


Q Apart from the protest, does this government 
plan any form of retaliation? 


a Don't have anything for you on that, Jim. 


Q John, in addition to taking the question 
about whether they had met with this particular Soviet 
citizen before, and whether this was a prearranged 
meeting, could you also take -- could you also provide us 
with the name of the Soviet citizen? 


a Let me see whether we are in a position to 
do that. 


Q John, can I ask you something back on the 
Middle East on this -- 


Q On this subject, one related question on 
this issue. Do you have anything on a Carlton Philips, an 
Hofstra University professor who was apparently picked up 
by the Soviet police and expelled? 


a I don't, Greg, no. 

Q I understand you were asked -- 

A Was that in Moscow? 

Q In Leningrad. 

N He arrived back in he States today. 


No, don't have anything on it. 
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Q You or Alan were asked Thursday or Friday 
about the capture of that boat in international waters 
which was suppose to go into Israel, and at the time I 
understand you or Alan didn't have much to say. 


Can you tell us now what -- there is conflicting 
information as to how many people remained in Israel. Do 
you know as of now as to how many people -- 


A I don't. You're right, that was Alan 
responding to that, but I don't have anything -- is there 
any further update on that, Alan? 


MR. ROMBERG: No, the Israelis announced how many 
were released. 


MR. HUGHES: The Israelis have announced how many 
were released. 


Q And let me ask you also, in light of the 
Conference on Terrorism two weeks ago, and the legislation 
on hijacking by the Administration which is now being 
debated in Congress, how do you see this act? Is it 
hijacking; is it -- I mean, how do you see the act as such? 


a I don't have anything new today, I'm sorry, 
beyond what we said last week. 


Q Okay, John, a boat in international water 
was taken. In light of legislation now pending in 
Congress on hijacking of airplanes -- not boats, really -- 
do you see this as an act of hijacking or do you not see 
this -- does the Administration see it as? 


MA You asked the same question a second time, 
I'll give you the same answer a second time: I don't have 
anything for you today beyond what we said last week. 


Q But he didn‘t touch this -- nobody asked you 
about this issue at all. 


Q Do you have any reaction or a comment on the 
improved security situation in Lebanon? 


4 Well, we're pleased with the direction in 
which it seems to be going, and we hope, obviously, that 
there will be a peaceful resolution, a peaceful outcome. 
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Q Do you have anything on the visit of Mr. 
Pelletreau toc Lebanon? Is he still there, or -- 


A I don't. No, I don't. 


Q John, can I come back for just a second to 
the Jesse Jackson comments made by President Reagan? I'm 
trying to sort out whether or not the import of the 
Warning about contacts on the Sakharov case, whether those 
comments are to be read also in connection with the visit. 
to Cuba, or whether you're trying to draw some distinction 
and say that basically the President is warning Mr. 
Jackson about the trip to the Soviet Union and is not 
referring, when he talks about the Logan Act, so much to 
the Cuba/Central America trip? 


M Oh, I don't think I can be in the position 
of interpreting what the President said. The President 
made remarks, and we stand on them. 


Q Well, but the State Department also made 
remarks. Do you stand on those as well as Jesse Jackson's 
trip to Central America? The question wasn't raised -- 


M I stand exactly on what the President said 
yesterday. 


Q On that question -- 


Q Is that a revision of the -- of what the 
State Department said last week on that -- 


M Don't think so. The President said there's 
no -- I think -- I mean, you have to go back and read what 
the President said, but I think he said there was no 
question of prosecution. 


Q No question of prosecution, but the State 
Department also last week was saying that there was not 
only no question of prosecution but that there was no -- 
that the State Department did not believe that he was 
negotiating in Cuba and therefore there wouldn't be any 


question at all raised about that? 


N Well, don't have anything beyond where we 
are. 
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Q Leaving aside the question of prosecution 
for a moment, can you say whether the State Department has 
an opinion, or whether it has been asked to form one, or 
whether it is in the process of doing so, as to whether 
the law was violated by Jackson? 


A I do not think the State Department has been 
asked for an opinion on that. 


Q John, last week the distinction was that 
Reverend Jackson came to this Department prior to his trip 
to Central America and Cuba and had, I believe, two 
meetings with Under Secretary Armacost. Is that a 
distinction in your mind which separates him from any 
prosecution or violation of the Logan Act? And would Mr. 
Jackson be afforded the same courtesy if he decided to go 
to the Soviet Union and get a briefing from -- 


AN I think you have to see his visit to 
Secretary Armacost in -- within the framework of the State 
Department not approving or disapproving, or taking a 
position on that trip. 


Reverend Jackson announced that he was going to 
make that trip; asked the State Department for some 
briefings which were gladly given. And I think that was 
the substance of those meetings, pointing out various 
problems in the area and pointing out our views about 
those problems and giving him general background on what 
he might encounter. 


Q Would you afford Reverend Jackson the same 
briefings should he undertake a trip to the Soviet Union? 


M I would assume that if he asked for some 
kind of meeting with State Department officials on 
travels, that we would look at that favorably, but it's 
academic because to my knowledge he has not asked for such 
a meeting. 


Q Could you inquire as to whether the Reverend 
Jackson was cautioned about possible violation of the 
Logan Act when he had those meetings? 


on I don't think we would really get into much 
more detail than we've already given on his talks with Mr. 
Armacost which were, after all, confidential. 
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Q Do you assume that he was not cautioned when 
he went? 


2 I just don’t know. I wasn't at those 
meetic ss, I really don't know. 


Q One more on this, please. In the State 
Department's recollection, has anybody ever been 
prosecuted under the Logan Act? 


A I guess I'd have to do a little research on 
that. I think there may have been a couple of instances, 
Jim, but let me take a look at that for you. 


Q John, the Vice President said yesterday that 
he was using these foreign visits to criticize U.S. 
foreign policy. Is that what he is doing, in the State 
Department view, and is there any -- 


as I think we had some thoughts about some of 
the comments that Reverend Jackson made about the United 
States when he was in Nicaragua, and pointed out that we 
did not think that was in the previous tradition of 
withholding criticism of your country from a foreign 
platform, particularly one that is not particularly 
friendly to the United States. So I think we've already 
pronounced on that. 


Q Is that the distinction that's made between 
his trip to Damascus earlier this year? Does the 
Administration and the State Department have a view as to 
the distinction between his trip to Damascus and his trip 
through Central America? 


N Oh, I think there are many differences 
between the trip to Damascus and the trip to Central 
America. 


Q Among them the one you just mentioned? 


XN Well, you -- I mean, you'd have to go back 
and do the research. I'm not aware of comments that he 
may have made in Syria critical of the United States? 


Q Has any date been set yet for those 
negotiations with the Cubans? 


nN I do not think we have got anything firm on 
that, Bernie. 
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Q Do you have anything on this American who's 
being held in Nicaragua and supposed to go on trial on 
espionage charges, self-admitted, self-claimed involvement 
with the U.S. Embassy officials? 


A Well, we can confirm that Mr. Luther is an 
American citizen. And as the press reports indicate, 
American Embassy officials have been allowed consular 
access to him. Provisions of the Privacy Act, which 
apparently have not been waived by Mr. Luther, prevent us 
from addressing any specifics about those conversations. 
And that's about all I've got. 


Do you have any comment on the possible 
motivation he may have had for making these allegations? 


AK No, I don't. 


Q Any concerns about the fairness of the trial? 

A Any concerns about -- 

Q Concerns about the fairness of a trial? 

a No, just don't have anything -- 

Q Can you tell us whether or not Le is or has 
been an employee of the United States Government? 

M Let me look into that and see what we can 
tell you about that. 

Q John, have there been any -- you finished 
this? 

Q Well, I just wanted to ask -- can you offer 


us anything about this Mr. Amori, or however you pronounce 
his name? 


a I cannot. I think the Embassy there had 


some responses to specific questions about Embassy 
officials, but I don't have anything beyond that. 


Q Are there any plans with respect to the new, 
so-called White Paper that you can you give us? 


aN No, don't have anything on that. 


Q John, has there been any change in the 
position of the United States regarding convening the 
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United States -- United Nations conference on the Middle 
East in light of the movement and the visits of Mr. de 
Cuellar here and his meeting in Geneva pretty soon with 
Yassir Arafat and others? 


A No. You mean an international conference on 
the Middle East involving the Soviet Union? 


Q Yes. 


7 No. We've made very plain our position on 
that and have not changed our position. 


Q My second question. Evans and Novak, in 
their column yesterday in the Post, wrote, quoting 
authoritative sources in Jordan who said that if the Likud 
wins the elections July 23, the West Bank will be absorbed 
into Israel and there will be an Israeli effort to drive 
the Palestinians out. Do you have any comment or position 
on such thing that might happen? 


A I really don't. 


| Q John, did you ever get a reaction to that 
Senate vote on Bulgaria? 


M Yes, I do have something on that. That is 
the Helms resolution? 


The attempted assassination of the Pope was an 
outrage. We strongly support the ongoing Italian effort 
to determine who may be involved. For that reason, the 
State Department has serious problems with the amendment. 
Insofar as the amendment stems from reports from Rome 
concerning the so-called Bulgarian connection to the Papal 
assassination attempt, the United States Government 
believes it's premature to take a position pending 
completion of the Italian judicial process. 


Our chief concern is that action by the United 
States in advance of the Italian decisions could harm the 
credibility of their process. 





We would add that the United States Government's 
modest trade promotion program in Bulgaria is in direct 
response to the needs, interests and requests of the U.S. 
business community which often finds it needs assistance 
in dealing with a centrally planned economy. For cxample, 
the United States exported $14 million worth of tobacco to 
Bulgaria last year. (Laughter) 
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Q Copy of that, please, John? 


A Sure. 
Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:45 p.m.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 
FRIDAY, JULY 6, 1984, 12:27 P. M. 


MP. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I don't have any 
announcements. Happy to take your questions. 


Q Alan, a couple of South American questions. 
One, has the Government been asked to accept a new 
ambassador from Nicaragua? 


Q I don't have anything on that, Jim. I 
think, in any case, we would not comment until any process 
-- whether we're asking some other country or they're 
asking us -- we would not comment until the process had 
been concluded. So I'm afraid I don't have anything for 
you on that. 


Q Okay. Can you tell us anything about the 
role played by the U.S. Ambassador in Bolivia during the 
coup? 

a yes. This question, I think, was raised in 


a report this morning in the New York Times. Clearly, 

credit for continuation of the constitutional order in 

Bolivia and the failure of a small group to stimulate a 
coup belongs to the Bolivians themselves. 





It is true that as soon as newS came in that 
President Siles had been kidnapped early on June 30, the 
United States Government moved quickly to ensure that 
those in Bolivia and in the hemisphere as a whole were 
aware of the oft-repeated U.S. policy of support for the 
constitutional processes of that country. 


Ambassador Corr was authorized to make a public 
statement, and he contacted a wide spectrum of Bolivian 
leadership to assure that the United States position was 
understood. We understand that governments in neighboring 


countries made similar approaches. 


Q Did he, or did anybody in the government, 
have any advance notice of the coup, or indications? 
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f Well, I don't have anything specific to 
offer you in terms of advance notice of a particular 
activity. 


Our position, though, I think -- I guess I'm 
going to have to stay away from it because it would 
invoive obviously a question of intelligence information. 


But, again, our position in favor of the -- in 
support of the constitutional processes and our 
Statements, as they were made, are quite indicative of our 
approach to that question. 


Q Can we get a copy of your original 
Statement, Alan? 


a Yes. 
Q Also, on this same -- on the same area, or 
on Bolivia also, can you say -- did Ambassador Corr say, 


in calling around, say that relations between Bolivia and 
the United States would be cut if there was a coup? 


a I don't have the specific quotes that he may 
have -- 


Q And do you have any comment with respect to 
the alleged involvement of the Leopards and -- that is, 
that's a military unit -- and the impact on the 


Grug-fighting program? 


4N Jim, we had some guidance on that the other 


Gay. I don't happen to have it with me. Let me ask you 
to check it in the Press Office. 


Jim Anderson, did you have some further question? 

Q Yeah. How -- 

4 Let me just say -- let me just go back to 
one question. AS a general matter, we don't see a reason 


that this would have an impact on the drug program, but 
there 1s some more extensive guidance on that. 


Q How does a U.S. ambassador phrase such a 
warning without straying across that line of involving the 
United States in domestic politics in another country? 





a Skillfuliy. (Laughter) 
Q How -- 


x But I don't have words for you in terms of 
what he said; I don't know what the specifics were. But 
there's no secret, as I'm repeating today, of our support 
for the constitutional processes, and there is nothing 
untoward about making sure that that is known. 


As I say, we've said it here, and there's no 
reason the Ambassador wouldn't make that known. And, as I 
say, other countries in the region apparently made similar 
kinds of statements. 


Ralph? 


Q Alan, the Soviet Union issued a new 
Statement today on the proposed talks in September, 
insisting again that the U.S. was establishing conditions 
for those talks. Do you have a comment on the TASS 
statement? 


a Yes. There is a TASS statement, obviously, 
that was issued today that says the Soviet Union's offer 
to talk with us in September is still valid. That is good 
news. 


We accepted their proposal for talks a week ago, 
which was the same day that the Soviets made their offer. 
Our position has not changed. We accepted, and we have 
placed no preconditions on acceptance of the offer of 
talks. We will, however, continue to discuss details of 
the talks with the Soviets through diplomatic channels 
because we feel that these quiet channels offer the best 
prospects for results, and we will keep those channels 
open. 


Q The statement indicated the Soviets would 
not agree to our discussing -- as we apparently have told 
them we intend to do -=- our discussing INF and START, and 


that the only talks they were willing convene would be 
talks to discuss space weapons. 


A Well, I'm aware of that. As I Say, Jack, 
the fact of the matter is that we think that the best way 
of handling the approach to these talks and continuing 
discussion with the Soviets is through diplomatic 
channels, and so I'm going to refrain from extensive and 
detailed comment on this statement. 
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Q Would you quarrel with the suggestion that 
tnere still seems to be a difference of opinion on the 
shape of the agenda, looking ahead? 


a Well, I would simply say that I think that 
we obviously need to keep on talking’about the details of 
possible talks through diplomatic channels, and we will do 
that . 


Ralph? 


Q The TASS statement also chastises the U.S. 
for side-stepping the question of the moratorium which was 
a part of the original proposal by the Soviet Union a week 
ago -- a moratorium on the testing and deployment of space 
weapons effective with the start of the negotiations. The 
U.S. did not respond to that in its formal statement last 
week. What's the position on that? 


Qo We've addressed ourselves, I think, to the 
question in general, and I'd refer you. back to what we've 
said in the past about testing and the Soviets’ position 
in terms of having a system, as opposed to our not. 


But, again, I think that, in terms of responding 
to this TASS statement, our position is really going to 
have to be, beyond saying what I have said, that we would 
intend to pursue this through diplomatic channels and not 
continue to go back and forth publicly. 


Q Can I ask you whether you view this 
statement issued today as being -- as taking into account 
the diplomatic exchanges which have occurred since the 
formal U.S. response was issued last Friday? 


A I'm not going to try to speak for the 
Soviets, so I can't answer that. 

Q I was asking for your view of what the 
statement -- 

A I don't think -=- as you know, we don't 


generally try to assess Soviet motives and what they may 
Or may not have done. We talk about what we do and what 


our policy is, so I'm going have to beg off that. 


Q Alan, are you prepared to offer today 
anymore details about the allegations against two American 
diplomats? 
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A I don't have more, Fred. I'm still trying 
to see if we can provide the kinds of detail that you 
asked about yesterday, and I don't have any responses to 
those questions that you raised. 


Q Well, the Soviets have provided a name. 
Would you confirm that that's the woman that the two 
diplomats -- 


4 I cannot at this point. Again, we'll pursue 
that and see if there's anything further we can say. 


I will note that we did, again today, make a 
strong protest against the violation of diplomatic 
immunity. Our officials did nothing wrong. They were not 
engaged, as I say, in any improper activity, ana we do 
insist on a right to maintain normal contact with Soviet 


citizens. 

Q Why did you have to issue a new statement 
today, a new protest today? 

Q Just a second, Ralph. Was there an exchange 
of money? 

4 An exchange of money? 

Q Uh-huh. Or just an exchange of documents, 
Or just a transfer -- 

1 I'm not aware of an exchange. 

Q -- just a transfer of documents? Was there 


any -- 


4 To my knowledge, the only thing that was 
passed was this -- was what John said yesterday, this 
document or documents -- whatever it may have been -- that 
never got examined by our officials, that were then seized 
by the KGB. 


C But do you know whether there was a 
conversation about monetary value of these documents? 


4 I'm not aware that there was any suggestion 
that there was any purchase being made here. 


Q Alan, was this a second protest or was this 
a formalization of your earlier -- 
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a think one could properly use the word 


Q Why? Why is that necessary? 


7 I can't tell you the specifics of why, - 
except it was viewed as a serious matter, and I guess as 
part of the dialogue that it was simply lodged again today. 


Q Has something else been done to the 
Americans since the original detention that would prompt a 
second protest -- 


A I'm not aware of it. 

Q -- Or is it a protest over the same incident? 
a No, it was the same incident. 

Q It would be unusual, wouldn't it, Alan, for 


a second protest? 


a I think that the matter was considered to be 
worthy of assuring that this didn't happen again. It's a 
serious matter in terms of allowing our diplomats to 
operate freely. 


Q Have they responded to any of our protests, 
given us assurances? 


a Well, I understand in fact that they may 
have issued some sort of a public statement at this 
point. I den't have the text of it, so -- 


9 What were the mechanics -- delivered to the 
Ministry in Moscow, or how was this done? 


A I don't know if there's anything in writing, 
Mike. I can't confirm that. I simply don‘t know. But it 
was -- the protest was made in Moscow from our Embassy to 
the Foreign Ministry, yes. 


Q Are we going to continue to press for 
assurances that there won't be a repetition of this kind 
of incident? 


4 I can't tell you specifically how a dialogue 
will go on from this point, Greg. But, clearly, we are 
concerned that there is not a repetition of this 





interference with legitimate diplomatic function, and I 
can't predict to you how the conversation may continue. 


Q But they haven't yet provided such 
assurances; is that fair to say? 


a I think that it is fair to say that we hold 
different views on what happened, and we‘re just going to 
neec to continue discussing it. 
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Q Why is this considered so serious when the 
Consular official in Leningrad was physically beaten up 
last year and nothing was said about it for a month or two 
or more? 


S Well, I*‘m not going to try to go , John, 
into the question of how we decide when we do something 
public or don't do something public in these terms. 


mse we there are times when we do and times when we 
on't. 


Q Nobody was hurt here, and you're doing a 
second orotest. 


A Well -- 


Q And you can't give the details of the second 
protest -- who did it and where? 


a As I say, it was done in Moscow from our 
Embassy to the Foreign Ministry. 


Q This morning the Washington Times has a long 
story about the proposed Soviet Embassy in Northwest or 
Northeast Washington, the new building. It looks like, 
according to the story, there are some apprehensions about 
the building, which is coming to seven floors, and there 
could be a listening device or something like that on the 
top floors -- 





a I don't have anything to offer you on that. 
I don't have any specific comment on that story. 


Q Alan, any reactions to reports of the 
Iranians sinking a tanker in the Gulf? And do you see 
that 
as necessarily an escalation of the military -- 


a Well, John addressed this yesterday, and I 
don't have anything new. He really didn't have any 
details on it other than that we were aware that there was 
aship that was hit. But I can't take you beyond where he 
was. 


Q Does this necessarily change the situation, 
to the best of your knowledge? 


a We are concerned that these attacks on ships 
in international waters stop, but beyond that I don't have 


any words to offer you. 





Q Alan, about the visit of Pelletreau to 
Lebanon, did he have any connection with the first phase 
of the disengagement, or whatever it is? What is 
happening in Beirut now? 


a I don’t know whether it was discussed with 
him. Obviously, that is a Lebanese matter, so whether the 
subject came up in his conversations I simply don't know. 


Q What was the main mission? I mean, why is 
he there? 


a You continue, or you and your colleagues 
continue to ask about this. It‘s not a very mysterious 
thing. He has responsibility for U.S. relations with a 
number of countries in the region, including Lebanon, so 
it’s not unusual that he would visit Lebanon. 





Mike. 

Q Has the Department, has the Government acted 
on the nomination by Nicaragua of a new ambassador? 

a I was just asked that by your colleague -- 

Q Oh, really? Well, who? 

4 -- Mr. Anderson. 

Q O.K. 

Q Can I go back for just one second -- 

Q Can I ask you another question? 

A I'll come back to you, Mike. Go ahead. 

Q Can I come back for one second to the 


diplomats. Just for the record, do you view any 
connection whatsoever between the dialogue on the 
diplomats and the dialogue on the talks? Is there any 
link that you see there, the way that's going? 


4 I can’t draw that link, Ralph. I think you 
have to ask the Soviets. But I can't draw that link. 


Q Alan, last week, I asked you about the ship 
which was seized by Israel in the international waters, 
ana you said you were waiting for clarification from the 
Israeli Government. 
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a Don’t have anything new for you. 


Q You haven't got anything on it? Well, I 
have another question. Do you have any detailed 
information about the reported hit on a Japanese tanker? 
This is not the story of yesterday; it’s today's story. 


x I think it’s the same story. I think it's a 
Japanese-owned tanker. I think that’s the same -- I 
believe it's the same story. 


Q Is it? 

a I believe so. 

Jim. 

Q Yes, just a couple brief ones: Do you have 


anything on the U.S. position now on the Constituent 
Assembly in Guatemala and its powers? 


o Yes, I do. We'll post it, but let me read 
it to you quickly: ‘The United States firmly supports the 
process of democratization in Guatemala. The highly 
successfull July 1 Constituent Assembly elections 


represent an important step in the process of restoring 
civilian, democratic cule, and we believe these elections 


underline the commitment of the Guatemalan Government and 
people to this process. 


"It is inappropriate for us to take a position on 
the specific authority granted to this Assembly which has 
been charged with drafting a new constitution and paving 
the way for general elections in 1985.* 


Q Will you post that? 


A Yes, we will post it and make it available 
to you. 

Chris. 

Q Alan, have you seen the Christian Science 





Monitor article on Soviet MIGs in Cuba awaiting delivery 
to Nicaragua? 


a I've seen the story. What's the question? 
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Q Well, a general question is whether you have 
any comment on the facts of the question -- that is, have 
these MIGs been there for the last year? And I'll also 
ask, have pilots been training in Bulgaria and other 
places to fly them? 


on O.K. As far as the presence of MIGs in 
Cuba, I just don't have anything to give you on that. I 
think it would get us, to address it one way or another, 


into the question of intelligence. 


As far as the general issue is concerned, we have 
indicated on a number of occasions in the past that the 
addition of combat aircraft to the Sandinistas' powerful 
military arsenal would be a seriously destabilizing 
development in the region and would increase the threat 
that Nicaragua poses to its neighbors. It would alter the 
balance of power in the region, and both the Soviet Union 
and the Cuban Governments are well aware of our position 
in this regard. 


As far as any preparations to receive aircraft 
and so on, we're not prepared to speculate on the motives, 
but the fact remains that as early as 1981, the Nicaraguan 
Government began to upgrade several airfields for jet 
combat aircraft use and has sent personnel to Bulgaria for 
pilot training and maintenance in MIG aircraft, and I 
believe that the Nicaraguan Government has even talkea 
about the return of such trained personnel. 


Q Could we have a copy of that? 
a Yes. 


Q Could I follow that up? What would the 
United States’ reaction be to the introduction of several 
high-performance aircraft in Nicaragua? 


By I don't think I'm prepared to be very 
specific at this point. I would simply note that our 
concerns and our position are well known to the various 
governments concerned. 


Q Alan, several other Administration officials 
have been specific about the introduction of 
high-performance aircraft into Nicaragua. Would you be 
saying at this time that those statements of the past that 
Such aircraft would not be tolerated -- are we to take 
that as a backing away from past statements? 
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a You're -- what statements are you referring 
to? 

Q One by Secretar: Weinberger, for instance. 

A Well, if you've got on-the-record 


statements, fine. I refer you to those statements. I'm 
not trying to change the position, but I don't have 
anything to offer you in terms of what the U.S. might do 
about it. 


Q Do we have any indication of a change in 
Status of Rifaat Assad or of his special defense companies 
which patrol Damascus? 


A No, don't. 
Jack. 


Q Sorry. This was on the question of the 
airplanes in Nicaragua. Would we be willing to take them 
out, if they were delivered, take them out with an air 
strike as was suggested in a quote from a Western diplomat 
in the story from Managua? 


4 I think I just answered your colleague that 
I'm not prepared to describe what actions we might be 
Willing to take. 


Q Are you taking a closer look at Nigerian 
diplomatic baggage these days in and out of this country? 


4 I really don't have anything, Fred, on that 
rather bizarre set of events in the U.K. 


Q On Nicaragua again -- well, or related. 
Shlaudeman, in Caracas earlier this week, ruled out the 
possibility of any Cuban participation in any final peace 
agreement or talks in Central America, and that drew a 
rebuke by the Foreign Minister of Venezuela yesterday or 
two days ago -- I'm sorry. 


Is that the U.S. position, that the United States 
rejects, a priori, any Cuban participation in the peace 
process? 


4 I'll have to look at that, Jim. I'm not 
aware of the Ambassador's cemarks or of the alleged rebuke 
that’s carried in the press. 


Q Can I just do one other? 
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a All right. Go ahead. 


Q O.K. This isn't a hostile question, but -- 
(Laughter ) 
a I see. 


-- in view of the U.S. interest in democracy 
in Central America -- 


4 Yes. 


Q -- why does the United States consider it 
inappropriate to take a position as to whether a 
Gemocratically elected organ of government has sovereign 
power as opposed to a de facto government which took power 
through a military coup? Why is that considered 
inappropriate to comment?. 


4 They're in the middle of a democratic 
process, Jim, and I think the statement speaks for itself 
on that. They've gone through a democratic election; 
they’re in the process of commissioning a constitution, 
and so on; and I don't share what apparently is the basis 
of your question, which I can't quite fathom. But in any 
case, the fact of the matter is that it is a democratic 
process, and it would not be appropriate for us to try and 
talk about how they are, within a representative system, a 
democracy, that is moving forward, going to share among 
the institutions of government that power as they move 
ahead. 


Q There was a report earlier this week that 
Israel‘s presence in Lebanon cost her about a quarter of a 
million dollars a day. Had Israel ever requested the 
United States to defray the cost of its invasion of 
Lebanon? And do you know where the money comes for Israel 
for this purpose of staying in Lebanon? 


a You would have to talk to the Israelis about 
what their budget is because I don't know, and I'm not 


aware that the Israelis have requested any financing oft 
the costs that they specifically incurred in Lebanon. 

Q Thank you. 

4 O.K. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:43 P.M. 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have no 
announcements. I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Alan, can you explain to us what the U.S. 
Government is doing about the sale of F-5 surplus aircraft 
to either Greece or Turkey? 


A The only thing I really nave on that is an 
explanation of sort of the background to sales and 
Gisposal of surplus items, Jim. Occasionally, major items 
of U.S.-origin equipment are declared surplus by their 
current users and become available for transfer to other 
countries. And in such cases, the U.S. examines the 
world-wide needs of our allies and friends and makes the 
most appropriate distribution of that equipment. But I 
don't have anything for you on the specifics of the 
stories that were in the press this morning on that 
subject. 


Q Well, without reference to the aircraft, has 
the United States complained to Greece about the release 
of an alleged terrorist by the name of Shara? 


a I think we've addressed this previously, and 
I refer you back. I don't happen to have that guidance, 
but the stories -- there were stories which appeared on 


that before, and I did address it, so I'd ask you to look 
back at the record. 


Q Okay. And, just to clean up the aircraft, 
is the United States contemplating the sale of these 
Surplus -- or permitting the sale of these surplus F-5s 


from Norway to Turkey? 


Q As I say, I don't have anything on the 
specifics of the stories on that subject that were in the 
press this morning. 


Q Do you have any response to the statement by 
the Greek Government today that they are considering 
reassessing the totality of the relationship with the 
United States in light of this projected saie? 





A Well, not a -- no, not a specific response 
to that. In terms of our overall relations with Greece, I 
would note that Greece is an importaiut ally of the United 
States, and our relatonship has endured because it's based 


on common values, such as a commitment to freedom, to 
democracy and to human rights. 


Greece is also an important member of NATO, and 
we value our relationship with Greece. And while at times 
we have significant differences, there must be considered 
-- or these must be considered in the larger context of 
the relations between two democratic allies whose 
perspectives can differ but also can coincide. 


Q Then why is there a flap going on? 
Pa Well, as I say, John, don't have a specific 
Q What are they mad at, then? 


Q If you don't have any comment on the 
specific stories, can you say whether or not a transfer 
has been authorized? Has a transfer been authorized? 


4 I'm not aware of the specifics of whether 
any final decisions have been made on a transfer, so I 
can't tell you. 


Q Well, who would be familiar with that? is 
that -- 


a Well, I think there are a lot of people 
familiar with it. I don't know who's prepared to comment 
on it. 


Q Alan, could you tell us whether this has 
alreacy been raised between the U.S. and Greek 
Governments, explaining -- 


f I can't, Marvin. I think I'm going to have 
to fall back on our usual reticence to talk about -- about 
talking about diplomatic conversations. 


Q You said that at times there are -- what did 
you say -- “significant differences"? Is that what you 
said? 

A At times. 


9 Is this one of those times? 





A I think I'm going to leave you with my words 
of this morning, but also refer you back, in response to 
Jim's earlier question, to what we had to say before. 


Q Alan, what is the attitude of the United 
States on the Greek Government's handling of this alleged 


terrorist? 

M Again, I've addressed this before and refer 
you back to that. I just don't happen to have that 
guidance. 

Q You say no specific -- 

Py Well, when did -- it appeared in a couple of 


newspapers, I would guess, a week before last. That would 
be my recollection. It's easy enough to dig it out, and 
the Press Office will be happy to do that. 


Q Alan, today's FBIS reports quote the Athens 
News as quoting the main opposition leader saying Mr. 
Papandreou has adopted pro-Soviet policies. Does the 
United States have any comment on that? 





A Well, I don't have any comment to offer on 
that from here at this point. I've just given you one 
Statement. I think that Assistant Secretary Burt has been 
up on the Hill recently and has talked about our 
relations, so I'd refer you to the record as it exists. I 
don't have anything new to add to it. 


John? 

Q You said before that no final -- you're not 
aware that any final decisions have been made on a 
transfer. Does this mean that it's still possible that we 


might somehow find some used F-5s, or something like this, 
that might go to Greece? 


A I'm not trying to steer you in a particular 
direction such as that, John. 


Q To follow up on that -- 


A I'm just not commenting at all on this story. 


Q Well, first, could we have a copy of the 
‘ statement, the statement you just now made? 


A Yes. Part of it. I‘m not sure I can give 
all of it. 





Q And, second, then you would not preclude a 
third party providing the aircraft to Greece should that 
come about? 


4 Well, I refer you back to what I said 
Originally in terms of the procedure. When there is 
U.S.-origin equipment, we then get involved in the 


decisions on what happens to that equipment. Sc I think 
that's responsive to that question. 


Q You're not ruling it out either? 


A I'm going to have to leave you with what 
I've just given you. 


Q Are there any surplus F-5s in Norway at this 
time? 


Pa I'd ask you to check with the Pentagon. I'm 
not saying they're not; I just don't have details to give 
you on that. 


Q It's been a couple of weeks now. Do you 
have anything more substantive by way of reaction to the 
Israeli seizure of the Cypriot ship beyond the general 
Statement on freedom of navigation? 


A No. Why don't I take a look and see if 
there is. There was potentially a little more that we 
were going to be able to offer, but I don't have it with 
me so let me see if we can get it. If so, check with the 
Press Office later this afternoon. 


Bill? 


Q On the question of the transfer of the 
planes, it wouldn't be a sale, would it? 


A I don't have the details on what would be 
involved in it; don't know. I'm sure that the Pentagon 
can address in general terms what would be involved in 
this. 


Q Yn that same subject, the Greek press has 
been makinc :e’erences to an interview between Richara 
Burt ana th eek Ambassador in which Burt is quoted as 
describing . relations with Greece as frustrating and 
difficult. 


Is that an accurate Gescription of what he saia. 











Mh I have nothing to offer you on any 
conversations between U.S. officials and Greek officials 
on that or other subjects. 


Let me take Ralph and then I'll come back. 


Q Another subject: Have there been any export 
licenses approved for defensive weapons to China recently? 


B I'm not aware of any, Ralph. I'll check, 
but you might also want to check with the Pentagon, 
You're talking about -- Yeh, I'm not aware of anything 


beyond what we've said before on this subject. But I wiil 
check. 


Larry? 
Q I'll pass. 


Q Alan, anything on the strikes against the 
military bases in Greece? | 


A Yes, I do have a littie bit on that. A 
strike by Greek base employees against U.S. facilities has 
been going on since July 3. Operation of the bases 
continues largely uninterrupted. The U.S. has expressed 
concern and is attempting to reach agreement with Greek 
authorities to provide adequate police protection at the 
facilities. 


There have been occasional incidents between 
Strikers, on the one hand, and non-strikers and U.S. 
personnel on the other. There have been no serious 
injuries. 


Q What's your understanding of what prompted 
the strikes? 


a I don't have anything further for you on 
that. Sorry. 


Q Copy? 


Q On the China question, has there been a 
formal request from the Chinese Government for defensive 
weapons? 





oa I don't have anything to update you on 
that. I would suggest you might want to check with the 
Pentagon. But I'm not aware of it. But again, you might 
want to check with them. 


Dennis? 

Q Why are you trying to reach agreement on 
adequate protection? Because it has not been provided up 
to this point or -- I don't understand that statement. 

a Well, as I say, there have been some 


occasional incidents, was, I guess, the phrase, and so one 
wants to be assured that there is adequate protection in 
that circumstance. 


Q To follow on that, you said there were no 


serious injuries, but there were -- there have been 
injuries in these incidents? 


a I'm going to have to stick with what I've 
got. I don't have any more details. 


Q Well, why the use of the word “serious,” 
then? 


om I understand the logical point you're 
making; I just don't happen to have information to answer 
your specific question. 


Q Still on this other terrorist incident in 
Greece, or the alleged terrorist release, a Greek Embassy 
spokesman says that a U.S. Government employee went into 
the apartment of a British citizen -- 


Q -- took out a suitcase with a detonator 
Gevice in it. 


A Uh-huh. 


Q And the Greek Embassy says that this amounts 


to interference with Greek justice ard meddling in 
Gomestic affairs. Do you have any comment? 


x Well, again, Jim, I think that all of this 
was addressed, generally speaking, in the previous 
guidance so -- it may not have been addressed in quite -- 





Q This specific point? 


oe It might not have been addressed in quite 
the detail that you would like, but I think that the idea 
of improper activity and all the rest of that was 
generally covered. 


Maybe we could dig that out. 


TO STAFF: Is that possible to dig it out now and 
I could try and look at it from here? 


Q Do you have anything today on the situation 
in Lebanon? 


M On the -- I'm sorry. I can't hear you. 


Q Lebanon? 


a Lebanon? Well, a little bit. There appears 
to have been some further progress over the weekend toward 
establishing security in the Beirut area, and we hope that 
the situation continues to improve. 


Q Any comment on the airport opening? 


f I don't have a comment on the airport 
opening per se. Obviously, we have been in favor of 
resuming normal activities and are in favor of improved 
security throughout Beirut. 


As far as the concerns expressed by people about 
the kidnapped, we, too, remain extremely concerned about 
those who have been kidnapped in Beirut, including of 
course, three Americans who are still missing. But, as I 
say, we continue to support all measures to improve 
security for the people of Beirut. 


Q Alan, do we see any particular significance 
in the reports of reconciliation between Arafat's wing of 
the PLO and several of the other PLO factions recently? 
Does this portend anything? 


‘ I don't have any comment for you on that. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on the Sakharov 
Situation and the apparent Soviet decision to place Mrs. 
Bonner on trial? 





A I don't. We've seen the reports suggesting 
that, but we don't have any independent confirmation 
regarding those reports. 


Q Is Mr. Pelletreau back from Lebanon? 


oa He's, I believe, still in the region on his 
consultations, as I've indicated at least twice before. 
He is on routine consultations in the region. He has 
responsibility for various countries in that region, and 
so he is continuing -- 


Q Can you give us the names of the countries? 


a Well, I've asked if we can get the names of 
the countries he's visiting, so I'm trying to get that for 
you, but at the moment I haven't got it. I will try. 

Pro (ise. 


Q Anything on Kuwait's purchase or projected 
purchase of Soviet surface-to-air and surface-to-surface 
missiles from the Soviet Union and armored vehicles, as 
well? 


x Not in specific terms. I think we've 
addressed this before, though, when the reports first were 
in the press regarding the Kuwaiti Defense Minister's trip 
to the Soviet Union, which is now apparently underway. I 
think it was in June, and we indicated that, obviously, 
Kuwait has full diplomatic relations with the Soviet 
Union, and senior Kuwaiti officials visit the Soviet Union 
from time to time, and we view the visit of the Defense 
Minister in this context. 


I think we also indicated that we understood that 
this visit was initially set up, or at least the 
invitation was extended, in 1983 and that arrangements for 
the visit were made final earlier this year, that this was 
prior to the Defense Minister's visit to the United 
States, and that we were -- that was in April -- and we 
were aware at the time of his visit, of his plans, to go 
to Moscow, 


-- MORE -- 





Q It’s not a reply to their inability to get 
Stingers here? 


M Well, I think those words speak for 
themselves, and I will leave you with those. 


Ralph? 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on the status 
of the Soviet-American cultural exchange negotiations? 
Have the Soviets agreed to begin those -- resume those 
talks? 


f We have -- well, the President stated on 
June 27 that we had told the Soviets we were prepared to 
initiate negotiations on a new exchanges agreement. We 
have provided to the Soviets a proposed text, and we 
expect formal negotiations to begin in the near future. 


Q Any date set? 


M Well, I don't have specific dates at this 
point. We would expect that those talks would be carried 
out in Moscow, though, from our side under the leadership 
of Ambassador Hartman. 


Let me go back to the questions -- 
Q Copy of that? 


A Well, I don't have it in exactly that form, 
so I'm going to have to let you take it from what I said. 


As far as the articles, Jim, if you go back I 
think there were some articles that appeared in the -- I 
guess the first article was in The Wall Street Journal. 
This is Greek terrorism, and that issue that you were 
talking about before -- or the terrorism in Greece, excuse 
me -- and the question of whether Americans had taken 
appropriate action or not taken appropriate action. 





The guidance is not terribly specific, but it 
indicates, first of all, we're not going to comment on the 
details, but we can confirm that an individual who was 
held by the Greek Government for an alleged act of 
terrorism was subsequently released, and we had made our 
serious concerns about this known to the Greek Government. 


Again, this was all several days ago. This was 
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more than, I guess, ten days ago that we made this point 
known here in the briefing room. So that's really the 
extent of what I've got on that. We're not going to 
comment in detail -- sorry? 


g You're talking about a Journal piece. What 
day is that? 


x June 28. And I think there was a subsequent 
article in the Journal the next day and also in the New 
York Times, and then I think that there were other 
articles following on that, but -- 











Q Alan, in that connection, when you let the 


Greek Government know of your concern, did you let them 
know in the context of the pending request for transfer of 


Surplus planes? 


BR Oh, I don't think that that would be the way 
we would address the issue, in a context where something 
is ongoing and they're holding somebody and we're 
concerned with the terrorist aspect of it. 


Q Alan, you zipped along very quickly -- 


excuse me -- on the cultural exchange, and you -- 
ny Yeah. 
Q -- said something about June 27? 


oN That's when the President said publicly, I 
think, that we had indicated, or told the Soviets, that we 
were prepared to initiate negotiations on a new exchange 
agreement. We've talked about that, I think, several 
times. 


Q When he set out the whole list of things, 
that's when -- 


4 That's correct. And I think we talked about 
it several times before that as something we were willing 
to talk about -- 


Q Right. 

mn ~ 3nd we would see when talks began. what 
I'm saying to you = Ww is that we have given them a 
proposed text, af: .1at we expect that those talks, that 


actually would foxr.8s on that text, would begin in the near 





ll 


future. 


Q Is this proposed text that the U.S. gave to 
the Soviet Union in response to one they gave to the U.S.? 


A I don't believe that's the case. 


Q Okay. And what about the consular 
agreements that were also talked about in the spring of 
this year? 


y Right. I don't have anything to update you 
on that. As I said, and others have said, we have 
indicated a willingness to move forward on that issue, but 
I don't have anything to update you. 


Q Alan, when you say that you expect the talks 
to begin, is that expectation based on some response from 
the Soviet Union, or is it that you feel that from the 
U.S. side, at least, the talks are ready to go? 


y I don't think we're just talking about our 
own feelings about this. 


Q Was this passed on to Dobrynin by the 
Secretary, this proposed text? 


M Marvin, I'm afraid I'm going to stay away 
from who said what to whom on this. 


Q When was the proposed text given to the 
Russians? 


x As I say, I think I'm going to stay away 
from the specifics of how it was transmitted. 


Q Subsequent to the 27th? 
A Yes. 


Q Alan, can you confirm a decision by Thailand 
to buy F-16As and -Bs? 


A I can't. I don't have any information on a 
final decision on that. Obviously, that subject has been 


Q In the works? 
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M -- in the works. It's a question of what 
their decision is, and I don't have that. I think there's 
been some previous guidance. If you don't have it, 
Spence, you might want to check on that. 


Q Thank you. 


Q Any response -- speaking of talks and 
whether they will expect to begin, can you say that you 
expect the talks to begin in September with the Soviet 
Union on space weapons? 


y Don't have anything new for you on that 
subject. 

Larry? 

Q Alan, is there anything new on the U.S. 


attitude toward the travel by private American citizens to 
Bulgaria? 


a Private American citizens? 
Q Or any Americans. 
A I don't think there is anything with respect 


to travel by private Americans to Bulgaria. There was, I 
think, a report in today's Washington Times regarding a 
memo on U.S. Government travel, or government employees’ 
travel, to Bulgaria, and there was a communication to all 
agencies. It was routine -- an interdepartmental 
memorancum -- but I'm not going to be able to get into 
either what it said, because I don't have it here, or the 
rationale behind it. 





Q What's the whole point of it? (Laughter) I 
mean, that they shouldn‘t travel or should? 


A Let me see -- 

Q Are you encouraging travel to Bulgaria? 

A I would not put it in those terms, no. 
(Laughter ) 

Q Is this a memo that says no U.S. personnel 


can travel to Bulgaria? 


A Well, let me ask you to take a look -- iI 


will 
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see if I can get something further on the actual language 
that was used, but you might want to look at the 


Washington Times of this morning. 





Q Any further word on the detained American 
Giplomat situation in Moscow? Have they -- has their -- 

a No. 

Q -- status been clarified one way or another 


by the Soviet Union? 


a I don’t have anything further to give you on 
that. 


Q Okay. 
Q Okay. Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:49 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #122 


TUESDAY, JULY 10, 1984, 12:09 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: O.K. Good afternoon. Just one 
announcement that I think has probably already been on the 
Wires, that is that today at 2:30, here in the briefing 
room, Peter McPherson, who is the Administrator of the 
Agency for International Development, will hold a press 
conference. The subject will be his upcoming trip to 
famine-stricken Africa. It will be ON THE RECORD for 
sound and camera. If you need additional information, 
please call Sara Tinsley, at 632-4200. That's it for 
announcements. 


I'll be happy to cake your questions. 


Q What is the schedule for the Soviet 
delegation coming here to talk about the Hotline? 


“ Jim, the Soviet delegation has arrived in 
the U.S. for talks which are scheduled to begin tomorrow, 
July ll. They will be meetinc to discuss possible 
improvements in communications between our two 
governments. As you know, this is part of ongoing 
discussions which have been held on that subject, which we 
initiated last summer on the basis of proposals advanced 
by the President in May 1983. 


50, that's about all I've got. 

Q Do you expect an agreement to be signed? 

a I can't really speculate on that, Jim. The 
fact is, the talks are about to take place. I think we 


ought to let those go forward. Obviously, an agreement on 
the eventual upgrading of the Hotline is our objective. 


But as I say, the talks have to begin yet tomorrow -- this 
latest round -- so we'll let that go forward. 
Q I don't know the exact date or text, but my 


recollection is that the Secretary said that, 
essentially, an agreement is together, just about ready 
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for signing. 


A Well, we would hope to make good progress, 
but let's let the talks happen rather than trying to 
predict their outcome before they take place. 


Q Do you know where and when? 


A I don't have details other than in 
Washington. I don't know, Marvin. 


Q Who heads the U.S. group? 


A The U.S. delegation is going to be headed by 
Warren Zimmerman of the State Department, who was until 
recently the Deputy Chief of Mission of our Embassy in 
Moscow. The Deouty Chairman on our side is Stuart 
Branch, who was a Deputy Assistant Secretary of State for 
Communications, and is now a consultant. The delegation 
will include officials from State, Defense, and the NSC 
staff. The Soviet delegation is headed by Mr. A. M. 


Varbanskiy -- V-a-r-b-a-n-s-k-i-y. 
Q Try it again. 
a V-a-r-b-a-n-s-k-i-y, a chief of 


administration in the USSR Ministry of Communications, and 
other members of his delegation will include officials of 
the Communications Ministry and the Foreign Ministry. 


Q They are in New York now? 

4 I don't know where they are, Mike. 

Q And how many sessions have we had previously? 
ny I don't -- Oh, I guess what I've got here 


is that they met in August ‘83 in Moscow, January ‘84 in 
Washington, April ‘84 in Moscow, 


Q And you said you didn't know where they were 
going to meet here in Washington? 


oa I don't happen to know where they are going 
to meet. 


2 Could you take that question? 





A Well, I'll take it, but I'm not sure that 
we're going to necessarily provide that information, 
frankly. I think that the hope here is to be able to 
conduct talks in a businesslike manner and not surround 
them with a lot of press attention, which would distract 
from the businesslike atmosphere, as I say, we hope to 
maintain. 


Q Do you think the Administration is opposed 
to conveying an impression of good relations now with the 
Soviet Union? 


x No, I wouldn't say that, Marvin, at all. I 
think the point is that it's just a matter of getting on 
with these talks, which we think have a serious objective, 
and we'll let that happen. 


Q Why would a picture of these people arriving 
and leaving interfere with their secret negotiations? 

7 I'm not suggesting that there necessarily 
won't -- you won't be able to do that. I just don't 





know. I'll check and if I have anything further to say, 
I'll be happy to provide it to you. 


Q Would Secretary Burt cr the Acting Secretary 
meet -- have any communication with this group? 


A I'm sure there will be other officials who 


will be meeting with them. I just don't happen -- I don't 
have details on that. 





Q Is there a time limit for the talks, Alan? 

M I don't have anything on duration, no.- 

Q Alan, in your original answer, my notes have 
you saying “possible improvements in communications 


between” -- 
A Uh-huh. 
Q -- we were talking about the Hotline, right? 
cs The Hotline. This is the proposal that was 
developed in close cooperation with Senator Nunn and the 


late Senator Jackson and other Congressional leaders. 


Q Anything else besides the Hotline? 
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4 
A Well, I think that we've talked about this 
before. I really am not going to go beyond this at this 
point. 
Q But, Alan, you said -- 


A I think that, basically, what we are talking 
about is the delegation coming for talks on the Hotline. 


Q You suggested just now that this is the 
proposal that was developed with Nunn and so on -- 


a Uh-huh. 


-- MORE - 
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Q But the proposal has been substantially 
changed, has it not, in the -- I mean, what's going to be 
discussed tomorrow is not the original proposal in -- 


A Well, I think this is -- has been part of it 
all along. 


Q What? 
A Been part of it all along. 


Q Alan, what kind of political or diplomatic 
Significance would you like to ascribe to this -- 


A I -- 


Q -- to this -- to the cultural exchanges, to 
the Star Wars talking about talking? 


I'm not going to try, Marvin, to draw those 
kinds of conclusions. I think the fact is that we're 
going to have these talks, we think that's a good thing, 
and we'll go forward with that. 


Q I want to make sure I understand you. You 
say that the talks will concern basically the Hotline, but 
you're not ruling out that they will get beyond that into 


A I don't have any more detail to give you on 
what might come up beyond that. The basic subject, 
obviously, is improving communications, and the Hotline is 
the thing that has been talked about most, and -- so I 
don't quarrel with that. 


Q Alan, on another subject, if I may? 

x Please. 

Q When Ambassador Wilson's -- when it was 
recommended that he -- that the whole thing be upgraded 


and he be the Ambassador to the Vatican, was the 
Department aware of the role that he had played in trying 
to organize meetings between U.S. officials or finding out 
information from the U.S. Government about Marcinkus? 


a Marvin, I'm aware of the stories which have 
appeared on this subject. I don't have anything on those 
stories to offer you. 
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Q Is this -- Ambassador Wilson, we are told, 
is here in Washington having discussions with the 
Department today. 


A Well -- 
Q What can you tell us about that? 


a No, I understand it somewhat differently 
from your understanding, that Ambassador Wilson is in the 
United States on a private visit. Don't have anything on 
his specific whereabouts. I'm unaware of any meetings 
that are scheduled between Ambassador Wilson and officials. 


Q To follow that up, if I may, we have a 
report that there was a -- that he held a series of 
meetings with the former Libyan Ambassador to the United 
Nations, during which there was supposedly a discussion of 
spot oil comtracts, and we have a report that he was 


rebuked by cable by Secretary Eagleburger once word 
reached the State Department that the meetings had 


occurred. 
Can you comment on that? 


a Don't have anything on that. Sorry. 


Q Alan, when you say that you're not aware of 
any meetings scheduled with officials -- 


Q -- do you mean Administration officials or 
State Department officials? 


x I -- my understanding -- and it may be 
incomplete -- but my understanding is any USG officials. 


Q Can you explain the lid that has been put 


upon you on this subject? Is there anything the 
Department is concerned about revealing here? 


A Well, I think that the questions revolve 


around subjects which, if they were being looked at inside 
the Government, would be things that would be private, 
essentially, within the Government. That is to say, 


you're asking about diplomatic communications with our 
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Ambassador -- to get back to, I think it was Bob's 
question -- or questions which were raised about 
communications with the Justice Department, and I wouldn't 
get into that. 


Q Fair enough. But could you find out whether 
in fact the Department has the same kind of total 
confidence that it normally has in all of its Ambassadors? 


a Well, I don‘t think I‘m going to try and 
make proclamations. I have no reason to change -- to 
expect that that isn't the case, Marvin, but I'm -- 
basically, I have nothing to sav about those reports at 
all, and I don't think I'm going to address any particular 
aspect of the report. 


Q So I understand it, are you saying that the 
communications with Ambassador Wilson regarding any 
possible discussions that ought not to have been held are 
Giplomatic communications? 


f I'm not saying any -- 


Q If they're not related to his representation 
to the Vatican. 





A I'm saying communications with our 
Ambassadors are generally privileged communications. As a 
normal routine operational point -- yes, that I'm saying. 


Mike, did you have a question? 


Q Not now. 

Q Is there an inquiry, Alan, into any of these 
allegations? 

a i just don't, as I said, have anything to 
offer you on this subject at all, so I'm going to stay 
with that. 


Q One final question -- 


M Sure. 
Q Well, not necessarily a final question -- 
will you -- if Mr. Wilson, Ambassador Wilson, does come to 


the Department, does have discussions with Department 
officials during his trip to the United States, will you 
at any point have anything to say about it? 
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4 I don't know. That's a very hypothetical 
question, since as of this point he has no -- 


Q We have reason to believe that he's here in 
the Department today, but you're saying no. 


A Well, I have reason to believe that he's 
not ’ so -- 


Alan, will the kind of communications of 


which ‘aes re erring to be the sort of communications 
that will be a available at the request of 


Congressional committees, to them? 


a Uh -- 
Q Or are they privileged on that ground too? 
f I'm not suggesting that there are 


communications, but the stories talk about them and the 
questions are based upon those stories, and it would 
necessarily involve communications. And I can’t tell you 
on a hypothetical basis whether I would -- that would be 
true or not. 


Q Well, can you tell us whether those cables 
were sent? 


4 Again, not going to get into the question of 
what cables may or may not have been sent. 


Q No, no. I didn't -=- you don't have to go 
into the detail of the cables. 


“ Not going to get into the question, Marvin, 
of what cables may or may not have been sent. 


Q Do you think that it fits into an 
Ambassador's work to deal with kind of private connections 
or -- 


A Well, you're asking -- you're asking a 


question which you're, on the face of it, abstracting from 
a particular case, but it's obviously asking a question of 


these reports, and I simply am not going to have any 
response for you. 


Q Can you deny that the reports are true? 
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A I'm not going to address the reports. 

Q You can't even address them? 

A No. 

Q You can't even tell us whether they're false 
or accurate? 

a Not going to address the reports. That's 
correct, 

Q Alan, can I ask a question based not on the 


reports but on Ambassador Wilson himself, quoted in The 
Los Angeles Times? He said that any of his actions before 
he was confirmed as Ambassador fell under a different 
ethical rubric because at the time he was not a paid 
employee of the Government of the United States. 





Could you enlighten that? That is, do you share 
that view? 


f I saw that quote in the press. I don't have 
a comment to offer on it. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Would those be considered diplomatic 
communications also? 


A I don't think he suggested they were 


.communications. 

Q No, no, but you were saying that the -- 

a I don't have anything further to say about 
it, Ralph. 


Q Alan, as a general principle, this is going 
to come up again. Does someone who represents the United 
States, even if unpaid, have a right to claim private 


communications when dealing with other parties? 


a I'm sure there are lots of people who deal, 
who -- even Government employees who have private 
communications -- 

What I'm saying, is there -- does it make a 
difference in his status whether he is paid or unpaid? 


M Well, I don‘t have anything to offer you on 
that, Jim. I understand your point; don't have anything 
to offer you on it. 


Q Does the United States Government share the 
Opinion expressed by Lord Carrington, the Secretary 
General of NATO, about the need to get the United States 
and the Soviet Union in the peace process in the Middle 
East, aS expressed in the -- 


4 I think that we have expressed ourselves 
several times on the question of how we approach the peace 
process. I refer you back to the President's September 1 
speech. 


Q I'm specifically asking because he's 
Secretary General of NATO. 


BN Fine; I'm specifically referring you back to 
our policy, so I think I have to be responsive in that way. 


Q All right, another question. Do you have 
any comment on Donald Neff's article ia today's Washington 
Times about the Soviet Union gaining more in the M e 
East through the repeated mistakes of the United States in 
policy affairs regarding the Arabs? 
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A No. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on the expulsion 
of the foreign priests from Nicaragua yesterday? 


os Yes, I do have something on that. This is 
on the reports that ten foreign Catholic priests were 
expelled from Nicaragua. 


We've seen the initial press reports, including 
the rather vague explanation of the Nicaraguan 
Government. Without getting into the substance of the 
expulsion or the Nicaraguan Government's allegations, 
Since the details are still scarce, I would note the 
obvious fact that the expulsion is consistent with a long 
pattern of harassment and intimidation against the 
Catholic Church by the Sandinistas. 


This pattern includes the outrageous insults to 
the Pope in March 1983; mob attacks instigated against 
churches, including one in Managua last month; previous 
expulsions of foreign priests; and numerous other events 
that are all a matter of record. 


Q Can I have a copy? 
x Sure. 


Q Can I also follow on that? As I understand 
it, though, the actions by the Archbishop were in abeyance 
of the Sandinistas’ state of emergency issued in 1982. 


Would we consider this -- you say, “it's 
consistent with a long pattern of harassment." Do you 
think that the Archbishop's actions were a provocation to 
the Sandinista Government? 


x I'm not going to try and make a judgment on 
that. I think I'll simply stand on what I've given you on 
this. 


Ralph? 


Q Any comment on the British tanker incident 
in the Gulf today? 


4 Not really. We've seen the reports, but 
don't have any information beyond that -- we've seen the 
press reports. 


l- | 759 





12 


Q Can you confirm who hit it, or with what it 
was hit? 

2 No. 

Q Have you any reaction today to the 


Statemen<s made yesterday by the Greek Government's 
spokesman about the possibility of U.S. bases and Voice of 
America relay stations being in jeopardy? 


os I really don't have anything o n that. 
As far as VOA is concerned, I woulda note that although the 
formal arrangements governing the operation of the VOA 
stations in Greece lapsed in 1977, the stations have 
continued to operate based on mutual consent and on verbal 
and written assurances. 


Early this year, we held a round of negotiations 
in Athens on the VOA stations, and we're prepared to 
resume those negotiations at a mutually convenient time. 
But I really don’t have anything further, and I refer you 
essentially to what I said yesterday. Don't have any 
particular update to give you on that. 


Q Has this Administration made any decision on 
the sale of aircraft to either Greece or Turkey? 

x Don’t have anything new on that subject, 
Jim, to offer you today. 

Q Can we have a copy of that statement on the 
VOA? 

of Sure. 

Q Can we have a copy of that statement on 
Ambassador Wilson? (Laughter) 

A I refer you to your tape recorder. 

Yes? 

Q Do you have any comment on the reports out 


of Malaysia today that Secretary of State Shultz feels 
that letters to some Olympic committees purporting to be 
threats against black Olympic athletes may have been the 
result of Soviet disinformation? 


By No, I don't. I've seen the report, and 
that's -- I guess I'd let the Secretary's words speak for 
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themselves. 
Marvin? 
Q Do you have anything on the Jane's Defense 





Weekly story about that explosion in the Soviet Union a 
month cr two ago being apparently much worse than earlier 
reported? 


“ Prankly, I'm not familiar with the story. I 
think we have said, Marvin, about what we have to say 
about tnat particular event, though. 


Q Do you have anything to comment on the 
resumpt:on of relations, diplomatic relations, between 
Egypt ard the Soviet Union? 


o I think that’s not a correct assumption of 
the question, if I may. I think that Egypt and the Soviet 
Union have had diplomatic questions. They've not had 
ambassadorial level relations. 


Q Ambassador exchanges? 


“ Not really. We've indicated sometime ago, 
when this story was most recently surfacing again, that 
that’s something that they had indicated, the Egyptians 


certainly had indicated, that they anticipated doing, so I 


don't have any comment. 


Q The individual statement, which was in the 
paper this morning, or an item about the United Arab 
Emirates is entertaining the idea of having diplomatic 
relations with the Soviet Union, do you have any comment 
on that? 


A No. 


Q The improved relations between Egypt and the 


Soviet Union, to get back the Ambassador to Cairo, is a 
result of the improved relations between Moscow and 
Washington? 


nN No. I think that I'll pass by that, maybe 
with what I said before. 


Q Has there been any fruitful result of any 


sort in the last couple of days on the kidnappings in 
Lebanon with regard to U.S. personnel? Any -- 
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A Regarding the three U.S. personnel being 
held? 


Q Yes. 
- Don't have anything new on that subject. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:29 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #123 


(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 
WEDNESDAY, JULY 11, 1984, 12:09 P. M. 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. One announcement: 


We are most pleased with the decision reached 
today at the Governing Board of the International Energy 
Agency regarding coordinated allied draw-down of oil 
stocks and other complementary measures in case of a major 
Oil supply disruption. This Department and the Department 
of Energy have worked together for some time on this 
important aspect of our energy preparedness policy. 


Secretary Hodel is releasing a statement on the 
agreement this afternoon, and both the text of that 
Statement and of the agreement itself will be available in 
the Press Office this afternoon. 


That's it for announcements. I'll be happy to 
take your questions. 


Q Where is this going to be released, Alan? 
MB The statement will be released at Energy. 
Q There as well? 

A Yes, 

Q Can we have a copy of this? 

x Of this? Yes. Sure. 

Q Alan, does this Department have any reason 


to believe that these letters which have been appearing in 
some Asian and African countries are the product of Soviet 
disinformation? 


A These hate leaflets which have thus far 
appeared in Zimbabwe, Sri Lanka, South Korea, Malaysia, 
and reportedly in the PRC, bear all the halimarks of a 
disinformation campaign. 
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The matter is still under investigetion, but we 
can give a preliminary opinion that the leaflets sent to 
Zimbabwe, of which we have the original, was not written 
by a native English speaker and contains errors in grammar 
and syntax that a native speaker would not make. 


We should also point out that the ieaflets spell 
Ku Klux Klan, for example, with a hyphen between the first 
two parts that doesn't appear in standard English usage. 


Also, as a general rule, material published by 
the Klan groups usually contains the full name of the 
Organization and not simply Ku Klux Klan alone. 


The thrust of the leaflets, that a threat exists 
for Olympic athletes from U.S. extremists, dovetails 
neatly with the Soviet justification for their withdrawal. 


The sophistication involved in obtaining the 
addresses of national Olympic committees also bespeaks a 
campaign characteristic cf active measures and 
Gisinformation activities. 


Q Copy of that? 


Q Can we have a copy? 

A Yes. 

Q Could you make available that -- a copy of 
that Zimbabwe -- or the letter received in Zimbabwe? 

Qf Yes, I think we could do that for you. 

Q We'd like copies of what you said. 

a Yeah. I think we can do that. 


Q And who -- 
a Excuse me. Tet me let Jim finish up. 


Q I just wanted to say, have you brought it up 
with the Soviet Union or anybody else? 


M I am not aware, Jim, of what action may have 
been taken with regard to that, and I think probably we 
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would not get into that matter. But, as what I’ve given 
you indicates, the preliminary analysis is that it may 
well be disinformation. 


Q Do you -- have you found that the leaflets 
or letters have had any adverse impact on the receiving 
countries’ desire to go to Los Angeles? 


a I think you'd have to check with those 
countries. I'm not aware of any changes in plans by those 
countries, but I think you'd have to ask them to get an 
authoritative response. 


Q Alan, are you making your position known in 
the various capitals of the countries receiving the 
letters? 

A I don't know quite how that's being handled. 

Q Can I just ask, in addition to making the 


Gocument available, if you have any other material such as 
che envelopes in which they were mailed or anythina of 
that sort? 


A Uh-hum. 


 Q Could you make that available all at the 
Same time? 
A I think we could in this case do that, yes. 
Q When are you going to make them available? 
A We'll do that after the briefina. 
Q Alan, there was a threat, I believe, from 


some African countries, Third World countries, that they 
will not participate in the Olympics as long as the Soviet 
Union is boycotting. Do you have the actual number of 
Third World countries? 


h No. I think you -- I'm not aware of any 


widespread feeling of that sort. I think there was one 
country which may have announced that; but, in any case, 
why don't you check with the Olympic Committee and see 
what they have on that. 


Q Alan, a report from Beirut today indicates 
that the Lebanese Foreign Ministry Secretary says Lebanon 
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is ready to strike a deal with Israel on security 
arrangements through indirect negotiations. He doesn't 


name a third country. 
a Uh-hum. 


Q Can you say whether the United States is 
involved in indirect negotiations between Lebanon and 
Israel on security arrangements for southern Lebanon? 


M We've had some words on this before, Raph. 
I don't have anything new to offer on that, and I think 
I'm not going to pronounce. I'll see if we can get out 
the previous things we've had to say, but I have nothing 
new to say about that. 


Q Would you steer us away from concluding that 
Pelletreau had -- Pelletreau's mission there this time had 


anything to do with this subject? 


Pt That he was involved in such an effort, for 
example? 


-- MORE -- 


\- 1767 





Q That he was involved in such an effort, for 
example, to strike a withdrawal on a security arrangement 
deal indirectly between Lebanon and Israel? 


a Yes, I would steer you away from tnat 
suggestion. I would not say that the subject of 
withdrawal of various foreign forces from Lebanon wouldn't 
have been a natural subject to have come up and how that 
might be worked out; but in terms of any involvement of 
the sort that you're raising, I would steer you away from 
that; yes. 


Q With regard to that May 15 group, terrorist 
group, that came up in the Greek incident, are we 
Satisfied that that group is not based in Iraq? 


a Again, I had guidance, I think, which we 
used on this before, and i‘ll refer you back to that. 

Q Can you say where they are based? 

A I don't recall what the specifics are. 

Q Alan, can you tell us anythinc about the 


Hotline talks? 


A No, not really. The talks are taking place 
here. They're ongoing, and we really are not going to have 
anythine to say about them until they're concluded. 


Q Alan, do you have any reaction to the 
bombing of the Libyan Embassy in Beirut? 


om I don't. I've seen the press reports on 
it. I'm not aware of any other reporting, but though I'm 
not aware of it, we obviously have condemned all terrorist 
acts, so assuming the facts, that would apply. But I just 
don't know enough about the facts of what's involved in 
that. 


Marvin? 

Q Alan, do you have anything at all on the 
World Bank population group study? 

A I do not. 

Q And the apparent conflict between the 


Administration's position on the birth control issue and 
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that of the World Bank? 


Mh Well, I think we've indicated -- you say 
"conflict," I'm not sure that that -- 


Q Apparent difference of opinion as to how to 
resolve the problem. 


M We've indicated before that the question of 
our position, as it will be taken at the upcoming Mexico 
conference, is being developed, and that remains the 
case. So I don't have anything -- anyway of responding to 
you at this point. 


Q Well, there is, in the various reports this 
morning on the World Bank study, long quotations from a 
Graft, what is called an “Administration draft," on the 
Administration's position. 


ts Well, there have been various drafts, as you 
know, that have been published -- Congressional Record, so 
on and so forth. 


Q But this one sounds remarkably consistent 
with the Administration view. 


A Well, until we've got a policy, Marvin, I'd 
rather not comment on the basis of supposed drafts. So 
when we have something -- obviously, we know that that is 


an important issue and one which is of interest. 


Q One other question, please. Is there 
anybody in the Department who is specifically working on 
that problem? 


M Oh, I think there are a number of people in 
the Department who are working on that problem. 


Q Is that McPherson's group that's working on 
that? 


M I don't know about a McPherson group, but 
AID haS a major interest in this subject; but there are a 
lot of people who work on this problem. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment at all on the 
reports that Sakharov has been given mind-altering drugs 
in a hospital in the Soviet Union? 


A I don't. We're aware of those reports. 
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We're aware that they're circulating in the Soviet Union 
as well as elsewhere, but I have no way of confirming any 


--MORE-- 
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Q Ycu haven't had any contacts with people 
there who would confirm that that is indeed the case? 


7 I don’t think we have any way of gettinsg any 
independent confirmation which would be something on which 
we could base a statement that we think this is right or 
wrong. The point that we have made before remains one we 
would emphasize, and that is that the uncertainty which 
Surrounds Dr. Sakharov and Mrs. Bonner could be cleared up 
if independent observers, correspondents or others couléd 
be allowed access to then. 


Q King Hussein with President Mitterrand, in 
visiting Jordan, said to the effect that all of the 
efforts of peaceful solutions in the Middle East have gone 
nowhere, and so to take all the whole issue of peace to 
the United Nations and let the United Nations deal with 
it. (Sic) Do you have comment on that? 


B No, I don't. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on the report 
from Israel today that goes into some more detail on the 
results of the alleged terrorists who were taken off the 
boat -- 


A No. 

Q -- and a plot for terrorism at sea or 
anything? 

x No. 

Q Is there any development on the Norwegian 
F-5s? 

A“ No, don’t have anythinc further on that. 

Q You did mention that Pelletreau, you said 


that you would not, you don't think that the subject of 
withdrawal may not have come up. (Sic) What is the United 


States policy now on withdrawal from Lebanon? I mean, 
once -- 


A That we think all foreign forces should be 


Withdrawn from Lebanon. If you go back -- there is no 
change in the policy, in our objectives, in our goals in 


terms of either the authority of the central government or 
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the withdrawal of all foreign forces, or indeed 
satisfactory arrangements for Israel’s northern border. 
So there is no change in any of that. 


Q Are you also in touch with the Syrians or is 
it -- if the subject had come up, would have come up only 
with the Israelis or -- 


x I would not get into the question of what 
conversations, what subjects came up. I think we did 
indicate that he had been to Syria; Mr. Pelletreau had, as 
well. But I’m not going to try to lay out an agenda of 
what he talked about at each stop. But we posted, I 
think, information on what his stops had been. 


Q Alan, anything further on Ambassador Wilson 
and his travel plans, his -- Did he have any meetings? 

a Not to my knowledce. 

Q Anything on the Gulf? This may have been 
asked -- the newly reported Iraqi attacks today? 

x I don't have anything on that, Ralph. 

Q How about the British tanker, any further 


confirmation or anything on that? 

A No. 

Q O.K. Thank you. 

Q Do you have any comment on the Washington 
Times story regarding alleged secret arms control 


agreements that the Administration reached in ‘81 or ‘82 
with the Soviets? 








4 Just simply to note that allegations of a 
secret executive agreement reported there in that article 
are without foundation, that the U.S. policy on interim 
restraints remains as it was stated by the President in 
May of 1982. 


Q Could there be any sort of understanding 
that these Senators might have misconstrued to be an 
agreement? 
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A Well, again, I think the policy has been 
articulated several times, and I would refer you back to 
what we said on that before. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:20 P.M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #124 


THURSDAY, JULY 12, 1984, 12:15 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. One announcement 
regarding a BACKGROUND briefing tomorrow. We're arranging 
for a BACKGROUNDER tomorrow, here in the briefing room at 
11:00, on the Secretary of State’s determination on El 
Salvador, which we expect to forward to Congress this 
afternoon. 


The President has delegated to the Secretary the 
authority to make the determination required in PL 98-332 
that the Government of El Salvador has demonstrated 
progress toward land reform, free elections, freedom of 
association, the establishment of the rule of law and an 
effective judicial system, and the termination of the 
activities of the so-called death squads. 


We'll try to make copies of the report available 
tomorrow prior to the BACKGROUNDER. 


That is it for announcements. Happy to take your 
Guestions. 


Q Can you tell us anything about the Hotline 
talks? 


a Not very much, Jim. The talks are 
continuing in a businesslike atmosphere, but I don’t have 
anything beyond that to offer you on then. 


Q They were here today? 
A Yes. 
Q Can you explain this almost absolute secrecy 


aocout these talks? 


Bs I don’t think there’s anything different 
about not talking about these talks while they're ongoing 
than talking about any other talks while they're ongoinc. 
We have tended not to do that. It usually isn't helpful 
to talk about talks while they'’re in process. 





Q Yes, usually you say when they begin, when 
they end, and other such things. 


A Well, we don't know exactly when they're 
going to end. We did indicate they were going to be held 
Starting yesterday. So we said when they were going to 
begin. 


I indicated yesterday they were being held here. 
So, anyway, that's where we are on that. 


Q What I mean, yesterday, for example, the 
Press Office wouldn't even say what the duration of the 
talks were. 


Poy Well, we don't know what the duration of the 
talks will be precisely. 


° I mean, yesterday, how many hours -- 

a Oh, I see. Well, okay. We're dependent to 
some extent -- to a large extent -- on what we can find. 
I'm not sure when the sessions actually ended, so I don't 
know that they had -- that that information was even 
available. In any case, tnat is the information we have 
on it at this point. 


' 


Q For example, if we were to ask late todéy, 
would you be abie or willing to tell us if they'll resume 
tomorrow morning? 


ra We can try, okay, but I can't promise you 
that because I don't know, 


Q Surely, you -- 


A We may not have anything further to say 
tonight on it. But anyway, stay tuned, and we will try to 
give you as much information as we can on it. 


Q Surely, it's not beyond the ingenuity of 
your Press Office to place a telephone call to the person 
who's -- 
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a I don't accept the tone you're taking in 
terms of ingenuity of the Press Office. We are 
presenting, in terms of an Administration and a 
Department, what we can and if it's not enough for you, 
I‘m sorry. 


Q What precisely is the policy regarding 
ambassadors r.taining positions on corporate boards? Why 
was an exception granted to Mr. Wilson, and have such 
exceptions been granted in the past? 


a Well, in terms of the policy, I have some 
information. There was in May of 1981 a set of decisions 
taken by the then Under Secretary for Management, Richard 
Kennecy, on retention of corporate directorships by 
persons appointed to positions requiring Senate 
confirmation, and we'll make that available to you instead 
of going through it. It's a page of various points. 


It 1S permitted. Obviously, there are 
exceptions. Most ambassadors don't have corporate 
Girectorships, so that it’s not a frequent issue. It 
Goesn't rise very frequently. 


I'm sorry, your other questions? 


Q The Government Etnics Office reported to the 
Senate that an exception was taken in Wilson's case from a 
general policy against it. Why was the exception granted, 
and has it ever occurred before? 


a Okay. In terms of -- as I say, it's 
infrequent but it has been permitted. So the answer to 
the second part of your question is yes. 


Q Have you any examples? 


Q Well, that, you're going to have to do a 
little homework on your own. The Department doesn't 
maintain files of exceptions for employees who have been 
permitted to retain directorships on corporate boards. 

But individual financial disclosure statements, which 
include such information, are on file in two different 
places -- the Office of Government Ethics in the Office of 
Personnel Management, and also in the Department of 
State's Foreign Affairs Information Management Center. So 
I would say that you'd have to go to them and get -- 
those, as I say, are publiciy available. I don't know 
precisely what their procedures are, but you can get that 
information there. 


}- 1777 





In terms of Ambassador Wilson, yes, there was an 
exception made. The issue was reviewed and approved by 
the State Department and the Office of Government Ethics. 
Documentation is on file in the State Department. At this 
point, I can't make that available to you. There are 
Privacy Act considerations. 


If we can do more on that later, I'll be happy to 
do that. But, in any case, the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee was informed of the exception prior to 
Ambassador Wilson's nomination hearings. 


Q Prior to -- can you say anything about why 
the exception was granted? 


oa No, that's what I say. There are Privacy 
Act considerations. And if we can do better for you, in 
terms of details, I'll be happy to do that, but -- well, 


that’s where I'm going to leave that. 


--MORE-- 
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Q One other point, is there also a policy 
regarding ambassadors’ stock portfolios, whether they can, 
must they divest themselves or place them in a blind trust 
Or anything like that? 


x Well, I'm not sure, in terms of stock. I 
think that there are -- I'm just not sure what the rules 
are. You might -- This all relates to directorships. In 
terms of anybody who has submitted a financial disclosure 
statement, that information in terms of holdings is 
available, and I simply would refer you to those 
documents. Don't have that -- There was a suggestion in 
the story today that somehow the Department was 
withholding information. I reject that, but we'll let it 
go at that. 


Ralph. 
Q Alan, maybe I missed something or I'm just 


confused. You say that it has been permitted and yet an 
exception was granted in this case. Is there a rule -- 


Q Exceptions have been permitted -- 

Q Okay. 

A -- and one was permitted in this case. 

Q Okay, but it requires an exception? 

a That's correct. 

Q Alan, same subject. I'm sorry. We're told 


that Ambassador Wilson resigned from the Jorgensen boara 
in March. Was the Department informed of that, and was 
that resignation at the Department's behest? 


A I don't know about the resignation in March 
myself. I can see if I can finGd anything out. That may 
get us back into Privacy Act considerations. I'll check 
on it. I, again, am not aware, since the exception was 
Granted in the first place, why there would have been a 
request. If I have anything further on that, I'll provide 
that, too. 


Q Alan, in this case, the former Uncer 
Secretary of State, Lawrence Eagleburger, was mentioned as 
someone who interfered in Wilson's alleged interference in 
the Marc Rich case. 
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oom Uh-huh. 


Q Given that Eagleburger is now the president 
of Kissinger Associates, and Kissinger is a business 
partner of Marc Rich, is there any investication into the 
possible impropriety of Eagleburger sticking his nose into 
this matter? 


a There certainly -- I'm not -- I've not 
addressed, when the question was raised before, about 
former Under Secretary Eagleburger's alleged involvement 
in this. I did not comment on it. I don't intend to 
comment on it in this case, but I will say there certainly 
~- whatever action was taken, there was no impropriety and 
no suggestion of it. 


Q Can I follow up? Alan, can I follow up on 
it? 

Z Yes, go ahead. 

Q -- and ask a more general question? At one 
point, you expressed some anger at the suggestion that 
people employed in the Department who were formerly 
associated with Kissinger may still, in some sense, be 
under his sway. In the particular case of Eagieburger, 

tion 


who has now gone and accepted a very high-paying po 
with Henry Kissinger, is there any investigation into the 
guestion of whether there may be other people in the 
Department who are operating under the influence of sonie 
future plum being promised to them by Kissincer? 


a I think that the suggestion that there was 
some future plum promised in the case of Mr. Eagleburger 
is wrong. I know it iS wrong, and I think that the 
Suggestion that you are raising is an improper one. There 
is no suggestion that there is such plum -- 


Q No. For instance <-- 


A No for instance. I've answered your 
guestion. 


Q I have another question. In the past -- 


A Well, let's come back to you. You've had 
two. I'll come back to you. 


Go ahead. 
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Q Alan, do you have anything on the 
consultations that were made by the Egyptian Ambassador, 
Mr. Ghorbal, before his leaving to Egypt? 

ra I ON OR 

Q You don't have anything on that? 

am I don't have anything on the subject. 


Q Any further information about the trip by 
Mr. Pelletreau to the Middle East area? 


M No, I think we've provided you, basically, 
everything we can. We put up the other day the countries 
which he had visited, and I think -- again refer you back 


to the fact that this was routine consultations, nothing 
unusual about that trip at all. 


Q Can you tell us if the talks with the Cubans 
regarding the Marielitos have alreacy besun in New York? 


A I don't have anything beyond what we said 
the other day on that. 


Q Have you anything on F-5s for Greece? 

oa Nothing new. yvthing new to say on that. 

Q On the Cubans, I think you said the other 
day, they were starting shortly, or did you give a date? 

A I don't think I addressed that in the 
briefing, but I don't have a -- I think the fact is that 
we said we had -- or what we were prepared to say is, we 


had been in touch with them, and that we expect the talks 
to begin shortly, and I have not providec any dates or any 
other information on it. 


Q Would you, or would they happen? 


A Well, if I have something to give you, I'll 
be happy to give it to you. 


Q I mean, are you going to hold these roughiy 
in the same status as the talks with the Soviets, I mean 
as something you won't talk about until they're over? 


x That's a possibility. 
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Q How about a venue, Alan? 

aN No, don't have anything on venue. 

Q Can I ask you about the TASS warning to West 
Germany today on the use of certain weapons by West 
Germany? 

M Yes. I think it was a question, if I 


recall, not of the use of certain weapons but the 
suggestion there might be restrictions lifted on the 


manufacture -- 
Q Construction, yes. 
a -- of certain weapons. And I don't think 


any decision, as I read the press stories, any decision 
had been made to manufacture. It was just the matter of a 
policy decision. 


The fact is, the Soviet Union has raised the 
issue with us in diplomatic channels. The WEU (the 
Western European Union) is an organization which has, 
since 1954, worked in close cooperation with NATO. The 
current effort on the part of the seven European member 
States to revitalize the WEU is aimed at improving 
European defense cooperation in the NATO framework, and 
the U.S. supports such efforts. 


No aspect of the planned revitalization would 
affect the purely defensive orientation of the Western 
Alliance. The Soviet charges that the decisions made by 
the WEY would violate post-World War II agreements are 
Without basis. 


Q Copy? 
a Yes 
Q Alan, regarding Greece again, would you 


endorse the characterization of The Washinaton Post of 
today that there is a sort of ease of tension Dhetween the 
U.S. and Greece? 





4 Well, I think that I would -- Ambassador 
Stearns did meet with Prime Minister Papandreou 
yesterday. I'm not going to comment, obviously, in cetail 
on the meeting, but it was a full and useful discussion of 
the issues affecting U.S.-Greek relations. 





As we have said before, while we have some 
differences, we value our ties with Greece and want to 
have the best possible relationshio. We believe we have 
common interests, and as Ambassador Stearns said, we will 
try to reconcile these and the differing perspectives of 
our two governments. 


Q Copy? 
A Yes. 

Q Have they, at any time during the 
consultations, threatened to reconsider the bases 
agreement? 

A I don't want to lead you in a particular 


Girection on this, but I think it would be unfair to start 
addressing details. We have not done that in our 
conversations, and I don't want to; but I'm not leaving 
you with -- I'm not trying to suggest something to you by 
refusing to comment. It's just a common matter of not 
commenting on the details of our conversations. 


Q DO you have any comment on the three 
Israelis who allegedly were involved with the kidnapping 


of a Nigerian ex-official in London? 


x NO. 
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Q Alan, do you have any comment on The 
Washington Post report this morning that suggests that 
many Polish applicants for U.S. travel visas are being 
turned away by the U.S. Embassy in Warsaw, and that 
they’re being disappointed, and so on? 





BM Well, I do have something on that. Facts: 
U.S. Consular officers in Poland and elsewhere decide each 
non-immigrant visa application on a case-by-case basis in 
accordance with U.S. immigration law. 


The law regarding non-immigrant visas is designed 
to facilitate travel, and visa denials occur only when the 
applicant is not eligible under U.S. law. 


I might also emphasize that the criteria for visa 
issuance under law apply to applicants worldwide, not in 
any single country, and they have not changed in recent 
years. 


Q Only when they don't qualify, they are 
denied. 


A That's correct. 


Q The Post implies in its story that the 
number of denials has increased. Is that because the 
number of people who don’t cualify has increased, or is it 
because the criteria are being applied more stringently or 
what? 


A Well, as I say, the criteria for application 
of the law have not changed in recent years, so I think 
that it isn’t a question of any more stringent 
application; it’s a question of the laws existing and 
people applying the laws, although, indeed, they must 
Strictly follow the law, and that nas always been the case. 


I don’t have precise figures available on the 
number of applications, but I gather that there has been 
some relaxation to some extent on travel restrictions 
imposed by the Polish Government, and, therefore, the 
volume of applications is somewhat higher than in the 
recent past. 


Q Alan, Esyptian President Hosni Mubarak 
joined King Hussein this morning, in an item in the paper 
about the need to convene a United Nations conference on 
the question of Palestine. Do you have any comment on it? 
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M 1 don't have anything on that. No. 


Q To follow up with this, please, Alan, is 
King Hussein of Jordan expected to come to this country 
within a few weeks, or something? 


Z I have no indication of that. I don't know 
what his private plans are, but I have no indication of 
other plans. 


Yes? 


Q Alan, do you have anything on the Hedrick 
Smith story today in the Times about this alleged defector 
from the Salvadoran guerrilla army and his contention that 
they received arms from Nicaragua? 


a Well, I think we‘ve expressed ourselves on 
the question of Nicaraguan arms supplies frequently. 


Q Right. But have you talked to this 
gentleman specifically? 

a Oh, I think people have talked with him. I! 
Gon’t have a readout on his conversations, but I think he 
was -- my understanding is that that story stemmed from a 


briefing given over at the White House that was open to 
press coverage, so I would perhaps go to your colleagues 
who covered it, if you didn’t have the opportunity to do 
that. 


Q Is that related to the pending report, or 
whatever you want to call it, by the Administration, on 
arms flows from Nicaragua to El Salvador? 


A Is it related? I don't -- 


Q I mean, is that part of the Administration's 
evidence-gathering effort? 


A I think we have -- I don't have anything new 
on that report. A draft, as you know, was sent up to the 
Hill, and I just don’t have anything to update you with 
regarding that report. 


Obviously, we have made efforts to gather as much 
information as possible all along, and to the extent that 
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that information has been releasable, we've released it. 
But I don't quite know how to relate that to your 
questions. 


Q Well, I mean, are the interviews with this 
particular individual related to the preparation of this 
Graft report and its release and availability? 


A Well, my recollection -- and I saw a copy of 
that draft report as it was sent up to the Hill. My 
recollection is there was some reference, in fact, to some 
interviews with him, so -- 


A -- I refer you, if you’ve got a copy of that 
Graft. Some were made available from the Hill, I gather. 


Q How will] the Department in the future treat 
such cases as the Wilson case, if it doesn't maintain 
recorcs to look back on what it’s done in previous 
instances? Is there not an ethics officer who overseas 
this type of situation? 


A Sure. There are, and, as I said, I will 
Give you that sheet of what the exceptions are, and any 
individual application would be judged against those 
criteria, or, if the criteria change in the future, 
acainst future criteria. 


Q But independently, without any ability to 
look back on previous cases and say, well, in this case we 
Gid this and it’s related -- 


4 I think it would be judged against the 
Criteria primarily. There has been, I think -- the fact 
of the matter is, I think, that there has been some degree 
of stability in the people involved, but that really is 
not the issue. The issue is, are there criteria? There 
are criteria, they're laid out, they're in written forn, 
and one can judge each individual case against those 
criteria. 


Q Couple of items from Syria. First of all, 
Syria is not allowing training camps in Al Biga’, 
according to the FBIS today, and, on the other hand, 
Israeli forces have conducted maneuvers in western Ai 
Biga’. Do you have any comment on both items? 
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oy No, I don't. 


Q I'd like to come back, if I could, to the 
announcement you made at the beginning of the briefing. 


Q Is there anything you can tell us that would 
dissuade us from the conclusion that there's no reason to 
believe the Administration plans to say anything other 
than El Salvador’s doing just fine on all of the things 
you listed? 





M Well, I wouldn't want to scoop the briefing 
on that, Ralph. 


Q Well, you -- 
a I hesitate to do that. (Laughter) 


Q You said the report was going to the Hill 
this afternoon. 


o Well, that’s right. There's a report 
reguired, in any case. The question is what goes in it. 
It isn*t a question of if you were going to say a certain 
thing, then you submit a report; if you're not going to 
Say that, then you don’t submit the report. The report 
has to go forward. 


Q I see, 


A Alan, is the United States playing any role 
in the proposed prisoners’ exchange between Israel and 
some Palestinian groups, accofding to stories today? 


a I've seen those stories on that, and my 
reading of the stories and my understanding of the 
Situation is that's being worked out by those groups and 
Israel and perhaps other parties, but I don’t -- 


Q Other -- 

A Other than a general interest in prisoners, 
I don't -- 

Q You have no role -- 
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y No real role in that. 
Bob? 


Q Do you have anything further on the hate 
mail? Have you determined -- has anyone determined its 
source or -- 


XM No. That -- but, as I indicated yesterday, 
an investigation of that is continuing, is ongoing. and 
that is fact, and that's as far as I can take it. 





Stan, I promised I would come back to you. 


Q I'd just -- many agencies in this Government 


have regulations involving people who go to work in 
industries related to the industry they were dealing with 
in the government afterwards. 


Why are you so upset at the suggestion that 
Similar scrutiny might be applied to the Foreign Service? 


A Well, i guess what I‘m upset about is the 
Suggestion that we should bring every employee of the 
State Department cown and have them grillec on what 
conversations -- 


Q Not everyone. I can give you a list if you 
want. 


4 I'm not aware of this -- of anybody who has 
a plum job that has been offered fcr, following government 
service, from Kissinger and Associates, and I guess you'd 
want to ask them whether they've offered any, but I*m not 
aware of any. 


9 Well, you said a little while ago that you 
knew that there was none; now you say -- 


a In the case of Larry Eagieburger. 


Q You are privy to every discussion that 
Eacsleburger ever had between himself -- 


N Well, I happen -- 
Q -- and representatives of Kissinger? 


XX Well, I think I will leave in terms of what 
I've said -- 


. | 738 











2 >. > ~~"? 


15 


Q You must stick to him pretty close. 


a I think it’s fact that that was -- Larry 
Eagleburger’s behavior in office was with -- in total 
conformity with any ethical standard that you want to 
apply. 


Q Going back to the hate mail, I saw that the 


letter which was sent to Zimbabwe dated from Virginia, 


somewhere in Virginia. What city? Do you have an 
indication what -- 


2 I don‘t -- I don’t have any information 
beyond what we handed out to you yesterday. 


Q Thank you. 
4 You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluced at 12:38 p.m.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 
FRIDAY, JULY 13, 1984, 12:26 P. M. 


MR.. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Two announcements: 


First, today at 2:30 here in this briefing room 
there will be a BACKGROUND briefing by a State-AID 
official on the upcoming International Population 
Conference in Mexico City. It will be, as I say, for 
BACKGROUND only. 


Second, to tell you that we now have the text of 
the Secretary's speech at the ASEAN post-Ministerial 
meeting, and we will be reproducing that and making it 
available to you as soon as possible. That process is 
underway at the moment. 


Q When was that speech given, or when will it 
be given? 


x It has been given, and it was reported, I 
think, by the wires this morning, so I think it was given 
on the 13th, Indonesia time. 


Q With the -- on the briefing on population, 
will there be a -- will we see the document or the 
position paper that's been alluded to? 


M We can talk about that later, Bob. I think 
that I'd rather not try and talk about that from here. 


Q Do you have any comment on reports that an 
agreement is near on the hotline talks? 


M I don't have too much to say about that, 
Jim. As usual, I'm not going to get into the substance of 
the negotiations or make predictions since the talks are 
Still underway. The discussions of the past two days 
between the U.S. and Soviet delegations have been 
businesslike and productive. The two delegations met 
again this morning at the State Department and will meet 
again on Monday. 
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The Soviet Charge’ d'Affaire will host a luncheon 
for the U.S. negotiators at the Soviet Embassy this 
afternoon. 


Q Is there a negotiating session this 
afternoon, or there's nothing else this afternoon except 
for the lunch? 


MB That's my reading of this, that they met 
this morning and will meet again on Monday. 


Q Is it anticipated the talks on Monday will 
extend on to Tuesday, Tuesday to Wednesday, or how does 
that go? 


M Well, as usual, I'm not going to try to 
project the talks. 


Q Alan, how do you explain the fact that this, 
being about the only arms control measure you've been able 
to accomplish in four years, that the Administration is 
making so little of the headway in what, after all, is a 
confidence-building, tension-reducing mechanism? 


M Well, without accepting your preamble -- 
(laughter) -- 


Q I haven't seen any signings lately -- 


M Well, as I say, without accepting your 
preamble, the point that I've made here the last several 
days -- and I'm afraid we haven't had the pleasure of your 
company, Barry -- 


Q I've been in -- 


A This is a fourth session in a series of 
talks we've had on this issue, and if we have some 
specific results to tell you about, we'll be happy to tell 
you about them. 


Q Hope -- 


A But it's an issue that's under discussion, 
so we're just handling it in a businesslike fashion. 


Q Well, maybe I ought to be a little more 
candid. There have been suggestions that at the behest of 
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the Soviet Union the Administration isn't making as much 
as it would like to of this agreement, not wanting to sort 
of make it seem that the Soviets are being more 
forthcoming than they want to be perceived as being. 

Q Is there any advantage -- 

A -- this issue has been raised before. As 
I've indicated before, the approach that we're taking, the 
businesslike approach to this, is something that we and 
the Soviets have agreed on. 


Q Alan, can I just go back. They're going to 
meet again on Monday. 


A That's correct. 

Q Is there anything of significance to the 
word "meet" as opposed to talks that have occurred over 
the past three days? (Laughter) 

a Uh, let us -- (Laughter) 


Q Should we assume that the meeting on Monday 
-- they're meeting this afternoon at the Embassy, too. 


a I suspect when they meet, they probably will 
talk. That often happens. (Laughter) 


Q Alan -- 


Q Alan -- 


M I wouldn't try to draw fine distinctions 
between the words here. 

Q Will the hotline be used to announce the 
agreement? (Laughter) 

A Can we return to serious questions? 

Q Will agreement be announced after the 


Democratic convention is over or during the Democratic 
convention? (Laughter) 


A As I said, can we return to serious 
questions? 
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Q Alan, new subject? 
A Sure. 
Q What can you tell us about the progress in 


the talks in New York between the American and Soviet 
delegations on the Mariel matter? 


7 Uh, saw -- 
Q Cuba. America and Cuba. 


Q Pardon me. American and Cuban. I slipped 
that in. 


M Saw reports thiS morning on that, Mike. I 
have nothing on the subject of discussions between the 
U.S. and Cuba on that subject beyond what I've said 
before, which is to say that we have talked with them and 


we will be talking. But I don't have anything to say to 
you to address those reports today, and when we have 
something to say on that subject, we'll be happy to 
volunteer it to you. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Are you aware that there is a Cuban 
delegation in New York? 


B John, I simply have nothing to say about 
those reports that I read in this morning's paper. 


Q Why don't you just make it a flat “you're 
not going to comment on it." I mean, this is -- 


M Well, I think I'll choose my words -- 


Q Don't you really feel foolish standing here 
and talking and saying things like that? 


M No more than having you sit there and ask 
the questions like that; no. Go ahead. 


Q The position before was the Administration 
was saying that the Cubans didn't want this negotiation to 
Start until after the elections. Is this to be 


interpreted as a Cuban comment on the -- the elections are 
all over, or what is this? (Laughter) 


M Why don't you ask the Cubans on that one. 

Q Alan, earlier this week at this briefing you 
said on the record that the talks would begin in the near 
future. 

M Uh-huh 

Q Will the talks begin in the near future? 


A As I say, I have nothing to add to what I've 
said before on that. 


Q But what you've said before still stands? 


om Well, I have nothing to add to it, and I 
won't. 


Q Alan, why are you afraid to talk about this 
subject? 


x I'm not afraid to talk about it. 
Q Why is the State Department -- 


om John, if you want us -- 
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Q -- afraid to talk about something tuat 
everybody knows is going on? 


A If we have anything further, I'll be happy 
to answer questions. 


Q I mean, -- no -- this is an extraordinary 
kind of guidance. 


A No, it isn't. 
Q Yes, it is. 


A We frequently conduct talks in 
confidentiality. Sometimes, we talk about -- 


Q But you are not even conceding that there is 
a delegation there -- 


A I was about to finish. Sometimes we talk 
about talks that are going on. Sometimes we don't talk 
about them while they‘re going on. There are all sorts of 
Gifferent ways we handle them. What we choose to do is 
what we think would be most conducive to progress on those 
talks. And so that's what we do across the board on a 
variety of kinds of conversations. And we will have to 
make the decision as to what we think is most productive. 
If that's frustrating, I'm afraid we're -- 


It's frustrating. I mean it just -- 


Q 

4 Okay. I think we can drop it. 
Q I have a follow-up, if I might. 
A 


I'll come back to you. Go ahead. 


Q It's a new subject. Is there any State 
Department reaction to the reports out of Kuwait that that 
government and the Soviet Union might come into some sort 
of an arms deal? 


a Yes. I would point out a couple of things 
to you. First of all, of course, we have indicated before 
we knew that this visit was going to take place. And as 
far as the results of it are concerned, we have only 
really seen the press accounts, and so it would be 
premature to comment in any detail. 
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But, as we have said before, Kuwait historically 
has purchased arms from a number of countries, including 
both the Soviet Union and the United States. We would be 
concerned were Kuwait's purchase of Soviet arms and 
equipment to be on such a scale as to upset possibly the 
existing balance which that country has traditionally 
maintained among its sources of military supply. 


Q So you':e talking about the balance between 
U.S. and Soviet arms and not necessarily the arms balance 
in the area? That's not a matter of concern to you? 


x Which the -- they're talking about the 
supply balance. That's correct. 


Q I mean, what if they end up with a whole of 
arms from the Soviet Union and you give them a like 
amount? Would that be upsetting? 


M Well, I'm not going to try to define it 
further, Barry. 


Q Have you been in contact with the Soviets -- 
A Sorry? 
Q Have you been in contact with the Soviets 


concerning their deal with the Kuwaitis? 


a Well, I don't think I would get into the 
question of what we have or haven't talked about with the 
Soviets? 


Q Alan, to follow up, please? Is there any 
tacit understanding between the Soviet Union and the 
United States regarding shipments of arms to the Middle 


East? 


a I don't think it would be appropriate to say 
there's a tacit understanding. I think, however, that our 
concerns about tensions in the Middle East, and in the 
Gulf area, have been discussed with the Soviets on a 
number of occasions, but I don't think I could take it 


beyond that. 
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Q Alan, do you think now that Kuwait has more 
military arms from the Soviet Union will call for more 


advisors coming to Kuwait, Russian advisors (sic)? 


A Well, we just simply don't know ie the 
answer to that. 


Jim? 


Q Alan, would $200 million worth of Soviet 
arms purchases be enough to upset the balance? 


M I don't have any specific judgment to offer 
you on what might fall within the area of concern. I 
simply am expressing a policy concern about that issue, 
but I'm not going to try to draw conclusions. 


Q Do you see any cause-and-effect relationship 


between the U.S. decision to deny Kuwait Stinger missiles 
and Kuwait's decision to go to Moscow? 


N Well, I think we indicated before that we 
knew about the decision to go to Moscow before the Defense 
Minister came to the United States in April. 


I might note -- I'm not sure that we actually 
have done it, although in fact it was true a little while 
ago that we have, in fact, reached agreement in principle 
with the Government of Kuwait on measures to improve its 
early warning air defense command, control and 
communications capabilities, and we would anticipate the 
specific sales agreements would be concluded in the near 
future on those things. 


Q Alan, what is the total of that sale? 
M Excuse me, let Jim finish. 


Q Have the Kuwaitis finally been told 
definitively that they will not be getting Stingers? 


x I don't have anything of that sort to offer 
you except that the proposal, as we have indicated before, 
does not include Stingers. 


Q Alan, could I follow up on the advisors 
question for just a minute? 


A Sure. 
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Q In your original statement on the Kuwait 
thing, you said you would be concerned if the scale of the 
weapons sale were to upset the balance. 


Would you be concerned if Soviet advisors were 
sent to Kuwait to man the new equipment and remain there, 
as opposed to going there to train Kuwaitis in operating 
the equipment? 


BR I don't want to try and parse it that 
finally, Ralph. The fact is that Kuwait would not be the 
first country in which the U.S. and the Soviet Union both 
had military personnel engaged in simultaneous security 
assistance programs. 


In such instances, we take appropriate measures 
to assure that U.S. military equipment and technology are 
not compromised. And, indeed, we already have Kuwait's 
agreement to protect classified U.S. systems and 
information from unauthorized disclosure to third parties, 
and we have every reason to believe that the Kuwaitis will 
respect this agreement in the future as they have in the 


past. 


Can you give an example? 
Sorry? 


Can you give us an example of such countries? 


~ ff FF & 


I can't, but why don't I see if I can get 
one for you. 


Q Yemen. 


M Okay, Barry says Yemen. (Laughter ) 
Alright, I'll see if we can find something on that. 


Excuse me. Mike? 


Q Alan, you have no figures there on the 
source of supply, the balance, the figures of equipment? 


x I don't. 


Q Can you take that, then, since you did raise 
that as a -- 


aw No, I don't think I would take that. I 
think that probably we would be able to provide some 
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figures on our own, but I'm not prepared to try to provide 
Soviet figures. 


Q Well, then, will you take that please; if 
you could provide chat here on -- 


A U.S. figures? 
Q Yes. On some years of supply, please? 
A Well, I'll see what can be done on that. 


Q Alan, do you see that as a shift of some 
Arab moderate countries towards the Soviet Union? Now we 
have Kuwait, tomorrow we have Jordan, and yesterday we 
have so-and-so? 


A Oh, I'm not going to try to draw sweeping 
conclusions of that sort. 


Q Does this change the arrangements, such as 
they are, for Saudi Arabia to share with its Gulf friends, 
including Kuwait, some of the security information that 
it*'s obtaining through the use of American-provided or 
American-controlled AWACS? 


Does it make you more ieery of Kuwait hearing 
from Saudi Arabia what they see with our equipment? 


x Well, I guess I would refer you back to what 
I said before about Kuwait's agreement to arrangements to 
protect U.S. equipment and information, so -- 


Q Any further information on the meetings now 
held in Beirut between the U.S. and Lebanese, chaired by 
Prime Minister Karami, regarding the relations between the 
two countries? 


x Between the U.S. and -- 


Q Yes. The U.S. Ambassador. It's chaired by 
the U.S. Ambassador and Prime Minister Karami on the other 
side. 


A No, I don't. The U.S. Ambassador meets 


frequently with Lebanese officials, so -- but I don't have 
anything on whatever report it is you're specifically 
referring to. 


] 
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Q These are being reported as specifically for 
the reconsideration and the studying of the relations 
between the two countries and the aid, the U.S. aid, to 
Lebanon. 


A I think that, as I say, it is a fact that 
Ambassador Bartholomew frequently meets with Lebanese 
officials. So I just would have to leave it at that. 


Q Do you want to comment on the Los Angeles 
Times story about the State Department having been asked 


to draw up a plan for U.S. air strikes in El Salvador? 


a Well, I saw a story this morning -- I guess 
I didn't see it in the L.A. Times. The fact of the matter 
is that the U.S., as the President has said and other 
officials have said, has no intention to deploy combat 
forces to Central America; and indeed, there has been no 
request to do so. 


As far as contingency plans, I guess you ought to 
ask the Pentagon, but I don't think anybody ever talks 
about contingency plans. But in terms of U.S. policy, I 
refer you to what I just said. 


Q Is there any distinctic« yeen combat 


forces and U.S aircraft or Honduran . - fit accomplishing 
the same goal on behalf of the U.S.? 


x You're asking about Honduran aircraft, I 
can't answer. In terms of -- and I'm not trying to be 
cute about it -- but in terms of U.S. aircraft, if they 
were to be engaged in combat activity, that would be 
incorporated in what I've just said. 


Q To go back on Kuwait, you said “tip the 
balance." What balance? I don't understand. Balance 
between what and what? 


A There has been a traditional 
supplier-purchase relationship between Kuwait and a number 
of countries, including the U.S. and the Soviet Union. 
What I'm talking about is the balance in those purchases, 
to get back to the point that Barry Schweid was making 
before. 


Q Can you give us any idea -- 


Q Can I take it one further step? If Kuwait 
has decided, as a sovereign country, that for its defense, 
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considering the situation in the Gulf, it needs to purchase 
such weapons, and it appealed to the United States and the 
United States turned it down, and then it went and 
purchased something that you may think as tipping the 
baiasce -~ so, I mean, what are you telling the Kuwaitis? 


A Well, we have, as I said, agreed in 
principle on some measures, so that is a fact. The 
Kuwaitis have apparently, according to reports -- we 
can't confirm that, but according to reports -- reached 
agreement with the Soviets for further supply of equipment 
--and indeed they have purchased equipment before. So, if 
that's true, that’s a fact, too. All I'm doing is 
pointing out that there has been this relationship with 
both countries before, and that if it were to get out of 
balance -- which I'm not going to try to define further -- 
that would be a matter of concern to us. 


Q Just one little -- one more thing, Alan: 
According to what you're saying, the Kuwaitis and American 
interests have been, let's say, assured of security 
through this supply and United States guarantees, and yet 
they still went and bought these weapons from the Soviet 
source. 


A I'm not going to try to discuss Kuwaiti 
motivations. I think you'd have to ask them about what 
they feel their requirements are and why they have made 
particular purchases. 


Barry. 


Q Do you know what kind of arrangements 
Gromyko will be allowed to use this year for going to the 
U.N.? The Times has Administration sources saying he'll 
be able to come in like a normal diplomat. 


A Yes. I don't have any details on that. I 
would simply point to the fact that the Secretary has said 
that he would expect to meet with the Foreign Minister at 
the U.N. I'm not aware of any specific plan that has gone 
forward at this point on that, but in any case I wouldn't 
anticipate a problem with that. 


Q Do you have any comment on, I think it was, 
a TASS report yesterday that suggested that the projected 
talks are still in doubt next fall? 


A I don’t really have any comment beyond what 
we've said before. We made our position clear. There is 
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no change. We accepted the Soviet proposal to meet; we've 
set no pre-conditions. We said we would hear what they 
had to say, and we are carrying on conversations in 
diplomatic channels about arranging that, so that's how we 
think it would be most productively addressed. 


Q Do you have any -- doesn't this seem to 
raise some question as to whether they are willing to meet 
under the same -- 


A ASTI say -- 


Q They asked for, obviously, limiting the 
talks to mere narrow subjects. 


a As I say, we're trying to talk about this in 
guiet, diplomatic channels, and if we get into the 
business of commenting on their various press accounts, 
that takes it out of those quiet, diplomatic channels and 
we don't think that would be productive. 


Q But is it still your position that the talks 
are to take place and are being arranged? 


A Well, our position is that we have accepted 
that invitation to go there; we have set no 


pre-conditions; we're preparing to go to those talks, and 
we're having discussions in diplomatic channels. 


Mike. 

-Q Alan, Iraq is reporting two strikes on large 
naval targets today at Kharg Island. Have you seen those 
reports? Do you have any confirmation? 


A I've seen the reports, but I don't have 
anything on it. I've just seen them, that's all. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on reports 
coming from Lebanon that Arab newspapers are being banned 
by the Israeli authorities in South Lebanon, and they are 
even arresting or detaining Arab correspondents? 

A I haven't seen that. Sorry. 

Q Will you take that question, please? 


XN Well, I°ll look into it. I don’t know that 
we will have anything on that. 
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Q Do you have any comment on the Post story 
today which stated that the U.S. has failed to convince 
its allies not to sell arms to Iran? 


A Well, the position -- I miSsedg the first 
part -- that we have failed to advise our -- 
Q Yes. 


A No. I think that our position on that has 
been quite clear. We continue to view seriously the sale 
of military equipment to Iran and Iraq, which contribute 
to Iran's intransigent refusal to a cease-fire or other 
steps to end the fighting. We have made known to a number 
of allies our deep concern about the potentially 
destabilizing effect of such arms sales. 


So far as the United States is concerned, we 
maintain our policy of not selling arms to either side. 


Q May we have a copy? 
A Sure. 


Q Do you have anything on the previous policy 
on the settlements, because there are reports of eight new 
settlements being established there? 


x I saw those reports. I don't have anything 
new, but certainly it remains our position that continuing 
settlement activity is an obstacle to the peace process. 


Q Alan, anything on the Norwegian F-5s? 
4 No, I don't have anything new on that. 


Q There was a report on the FBIS yesterday 
that said Egypt had offered to Washington and to Beirut to 
act aS a mediator in security negotiations with Israel. 

Is Washington considering any such proposal from Egypt? 
Would it consider a mediation effort at this point, as 
opposed to direct negotiation? 


A Well, I think we've expressed ourselves on 





15 


that before, Ralph, and our position hasn't changed, and 
we have certainly not proposed that we play a mediation 
role, so I guess I would leave you with that. 


Excuse me. 
Barry. 
I'll come to you in a second. 


Q Are there any new letters from the Klan 
received by other countries or any further analysis on 
whether or not it is a disinformation effort? 


A I'm not aware of new letters. That isn't to 


Say there aren't others, but I'm not aware of any, and I 
have nothing new on the analysis question. 


Q Does the U.S. share the same position the 
Lebanese President expressed a few days ago to the British 
Sunday Times, calling on Israel to withdraw from Lebanon 
unilaterally? 





M Calling for -- 
Q -- on Israeli withdrawal from Lebanon. 


a I'm not sure what it is you're saying he 
Said. We have said before that -- 


Q No, no. no, 
x -- our position is that all foreign forces -- 
Q President Gemayel said, called on Israel, 


actually, to withdraw from Lebanon unilaterally. 
A Unilaterally? 
Q Yes. 


M Well, 1 think we've expressed ourselves on 
that before, and don't have anything to add to that. 


Q Are we -- to follow up Ralph's earlier 


question, are we aware of Egyptian efforts to mediate, or 
offers to mediate an arrangement between Lebanon and 
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Israel -- a security arrangement? 


x Well, I think it's up to Egypt to talk about 
its own policies; it's not up to us to talk about then. 


Q Do you have any responses -- 


A That's not to lead you one way or another, 
put it just isn't appropriate. 


Bob? 


Q Do you have any response to the West German 
Defense Minister's complaint about U.S. pressures on West 
Germany? 


a No, I don't. We, I think, talked about our 
position on the proposals which were up on the Hill 
before, and so in terms of substance, refer you back to 
that. 


Nadia? 


Q There was a report from Vienna in the FBIS 
today in which it said that the Vienna office of Agence 
France Press had received a letter from an Israeli 
terrorist group which has sworn death to King Hussein and 
his family. Do you have a comment on that? 





A I can't -- I've seen those reports, and I 
can't confirm the authenticity of them, but obviously we 
would condemn any such threats. 


Q Thank you. 
A O.K. You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:50 p.m.) 
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DEPARIMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING /DPC #1267 
MONDAY, JULY 16, 1984, 12:16 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I don't have any 
announcements, so I'll be happy to take your questions. 


No questions? (starts to leave) 


Q Can you give us an update on the Hotline 
talks, and what the prospects are that they'll be 
completed today? 


XM I really can only say very little about 
that, Fred. The talks have continued through the end of 
last week, as we told you, in a productive and 
businesslike fashion. There will be a session this 
afternoon, and that's about as far as I could go with that. 


Q Is there any possibility of any conclusion 
today? 


M I don't want to try to project where these 
talks will go and so on, as I have, to your frustration, 
not done. So I just can't do anything on that. 


Q Is the session this afternoon a negotiating 
session or is it a luncheon at the Embassy, or some other 
function? 


A We're not talking about a luncheon; we're 
talking about a meeting, but I'm not going to try to 
characterize it beyond that, Ralph. 

Bob? 

Q Could you comment on the New York Times 
story concerning the meeting in Luxembourg of Western 
nations, controls on -- 

A Nuclear issues? 


Q Yes, nuclear -- 
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A Yes. It was thought useful for countries 
with significant interests in the civil nuclear sector to 
compare notes on matters of mutual concern and on 
respective approaches to the forthcoming international 
meetings, such as the 1985 Non-Proliferation Treaty Review 
Conference, which I understand is scheduled for Geneva in 
Aigust or September of 1985, the U.N. Conference on 
Peaceful Uses in Nuclear Energy, which I understand is 
scheduled for 1986, and the IAEA-sponsored Committee on 
Assurances of Supply which meets periodically. 


The meeting was an opportunity for the 
governments concerned to informally assess the established 
niaclear non-proliferation system. The participants 
discussed their common interests in that system and how it 
could function most effectively. 


As I say, they discussed the role of 
non-proliferation treaties, the confidence-building role 
of safeguards and national export policies, and the 
inportant role that IAEA plays. 


Q Can we have a copy of that, Alan? 
B Yes. 
Q Who are the participants? 


A The participants were Australia, Belgium, 
Canada, the Federal Republic of Germany, France, Italy, 
Japan, Luxembourg, The Netherlands, Sweden, Switzerland, 
tne U.K., and the U.S. 


Q Why was the Soviet Union not invited? They 
ace members of -- 


a The Soviet interest in non-proliferation 
generally parallels that of the Western suppliers. In 
this instance, however, the Western suppliers simply 
preferred to conduct an initial round of discussions among 
themselves before moving to what may be a broader, more 
long-term process in which it is anticipated that the USSR 
and other countries could be involved. 


Q Who were the American representatives? 


A The U.S. delegation, I don't have it here, 
but I'm sure it was led by Ambassador Kennedy. 
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Q Has the broader round of negotiations been 
scheduled yet? 


x No, I don't have anything on specifics on 
what might follow in that respect. But I mentioned that 
there are other fora in which discussions on related 
topics will take place. 


-Q Can you be more specific on the agreements 
that the Times talks about? The suppliers agreed they had 
to do more; what were some of those agreements? 


x No, not really. The only thing I reaily 
could -- well, the participants were not looking for 
specific results or decisions. They had a very useful 
exchange of detailed views, and they confirmed their 
Getermination to pursue common non-proliferation 
objectives. 


They identified a number of matters requiring 
further consideration, such as the strengthening of IAEA 
safeguards, and they expressed their will to continue the 
dialogue with other concerned countries. 


--MORE-- 
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Q Was this prompted by any particular concerns, 
any particular developments, for example, will Pakistan -- 
or any of the other recent changes? 


a Well, no, I think that what happened, 
basically, was that in consultation with a number of other 
governments over recent months, the U.S. decided that it 
would be useful to broach the subject of a meeting on 
nuclear export policy, and we did so and we're pleased 
that other governments were equally interested in 
discussing the issues, including the Administration's 
proposals for comprehensive safeguards as a condition of 
Supply. But I don't think I have anything more specific 
in terms of what I've already given you on that. 


Q Alan, just for the record on that same 
subject, China was nct listed as one of the participants. 
Would they fall in the same category as the Soviet Union 
in the sense that you'd be interested in talking to then, 
but only at a later point -- supplier (inaudible)? 


x Well, I think we have -- I can't tell you 
how they would tall under these various meetings that I 
mentioned, for example, but surely we have had discussions 
with them on nonproliferation issues -- it's been an 
important subject -- and I'm sure we would intend to 
continue those discussions. 


Q But that would be bilateral as opposed to -- 


a I can't tell you. AS I say, I don't know 
guice how they would fit into this international scheme. 


Q Was there any consideration given to or any 
decision reached on expanding the Nuclear Suppliers Club 
to include Third World countries such as Argentina, which 
are expected to be entering the suppliers -- 


x Well, I don't think -- you've talked about 
the Nuclear Suppliers Club. I don't think I‘ve addressed 
it in the context of -- it goes back to what? to some 
meetings several years ago -- and that isn't the framework 
in which I have addressed this. So -- 


Q you wouldn't characterize this, then, as a 
meeting of the London Nuclear Suppliers Club? 


a No. I would not. 


\- )B)0 





Q Alan, you've talked about the possibility of 
a broader process with Soviet participation. Would the 
Administration like to see that get underway before the 
Geneva review, which is more than a year off? 


A I simply don't have anything to take you 
further on this in terms of the Soviets, and so on. 


Q Alan, do you have any reaction to the rush 
to build settlements on the West Bank just prior to the 
Israeli elections? 


A I don't have anything beyond what I said the 
other day, which was to reiterate our standard ard sincere 
but standard position that continuing settiement activity 
is an obstacle to the peace process. 


Q But it seems that there is more of the 
Same. I mean, are you discussing -- 


B That doesn't change our policy. Our volicy 
remains what it was. 


| Q There was a report over the weekend in a 

London daily newspaper that Secretary Shultz will visit 
the Middle East after the Israeli elections in order to 
revive the Reagan peace plan initiative. Do you have any 
comment on that? 


A Well, one learns never to say “never,* but 
so far as I know, there is no plan at this point to have 
him do that. 


Q O.K.. I'll follow up with, how do you 
comment on the story from Damascus and Beirut that there 
might be an Israeli forces withdrawal and an expansion of 
the role of the United Nations in Lebanon? 


x Don't have anything for you on that. 


Q A third question: Do you have any feedback 
about the proposed European initiative in the Middle East 
which was master-minded by President Mitterrand? 


on I think this was asked about last week, and 
I indicated that our position on an international 
conference is as it has been, but beyond that I don't have 
anything specific. 
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Spencer? 


Q Alan, does the United States plan to change 
its ANZUS policy, particularly regarding nuclear-powered 
vessels entering New Zealand ports as the result of the 
New Zealand elections? 


A Spence, I think that that question is best 
left to the Secretary's party. As you know, he is in New 
Zealand at this point attending ANZUS meetings and meeting 
with New Zealand and Australian officials, and I think 
that it would be imprudent, at a minimum, toc try to 
address it at two different places at the same time. 


Q Has the State Department asked conservative 
organizations such as the Conservative Caucus to give 
humanitarian aid to Honduras? 


a I'm not aware of what conversations may have 
been held. My understanding of the press stories is that 
the various groups which have been referred to in the 
press, the indications have heen that they have been 
seeking to give humanitarian aid. But I don't know 
specifically. Can't answer your question. 


Q Do you have any comment on an item that 


or in Parade Magazine over the weekend about an 
alleged treaty be e U.S. and Israel, a defense 


treaty? 





4 I think we've indicated before that that is 
not something that is in the works. I saw that. It 
looked to me like a rehash cf the same issue we've dealt 
with before, so the answer is the same. 


Q Did Syria express recently about its 


willingness to help to hold indirect negotiations with 
Israel concerning withdrawal from southern Lebanon? 


A Did Syria indicate anything regarding --? 
Q -- holding indirect negotiations with Israel? 


KM Again, I thought this was addressed last 
week. Not going to get into the question of what 
conversations we may have had with the Syrians. Just as a 
matter of general principle, we have not, as you know, 
ourselves offered to mediate, and our objective is that 
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all of the foreign forces in Lebanon leave, along with the 
other objectives we have consistently maintained. 


Q Thank you. 


N I called it, Jim. Go ahead. Sorry. 
Caught you off guard. 


Q Yes, I'm out of practice. 

On Guatemala, do you have any statement with 
respect to the apportionment of seats and the fact that 
the parties that took third place in the voting have a 
plurality of seats in the Constituent Assembly? 

” Don't have anything on that. 

Q Would you look into it? 

A No, I don't think so. Various countries 
have various rules about voting. I think if you look at 
our own country, in certain circumstances you find that 
there are some interesting facts. 

Yes. 

Q Do we have any indication that Athens and 
Nicosia have, in any way, replaced Beirut in the last two 
years as the possible headquarters for international 
terrorism in the Middle East? 

A No, don't have anything on that. 

O.K. 


{The briefing concluded at 12:27 P.M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #127 


TUESDAY, JULY 17, 1984, 12:00 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I don't have any 
real announcements. The reason for doing this quite so 
promptly, or making a specific and extra effort to do it, 
is because there is going to be, as I think the White 
House has announced, a BACKGROUND briefing at 12:30 which 
we are going to have piped in here. So we wanted to get 
through with this briefing and so on before that. 


Q About what? 


A About what? I saw a wire which said it was 


on the subject of the Hotline, but I can't predict what 
these briefings are about, Mike. 


Q You wouldn't want to “steal the thunder® or 
knock down somebody's story: (Laughter) 


x I wouldn't want to “steal their thunder.* 


Q I don't mind stealing their thunder. 
(Laughter) What about -- Could you give us any background 
at all, not on the details of the Hotline, but what took 
place today and the procedures that took place today with 
Mr. Isakov, Ambassador Goodby, and Secretary Burt? 


a Pred, I really can't. I have not tried to 
get all that detail because I knew there was going to be a 
3ACKGROUNDER and I have not tried to track all that down. 
The delegations did meet this morning and so on, but I 
think there will be that BACKGROUNDER and those are the 
kinds of questions which I'm sure will be asked to some 
extent, or I would ask you to ask your colleagues to 
pursue, if you would, please. 


Q Alan, do you have anything, since you are ON 
THE RECORD and that's a BACKGROUNDER, do you have anything 
to say about the initial -- 


a I'm going to, again, leave all of that for 
what is going to happen at the White House. 


Bill? 





Q Do you have anything about a meeting between 
Mr. Shlaudeman and Mr. Tinoco (inaudible)? 


a Not beyond -- You got what we had on this 
last night? 


Q No, I didn’t. 


a You didn't? 0O.K. By the way, to go back 
one second to Bob's question, I think there will be some 
ON-THE-RECORD language for use at that time. 


As far as that meeting, just to repeat what was 
put out -- and I'm sorry you didn't get it -- Ambassador 
Harry W. Shlaudeman, the President's special envoy for 
Central America, met Monday with Nicaraguan Vice Minister 
of Poreign Affairs, Victor Hugo Tinoco in Atlanta, 
Georgia. This was the second meeting in a series of talks 
initiated by the Secretary's June 1 visit to Managua. 


At the request of the Nicaraguans, yesterday's 
meeting involved discussion of procedures and groundrules 
by which future meetings will be conducted. Future 
meetings are -- Excuse me: Further meetings are 
anticipated. 

Q How soon? 

a Don’t have anything for you on that. 


Q Why was it in Atlanta -- any particular 
reason? 


x Well, it turned out to be a 
mutually-convenient place to meet, so they met there. 


Q Why is he here in this country? 

a I don’t know whether he has other business 
or mot, can’t tell you. You'll have to ask the 
Nicaraguans. 

Q Any third party present? 


A No. 





Q No, you're saying? 
A No. (Sic) 


Q Alan, do you have anything on the actions in 


Poland regarding possible better terms of amnesty or 
what-have-you for dissidents? 


oy I don't, Mike. I saw a wire report on 
that. I think we would want to take a look at precisely 
what is involved before we commented, if we have something 
to say. But I will look into that and see if we can give 
you something further later in the day. I can't promise 
that. It depends on a number of things. 


Q Pardon me. I was not here yesterday, but 
did you have anything regarding the verdict of that trial, 
the youth who was severely beaten? 

a You're talking about Poland? 

Q Yes. 

4 No, I don't have anything on that. 


- MORE - 
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Q President Saddam Hussein of Iraq, in a story 
in the Washington Post this morning about the Iraqi 
pipeline proposed to be established or initiated through 
Jordan, sounded a lot of fears that Israel might attack or 
destroy the pipeline, and he was not satisfied with the 
oral -- what you call it, the oral guarantees or oral 
words that the United States said that Israel will not 
attack. (sic) 





Do you have any comment on that, and will there 
be anything of substantive significance that you could 
assure che Iraqis tnat they're not going to be attacked? 


2 I think we've talked about that before, and 
I've stayed away from suggestions of guarantees. But I 
refer you back to what we have said in the past. I'm not 
going to get into the substance of our diplomatic 
exchanges. But as we have said, we do support the 
construction of addition cil export facilities, such as 
the prooosed pipeline to Aqaba, which by-pass the Strait 
of Hormuz. 


That Agaba pipeline project, however, is still in 
its preliminary stage, anc it would be premature to 
specula-e about hypothetical situations which might 
arise. So I don't have anything new to give you today on 
those reports that you're referring to, but we have 
addressed this subject before, and the reasons we support 
it and so on, and I would refer you back to the record. 


Q A copy of that? 
a yes, I can give you a copy of that. 


Q Alen, I want to follow this. Going back to 
the experience of Israel attacking the nuclear facilities 
in (inaudible), and the fear which is now, you know, the 
Export-Import Bank approved $500 million of a loan for 
Iraq to do this; and there is, you know, some first steps 
which were done. The Iracis are still fearful they will 
begin, I believe accordinc to the story in the Post, to 
Start tnis project unless they will have some guarantees, 


assurances -=- more than oral -=- that Israel will not 
attack -- 


a As I say, I just don't have anything to add 
beyond what I've already said. 


Q Do you have anything further on AN2ZUS? 


A No, I don't. I would, as I did yesterday, 
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refer you to what the Secretary and his party have said. 
Q What's the question, please? 
A The question was, anything further on ANZUS. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on the COCOM 
restriction of computer sales to the Soviet Union? 


o I have a little bit on that. I can confirm 
that the U.S. and its COCOM partners have reached 
agreement on a new computer definition as part of the 
recently completed list review which defines those 
products and technologies to be controlled to the East 
Bloc. 


The computer definition covers hardware, software 
and telecommunications switching equipment. 


Since by mutual agreement of its members, all 
COCOM deliberations are confidential as are the details of 
the list of products and technologies controlled. I can't 
comment on the specifics of the new definition, apart from 
noting that the U.S. considers it to constitute a balanced 
and reasonable agreement. 


Fred? 
Q A copy of that? 
4 Yes. 


Q Alan, two weeks ago you applauded the 
participation and the help of the American Ambassador in 
Bolivia in rescuing the Bolivian President. 


The press reports this morning say that the -- at 
least, members of the Embassy down there have been 
embarrassed that that coup came about from those members 
of the police force that were financed by the Drug 
Enforcement Agency in this Administration. Do you have 
anything further on that situation? 


4 Well, simply to note -- I don't recall 
whether we did at the time -- but we were informed that a 
few individuals from a police nacotics unit were among 
those individuals involved in the abduction. 


The Commander of the National Police has 
condemned the abduction, as have other Bolivian leaders 
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and military commanders. The unit is a police strike 
force created under the 1983 narcotics control agreement 
between the United States and Bolivia. Under the 
agreement, funds for the unit's personnel and equipment 
are provided by the United States, but the U.S. played no 
rol? in selecting members of the unit. 


I might add that narcotics control in Bolivia is 
a pressing need. The Bolivian Government has committed 
itself publicly to narcotics control and joined the United 
States in a five-year narcotics control agreement in 
August 1983, 


Irrespective of the misguided involvement of 


isolated individual members of the narcotics uait, we will 
continue to work urgently with Bolivia on narcotics 
control. 


Q It's generally considered that that entire 
program, though, has been a failure; that it's just not 
working. Is there a review underway by this Department, 
by the Drug Enforcement Agency, by this Administration? 


fs I don't have anything to offer you on a 
review, Fred. As I say, it is a pressing issue, and we 
are gcing to continue to work on an urgent basis on that 
problem. 


Q Can we have a copy of that statement? 
4 What I originally said, yes. 


Q To follow up on that, two weeks ago, when 
you addressed this issue, you said that you didn't see any 
reason that the events of that Saturday would have any 


effect on our narcotics program and their narcotics 
program. 


4 Well, that's essentially the same point I'm 
making. 


Q So you're saying there's no -- that this 
incident shouldn't in any way affect the actual 
implementation of anti-drug trafficking program? 


os I think this is -- it's the same statement 
that I've just given you, actually, if you go back and 
look at it. Well, I think it is, Jim. 


Q My question is, these people have been 
confined to barracks. How does that <= it doesn't hurt 
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our -- 


a I think the point is that, according to the 
information I have, these are -- we're talking about a few 
individuals who were involved in this program, but that 
this program, as a whole, will continue to be pressed on 
an urgent basis. 


Q Just to clarify, you're saying, then, that 
your understanding is that the Leopards as a unit have not 
been confined to barracks but just a few individuals have? 

x Well, as I say, my understanding is that a 
few individuals have been involved in this. I can't tell 
you how many out of the entire unit, but that that effort 
continues. 

Q Thank you. 

M Okay, you're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:10 p.m.) 
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DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #128 


(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Just one brief 
housekeeping announcement. That is to note that the State 
and Defense Departments will be issuing today a report on 
Nicaragua's military buildup and support for subversion in 
Central America. 


I understand that copies will be available in the 
Press Office at about 3:00, so why don't you check then? 


That's it. Happy to take questions. 


Q On the subject of Nicaragua, are you going 
to be putting out the Middendorf speech to OAS today? 


a I don't know the answer to that. Why don't 
we check, and -- we'll try and have an answer for you 
later. I haven't looked into that. 


And while we're in that part of the world, do you 
have any assessment of the current military situation in 
El Salvador following an attack on -- when was it, Sunday 
or Monday -- which killed 21 security people? 


A No, I don't. I'm trying to think back 
whether we had anything at that point. I don't recall 
that we did, Jim. You might want to check, but I don't 
have a general assessment. 


Bob? 


Q On the document that is to be released this 
afternoon, I have seen it. There's a change from the 
draft. The draft had said that the arms flow from 
Nicaragua to El Salvador had become sporadic and that the 
guerrillas had basically all the arms they needed. And in 
the new document, these things vanish for no apparent 
reason. Is there any evidence to support the elimination 
of these findings? 


M Well, I‘m not going to talk about drafts. 
We didn't release a draft publicly. One doesn't normally 
do that. A draft, as I indicated before, did get sent to 
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the Hill; but as we also said, it was a draft. I think 
there are a number of changes that are made; we always 
hope to impove the product as we go along. And so I 
simply will refer you to the officially issued version 
rather than trying to do an analysis for you of corparison 
between texts. 


Q But you don‘t know -- my question really is, 
is there any evidence? I mean, what is the basis for the 
change in the -- 


M I'm not going to try to discuss textual 
changes. Take it as a given that the conclusions cited -- 
the facts cited are based upon evidence. 


Obviously, because it's a public document, it 
relies very heavily on citation of news articles and 
Sandinista documents, and public comments by defectors and 
other open-source kinds of materials. But it is 
consistent, obviously, with all information that we have. 
It's just that it's sourced as best we can source it. 


Q Well, Alan, let me follow up on that. Does 
that mean that the -- that if the -- if there is -- if 
there was a text previous to vere F prior to today, which 
said that the arms flow was sporadic, that that text has 
been improved by a new one that no longer says it's 
sporadic and therefore it wasn't sporadic in the past, or 
what? 


B I frankly haven't looked at the various 


changes that may have been made between any particular 
draft, including the one that was sent up to the Hill, and 


this version. I simply, as I say, would refer you to this 
as the version which we -- which is final. 


Q To address the question of substance, does 
the Department have a view as to whether the arms flow is 
now sporadic -- 


A Why don't you read the report instead of 
having me characterize it for you? It's a fairly thick 
document, and I think you'll find it interesting. 


Q Not having seen the final report, I don't 
know whether this is still in it or not. But in the draft 
report there was the same photo of the truck with the top 
peeled back and the weapons that appeared in the 1981 


book, and the draft made mention of the fact that this was 
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a 1981 photo. 


What was the Department's reason for including 
that again in a 1984 report? 


A Well, again, I'm not going to discuss the 
report particularly. You've got it there to read. It 
tells -- it goes back; that report covers a period of 
time. It's not meant necessarily to be ony what's 
happened in the last six months, as you will clearly find 
when you read it. And so it's a fairly comprehensive 
document, but I'm not going to try and comment on specific 
aspects of it, Ralph. I'm just not prepared to do that. 


Bill? 


Q Alan, do you have anything on a report that 
guerrillas in El Salvador have taking advantage of U.S. 
military training? 


x No, I don't have anything on that. 
Q Have you seen the report? 
a I saw a wire on that this morning; yes. 


Q There was a story in the Post this morning 
that McParlane was saying that maybe the Soviets and the 
Kuwaitis had not agreed to, or had not initialed, a major 
arms sale. Do you have any indication that they have not 
initialed that kind of an agreement? 


a Well, I think what we know is the 
following: We understand that Kuwaiti-Soviet discussions 
about arms sales have been underway for over a year, but 
we don't have any independent or official confirmation 
that any formal sales agreements have been signed. 


In addition, press reports that the size of the 
Kuwaiti buy is valued at over $325 million are 
unconfirmed. But I would point to the obvious, and that 
is, that any decision about what arms to buy and from what 


Supplier is obviously a matter for the Government of 
Kuwait to decide. 


Q One other. What is the -- can you say what 


the value is, and what might be included in the U.S. <-- 
the upgrading of an air-defense package that the U.S. is 


considering for Kuwait right now? 
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A I don't have that information. 
Ralph? 


Q Could I ask you to take the question on the 
Salvador guerrillas? To what extent does the U.S. -- is 
the U.S. aware of U.S. training facilities and training 
personnel being used to train Salvadoran leftist 
guerrillas? 


a I'll look at it. I don't know that -- what 
I can get on it, or whether this is the right place to 
adcress it, but I'll look at it, sure. 


Q Alan, do you have any reaction to West 
Germany resuming aid to El Salvador? 


x Resuming aid to El Salvador? 
Q Uh-huh . 


BR Yeah, we are aware of the announcement, 
obviously, that the Federal Republic has lifted a 
tive-year-old ban on aid to El Salvador along with an $18 
million package of assistance. Don't have any specifics 
on it. 


We applaud this decision by the Federal Republic 
of Germany, and we hope that this step would be followed 
by other democratic governments as a concrete expression 
of support for the progress toward democracy in El 
Salvador. 


--MORE-- 





Q Have you any comments on the possibility of 
a visit of Mr. Napoleon Duarte next week here? 


A Well, not really. Obviously, for his travel 
plans, you ought to check with the Salvadoran Embassy. We 
Go understand that he plans to visit New York City early 
next week to receive an award from the America Society, 
but my understanding is that his itinerary is tentative, 
and that's all I really have on it, in fact. 


. Q Has he asked for any appointments at the 
State Department -- 


A I'm not aware that there is anything -- 


Q -- or the White House? 


a -- set up at this point. Obviously , if 
there is, we would let you know; but there isn't, I don't 
think, at this point. 


Q Do you have anything about the Polish 
athlete who apparently has asked for asylum in New York? 


a Very little, Larry. The Department policy, 
as you know, is not to comment on applications for asylum, 
indeed whether there have been applications for asylum. 
And in the event that we were to receive an application, 
it would be routinely handled, and we would provide the 
INS with an advisory opinion, so I guess I have to suggest 
that maybe you ought to check with INS regarding any 
possible existence of such an application. 


Q Another subject: Can you shed light on the 
Gesignation of September 18 as the starting day for ASAT 
space talks in Vienna? 


a Well, simply, that that was a specific date 
that was mentioned when the proposal was originally made, 
and that was the date that, when we said we accepted the 
idea of a meeting or the proposal to meet in Vienna, that 
was the date that we accepted. The situation remains as 
we have described it before. 


We have accepted the proposal to meet without 
pre-conditions; we are moving ahead with preparations for 
tnat; we're in diplomatic discussions with the Soviets on 
this issue; and that's where we will leave the matter. 





Q But the Soviets still have not accepted 
talks as such because of arguments over the agenda. 


os I'm not going to get into the question of 
what the diplomatic dialogue consists of, I'm afraid, so 
I*m not able to help you with that. 


Q I'd like to ask you about that New York 
Times story this morning on the shredders in Iran. 
Perhaps I just haven't noticed it before, haven't seen it 
before; but obviously, these books have been published for 
some time. And now there is this photograph of people 
piecing together shredded American documents, or allegedly 
American documents. 


Q Does the Department have any concern, or has 
it taken any steps to shore up the kind of security that 
is implied by shredding documents so that they can't be 
pieced together again in the future? 


” Well, as you're not asking about the 
specific story, and I'm not going to respond on the 
specific story. On that, I think as a general matter, 
Ralph, the best I can do for you is to say that the 
government as a whole and the Department, are always 
cognizant of what might be problems, and try to find 
remedies. But I don't have specifics for how we would 
handle various kinds of security issues, and that would be 
a security kind of an issue -- regarding information. 


Q How about the question of these -- the 
likelihood apparently, if they are going to piece all of 
these together in Iran -- the likelihood of these 
adocuments coming out over years and years? 


w I can't speculate on that. 


Q No, not speculation; but what does it do for 
-- I mean what steps, if any, have you had to take, or 


can you take, to counter the effects, if any, of release? 


os You're asking me in effect to confirm that 
those are genuine, and that I won't do; so I'm not going 
to address the specifics of that story as regards Iran. 


Q Alan, is it true that researcn on chis 
problem is being done at Lorton? 








(Laughter) 
Q Any comment on the French Government change? 
A Yes. AS you're aware, we have established a 


cordial and cooperative relationship with the Government 
of Prime Minister Mauroy, and we look forward to 
continuing to work closely with President Mitterrand and 
with the new government of Prime Minister Fabius. 


Q I have one more on another subject -- I'm 
sorry. The Department of Energy yesterday announced that 
some seismic signals had been recorded in the Soviet Union 
on the thirteenth in the morning, July 13, at a town in 
Siberia whose name I cannot pronounce. 


4A Uh-huh . 


Q Is there any indication tha: this is an 
underground nuclear explosion? 


x I don't know that we talk about underground 
nuclear explosions, Ralph. I'll be happy to look at it 
and see if there is anything we can say, but I don't 
promise to come back to you with an answer on that. 


Yes. 


Q Could you give us any indication how close 
we might be to a negotiated settlement in the dispute 
concerning the Navarin Base off of Alaska -- the maritime 
boundary negotiations that are going on or will be going 
on next week? 


A There is some extensive guidance on the 
subject of negotiations. There is to be another round of 
negotiations ~- I believe it's the 23rd and 24th. I don't 
happen to have with me the guidance, but [I think if you 
check in the press office, you can get that. 


Q Do you have anything on the withdrawal of 
the so-called augmentation force of Marines in Lebanon? 


x Yes. As the security situation in the 
Beirut area improves, and as we take additional steps to 
provide alternate means of security for our personnel and 
facilities in the greater Beirut area, we anticipate the 
U.S. Marine “we force presentiy on the ground in 
West Beirut will, in a phased manner, eventually return to 








the Sixth Fleet units presentiy conducting routine 
operations in the Mediterranean. 


To anticipate the question as to schedule, I 
Simply don't have anything on what the schedule of that 
would be. 


Q That was about, what, 90 people? 


x My understanding is, personally, that that's 
correct, but I just don't know officially, and I think I 
would have to ask you to check with the Pentagon. I think 
they would have that. 


Q And these alternative security arrangements 
-- that's the move to this new building? 


XM Well, we are planning to move out of our 
temporary Embassy facilities into a new multi-building 
site in West Beirut; but as an interim measure and pending 
completion of those facilities, we have temporarily moved 
some of the Embassy functions and offices into a northeast 
suburb of Beirut, which will, therefore, mace consular 
services available in east as well as west Beirut, So -- 


Q Can we have a copy of the statement? 

A The initial thing, yes. And obviously, we 
will maintain the usual Marine security detachment, but I 
don't have details as to how that will be distrisuted. 

Q Thank you. 


a you're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:19 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #129 


THURSDAY, JULY 19, 1984, 12:14 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. No questions -- no 
announcements. 


(Laughter) 


MR. ROMBERG: Are there any questions? No questions? 
O.K. What can I do for you? 


Q Alan, reports of Iraq hitting another large naval 
target near Kharg Island -- have you got anything for us on 
that -- any considerations? 

a I don't. I don't have anything on it. 

Q Can you check into that? 

7 No. As I've indicated before, I don't think 


we're going to get into the reporting mode on that, but I just 
don't have anything on it. 


Q Do you anything on the DEA allegations that 
several senior Nicaraguan officials are involved in the cocaine 


A I don't. It would be a matter which would 


properly be addressed by either DEA or Justice, and I just 
don't have anything on that. 


Q What would it mean, if this is true? Is this 
part of a -- 

oF I don't think I'd want to speculate on that, 
Joanne. 

Q ».epattern -=- can you link it to a pattern? 

a As I say, I don't think I'm going to speculate on 


it. Comment would appropriately come (from) elsewhere. 





Q Do you have anything for us on Poland regérding 
the dissidents’ trial that was set back and on any effort -- 
what do you perceive as the mood there regarding amnesty? 


a Well, I don't have anything specific with regard 
to the apparent adjournment of the trial. As far as the 
possibility of an amnesty is concerned, we would welcome any 
steps toward national reconciliation in Poland. We hope that 
all political prisoners are released because we believe that 
genuine national reconciliation is the best way to solve 
Poland's problems. 


As to our own reaction, in accordance with the 
President's step-by-step approach toward relations with the 
Polish Government, our specific response will take into 
consideration the scope of any amnesty. 


Q Let me refine Mike's question: Do you have 
anything for us? 


(Laughter ) 

Q Do you have anything on the story by Gelb in the 
Times about Mexico shifting in your favor? 

a Not a -- 

Q Who's favor? 

4 (Laughter) The question was, “Who's favor?" 


Not a great deal on that. I'm not going to comment 
specifically on the article, Jim. In our view, Mexico is 
playing an active and positive role, along with the other three 
Contadora countries -- that is Venezuela, Colombia, and Panama 
-- in the effort to find a peaceful resolution of the problems 
in the area. And we have repeatedly expressed our support for 
the Contadora process. 


Q So you detect no shift in the Mexican position? 
M4 We don't see any fundamental changes in the 


important and positive role that Mexico has been playing in the 
Contadora peace effort. Its actions seem consistent with the 





Contadora effort to find solutions satisfactory to all of the 
countries in the region, and we are encouraged by the progress 
which the Contadora process has made in that regard. 


Q Copy of that -- I assume that was actually 
prepared guidance that you are reading? 


Q Why do you presume that? 
(Laughter) 


Q It was just so mellifluous in the way that you 
delivered it. 


a I think I take that as a personal insult, but in 
any case (laughter), I'll consider whether I will provide you 
with anything in writing. 


Q Alan, where is Ambassador Shlaudeman today? 
And I have a follow-up. 


4 Well, I'm not normally going to tell you where he 
is, but the fact is, he is here. 


Q How many meetings did he hold in Atlanta with the 
Nicaraguan Vice Minister? 


A I don't have anything to offer you on his 
meetings with Vice Minister Tinoco beyond what we've already 
given you. You're going to have to hold on -- 


Q Can you say he held more than one meeting in 
Atlanta? 

a He met with him in Atlanta. As I say, I don't 
have more details to provide. 

Q Alé\, (0 you have any comment on the closure of 
the Israeli Liaise n €fice in Beirut? 

M Yes. we don't have confirmation of those reports 


at this point, but if the reports are true, this would be 
regrettable. The Liaison Office in Dubayyah provides a useful 
mechanism for communication between the Governments of Lebanon 
and Israel and for solving practical problems, which we have 
consistently urged. 


Q Can I have a copy of that? 


4 More or less, yes. 





Q Alan, what's the usage of this Liaison Office if, 
till now, the Lebanese cannot reach an agreement, new 
agreement, for the withdrawal of the Israelis? I mean, in 
light of the failure to reach any agreement, what's the use of 
being there? What's the usefulness of it? 


7 Well, I suppose you ought to ask the Lebanese 
about whether they have sought to use that particular mechanism 
for that purpose; but in any case, as I say, we find it a 
useful -- and I think the Governments of Lebanon and Israel, 
for them, it would be a useful means of communication and for 
solving practical problems, so -- 


Q Alan, do you have anything on the Indian Army's 
chief of staff's visit, official visit, and also docs it have 
anything to do with recent events in India? And also, what 
does the State Department have to do with his visit? 


a Well, we had some guidance on that the other 
Gay. I'm sure it's in the Press Office. Let me ask you to 
check with them. 


Q Alan, on Poland again, would an amnesty lead to a 
reassessment of the sanctions against Poland? 


3 I don't want to go beyond what I said on that, 
George. Our response to the amnesty would depend upon the 
scope of that amnesty. 


Q Alan, the Yugoslav News Agercy, TANJUG, has a 
dispatch from Moscow, temporarily exclusive -=- it may turn out 
to be permanently exclusive -- that Walter Mondale will visit 
Moscow in September. Do you have any information? 


4 I don't. I saw the wire, but I don't have any 
information on it. 


Q Do you have anything on reports that a Roman 
Catholic priest in Romania was beaten to death by Romanian 
security agents? 


4 I don't have anything on that. I'll check and 


see if we've got anything, but I don't happen to have anything 
on it. 


Q On Nicaragua again, was any statement conveyed 
om the U.S. Government to the leadership with respect to the 
ft 


f 
4 h anniversary? And can you make it public, if there was? 


c 
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4 I wiil check on it, Jim. r‘ll gee what we 
have. 





Q Also, with regard to Nicaragua, has any 
communication been sent to the Nicaraguan Government, or 
is any planned, regarding the DEA allegations of cocaine 


traffic? 


2 Well, I think I'll go back to what I said 
before. I don't intend to have any comment on those 
stories. Any comment would come out of DEA or Justice. 


Q No, no. But does the United States -- 
4 I don't intend -- 
Q -- through the State Department -- 


a That's fine. I don't intend to have any 
comment on the story. 


a I was just asking you if there's any 
schedule at all for either a new meeting with the 
Nicaraguans, here or there; and also, will the Cuban 
Immigration conference go ahead somewhere else or here? 


Q Don't have any thing new for you on the 
Cuban question. 


In terms of the Nicaraguan meetings, I think we 
indicated, in what we put out following the Atlanta 
session, that we anticipated future meetings, but I didn't 
have any specifics, and I don't have any specifics to 
offer you on that. 


Q There was something else on Nicaragua, and 
that was, I just wondered if, for the record, we could, in 
light of the publication of yesterday's background paper, 
renew a request for a real briefing on this issue? 

4 That request is standing. No. 

Q Thank you. 


A Go ahead. 


Q There was a report this morning that Israel 
intercepted another ship coming to Lebanon, or to the area. 





Q What do you have on that? 


A Well, we can't confirm the report, but we 
note that, in this particular case, the vessel's captain 
has reportedly admitted involvement in terrorist 
activities directed agaiust the State of Israel. 


Q I mean -- this is the second time in about 
two or three weeks, and it looks like Israel is imposing a 
blockade, a sea blockade over the movement of ships coming 
into that area. 


A I don't have a -- 


Q Isn't this interfering into national 
waterways, Or something like that? 


‘ Well, I'm not going to try to give you a 
specific response to that. We've said before that while 
-- aS a matter of principle, we support freedom of 
navigation in international waters, we also strongly 
oppose terrorism, and we louox< at these situations 
case-by-case. 


Q In the case of the first one, Alisur Blanco, 
according to FBIS today, Israel claims that it was done in 
self-defense. Is this an acceptable norm of international 





a Well, I think I've basically given you what 
I have to respond to that. 


Yes? 


Q Alan, do you have any comments on three 
Pakistan nationals who were arrested by the customs 
officials in Houston on the charges that they were 
Shipping nuclear parts, and they were working on the 
instructions of the Pakistani Government? They're under 
arrest now. 


7 I don't recall whether we had anything on 
this or not. 


Q And also, now, where do the Pakistani -- 
that nuclear deal stand, the nuclear bomb? 


I don’t have anything new to say on the 
on. On the former, i'm not sure that we had 
we do have anything, why don't you check 
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later in the Press Office and see. But, obviously, 
they've been arrested, so I'm not sure that we would have 


anything further to say on that. 


Q On the report that you put out yesterday, 
"Background paper on Nicaraguan Military Build-up", on 
Page 22 there is a mention here -- Palestine Liberation 
Organization has helped ship arms to Salvadoran 
guerrillas, and that the PLO has connection with the 
he palma movement throughout the world, including 
Salvad*r 


And also later, that you're saying something 
about -- that the PLO has sent pilots to Nicaragua. Are 
these some things which are not in the norm of 
international relations between countries and movements 
and revolutionary movements, and other things, that they 
help each other and support each other? Or do you see 
anything out of the norm that this is in contradiction to 
the United States position in that area. What's your 
comment on that? 


7 I will leave you with the words in the 
report. It's a statement of fact as to the kind of role 
that's being played by various organizations in 
Nicaragua. So it's there as a statement, and people can 
reach their own judgments about whether that's a good, bad 
or indifferent thing, or inappropriate thing to do, but I 
think that I'd ask you to read it in the context in which 
it's presented. 


Q Alan, how can you say facts that all -- when 
you are, in fact, depending on reports by journalists or 
by the Houston Chronicle or Al-Safir, or whatever? I 


mean, you don't have any substantiated fact. If you 
publish a report by the State Department, we expect more 


than -- 








Q Do you really? Well, what I said yesterday 
-- I refer you back to what I said yesterday, which is 
that what is published in that report is consistent with 
all of the information that we have. Obviously, we have a 
problem with certain kinds of sourcing, intelligence 
information, or diplomatic information. So we cannot 
violate the ground cules on making that public, but we 
have put out what reflects the totality, as best we can, 
of our information. 








Q Can I just follow on that -- just on the 
previous point, on the PLO presence? There's this note in 
the middle of the text which indicates that since 1982. 
the PLO has been prevented from the initiation of new 
activities during ‘83 and ‘84. 


Does that mean that it's the State Department's 
judgment that the PLO is not presently militarily active 
in either advice or training or other role, other than its 
Giplomatic mission in Nicaragua at this time? 


a Jim, I'm not going to try to expand upon the 
report. What is available is in it, and I will leave you 
with those words. 


Q I want to take the devil's advocate in this 
matter. AS a matter of fact, this has been -- the PLO has 
been portrayed in the last couple of months, or three 
months, by speeches of U.S. officials, State Department 
officials, as sort of maybe looking for a scapegoat in 
order to show that a failing policy in Central America, or 
in that area, you have to find some scapegoats, and this 
is your -- 


o Well, that's your interpretation. I'm not -- 
Q Well, this is what -- 
4 -- aware that Administration officials ever 


said that. 


Q Mr. Elliott Abrams has attacked it several 
times and he called them all kind of names. 


a Yeah. 


Q You know, this is a situation which needs a 
Clarification by this State Department. 


a I don't think anybody is looking for 
scapegoats. I think what we're trying to do here is to 
put out the facts as best we can, given the problems that 
we've got with classification; and so you have the report. 


Q But last week jou said you can't confirm 
that the PLO is still supplying Nicaragua with arms after 
"82. Last week you have said that. 


a When did I say that? 








Q About when the story about Jose Napoleon 
Duarte saying that the PLO assisted in giving SAM-7s to 
the guerrillas somewhere in the area; that you have no 
indication that SAM-7s were fired on some of the areas. 


a That was a specific reference to SAM-7s. 
I'm not going to try to interpret the report. It's a long 
report; it's there; it's what we can say about it. 


Q Can we have someone who could talk to us on 
this -- 


“ As I say, I think that you can pursue this 
with various people, and the question about a briefing is 
a standing one, Sut we've got a report which just came out 
yesterday. 


Yes, go ahead. 


Q Yes, Alan, I'd like to ask you about -- 
there was a report yesterday from the Middle East dealing 
with the Iraq and Iran war. I'd like to know -- the 
reports say, or indicate that the Iranians came to realize 
that there should be a negotiation between Iraq. Do you 
have any more on that? 


a I don't. I think that it would be up to the 
countries who would be directly concerned to comment on 
that. 


Q DO you have anything on the Captive Nations 
Week that President Reagan announced, and also he said 
that we will -- we're condemning the dictators of the 
world who do not recognize citizens -- the human rights of 
theic citizens. Now, what sort of steps is this 
Administration going to take not only against communism 
but also against ¢ictators? 


AN Well, 7. © imk that the President spoke out 
guite forcefully on tiiit. 


Q On human rights -- 


on The President spoke out quite forcefully on 
this, and I refer you to his words. 


Q Thank you. 
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A You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:30 p.m.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Two announcements, 
Or one announcement and one statement. The announcement 
is basically that, as you know, the President spoke to a 
White House ceremony this morning, marking the National 
POW/MIA Recognition Day. Vice President Bush, Secretary 
Shultz, Secretary Weinberger, and other senior officials 
also attended. 


In that connection, I wanted to call to your 
attention two other events on the program of this 
weekend's Fifteenth Annual Meeting of the National 
Families of POW/MIAs, and that is the annusl dinner 
tomorrow night at 7:30 at which Senator Byrd will make the 
first award of the newly created Congressional 
Commemorative Meda) and at which George Will will be the 
guest speaker; and also a Commemorative Candlelight 
Ceremony on Sunday morning at 9:00. Both events will be 
held at the League's meeting site at the Stouffer's 
Crystal City. 


Further information could be obtained from Ann 
Griffiths or Ken Henterman of the League, at 979-6800. 


Secondly, a statement on the tenth anniversary of 
the coup and intervention in Cyprus. 


Ten years after the summer of 1974, Cyprus 
remains tragically divided. Throughout the past decade, 
we have worked with others to try to establish an 
environment conducive to dialogue between the two Cypriot 
communities, for it is only they who, ultimately, will 
find solutions. 


We are encouraged to see the United Nations 
Secretary General about to resume his efforts to bring the 
Sides together under the mandate given him by the Security 
Council. We hope all Cypriots can renew their 
determination to bridge their differences and move toward 
establishment of a reunited Cyprus. 


That is it for announcements. I'll be happy to 
take questions. 
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Q Copy? 
A Copy? Sure. 


Q Alan, what are the Secretary's plans 
regarding this dinner? [Is he attending that? 


A He is not going to be. 

Q And is he involved in any of the activity 
over -- 

a No, not over the weekend. As I say, he was 


at the ceremony at the White House today. 


Q Alan, what can you tell us about this 
agreement with Laos to look at a crash, an apparent crash 
site of Vietnam era for MIA bodies? 


x Chris, I don't have details in my head. I 
think that Larry Speakes does have details which he will 
be giving at his briefing, which is going on now, so let 
me ask you to have your colleagues over there get that. 


Q Do you have a response to Nicaragua's 
announcements yesterday? 


A Yes. The few cosmetic changes in the 
electoral process fall far short of what is necessary to 
achieve free and fair elections in Nicaragua. 


Contrast what was offered by Daniel Ortega with 
the conditions that the democratic opposition, including 
independent labor unions, the private sector, and three 
political parties, the Social Democrats, Social 
Christians, and Liberal Constitutionalists, have spelled 
out on several occasions -- most recently July 7 -- as the 


measures that it considers essential to having free 
elections. 


These include the suspension of the state of 
emergency, an end to press censorship, and a general 
amnesty law that would permit the participation of all 
Nicaraguan citizens in the electoral process. 


Q Can we get a copy of that? 


A Sure. Yes? 








Q Why is it, for example, that if you consider 
the suspension of a state of emergency to be critical to a 
free and fair election in Nicaragua, that you wouldn't 
have considered the same with respect to El Salvador? 


a I think that the question that we -- what 
I've said to you is to take a look at what the democratic 
opposition has called for. So I think that is where you 
should turn your attention. The fact is that the question 
is partially one of actual ability to operate freely and 
the other is a question of atmosphere. 


Q But my question goes to the enthusiasm that 
this Administration, as opposed to the opposition in 
Nicaragua, has greeted El Salvador's elections in ‘82 and 
‘84 as opposed to your statements and the President's 
Statements about what the Nicaraguans are offering now. I 
was asking about a specific point. | 


a I don't think that on the basis of the 
observers who were in El Salvador, both -- not only in the 
actual casting of votes but also during the election 
campaign -- there is much question that those who were 
campaigning in El Salvador waged a vigorous, open campaign. 


The point here -- and it's as far as I really can 
take you on this, Jim -- is that those who would wage a 
campaign if they were allowed to do so freely in Nicaragua 
have said that there were certain things that were 
necessary to allow them to proceed, and that they would 
consider appropriate. Those were not addressed yesterday. 


Q Then, let me just ask you this: Is it the 
Administration's position that until the opposition or the 
Coordinadora, which is the opposition in Nicaragua, until 
their conditions for free and fair elections are 
satisfied, the Administration will defer to their judgment 
on the matter? 





A Well, I think that we attach great 
importance to their judgment on this matter. I'm not 
going to be able to take it further than that. But, 
certainly, that weighs very heavily with us. 


Fred? 
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Q Do you have anything to add today about the 
allegations that Nicaraguan officials are involved in drug 
smuggling into the United States? 


A No, I do not. 


Q Did you have anything yesterday or do you 
have anything today on the meeting Hartman had with 
Gromyko? 

A No, I don't, Bernie. 


Q Alan, what's the focus of Richard Murphy's 
testimony next week on the Hill, and will any cf this tie 
in with resumed efforts to get the Jerusalem hills out on 
an open floor fight on that? 


4 I don't know specifically what is going to 
be involved in his testimony. My understanding is that 
it's a Middle East update next week, so I guess that's 
about as much as I can do for you. It's going to be an 
open session, so -- 


Q What committee? 


a Why don't we talk about the Hill schedule 
afterwards instead of trying to do from -- 


Q Do you have anything about secret talks held 
in the Gulf area about the Gulf war, which were being 
denied by Iran? 

a No, I don't. 

Q Do we see any special significance in the 
restoration of diplomatic ties between Lebanon and Iran 
now, especially for Lebanon's internal politics? 

A I think that is a matter for those two 
governments, and I would not have a comment to offer you 
on that. 

Alan -- 


Q 
on Could Jim go ahead? 
Q Oh, anything on Duarte's visit here? 


A I think that Larry Speakes announced, or the 
White House anyway, announced this morning that he does 
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have a scheduled meeting with the President on Monday. 
So, obviously, he will be coming here. I don‘t have any 
details beyond that particular meeting as to what else he 
Will be doing, so we'll just have to -- 


Q After the briefing, will you? 


A No. 

9 You don't know how many days he will be here? 
a I don't have details on it at this point. 

Q Has the United States Government issued a 


Warning to the Kuwaiti Government about buying arms from 
the Soviets, as it was reported yesterday by the Jewish 
Telegraph Agency? 


a I have addressed the question of our 
attitude towards, reaction to the reports of the Kuwaiti 
Defense Minister's trip to the Soviet Union, and the 
reports that he would -- he had concluded an arms deal 
which, as I said yesterday, our indications are -- had 
not, or the day before, had not been concluded during that 
visit. I don't have anything new to add to that. 


Q But the word “warning” was not -- 


Q AS I say, I have nothing new to add to what 
I said about that before. 


Q Anything on the Liaison Office or the 
closure of the entry into southern Lebanon; do you have 
anything on that today? 


A Yes. Nothing new on the closure of the 

Liaison Office question. As far as the reports that the 
Israelis are closing off the access to southern Lebanon, 
don't have any comment on that action if, indeed, it in 
fact has taken place. I can't confirm that. But we have 
consistently urged all the parties involved in southern 
Lebanon to take into consideration the humanitarian impact 
of their actions. 


Q Thank you. 
A You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded 12:25 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: O.K. Just a housekeeping 
announcement: The Department of State, the Department of 
Commerce, the Overseas Private Investment Council and 
India International will hoid a joint press conference 
tomorrow at 11:00 A.M. in Room 1107 cf the State 
Department to introduce a study on doing business in 
India. Senior officials from sponsoring organizations 
will participate in this ON-THE-RECORD briefing. 


State Department correspondents are welcome to 
attend. Copies of the Executive Summary will be available 
in the Press Office after the briefing. 


And I'm afraid that’s all I have for you today. 


Q Has the State Department looked into the 
implications of the amnesty declared by the Polish 
Government and is it prepared to do anything in response? 


x I think, as Secretary Shultz said this 
morning on a television interview program, I think we 
welcome this development, Jim. It's a positive move. We 
hope the amnesty will lead the Polish authorities to take 
further steps to meet the aspirations so clearly expressed 
by the Polish people. Lasting political, economic, and 
social stability in Poland can only be achieved through 
genuine dialogue between government and people. 


As far as the United States is concerned, before 
deciding on any next steps, we will need to study the 
announcement carefully, and of course, we'll be consulting 
with our allies. 


Q You say you will need to study the 


announcement. Is what you‘re saying you want to see if 
they actually do what they say they're going to do? 
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A Need to take a little time to consider the 
full implications of what they have said they are going to 
do. 

Q Hello, John. There is an announcement on 


TASS this morning saying that the Soviet Union has 
proposed to the U.S. -- 


A Uh-huh. 


Q -- that a joint communique be published 
regarding the space talks in September. Do you have any 
comment on the idea of publishing such a joint communique 
to clarify the positions of the two countries? 


A Well, when pursuing that story, I think if I 
were you I'd keep in touch with the White House on that. 
Just in response to your question, such arrangements have 
been traditional on the eve of various arms control 
talks. They have usually been conducted through 
diplomatic channels. 


Q John, on that point, the Soviet statement 
referred again to a moratorium on any deployment or any 
testing, and I was wondering, the way it's stated it seems 
to be something of almost a pre-condition that the 
moratorium be agreed as well as the subject of the talks. 
Is it a pre-condition? Have they said it's a 
pre-condition? 


A I think, as I say, I'd refer you to the 
White House. I think they will address that point in 
anything they might be saying about it. 


Q Is this a usual situation or is this an 
unusual situation? 


A I'm just saying that usually such joint 
announcements have been negotiated through diplomatic 
channels. You asked me if it was unusual. I'm just 
telling you what the norm has been. 


Q I just want to be clear. A joint 


announcement that would what -- announce the opening of 
talks? 


a TASS is out there, as I understand it, 
reporting that they have approached the United States with 
their draft of a joint announcement, and I think the White 
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House may want to pursue that further during the day. I 
think they're briefing at about 1:30 


Q Do you, John, have anything on the story 
quoting Ceausescu as saying that the Soviets will agree to 
talks on arms control if the U.S. ceases deploying? 


A Well, as the Secretary said when he was 
asked that question by a television correspondent this 
morning, Bernie, there is nothing particularly new in that 
suggestion. As the United States and NATO have repeatedly 
made clear, the United States remains ready to return to 
the INF talks any time without pre-conditions, and the 
United States calls on the Soviet Union to do so. A halt 
to our deployment of Pershing II and Cruise Missiles, 
absent concrete negotiating results, would simply reward 
the Soviets for walking out of the Geneva talks. 


In December 1979, NATO decided to deploy U.S. 
Pershing II and Cruise missiles in response to the 
unprovoked Soviet buildup of intermediate range SS-20 
missiles. The United States and NATO have repeatedly made 
clear that in accordance with the terms of this decision, 
these deployments will go forward on schedule in the 
absence of a concrete negotiating result. 


Q John, even apart from your response, do you 
see a shift in the Soviet position? Had they heretofore 
insisted on dismantling and removal of the Pershing and 
the Cruise, in contrast to this report that they are 
caliing for a cessation of continued deployment? 


MK Well, I think once again, Bernie, I'd draw 


on Secretary Shultz‘s response this morning, that he sees 
nothing particularly new in this -- 


Q Incidentally, you know, the Soviets have 
denied that interpretation. 


4 Well, and I also would draw your attention 
to statements made by Soviets -- I think Mr. Tikhonov had 
a statement in Poland which is somewhat at variance with 
this, too -- somewhat at variance with this report. 


Q Do you have any comment at this point on the 
Israeli elections? 
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A No. 


Q On this point, the newspaper Ma‘aretz says 
that the United States hopes for alignment victory -- 





A I'm sorry. Hopes for --? 


Q The United States hopes for the alignment 
victory for the comeback of Shimon Peres. What do you 
comment on that? 


A It's an internal Israeli matter. We have no 
comment. As Secretary Shultz said this morning, we will 
be happy to work with whatever government emerges in 
Israel and fully expect to do so comfortably. 


- MORE - 
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Q John, the other day the President predicted 
that the Nicaraguan elections were going to be a 
Soviet-style sham. In the meantime, Arturo Cruz has 
announced he, or let it be known that he might be going 
back to Nicaragua to take part in the elections. Do you 
still regard it as a Soviet-style sham, or is it possible 
that it might be a real election? 


A I think it would inappropriate for us to 
comment on specific candidates. But as we understand it, 
the Nicaraguan opposition has unified behind a slate 
headed by Arturo Cruz. The candidates on this slate have 
made clear their willingness to stand for election 
provided the Government of Nicaragua allows free and fair 
participation in the elections. 


In this regard, the candidates have reiterated 
the demands put forward previously to include full 
suspension of the state of emergency, elimination of press 
censorship, release of political prisoners, and separation 
of the Sandinista Front and the state apparatus. 


The few cosmetic changes made so far in the 
electoral process have fallen far short of what is 
necessary to achieve free and fair elections. We believe 
the formation of this unity slate provides the Government 
of Nicaragua with an excellent opportunity to demonstrate 
whether it is prepared to reconsider this important issue 
and move on to truly democratic rule. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 

MK Sure. 

Q As well as the Soviet remark before? 

x Sure. 

Q In other words, if they accept this -- if 


they agree to the demands of the opposition group, that it 
will be a real election and will not be a sham election? 


A Well, that's -- I mean, one always has to be 
careful in analyzing the difference between professions 
and reality in Nicaragua. But if the promises were 
carried out, that would be clearly positive. 


Q Can you lay out specifically, does the 
United States essentially back the demands made by the 
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opposition grouping, and does it associate its current 
efforts to gain more money from Congress with specifically 
those demands? 


A The United States certainly has favored free 
elections in Nicaragua, and continues so to do. 


Q Well, what is the relationship between free 
elections in Nicaragua and the Administration's pending 
request before Congress? 


L I don't see a contradiction. 


Q Well, I wasn’t asking whether you saw a 
contradiction. I was asking what the relationship was. 
In other words -- 


x Well, I don't really understand your 
question. 


Q Well, apparently there’s a request pending 
that's being renewed this week before Congress with 
respect to U.S. activities in Nicaragua. 


Do we identify that request with the opposition 
demands as opposed, say, to arms interdiction? 


a Are you talking about alleged covert 
activities? 


Q That's one interpretation. 


a I'm afraid I cannot give you anything 
further on that. 


Q Do you have anything more on the reports 
last week of high-level Nicaraguan participation in drug 
smuggling to the United States? 


x I don't. I think Mr. Romberg -- whatever we 
did last week is about all we're prepared to stand on 
today. 


Q John, President Duarte said this morning at 
the White House that he is aware of arms shipments coming 
from Nicaragua to El Salvador by sea. Do we have any 
evidence to confirm the specific shipments of arms by sea 
to El Salvador? 








A Oh, I don't think there‘s been any question 
of such shipments. I don’t know what he is specifically 
referring to, but as we have said on a number of 
occasions, those shipments come in by sea and air and land. 


Q John -- 

A Yes. 

Q Has Iraq shipped American warplanes -- I'll 
restart that. Has Turkey sent American warplanes to Iraq, 
with or without our «nowledge? 


a To Iraq? 





Q To Iran. 

x You're calking about the London Observer 
story? 

Q Yeah, right. 

2 Iran. 

Q Iran? 

AK Yes. 

Q Thank you for helping me out. (Laughter) 

A No, that story is absolute nonsense. 

x I got it garbled. 


Q Well, it's a garbled story to start with, so 
you're perfectly in order to get it garbled. No factual 
basis to the story. 


The United States Government has not approved or 
licensed under the Export Control Act the sale of 
munitions to Iran since the beginning of the Iran-Iraq 
war. We have no knowledge of the purported F-5 deal 
reported in the Observer of London, and we are aware of 
only one pending shipment of F-5 aircraft from the United 
States to Turkey. 





Pour Military Assistance Program F-5B aircraft 
are to be shipped to Turkey in September or October of 
this year in conjunction with appropriate offer and 
acceptance letters executed earlier this year. As in all 
transfers of this sort, the Government of Turkey has 
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provided us with assurances that the aircraft will not be 
transferred to a third nation without U.S. Government 
concurrence. 


Q Copy? 
A Sure. 
Q John, do you have anything on the Adelman 


state visit to China? And in connection with that, or all 
by itself, anything on these reports of covert Pakistani 
attempts to acquire bits and pieces of atomic weaponry in 
the U.S.? 


A Nothing new on the Adelman mission. 
However, I think that's somewhat passe, isn't it, Bill. 


Q About ten days ago. 


A And I'm sure you did something on that, 
Alan. Insofar as the second part of your question, I 
guess, basically, Justice is handling that. But also I 
think there is some guidance from yesterday on that. But, 
in essence, it says, go see the Department of Justice. 











Q John, another British newspaper, The London 
Sunday Times, quotes that President of Cyprus, Kyprianou, 
in a statement claimed that the United States is building 
in the Turkish part of Cyprus a military base, and that 
was quoted in a Syrian newspaper. Do you have any comment 
on that? 








A Haven't seen that one, but it sounds very 
fanciful. 


Q John, can I take you back to these F-5Bs for 
a second? 


A Sure. 


Q I tuned in a little bit late. I'm not 
Sure. Are these the -- these are not the aircraft that 
we're talking about from Norway, are they? 


A No, they're not, and there's absolutely no 
decision on that; so it's not that batch, and it is not 
this new batch of four, or whatever it is that is going, 
so this story is absolutely wrong. 


Q John, when you were talking before about the 
Ceausescu story, you were knocking it down; you were 
saying that the deployments will go forward on schedule. 


Q Have they been going forward on schedule 
Since the initial start in December? 


A I think we have not given dates of those 
deployments, Marvin, but within that rather cautious 
response to your question, I have no indication that they 
have not been -- that anything has happened to the 
Original -- 


Q Putting it in a positive way rather than a 
double negative? 


A That's right. 


Q I mean, have the deployments gone forward 
since December when it started? 


A So far as I know, on schedule. But, as you 
know, we don't talk about that schedule. 
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Q Yes. Well, “on schedule”® could be that the 
next batch goes in in 1989, so that doesn't help any. 


A I don't think there is -- if your question 
is, “Has there been any change or postponement,* I do not 
think so. 

Q No. I'm trying to get at just as clear an 


answer as I can. 


Uh-hum. 





A 
Q Since December -- 
a Keep trying. 


Q Okay. Since December, when the missile 
deployment began -- 


A Uh-hum. 


Q -- have there been -- has there been a 
continuation of those deployments, so that if you had one 
and you then went to two, one could logically assume that 
you've increased the number of missiles now in Western 
Europe? 


A The deployments have gone forward on the 
schedule that was proposed at that time, which we declined 
to outline for you. 

Q So that there are now more missiles there -- 


A I think 


9 -- than in December. 

A I think that's a fair presumption. 

Connie? 

Q On the Secretary's comments this morning on 


the Asian and Pacific region, he said the trends are 
favorable for the United States, but he didn't say 


anything about the nuclear port call issue. 
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Q Does the Secretary still consider those to 
be a favorable trend? 


A I think he said in his interview this 
morning that he was optimistic about the outcome of that 
particular issue. 


Q Have there been any further talks this week 
between American and New Zealand officials on that? 


A I am not aware of any here, but I think 
there may well have been in New Zealand. I should think 
there probably have. 


Q John, do you have any situation report on 
Iran-Iraq war in light of the -- some reports circulating 
that Iran is willing to ease the tension about the 
Iran-Iraq war and possibly prevent it from spreading? 
There were a lot of communication and a lot of diplomatic 
movement in that area between Iran and some other areas. 


a No. I really don't. 
Q John, has the U.S. completed its review of 


the first round of talks with Cuba on immigration matters, 
and has a new round of talks been decided upon? 


Q Let me see how we will respond to that later 
in the day. 
Q Do you have any readout on the meeting today 


between Caputo and Shultz? 

A I'm sorry? With? 

Q Caputo and Shultz. 

a No, I don't. I'm sorry. 

Q Also, do you -- one other on Peru. Last 
night Ambassador Kirkpatrick said that Cuba is supplying 


weapons to the guerrillas in Peru. That's a new charge 
not made previously by the Administration, to my knowledge. 


Does the State Department have -- agree with that 
assessment? 
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I don't have anything for you on that. 


A 

Q Could you look into that? 
A I will look into it. 

Q 


Thank you. 

A Ambassador Kirkpatrick, as you know, was 
correcting a number of inaccurate statements in that 
interview. 

Q A leading Israeli newspaper over the weekend 
published a report that the United States, President 
Reagan, will try to hand out the Israelis a -- what he 


calls election gifts, and he begins with moving the 
Embassy from Tel Aviv to Jerusalem by October -- an 
announcement. Do you have any comment on that? 


A I would think that report is extraordinarily 
inaccurate. (Laughter) 


Q That's different from “*inaccurate"? 


A I just wanted to underline my depth of 
feeling about its inaccuracy. 


Q John -- 

Q Anything on -- 

A Excuse me. 

Q I'm sorry, I came in late. Will you have a 
reaction today on the Israeli elections after the voting 
is complete? 


A It is possible. Let us see. 


Q Do you have anything on events in the 
Philippines? 


A No. 
Q Thank you. 


A Okay. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:29 p.m.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 
TUESDAY, JULY 24, 1984, 12:07 P.M. 


MR. HUGHES: Anybody who's got an early lunch 
date today should be in good shape. (Laughter) 


Have one housekeeping announcement. Available in 
the Press Office is the prepared statement by Assistant 
Secretary for European and Canadian Affairs Richard Burt. 
Tha= was before the House Foreign Affairs Committee, 
Subcommittee on Europe and the Middle East this morning. 
Tha= testimony was on Bulgaria's involvement in illegal 
narcotics and illicit arms trade. 


That's all I have for you. 


Q John, have you had any chance to look closer 
at c=he Polish amnesty? 

a Don't have anything more fcr you on that, 
Jim. 

Q John, do you have anything on -- more today 


on <he U.S.-Soviet cross talk on a communique? 


a Yes. we nave responceca co tne soviets on 
tneir proposal for language on a joint announcement on the 
Vienna meeting. We have done that privately in diplomatic 
channels. That was a conscious decision to take that 
route rather than make a press announcement or do it 
through public channels, because the United States wants 
those talks to succeed, and we believe that handling our 
response through diplomatic channels offers the best 
opportunity for the success of those talks in Vienna. So 
that's the way it was done. 


Q Are you saying that you are prepared to have 
a moratorium on testing? 


M Not going to get into -- if I got into the 
detail of what we had told the Soviets, Jim, we wouldn't 
be carrying out our mandate to deal privately and through 
diplomatic channels, so I'm not going to talk about what 
we told them. 
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Q John, you say that you want those talks to 
succeed. Precisely what talks do you want to succeed? 


x The talks in Vienna. 
Q On what subject? 


A On the subject suggested by the Soviet 
Union, which invitation we accepted. 


Q On the subject suggested by the Soviet Union. 


os Well, we have said, as you know, that we're 
going to those talks without preconditions. No change in 
our position. 


Q If you are going through private chanrels, 
how do you explain Larry Speakes* less than private 
comments yesterday? 


M Never attempt to explain White House 
statements, but I don't think there is a contradiction 
between what we have told you asout the latest we héve 
said and the announcement that was made yesterday. 


Q John, is there any change in the American 
View On wnat ctnese CaisKxS SNOULG CONSIST Vi. 


a Just really not going to get into how we 
responded, Bernie. 


Q John, did you say when you responded? 
4 I didn't, but we did this morning. 
Q Would a ban on testing be a precondition? 


x Really not going to get into any further 
discussion on this. 


Q Did we respond here or in Moscow? Can you 
give us some -- 

M We responded here. 

Q Did you respond by sending a -- your own 


version of the draft of such a communique, or did you 
respond by telling them not to do anything in public? 


MN Good try, but I'm not going to go any 
further. 





/- |863 











Q Well, what, then? Let's pick up Ralph's 
question. Is it a counter-draft or an amendment, a 
variation of what the Soviets offered, or what kind of 
response is this? 


A Well, that's why I say there's no 
contradiction between what I have told you today and the 
statement that Larry Speakes made yesterday. Larry 
characterized, I think, what the Soviets had done. Today 
we have responded, and that response is a private response 
through diplomatic channels, and it's -- 


Q To whom did you respond? 

a To the appropriate Soviet officials in 
Washington. 

Q John, there's one -- could you clear up one 


thing? In the White House statement yesterday, it 
suggested that the Soviet proposed statement was in fact a 


reply to an American proposal that there be such a 
statement. 


Q Do you know when that American proposal was 
first -- 

a I can't give you a date on that, Bernie, 
no. I'm sorry. 

Q In the President's letter to -- 

4 I just can't give you a date on it. I'm 


just not -- I just don't know. 


Q John, you say the American position has not 
changed. How far back can one take that, because early on 
in this “ping-pong game" we've had the United States 
saying that it would feel free to bring up other subjects, 
then the whole question of -- 


M Well, I think that is correct. We have 


embarked on this venture without pre-conditions, but we 
have consistently said that we would feel free to raise -- 


Q Can I follow that, just to see -- 


A Sure. 














Q Do you still feel that it is desirable to 
have an agreed joint statement regarding the purpose of 
the meeting before the meeting happens? 


A That has been fairly traditional and, 
obviously, both sides are working at that. Yet, I can't 
take your question really far down the road, “Could the 
talks proceed without such a joint announcement?" I don't 
know that anybody has addressed that because we're working 
on such a joint announcement. 


Q John, since you're engaged now in a dialogue 
or a moncicsue with the Soviets which could be important 
for, you know, the eventual talks, have you yet begun to 
get involved in this phase of the operation, whoever will 


lead the delegation and whichever people will be -- ? 

a No, I think that's a little premature for us 
to be talking about, who would lead our delegation. 

Q Are you not even sort of beginning to shape 
a team, that is to say -- 

x Oh, I'm sure somebody in this building is 
siviag thought to that. 

Q There's no choice? We're not near an 
announcement? 

a No. 


Q What is the purpose of the joint 
announcement? 


a It's fairly traditional, I think, in such 


meetings to offer an announcement ahead indicating the 
substance of the, or the areas for discussion. 


Q John, just out of curiosity, yesterday you 
said it was historically the case that these joint 
communiques or joint announcements on talks like this had 
been arranged through diplomatic channels. 


Q I'm curious to know why is -- what's wrong 
with doing something that's not in conformance with 
historical precedents? What's wrong with doing it a 
different way? 











A You mean, what's wrong with necotiating a 
joint announcement publicly this time around? 


Q In a different way. I mean it implies 
criticism when you say it's historically the case that 


it's done privately. 


a I suppose that those who tried to do this 
through diplomatic channels in the past felt that 
sometimes you're able to make more progress through quiet 
discussion than engaged in a kind of public forum, where 
obviously there are dangers of posturing and propaganda 
and so forth and so on. 


Q Also, offer each side the opportunity to 
make concessions which it would not have to make public? 


a Oh, I don't think that there is a question 
of secret understandings, Ralph. I think there's a 
question of agreeing on words. 


Q Are you suggesting that the Soviets are 
posturing by going public yesterday? 


. No. I'm tust savino that in the oast this 
has traditionally been handed diplomaticaily, and we 
think it's a good way to handle it this time round. 


Q Are you suggesting that they are not serious? 


M No. Ralph was asking me why I thought it 
wouldn't be a good idea to negotiate this through UPI, for 
example, and I said that I thought one of the dangers of 
such public negotiation is that people might tend to take 
positions that they perhaps would not take through more 
quiet channels. 


Q Yeah, but you have negotiated -- on this 
very issue, you have been negotiating in public. 


AN Negotiated joint announcements? 


Q Well, you've been making your position -- 
now, you're splitting things. When the Soviets came up 
with their proposal, you came back with yours. You call 
it what you want; you then engaged in some sort of public 
exchange. Why the decision suddenly to put it under wraps? 
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a It's not a question of putting it under 
Wraps. I think communiques and announcements have 
traditionally been negotiated between parties. Not only 
between the Soviet Union and the United States, but I 
think that's fairly traditional diplomatic behavior, and 
I'm a little astounded that you're astounded. 


Q I recognize stonewalling. (Laughter) 


Q Do you have any comment you dare on the 
Israeli election? 


a I think you already have what we said late 
last night. Be glad to repeat it. Today‘s election, or 
yesterday's electicn in Israel has reaffirmed the value of 
a democratic society and its institutions. While we await 
complete election results, we're certain there will be no 
change in the traditional close cooperation which has 
existed between the governments and people of the United 
States and Israel. 


The Unitec States looks forward to working with 


she next Government of Israel regardless of which party 
2merges victorious at the polls. 


A Whee L€ neither oartv emerces victorious at 
she poils? 


a We'll work in harmony with whatever 
government emerges. 


Q Do you have a comment on -- there's a TASS 
Statement today that responds to Secretary Shultz’ 
Statement yesterday on NBC about who is putting obstacles 
or preconditions on the resumption of medium-range and 
strategic nuclear missile talks. 


The Soviet response specifically says that 
Secretary Shultz was, in effect, being disingenuous when 
he said that it was the Soviets who are presenting an 
obstacle to the talks. 


aN Well, I don't want to -- I mean, I don't 
want to comment specifically on a report that we haven't 
examined in detail, but I think the record is quite 
Clear. The United States has presented a number of 
proposals. The Soviets have left those talks. We have 
indicated we're ready to resume anytime, anyplace. So I 
think the record of who has walked away is rather clear. 
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Q John, can I ask you one thing about the -- 
there's a report of a new Soviet, a major Soviet offensive 
in Afghanistan, the Logar Valley. Do you have anything 
fresh on Afghanistan? 


a I don‘t, I*m afraid; no. 
Q Thank you. 
(Press briefing concluded at 12:20 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #133 


WEDNESDAY, JULY 25, 1984, 12:06 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: I have no news, so I thought as this 
will not be a totally pointless journey for you, I might 


offer two or three electrifying housekeeping announcements 
up front. 


Q Can we go live with this? (Laughter) 


a Available in the Press Office is the 
prepared statement by Under Secretary for Science and 
Technology William Schneider before the House Subcommittee 
on Telecommunications, Consumer Protection and Finance. 
His testimony -- that was this morning -- was on 
international communications satellite issues. 


At 2:02 this afternoon, we will have the prepared 
Statement by Assistant Secretary for Near Eastern and 
South Asian Affairs Richard Murphy, before the House 
Foreign Affairs Committee, Subcommittee on Europe and the 
Midcle East. That testimony is basically an update on th 
Middle East. 


T q pel like to remind _you that. over in the 
are scne events marking ‘the 31st anniversary of the Cuban 
revoiution, and there will be remarks there by Robert C. 
McFarlane, Assistant to the President for National 
Security Affairs. I understand also present will be 
Juanita Castro, the sister of Fidel Castro, and three 
recently released political prisoners from Cuba. That's 


this afternoon, 2:30, EOB, Room 450. And that sort of 
completes the show. 


Q John, do you have anything on the United 
States lifting the restrictions on fishing by the Soviet 
Union in U.S. waters? 

4 I don't, Jim; no, I don't. 


Q Do you expect anything? 


4 You might keep in touch with us. 
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Q Do you have anything fresh on the Sakharovs, 
following the Congressional request for more information 
from the -- 


2 No, I don't. I don't have any further 
information on that. 


Q Have the Soviets responded to the latest 
demarche on the September talks? 





x No, nothing further. Don't have anything to 
take that further, Bernie. 


Q The Israeli liaison office? 


A Nothing beyond what we have said earlier -- 
namely, that we regret that -- but the statement we made 
about a week ago. 


Q What liaison office? 
4 Lebanon -- the Israeli liaison office. 
Q SWAPO-South African talks? 


a SWAPO-South African talks? We are not 
involved in that meeting, but I understand that -- so we 
can't give vou anv sovecific comment, but certainiv awace 
of tnose reports tnat representatives of SWAPO anda tne 
Administrator General of Namibia are meetirg. 


We have always held the hope that direct contact 
among the parties to the Namibia conflict might help 
overcome distrust and thereby contribute to a climate of 
mutual confidence in southern Africa that will permit the 
earliest possible resolution of the issues standing in the 
way of implementation of Security Council Resolution 435. 


Q Can we have a copy? 
A Sure. 
Q Anything -- the President indicated that he 


was studying the sanctions question with Poland. Any 
likelihood, you think, this week of any action? 


ca I don't know. I think you'd have to check 
with the White House on that. My understanding is it's 
perhaps unlikely this week, but I'd keep in touch with 
them on that. 


Q Did you have anything more on Namibia, or 
the withdrawal from Angola? 
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A Nc. 

Q You have no additional information to give 
us? 

A No. You've drained me dry. 

Q John, do you have a comment on the New York 





Times report about the Administration no longer pursuing 
its request for $21 million for certain activities in 
Central America? 


Q No, other than to say that the President is 
very serious about all of his program in Central America. 
There are very obvious national security -- questions of 
national interest and national security involving the 
United States. And so he remains committed to the overall 
program. Realistically, we understand that parts of it 
are going to be difficult to get through, but work 
continues on the entire procram. 


Q Parts will be difficult to cet through, but 
the Administration will pursue getting those parts through? 


A The Administration ‘is continuing to work on 
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that it's an uphill battle with certain aspects of what 
the President wants. 


Q The story is correct, Jonn? 

4 No, I didn't say that. I think the White 
House addressed this subject early this morning in about 
the same vein that I did, and that's where we are. 


Q You can't give us any idea of what your 
tactics are on getting the entire appropriation? 


A No, no. 


--MORE-- 





Q John, you said -- you've been a little more 
positive than that in the recent past -- I can't specify a 
date, because I can't remember it at the moment -- but the 
last time I think you were asked about it, you made it 
clear the Administration would pursue those $21 million. 
You're not able to say that at this time, is that right? 


A No. What I‘m trying to do is be realistic 
and recognize that there's opposition and that parts of 
the program face an uphill fight, but the President 
continues to push and move forward with the overall 


program. 
Q Is this the same kind of realism that -- 
a Characterizes our foreign policy. 
Q -- that dealt with the Stingers’ 


Withdrawal? I mean, that kind of realism about Capitol 
Hill? 


A Just realistic about the mood on the Hill. 
Q How do you characterize that mood? 
A 4 wOousaan’c characterize 10. \yeaugater, 2. 8 


just saying we're being realistic about it, whatever it 
is. (Laughter) 


Q Do you have anything on -- in the same area, 
do you have anything on Cruz's statements in Nicaragua? 
Arturo Cruz. 

on No. I really don't. No. 


Q How about the Administration's evaluation of 
the Kuwait arms deal with the Soviet Union? Any -- 


Q Another Nicaragua question, 


M (A) I don't have anything on that; (B) 
another Nicaragua question. 


Q Would we be in favor of a cease-fire in 
Nicaragua along the lines of what Cruz said he would try 
to negotiate? 


f Well, I think that what they're talking 
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about, and what he is talking about, is a cease-fire, 
given the kind of changing mood or changed mood, that they 
would expect to see on the part of the Nicaracuan regime, 
and that ties to the kind of change that we have suggested 
we want to see in Nicaragua. 


So I don't think there's any contradiction 
between their requirements for the kind of situation which 
would bring a cease-fire and the kind of goals that we've 
been adhering to. 


Q Do we think it cou_d be worked out in time 
for the election, as Cruz seems to suggest? 


a I don't know. Can't answer that. 

Q Were there any contacts between Cruz and the 
Administration before he left for Managua last Monday? Or 
Sunday, actually. 


A I don't know whether he saw -=- I don't 
know. I'm sorry. 


Q Would you look into that, please? 
A We'll take a look at it. Sure. 
Q Do you have any comment on The Washington 





Post editorial today, putting the blame on the United 
States for creating circumstances and situations in 
Israeli current policies in the West Bank and other 
places? You know, the last paragraph in the editorial 
today. 


a Criticizing us for doing what? 


Q Yes. You know, creating this atmosphere of 
bringing Israel to this point of holding onto the occupied 
West Bank and othec things? If you want to have a look at 
the last paragraph of the editorial, possibly you want to 
comment on that. 


a Yeah. It sounds rather a broad question. 
Let me take a look at the last paragraph of the editorial. 


Q Another question, also. The United States 
State Department, through the offices of its Consulate in 
Jerusalem, is again stirring up events in the occupied 
territories. This is a statement which was published in 








Hadashot daily newspaper on July the 4th in response to 
initiative by the United States for coordination between 
the foreign organizations and fund projects in the 
occupied territories without asking for opinion of the 
Israeli Government. 





x Uh-hun. 


Q Do you have any comment on that? Or do you 
want to look through this? 

~ I don't. No. 

Q No comment? 

b No. 

2 Nicaragua again: Anything on the report 


that the United States is seeking West German and Israeli 
Support for the Contras? 


A Mo. We've had words to offer on that 


before, and I'd refer you back to them. I may have them 
to hand here, but it's simply a reiteration basically of 
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on them, tu: we do have them in ‘the Press Office. 


C John, vesterday the Secretary apparently had 
h Prince Bandar. 


7 Uh-hum. 

Q DO you know what that was about? 
a I don't. No. 

Q Could you find out? 


A I think it would be unlikely that we would 
have a readout on that. You know, he sees the Saudi 
Ambassador from time to time. I don't know whether it was 
the Saudi Ambassador's request or whether it was something 
that hau been set up for some time, but we usually don't 
give you a readout on those conversations. 


Q John, last time we looked at the Persian 
Gulf situation, the U.S. position was that it was Iran 
that was being intransigent about negotiations. Is there 
any change in that situation at this point? 


AK Not that I'm aware of. 
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Q In the U.S. view, there has been no 
softening of the Iranian position on whether to join the 
negotiations? 


A I've seen various reports to which you've 


referred from time to time, but I con't know of anything 
concrete that has developed to change that position. 


Q One more on Nicaragua: The President 
pointed out that the green pamphlet that was distributed 
here a couple of weeks ago -- 


a Uh-huh. 


Q -- last night in his press conference. 
Prior to that, in June, a draft was sent up, which was 
called an advance copy in a cover letter by Mr. Bennett, 
up to the Hill. 


a Uh-huh. 


Q And there was a change between the draft and 
the final copy that was officially released. 


4 There very often is change; there very often 
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Q In this particular instance, I believe it 
was on page 18 in both drafts, there was a 
characterization of arms and other supplies between 
Nicaragua and El Salvador. In the draft it said 
"sporatic"; in the final copy it said “steady.* 


Can you tell us why this initial draft was sent 
out to Congress if it was inaccurate and -- ? That's my 
question. 

a No, I really can't, but I‘m sure you would 
welcome the production of final documents which are as 
accurate as we could possibly make them. 


Q Undoubtedly. We'd welcome even more -- a 
briefing on the subject by a real, live official. 


A A “*ceal, live official*®? (Laughter) 


Q Yes, 
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a That's tough. (Laughter) 


Q It was a critical element of the 
Administration's case, and it did seem to be very 
different. One official told the foreign press corps 
yesterday, at the Foreign Press Center, that the Bennett 
letter and draft had been “inadvertently” sent to Congress. 


2 can you confirm that it had been inadvertent? 

a I cannot, no. I'm aware that the draft went 
up. I'm sure there was discussion of it, and there may 
have been other drafts within the Department -- I'm sure 


there were before that. Just what the process was 
involved in producing a final report, I don't know. But 
it's a process that is not totally unfamiliar to me, 
having been two-and-a-half years in the State Department 
now. There is a drafting process, and it does seem to go 
on for a long time sometimes. 


Q John, is the Administration considering 
lifting restrictions imposed on the Soviets regarding 
e £ ** - ss 
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om I think that was bésically Jim -- the 
question raises by Jim -- and I said, why don’t you sort 
of keep in touch with us on that one. 


Q Can you say anythirg about the talks this 
morning between Secretary Shultz and the West German 
Economics Minister? 


A I'm afraid I can't. I don't have a readout 
on that. 


Q Jonn, does the United States Government have 
any Opinion on the apparent thaw in relations between 
Syria and Jordan? . 


M No, don't have any comment on that. 


Q John, have there been any further contacts 


in the last few weeks on arranging the Gromyko-Shultz U.N. 
talks? 


aN No. I think specifics on that -- no. I 
think the Secretary has said that in the way of things, a 


\-|F 28 





meeting is possible at the U.N. between himself and Mr. 
Gromyko. As you know, it is fairly traditional at the 


U.N. But I'm not aware of anything in concrete that has 
moved things specifically forward. I think it is an 
expectation rather than something planned. 

Q But we're not saying it's impossible? 

a What? Oh, I think it's certainly possible. 

Q We will let his plane land? 

A Sorry. 

* Q We will let his plane land? 

a (Laughter) I don't think we'll -- I think 
tne Secretary said there would be no problem, that we 
understand about his plane landing. 

Q It was reported today that there are 
preparations apparently for a visit of the President of 
Acgentina to the U.S. Do you have anything on that? 

a I don't. 


Q It was a State Department official who was 
being guoted. 


as Really? 


Q Yes, indeed. 

M I don't have anything on it. 

Q You have nothing? 

a I don't. I mean, it's conceivable, but I 


don't know anything about it. 
Q Could you find out, please? 


nM Let me check and see if we do have anything 
on it. 


Q Did you have any readout on the 
Caputo-Shultz talks yesterday? 


A Yes, I think there was a piece of guidance 
yesterday which is -- the day before -- in the Press 
Office. 
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Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:2) p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #134 


THURSDAY, JULY 26, 1984, 12:27 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Just one brief 
announcement. Available in the Press Office is the 
prepared statement by Assistant Secretary of State for 
International Organizations Gregory Newell, before the 
House Foreign Affairs Committee, Subcommittee on -- I 
guess it's Subcommittees on Human Rights and International 
Organizations. Subject of the testimony was the UNESCO 
withdrawal. 


That's it for announcements. I'‘11 be happy to 
take questions. 


Q Alan, following up your announcement 
yesterday on the fishing -- partial lifting of the fishing 
restrictions on the Soviets in U.S. waters, the 
announcement didn't say what the original purpos~ of the 
sanctions were. What were they? 


4 I think it did indicate -- I haven't got a 
breakdown of what sanctions were applied when, but I think 
that this particular sanction was in response to the 
Soviet invasion of Afghanistan. 


Q Has anything changed in Afgnanistan, or 
anything changed in the Soviet policy toward Afghanistan? 


4 Well, I think that the fact is that the war 
in Afghanistan has continued for years. We believe that 


our sanctions have made their point: that the 
international community will not tolerate such actions 


without response. And while our sanctions policy remains 
in place, we should be willing to take actions which are 


also in our interest, such aS this one is. 


Q But by imposing sanctions you're making a 
point. Does not lifting sanctions also make a point? 


A I don't think so. AS I Say, the fact is 
thac, if you go back and compare the allocations which 
were made previously and this one, there is a significant 
difference. There are two main purposes of this action. 
One is to assist U.S. fishermen, and others who are 
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connected with the fishing industry in the northwest 
region; and the other is that it is indeed consistent with 
the President's policy of promoting constructive dialogue 
with the Soviet Union and facilitating non-strategic trade 
exchanges. 


Q Can I just finish? Will the same criteria 
be applied to the sanctions which are still in existence 
against Poland? 


a I think that that has been addressed a great 
deal in recent days, Jim, and the question of what action 
may oe taken on those sanctions remains to be seen. Don't 
have anything for you today on that. 


Q Alan, to what degree was the lifting, the 
partial lifting of the sanction prompted by political 
considerations in search of the fish vote? (Laughter) 


a I don't tend to answer political questions 
from here. But the fact is, as you know, the President 
has reiterated on numerous occasions his commitment to 
establishing a dialogue with the Soviets on subjects of 
mutual benefit, and the Administration has taken a number 
of steps to increase mutually beneficial cooperation with 
the USSR, such aS Signing the long-term grain agreement 
last summer. This is another example of that, and, as I 
Say, it is one which is mutually beneficial. 


Q Alan, I've got some specific questions which 
were left very fuzzy last night. 


4 Yeah, I'm sorry. We didn‘t -- as you know, 
the announcement was late, and we were unable to help you 
as much aS we might have been had it happened earlier in 
the day. 


Q How -- there's some guidance you put out 
last night that American fishermen have been gaining $30 
million a year or so from this, and now they'll get $8 
million more. How will this be? 


nN Okay. Let me explain what happens 
essentially with this. There is at this point, only one 
joint venture operation in that region between the U.S. 
ana Soviet fishing industries. 


What happens is that that joint venture, which is 
involved with Soviet processing on Soviet ships in that 
area, buy fish from U.S. fishermen. Obviously, the 
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Soviets have been prevented from fishing in U.S. waters, 
or the U.S. zone, since 1980, so -- but they weren't 
prohibited from engaging in processing and in this joint 
venture, 


They had indicated that they really couldn't do 
more processing because of problems during rough weather 
when the smaller fishing boats, the U.S. fishing boats, 
had to go back into shore. And so they couldn't justify 
keeping, or expanding their processing capacity out there 
because there was too much down time. 


So that what will happen, in this case, is that 
theic allocation, their directed allocation -- let me step 
back one step. That joint venture has been processing -- 
taking about 167,000 tons of fish from U.S. fishermen. 


Q Was that per year? 


x The last couple of years. The price, or 
total sales -- purchase value from those fishermen has 
been between $24 - 25 million, something like that. 


Having processed those fish, the value to the 
joint venture in selling it -- and I don't “now what the 
processing costs are, and so on, so I can‘: tell you about 
profits -- but the total sales from the joint venture were 
$29 million last year, and were expected to be somewhat 
over $30 million this year. 


Now, the Soviets will have a directed allocation 
of 50,000 metric tons. It has been discussed, this issue 
of an allocation has been discussed with the joint venture 
and with the Soviets, otherwise, over a period of time. 


The joint venture indicated that if the Soviets 
obtained a directed fishing allocation of about 50,000 
tons, it expected to be able to increase sales, that is, 
U.S. fishermen, in their own take, selling to the joint 
venture in addition to that 50,000 tons, a similar 
amount. So the Soviets will take 50,000 tons, but it is 
expected that because of this greater amount of processing 
capability they'll have there because of being on-station 
longer -- perhaps, having more ships -- that they would 
also be able to take more from the U.S. fishermen -- a 
Similar amount, commensurate amount. And we have made 
that point clear to the Soviets that we are operating on 
the understanding that that is going to take place. 

















Q So, in other words, what the Press Office 
was knocking itself out to deny last night was true -- the 
Soviets will take 50,000 additional tons? 


y I can't address what was said last night; I 
don't have the specifics. But in any case, the point is 
that they will take an additional 50,000. That is the 


expectation. That is the understanding, and that has been 
made clear, and we will obviously be concerned to monitor 


that. 
Q Well, if this was a gesture -- 


aN Excuse me. Let me follow up, because you 
asked me where the $8 million comes from. It comes from 
the purchase of that 50,000. 


Q The purchase of the 50,000. 


oa There is also an additional financial 
benefit, which is that we understand there is a multiplier 
effect throughout the economy in the region. I can't give 
you an exact measure of that, but it benetits the economy 
of the northwestern region by more than tat amount -- by 
some multiple of that. 


Q Alan, you said that one of the reasons 
motivating this gesture by the President was the pursuit 
of expanding the dialogue with the Soviet Union. Can we 
expect the lifting of some of the other sanctions that are 
Still in place because of Afghanistan? And can you 
itemize for us, please, the sanctions that are indeed 
still in effect? 


M I can itemize the sanctions. What I can't 
do, unfortunately -- I had tried to, but I haven't been 
given the information -- is to try to indicate which 
sanctions are related to Poland and which to Afghanistan. 
So these may all be Afghanistan, but I simply don't know, 
Bernie, and I will try and get that squared away. 


But, the sanctions which remain in effect: All 
Aeroflot service to the United States is still suspended; 
the negotiation of a new U.S.-U.S.S.R. maritime agreement 
remains suspended; the sale of certain categories of oil 
and gas equipment and all unpublished technology must be 
licensed; no licenses for equipment requiring validated 
export licenses for the Kama River or Zil truck plants 
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will be approved; and the U.S. continues to follow a 
"no exceptions” policy with respect to exports to the 
Soviet Union which require full COCOM review. 


Q Can we get a copy of that, please? 


x I'll give you a copy of that, and if I can 
get a breakdown of that later, I'll be happy to -- 


Q And you have no sense of when some of these 
may be lifted in the same spirit? 


A No. 


Q Alan, you say that this is in the spirit of 
dialogue, but were the Soviets consulted, or were they 
informed? 


A Well, I say it is consistent with the 
President's policy of promoting constructive dialogue. 


This subject has been under discussion for some 
time, Jim. It is a U.S. decision, essentially, to do it, 
so they were informed late yesterday of the decision; but 
the fact is that the issues involved anc the arrangements 
were not a surprise. They had been under discussion for 
some time, 


Q So, do you have a commitment from the 
Soviets that they will indeed buy those 50,000 tons from 
U.S. fishermen? 


A Well, I have not -- There are a few things: 
First of all, the Soviets have, to my knowledge, not yet 
responded. They only got the official word last night. I 
believe that, in the normal way of doing business in the 
fisheries area, there would be an exchange of notes. We 
would explain in our note what it is that is being 
permitted, what the requirements are, and so on, including 
costs for the 50,000 directed allocation, for example. 


It may well be that there would be some reference 
to this in there -- I don't know; and that they would then 
have to come back with a note which acknowleaged all of 
these terms -- what kind of fish, what the tonnage is, and 
where they are, and so on and so forth. I can't tell you, 
for sure, whether this would be referred to in those 
notes. AS I say, it may well be the case. In any case, 
there is no question that the expectation, the firm 
expectation that there would be a commensurate purchase 




















from U.S. fishermen is understood, has been conveyed to 
the Soviets, is understood by them, and will be followed 


by the United States to assure that that indeed is taking 
place. 


Q So that, Alan, if I may just put it this 
way: We'‘re allowing them to fish for 50 tons. 


A 50,000. 


Q 50,000 tons, and they buy 50,000 -- that's 
worth $8 million to the U.S. fishermen. So, in effect, 
it's for the $8 million that we've cleared the project? 


y Well, I think I'd prefer to go back to what 
I have said about the fact that there are direct oenefits 
to the fishermen, there are derivative benefits, with some 
multiplier, throughout that region. 


There also, as the statement last night made 


clear, some benefits in terms of learning technologies of 
fishing -- the specific kinds of fish -- by new U.S. 
fishermen who will come into this market. And in addition 
to that, it is a decision which is indeed consistent with 
the President's policy on constructive dialogue. 


Q Can we change the subject? 


4 Let's finish this one off, it there is 
anything more, 


Q Can I ask one more on the fishing? 


Q You say it's a gesture and helping towards 
dialogue, et cetera. Do you expect any reciprocal gesture 
from the Soviet Union in response to this? And iff so, 


what kind of gesture would you be looking for? 
x I'm not going to try to speculate on it. 


O.K. Let's finish —— 


Q This morning there was a press report from 
Israel that -- 


yy Excuse me. 
Q I've got one more. There was a question 


asked me, "Why is there no fishing rights given the Soviet 
Union on the East Coast?" 
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A I don't know the answer to tnat. I don't 
know that that's been an issue of discussion. But in any 
case, this is a specific amount. It's, as I indicated 
before, a lot less than they used to get, so it seems to 
me that it probably was hard -- 


You had a specific situation where you have a 
joint venture operation going and where you, obviously, 
have a situation where you could do more. The Soviets 
have their processing ships there. This doesn't mean that 
this joint venture necessarily will be the only operating 
entity there. But they are there; they're doing it; it's 
a matter of their saying they can't justify keeping those 
processing ships, or partially a matter of their saying 
they can't justify keeping those processing ships on 
Station to take more fish from U.S. fishermen if they 
aren't able also to fish during the down times because 
those Soviet shirs are larger ships -- they can fish and 
stay out there when the U.S. ships have to go back to 
shore. 


Q One more thing: If you do this again, with 
some technical agreement, please have an expert on hand-- 


a Well -- 

Q -- because it was total disaster last night. 
A Yes. I hear you. 

O.K. New subject. 


Q This morning, there was a report from Israel 
that Rabbi Meir Kahane was traveling and roving through 
East Jerusalem with his supporters and threatening the 
Palestinians in East Jerusalem with violence and 
expulsion, and all kind of things. 


A Uh-huh. 


Q My question is, is the State Department or 
the United States Government looking into the matter of 
revoking or voiding his passport, because there were some 
stories about this, to this effect, and not allow him to 
come to the United States even if he is a member of the 
Israeli Knesset? 


A Well, on what basis are you saying that we 
would revoke his passport? 
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Q Because of the avowed language of terrorism 
and actions of terrorism that have been perpetrated by him 
on the occupied territories and other areas? 


a First of all, on the substance of the issue, 
obviously, we believe that the Palestinian problem and a 
just and lasting Arab-Israeli peace can only be achieved 
by negotiations among the parties concerned; and the kind 
of rhetoric which you're talking about does not advance 


the efforts to resolve the Palestinian problem or achieve 
an Arab-Israeli peace. 


As far as his passport is concerned, there really 
is no basis for withdrawing American citizenship for 
somebody for saying something of that sort, so that's not 


Q How about the specific legal issue of 
serving as an officer of a foreign government? 


x O.K. Can't talk about the specifics of any 
individual case, but I can give you a little bit of 
general doctrine. That is, in general, under Section 349 
(a) (4) of the Immigration and Nationality Act, 
"accepting, serving in, or performing tne duties of any 
office, post, or employment under the government of a 
foreign state” may result in the loss of U.S. citizenship 
under certain conditions. Loss of citizenship is not 
automatic in such cases, however. The Supreme Court has 
held that in order for the loss of citizenship to occur, 
it must be established that the U.S. citizen acted with 
the intention of relinquishing U.S. citizenship. Such an 
intent may be demonstrated by a person's statements or 
conduct, 


That's a general statement of how it would be 
approached. 


Q What is the mechanism? Does it only come 
into play when he tries to use a passport? Or is it 
lifted if he remains in Israel, or what? 


M Well, my understanding is the decisions are 
reached case-by-case, as always, in accordance with the 
law. Review of a case would routinely commence within the 
Department of State upon receipt of information of a 
potentially expatriating act, such as serving in a foreign 
government, when such an act has occurred. So I can't 
tell you whether anything has happened. We've only had an 
election. I don't think anybody has been sworn in. I 
can't tell you whether something iS going on at this point 


with respect to that. But that would be one way that it 
would start. 
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I would also note, though, that in the past, in 
terms of precedence, there is the case of at least one 
U.S. citizen who was found to have forefeited his 
citizenship, or lost his citizenship, and one other who 
was found to retain his citizenship, despite service in 
the Knesset. So I suppose it really does depend upon the 
specific circumstances of the case, and I cannot begin to 
talk about this case, 


Q Do you have names on them? 


My No, I don't. 


Q I'd like to follow on this. Reverend -- 
whatever-his-name-is, Rabbi Meir Kahane, he didn't just 
make statements yesterday. He threatened people, 
terrorized people in Hebron and the West Bank, in Nablus, 
East Jerusalem, and other places, was arrested several 
times, convicted, has spent some time in jail. Now, he is 
under like (inaudible) or this French guy who came, and he 
took citizenship in Israel and became a -- 


a Well, what's your question? 


Q The question is that you say that based on 
his conduct in this, you know, does this conduct, roving 
through the East Jerusalem yesterday, justifies that you 
look at the matter in a closer look -- such more than 
just, you know, a mere going by the statutes of the United 
States -- 


y Well, we're talking about conduct with 
respect to expatriation, and not conduct of a criminal 
sort. Again, I think that the question is, do U.S. 
citizens who go abroad and either say outrageous things or 
commit crimes, does that deprive them of their 
citizenship? I think the answer to that is clearly no, it 
doesn't. 


Q Can we get a copy of that? 
M Copy of the general points I made, 
Go ahead, Bernie. 


Q Do you mean to suggest that the activity he 


is engaged in, that is to say to be a member of the 
Knesset, is potentially of a repatriating nature -- 


a Expatriating. 
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Q -- expatriating nature? 


x Potentially. As I say, the quote again -- 


let me just read it quickly. The quote from the 
Immigration and Nationality Act is that “accepting, 
serving in, or performing the duties of any office, post, 
or employment under the government of a foreign state" may 
result in loss of U.S. citizenship under certain 


conditions. Okay? 


So, yes, it does raise the question, but it 
doesn't determine the question. 


- MORE - 
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Q Alan, still on the same subject, please. Is 
the U.S. Administration considering the Jewish Defense 


League as a terrorist organization or not? 
A I don't think we've attached labels. 


Q Assistant Secretary of State Richard Murphy 
said that Syria is helpful in Lebanon. 


a Uh-hum. 


Q As far as I remember, for the last year you 
never said that. You always said Syria is unhelpful. Is 
that a change of the American policy toward Syria or a 
change in Syria itself? 


q Well, we have previously noted some 
encouraging developments in Lebanon in recent weeks. The 
various Lebanese political factions appear to have 
recognized the need for re-establishment of law and order 
in greater Beirut, and there has been a notable 
improvement in the security situation. 


The number of crossings between East and West 
Beirut has increased, and both the airport and the port of 
Beirut are now operating. We hope other areas in Lebanon 
will soon benefit from this process. 


A number of factors have led to these recent 
improvements in the Lebanese situation. In recent weeks 
the parties concerned have found it in their interests to 
encourage stability. 


First and foremost, the Lebanese themselves have 
Clearly played an essential role in the progress that has 
been achieved thus far. The actions of others have also 
lent support to this process. It is clear that Israeli 
leaders across the spectrum wish to resolve the security 
problem in Lebanon and bring their troops home. 


Sytia, too, in recent weeks has begun to play a 
more helpful role in the security situation in the Beirut 
area and assisting the process of reconciliation in 
contrast to its actions in the past. 


Our policy has not changed. We support a 
strengthening of the Central Lebanese Government, Lebanese 
national reconciliation, a Lebanon free of external 
forces, and security for Israel's northern border. 
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Q Copy of that, please? 
A Sure. 


Q Alan, I want to go back to -- if I might, I 
want to go back to the -- not labeling the JDL as a 
terrorist organization, and you said you don't put a label 
on anything. 


What is the yardstick or the measurement that you 
use in the Department? 


A There have been briefings and testimony, and 
sO on, on terrorism, and I'm not going to try to -- 


Q About this -- especially, this case of the 
JDL -- 


fo I'm not going to try to -- 


Q -- bombing offices in New York and 


destroying things, property all over, harrassing people, 
all of these things. 


4 There are various organizations that commit 
terrorist acts that we have refrained from labeling 
"terrorist organizations." The JDL is perhaps an example 


you would cite. I think others in this coom have picked 
other organizations which we have not so labeled. 


Yes, Bernie? 


Q Alan, can you provide us with any examples 
of Syria's helpful role, where it's helpful to Lebanon and 
not to Syria? 


A I'm not going to try to break down what I've 
just said into specifics, but it clearly is our judgment 
that there have been some helpful acts, and it is a chenge. 


Q Alan, can I pursue that with regard to the 
Persian Gulf? Would you also say at this point that Syria 
has been helpful in any respect in the Persian Gulf 
Situation? 


I'm thinking particularly of the round of 
high-level exchanges that have taken place in the last 
two, three, four months -- 
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A I don't have any -- 
Q -- between Syria and Iran. 
a I don't have any judgments or comments to 


offer on the role of any of those parties. Obviously, 
there are efforts underway by various parties to try to do 
something, and I think the question about Syria's role is 


one that came up a couple of months ago. I don't have 
anything new to say about that. 


Q Well, could you take that question, please? 
a No. I'm not going to take the question, 
Q The question of Syria's role in Lebanon also 


came up several months ago, and -- 


a No. I think that what we have seen in 
Lebanon is a change in that situation, and we've talked 
about what has changed and why it has changed. That's 
what my statement today is designed to address. The fact 
is that there's ongoing diplomacy, there are ongoing 
efforts by various parties to try and deal with the 
Situation in the Gulf, and it's not going to be helpful 
while that process is underway to try to examine each 
party's role. 


Bernie? 


Q Alan, in the assessment on Syria as being 
helpful, are there areas where Syria is not being helpful 
with respect to Lebanon -- 


A Well, I’m going to stick -- 

Q Or is all you have a positive assessment on 
Syria? 

nM Well, all I have to say is what I've said on 


it, so I'm going to leave you -- 


Q Alan, why the change? 


a Excuse me. Jim? 
Q On Lebanon: If you -- your clear, 
consistent policy is -- includes the removal of all 


foreign forces from Lebanon. 
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a Right. 


Q Why, then, does the State Department express 
regret at the closing of the Israeli Liaison Office in 
Beirut? 


a Well, I don't think that that consists of 
foreign forces. As we've indicated before, we thought 
that was a useful mechanism for contact for resolving some 
practical kinds of issues, and we think that the removal 
of that office is therefore regrettable. 


Q Alan, do you have anything else on those 
SWAPO télks in southern Africa? 

Q Can we stay on the same subject, please? 

A Let's stay on the same subject. I'll come 


back to you, Connie. Go ahead. 


Q Alan, what prompted the Syrians to be 
helpful? 


A I think you'd have to ask the Syrians. I 
think -- I gather Under Secretary -- excuse me, Assistant 
Secretary Murphy addressed this subject =o some extent 
yesterday, and I'd refer you to his testimony. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on the closure 
of the Liaison Office of the Israelis in Beirut? 


on Well, as I just said to Jim, and as we said 
the other day, we regret that situation, and it is 
regrettable that it has been closed. I'm just repeating 
myself. It provided a useful mechanism for communication 
between the Governments of Israel and Lebanon and for 
solving practical problems, and that we have consistently 
urged. 


Q Is this on a theoretical basis, or you think 
that it practically exercises such a positive role? 

nw We think it provided a useful mechanism for 
that. 

Q Alan, on the Gulf again, if I may, there's a 


new Ambassador appointed to Kuwait and -- 
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A Well, I've read wires about that. I don’t 
know whether there's been any White House announcement. I 
don't make announcements -- 


Q Well, could I ask whether there's been any 
resolution of the problem between Kuwait and the U.S. 
regarding the naming of the earlier Ambassador? 


a Well, if — 
Q In Texas yesterday. 


A There has been, and I just -- I'm sorry. 
Jim confirms that from Texas there was an announcement 
that Ambassador Quainton, I believe, was nominated and 
that there is going to be an Ambassador going back. 


Q Well, but the question is not about the 
Ambassador going back. But the point the State Department 
made several times, at the time Kuwait objected to the -- 
to Ambassador Grove's nomination -- 


Q -- was that the +. did not think it was 
proper to make the decision » .* basis, and so my 
question deals with the policy w chancing nominees. Was 
there -- for what reason did the U.S. feel that it was now 
proper to change nominees? 


A I don't have a list of reasons to give you, 
nor am I going to look into that, but the fact is that 
there's been some time since there's been an Ambassador 
there, and the judgment was made that it was appropriate 
to do this, so it was done. 


Q Did you have anything on this situation in 
Northern Yemen where an American plane went down? 


AK I have very little on that. I do 
understand, though, that Mike Burch briefed extensively on 
that this morning, so I'm going to refer you to it. Why 
don't I just do that instead of trying to repeat a little 
bit of it. 
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Q Any more on -- 
A Connie? 
Q Anything on the SWAPO talks today? 


4 Not a great deal, but I can give you some. 
Not having participated in the meeting, it's difficult for 
us to comment on what was accomplished. Our position is 
that the continuing dialogue among all of the interested 
parties in the region is an important, positive element in 
the search for a settlement. 


We find it encouraging that this meeting took 
place and hope that the dialogue will continue. 


Q That's the same as yesterday, isn't it? I 
mean -- 

A Uh -- (laughter) -- I think that meeting 
hadn't concluded yesterday. 

Q Is there anything else -- 

Q What is Mr. Wisner doing there? 

ny What is Mr. Wisner doing =here? He <-- 


Deputy Assistant Secretary Wisner met with Angolan 
representatives in Cape Verde Islands as part of our 


ongoing dialogue with all of the parties that are 
connected with the southern African negotiations. 


Q Well, then he had nothing to do with the 
other talks? 


A I think as we indicated -- John indicated 
yesterday, he -- no, he was not there for those talks, to 
participate in those talks. I don't know whether he met 
outside of those talks, perhaps, with some of the 
participants. I just can’t tell you that. But he was not 
there to participate in those talks. 


Q Do you know who from Angola was there? 
A With Wisner? 
Q At what level was the Angolan Government 


represented? 
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B It was the Minister of Interior, Kito 
Rodriques. 


Q Is this our first meeting with Angola in 
some time? 


A I don't recall when che last one is. I 
think it was -- I think I'd refer you back to the record. 
I don't know whether there have been any other meetings 
that have been unannounced, Bernie. 


Q New subject? 
A Yeah. 
Q Is there anything new, Alan -- 


Q Can I have one on this subject before it is 
closed? South African officials are saying that Frank 
Wisner may have contributed to the collapse of the talks 
because his presence had led to disharmony between the two 
sides? 


A Well, I know of no basis for such a 
statement. 


Q Alan, would you confirm the nomination of a 
new Ambassador to Syria? 


a I don't confirm nominations of Ambassadors. 
Let me refer you to the White House. Seriously. I don't 
-- I can get myself in trouble in a lot of ways in taking 
the White House's march on it. Stealing the White House's 
march on things is one way of doing it. 


Bernie? 


Q Anything new, Aian, on the U.5S.-Soviet 
exchanges in connection with Vienna, September? 


A On Vienna? 
Q Yeah. 
A No. Don't have anything new on that. 


Q Alan, maybe you could look into the story 
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which is in FBIS today on Page I.8 -- it's from Ma'‘ariv 
daily newspaper -- I don't want to read the whole story, 
but it's very important about -- (laughter) -- military -- 


a Your colleagues have expressed appreciation 
that you're not going to read the whole story. (Laughter) 


Q Military equipment going through Israel to 
Syria to Al-Qunaytirah to Turkey and then to Iran -- 

A Going through Israel to Syria? 

Q From Syria -- from the Syrian border to the 
Turkish border and then goes to Iran, and then -- an 


agreement which was signed last June, or last month, 
between Ya'aqov Nimrodi, Rif‘at al-Asad, and the head of 
the Iranian intelligence service -- 


A Okay. Let me stop you. 

Q No. I would like for you to look at this 
story. 

a No. I have nothing -- there's nothing new 


on this situation. We have addressed it many times 
before, and I refer you back to what we've said about it. 


Q Alan, do you have any congratulatory words 
to the Soviet astronaut making a new record? (Laughter) 


Q Can you comment on negotiations between the 
United States and Austria about transfer of high 
technology? 


A No. 


Q Alan, has tne United States received a 
request for political asylum from two pilots who have 
defected from Laos? 


4 The quick answer to that is -- we've seen 


reports that two Lao pilots -- the press reports that two 
Lao pilots defected to Thailand. Wwe understand the 


aircraft and the two individuals are now in the hands of 
Thai authorities. 


Asylum, which you ask about, is the duty and the 
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responsibility of the country where the individuals have 
sought refuge, and we have not been informed of any 
request by these individuals to settle here, 


Q Alan, have you got anything on the, I guess 
union pact, between ARDE and FLN? 


a No. I don't. 
Q Anything on the Spanish expulsion of the 


Iranian diplomat who was apparently tied in with the 
terror group in Madrid? 


f No. Don't have anything on it. 

Q Anything cooking with the Soviets in Geneva? 
x Anything cooking with the Soviets in Geneva? 
Q There was some talk on the Hill that Shultz 


made reference today to meeting the Soviets in Geneva. 


4 I don't know what the reference is, and I 
can't help you. I'm sorry. 


Q On the press report, Alan, about Pakistan 


making more progress toward atomic weapons. Do we have 
anything? 


a Have what we said before on the subject. If 
you want me to read it, I'll read it. 


Q No, thanks. 

A Georce? 

Q Anything on the withdrawal of Arturo Cruz as 
the -- from the election process in Nicaragua? 

x Yes. We are disappointed that the 


Government of Nicaragua chose not to address the concerns 
of the opposition and refused to change the electoral 

conditions for the elections called for November 4. And 
we had indicated -- I'd refer you back to what we said on 
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July 20th -- that the few cosmetic changes made by the 

Government of Nicaragua on the 19th of July fell far short 

of what was necessary to achieve free and fair elections. 
And the formation of an opposition unity slate, 


in our judgment, provided the Government of Nicaragua with 
an excellent opportunity to demonstrate whether it was 


prepared to reconsider this important issue -- that is, 
the Coordinadora demands -- and to move to truly 
democratic rule. 


The Government of Nicaragua appears to have 
rejected that opportunity. 


Q Can we get a copy of this, please? 
A Yes. 

Q Thank you. 

4 Anything else? 

Q Okay. Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:01 p.m.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Okay. Good afternoon. I don't 
have any announcements. Happy to take your questions. 


Q I don't have any either, so -- (laughter) -- 
A Okay. 

TASS has put out a story, and one sentence 
of that story says that the U.S. answer has frustrated 
negotiations on nuclear armaments in Geneva, and now it 
makes -- now "it," the United States, makes the beginning 
of negotiations on outer space impossible. 


Do you see that as an absolute rejection of the 
Vienna talks? 


a Jim, I'm going to defer questions on that to 
Larry Speakes' oriefing at 1:30 at the White House. 


Q Why is that, Alan? 


A Because that's the way we decided to do it. 
(Laughter ) 


Q Uh-hum. 

Q That's the royal -- “we?* 
Q Thanks, Alan. 
Q 


Alan, why don't you take the rest of the day 
off? 


Q President Fidel Castro's speech -- 


|- 1903 





A I missed the beginning. 
Q President Fidel Castro's -- 


Q Alan, hold it. Can you at least confirm 
part of the TASS report which talked about the wording of 
our message to them? 


A No. I'm not going to do that. I'm really 
going to refer all the questions to Larry. There's no 
point in trying to address the same issue from two 
different places, and that's really why we're doing that. 
That's a new wrinkle. 

Oh, no. We try to -- 


Alan -- 


ry Oo F DO 


Go, Bernie. 


Q -- did you have any views on -- does 
Weinberger's statement that there is no point going to 
Vienna if the Soviets insist on limiting the discussions 
to space weapons represent the overall Administration view 
about that issue? 


K Again, you're -- it leads us back into the 
same set of questions, and I'm just going to frustrate you 
and stay away from that whole issue so that it can be 
handled at one time and one place. 


Q Is that also a Speakes' question? 


x I think it relates to the entire question of 
where we are vis-a-vis Vienna, and I would prefer to defer 
that to Larry. 


Q If I can get back to the Fidel Castro 
question, if you have any reaction to the speech yesterday 
in Cuba apparently in a conciliatory way offering to 
resume conversations with the U.S. on the Mariel issue? 


y Well, we haven't seen the full text of the 
speech, but based on press reports we understand that Cuba 
-- that Castro confirmed our understanding Cuba is 
prepared to continue talks with the U.S. on migration 
matters, including the return of the Mariel excludables to 
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Cuba. 


Obviously, we remain interested in an early 
resolution of that issue. 


Q When will we have the text of that? 


Q Do you know when the talks might resume? Do 
you have a date, or -- 


A Don't have anything for you on that, but we 
do anticipate those talks will resume. 


Q Also on the Castro speech, do you have any 
comment on his announcement about the nuclear power plant 
construction? 


BR Yes. Apparently, this is an old story. 
It's been public knowledge for some time that the Soviet 
Union is constructing a nuclear power plant in Cuba at 
Cienfuegos. 


Q Do you have any comment on it vis-a-vis the 
U.S. and Soviet joint interest in nuclear 
non-proliferation? 


MK Addressing it generally, in 1980 Cuba 
entered a -- into a bilateral agreement with the 
International Atomic Energy Agency, IAEA, relating to 
safeguards on a plant to be supplied by the Soviet Union. 


This agreement was approved by the IAEA Board of 
Governors in April 1980. The Soviet Union is a party to 
the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty, the NPT, and is a 


strong supporter of nuclear non-proliferation and IAEA 
safeguards. 


Cuba is not a party to the NPT and is the only 
Latin American country which has refused to sign the 
Treaty for the prohibition of nuclear weapons in Latin 
American, the Treaty of Tlatelolco. 


We hope that Cuba will adhere to the NPT and/or 


the Treaty of Tlatelolco so as to provide the 
international community with a binding commitment that it 


will not acquire nuclear weapons. 


Q Copy of that, please? 


l- [40S 





A Sure. 


Q Alan, isn't the bilateral agreement the 
functional equivalent of the NPT? 


A Well, I'll leave you with the words that I 
just did. Obviously, we are hopeful that they would sign 
on. 


-- MORE -- 





Q But in the meantime, -- 
A Well -- 


Q -- have they signed a paper which commits 
them to not move ahead on developing a nuclear weapon? 


A They, the Soviets, applied to the IAEA on 
this; there is a bilateral agreement. The safeguards are 
to be in place -- not questioning that. And indeed, there 
is no evidence that Cuba is seeking to develop nuclear 
weapons; and the IAEA safeguards on this power plant are 
designed to prevent misuse for nuclear explosives 
development. 


Q I'm sorry, Alan. Did you say there is no 
question that they are not developing or there is no 
evidence that they are not -- 


A No evidence. 

Q Thank you. 

Q Alan, can we have a copy of that last answer? 
A Yes. 

Q Alan, -- 

Q Your reply on Cuba seemed to confine the 


agenda to the migration question. 
a yes. 


Do you mean -- Are you prepared to go into 
a broader discussion and larger agenda with Cuba? 


x We've addressed that before. There -- A 
broader look, a review consideration of the relationship 
would depend upon a change in Cuba's actions in a variety 
of areas -- and I'll refer you back to what we said about 
that before. At least, just looking at what reports we 
have from Mr. Castro's speech, in addition to what we've 
seen in terms of action, we don't see that there is a 
change there. But in any case, that's not what these 
talks are about. 


Q Yes, the migration. But his appeal seemed 
to me more broad spectrum; and you're turning it aside. 
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A Well, we've addressed before what our 
concerns are with regard to Cuban policy. 


Q Alan, a related angle of that question is 
that apparently President Castro did mention in his speech 
that he would be willing to cooperate, or be more 
cooperative, on the issue of Namibia and Central America. 


- Well, that would be good. 


Q There is a report in The Wall Street Journal 
today that says a committee of the House has approved 
million in military aid to Afghanistan rebels. Did the 
Administration seek that money and is there more to it 
than that? 





x I think that -- as I recall that report this 
morning, Ralph, it referred to an alleged covert program, 
and obviously, I would not address that issue. 


Q Alan, any comment on Secretary Weinberger's 


interview in the Post this morning, in which he states 
there is no point in going to Vienna unless -- if only to 
talk about space weapons? 


x I'm sorry. The question got raised before. 
As I said, I'm going to defer any discussion of the Vienna 
talks to Larry Speakes' briefing. Since he will be 
talking about it, I don't want to try and address it from 
two different places. 


Q Alan, a follow-up on the Cuban thing. You 
said that you welcome all discussion. What's the 
mechanics of that? Is it our move, his move? How can we, 


you know, get to the next step in that process? 
N On what? 


Q On discussing immigration/migration 
situations. 


A I don't have anything specific to give you 
today. We have, as you know, had one round of talks; 
anticipate that there will be further talks, but I just 
don't have anything specific to offer you on that. 


Iw IAN? 
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Q Any reaction to the Libyans pulling out of 
the Olympics? 


y No. 
Q Another Olympic question? 
A Yes. 


Q In view of reports of possible violence by 
the JDL against Arab athletes at Los Angeles, is the State 
Department coordinating any special security arrangements 
for them as it is for the Israeli team? 


BR You have to check with the security 
officials to see what arrangements there are. Obviously, 
there are mammoth security arrangements that are being 
imposed in Los Angeles, and I'm not prepared to talk about 
them. I don't know what they are, and I don't think it's 
my function here to talk about security arrangements. But 
I'm sure that the -- well, I don't know what the security 
officials are prepared to say, but, anyway, I'll refer you 
to them because I'm not going to address security at the 
Olympics, other than to say -- to refer you back to what 
we've said before in a general way about the amount of 
attention that's being paid to it, the amount of money 
that’s being devoted to it, but I'm not going to get into 
the specifics about the JDL or the Israelis or anybody 
else. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on a report of 
an Iranian plot to destroy a Saudi official's airplane in 
Madrid which was uncovered now with the arrest, I believe, 
or the charges posted against four Iranian diplomats in 
Spain? 


KA I think this question was raised yesterday. 
AS I said, I don't have any comment on it. 


Q Can you say anything about the turning away 
of two Soviet ships from Los Angeles this weekend? I 
understand they're not going to be allowed to dock until 
after the weekend. 


K Yes. I have heard that two Soviet cargo 
vessels -- and I can't be sure whether it's one or two 
actually -- but, anyway, have been informed they've got to 
wait for clearance to enter the Los Angeles Long-Beach 
Harbor until July 30. It is for national security 
reasons, but it is not related to the Olympics. 


,. jQnQ 








Q Can you say what it is related to? 

A No, I cannot. I cannot do that. 

Q What does that mean? 

Q Is it related to President Reagan's visit 
tomorrow? 

A I think I've said as much as I can at this 


point about that. 


Q Beyond what was said, in an answer to your 


question egy £ do we have specific examples of Syrian 
helpfulness in Lebanon in recent months? 


A I don't have anything to say beyond what I 
said yesterday. 


Ralph? 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on McGovern's 
meeting with Gromyko in the Soviet Union, which was 
announced today by TASS? 


a Didn't know anything about the story. 


Q Do you have any comment on whether or not -- 
well, has the Soviet Union announced to the U.S. that 
Gromyko will come to the U.N. in the fall? 


M I think that's something that the Soviets 
will need to talk to. I don't think we're going to talk 
about their Foreign Minister's travels. 


Q Did McGovern carry a message from the 
President? (Laughter) 


h Since I didn't know anything about the 
travels, it's a little hard to answer that question. 


Q Could you look into the Logan Act question, 
of the Jesse Jackson Act question, vis-a-vis McGovern? 


r Sorry. 


Q You said yesterday that Syria ooges to play 
a helpful role in Lebanon, and that the Israeli leaders 


wished to solve the security problem in Lebanon. 





How do you characterize the Soviet role now in 
Lebanon? Are they being helpful like the Syrians? 


» I don't have a characterization to offer you. 


Q Do you have any situation report on the 
Iran-Iraq war in light of a report that was not confirmed 
by Tehran shooting down any Iragi advanced plane? 


a Yeah, that report is not confirmed, as far 
as I know. I don‘t have an update to give you on the 
long-awaited offensive. 


Q Alan, do you mean that the Soviet Union is 
now becoming helpful like the Syrians or not? 


a I said I wasn't going to address the 
question. I have no characterization to offer you. 


Q But you always say that their role is not 
helpful. 


Q We're told that Secretary Block has met 
Secretary Shultz unusually twice in a week. Is there 
anything cooking on Poland -- agriculture embargo? 


x Well, I can't tell you why they're meeting. 
I don't happen to know. But in any case, we, I think, 
have indicated there will be -- the issue of Polish 
sanctions is going to be looked at, and when we have 
something to say, we'll say it. I don't have anything for 
you today on that subject. 


Q The Lebanese have been talking recently 
about military assistance from the Soviets. Are they 
doing th ., do we think, to leverage some aid from the 
United States of funds that were frozen? 

A I don't have any comment to offer on that. 

Q Thank you. 

an you're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:37 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: O.K. Gooa afternoon. I don't have 
any announcements. I'll be happy to take your questions. 

Q Have you seen the statements attriduted to 
Foreign Minister Gromyko Dy Senator McGovern saying in 
effect that there will not be a Vienna-Septennrer 
negotiation? 

7 I nave seen the wire stories on that, Jin. 
I don’t nave any particular reaction to them. I think 
that you're aware of what we saic on Saturaay that, as 
White House Press Spokesman Larry Soeakes saia on Fricav, 
we have accepted the Soviet proposal, we're serious about 
Substantive talks in Vienna, we're prepared to go there 
and talk adout outer Space, including anti-sateilite 
weapons, and we have no preconditions. We pelieve that 


the US-USSR exchanges on this subject shoulda return to 
confidential diplomatic channels. So that's where we will 


- - 


W Can we get a copy of tnat, piease? 


4 Yes. It's the same thing we hac over the 
weekend, Bernie. 


2 Have you had a reply to the message sent 
Saturday, the clarifier? 
A A response? 


Q Yes. 


4 Well, acgain, I think, as I say, we're going 
to return it to diplomatic channels if we can, so I'd 
prefer not to try and get into a day-by-day assessment of 
where we are. but I think that, essentially, is where it 





lies in terms of what we have said. 


Q Do you regard the Gromyko statement, or 
those statements attributed to him, as a reply? 


A AS a what? 
Q As a reply. 
o 


I Gdon‘t know whether they woula have taken 
into account our iates= statements ans exchanges on that. 


- 
~*~. -* ~-— * 


2 Alan, some of uS came in a doit late, bdecause 
your punctuality today was overwhelming. Is the Gromyko 
assessment regarded as an obituary for the Vienna ctaiks? 


2 Wnat I said, Bernie, 185 tnat -- I repeatec 
wnat we had said on Saturday about this. Tnat remains our 
position. I cannot tell you whether Mr. Gromyko hac taken 
into account our most recen= statements and diplomatic 

fener senacoc -sovern. ay 
.~2fes510n is shat ne*s met witn Senator “AcGovern before 
oie weexenc, Ssecause i tnougnat those reports were out 
there even on Friday. But I can't tell you what lay 

Q The meeting between Gromyko and McGovern and 


Gromyko's remarks that he sees very little happening if 
Reagan is reelected, is this seen in any way by the State 


Department as even more cGirect Soviet intervention in the 
U.S. election process? 


A Well, I don't really have any comment on Mr. 


Gromyko's remarks as reported by Senator McGovern. Our 
attitude, our seriousness of purpose is clear, on the 


record, and I'm not going to try to go beyond that. 


Q Do you have any thoughts on the proposal 


that a new Middle East conference should be convened with 
the United States and Soviet Union taking part? 


4 The U.S. position on that is unchanged. We 
don't see why that or how that could be a fruitful avenue; 


and I would refer you back to the President's September 1 
initiative as explaining where we stand on what we think 
would be the most fruitful approach. 


Q What's the purpose of the timing of the 
Soviet proposal? 


\— 04 





a You'll have to ask them. 
Q It was reported tocay, I think, that the 
Honduran Government has expelled five U.S. -=- what 1s it 


-- labor advisers and one U.S. journalist for interfering 
with internal affairs of Honduras. Do you have anything 
on that? 


“ I do. Simply a report, basically, on what 
that was about, aS we understana it. On July 28, six U.S. 
citizens wno are affiliated with the AFL-CIO were arrested 
ana deportec from Honduras. The gentlemen were aevorted 
to Nicaragua where tney would be ceunited with a larger 
Grouo of U.S. unionists who are touring Nicaragua on a 
fact-f£incinag mission regarding ladSor-related issues. 

It is the Department's understanding that the six 
men were arrested anc ceportec due to their participation 
in a political rally in Tegucigalpa cn July 27. Honéuran 
law prohibits the participation of foreigners in political 
activities. Therefore, when foreigners wno have been 
admitted as tourists engage in such activities, their 


immigration status is placed in jeopardy, and the 
Zovernment of Honduras takes steps to deport them. 


After the Embassy was made aware of the arrest, a 
consular officer visited the men and remained with them at 
the airport until shortly before the flight departed for 
Managua. The Embassy in Tegucigalpa will request, via 
Giplomatic channels, a report from the Government of 
Honduras regarding the circumstances surrounding the 
arccest and deportation of these six U.S. citizens. 


At no time were the gentlemen jailed. After 
their arrest, the six men were taken directly to the 
international airport where they remained until their 
flight for Managua departed. 


Q Could we have a copy of this, please? 
A Sure. 


Q You said that the Embassy would request a 
full report. 


M That's right. 


Q I mean on what terms and what basis? 
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a Excuse me, 
Q On what basis? On which basis? 
a I think we want to know precisely what it 


was that the Honduran Government saw happening and so on, 
so we'll fine out what happened. 


U Alan, you say these people were affiliated 
with tne AFL-CIC or representatives of? 


~ Not AIFLD OF <= ? 

I Simply don’t know more than that. They 
were on a tour, SO you might want to check with the 
AFL-CIO. I wouid expect that when they get back, they 
probadly would nave something to say, in any -- 


®) -- but in light of -- there have been 
increasing reports from Honduras about the government 
there distancing itself from the United States. Do you 
regard this as an essentially friendly act? 


x I don't think it's a question of being a 
friendly act or not. At this point, based on our 
knowledge, or our understanding, they participated in a 
political rally, and that's against Honduran law. So they 
took action. But anyway, as I say, we're checking it out. 


Q Alan, do you have anything new on the 


Iran-Iraq conflict? And do you read anything into reports 
of new mobilization of Iraqi forces? 


x I don't have anything new on it, and I don't 


have anything on new mobilization or the long-awaited 
offensive. 


Q Do you have any reaction to a report that 
the Nicaraguan democratic opposition never had any 
intention of participating in the elections? 


a I have something on that, Jim. AS we -- we 
have previously stated in our own assessment, and that 


goes back to the 20th of July, that the few cosmetic 





changes made by the Governmert of Nicaragua on the 19th of 
July fell far short of what's necessary to achieve free 
anc fair elections. 


Tne December 1983 list of electoral changes 
required by the Coordinacora offered 4n opportunity for 
the Government of Nicaragua to demonstrate whether it was 
prepared to move to truly democratic rule. 


Tnose changes incluced a complete suspension of 
the state of emergency whicn has been in effect in 
Nicaragua since March 1982, én end to press censorship, 
anc a general amnesty law tnét would permit the 
participation of ail Nicaraguan citizens int 
process. 


Trae Coordinadora’s cecision not to register for 
che election was their own, and their leacershio, Hr. 
Cruz, has seen quoted as indicating that they were noc 
prepared t> participate in an election to legitimize a 
plan for totalitarian rule in Nicaragua. 


Ic's our understanding that the Coordinadora 
Opposition's decision was based on the willingness of the 
Government of Nicaragua -- or, excuse me -- it was based 

1} Government of Nicaracua to 
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recora since December 1933, End that they would reconsicer 
their decision should the government position change. 
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Beyond that, I would refer you to the 
Coorcinadora to explain their position. 


Q Can we get a copy? 

Q Copies? 

A Sure. 

Q Can we follow on that, also? 

A Go ahead. 

Q The understanding that we have here -- and 


maybe you can clarify that -- is that the Coordinadora 
demanded that there be a national dialogue that would 


include leaders of the rebel groups, or the 
anti-Sandinista armed groups. 


Is that your understanding? And if that is your 
understanding, how does that differ from the decision by 
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the Salvadoran Government not to go ahead with elections 
Gespite the two opposition parties’ refusal to take part 
in them? 


a I'm not going to try tc explain the details 
of their position, Jim. I will say that my understanding, 
reading the press, is that the opposition leaders have 


Said that they would participate actively in the election 
process if they were allowed to do so under circumstances 


which made it clear it was a free anc Zair election: 


I’m nes aware ctrat she cuercriilas in =. .vascor 
ave "ace sac a Se s...2 
Q Wait. Hold on for just a sec. You said 
that it's your understanding that it was -- the 
Opposition leaders would take -=- that ‘heir conaitions 


were desicgned to make the elections free and fair, and 
that conditions were such that they could not do so. [Is 
that correct? 


“= _ ~-'* :* ‘- Se Te ters -*-* “wr ~- -* roan - 
~~ > — [= * '_ = *- ww > wee ‘* 
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. No. I'm Just trving to clarify it. It just 
2 Well, you can look at the words ana see it. 
Q Alan, the last troop, Marine, pullout from 


Beirut, does that preclude any possible use of U.S. forces 
in the event that they should be needed now that the 
mission is being split-up between East and West Beirut, 
should personnel, the American personnel come under any 
Kind of an attack or anything? 


om I guess the President always retains his 
right anywhere in the world to take certain kinds of 
actions, but the fact of the matter is that -- I've got 
guidance which if you need it I'll make available as to 


what's happened. In terms of the movement of our Embassy 
Since the bombing in April a year ago, and that they are 


now moving into other buildings, and as the security 
Situation in the Beirut area improves and we take 
additional steps to provide alternate means of security 
for our personnel and facilities in the greater Beirut 
area, the Marine augmentation force on the ground in West 
Beirut is returning to the 6th Fleet units which are 
engaged in routine operations in the Mediterranean. 


So it is simply a reflection, this movement is 
simply a reflection of that situation. 


-\AN0 








Q Yeah, dDecause the figure quoted in reports 
was 15 Marines for the Embassy, but it didn’t specify 
whether it’s going to be in the one section or wrether 
they were going to split -- 


a You mean the Marine, the usual Marine 
security detachment that will remain as the Marine Guards? 


Q Yeah. 


A I don't know what the numbers are or how 
they're going to be deployed. And I guess I reallv, for 
security reasons, couldn't get into that in any case. But 

, that is not part of the aucmentation force. That 
augmentation force, due to this changed situation, is now 
returning to the Fleet. 


Q Can we have a copy of that, please? 
S Well, I'll give you part. 
Q (Inaucidle). 
a Yeah. 
2 alan. bie Shere : pete 
S@Cuticy LGices 
4 Sure. 
Q Alan, just back on Nicaragua for a second. 


Two election officials were killed when registration 
began, do you have -- apparently by rebels. Do you have 
any statement with cespect to that? 


a We don't -- we've seen the press reports, 
and we can't confirm what happened or how it happened. 
But in any case, the fact of the matter is that we do not 
condone and, indeed, we would condemn any attacks on 
innocent civilians. 


Q What about on the election process itself? 
Is that -- do we consider it so fraudulent that -- I mean, 
what's our -~ I'm trying to get an idea of how the Jnited 
States Government now views these elections that are 
proposed to take place on November 4th? 





a I refer you to what I said the other day on 
that, Jim. I don't -=- you may not have been listening 
carefully. I don't think we -- 


Q I did, I promise. 


\- }A\A 








I don't think we've indicated we felc 
they've gone so far down the road as to, at this point, t 
Warrant a judgment that they will necessarily be free and 
fair elections. Indeed, I think the words suggested 
something else, but I refer you to those words. 


‘ 
al 


Q Do you have anything new on those Norwecian 
F-5 aircraft? 


4 No, I don't 


e 


; 


®, mm she Vienna, cae 35ase +2 3, B’s 
yout -~- what's che iatess scormslacica on fa: 

issues? I mean, the U.S. i8 going tnere wit 
preconditions, but has it reserved the right 
raise other issues? 


. We've said what we have to say, and you can 
look back at the record in terms of latest formulations. 
The positions cemain as they nave Deen, anc exoressec in 
enose statements. 3u%, a3 I gav, “a'r? cole t='oue 
preconditions. 


a You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:15 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. A couple of 
announcements up front. First, available in the Press 
Office is the text, embargoed until 2:00 p.m., of a 
prepared statement by Assistant Secretary for 
Inter-American Affairs, Langhorne A. Motley for his 
testimony this afternoon before the Subcommittee on 
Western Hemisphere Affairs of the House Foreign Affairs 
Committee . The subject is “Democracy in Latin America 
and the Caribbean." 


Second, we have received some questions about a 
July 29 article in the Japanese newspaper Yomiuri, which 
said that the U.S. Government recently transmitted a 
message to North Korea to the effect that if North Korea 
agreed to direct dialogue with the Republic of Korea that 
the U.S. might subsequently agree to hold direct talks 
with the DPRK of North Korea. 


Just to set the record straight, the report is 
not true. There has been no such message. Our publicly 
stated position on this remains unchanged. That is, that 
the future of the Korean Peninsula is primarily a matter 
for people of Korea to decide. In this regard, we 
strongly support the Republic of Korea's efforts to engage 
in a constructive dialogue with the North, and would 
welcome a positive response from Pyongyang to Seoul's 
initiatives, 


And, finally, just a note on the hijacking -- 


Q Can we have a copy of that statement, if 
possible? 


aM Sure. On the hijacking incident, which has 
been brought to a happy conclusion, the U.S. Government 
position -- as one of your wags up here noted, except for 
the hijackers; true enough. The U.S Government position 
on international terrorism is well known. In that 
context, we congratulate the Governments of the 
Netherlands Antilles and Venezuela on the successful end 
to this hijacking. 











We also want to emphasize the extensive 
international cooperation that was involved in the 
outcome. This kind of cooperation clearly is paying off 
in developing better understanding among police and other 
security officials of how to deal with a hostage 
negotiation, in training national forces to conduct 
hostage rescue operations, and in sensitizing key 
government officials to what should be expected in dealing 
with this kind of crisis. Throughout the episode, 
officials and technicians of our respective governments 
were in close consultations with each other at the scene, 
and cooperation was excellent. 


That is it for announcements. 

Q Copy of that, please? 

a Copy? Yes. 

Q What's a “technician*® in that context? 


x I don't have specifics, and I don't think 
I'm going to be able, Bob, to provide you with details of 
what sorts of technical advisors were involved. We did 
have people on the scene, technical advisors, at the 
request of the Netherlands Antilles. Obviously, we 
responded to this request for assistance to support the 
effort of that government to deal with the situation. 
And, of course, we wanted to assist in securing the 
release and rescue of the American citizens who were 
involved. 


Q How many -- 

A Don't have details for you. How many -- 
Q How many American -- 

AK American citizens involved? There were -- 
Q How many American technicians involved? 


MK That, I don't have. And I don't think we're 
going to be able to provide that. 


Q Did they play a direct and active role in 
the actual takeover? 


w No, they did not participate in any action 








3 


in that sense. They were -- they performed an advisory 
role. The decisions, obviously, were the decisions of the 
Government of the Netherlands Antilles, but they were 
there as advisors. They did not participate. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on reports 
saying that there were U.S. aircraft intercepting the 
hijacked aircraft? 


x No, I don't have anything on it. I don't 
think the aircraft got off the ground from Curacao in that 
last -- I mean, they made an attempt and went out and I 
think they were blocked. But I don't think it was a 
question of intercepting then. 


Q It was said in the -- during the first stage 
of the whole episode. 


h Again, I just don't have anything further on 
that. 


Q Alan, on the same thing. Are you 
suggesting, or maybe not suggesting, that these Americans 
did or did not play an advisory role in the assault on the 
plane? 


a I'm not talking about the assault, per se, 
I'm talking about the whole situation. We had peopie who 
were there as advisors; they performed -- 


Q Advisors in what context? 


M In the context of advising the Government of 
the Netherlands Antilles on this situation. I'm not going 
to be more specific than that. What I am saying, as I 
understood Barrie's question, was, did we participate in 
the action boarding the plane, and so on, and the answer 
to that is no. 


Q You're not ruling out that they advised on 
the assault? 


rm Well, I'm not trying to steer you in the 
direction -- by not addressing it -- that they were. All 
I'm going to do is stay away from it because obviously, 
unfortunately, it's the kind of situation we may get into 
in the future, and I don't think it's prudent to talk too 
much in detail about it. 


Q What agency did they reoresent? 








B Don't know. Don't have anything. 


Q Can you describe what the State Department 
does back in this country as far as notifying relatives, 
keeping them in touch with what's going on, passing 
information, that sort of thing? 


h I don't have the details here. There was an 
effort, I know, yesterday, as we had names, to be in touch 
with relatives. That was done. There was also, I think, 
a question of whether there might have been a fifth 
American. I think there were only four, and that was 
being tracked down. So efforts are made. I can't tell 
you who does what, but efforts certainly are made to 


contact relatives. 

Q Can you describe the extent of those efforts? 

h No, I can't. Okay, can we move on? Bernie? 

Q New subject? 

Q Do you have anything on the resumption of 
talks between the U.S. and Cuba in New York on the 
migration question? 

e The U.S. and Cuba have resumed talks on the 
migration question, erg pe ( of course, the Mariel 
excludables issue. That's all I can really -- 

Q In New York? 

In New York. 
Today? 
Today. 


Sorry -- yesterday, today? 


-> Oo F ODO °F 


No, not yesterday. Today. 


Q Will they go indefinitely or have we got an 
agenda, a timetable? 


oN Well, I think that -- let's let them finish, 
and I'll tell you when they‘re finished. But I don't -- 








*“indefinitely® sounds awfully extended to me. 
Q Who's leading the American delegation on it? 


ca I think that the last time we indicated that 
it was led by the Deputy Legal Advisor, Mr. Kozak, and I 
think that's the case this time as well. 


Q Have you already had a comment on the Soviet 
proposal for a general conference on the Middle East? 


nm yes, we already commented on that, Dan. I 
said, we didn't think it was a very good idea. 


Q Also, resumption of the talks between the 
United States and Nicaragua today? 


aM Say it again? 


Q Resumption of talks between the United 
States and Nicaragua in Manzanillo today? 


BR Yes, that is correct. 
Q Can you say who's there? 
a I don't have a list of people who might be 


there. I'm not sure there are that many, but, certainly 
Ambassador Shlaudeman is our representative. 


Q Is there anything more you can tell us about 
those talks? 

a Really not; no. 

9 When did they resume? 

a Today. 

Q Today, as well. At where? 

cy Manzanillo, Mexico. 

Q Where? I'm sorry. 


a Manzanillo, Mexico. Same place they were 
held the last time. 


Q Alan, cegarding the Soviet proposal for the 
Middle East, you said you see it as a not very good 








proposal. 
A Well, we talked about it before; right. 
Q Oh, so I'm sorry. 
M We talked about it also in the past. 


Q If you see anything new in the proposal, if 
you have been in contact with the Soviets regarding the 
proposal or not; these are details one needs to know. 


a Well, I don't know if we've been in touch in 
the last two days about this. I can't tell you. I 
haven't done a textual analysis, or gotten one, on whether 
there might be some particulars that might be new. But 
the basic idea of an international conference of the sort 
that is proposed is something we've spoken about many 
times before. We don't think that that's a fruitful 
approach to the Middle East problems. 


Q In light of the inconclusive elections in 
Israel and the results which were not known yet -- results 
are known but the government is not formed yet. What is 
the strategy of the United States now in pursuing the 
peace process? What are the mechanics that you are 
working with? 


A Well, I don't -- I think at this point, if 
you're suggesting that we should some way be working with 
the various governments, the appropriate thing to do is to 
let the Israeli Government be formed on that, but in terms 
of our basic approach and strategy and policy, again I 
would refer you back to the President's September 1 
initiative. That remains the policy of the United States. 


Q While we are on the subject, do you have any 
comment on The Washington Times story this morning about 
the closing of An-Najah University in Nablus in the West 
Bank for another four months because of the display of 
Palestinian artifacts and cultural things? 





y Yes. We really don't have any specific 
reports on the facts. All we have are the press reports, 
so we can't comment in specific terms. As a general 
matter, as we have said before in circumstances of this 
sort, we regret anything that would affect the educational 
process on the West Bank. 


In our view, disruption of that educational 


process can only harm the interests of those who genuinely 
seek educational opportunities, and we hope that An-Najah 


University will be reopened as soon as conditions permit. 
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Q Can we get a copy of that? 

h Can we provide a copy? 

STAFF: Yes. 

Q Another question on the same story, there 


was also the story that your Consulate in East Jerusalem 
could not gather any real charges against the Palestinian 
journalist Radwan Abu Ayash who was invited by the United 
States Information Agency last month to visit the United 
States for one month to observe U.S. elections. 


Do you have any comment or anything to add about 


why Israel prevented him and put him in house arrest for 
six months, and he has to report all month long every day? 


oa Yes. I don't have anything on that. I'll 
check and see if there's anything we can say. 


Q Alan, on the Cuba talks. What's Mr. Kozak's 
first name, please? 


A Michael. 


Q And is Mr. Alarcon, the head of the Cuban 
delegation, listed? 


x I don't have that, George. I think that 
you'd have to get that probably from the Cubans. 


Q Is there anything new on U.S.-Soviet, 
September-Vienna? 


NM No. 
Q Nothing? 
h Nothing new, 


Q Why did Druze militia guard the Marine -- 


the final Marine evacuation the other day from Beirut 
instead of Lebanese army forces? 


x I guess you'd have to ask the Lebanese 
authorities why they set up whatever arrangements there 
were You're saying that, and I saw a press report to 
that effect, but I can't confirm what the specific 
arrangements were. 


Q Do you know who will guard the new Embassy 
installations in Beirut? Lebanese army forces or militia? 





4 I don't know what specific arrangements have 
been worked out. I think that would be something, again, 
to address over there and see. It's a host government 
responsibility, however it's done, but we, obviously, have 
our Marine guards performing their usual function. 


Q Do you have anything, Alan, on Poland 


today? The Government said a total of 450 political 
prisoners have been released. Have you got anything for 


us regarding possible lifting of sanctions? 
a I don't. 


Q Any forecast on when you may move on this? 


M No. I don't. I don't. When we have 
something, obviously, we'll be happy to let you know. 


Q Alan, do you have anvthing to say on the 
case of the kidnapping of Patricia Londono in Bogota? 


f I don't know anything about it. 
Q Okay. If you could look in onit. I know 
that it's a case that ARA is very familiar with. They 


also have been involved in misinforming congressional 
offices and the public on the case by -- 


A Well, that's a very serious charge. I hope 
that you are prepared to provide us with some detaiis so 
we can look into it. 


Q I can. 


M Okay. Well, why don't you give it to us 
afterwards? 


Q Do you have any comment on the complainc 
filed by the Libyan Government against the United Sta-es 
in the United Nations? 


A No. This is on the Gulf of Sidra? 


Q Yes. 


a No. I think that Mike Burch at the Pentagon 
addressed the other day what was involved in that 
exercise, and -- so I'd refer you to what he said about 


it. Perfectly legitimate exercise. 
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Q That was before the complaint. If you are 
going to deal with the complaint. in any way, or -- 


A I don't have anything on the specifics of 
the complaint. I'm just referring you back to our 
explanation of what we did and the legitimate exercise of 
our forces in the international waters and airspace. 


Q The Washington Post has a story by David 
Ottaway this morning about Iraq plans to build three new 
pipelines and triple the export of oil to the world. Does 
the United States have any role in facilitating the Iragis 
to conduct their plan of expansion? 





a Well, I've talked about this before, and 
John has, and I don't have any new words to offer you on 
the pipeline issue. We have indicated that we favor the 
pipeline. I don't know about the specifics. I think 
these are things that would have to be worked out by those 
who would be directly involved. 


I think that Ex-Im has taken some action, at 
least on one where there's an American firm involved, and 
so on, but I -=- the support of the idea of pipelines has 
been talked of. It's not a new idea. 


Q It looks like this is something new. 
Besides the pipeline you're talking about, it was through 
Jordan to -- it talked about three new pipelines that are 
going to be -- 


M I think that these have all been talked 
about, at least I've seen them talked about in the press 
before. 


Q This same story -- 

A My understanding is it's the same. 

Q Yn the Manzanillo talks, do you have 
anything i: here, maybe from the last time, as to a 
Statement ¢ . the purpose or goals of them? 

A I'd refer you back to what we have said 


about -- going back to the Secretary's June 1 stop in 
Managua where I think we probably talked the most about 
what the purpose of the Secretary's stop and the follow-on 
talks would be, and I don't have anything new to add to 
that. 


Jim? 
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Q I wonder if you could take a question? 
There's an investigative piece in the latest issue of The 
Nation regarding the death of Father Carney. He's én 
American Priest who was killed in Honduras or who mey have 
Starved to death in Honduras as part of that guerriJla 
column that went in that you commented on? 


a This is an old story. 

Q Well, this new investigative piece suggests 
that U.S. personnel were -- had actually interrogated 
Father Carney prior to his reported death, and I wonder if 
you could issue a flat denial? 

M Let me take a look at that. 

Q Alan, do you have any comments on the 
Chinese criticism of the Administration's position on the 
nuclear agreement? 


A Is there something new? I guess I missed 
that. 


Q Yes. I think it was in The L.A. Times today. 





K No. We've said quite a lot about that, and 
I don't have anything new to add to it. 


Q How do you describe the relations between 
the United States and Egypt these days? There are some 
Stories in European press that there is -- there are 


crises undergoing? 
A Crisis? 
Q Yes, 


My No. I would certainly not describe U.S. 
relations as crisis. 


Q How do you -- can you give a statement about 
the relations? 


A They're important relations, and they're 
very good relations, and I don't know why anybody would 
even begin to think remotely in terms of crisis. Just not 


true. 
Q Alan, do you have any comment -- 


s Excuse me. I'll come back to you. 
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Q Do you have anything on reports of 
explosions in the Gulf of Suez, and whether or not any 
Ships have been hit? 


x And -- I'm sorry. The last part? 


Q And whether or not any ships have been hit 
or damaged? 


M Well, there have been reports of explosions 
in the Gulf of Suez that may have been mines, and we are 
seeking details on that. As to whether anybody, or any 
ships were hit, as I say, our information is limited, but 
we understand there have been no injuries or major damage, 
but I don't have other details beyond that. 


I guess a Notice to Mariners of some sort has 


been issued through the normal procedures -- broadcast, 
just cautioning ships about these reports -- unconfirmed 


reports so that they will be aware of that. 


Q Alan, the major damage -- is this to ships 
or to ground installations? 


M No, no. There has been -- our understanding 
is there has been no major damage to ships, and that there 
have been no injuries. These are to ships. 


Q In other words, there have been some hits, 
then, of the ships in mind? 


A Well, I guess there is an inference in that, 
but we don't have very much information, and I don't have 
anything further here on it at this point. We're still 
checking out the specifics of it. 


Q What? Is that a <= are you confirming that 
there have been some ships and mines that have made 
contact? 


A I am only confirming that we understand 
there have been no injuries and no major damage. I can't 
confirm specifically what happened -- whether there were 
mines or were not mines. We're looking at all of that. 


Q What timeframe are you talking about? 


A I don't have a timeframe to offer. I guess 
-- I think the reports have indicated that it had been 
recently, but I can't really pin it down, George, much 
more than that. 
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; Ys These reports are what, press reports that 
you're ta ng about? 


A Press reports. 


Q Alan, the Chinese Ambassador said he thought 
it was -- that the Chinese Government thought it was 
insulting to ask for specific assurances on the nuclear 
proliferation thing rather than accept the general 
Statement of the Chinese Government. 


a Well, as I said before, Bob, we have 
expressed ourselves on this. I've said what we have <o 
Say at the moment, and I'm going to have to leave it at 
that. 


Q Have they responded yet? 

x As I say, we've said what we have to say. I 
just don't have anything to update that situation. 

Q Alan, do you have any comment on the protest 
filed by the Israelis regarding the remarks made by Under 
Secretary -- I mean, Assistant Secretary Murphy in 


connection with Syria's cooperation in Lebanon? 


on I've got to tell you that personally i'n not 
aware of the protest, but, in any case, I think thac we 
have said what we had to say on that subject. Ambassador 
Murphy said somethinc, I had something here, and I th:nk 
we'll leave it at that. 


Q In case there is an official protest, would 
this mean that the U.S. Administration will give an answer 
to the Israelis in this regard? 


M I don't know, but I don't think I'd get into 
the diplomatic dialogue in any case, 


Q Thank you. 
My You're welcome, 


(The briefing concluded at 12:30 p.m.) 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


INDEX 


WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 1, 1984 





SUBJECT PAGE 


ANNOUNCEMENTS 
Testimony by Assistant Secretary Mark Palmer.....seeeeeeel 
Session of Central American Outreach Group.....ceeseeeeel 
Rackground Briefing on Bilateral Investment 
BEGGS WEEE BOLEGcccedcccccceesecececcccecccececceeoeenta 
Briefing by AID AdminiStrator MCPhHErson......cccccccssceed 


USSR 
U.S.-Soviet Consular AGFeEeMENt... cc cccccccccccececsesessawray? 
Mr. Bessmertnykh's Comments on Vienna Talks... ...cseceeeed 
Talks on Opening Of ConSulateS... ccc cccccccccccccesesss3~4,5-6 
TALKS GR BOCLRG GOR BOURGET LOSc ccccccccccccccceccecccece’ 
BAtcy POiIntS COL DIPLOMAS. ccccccccccccccccssccccecseseseO@l 
CULECUCAL BRGCMARGOB. ccccccccccccceccccccecccccccceceeeeees 


POLAND 
Amnesty; Lifting of Sanctions; Advice from Vatican......4=<5 


EGYPT 
Explosions in Gulf of ) )} PPPVEPEPEPPTPPTPTrrerreerrrryr?.s oo TT 


CANADA 
INS Officials Bar Three Men ELOM U.S. ..ccccccccccccssesese ld 


SOUTHERN AFRICA 
Attack on Gulf Oil Pipeline; Threat Against 
Multinational COrpOratioOnS....ceeeccecseeseseseseseseslOell,l2 
UNITA Claims to Have Attacked Two ShHipS...cecececceesevell 
Allegations Of U.S. IMVO]VEMENC... cee ceeesceeseeeesesevell 
UNITA/U.S./South AEriICa MEETINGS. .. cece eeeceseeeseseseekd 
SWAPO/South AELICAa TAalkS...ccccceecesseseseesesseessesesitanrli 


MIDDLE EAST 
Soviet Proposal for Middle East Conference.....eeseeeeeeli 


COLOMBIA 

Case of Mrs. Patricia LONGONO......eeees THTTTTTTITITTTiT & 
URUGUAY 

U.S. Attitude Toward Democratic ELECtCiIONS.....cceeccceeeevslj-l4 
NICARAGUA 

Situation of the Catholic Church; Expulsion of Priests..14-15 
HONDURAS 

Commission of the National Security Council 

Recommendation on Training Of SalvadoranS.....scccceecs 15 


Death Of Father CACNeY.. cece eeseeescsesssesecs ecccccese 15 























DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #137 /et say. +77 


WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 1, 1964, 12:25 P. M. , 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. A few 
announcements. 


First, available in the Press Office is a 
prepared statement by Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
European and Canadian Affairs Mark Palmer before the 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee. He testified on the 
creation of a commission on the Ukrainian famine. 


Second, to remind you that there will be today at 
the White House a session of the Central American Outreach 
Group in Room 450 of the Old Executive Office Building at 
2:30. There will be remarks by Senator Denton on the 
Central American druq connection and by Ambassador 
Santamaria, who is Director for International Information 
of the Government of Honduras, and he will speak about 
Honduras and the situation in Central America. 


Q What time is that? 


a That's at 2:30. Contact on that, if you're 
interested, is Sue Mathis, 456-2910. 


There will be on Thursday, August 2, tentatively 
at 4:00 p.m. -- and I'd ask you to check back with the 
Press Office later on this -- a briefing by -- a 
BACKGROUND briefing by a senior Department official. The 
subject will be the Bilateral Investment Treaty with Zaire 
which will de signed on Friday at 11:45 in the Treaty 
Signing Room at the White House, 


The signers will be Ambassador William Brock, the 
President's Special Trade Representative for the United 
States, and Foreign Minister Umba di Lutete for Zaire. 


Q Could you spell that? (Laughter) 


n The briefer will discuss recent improvements 
in the Zaician economy, waich indicate that the 














Government of Zaire is having success in addressing its 
economic problems. The briefer will also be prepared to 
address broader questions in U.S.-Zairian relations, if 
asked. 


Yet another briefing: AID Administrator M. Peter 
McPherson (laughter) -- little order here -- M. Peter 
McPherson will hold a press conference on Thursday, August 
2, at 2:30 p.m. in the State Department Press Briefing 
Room here, room 2118. The subject is a breakthrough in 
malaria research. Briefing with Mr. McPherson will be 
scientists and other U.S. Government representatives. It 
will be ON THE RECORD for sound and camera. 


A statement on the exchange of notes, concluding 
a U.S.-Soviet Consular Agreement: On August 1l, 1984, 
representatives of the U.S. Embassy in Moscow and the 
Consular Division of the Soviet Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs exchanged diplomatic notes concluding the latest 
round of the U.S.-Soviet Consular Review Talks. 


The agreement brings to fruition a series of 
discussions on consular matters conducted in 1976, 1979, 
1983 and 1984, and resolves a number of issues relating to 
visas and the functioning of the diplomatic missions of 
the two countries. 


The issues involved were essentially technical 
ones, to be resolved on the basis of mutual benefit. The 
agreement will facilitate the travel of participants in 
educational exchange programs, expedite the issuance of 
certain categories of visas, and improve conditions for 
the travel of diplomats in the two countries by allowing 
them to enter and leave through two additional cities 
beyond the three currently provided for. 


The talks w«=:* proposed by us as part of the 
President's effort t. expand contacts and to move forward 
on bilateral issues that can be resolved to our mutual 
benefit, as he mentioned in his June 27 remarks on 
U.S.-Soviet exchanges, and it seemed to us that the Soviet 
side approached them in the same spirit. 


The U.S. delegation was led by Raymond F. Smith, 
Officer-in-Charcge of the Bilateral Relations Section of 
the Department of State's Office of Soviet Union Affairs. 
The Soviet delegation was headed by ivan Gorokhov, Deputy 
Chief of the Consular -- excuse me -- of the Consular 
Administration of the Soviet Ministry of Foreign Affairs. 























Q Copy? 
Q Copy, please? 


a Copy. To anticipate a question you may have 
on other Soviet-related issues, I don't have anything here 
basically to respond -- or not basically, but to respond 
to the articles which were in the Soviet press and 
reported in FBIS this morning, but I think that there will 
be a briefing on this on the West Coast, perhaps about 
1:30 our time. 


If all of that comes to pass, we are making 
arrangements to try and have that piped in here. So stay 
tuned. 


Q What are those other articles -- what do the 
Soviet articles say? 


aN Well, I refer you to the wires. I think 
there have been various wire reports on that, Jim, and I'm 
not going to try to characterize them, out it was <= the 
subject is the Vienna talks. 


Q Do you have anything on Mr. Bessmertnykh's 
comments -- 


A That's what -- 

Q Is that what you're talking about? 

A Yeah. 

Q Alan, this consular agreement has nothing to 


do with the opening of consulates -- 


oy No. 

Q -- has it? 

A No. 

Q Where does that stand? 

a I don’t have anything new on that. As I 


think both sides hav? indicated, there's a willingness in 
principle to go ahead with that, but I Gon't have anything 
new to -- 




















Q Are there ongoing talks about the opening of 
au.S. consulate in Kiev and a Soviet consulate in New 
York? 


A I don't know that we've gotten to that 
stage, George. I think we're where I said. That is, 
there is -- we would expect to do something with that, and 
there's a -- I think that I'm right in saying that we've 
-- that there‘s agreement in principle, essentially, to 
talk about that and to resume those talks, but they have 
not been resumed. 


Q Weren't there talks this week also, Alan, in 
Moscow, bilateral,  n the Bering Sea boundaries? 


A That was last week, if I recall correctly. 
Q 23 and 24. 
Q That's still an ongoing sort of thing? 


4 Well, I think those talks concluded. There 
were a couple of days of talks, and we've got guidance not 
on the results of those talks, Bill, but on the issues 
that are involved, and so on. If you're interested, 
that's in the Press Office. I don't have a readout on the 


talks. 
Q Another area? 
a Please. 
Q Can we stay -- 
uN All cight. Let's go back to Jim. 
Q Do you have any more mature consideration 


about the Polish lifting of sanctions and any possible 
U.S. reaction to -- 


4 Don’t have anything on that today, Jim. 
Q DO yOu expect anything this week? 
BN Well, I think we'll have to wait and see. 


Q What ere you waiting to see? 
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A Whether we have anything to say on it. 
Q Well -- (laughter) -- 
A No. I don't mean to be facetious. When we 


have something to say on that, we will say it, but until 
then I’m not going to try to pre-empt the process by -- 


Q In the meantime -- 
a -- answering questions about it. 
Q In the meantime have you been able to 


determine that theirc claimed release of some 450 prisoners 
is in fact accurate? 


A I don’t know that we have a particular way 
of verifying that, but, in any case, we obviously are 
paying attention to that amnesty and how it is being 
implemented. 


Q Alan -- 


Q How important is the advice of the Vatican 
in this matter? 


iN Larcy Speakes addressed this yesterday, 
Barrie. I don’t have anything to add to what he said. I 
think he indicated that we would want to take seriously 
what concerns they would have, what they would want to 
say. But I refer you to his remarks on that. 


Q Alan, regarding the Soviet consulate 
business -- 


a Uh-huh. 


Q Is -=- you described this as the enc of a 
round, if I'm not mistaken. 


A Rignt. 

Q Is it thought that there's going to be 
another rcound, and does that deal with the opening of the 
new consulates, of was that discussed in this round? 

x NO, —— 


. It*s very confusing to me. Are we talking 
about two different sets of negotiations, essentially? 








A Yes. These are not -- these were technical 
talks about visa matters and points of entry, and things 
like that. The opening of consulates in Kiev and New 
York, I guess it is, were -- iS a separate issue, and it 
Was not addressed in the agreement. 


As I say, the U.S. -- to more precisely state 
what I did before, perhaps, and make my colleagues 
upstairs happier -- the United States has made clear to 


the Soviet Union its willingness to consider the issue of 
new consulates, and as we understand the Soviet position, 
there are no basic opstacles to moving forward. But 
that's where we are on that at this point. 


Q What are the points of entry and exit that 
are now added on? 


A Okay. Well, the points which are currently 
entry and exit points -- let me just give you those -- are 
Moscow, Leningrad and Vyborg on the Finnish-Soviet border 
for our people, and Washington, New Yor< and Rouses's 
Point, New York, on the U.S.-Canadian border for their 
diplomats. 





The added points are Brest on =ne Polish border 


and Nakhodka in the Far East for U.S. diplomats assigned 
to the U.S.S.R., and Baltimore and San Francisco for 


Soviet diplomats assigned to the United States. 





| Q Could you spell Nakhodka? 
A Nakhodka? 
Q No. Baltimore. (Laughter) 
4 It depends how you pronounce it, George. 
Q I resent that. (Laughter) 
M Point of order, huh? 
Q New area? 
4 Please. 
Q I have no further question on that. 
| Mn Okay. 
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Q Did I understand you in your statement to be 
Saying that the Soviets responded to the President's call 
to be more forthcoming on this issue? That the 
President's recent statements had had a specific, positive 
effective on Soviet attitudes in this area? 


A I'd prefer to stick with -- rather than 
trying to judge their motives, I'd prefer to stick with 
the language I used, which was -- let me repeat it for 


you: That the talks were proposed by us as a part of the 
President's efforts to expand contacts and to move forward 
on bilateral issues that can be resolved to our mutual 
benefit, as he mentioned June 27, and it seemed to us that 
the Soviet side approached them in the same spirit. 


I'm not trying to judge whether they're 
responding to the President or not, but that they were 
approaching these talks, as we judged it, in a way which 
could move forward bilateral issues of mutual benefit. 


Q Alan, when you say the talxs were proposed 
by us, you're referring to the most recent -- 


A This round. 
Q -- round. The ‘84 round, not the '83 round? 
a Well, I can't -- I frankly can't parse it 


that finely. I don't know. 
Q Could I take -- 
Q I think that -- 
A Well, go ahead. 


Can I take another crack at getting you to 
spell those three cities? 


A Happy to do so. You want the three which 
were previously -- well, you got Moscow, Leningrad and 
Vyborg -- V-y-b-o-r-g -- on the Finnish-Soviet border. 


And the two cities which were added for our 
diplomats stationed in the Soviet Union are Brest -- 
B-r-e-s-t -- on the Polish border and Nakhodka in the Far 
East -- that's N-a-k-h-o-d-k-a. Okay? 














Q Alan, do you have any further information on 
the explosions in the Gulf of Suez? 


A I don't have anything. The question was, 
anything new on the explosions in the Gulf of Suez? I 
really do not have anything new on that at this point. We 
still don't have any further information on what may have 
been involved. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Do you believe there is any link between 
what*s happened in the Gulf of Suez and what happened 
inside Egypt in two or three of the arsenals? 


4 I don't know what the specifics are of the 
arsenal matter, but I don't have any reason to connect -- 
at this point not knowing what happened and who may be 
responsible -- to connect whatever those explosions were 
that were reported to have happened in the Gulf of Suez 
and anything else. I just don‘t have a way of doing that. 


Q Alan, on the agreement, just to go back for 
a second -- 

A Sure. 

Q -- could you -- are you able to say how it 
will improve cultural exchanges, as I believe you 
suggested? 

a Well, what it will do is facilitate travel. 


The only connection, really, between the two is that the 
Consular Review Talks agreement provides for expeditious 
handling of visas for exchanges under otficial programs, 
but otherwise these are separate issues. 


Q Alan, is the U.S. military any closer to 
sending a survey team to the Gulf of Suez to assist in the 
investigation? 


“ I'd have to ask you to check with the 
Pentagon on that. 


Q Any indication of military security, a 
military security step-up or additional measures being 
taken around the Abu Rudeis oil fields in Egypt, to the 
best of your knowledge? 


a (a) I don't know, and (b) it would really be 
something for the Egyptians to address. I would not 
address it. 


Q Well, in your consultations with the 
Egyptians, has there been any indication of a need for it? 





on Well, I wouldn'c address it. Sorry. 





Q Alan, would you consider that the navigation 
in the Suez Canal is as safe as it was before the 
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explosions or are you -- 


A I can't give you a personal judgment, but 
I've seen statements by the officials who run that Canal 
who have made it very clear that they don't see a danger 
to ships going through the Canal. And, as far as I 
understand, what we're talking about are reported 


explosions outside of the Canal, not in the Canal. 


Q Do you have anything more on these three men 
who were held up from entering the U.S. by INS officials 
in Toronto last week? 


A I don't. I saw reports of that in the 
press, but I guess you'd have to chech with INS. 


Q Alan, I was going to pursue the issue of the 
Suez, Gulf of Suez: If the Britisn and French Governments 
have felt a need to send any of their experts in 
consultation with the U.S., to preclude any U.S. 
involvement in this? 


A Well, I haven‘’t -- as I say, I haven't got 
any information on what we may or may not be doing at this 
point in that respect. I guess you'd have to check with 
the British and the French in terms of what they're 
doing. I don't think I could speak for them. 


Don? 


Q About three weeks ago, UNITA, the guerrilla 
force in Angola, announced that it had attacked an oil 
pipeline, evidently the Gulf Oil pipeline in Cabinda, the 
northern area of Angola. And it seems as though their 
claim was acknowledged by the Angolan Government, though 
in a slightly different numbers, and so forth. 


a Uh-huh. 


Q Now, they have issued a new communique which 


contains a threat against multi-national corporations, 
apparently aimed at the Gulf Oil Company. 


Does the United States believe that the Gulf 
pipeline was attacked; were any Americans hurt or killed, 
and does the United States have any words for, or has it 
had, for UNITA about American corporation or American 
targets for their guerrilla effort? 


IGG 





ll 


A On the pipeline itself, we've had some 
guidance on that in the past. I'd ask you to look at it, 
but there were no Americans who were hurt in that reported 
incident, but let me ask you, Don, specifically, to check 
back with the guidance on that. , 


A As to the general question, we take very 
seriously any explicit ocr implied threats against American 
citizens or property overseas. We also feel strongly that 
U.S. business participation in Angola is in the long-term 
interest of both our nations and of all Angolans. With 
few exceptions, the various parties involved in the 
Angolan internal confiict have refrained from attacking 
American citizens or property, and we obviously believe 
the situation should not change. 


Q Can we get a copy of that, Alan? 
A Sure. 
Q Do you have any information regarding the 


claim yesterday of UNITA to have attacked two ships in the 
harbor of Luanda and sunk one of them? 


A Not a lot. We've seen several reports of 
such a bombing during the past few days. some question as 
to national registry of the ships which were involved. 
UNITA has claimed responsibility for bombing Soviet and 
Cuban vessels, while the Angolan authorities have reported 
the ships as being East German and Angolan. 


None of the reports indicated injury to Americans 
Or damage to American-owned property. 


Q I'm sorry, the Angolan Government news 
agency claims that it was American-made mines. Do you 
have anything to say on that? 


aN Weil, I don't know -- I can't talk about the 
manufacture of mines, but I can talk about the involvement 
of the U.S. Government. 


AS we have stated repeatedly in the past, we 
are scrupulously adhering to the provisions of U.S. law 
which prohibit assistance to any faction in Angola. The 
U.S. does not provide any munitions or other materiel or 
Support to any force in that country. We reject the 
reported Angolan accusation of CIA or any other U.S. 
government involvement. 


I-1948 
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Did the statement that you made about how 
seriously the U.S. takes threats or attacks on American 


companies, has this been passed on to UNITA? 


A I don‘t know whether it has or hasn't been 

passed on to UNITA, Don. I'm sure tnat if UNITA is not 

already aware of the seriousness with which we take such 
threats that they will be aware of it. 


Q On the same -- in the same general area, 
there was a meeting reported a few weeks ago between 
representatives of UNITA, the United States Government and 
South Africa. Did you have anything on that, and was this 
discussed at that meeting? 





a Was what discussed at that meeting? 


Q The question of UNITA targeting U.S. 





installations? 

x I don‘t recall what we've said about reports 
previously of meetings, Jim, so I'd ask you to look back 
at it. But I don't -- well, I guess I'll leave it. 

Q Anything on the meeting .tself? 

f I frankly don't recall. There have been so 
many meetings both held and reported that I can't -- 

Q Could you -- in case -- 

| 4 Why don't you check back in the Press Office 





and see -- do a little research and -- 


Q I will, but how else, if in fact it was 
raised at the time, will it be raised? 





A Let's see what's there. 


Q Okay. And also one other on the same area. 
Anything in the wake of the talks between SWAPO and South 
Africa in Cape Verde, and the apparent halt to the 
| disengagement? 


y I addressed this the other day. Let me 
refer you back to the record. 


Q Nothing new? 
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A Nothing new on that. 





Q The reaction of the Egyptian Government and 
several other Arab countries to the latest Soviet proposal 
regarding the Middle East looks to be very different from 
that of the U.S. Administration. Do you have any comment 
on that? 


A No. i've expressed our view on such a 
meeting before. 


Dennis, did you have something? 
Stan? 


Q Alan, why is the Colombia Desk of the State 
Department telling Congressional offices and other 
ingquirers that the kidnapping case of Patricia Londono is 
closed, although they know that that's not true and they 
know that that position is at odds with the official 
position of the Colombian Government and the position of 
Mrs. Londono's family? 





f I have looked into the question since you 
} raised it yesterday. We have an answer wnich we will post 
today giving you what we know about it. [It doesn't quite 
square with your description of it, but, anyway, it’s what 
we have on the subject, and we did check it out since you 


raised it. 

Q Do you have anything on the op-ed piece that 
appeared in the Times today about Uruguay? 

4 Yes, I do. The piece -- so the people who 
may not have read it -- charged, in short, that the U.S. 


cares more for elections than for democracy in Uruguay. 


The United States cares deeply about democratic 
elections in Uruguay. Our primary goal in Uruguay is to 
help assure a successful transition to democracy. 


The transition process is under way, 
characterized by an active negotiation between government 
and opposition leaders. All parties are supporting these 
negotiations, although the Blancos are not actively 
participating, in protest over the detention of Wilson 
Ferreira. 





The government has made a number of concessions, 
including deproscribing all parties but the Communist 
Party and permitting some 6,500 previously proscriped 





I- 1449 




















mmm eee 








14 


politicians to participate in the politics of the nation. 
The nature of the transition, including the role of wilson 
Ferreira, is for the people of Uruguay to define. As 
Ferreira indicated on his arrival in Argentina, before he 
returned to Uruguay, he never considered the possibility 
that the Argentine Government could intercede to have the 
ban against him lifted because “this is a question for 
Uruguayans.* 


We would like to address one of the misleading 
statements in the article: We do not favor the candidacy 
of Mr. Sanguinetti or any other candidate. We favor the 
democratization process as negotiated by the Uruguayans 
themselves. 


Q Can we have a copy of that, Alan? 

a Yeah. 

Marvin? 

Q On the Times story about Nicaragua and the 
Archbishop? 

Mo I do. What is your -- jusS= want a reaction 
to it? 

Q Yeah. 

8 Let me see if it’s in the nature for 


reaction to it. (Laughter) 


Q If I ask you a specific question, you 
wouldn't -- 


x Probably wouldn't have anything on it; 
that's right, Marvin. We try and hide it all. 


Q Try to do the best you can. 


a Yeah. We have discussed a number of times 
the situation of the Catholic Church in Nicaragua, the 
courageous stand it has taken in support of religious 
freedom and human rights, and the harassment it has 
suffered from the government as a result. 


We can't confirm the details of the story, but it 
shouldn't come as a surprise that the church is resisting 
government persecution, especially if one recalls the 
Church's Easter Pastoral letter and the government's 


hostile response. 
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The expulsion of ten foreign priests is simply 
the most recent illustration of the Government's attitude 
toward the church. 

Q Copy, please? 

2 Sure. 

Q I just wonder, Alan, did you have anything 
-- if asked, or follow-up questions to the Uruguay thing 
because you left some stuff unanswered there? 

oe No. 

Q Also, do you have anything on this report 
that the national, the Commission of the National Security 
Council of Honduras as recommended that no further 


Salvadorans be -- no additional Salvadorans be trained on 
Honduran territory? 


A I don't. 


Q And do you have an answer -o the taken -- to 


the question that you were going to look into about 
Honduras and Father Carney yesterday? 


M I think we do have -- no, not yet? Okay, 
we're working on it. 


Q Okay, thank you. 
a You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:50 p.m.) 
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DPC #136 


THURSDAY, AUGUST 2, 1964, 12:i0 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. A few 
announcements. Available in the Press Office is the 
prepared statement by AID Administrator Peter McPherson 
before the House Foreign Affairs Committee. The subject 
he testified on was “Hunger and Population." 


At 1:30 p.m. today, Ambassador James L. Buckley, 
Chairman of the U.S. Delegation to the Internaticnal 
Conference on Population to be held in Mexico City August 
6 to 13, will give an ON-THE-RECORD briefing here in the 
State Department Priefing Room. 


Also, to remind you of a couple of other 
briefings. At 2:30 here, Peter McPherson will hold an 
ON-THE-RECORD briefing on Malaria Vaccine; and there will 
be a BACKGROUND bDriefing at 4:00 p.m. here in this room by 
a@ senior Department official on the Bilateral Investment 
Treaty with Zaire. 


That is it for announcements. I'‘li be happy to 
take your questions. 


Q Do you have any reaction =o the House vote 
on military assistance to El Salvador, and the Nicaraguan 
funds? 

M And the what? 

Q Nicaraguan funds? 

a No, I don’t, Jim. The President put forth 
his proposals. He stands behind those proposals, but I 
don't have any specific comment on those votes. 


Q DO you have any comment on the U.S.-Cuba 
talks? Has there been any -- have they ended? 


4 The talks are continuing in New York. Don't 
have any way of giving you a readout on that. I think I 
may have said yesterday that those talks are -- I would 
chacacterize as serious, but beyond that I wouldn't have 
any characterization to offer. 
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Q They*re continuing today, so they're in 
third day today? 


A Yes. 


Q And didn't you suggest that there -- 
2 No, I didn’t suggest . 


Q You didn’t suggest anything? A senior 
official, did they chink -- 


o I don’t know what a senior official did or 
didn‘t do, but I didn’t suggest that. 


Bernie? 


Q Alan, in view of the latest exchanges -- 
U.S.-Soviets in Vienna in September -- where do we stand 
now? What is your assessment of the state of play, the 
State of relations between Washington and Moscow? 


“ I don’t have a general c..aracterization to 
offer you, Bernie. The bdDriefing that «as given yesterday 
was fairly extensive, and I don't have anything to add to 
what was said either in Bud McFarlane'’s statement or the 
background briefing that was provided. 


Q Alan, can you confirm the reports that there 
were some American citizens, and perhaps a diplomat aboard 
the Airc France plane, which is now apparently safe, and so 
on? 


a I gather that -- from the wires -- that that 
event is over, and our understanding is that, in fact, the 
people may be on their way to hotels. 


As far aS citizens are concerned, according to 
our latest information -- and obviously we're going to be 
somewhat at the mercy of those who can tell us things 
indirectly, of our sources are indirect -- anyway, two 
American citizens apparently were on board the hijacked 
plane. They were a father and son, a minor son. The 
Privacy Act prevents us at this point from releasing names. 


As far as the reports yesterday that there 
somehow was perhaps an American diplomat, or somebody 
holding a diplomatic passport, we have no information to 
confirm those reports. That's all I really have for you 
on that. 
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Q Do you have some comment on the 
back-and-forth between East Germany, Hungary and the 
Soviet Union regarding the -- their relationship with the 
West that has been taking place over the past several days? 


o No, I don’t. 
Lester? 


Q Alan, Time Magazine this week featured a 
story with a photograph about the new Canadian Prime 
Minister's habit of patting women on what President Reagan 
calls the “keister.* Is Prime Minister John Turner 
present.y scheduled to make any visits to the United 
States? And when he does, will the Secretary of State, or 
will it be the Chief of Protocol, who will discuss with 
him the problems of this behavior which he justifies as 
saying “I'm a hugger, I'm reaching out to people?* 


7 I don't have any comment on your second 
guestion, Lester. On the first, I’m not aware of any 
present plans to travel here. You might want to check 
with his office. 


2 I mean -- nere‘es the thins, he’s defended it 
A I know what you mean by tnat, but I don’t 
have any comment on it. 


Q Suppose he pats Selwe on her keister, or 
maybe Mrs. Reagan, what will you do? I mean, is ne -- 


a Well, my mother always told me not to answer 
*“what-if" questions, Lester, and I think I'll -- 


Q You mean it’s a hypothetical question? 
4 I think it probably would be that, yes. 
Q Could you give us that status report on the 


Manzanillo talks, the U.S. and Nicaraguans? 


“4 Yes, a little bit, but not a grea. jeal 
there either, in accordance with our standing procedures 
on that. As we confirmed earlier in the week, Ambassador 
Shlaudeman was in Manzanillo; had his third round of 
discussions with Vice Foreign Minister Tinoco. The 
discussions ended yesterday, this latest round. They 
were, in this instance, of a substantive nature -- 

















Q Sorry? 


“ Of a substantive nature as opposed to the 
last round we indicated was procedural, and we do 
anticipate that there will be future meetings, but I don't 
have any details to provide on that. 


Q What was the substance? 


q As I -- I don't have any details to provide 
on that either. 


Q Is 1t @ characterization similar to the one 
that you gave on Cuba? 


A I don't have a characterization to give you. 


Q Alan, there was a report today quoting a 
Mexican official as saying the talks were substantive. 
What's the role of the Mexican official in these talks? 


Q I guess you'd have to ask the Mexican 
official what his specific role is. I ion't know who it 
was who made that comment. The Mexicans, obviously, 
played host. The talks were at Manzanillo. There was no 
third country represented in the talks, if that's what 
you're getting at. 


Q Yes. 


ca So, obviously, they have played a 
hospitality role, and we have appreciated that. But there 
was no role in the talks per se. 


Q Alan, there was also a report right 
afterwards from Managua, saying that Ortega had requested 
a meeting with Reagan. Is there anything -- 


a I'm not aware of any plan for any meeting. 


Q Alan, does “substantive” mean progress or 
issues of substance were discussed? 


i It means issues of substance were discussed, 
as opposed to issues of procedure. 


Q Does this mean that there have been -- there 
has been an agreement on an agenda? 


A I don't have any specifics to offer you, 
George, on the discussions. 








5 


Q To clarify, the Mexicans or no third party 
was present in the talks, or you said “involved,” I think. 


2 Yeah. Present. There was nobody else in 
the room, actually is what we're talking about. 


Jim? 


Q Do you have any remarks on Gorman's 


testimony yesterday, and particularly his desire for 125 
trainers? 


q Yes. He, as he said, was expressing a 
personal view that the optimum number cf trainers for El 
Salvador would be higher than the current self-imposed -- 
I would emphasize self-imposed -- limit of 55. I think 
the number actually there is below that at this moment. 
You might want to check with the Pentagon. 


But there are no plans currently to increase the 
number of trainers, and I would point out the obvious: 
there are also no plans to introduce U.S. combat forces. 


And -- 





Q 
a I might -- well, go ahead, Jim. 
Q No. Please. 


a As I waS going to say, there was also sone 
Suggestion in the story that there was some -- that 
General Gorman was seizing the action and the architect of 
the policy, and so on, which he, of ceurs2, made very 
clear was not *he case. 


I would point out that we in this building have 
the highest regard for General Gorman and his abilities. 
He's a good soldier in a tough job, and, as ne said, he 
follows his orders. 


Q Did he write the guidance on this? 
(Laughter ) 


A Do you nave a serious question? 


Q Yes, I do, actually. 1 thought that was 
reasonably serious, Dut -- 


Q I thought so, too. I thought it was 
terribly serious. 
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Q I take it back. 
a All right. I refrain from responding to 
that, because it would be -- it's very tempting. Go 


ahead, Jim. 


Q On the -- there is an additional story today 


in the Times about plans by the Christian Democrats, 
quoting Rey Prendes, that the left would net be included 


in any local elections scheduled now for 1985, and that -- 
because conditions would not be such that they could take 


part at that time, 


Do you have any reaction, given the fact that 
U.S. officials have said that that was part of the game 
plan? 


o Well, I don't know what -- I'm not sure what 
you're referring to in terms of U.S. officials saying it's 
part of the game plan, but, in any case, I don't have a 
specific response to it. I would note that one of the 
points that was apparently made in those statements that 
were made was that the security situation was one that was 
of concern to the left -- something I believe you, 
yourself, have raised on numerous occasions -- and I 
thought that was the thrust of what they were saying in 
terms of the security situation. 


I can't -- I don't have a comment on that, but I 
observe that that was an important part of the remarks. 


Q Could -- I'd like to -- 

a You raised -- you have raised many times -- 
Q yeah, yeah. I know, 

a -- the security situation for candidates. 

Q S oe 

4 That was a part of what was said if you read 


that article carefully -- 


Q I did. 

n -- which I'm sure you did. 

Q I did. I understood the point that was 
being made, but my -- 
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Q If this is a private conversation, couldn't 
it be held after the briefing? 


Q I'm sorry. My question -- 

A Yeah. 

Q -- with everybody's forbearance is -- 

Q Not mine. 

Q -- does the United States support loca] 


elections which would -- and dialogue leading to the 
left's participation in those local elections in 1985? 


a Weil, I’m not going to talk about specific 
elections. We have made clear our position in favor of 


bringing the left into the electoral process, if they 
will, indeed, do that. But we've also -- and dialogue for 


that end. We've also indicated we don't see at this point 
a willingness on their part to do that. 


Lester? 

Q Is my friend finished? I mean -- 

a I've asked you if you have a question, 
Q Sure. Has tne State Department, Alan, 


explained to Israel why the federally -:unded National 
Public Radio broadcast nationally this week a speech by a 
disgusting, murderous bigot like Farraknan, and does the 
State Department believe it was good for the international 
reputation of the United States that all those American 
reporters who velong to the National Press Clubd not only 
invited this anti-Semite but honored him with a gift? 


a I don‘t have any comment on the National 
Press Club or NPR. 


Q One very quick follow-up. To the State 
Department's knowledge -- to your knowledge, Alan -- did 
the National Press Club in the 1930s ever have any of 
Hitler's Nazi's as their honored guest speakers to whom 
they gave a gift? 


fy I suggest you ask the National Press Club. 














Q I wiil. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:22 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #139 


FRIDAY, AUGUST 3, 1984, 12:16 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Sorry to be a little late here. I 
have a few announcements, but I will also try to move 
reasonably quickly because we'll be piping in at 1:00 
o'clock a statement from the Western White House, from 
Larry Speakes, and then at 1:30 here we will have a 
BACKGROUND briefing on the question of Polish sanctions. 
So if we can get through with the rest of it, you will 
have some expertise to address your questions. 


Q On that same subject, will the White House 
be doing a briefing out there? 


4 No. They will be making a statement, and 
the briefing will be done here, and we will pipe out to 
California. 


Q Will you have a copy of the statement here? 


M We will certainly have one by 1:30. I don't 
know if we'll have one by one o'clock. 


Okay, going on. A sad note: to bid farewell 
today to Joanne Reams. iIt‘s her last cay in the Press 
Office. She's going off to London. She has been in the 
Bureau of Public Affairs for some time, but only came to 
the Press Office late last year, but she quickly became an 
integral part of the operation, ana she will be greatly 
missed, I would say both in the Press Office and in the 
Bureau. So, all good wishes. 


An announcement on the Secretary's Advisory Panel 
on Overseas Security: I tell you what I will do with this 
is simply read you the first paragraph and then make 
available as an announcement the rest of this so we can 
move ahead. 


In July the Secretary asked a distinguished group 
of Americans to form a non-partisan advisory panel 
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on overseas security to study and make recommendations 
concerning the security of our diplomatic personnel and 
facilities abroad. 


This panel will be chaired by Admiral Bobby 
Inman, USN, Retired, who is currently President of MCC 
Corporation in Austin, Texas. 


In the statement that I'll make available, it has 
the names and positions of the other members and indicates 
what kinds of questions they are going to be addressing. 
The panel did meet here on the 27th of July, and they 
igkend to issue a report on or shortly after January l, 


That's it for announcements. I'll be happy to 
take questions. 


Q Alan, what can you tell us about the Marine 
being roughed up? 


om Probably not much more than you already have 
from reports out of the Soviet Union, Mike, but I'll be 
happy to give you what I do have. 


First, I would note that there nave been several 
serious incidents in the Soviet Union -ver the past few 
months involving American tourists anc officials that show 
a disturbing pattern of official involvement in a campaign 
to harrass and isolate Americans in the Soviet Union, and 
we have brought this matter up with the Soviets on 
mumerous occasions. We have not received a satisfactory 
response. 


With specific regard to your question, on August 
2 there was a serious incident in Leningrad involving one 
of our U.S. Marine guards. The Marine in question, who 
was off duty, had left the Consulate building to 
investigate a suspicious vehicle that had been circling 
the Consulate. 


Two blocks from the Consulate he was surrounded 
by militiamen and plainclothesmen, beaten, and taken to a 
police station. He has since been released by the 
authorities and does not require hospitalization, but the 
incident was a clear set-up and was without any 
provocation whatsoever. 


We have protested this incident strongly, both in 
Moscow and Washington. 
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Q Have you ever received an apology from the 
Soviet Union in such incidents? 


MB As I say, we have not received a 
satisfactory response to our complaints. 


Q Alan -- 

Q Copy? 

A Yes. 

Q The Soviets said he was -- the Soviets 
allege that the gentleman -- can you identify him? 

x I cannot identify him. 

Q -- that he was intoxicated. What is your 


response to that charge? 


A The answer is that we reject that charge. I 
don’t have further details to give you here. I think 
maybe I can help you in terms of getting some more details 
later if you want, but I don't have them with me. 


Q Can you find when the Wasnington protest was 
made? 

aN Yesterday. 

Q Alan, have you any speculation on the 


purpose of this pattern of harrassment? 


of No. 
Q Is there any retaliation possible? 
ay I don't have anything on the question of 


retaliation at this point. 

Q Alan, in the case of the U.S. citizen of 
Arabic background, Mike Mansour, that was arrested in 
April in Israel for 22 days, you had some guidance which -- 


Q Could we just stay on this subject? 


Q yes. This is related to this subject. 


Excuse me. You got -- you said in the guidance that you 
brought vigorously your concerns to the attention of the 




















Government of Israel. 
a Uh-hum. 


Q Were you satisfied, as you want to be 
Satisfied in tne same corollary, from the Israeli answer 
like you want to be satisfied with the Russian answer to 
your complaint? 


a I'm not going to try to compare the cases. 
Whatever we have put out on that -- I think there was some 
guidance, if not yesterday, then the day be.ivore -- that's 


what I've got. 


Q I'm sorry. He is a U.S. citizen. 
x Yes. 
: Q And you are concerned about U.S. citizens in 
Russia -- 
a Correct. 
Q And I would like to know if you are 


concerned about U.S. citizens in Israel itself? 
a I think we -- 
Q The same way. 
on May I answer? 
Q Yes. 


a I think we indicated it in the guidance, and 
I said what we have to say about it. 


Q Alan, after all these incidents, do you 
agree now that relationship between the U.S. and the 
Soviet Union are at the lowest level? 


XM Oh, I wouldn’t try to characterize the 
relationship. 
Q Alan, do you have -- can you make available 


these series of incidents and harrassments over the past 
few months? Do you have any roster that you could shar:? 


A I don't have a roster -- 
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Q Is that possible? 


a -- to give you. Well, I think we've made 
known our concerns on a number of occasions, Bernie, and I 
would refer you to what we've said. I think in other 


cases it has involved, sometimes, private American 
citizens, and I don’t think we have necessarily been able 


to provide you with -- 


Q Have you dealt before with the question that 


Bob Toth raised about what it is that motivates the 
Soviets to carry out what you call a set-up? 


4 I haven't -- I*m not going to try to do 
that. I think that’s a question for the Soviets to 
answer, not for us. 


Q But if you make the accusation of a pattern 
of harrassment -- 


X Well, we're making an observation of what's 
happening. In terms of motivations, you'd have to ask the 
Soviets. 


Q What is the future -- how are you going to 
solve these problems in the future? 

as Well, as I say, I don't nave anything 
further today on that subject. 

Q Who delivered the protest and to whom? 

A where? 

Q Here. 

a Here in Washington it was delivered 


yesterday by Under Secretary Armacost to the Soviet 
Charge’, Mr. Sokolov. 


Q Here? 


a Here. This was Mike's question. I don't 
have the specifics of the protest as it was delivered in 
Moscow, but we can probably help later on. 


Q What would -- 


Q On this protest you have heard nothing by 
way of a response? 


A No. 


Q What did they say? 
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2 I*m mot going to get into the details of the 
exchange, but we made our protest rather strongly, and 
I‘ll leave it at that. 


Q Is the key evidence that it was a set-up the 
fact that the car was continuing to drive, I guess slowly, 


around the building? 


a I think the entire circumstance of it. As I 
say, why don't we talk a little bit later and maybe we can 
get some further information, but the entire circumstance 
made it clear that’s what it was. 


Q Have you had any sort of indication that the 
Soviets have identified any of the guys who beat the 
Marine up, of is that part of what is lacking in a 
Satisfactory response? 


a I don’t know what they have done in terms of 
identification, but since they took him to a militia 
Station, it shouldn‘t have been very hard to know who took 
him in. 


Q Did you say how long he was held, in that 
Original statement? 

A Did I say what? I said ne was -- 

Q How long he had been helc? 

4 No, I didn’t. I didn't. But I think that I 


saw something in the wires from Moscow that indicated he 
was held a couple of hours, so I don't quarrel with that. 


Jim? 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Three short Latin ones. 


a No. Wait a minute. Let's finish this 
subject. 


Q Oh, I*m sorry. 


Q DO you know whether he was beaten on the 
Street, or whether that took place at the militia building 
to which he was taken? 


A He was beaten on the street. 

Q Was he in uniform? 

a No, he was off duty. 

Q Are we not going to get his name? 
a I think not. 


Q Alan, one more. Now, in the past, there 
were some diplomats, now this guard, next could be the 
U.S. Ambassador. 


x I think that we're obviously attentive all 
around the world to providing adequate orotection or our 
ambassadors. 


Jim? Go ahead. 


Q Do you have any status report on the 
Cuba-U.S. talks? Anything on this question of Fort Gulick 
and the Canal zone facilities in Panama, and <-- 


By Let's do one at a time. 


Q All cight. 


a In tecms of Cuba -- although I think many of 
you were aware late last night we got something -- let me 
read you what I have. 


Representatives of the Governments of the United 
States and Cuba met in New York City July 31 to August 2 
to discuss immigration issues, including the return to 
Cuba of those persons from the 1980 Mariel boatlift who 
are ineligible for substantive reasons to remain in the 
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United States. 


The talks followed an earlier round of 
discussions in New York on July 12 and 13. As in the 
previous round, the U.S. delegation was headed by Michael 
G. Kozak, Deputy Legal Advisor of the Department of State, 
and Ricardo Alarcon de Quesada, Vice Minister of Foreign 
Relations led the Cuban delegation. 


Once again, the issues involved in these talks 
concern the return to Cuba of the Mariel excludables and 
the resumption of normal immigration from Cuba to the 
United States, which was suspended after the Mariel 
boatlift in 1980. 


The process is continuing, and further exchanges 
on these issues are anticipated. 


I might just note, beyond that, there have been 
some stories which continue to appear which suggest that 
in some way the framework of these talks has changed. 
That simply is not the case. And I think we put out some 
time ago for you the chronology of this question of the 
Mariel excludables and immigration issues, and I think 
it's quite clear from that, that that was the nature. It 


wasn't narccower nor was it broader, and that is where it 
remains. 


Q Copy of that please? 


a Copy of what I orisinally read. 
Q What have you reached in the talks -- 
4y Not adle to characterize substance or 


anything beyond that. 


Q Do you expect them to resume -- is that what 
you said? I didn't -- 
a I said, we expect that there will be further 


exchanges on these issues, 


Q Do you have a number on the Mariel 
excludables? 


a I don't have a number beyond what we've 
talked about before on this, George. I'll refer you back 
to the record. I don't remember how much we provided on 
numbers, frankly, and I don't have any numbers to give you. 




















- Alan, the characterization yesterday, you 
said "serious." I assume that applies -- 


a Sure. 


Q Okay. Also, then, do you have anything on 
the Panama question, the return of the Canal zone 
facilities to Panama? 


- Yeah. The Panama Canal Treaty of 1977, and 
related agreements, specify that five years after their 
entry into force, the authority of the United States to 
conduct schooling of Latin American military personnel in 
the U.S. Army School of the Americas -- also known as 
USARSA -- shall expire unless the two governments 
otherwise agree, and that Fort Gulick, where the school is 
located, will be transferred to Panama except for 
specified housing and other facilities. 


For over a year, the United States and Panamanian 
authorities have been negotiating concerning an agreement 
that would allow the U.S. Army to continue training in 
Panama in a successor operation to USARSA for which Panama 
would make facilities available at Fort Gulick. 


Such agreement has not been ccnpletea and it is 
possible that these negotiations may not be successful. 
If they're not, the U.S. will comply fairly and in good 
faith with its obligations. AS provided in the treaty 
package, USARSA would, in this event, cease operations by 
October 1. Fort Gulick would in any case be transferred 
to Panama on October l. 


Other questions concerning operational matters 
relating to the school should be asked over at the Defense 
Department. 


Q Could we get a copy of that statement? 
fy Sure. Bernie? 
Q New subject, please. Is there anything new 


on U.S.-Soviet in Vienna? 


ay No, I don't have anything new. I'd refer 
you simply to the briefing that was held the other day. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on the New York 
Times story today about the divisions within the 
Administration, specifically -- 
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A I'm sorry, about the --? 


A Divisions within the Administration on the 
ASAT issue? 


A No, I don't. 


Q That means, it's useless to pursue this? 
You don't have -- yeah. (Laughter) 

4 In a word. 

Barrie? 

Q Alan, I gather there have been some 


additional ships hit in the Gulf of Suez, or the Red Sea 
area, and there's one report that one ship was actually 
sunk. What's your latest on that? 


a Okay. AS far as latest incidents, the last 
explosion in the Gulf of Suez -- the one which we have 
information -- was July 29. I think there have been some 


incidents reported in the Red Sea area since that time. 


We have received several reports of explosions 
CauSing minor damage to several ships in the -- near Bab 
el Mandeb, the southern entrance to the Red Sea. The 
imformation is imprecise, but we did on August 2 issue a 
warning to ships in that area, similar to the one that 
already had been sent out for the Gulf of Suez. 


There is a DOD Survey team that met with Egyptian 
authorities on August 2, and will do so again today. I 
don't have word on their findings, and we don't have any 
information, firm information, at this point on the cause 
of the explosion nor do we have anything on who may be 
responsible. So I can't speculate about that. 


Q You haven't see that Lloyds of London report 
about a ship actually being sunk? 


a I think -=- well, I must confess I was not 
paying a Lot of attention this morning. I saw a wire this 
morning, but I don't have anything in official channels on 
this. 


Q Do you have the identity, the nationalities 
of the ships that have suffered some damage? 
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A I don't. 


Q Do you have any evidence that -- the same 
subject, please. You don't have any evidence that the 
U.S. ships were targeted in this accident? 


A We don't know what the cause of the 
explosions is at this point. There have been reports 
which talk about mines. We haven't really determined yet 
what this is all about. That's why we have a team out 
there, among other things, to try and help with this. So 
I think that we're not in a position to speculate about 
the nature of the explosions or what caused them or what 
pattern there might exist, so I think we'll have to 
withhold comment until we have some assessment. 


Q The team is only for investigation or just 
to assist the Egyptian Government clearing the way of the 
Gulf -- 


A At this point they're consulting. In terms 
of what steps might be taken afterwards, I Suppose that 


Will depend on what everybody concludes. 


Q Any U.S. ships involved? 

4 I don't have the answer t» that. 

Q Even on U.S. ships, you con't have the 
answer? 

4 I don't know what the answer is. Shipping 


circles may have that, Bernie, but I just don't have 
anything on it. 


Q The initial report was that very early in 


July some Libyan and Iranian ships passed through the 
canal, the Suez Canal, and that area, and some reports say 


that they possibly laid these -- 


M Well, I've seen those reports, but I'll 
stick to what I've said. 


Q But there is no credibility on that? 


A I can't confirm anything, or indicate in any 


way what may have happened or who may have been 
responsible. I don't have it. 


Chris? 
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Q You've used the term "mines" a number of 
times. Have you now concluded that they are mines? 


A No, I said that we can't conclude -- I'm 
talking about explosions, and that there are reports that 
there may have been mines; that"*s one of the things that's 
being looked at. 


Q Has the State Department come to any 
determination in the case of nationality for Rabbi Meir 
Kahane? 


A No, I don't -- I think I indicated the other 
day that the -- a look at that would really be 
precipitated by an act which would potentially be 
expatriating. I don't think that that has happened as of 
this moment, or at least I'm not aware of what's 
happening. But I think that one example cited in that 
guidance, as I recall it, was participating in another 
government. Obviously, they haven't been -- the members 
newly elected to the Knesset haven't been sworn in yet, 


for example, so -- 


Q (inaudible) should he be sworn in, and -- 

os Well, let's wait and see what happens with 
that. 

Q On the Nicaraguan talks, she Nicaraguan news 


agency is reporting that there is a possibility of a 
meeting between Ortega, Daniel Ortega, and President 
Reagan, and that this is not only the direct results of 
the meeting with the Nicaraguans in Mexico but also of the 


meeting with the Cubans. What can you snare with us? 


A I think there's a lot of distortion in 


that. There are no plans for a meeting with Mr. Ortega, 
between Mr. Ortega and the President. And there was no 


connection between that subject at all and the discussions 
on the Mariel and other immigration issues, or migration 


issues with the Cubans, so I don't quite know what the 
story is all about. 


Q On the talks with the Nicaraguans, can you -- 


A Mc. Shlaudeman -- Ambassador Shlaudeman? 
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13 
No, that's not the subject of those talks. 


Q Alan, just to go back to Kahane for a 
second. You mean that if a person voluntarily runs for 
office and is elected into a foreign parliament, that is 
not constituting holding office in a foreign government, a 
foreign -- 


A It is constituting it. But let me refer you 
back -- it's a very complicated subject, Bob. You may not 
have been here the other day when I had something 
specifically on it. It's hard to lose your citizenship, 
and there's guidance which talks about the parameters of 
this. There are examples of previous members of the 
Knesset who have lost citizenship, for example, just to 
use Israel as an example; and, on the other hand, a member 


who didn't lose citizenship, so it's a complicated 
question. 


Q Alan, on the same subject, please. Does Mr. 
Arens, the Minister of Defense of Israel, carry a dual 
citizenship of Israel and the United States? 

4 I don't know. You'd have to ask him. 

Q Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


Q (Press briefing conclude: at 12:55 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
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DPC #140 


MONDAY, AUGUST 6, 1984, 12:10 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. One announcement, 
a short one, and then a longer item. 


The announcement is to tell you that available in 
the Press Office is the embargoed text of the address by 
Deputy Secretary Dam before the American Bar Association 
today. The subject of his address is “Europe Versus 
Asia: Is Diplomacy a Zero-Sum Game?" Note the embargo, I 
believe, is until about 2:00 o'clock, or a little 
thereafter, Washington time. 


Second, with regard to a travel advisory that is 
being issued on travel to Leningrad. The Department of 
State advises that during the past few months there has 
been a noticeable increase in the number of incidents of 
harassment involving Americans in the Soviet Union. The 
majority of serious incidents has occurred in the . 
Leningrad area. 


There have been several cases of unlawful 
detention of tourists by the Soviet security organs 
following innocent contacts with Soviet citizens. During 
detentions Americans have been denied their rights under 
the U.S.-U.S.S.R. Consular Convention to communicate with 
an American Consular Officer and to be visited by him 
without delay. 


American tourists have also been subjected to 
arbitrary and, in many cases, unjustifiably embarrassing 
searches of their personal effects when arriving or 
departing from Leningrad's international airport. 


The Soviet authorities have not responded in a 
Satisfactory manner to our urgent requests that they act 
immediately to correct this situation. Americans 
traveling to the Leningrad area should be aware that their 
rights as foreign tourists and the protections afforded 
them under the U.S.-U.S.S.R. Comsular Convention are not 
being respected by the Soviet authorities. 
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The second paragraph of this advisory is a 
one-line note that it is an indefinite advisory; that is, 


there is no expiration date. 
Q Copy, please? 
A Sure. 


Q Alan, is that the first time that the State 
Department has ever issued such an advisory about an 
individual Soviet city? 


; A I'll have to check on that, Jim. I don't 
know the answer to that. 


Q One more possible action: Has the State 
Department made any decision about whether to permit 
Soviet newsmen to go to Dallas to cover the Republican 
Convention? 


x Soviet journalists on permanent assignment 
in the -- excuse me, just to start off on it: 


The State Department has no intention of 


denying Soviet journalists or diplomats access to the 
Republican Convention in Dallas. 


Soviet journalists and diplomats on permanent 
assignment in the United States are required to file a 
travel notification with the Department of State, just as 
their U.S. counterparts in the U.S.S.R. must do. 


Because certain areas in the Soviet Union are 
closed to travel to U.S. officials and journalists, Soviet 
journalists and officials assigned to the United States 
must request that an exception to these restrictions be 
made by the Department of State if they wish to travel to 
a closed area. Dallas is located in a closed area. 


No such requests have been received by the 
Department, but, if made, they will be considered promptly 
and without prejudice. 


Q "Without prejudice” mean they will get a 
flat okay? 


M Well, I'll repeat to you the first line: 
simply that the State Department has no intention of © 
denying Soviet journalists or diplomats access to the 
Republican Convention in Dallas. But they will be 








considered. They'll have to be filed, and they'll have to 
be considered. 


Q Alan, is there any suspicion of anti-Semitic 
activity in the incidents in Leningrad? 


A I don't know that in these particular 
incidents that we are referring to that has been a 
particular feature. I can't speak, though, as a general 
matter to that question. 


I addressed last week, you'll recall, the 
problems that we had in terms of the Marine guard and 
noted that there had been several serious incidents. 

There have been some others. I would note, for example, 
that on July 28 an American IREX -- that is, International 
Research and Exchanges Board -- professor was picked up by 
plainclothesmen as he was going to a meeting with a Soviet 
scholar who specializes in 18th century literature. 


The American was detained at the police station 
for two hours and not allowed to contact our Consulate. 
In fact, he was told by militiamen that a new Soviet law 
which took effect on July 1 did not require that 
foreigners be granted access to their Consular 
representatives unless they were being deported. 


This is a dangerous attitude for the Leningrad 
authorities to take, and one which clearly is in gross 
violation of the U.S.-U.S.S.R. Consular Convention. 


Alan, you obviously -- 


Q 

Q Copy of that, too? 

Q Can we have a copy of that? 
A 


Sure. 


Q Alan, this is a fairly serious charge that 
the government is making. Is it possible for the Press 
Office to help us out and give us, you know, some dates, 
names, of violations? 


iy I don't think we can go into further 
details, because we've in the past documented some of 
these, Bill, or made them known -- 


Q Yeah 


}-1976 











A But they involve private individuals, and 
there are sensitivities, and we're giving you as much as 
we can. We're obviously not trying to hide it. We 
consider it a serious matter. But I've got about as much 
as I think is going to be possible. 


Bob? 
Q Alan, Jim's question before was rather 


narrow on. precedent. Is there any precedent for barring 
any area of the Soviet Union? I mean, of putting -- 


A A travel advisory for any area of the Soviet 
Union? 

Q Yeah. 

a. Let me put that in with the same request. 


Q Alan, why Leningrad? Is this thing repeated 
in other cities in the Soviet Union, or just Leningrad was 
made aS a cause celebre? 





A We have noted that the problems in Leningrad 
have been particularly severe. 
° Q But there are other cases in other cities? 
A There have been other cases of harassment, 


sure, but this -- the problems have been particularly 
severe in Leningrad. 


Q And you don't have any explanation for the 
severity of it in Leningrad? 


A No. 


Q Alan, getting back to Bill's question, I 
recognize there are sensitivities here, but can't you give 
us an idea of how many incidents there have been in -- 
without giving the names? 


M Well, let me see if I can get any further 
information for you. But, as I say, there are some 
Privacy Act concerns here, but if I can get a broader 
picture for you, I'll do that. 


Q Because the only things that have been 
publicized, really, are those that have involved Embassy -- 





A Well, I just mentioned one, for example -- ‘ 
Q Yeah. But I mean -- 


A I understand that. I think you also 
understand that there are some difficulties in terms of 
pinpointing people who, if you gave details, could be 
identified not only by you but by the Soviets, and that 
doesn't help their case at all. ‘ 


Q Alan, can you address the question of what 
it is that might prompt the Soviets to take such action? 

B I would ask you to ask then. 

Q Is there -- just a follow-up, please? Has 


there been an acceleration of such incidents that 
coincides with the new tensions between the U.S. and the 
Soviets over the past few months? 


B Well, I don't know that I would describe 
this -- or accept a characterization regarding the “last 
few months" or otherwise, Bernie. I would not try to 
relate this to some specifics in our relationship. I 
think that this particular phenomenon seems to be, at 
least in terms of its intensity -- although there are 
incidents elsewhere -- but in terms of its intensity, 
seems to be related mostly to Leningrad and to the 
authorities there. 


Q If I may change the subject, could you talk 
to us 4@ little bit about the Iran-Iraq war and our view of 
the seeming attempts by the Iranians to try to get some 
negotiations going? Also, I might add, perhaps, the fuss 
about U.S. exports to Iran. 


é Okay. Well, first of all, I leave it to 
Iran to explain what its policy is regarding whether, 
indeed, it has changed its attitude in its refusal to date 
to negotiate. We're aware of reported statements by the 
Iranian Minister for Revolutionary Guards, suggesting, 
perhaps, that Iran would not attack tankers in the Gulf or 
widen the war. 


It isn't clear whether these reported statements 
accurately reflect the Government of Iran's policy or a 
decision to accept a cease-fire against shipping or port 
facilities. 
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We would, of course, welcome any actions which 
were aimed at limiting the attacks in the Gulf or bringing 
the war to an end, but I can't make a judgment on it 
beyond what I've just said. 


As far as the shipments are concerned, this is 
the story that was in the Post this morning that you're 
referring to, Dana? 


Q Yes. ' 


A The U.S. has not authorized the sale of arms 
-- that is, munitions list items -- to either side since 
the beginning of the war. Efforts to gain the cooperation 
of other countries in controlling arms shipments to Iran 
have focused mainly on items already controlled by the 
United States. 


It is dual-use items, those which are not arms, 
but could support a war effort, such as parts for 
transport aircraft, for which there are no current Iran 
specific controls. However, the question of additional 
controls on these items is under active review at senior 
levels in the Administration. 


I can‘t give gou anything further on that at this 
point, however. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 
A Yeah. 
Q Of both? 


Q Alan, do you have a situation report on the 
mines in the Gulf of Suez? 


Q No. Could we stay with Iran for a minute? 


A Yeah. Go ahead. I'll come back to you on 
the mines. Go ahead, Bernie. 


Q Does that mean that it is wide open for Iran 
to get anything in the U.S. and cleared by the U.S. 
Government that falls short of what you suggest could be 
additional controls that is not arms? What's this 
statement you read before, “additional controls?" 





B Well, there are certain controls which are 
in effect. 
Q Yeah. 


B Under the law as it presently is 
administered and the regulations which are presently 
administered, there are limits on those controls, and I 
think we have made those available in the past at such 
times as we've announced it. And they're in the 
regulations. They can be checked. 


But, as I say, there ars no current Iran specific 
controls for certain items such as transport aircraft 
spare parts. 


Q So that stuff in fact has gone, the $27 
million worth? 


a Well, I don't know whether it has or hasn't 
gone, but I think that you would have to check with the 
Commerce Department, except to say that of the items which 
were apparently licensed last year -- this $27 million 
that is reported, apparently -- and I would ask you to 
check with Commerce -- but apparently at least $18 million 
worth were not actually delivered. 


So I would have to refer you to Commerce for the 
export statistics, but I would note that fact. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on the 
interview with Bani Sadr, and specifically whether or not 
Khomeini was ill? 


aK I don't. There have been a lot of reports 
over the last year. or so regarding Khomeini's health. I 
noted that the Iran news agency apparently issued a report 
this morning about a meeting he held with the Prime 
Minister, but I don't have anything specific on the Bani 
Sadr piece. 


Q Alan -- 


A Excuse me. Yes? 


Q Do you have any comment on Jack Anderson's 


column on Saturday that the Soviet Union is tilting 
towards Iran nowadays? | : 














& No, I don't. 

Q Okay. Can you talk about a -- 
BR The mines? 

Q The mines. Yes. 


iM Well, I have a little bit which doesn't take 
you too far. The Government of Egypt has requested U.S/ 
assistance and we're considering what measures we can take 
to assist. 


The occurrence of explosions in the southern Red 
Sea had broadened concern about shipping in the area. Both 
the U.S. and Egypt have been in touch on this subject with 
the governments of littoral states and European allies, 
but I can't get into the content of tnose discussions. 


There were reports, as you're aware, that a 
Liderian tanker was sunk. Our most recent information is 
that the Liberian tanker did not, in fact, sink and is 
being towed into the Saudi Arabian port of Jiddah, and we 
have received no other reports of explosions in the Red 
Sea area since August 2. 


Q When was the Egyptian request received here? 
y I don't have specifics to give you on that. 


Q Alan, don't you have an indication of from 
where these mines came? Any -- 


aM No. Nothing. 
Q -- thing now? 
A Nothing further. 
Q 


Do you think in the week you will have 
something specific on that? 


A I don’t. Sorry. 


Q Is Israel expected to play any part in the 
operations in the Gulf, in the Suez Gulf? 


a I'm not aware of any particular role that’ 
Israel would play. 


I4s\ 











Q But you have been in consultation with the 
Israeli Government -- 


A Well, we've talked to a number cf states in 
the region. I don't think I'm going to get specific, but 


Q Can we get a copy -- 


A It's- not unusual to be in touch with 
countries that might be affected. 


Q Can we get a copy of that? 
M4 Sure. 


Q Alan, what is the status of the helicopter 
minesweepers which are currently on the ground in Norfolk? 


A You'd have to check with the Pentagon, 
Barrie. I don't understand -- I understand there's not 
been a decision at this point to deploy. I gather from 
press reports over the weekend that they -- such 
helicopters may have been loaded on board aircraft, but 
I'm not aware of a decision to deploy. But I ask you, 
please, to check with Mike Burch and his colleagues. 


Q An Egyptian official overruled that these 
mines could be left over from the cleaning of the Suez 
Canal. What do you make of these -- 


A From -- 


Q From the cleaning of the Suez Canal -- you 


know, with the opening of the Suez Canal -- that they said 
something that these -- 


M Well, I don't have any judgments to offer. 
I'm not trying to suggest I'm contradicting that, but I 
just don't have any judgments to offer about what's 
involved here at this point. 


Q Alan, on reports that suggest possibly Iran 
or Libya -- 

A I can't help you on that. 

Q Do you have anything on that? 
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A I don't. Jim? 


Q On Iran, are the senior levels considering 
revising the hostage agreement to limit what can be sold 
to Iran? 


A I'm not aware of any effort to limit -- to 
change that agreement. 


Q Alan, on Iran also, would you characterize 
the Syrian Government attitude as helpful regarding the 
Iranian relations to the United States? 


a I don't have any characterization to offer 
you. 


Q Alan, on the review on Iran sales, can you 
tell us how long this review has been going on, and what 
prompted it? 


M No. I don't have any details on how long 
it's been going on. I think I'm just going to have to -- 


Q Can you tell us how long it's likely, and 
how close it is to completion? 


Mh No. I can't. Let me leave it at that. I. 
just don't know at this point. | 


Q Alan, under provision of the hostage 


agreement, you are obliged to send Iran transport airline 
-- I mean, planes. 


Q Are you still honoring that? 


x Well, I'm not going to try to parse this 
here, or analyze here the specifics of that agreement. As 
I indicated before, I don't know of any intention to amend 
that agreement, so I suppose one would have to see what 
the future regulations are, and how they would affect it, 
and whether exceptions would have to be made, or something 
of that sort. But at this point I'm not prepared to 
address it since there is no decision on that. 


Q Alan, did you say why the question of 
additional controls is being looked into? 


B I did not. 





il 


Q Why is it, then? 


A I don't have anything to give you on that. 
I thought we had addressed this in the past, and I want to 
be careful about the words I use. Let me see if I can get 
back and get you some words on that. 


Q Alan, Indian Prime Minister Mrs. Gandhi has 
over the past been making some vague statements about a y 
foreign hand in recent events in Punjab, but yesterday for 
the first time in a rally in Himachal Pradesh, at a 
political rally, she said that -- she spoke of an 
espionage group based in Washington as having a hand in 
these problems. 


Can you comment on this allegation, and also was 
she referring to the NSA or the CIA, since the latter is 
based in Langley? 


x Well, I guess you would have to check with 
the Indian Government, but my understanding is that there 
has been no charge raised against the United States 
Government or any part of the United States Government by 
Mrs. Gandhi. And you might want to, as I say, verify that 
with the Indian Government. 


Q Anything further on the Egyptian request for 
assistance -- 


A Excuse me. Let me go back and say -- and, 
of course, we have made very clear that there is no U.S. 
Government involvement. But in terms of any charges, I 
would suggest you might go back and recheck that with the 
Government of India. 


Q What kind of assistance did the Egyptians 
ask for? 


4 I don't have details to give you at this 
point. 


Q Alan, French Smith told the ABA today in 
Chicago that apparently the Soviet Union had sent letters 
to 20 countries, making tnem appear as if they were 
written by the KKK, threatening their participation in the 
Olympics. Are you aware of that? 


A We've addressed this before. : 
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Q Have you? 


A Yeah. I refer you back some, I guess a few 
weeks ago now, to disinformation efforts. 
Q Good. 
A Yeah. 
Q Alan, last week you said you have no comment . 


on the response -- the positive response of mostly the 
Arab Governments to the Soviet proposal regarding the 


Middle East. 


Do you still have the same answer to the same 
guestion? 


A Sure. Our position is clear, and we've 
articulated it several times, and I don't have anything to 
add to it. I'm not going to comment on the fact that 
other governments may have taken other positions with a 
greater or lesser degree of ambiguity to them, but that's 
up to them to express their own views. We'll talk -- but 
our view has not changed. 


Q These could be taken as an indicator to 
different views between the United States and Arab 
Governments that are considered to be friendly and allied 
even to the United States. 


a Well, I don't know about allied, but, in any 
case, the fact is that our position is as it is. I think 
that we have explained it many times to those 


governments. You'd have to ask them what their position 
is, but that doesn't mean that we can't have differences 


view either. That's always quite possible. 


Larry? 


Q Do you now have more specific information 
that enables you to say that those purported KKK letters 
did indeed originate in the Soviet Union by Soviet 


authorities? 


A I don't have anything to take you beyond 


what I said when I had that original leaflet to give to 
you. 


Q Has the Attorney General gone beyond the ; 
Original guidance on that subject? 


-\ARS 
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A I don't know whether he has or not. I'm not 
aware that he has, but -- 


Q He says flatly the KGB did it. 


A He says “flatly the KGB did it." Okay. 
Well, I guess I'll refer you to his remarks. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on the steps 
being taken by the East Germans and the West Germans to 
move toward some sort of rapprochment against the 
background of the new West German loan? 


A I don't have any comment to offer on -- 
beyond what our very standard position is. That is, we 
have supported the inner-German dialogue, and so that is a 
matter of record and policy. 


As far as the loan is concerned, our view of a 
specific loan would depend on the terms -- that is, the 
interest rate and so on -- regarding that loan. But I 
don't have anything to offer you with respect to the most 
recent loan. 


Q Do you have anything to say about the 
Kremlin's reaction to this process? 4% 


M No, I don't. 
Q Okay. Thank you. 


A you're welcome, 


(The briefing concluded at 12:30 p.m.) 
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DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


ppc #141 


TUESDAY, AUGUST 7, 1984, 12:20 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Just one brief 
announcement to welcome Don Hibbard to the Press Office. 
Why don't you stand up and let them get a look at you? 
Don's been in the Executive Office in PA for two and a 
half years and will be going back there, but he'll be with 
us for the next several weeks as a Press Officer. 


Q Did you level with him? (Laughter) 
A As much as with you, Bernie. 
Okay. Happy to take your questions. Jim? 


Q Radio Tehran had a broadcast this morning in 
which it attributed the mining of the Suez, or the Red Sea 
to the same organization which blew up the Marine barracks 
in Lebanon. 


Do you have any reason to believe or disbelieve 
that? 


ns Don't have anything on responsibility on 
this, Jim. I would also refer you to a briefing that was 
held tnis morning over at the Pentagon on the subject of 
the explosions and what's being done in terms of 
deployment of counter-mine people, and so on. I think 
that there's a fair amount ‘of detail that was provided 
over there. 


Q And the fact that this approving broadcast 
over an official Tehran radio station, does that tell you 
anything? 


A Well, I think that it is noteworthy, and 
what I would observe about that is that praise for random 
acts of terrorism is really outside the norms of civilized 
behavior. 


Q And does this hasten your consideration of 
the trade regulations on dealing with Iran? 
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A I don‘t know if it hastens it, but I'm sure 
people will take note of it. 


Q Alan, just when did the Egyptian request 
arrive for help? 


a I think on all of that, Mike Burch talked 
about it this morning. Let me refer you to his briefing. 


Q Did he give an exact time? 


A I think he talked about it when it came in. 
Yes, I think he did. 


Q Last night you mean? 
oa I think that's what he talked about. 
Q Just a clarifying issue: Does that mean 


that the United States has decided that there are mines 
out there -- 


4 No. 

Q -- and that those mines constitute an act of 
terrorism? 

a I think that the best thing for you to do is 


to get a hold of the transcript of Mike's briefing, 
because I think that you will find that he addressed these 
various subjects. , 


Q The second question? 


Whether it constitutes an act of -- 


Of terrorism. 


XK 

Q 

A Terrorism? 
Q Yes. 

XN 


I think -- 


Q Whether you're referring specifically to 
them -- to whatever's going on in the Red Sea -- 


x It's in a situation where you -- as far as I 
know, it's outside of any war zone. It's random. if it's 
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-- in fact -- if it in fact is mines acain, we haven't 
reached any conclusions. So if it is somebody 
purposefully doing something to attack civilian shipping 
in that area, I suppose that one would have to draw 
appropriate conclusions. 


Q Now since it was found out that there are 
loopholes in the Commerce Department rules and regulations 
for Iran that, you know, some material was sent which 
could be strategic material, are there any attempts or 
some thoughts in the Administration to possibly stem or 


shut these loopholes, and try to change it? 


A Well, I think that's the effect of what I 


Said yesterday was that that question of the regulations 
on exports to Iran is under active review at senior 


levels. So -- 


Q Alan, has there been another incident with 
the bombing of a ship by the Iraqis? Are you aware of -- 


M There's -- aware of the reports of that. I 
can't confirm that. I gather that there are -- I have no 
reason to dispute it, but I can't confirm it. 


Q Alan, did the Saudis contact you about Red 
Sea, about more minesweepers, or something iixe that? 


x The Saudis? 


Q Yes. 


Bh Not going to get into the question of our 
diplomatic exchanges, but, as I indicated yesterday, we 
have been in touch with a number of states about this, so 
there is an active dialogue going on among various 
countries. 


Q The states on the Red Sea -- I mean Sudan, 
Egypt, Israel and Saudi Arabia. Can we say that? 


A I'm not going to try to specify the 
countries that we've been in touch with. 


Q Alan, does this Iragi incident break any 
tacit understandings that there weren't supposed to be any 
more, as far as you know? 


A I'm not aware of any tacit understandings to 
that effect, Barrie. 





Q Alan, Israeli reports indicate that Israel 
has indicated to the United States that it is willing or 
would like to be involved in any arrangement for the Gulf 
area or the security of this area, and it was a couple of 
days ago, or over the weekend, a story that the Ambassador 
here in Washington had expressed his desire to the 
Administration that they would like to know what the 
Administration is planning with the rest of the countries 
in the area about securities and any arrangements. What 
do you say to that? 


A Again, we're in contact with a number of 
countries that are concerned, both in the region, and also 
we've been talking with various European countries. But I 
don't have specifics to offer you. 


I think that in his briefing this morning, Mike 
Burch indicated that he had seen nothing which indicated 
an active role per se in trying to search for any mines 
that might be there or involvement of that sort. 


Q Besides the mines, because a story of Leslie 
Gelb last week in The New York Times talked about that, 
the s¥rategic agreement between the United States and 
Israel is now geared towards stemming the flow of 
Communism in the Middle East. 





M Well, I have nothing to add to what I've 
said in respect to that -- the operations under the Joint 
Political/Military Group. We've talked about that before, , 
and I refer you back to what we've said on that. 


Q Alan, would you take the incidents in the 
Red Sea as a new factor reinforcing the U.S. demand or 
request for bases in the area? 


Mm I'm not aware that we've made demands for 
bases in the area. What are you referring to? 


Q Well, let us call it "facilities." You like 
the word "facilities® more. 


4 I don't have anything to add to what we've 
said before. I'm not aware that this has stimulated 
something new other than concern about the immediate 
situation to find out what it is, and, if there's 
something that's correctible about it, to try and help 
correct it. 
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Q Alan, have you heard anything from the 
Soviets about your travel advisory of yesterday? 


A Not to my knowledge. I'm sure they're aware 
of it. 


Q Alan -- 


Q And what about the reports on Sakharov and 
Mrs. Bonner? 


A We're not in a position to confirm that, 
Barrie. We've seen the press repcrts today about the 
Sakharovs, but we have not been atle to confirm them. 


There has been no verifiable inforration on the 
Situation of those two brave individuals in more than two 
months when they separately began their huager strikes to 
obtain permission for Mrs. Bonner to travel abroad for 
medical treatment. 


Recent reports that Dr. Sakharov is now being 
subjected to psychotropic drugs are particularly 
disturSing. We have repeatedly expressec our profound 
concern for the Sakharovs to the Soviets and have called 
upon them to permit a credible, independent observer to 
confirm the Sakharovs* current stétus. 


Q What do the Soviets tell you?‘ 


Bh Well, nobody has seen them, so far as I 
know, in this category. 


Q Well, what do the Soviets say when you -- 


a Well, I’m not going to get into the 
Gialogue. Suffice it to say, Bernie, that we still don't 


feel we have independent information about their condition. 
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Q Can we get a copy of that statement, please? 
A Sure. 


Q In the event that part of the report is 
correct then, that she, in fact, is going to be tried for 
anti-Soviet activities, what is our response to that? 


B I don't have anything on that at this point. 


Q On the Vienna talks, Alan, has there been 
any diplomatic exchange this week? 


A There's been diplomatic back-and-forth since 
the last -- since last week, but I'm not going to get into 
the specifics. 


Q But are the U.S. and the Soviet Union still 
talking to each other about the general subject of Vienna? 


A There has been diplomatic discussion, but I 
don't want to characterize it. 


Q Alan, you might have expressed this before, 
but if you could look into the matter of what action the 
United States Administration will be taking about the 
American citizens servihe in the military forces of a 
foreign country, particgulariy when taac foreign country 
has been in a militery-aggressive situation with the 
United States? 


4 I have .ddressed it before. I'm not going 
to take it. I refer you back to what we've said. You're 
talking about citizenship and -- 


Q Yes. 


AK -- that is not in and of itself an act of 
expatriation. I refer you back to the record on that. 
There's a long record of what we talked about, and if you 
want to get in touch with some experts, I'm sure we can 
help you do that. 


Q My information -- I'm asking because my 
information says that about 2,000 American citizens served 
in the Israeli forces last year and there are about 4,000 
thas year, and this is my question -- 


A That doesn't change the nature of the 
response that I've given you, though. I understand your 
question, but it doesn't change the facts. 
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Q In Lebanon, U.S. pesesneonsns forces became 
a target. What is the danger that these helicopter mine 


sweepers and the U.S. forces with them might become 
inadvertently a target over there; and is there a risk 
that that -- if that should happen, that we might be more 
heavily involved? 


x Again, Mike Burch addressed that this 
morning, and I refer you to his words on that subject. 


Roy? 


Q You said that you were in touch with 
countries in the area. One of the countries bordering the 
Red Sea is Ethiopia. Does your statement apply also to 
Ethiopia? 


x I'm not aware that we're in direct touch 
with Ethiopia, but I can’t absolutely say that for sure. 


Q Alan, on the visit of the Speaker of the 
Egyptian Parliament to this country, and if he is going to 
be in contact with the State Department or not? 


4 os I think he has been. I'm correct, he's seen 
Assistant Secretary Murphy. I don't think there's 
anything out of the ordinary. I think ic’s in the nacure 
of our routine dialogue with Egyptian officials and 
prominent citizens. 


Q Can I ask, who is he meeting with? 


N I said Assistant Secretary Murphy. I don't 
know beyond that who else he might be seeing. 


Q Do you have anything on -- I think the 
Washington Times report -- that does a comparison of 
alleged Soviet violations of nuclear agreements? 





A This was from some time ago, or a few days 
ago. 

Q I see it in today's -- 

4 I missed that. There's been a lot of 


reporting on the so-called GAC report, and I refer you 
back to the guidance we had on this, Bernie. That's not a 
governmental report. It is classified, although I gather 
there was some effort to get an unclassified version, but 
there is guidance so if you would check that, please. 





Q Alan, now that charges have been lodged in 
the case of the abduction of Patricia Londono, will you 
take the question that you refused to answer last week -- 


A No, I‘ve given you -- 
Q -- namely -- no, no, no. Wait a minute. 
om Go ahead. Finish. 


Q You have issued public statements as well as 
informal statements on this case quoting press reports and 
unnamed police officials. Lee Peters of the Colombia Desk 
knows that those reports that the Department has been 
quoting have been untrue. 


Now that you've had time to establish that Mrs. 
Londono was kidnapped, drugged, and pro»vably tortured, why 
haven't you changed your position that no abduction took 
place? 


a Well, we have given you the information we 
have. The fact that you don't happen to agree with it 
doesn't make our information wrong. 


Q It's not a question of agrgement -- 
A ~ i*m not here to argue. 2 
Q You know that you're issuing lies. If you 


can't explain -- 


a Excuse me, are there any questions? Yes? 


Q Do you have anything on Uganda, and the 
reported expulsion of the military attache? 


AN Of the military attache, I don't. 


Q Anything on Nicaragua, and the events of the 
last 24 hours? 
. 
A That's what I call a vacuum cleaner approach 
to questions. (Laughter) 
Q The "if asked" part, too -- 
a The “if asked® part, too? I see. (iaughter) 
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In response to the reports of an easing of 
restrictions, while we would welcome any steps the 
Sandinistas might take toward fulfilling their 1979 
promises to respect political pluralism and human rights, 
the limited measures announced so far do not address 
fundamental issues. 


They certainly do not meet the demands of the 
main opposition group in Nicaragua, the Democratic 
Coordinadora, for a complete suspension of the state of 
emergency, an end to press censorship, and a general 
amnesty law that would permit the participation of all 
Nicaraguan citizens in the electoral process. 


Because of the Sandinistas' failure to guarantee 
free and fair elections, the Democratic Coordinadora has 
decided to boycott the November elections. Moreover, 
these new limited steps were announced only after the 
deadline by which opposition candidates could register, a 
deadline the Sandinistas refused to extend. 


In addition, we must remain skeptical about the 
Sincerity of the Sandinista government's pledges, since on 
the very day Mr. Ortega announced an easing of press 
censorship, the indepeadent daily newspaper La Prensa was 
gutted by the censors €o the extent that it did not 
pudiisn on Monday. Every. article, photo and commentary 
related to the Democratic Coordinadora and any person or 
party associated with that organization was deleted by the 
censors. 





It remains to be seen whether the Government of 
Nicaragua will demonstrate that it is truly prepared to 
move to democratic rule. 


Q Copy, please? 
a Sure. 


Q Did you have anything on the article that 
appeared in the Post today about alleged atrocities 
committed by -- 


M No, we can't confirm those reports. I think 
it's the same report you asked about a few days ago, same 
incident. But in any case -- well, I thought you did -- 
in any case, I would note, obviously as we have made clear 
in the past, we condemn the killing of innocent civilians; 
but I can't confirm or give you any information on that 
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report. 

Q Alan, do you have anything on the 
developments regarding the formation of the new Cabinet in 
Israel? 

a No. 

Q Alan, sometime ago this Administration 


withdrew funding from the International Institute for 
Applied Systems Analysis in Vienna. Right now, it's my 
understanding that officials of the government, however, 
are meeting with IIASA officials to discuss a report on 
withdrawing parity price supports in agriculture. 


Can you look into that, whether there's any 
policy that the government has regarding accepting 
recommendations of IIASA? 

Mh Let me check on that. 

Q Thank you. 


M Okay. You're welccme. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:35 p.m.) 
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WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 8, 1984, 12:21 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I've got a few 
announcements for you. Available in the Press Office is 
the embargoed text -- that is, embargoed until 3:00 p.m. 
-- of testimony by Assistant Secretary for East Asian and 
Pacific Affairs Paul Wolfowitz before the House 
Subcommittee on Asian and Pacific Affairs. The testimony 
will be on the effor<s to account for Americans still 
missing in Southeast Asia. 


Also available -- will be embargoed similarly 
until 3:00 p.m. -=- the text of testimony by Deputy 
Assistant Secretary for East Asian and Pacific Affairs 
William Brown before the Senate Finance Committee, 
International Trade Subcommittee. The subject of his 
testimony is “The Waiver Permitting Most Favored Nation 
Treatment for China." 


Finally, an announcement regarding a briefing at 
1:30 this afternoon here on El Salvador. There will be a 
briefing at 1:30 p.m. today here in the Briefing Room on 
some recently-declassified intelligence information 
regarding the Salvadoran guerrillas and their arms 
Supplies. The briefing will be ON-THE-RECORD for sound 
and cameras. The briefers will be Ambassador Thomas 
Pickering, the U.S. Ambassador to El Salvador; and General 
Paul Gorman, Commander of the U.S. Southern Cominand in 
Panama. We hope to have a limited number, at least, of 
press kits available for you by the time that briefing 
begins. 


The briefers -- just to tell you what's aoing to 
happen -- they will present and explain some recently 
declassified material, including a video tape from a 
reconnaissance flight which adds additional reinforcement 
to the U.S. beliefs about the source of guerrilla arms. 


A caution before a question arises: “Is this the 
definitive briefing; is this going to tell all?" It isn't 
purporting to be that. Many of the intelligence sources 
and methods which have led us to our conclusions that the 
arms flow from Nicaragua to the Salvadoran guerrillas is 
continuing are still too sensitive to make public. And 
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so that is simply a fact. But we can provide some 
additional data and pieces of information from -- for the 
public which we believe offers further evidence to support 
the conclusions that we have drawn. 


That is it for announcements. I'll be happy to 
take your questions. 


Q Alan, what discussions is the government 
having with Uganda regarding the apparently suspended IMET 
program, and the fact that Colonel Baker is not welcome in 
the country? 


A I can't give you too much detail on this, 
Mike. We have just received notification of the 
suspension, from the Ugandan Government, of the IMET 
program, along with a list of questions. So we are 
discussing that subject with the Ugandan Government in an 
attempt to clarify the issue for both sides. 


So far as the question of a defense attache is 
concerned, we, as you probably know, do not have a defense 
attache in Uganda; an attache in Malawi is accredited to 
Uganda as well, and the Ugandan Government has advised our 
Embassy that it is withdrawing its agreement to 
accreditation. 


Again, as with the IMET question, we are 
reviewing the issue with the Ugandan Government. 
Communication with both the Ugandan Government and our 
Embassy has been hampered by a power outage in Kampala so 
we have not been in a position to confirm or deny press 
reporting on recent events. 


Q Efforts by -- 
M Sorry? 
Q Effort by a -- 


y A press -- excuse me, a power outage in 
Kampala, so that has hampered our ability to respond to 


questions. But in any case, that is where we are. We are 
discussing both of these issues, and that's about all I 
really have. 


Q In Washington and in Uganda? And who's 
leading those discussions? 
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A I can't tell you where the conversations are 
taking place, Mike. I don't know. 

Q Can we have a copy of that, please? 

7 Yes, I can give you a copy. 

Q Alan, have you said anything from the 


platform, your platform, about the reports of all the 
killings in Uganda? 


a I can't recall whether we have or we have 
not. I would note that there are serious problems with -- 
both with the human rights situation and with the related 
issue, that is, effective control of the military. And 
both of these questions will be addressed in depth by 
Assistant Secretary for Humanitarian Affairs -- or Human 
Rights and Humanitarian Affairs -- Elliott Abrams, 
tomorrow in Congressional testimony. For your 
information, that is at 10:00 a.m. in the Rayburn House 
Office Building. There is a joint hearing of the 
Subcommittee of Human Rights and the Subcommittee of 
African Affairs on human rights practices in Africa, and 
the countries to be covered, I understand, are Uganda, 
Sudan, Somalia and Ethiopia. 


Q You have nothing to say about the killings? 
4 Well, what I had to say was what I have -- 
Q You have nothing -- 


a I don't have anything further to say. I 
refer you to what Assistant Secretary Abrams will say 
about that tomorrow. 


Q Alan, do you have anything today on the 
contradictory claims coming out of Tehran, on the one 
hand, applauding the Islamic Jihad for mining the Red Sea; 
and, on the other hand, blaming the U.S. and Israel for 
doing it? 


M Well, I think that your question, in a 
sense, speaks for itself. I think I addressed yesterday 
the question of the Iranian praise for that attitude 
towards random terrorism, and I would refer you back to 
what I said on that. 


Obviously, it is fanciful to suggest that the 
United States is in any way responsible for that. And 
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while I don't speak for Israel, I'm confident they would 
make a similar statement. 


Q Alan, there's a report that a mine has 
actually been recovered now, intact -- 


x Sorry, I don't know anything about that, 
Barrie. Not really. 


Q Alan, can you reconcile President Reacan's 
Statement in May that the mining of the harbors of 
Nicaragua was much ado about nothing, with the 
Administration's rather harsh attitude toward the mining 
of the Red Sea? 


M Well, I got asked about this, I think, at 
the time about contradictions which some people saw 
between different events that were happening at the same 
time. 


First of all -- or even maybe last of all -- I'd 
refer you back to what we said at the time. There were 
some distinctions drawn. I think -- we didn't comment 
much about the mining in Nicaragua, as you may recall. 
But we also pointed to our concern, in particular, about 
navigation in international waterways. But, George, I 
really have to refer you back to what we said at the 
time. I think to the extent that I could address it now, 
it really was addressed then. 


Q But how do you distinguish in that respect, 
between international and national -- 


4 Well, as I say, I refer you back to what we 
Said on that subject. 


Q Alan, do you see that this mining of the Red 
Sea has anything to do with the pilgrimage which will 
happen soon -- I mean, against the Egyptian or against 


certain Islamic countries to navigate freely? Can you see 
that -- 


Pilgrimage -- 
To Mecca? 


To Mecca? The Hajj? 


_— = 


What is happening? 





A I have no way of making such a conclusion. 
Obviously, if there were such an attempt, that would be a 
reprehensible activity. But I have no way of indicating 
what purposes might have been involved, nor, again, do we 
have specific information as to what is involved here. 
We're still not really able to confirm, going back to 
Barrie's question, that -- to my knowledge -- we're not 
able to confirm that we're talking about mines, 
specificially, as opposed to something else. But I refer 
you to what Mike Burch said about that yesterday. 


Yes, Mike? 


Q New subject. TASS, today, said -- accused 
this Administration of launching a “slanderous campaign" 
in regard to the -- Sergeant Campbell, accusing that the 
travel advisory on Leningrad was prompted by a desire to 
complicate relations with Moscow. Have you seen that 
report or have further comment? 


x Haven't seen it. I would refer you to what 
I said the other day on this. We certainly stand by that, 
and there certainly is also no intention to complicate 
relations. But we're also -- we also take very seriously 
the events which have taken place, in Leningrad in 
particular, regarding mistreatment of American citizens, 
official and private citizens. And obviously that is the* 
basis on which we took the action that we have taken. 


--MORE-- 
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Q Have you received any other reply from the 
Foreign Ministry whatever regarding the travel advisory? 
Any response or complaints? 


A I have not, but I'm not sure that I would 
have been kept absoiutely up to date on that, Mike, so -- 


Q Do you have any comment on the threat made 
in Geneva yesterday by Australia's Foreign Ainister Bill 
Hayden to review the presence of American bases in 
Australia if Washington didn't show a real commitment, as 
he put it, to nuclear disarmament? 


a The only comment I really have on that is 
that I understand there is a press report from Canberra 
which indicates that Prime Minister Hawke has said his 
government is not reviewing, and will not review, the 
question of joint facilities. So I can't verify what Mr. 
Hayden did or didn't say, fut I simply would point to that 
other indication. 


Q DO you have anything new on the status of 
Rabbi Kahane? 


A No. 
Q In relation to the mining-- 
A I'm sorry? 


In relation to the mining of the Suez, when 
did the U.S. ask for permission of Spain to use the base 
of Rota? 


A I don't have the details on what dialogue 
there was with the Government of Spain. I guess I would 
have to refer you to the specifics of what the deployment 
involves, and what use of Rota there is, to the Defense 
Department, but I can assure you that there was 
appropriate consultation. 


Obviously, this was all decided and done quickly, 
in tne last analysis, although there were preparations 
made ahead of time, and there's been a lot of 
conversation. But in the end the deployment was as was 
Gescribed by the Pentagon, I believe, yesterday. Sol 
don't have details, though, on the dialogue. 


Q Do ycu know if they were willing to accept 
the use of Rota, because according to some diplomat 








officers that the Spanish Government was very nervous 
yesterday, so that -- 


- I don't have a comment on the Spanish 
Government or its mood, or any other government's mood, 
but, obviously, we take seriously the appropriate 
procedures and follow then. 


Bill? 


Q Alan, have you got any comment on the Evans 
and Novak report thiz morning that the real reason the 
Chinese nuclear treaty was laid aside was because of 
pressure from Israel or groups in the United States that 
support Israel because Israel felt that fissionable 
material would go to making a bomb in Pakistan? 


a I suppose sort of a two-part answer: One, 
is I'm not going to comment on Evans and Novak. Two, as a 
general matter, I'd refer you back to what we've said 
before on the question of the Chinese agreement, and I 
would not give credence to reports that there was a 
pressure from another government that was responsible for 
how we have handled that agreement. 


Bob? 


Q Just go back to the question on Rota: Are 
you confirming that the plane stopped in Rota? 


A I'm leaving it to the Defense Department to 
talk about what deployment pattern there has been. 


Q Alan, I think Leonard Sussman of Freecom 
House apparently had a news conference this morning in 
which the question of the U.S. policy on UNESCO was raised 


a Uh<-hum. 


Q -- and he said that the Administration did 
not consult with the U.S. National Commission on UNESCO, 
and that the Administration manipulated the press in its 
portrayal of the situation at UNESCO and its presentation 
was flimsy and one-sided. You probably don't have a 
reaction, but if you could come up with some during the 
course of the afternoon -- 


KM Well, let me give you the general reaction. 
I don't think I'm going to respond to all the specifics 








that may have been raised at that press conference. I 
leave it to you to decide whether the press was 
manipulated. We certainly don't think so, and there was 
no effort to do that. 


Q I was. 
oa you were, huh? 
Q Yes. 


a Well, what can I say, George? (Laughter) 
But, aS a general matter, with respect to that report, the 
members of the National Commission's Executive Committee 
who prepared the document in question have done a serious 
report which conveys their previously expressed belief 
that we should remain in UNESCO. 


We are disappointed that the report focuses 
mainly on the author's view that the withdrawal decision 
was unwarranted, rather than on how to eliminate the 
serious faults in UNESCO which all of us agree need 
correction. 


We're currently focusing much of our own efforts 
on UNESCO's reform, and it seems indisputable that without 
tie shock of our withdrawal announcement, the reform 
activity which now pervades the organization would not 
have occurred. 


Whether the U.S. goes or stays, this reforn 
effort will in all probability generate chances which will 
improve UNESCO. Whether UNESCO will make sufficient 
changes this year to induce us to reconsider oir 
withdrawal remains to be seen. 


Although we remain dubious that the will exists 
to effect substantial and lasting reform, we are working 
diligently to encourage the kind of basic change we 
believe is required. 


Meanwhile, two other governments, the British and 
the Dutch, have publicly told UNESCO that they intend to 
reassess their own participation if substantial 
improvements do not occur soon, thus adding to pressures 
on the organization to change. 


Copy, please? 


A Sure. 








Q Alan, do you have any comment on reports 
that Egypt and the Soviet Union may be preparing for an 
acms deal? 


x No, I don't. 


Q In case such an agreement was reached 
between the two countries, would this be met by the United 
States as an unfriendly action from the Egyptian 
Government? 


f Oh, I think it’s a decision that the 
Egyptian Government would have to take on its own. I 
don’t think I would offer that sort of a judgment on it. 
Jim? 


Q Anything on The Wall Street Journal article 
today on Salvador and the surveillance flights? 





you didn't read it. 


aN yes. I surprised you. Yes, I did read it. 
So did other people. I guess a lot of that, perhaps, 
should be deferred until the briefing this afternoon when, 
indeed, reconnaissance activity is very much to be 
Giscussed, or at least the results of it. 


But -- so I won't get into the intelligence 
aspects of this, and I'm not sure that your briefers this 
afternoon could do much for you. 


On the suggestion, though, in the report that 
increased Salvadoran airc strikes have met more civilian 
casualties, it is our view that increased coordination 
between the Salvadoran army and air force is an important 
element in the recent successes of the Salvadoran 
Government forces. 


Obviously, the guerrillas are interested in 
spreading stories about civilian casualties to prevent 
such combined operations. The Salvadoran armed forces 
have enacted strict ground rules covering their 
operations, and we have seen no evidence to date to 
corroborate guerrilla claims of increased civilian 


casualties. 
Q Copy? 
K yes. 
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Q Alan, if we could just go back briefly to 
the Hayden statement, in Geneva yesterday the Foreign 
Minister said that Australia's association with Washington 
over the bases had to be seen in a context of working 
towards a nuclear arms freeze and eventually disarmament. 


Is that the United States’ view of the agreement 
under which those bases stay in Australia? 


. Well, I don't have a direct response to 
that, but, obviously, the Australian Government attaches, 
at the highest levels, importance to the role of the joint 
facilities with respect to arms control verification and 
monitoring, effective deterrence, mutual security, and to 
the maintenance of stability in the global strategic 
balance. We concur in that assessment. 


That's all I really am going to say about that. 
In terms of efforts to move on arms control issues, we 
have made very clear, the President and the entire 
Administration have made clear, that we're prepared to 
meet with the Soviets any time, anywhere, to resume 
negotiations on the range of arms control issues. So that 
is the policy, so I'd leave you with those comments. 


Bernie? 

Q Is the possibility of a Vienna meeting with 
the Soviets now regarded as a dead issue in this 
Administration? 

4 I don't have that characterization to offer 


you, Bernie. We have expressed ourselves. I'll refer you 
back to the briefings last week. As I indicated 

yesterday, there has oceen some diplomatic dialogue since 
then, but I don't have a characterization to offer on that. 


Jim? 

Q Do you have anything on Pinochet's reported 
comments, ruling out elections for Congress and other 
elected positions? 

a No, I don't 


Q You have nothing to say? 


a I don't have anything. 





ll 


Q Alan, it seems that the discussion in the 
Congress about the strategic cooperation between Israel 
and the United States is reactivated. Do you have 
anything and a sort of updating on this subject, or -- 


a No, I don't. There‘s nothing new to say 
beyond what we have said about that in the past. 


Q Pollow-up on his question -- 
Q Filing break? 


a Filing break? Any objection? (No 
response) Okay. Filing break. Go ahead. 


Q The Administration is in favor of the free 
trade area for Israel. Is there any response formulated 
yet on the reported possession by the Israeli lobby of the 
classified document dealing with U.S.-Israel trade matters? 


By I don’t have a response. I think that there 
have been other comments made from elsewhere in the 
government, but I don’t have a comment on that. Okay? 


Q Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:40 p.m.) 
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THURSDAY, AUGUST 9, 1984, 12:03 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Available in the 
Press Office is a prepared statement by Assistant 
Secretary of State for Human Rights and Humanitarian 
Affairs Elliott Abrams before the Subcommitiees on Human 
Rights and African Affairs. His testimony was on human 
rights situation in Sudan, Ethiopia, Somalia and Uganda. 


That's all I have for announcements. I'll be 
happy to take your questions. 


Q Do you have any update on the mines in the 
Red Sea? 


A I don't have anything specific to say. As I 
indicated previously, I believe, it's not going to be 
possible really to give a daily readout on what's 
happening out there. I think that Mike Burch and his 
colleagues will try to do what they can for you on the 
actual deployments, but I'm not sure that that's going to 
be possible daily. It's also, as I indicated before, 
going to be some time before the operations actually 
begin, and the process may well be quite protracted. So I 
think the likelihood of being able to give you something 
Frequently is not going to be high. 


I would also point out that the two bodies that 
have been identifiec -- bodies of water, that is, the Guif 
of Suez and the Red Sea itself, are large bodies of water, 
and there's obviously difficulty in locating and 
destroying or retrieving mines, and there's no guarantee 
that we would be able to identify the origin of the 
explosions even if they are mines. I'm not confirming 
they are, but -- so all of that adds up to not being able 
really to give you anything today and to caution you that 
that may well be the case for a lot of the time. 


Q Can you say which countries we're consulting? 
a No, I don't think I'm going to go beyond 


what I‘ve said before on this, Jim. I think a number of 
countries have indicated their own response to 
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conversations they've had with Esgypt or other countries. 
I saw the U.K. has said something about this, and others 
may have. But I don't think it's up to us t2 try and do 
this. This is not a U.S. effort, and I den‘: want to 
leave that suggestion by trying to give you a round-up of 
that sort. 


Q Alan, in his long testimony on Uganda, Mr. 
Abrams has several colorful descriptions, as you know -- 
worst human rights problem, massacres, etc, army engaging 
in looting and rape, murder. Never once does he cite a 
Statistical figure. Never even an ballpark figure of how 
many people -- 1,000, 5,000, 100,060, 200,00. No 
figures. How come? 


a I don't know. But I also don't know in his 
testimcny up there whether that issve came up, so I would 
ask you, I guess, in the first instance to see what 
happened up on the Hill during his -- he's finished and 
you've got a readout on that. Okay. 


Q You don't have a figure? 

4 I don't have figures. I'm sorry. 

Q Alan, you don't have anything on this story 
about the problems with the computer sales to Japan, do 
you? 

A Yes. Surprise, surprise. 

Q What a shock. 

4 The Cray Computer Company nas an export 


license request before the Commerce Department. The 
license is going through the normal review procedures for 
Super computers which are somewhat more stringent than for 
other export licenses. 


We are expecting some information from Japan and 


fully expect the license will be approved. We're not 
holding the license hostage to any negotiations with Japan. 


Q Copy? 

Ay Sure. 

Q Anything on Vienna? 
A 


No. Nothing. 





Q Alan, do you have anything regarding the 
group of Afghans that came in for medical treatment, and 


what role this government played in their -- in this 
treatment? 


q There is some guidance. I don‘t have it 
with me, Mike. I also saw something which indicated the 
Pentagon had said something about waiving fees -- medical 
fees. And I think that -=- you can check and see what 
we've got in the Press Office, but that aspect of it is 
basically what we're involved with. Americare is, I 
guess, the private organization that's been involved in 
bringing the Afghans here. 


We certainly are supportive of that effort. They 


will, I understand once they've gotten medical treatment, 
go back to Pakistan. 


Q But there is no official government 
involvement in bringing them over? This is a private 
enterprise? 


7 My understanding is that th2ir having been 
Drought over was -- their transportation was paid 
privately. Their medical treatment fees will be waived. 
There may be a few more words which are in that guidance. 
Why don't you look at it. 


Q But nothing that speaks to the role of the 
United States Covernment in support, or, if you will, care 
of rebels in Afghanistan? 


A No. Not in a general way. I'd refer yo 
back to what we've said before, but, obviously, we have 
had concerns about the numanitarian aspects. That's been 
central to our approach to this issue, and I think that 
what is happening here largely in the private sector, but, 
nonetheless, with government involvement, is fully 
consistent with that. 


’ & 


Is that it? 


Q Alan, you might have had this last week. 
New Zealand's Prime Minister Lange was quoted as saying 
that he expects no U.S. nuclear ships will visit New 
zealand during his entire term. 


M I think I addressed that some time ago. 
Q Yes. 
4 I don't have anything new to say about that. 





Q Okay. Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:10 p.m.) 
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FRIDAY, AUGUST 10, 1984, 12:12 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Before I take 
questions, I just wanted to take note of the fact that 
today is the last day for our summer intern, Pat Kelly, 
who is going to go back to Marquette University, his 


senior year. Pat arrived in sort of a baptism of fire 
during the NATO conference, on the first day of that, so 


he had to and did adapt quickly to the office and was a 
real help to us, and we thank you. 


MR. KALB: Alan, may I just say something, too, 
because there's another event we should be celebrating 
today. This is David Gollust's happy moment, since this 
will be his last attendance at a State Department 
briefing. David, as you know, has been reassigned to 
Israel, and I'm sure that his vast radio audience will 


miss the talents he's displayed here at turning State 
Department ambiguities and nuances into comprehensible 


English. 


We will miss David's wit. I will recall only one 
-- revive only one: That on the trip to China David, with 
some of his colleagues, visiting the Ming Tomb, spotted a 
Coke machine, and David promptly coined the phrase, 
"Ming's go better with Coke. (Laughter) Good luck, 


David. (Applause) 


MR. ROMBERG: All the best. Okay, let's get on 
to the nuances. Jim? 


Q First, I think the record should show that 
Bernie Kalb made that speech. (Laughter) 


Q I see the Egyptian Chief of Staff is in 
seeing Secretary Armacost today. Is that about the mine 
cleacing? 


M I simply don't know. I don't know whether 
it is or not. 


Q Can you bring us up to date on what you 
know; what you think about that situation? 
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A Don't have a new situation report to give 
you, Jim. As I indicated yesterday, it's an ongoing 
process, which is going to take some time, so I don't -- 


Q Have you seen the Khomeini speech in which 
he denies involvement of Iran in the laying of the mines? 


A I've seen that reported, yes. 


Q And you don't believe it, or what? 


A I don't think we have talked about who might 
or might not be responsible, so I don't have any comment 
to offer on that either. No. 


Q Did the (inaudible) with the Egyptians 
before they made that charge? 


a Oh, I don’t think I would get into the 
question of our diplomatic discussions with the Egyptians 
on that or other subjects basically. 


Q Just for the record, just so we can get you 
pinned down, have you now come to the conclusion that the 
laying of mines is an act of terrorism? 


A I think we indicated before that in -- 
implied that, certainly, in talking about that radio 
broadcast which expressed approval of it, that expressing 
Support for a random act of terrorism was outside the 
norms of civilized behavior, so I think that's a fair 
judgment, pending a further definition of, indeed, what is 
going on there. 


And that goes for this hemisphere as well as 
the Gulf of Suez? 


x Well, again I refer you back. I'm not going 


to rehash the issue, Jim. I'd refer you back to what was 
Giscussed at the time that issue arose. There was also, 


as you recall, a parallel issue about attacks going on in 
the Persian Gulf, so it was discussed in the context of 
things going on elsewhere in the world. I have nothing 


new to say about that. 


Q Alan, who pays for the use of the 
minesweepers in the Red Sea? 


A I'd ask you to check with Mike Burch on that. 


Jol} 
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Q Mike Burch? Okay. Do you have something to 
Say about Malaysia and the Hebrew Rhapsody? 


4 No. I don't. 
Q No comment at all? 


A Well, I don't have anything on it. I think 
that, mainly as I understand this, to the extent that 
there was U.S. Government involvement, which, as I gather, 
rather minimal, it was a USIA project. 


Q Do you think this is something that those 
people who are protesting the American intention to 
withdraw from UNESCO will go see the people in Malaysia 
and say, “Here, here,* when you need some education? 


yo I don't have anything for you on the whole 
subject, so -- 


Q Do you have something on the fact that a 
State Department Assistant Secretary named Mr. Newell was 
personally castigated by those who are protesting the 
decision made by the President and Secretary of State on 
the withdrawal from UNESCO? 


x Well, I have addressed the UNESCO question 


before, the day that the report was released, and I'll 
refer you back to that. I think, actually, there is some 


further guidance which I'd refer you to, and certainly the 
decision that was taken was an Administration decision, so 
that should be appropriately referred to. 


Q But the further guidance refers to the 
criticism of Newell -- 


a It doesn't address the personal criticism. 


Obviously, as you're pointing out, it was an 
Administration decision, but I will leave you to the 
guidances there. 


Jim? 
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Q On Jim's question, when you referred us back 
to what you had said previously about mining in this 
hemisphere, I did -- I undertook a comprehensive review of 
those statements and I couldn't find an answer to any 
guestion with respect to whether the United States 
considered such acts an act of terrorism. Could you 
respond as to whether you consider that terrorism or not? 


a Well, I'm going to refer you back to what 
was said at that time. Well, what was said is what we 
have to say about the subject. 


Q So you -- so under no circumstances will the 
U.S. Government respond to that simple question as to 
whether that could have been an act of terrorism? 


oy I refer you back to what we said at the 
time. That was raised in that context; it was addressed. 
Whether you were satisfied or not is not really my 
concern. It was -- that specific question was raised and 
addressed. 


Q Do you have a report that you can supply us 
on the proceedings of the Postal Union's meeting? 

A I'm sorry, at the what? 

Q The Postal Union's meeting, that long one 


that (inaudible) a lot of issues that were in dispute; 
the United States is taking different positions. 


os Sorry, I don't -- 


Q The Soviet Union was accused of tampering 
with the mails and so on? 

K I don't have anything on it. 

Q you don't have any -- well, can you check 


into it; can you look into it? 


K If you could formulate your question more 
precisely -- 


Q Let me ask you this. Will the United States 


-- will the State Department issue a report on the 
proceedings affecting the last meeting of the Postal Union? 


NM Alright, I'll check on that for you. 
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Q Anything on the Jack Anderson report today 
on the reentry of the PLO to Beirut? 


s Not a lot. Obviously, we don't comment on 
alleged intelligence information, and that's what that 
report is based on, as he puts it. 


Our overall assessment is that the Government of 


Lebanon is committed to providing adequate security in the 
Greater Beirut area, and is moving to strenghten the 


ceasefire and to implement a broader security plan. One 
aspect of that plan is to enable the government to prevent 
a resurgence of influence from outsiders in Lebanon. 

Beyond that, I cannot take -- 

Q Can we have a copy of that, please? 

x Sure. 


Q Do you have anything in there today on 
Soviet grain purchases? 


A Soviet grain purchases? No, I don't. 


Q Have we yet received a reply from the 
Soviets about the U.S. draft on cultural exchanges, 
cultural agreement? 


aK I don't think those conversations have begun 
beyond having presented something, but I think there will 
be conversations that would be anticipated in a few weeks, 
but I don’t have anything specific for you at this point.* 


Q In a few weeks? 
a Yes. 


Q Would that come up, for example, at the U.N. 
when the Secretary may or may not -- 


x I don't know whether -- 


Nothing on those meetings, no exchanges? 


Q 
a I don't have anything on those meetings. 
Q Or on Vienna? 

A 


No. I don't have anything new on Vienna. 


* Later corrected by the following posted answer: 
*yes, the Soviets have replied to our draft on cultural 


exchanges. Talks began earlier this week. 
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Q Is there anything new in assurances or 
discussions with Irag regarding the pipeline, the 
Irag-Jordan pipeline to Aqaba? 


A No, nothing new on that, no. 


Q Do you have anything to bring us up to date 
with respect to talks now between Uganda and the United 
States? 


a No. Those talks will continue, but I don't 
have anything on the content or what has gone on so far. 


Q Can you tell us is there a hold or a 
suspension on the military aid program? 


A I addressed the other day the fact that they 


have indicated to us certain things and that we are 
Clarifying information and positions and so on. I refer 


you back to what I said. I don't have anything to update 
you beyond what I said at that time. 


Q Alan, what's the protocol on ambassadors’ 
writing private citizens accusing them of various things 
inimical to his country, as he alleges? Is that within 


the (inaudible) of ambassadorial duties? 


AK That's a rather sweeping point. I can't 
address it in those terms, Joe. 


Q Well, how would you address this? Supposing 
an ambassador sent a letter to -- 


M An American Ambassador? 


No, no; a foreign ambassador. 


Q 

a Yes. 
Q -- to an American. 
A 


And did what? 


Q Well, he said that “You're blackening the 
image of my country," or something like that. 


A I guess that there are letters written to 
editors all the time which talk about, complain about 
articles that are written so I don't know whether that 
would be substantively different. I don't really have a 
comment to offer you on it. 
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Jim? 


Q Any response to the front page article in 
The Times today about an area of Salvador which may have 
<7 _— to a sweep in which civilians may have been 
k ed? 





x No, don't have anything. 
Q Thank you. 
a All right. You're welcome. 


\The briefing concluded at 12:29 P.M.) 
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MONDAY, AUGUST 13, 1984, 12:10 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. One announcement 
regarding the Secretary's address next week at the vFrw 
Convention. The Secretary will address the VFW Annual 
Convention on the occasion of receiving its 1984 pwight 
David Eisenhower Distinguished Service Award and Citation, 
in Chicago on Monday, August 20. The banquet will be held 
at the Conrad Hilton Hotel and the Secretary's speech is 
expected at around 8:30 p.m., Central Daylight Time, which 
is 9:30 p.m. our time. 


Anyone interested in covering this event should 
contact Wade Ladue of the VFW. He may be reached in 
Chicago from August 13 to 17, at area code 312-922-3773 or 
3774. Starting August 18, the Beverly Room at the Conrad 
Hilton becomes the organization's press headquarters, and 
Mr. Ladue may be reached there through the hotel's general 
number which is area code 312-922-4400. I understand 
there will be no Q&A following the speech and I do not 
have a title for you at this point. 


That is it for announcements. Be happy to take 
your questions. 


Q The text will be releasec here in the 
morning, afternoon, evening? 


A When we are able to, we will be more than 
happy to give it to you. 


Q Alan, do you have anything regarding Poland 
today, the further release of other political prisoners; 
any easing of conditions you see there; any response? 


a What I have for you is simply an update on 
what we know about political prisoner releases to date. 
That is to say, aS part of the amnesty announced on July 
21, the Polish Government indicated that 652 people 
convicted or accused of political crimes would be released 























within a month. As of August 10, according to official 
figures of the Polish Government, 545 political prisoners 
had been freed from detention. In addition, the last 
member of the “Solidarity Seven* in jail, Jan Rulewski, 
and the last member of the “Kor Four" still held in 
custody, Henry Wujec -- pardon my pronunciation --were 
released over the weekend. And that's all I really have 
at this point. 


Q Copy? 
A Sure. 
Q Alan, anything on a couple of Polish sailors 


who jumped ship at some sort of exhibition, who micht have 
asked for asylum? 


4 Don't know anything about it. 


Q Have you heard from the Soviet Union on the 
President's -- what is described in the papers as “*joke" 
in connection with the sound-taping test over the weekend? 


a I'm not aware of any discussion on that, 
Bernie, but also I would think if there were discussion, 
it would be in diplomatic channels. So if that is the way 
it is handled, if there is anything, that's the way we'll 
leave it. But in any case, the answer is, I'm not aware 
of anything. 


Q Do you have any updating on the developments 
in the Suez Gulf? 


oa Not really a lot. There have been a lot of 
reports, obviously, about various parties who have 
indicated they might join in the operations. In terms of 
what the Egyptians have done, I would ask you to be in 
touch with the Egyptian Government. They clearly have 
taken the lead in the effort to clear the Gulf of Suez. 


I also don't nave anything in particular on the 
reports of what the Saudis may be doing with others. 
They, obviously, have an interest in providing for 
security in neighboring waterways, and we're supportive of 
that effort. So, aS we are prepared to work closely with 
Egypt, we're also prepared to do that with Saudi Arabia, 
but I don't have -- 


Q Any comment on the presence of a Soviet 
minesweeper in the area? 
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a I don't have a particular comment on that. 
I'm aware of those reports. I don't know whether the 
Soviets are actually engaged in minesweeping activity or 
not. I suppose you'd have to check with them. 


Q Is the U.S. sending minesweeping helicopters 
to the Saudis? 


a At the request of the Saudi Government, the 


United States is sending three mine-counter measure 
helicopters and support personnel to Saudi Arabia. The 
effort would concentrate on the channels into the main 
Saudi Arabian ports on the Red Sea, but details are still 
being worked out and will be developed in the next few 
days. 


Q Do you have any comment on the fact that -- 
was the fact established that it was the visit of some 
Iranian and some Libyan ships through the Suez area that 


(inaudible) the situation? 


y I don't have any -- In terms of 
responsibility?-- 


Q Yes. 
4 -- I don't have anythinc new on that. 
Q How long did the U.S wait between the Saudi 


request and the U.S. positive response? Can you help us 
on that? 


a I don't have a date for when those things 
took place. I guess I would aSk you to check with the 
Pentagon because I think they would have whatever details 
there were, 


There nas been some back-and-forth on what might 
be appropriate or what might not be appropriate and how it 
would be done, and so on, over a few days; and I don't 
know when an actual request was made, so I can't answer 


your questions, 


Q Will there be any access or have the Saudis 
made available any facilities for these ships? 


BN Again, I think that how this will be done 
should be addressed to the Pentagon because they will have 
whatever answers there are available on that. 























Q Just in very general terms, is it -- are we 
providing them in the same way that we are for Egypt, or 
are the Saudis paying for them, or what? 


A Again, let me ask you to -- I don't think 
all the details have been worked out, but to the extent 
that there are details available, please ask the Pentagon 
about that. 


Q Does the Treaty permit Egypt to bar a 
country that it suspects -- bar its ships from the canal, 
Or does it have to be a war situation before they can 
legally bar anybody? 


f I*'m not a legal expert on that. I can't 
answer that, Don. 


Q Alan -- 
Q Have ships left already for the Saudi area? 


M Again, check with the Pentagon. I'm not 
sure it's a question of ships in this case. I think 
there's a different -- it's not quite the same as what's 
being done in the case of Egypt, so, again, to repeat 
myself, ask the Pentagon, if you would. 


Q Alan, Egypt through its official newspaper, 
Al Ahram, seems to be pointing the finger at Iran and 
Libya. 





Q Could you be a little specific as to whether 
the U.S. concurs with that view? 


A No, I couldn't be -- 
Q -- any more details on that? 
A No. The question came up last week, I 


think, because they'd already indicated some -- there were 
reports of such beliefs. And, aS I said at that time, I 


jon't have anything to offer you in terms of the question 
9f responsibility. 


Q But not as of this week? Not any new 
reports -- 


A No. I don't have -- 








Q -- to indicate -- 
A I don't have anything new on it. 
Q Alan, over the weekend there was a story in 


The Washington Post about Saudi Arabia's request for more 
missiles and arms from the United States. 





Q Do you have anything on that? 


a Yes. There was some guidance we had over 
the weekend to respond to that. We have a continuing 
security assistance relationship with the Saudis, Among 
weapons the Saudi air force already nas in its inventory 
are both the AIM-9L and P which are mentioned in the story 
that appeared on Saturday. 


Further sales of these and other defense items 
are a matter of continuing consultations. No decisions 
have been made. Notification to Congress will be made 
when and if a saie is decided on. In the meantime, we 
prefer not to discuss consultations with a foreign 
government. 


Q The timeframe that was put there in the 
story talks about that the Reagan Administration will 
Submit the request after the elections -- U.S. elections. 


What do you make on it for this -- 


A Well, I'd Say two things on it. One is, as 
I say, there‘s been no decision taken, so notification to 
Congress would have to follow a decision to go forwara 
with something. So I can't predict that. 


As far as the suggestion that it was -- it is 
being withheld -- some notification to Congress being 
withheld for political reasons, that is not true. First 
of all, security assistance sales are a matter of regular 
and routine consultations, and, if necessary, aS I Say, 
the notification to Congress will follow. 


But, given the snort time that's remaining in 
this session of Congress, taking into account the total 
number of days anticipated before the end of the year, 
there is no question of a notification going up, even if a 
decision were to be made, There simply isn't time. 














Q Can we get a copy of that? 


a I can give you a copy of some of it. you'll 
have to get the exact text from the transcript. 


Q Alan, do you think there is any connection 
between the Saudi request and the developments in the Gulf 
of Suez? 


x Well, I haven't said there's a Saudi 
request. I've said that we're in consultations with 
them. So I'm going to have to leave the question of what 
may be done unanswered at this point because I don't -- 
there is no decision. So I don't have an answer, 


Q DO you have anything on the upcoming first 
planned visit to Japan by the Korean President, Chun Doo 
Hwan? And what are the chances to see the U.S., Japan and 
Korea alliance -- 


n I'm sorry? 


Q What are the chances to see some form of 
U.S.-Japan-Korea alliances in security for Northeast Asia? 


ay I don't know anybody who nas raised a 
question of some sort of alliance of that sort, so I would 
set that aside. But, as far as the visit is concerned, 
President Chun's visit wili be the first official visit to 
Japan by a Korean Head of State, as Prime Minister 
Nakasone's visit to Korea last year was the first official 
visit to the Republic of Korea by a Japanese Prime 
Minister. 


We welcome this manifestation of deepening 
relations between two of our closest allies. 


Jim? 


Q Do you have anything on the Ortega 
interviews over the weekend with the Post and the Wall 
Street Journal today? 





a Well, what is your specific question? 


Q Anything, for example, with respect to joint 
patro'is between Honduras and Nicaragua, and 
characterization of the talks with the United States, or 
the allegations against the CIA? 
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os Well, okay. As far as the border patrol is 
concerned, the Sandinistas have mentioned joint border 
patrols on several previous occasions. Our view is that 
the persisting problems of border incursions in the area 
can be dealt with conclusively and once and for all only 
in a comprehensive, regional, verifiable and enforceable 
agreement that is arrived at through the Contadora process. 


As far as the allegations of assassination 


attempts, that allegation iS preposterous. Executive 
Order 12333, which was issued by President Reagan on 


December 4, 1981, explicitly states, “No person employed 
by or acting on behalf of the United States Government 
shali engage in or conspire to engage in assassination." 


All U.S. Government officials comply with the 
terms of this Executive Order. 


The third part of your multi-part question was 


what? 
Q It was about the discussion -- 
f Oh, the nature of the conversation? 
Q Yeah. 
4A I don't have anything to say beyond what I 


said before on this, and I refer you back to that record. 


Q Anything on Peru, and the article that 
appeared today in the Times? 


4 No, I don't. 
Ralph? 


Q Meic Kahane was sworn in today. Any update 
on his citizenship review? 


A No. I wasn't aware that ne was sworn in, I 
don't have anything specific to offer you at this point. 
Maybe we could get something on that later. 


Q Alan, anything on the Ugandans who 
apparently broke off the -- suspended the agreement? Are 
those four military people, have they left the States? 











a I don't know that. I guess you'd have to 
check with the Ugandans. 

Q Alan, do you have any comment on the 
support-- 

om Excuse me, Bill? 

Q Are the cultural talks still going on in the 


Soviet Union? 


4 Well, I think “still going on® is a 
description of something which may -- I don't know if 
there's been another session. There was one session as 
the correction indicated last week. Sorry that I didn't 
have that. But it isn't a sort of daily meeting, so I 
don't know if there's been a further meeting. I'm nat 
aware that there has been. If there were, it would have 
been today, but I'm not aware of it. 


Q So at this last meeting, we would have 
received, then, the Soviet reply to our draft? 


a That's right. 


Q And what is -- do you know what is the state 
of play? 


a I'm not going to try to give you a 
blow-by-blow of how that's going, but I think that both 
Sides have indicated a desire to move forward with such an 
agreement. So it's very complicated and long, and so on, 
so I don't know how long this set of talks would go on 
before it would be successful. But anyway, that is the 
current state of play. 


Q Alan, there is an important broadcast by the 


Jerusalem Domestic Service in Hebrew saying that U.S. 
Administration officials have recently expressed 
indignation about what they term Israel's intervention in 
the internal affairs of the United States? Do you have 
any comment on that? 


A Well, I don't know what it's referring to, 
so I can't <-- 


Q Will you take the question? 


4 No, I don't think so. That's a very 
sweeping question, and -- 





Q Because it's broadcast by the official radio 
of Israel? 

2 But that doesn't change my answer, I'm 
afraid. 

Jim? 

Q Anything on the Archbishop of San Salvador's 


statement against further military aid to the army this 
weekend? 


os No, I don't have any comment on that, or on 
his ceported comment that people should stop aiding the 
guerrillas either? 


Q Are you aware that Israel is planning to 
withdraw from Lebanon according to a report in the 
Washington Post again over the weekend, and they submittea 
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the plan to Mr. Arens? 


4 I'm aware of the reports. I'm also aware of 


reports that Israeli officials have denied it. I'm not 
really going to address that subject, though. 


Ralph? 


Q Getting back to the Suez again for a 
second. Are you aware of a report from Lloyds saying that 
a Soviet ship was hit by a mine on August 6? Is that 
related in any way to the question that was asked earlier 
about a Soviet mine sweeper? 


A I don't know what ships have been hit, 
Ralph, and I guess you'd have to check other sources. 


It's just -- I'm not going to try to be an authority on 
what ships have been hit. 
Q Thank you. 


A Okay, you're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:27 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. One statement at 
the beginning on the attempted bombing attack on the 
Turkish Olympic Team. 


We are very thankful that the attempted bombing 
attack on the Turkish Olympic Team at the Los Angeles 
International Airport yesterday did not have tragic 
consequences. We understand the Turkish Government has 
issued its own statement praising the diligence of the Los 
Angeles Police Department and condemning the incident as 
another example of international terrorism. 


We would like to join in this expression of 
recognition and strongly reaffirm the United States 
Government's condemnation of terrorism wherever it occurs. 


That is it for statements. 


Q Copy? 

A Sure. 

Q Do you have any idea of who planted the bomb? 
A Don't have any idea on that, Jim. I would 


refer you to the L.A.P.D. or the FBI on that. 


Q Senator Specter is quoted aS saying that the 
United States now knows who has planted the bombs in the 
Gulf of Suez. Is that true? 


aK I've seen the reports of that, Jim. I, 
however, will stick with the position that we have taken 
before, which is that we don't have anything to say about 
that; have -- and so I don't have any specific comment on 
the Senator's remarks. 


Q Alan, an anonymous television network last 
night said that the Soviet Union had told the U.S. that it 


knew Libya was responsible. Do you have anything on that? 
a No, I don't have an,'t ig on that. 


Q Do you have anything -- do you know whether 
it's so or not? 





a If I don't have anything on it to give to 
you, Bernie, I guess I can't really address your follow-up 
question. 


Q Why is that? I mean why -- ? 


A We'll have a seminar afterwards to explain 
all this stuff. 

Yeah? 

Q Why -- go back to the earlier question -- 


Jim's question -- you have no specific comment on what 
Senator Specter said. What point is served by shielding 
the identity of those who -- ? 


y It's not a question of shielding. It's a 
question of basically not being able to draw firm 
conclusions, and we've been very careful not to accuse 
people when we are not sure who's responsible. 


Q Have they actually found a mine and been 
ble to analyze -- ? 


x No. No, there's been no mine found. I'd 
isk you to keep up with the Pentagon on that. But I just 
checked -- was speaking with them a short while ago and 
despite the reports that mines had been found, the answer 
is that that is not correct. 


Q Do you know if the name “Islamic Jihad," 
which is being used in this and the Red Sea mining, is 
really just a cover for other terrorist groups, 
established older groups, or foreign countries? 


N We've addressed that before. I don't think 
we really know who this so-called Islamic Jihad is, or if 
there is one organization or more than one organization. 
There are other terrorist incidents that have been claimed 
by the Islamic Jihad, and it just isn‘t clear what that 
refers to, in fact. 


Q Alan, it seems that the idea that the -- 
that Israel may be, and even the United States, may be 
behind the mining of the Red S«:, 1S gaining Support in 
the Arab press, even in countries: ‘at are really friendly 
to the United States. Do you have any comment on that? 











a Well, it may be gaining currency. I haven't 
seen that, but it would be irresponsible to give it 
further currency. 


Ralph? 


Q I want to know whether, in the discussion 
yesterday with the Ambassador from Sudan here at the State 
Department, whether the U.S. discussed any further 
shipments of equipment or personnel, or any further -- 
any coordination with Sudan on the mine-sweeping operation 
in the Red Sea? 


a Ralph, I don't know what happened in that 
conversation. I think, though, that beyond -- what I've 
indicated before, which is that we've dealt with Egypt 


primarily in terms of working in the Gulf of Suez; and I 
indicated yesterday that we were responding to a request 


from the Saudis, 


We have discussed the issue with other 
governments in the region, but I think that the 
coordination of the actual efforts at this point, in terms 
of our deployments, rests where I have said. But I just 
don't know what happened yesterday in terms of that 
conversation. 


Q Are there -- so you're saying that basically 
with those two countries, those two -- ? 
y They're the ones who are organizing whatever 


efforts are going on in terms of their areas. There may 
be other countries who are also doing something, but in 
terms of cur efforts and where we are sending helicopters 
and ships, and so on, those are the countries at the 
moment that we are -- whose requests we're responding to. 


As I -- to repeat, we've also, obviously, 
discussed this issue with other governments. 


Q Have there been other requests? 


My I'm not aware of other requests at this 
point, 


Q Alan, did the meetin. ».th the Sudanese 
Ambassador have something to do with the Hatfield case, 
Senator Hatfield of the -- ? 


A Oh, I doubt that very much, 























Q Does the State Department have any position 
on a trans-African pipeline? 


A There is guidance that's existed on this for 
some time, Don. You might want to check in the Press 
Office on it. But let me ask you to do that. I don't 
happen to have it with me. 


I'll come back to you, Ralph. Go ahead. 


Q At one time or the other, you were asked 
about consultation with Israel in the arrangement for 
security of the Gulf. You said that you had been talking 
to a lot of countries in the area. 


Q Have you been talking, or has Israel 
requested, without going into all of these, you know, 
routine diplomatic things, requested that it will have a 
role in the, or to be informed about, any security 
arrangements for the Gulf area? 


A I think in terms of what Israel wants or 
doesn't want, I would refer you to the Government of 
Israel. We have discussed this with a lot of governments 
in the area, including the Government of Israel. But in 
terms of what they want and their approach to it, 1 think 
you should ask their spokesman, not me. 


Q Another question: This morning, the 
Washington Post has a story that SWAPO -- Southwest Asian, 
whatever, Southeastern -- 





A Africa. 


Q -- African. 
A Yes. 
Q -- accusing the United States of helping 


South Africa to keep Namibia. What do you comment on that? 


A Well, first, we haven't seen the full text 
of that statement, but the United States continues to 
encourage negotiations to brin, ‘*mibia to independence on 
the basis of U.N. Security Council Resolution 435. We 
note that the SWAPO statement as reported also indicated 
SWAPO's willingness to pursue a negotiated solution, 
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Excuse me. Bill, I think is (inaudible) 


Q Yes. Alan, can you bring us up to date on 
the legal status or what's being done about Meir Kahane? 
He has now taken an oath of loyalty, or sworn loyalty to a 
foreign government -- 


A Yes. 
Q -- so where does that put him? 


M All right. There is a fairly long guidance 
which I think basically reviews things that have been said 
before; but to take it up to date, as in other cases where 
a potentially expatriating act has occurred, we will 
undertake to look into all the relevant circumstances. So 
that is being done. But I would not look here for a sort 
of day-by-day updating on that, as my understanding is 
that could be a very long process -- it's very 
complicated. And as I say, there is other guidance if you 
want to refer back to the Press Office. And we've talked 


about the law and so on. 





Q Can we have a copy of that long guidance you 
have? 


A Well, I don't know that I'm going to put out 
everything. I think it depends on what your questions 


are, but it just explains -- If you want, we can put out a 
section which explains the procedure for loss of 
citizenship. 


Let me just do here on the timing, so we get rid 
of that: The time required to complete the procedure 
varies a great deal from case to case, and takes several 
months or longer. Great care is taken to assure that the 
American citizen concerned has full opportunity to present 
his case. The matter is then thoroughly reviewed and 
objectively adjudicated in accordance with the law and in 
light of all circumstances, 


So as I say, it may be some time before we would 
see anything come out of all of that. There also is -- 


Q The final adjudication, Alan, who does that 
here, DOS, or Justice? 

A Well, let me just read this to you, and then 
we'll get -- I'll give you what I've got instead of 


referring you back, and let's get this out of the way. 











On the review procedure, Section 358 of the 
Immigration & Nationality Act outlines the procedures for 
determining loss of citizenship under the INA Section 
349. According to Section 358, whenever a diplomatic or 
consular officer of the United States has reason to 
believe that a person has lost his U.S. nationality while 
outside the United States, the officer shall certify to 
the Department of State the facts upon which such belief 
is based. In preparing this report, the U.S. officer will 
solicit pertinent information from the American citizen 
involved. The citizen has the opportunity to submit 
whatever information he believes is relevant and is 
advised that he is free to seek advice of legal counsel. 
The Department of State then makes a decision regarding 
loss of nationality, in accordance with the law and based 
upon the report and all circumstances. That decision is 
made within the Bureau of Consular Affairs. 


There is then an appeals process. It involves 
the Board of Appellate Review, which is described in Title 
22, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 7. The board is an 
autonomous body within the Department of State and is 
composed of three members from outside of the Bureau of 
Consular Affairs. Appeal to the Board may be made within 
one year of a decision by the Bureau of Consular Affairs 
that loss of citizenshiip has occurred; appellant may 
appear in person and may be represented by legal counsel. 


The decision of the Board of Appellate Review is 
binding upon the Department of State. The individual 
appellant before the board, however, has recourse to a 
further appeal to the U.S. District Court. 


Q Copy of that, Alan? 
A Sure, 
Q Alan, since you don't want to give a 


day-to-day update, could you volunteer information as 
developments warrant, if the interest -- ? 


‘ "As developments warrant” would mean if 
there is a decision taken. I'm not going to try to follow 
this in its internal proceedings, George; but if a 
decision is taken, yes, but thar will be, as I indicated, 
potentially a very long way dow. e road, 























Q What about letting us know if Kahane is 
called into the Embassy and -- ? 


A No, I don't think that's up to us to get 
into his business. 


Q The other thing is, the whole procedure 
Starts, it says, with a diplomatic or consular official 
bringing this to the attention of the Department. 


A Uh-huh. 


Q Has this been done? 

x I think at this point, it is fair to say 
that a review process has begun. 

Q Do you know whether Kahane has been notified 
that that process has begun -- ? 

A I don't know the answer to that. 

Q -- has begun on whether he will or will not 


lose citizenship, is that -- ? 


a On that question, yes. 
Q The process begins in Tel Aviv or here? 
a Well, in terms of reviewing the issue, I 


think that there has been review back here. Whether -- 
specifically, what step was taken in order to trigger that 
off beyond his having been sworn in, having been elected 


and then sworn in, I don't know, 


As I have indicated to you before, this is not 
the first time the issue has come up with a member of the 
Knesset, so it's not a unique experience, and it isn't as 
though there is some new and different procedure that is 
being followed here. 


Q This has come up before with members of the 
Knesset? 


A Yes. I indicated when I first talked about 
this that there were at least two cases in the past, one 
of which resulted in the person ceping citizenship and 
the other which resulted in the person losing citizenship. 
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Q Is there someone in the Department, Alan, 
who could provide us the historical data on that? 


M No. I checked on that, and we can't provide 
the individual cases. 


Q Taking into consideration the background of 
Meir Kahane who has been accused, even by his “colleagues” 
in the Israeli Knesset, of being a racist and being a 
demagogue and all kind of things, is the procedure for 
hearing and appealing going to be taking the same normal 
procedure, or is there going to be any tough consideration 
for his activities? 


x It's taken in accordance with the law. 
You've asked this, I think, before, and the point is, 
whatever one may think about his statements in terms of 
the dimensions you're raising, I don't think that those 
are relevant to citizenship. 





The question is whether he has taken an act which 


is expatriating, and that is a legal question, so that 
will be looked at from a legal point of view. 


Q Another point, that Kahane himself said that 
he is going to fight, you know, withholding or withdrawing 
his citizenship because the passport that he will be 
having, aS an American passport, will help him to raise 
funds in the United States -- this is his only 
consideration, so would -- ? 


4 I don't think I would want to get into the 
merits of the case, in terms of what the legalities of 
that may be. I think that is something which, in 
totality, without addressing that specific point, should 
be left to this review process. 














Ralph? 


Q Can I get back for just a second to the 
mines? You said earlier that no mine had been found. I 
just want to make sure there isn't some distinction 
between a mine and some other kind of explosive device. 





A No. I'm aware of nothing -- 

Q There‘s been no -- ? 

x -- nothing that's been found on that. 

Q And on that same point, Alan, although the 
first few times you ducked the questions, you finally -- ? 

* I beg your pardon? (Laughter) 

Q -- did say that you are not able to draw any 
conclusions -- 

Q I think that's -- 

Q As to the -- 

x We're not articulating or expounding on that 


Subject, because we are not able to draw conclusions. 
Q Identity -- 
a That's correct. 


Q In other words, Senator Specter would be 
wrong, then? 


A Well, I've seen press reports. I don‘t know 
specifically what he said. I'll speak for what our 
p%Ssition is. I'm not going to try and comment on his. 


Q (Inaudible)-- said the United States has 
evidence as to whom. 


A Well, I'll leave you to draw the “ifs.” 
I'll state what our position is, which is that we have not 
made firm conclusions. There are all sorts of reports. 
You've seen reports that have come out of the region, but 
I'm not going to try to give weight at this point. I 
think we'll wait until we have something firm to say. 
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Q The U.S. Consulate in Madras was attacked by 
Tamils who alleged that the U.S. had been helping the Sri 
Lankan army. Have you officially protested this? And, 
also, what comments do you have on the reported revenge 
killing of Tamils by the Sri Lankan army? 


x I don‘t have anything on that. 

Q Stiii with the Red Sea, do you confirm 
reports that Egypt had already cancelled the joint 
exercises with the United States called Bright Star? 


A Cancelled the what? 


Q The military exercises, joint military 
exercises. 


a I'm not aware of any joint military exercise 
that's been cancelled. No. 


Q Are you -- 


Bh You might want to check with the Pentagon, 
but I'm not aware of any. Which one are you talking about? 


Q Bright Star. 


M Well, you ought to check with the Pentagon. 
I'm not aware there was a Bright Star that was scheduled. 

Q Alan -- 

M But you'll have to check with the Pentagon. 

Q Another follow-up with this. Are you 


resuming talks with Egypt about the Ras Banas facilities, 
or base? 


A I don't have anything new on that subject. 
Q Alan, after a month, more than a month now, 
what's happened in the Red Sea -- until now, you can't 


confirm it iS a mine or bombing or whatever it is? 


A No. 
Q Alan <-- 
AM pon? 
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Q Do you have now any reaction, either in 
terms of the U.S. Government's decision or anything to 
Say, about the reports from Poland that all of the main 
people of the Solidarity and the KUR group have now been 
réleased? Where does that stand? 


os Well, I had a little bit on this yesterday, 
Don, which was mainly an update in terms cf numbers. It 
does appear from the information we have that all of those 
1l people have been released. 


Our information from official Polish sources as 
of Saturday was that 545 of the political prisoners had 
been released. I think the number they announced was 652 
for total release. They also, I think, indicated that 
that would take place within a month of the announcement, 
so that was the 2list, as I recall it. So that time period. 


Q You're waiting now to hear from them, that 
all of these 600, whatever it is, are released before the 
U.S. follows through on the IMF? 


n If you look back at the statement that was 
issued, I think that, yes, that would be right. Complete 
release, I believe, was the -- 


Q And can I ask another question having to do 
with a totally different place? What is the latest 
betwen the United States and Uganda? Have the U.S. 
military attaches, whoever they are, still been barred 
from Uganda? Have the Ugandan students from U.S military 
schools gone home? What is going on here? 


A I don't know what's happened with the 
military students here. You'd have to check with the 
Ugandans, or possibly the Pentagon would have some 
information on that. 


As far as the attache is concerned, who, as you 
know, is not resident in Uganda, I'm not aware there's 
been a specific change in that situation since the 
Ugandans first notified us. But, as I've indicated 
before, those questions are under discussion with the 
Ugandans, and I just don‘t have a further update at this 
point. 


Q Is there some -- you say they‘re under 
discussion. Is there some active talk with them about 
what our relationship is going to be in the future? 
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4 There has been discussion trying to clarify 
precisely what the issues are and what the positions are. 
I don't think I can really take it further at this stage. 


Q Alan, could I come back to Poland for just a 
second? I may have missed something last week that you 
may have said, but I think it was over the weekend or 
perhaps a couple of days before the weekend, both Lech 
Walesa anc Cardinal Glemp made statements saying the U.S. 
should lift all of the sanctions now. 


x Well, I don't think -- 
Q What -- ? 


Mh Listening over the weekend, also, to various 
people who are close to Mr. Walesa speaking, I don't know 
that that's quite what they understood him to say, and I'm 
not going to try and interpret what he said. 


I will simply refer you back to what was said 
here last week. I think it was a White House statement, 
and then we had a briefing, a background briefing, here, 
and I really can't take it beyond that at this point. 


Q Have you heard from the Russians on the 
Presicent's one-liner? 


oy Bernie, I'm just not going to be addressing 
that question. I think that the White House has indicated 
that whatever is off-the-record is off-the-record, and I 
don't intend to take it any further or address that issue. 


Q But a protest wouldn't be off-the-record, if 
there were one, 


A Well, you're talking about an issue which 
was involvec, presumably, in an off-the-record situation, 
and I'm not going to take it any further. If the White 
House wants to address it, that’s up to them, but I'm not 
goinc -- 


Q The White House has now confirmed -- 


é I'm not aware that on-the-record anybody's 
confirmed anything. I saw a statment which said “some 
official*® had said something, but I'm not aware of any 
confirmation. Anyway, that's where I'm going to leave 
that. 
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Q With four countries, or three or four, 
involved in this Red Sea effort, I wonder if you cculd 
tell us if -- how it's being controlled on an overall 
point of view? Is there any thought of an overall 
commander? What's the -- ? 


A You're talking about the operations in the 
Gulf of Suez and the Red Sea? 


Q Yeah. Is there any overall command or 
control of this whole thing? 


x You'c have to check with the Pentagon, but, 
as I indicated before, the Egyptians are responsible for 
the operation that we're involved in, in any case, in the 
Gulf of Suez, and we have responded to a Saudi request 
regarding a couple of ports on the Red Sea, and so we will 


be working with them. 


In terms of whatever arrangements they may have 
established for any sort of coordination, or whatever, I 
would refer you to them, 


Q Well, how are we -- they always say to go 
back to you, of course. How do we -- ? 


a I'm sorry. It's their call. It's not 
ours. We're responding to their request. 


Q But how do we decide who has which area in 
terms of sweeping? And how do we coordinate between Saudi 
Arabia and Egypt in this? 


n As I say, I'll refer you to those countries 
for any explanation of what they may be doing on that. 
Bernie? 


Q Alan, is it two or three countries that have 
asked for U.S. help on mine clearing? 


KM I'm only aware of two. What's the third one 
you have in mind? 


Q Well, the two and what? Egypt and Saudi 
Arabia? 


A Yes. 


Q Sudan, no? 
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Q Sudan has not? 

A I'm not aware of a request from the Sudan. 

Q You seemed to mention that before. 
a I'll check it. A question was raised here 


about the Sudan, and I'm not aware of a request from them. 


Q Joseph Kraft‘s column in the Post this 
morning had a line that Iraq has carried the war to Iran 
-- to Iranian soil. Can you confirm any Iragi military 
action on [ranian soil -- rot talking about the tanker war? 


a And you're not talking about 1981? 





Q No, new. Current. 

a I don't have any information on that. 

Q Do you have any further information that 
confirms the Daily Express of London report that -- ? 

‘ Excuse me. To go back to the previous 


question, obviously there have been charges on both 
Sides. There have been attacks, air attacks, and so on 
and so forth, but I assume that's not what you're talking 
about. 








Q Land -- no. New land attack by Iraq at this 
point -- 


M I'm not aware of any new offensives at all 
that are involved there. 


Q Do you have any confirmation of the report 
published by the London Daily Express that four Libyan 
diplomats have been executed by the Qaddafi authorities? 





A NO, I don't. 
Q Thank you. 
A you're welcome. 


(The briefing conclucd*d et 12:26 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, all. (Applause) 
Back from two weeks in Paradise. Went cold turkey without 
The Washington Post for 15 days. 





2 That must have been fun. 
Yes. 
Q {imaudible) do you remember when you were in 


school, “Home is the sailor*? 
L "nome is the sailor." Yes. 


Q "tome from the seas," and the hunter, “Home 
from the hilis*? 


A Well, I don't know that I'm home but I'n 
back. (Laughter) 


Q You maybe have some news. 


M No news. I'm back; no news; no 
announcements. 


Q Same as always, eh? 
a (Laughter) Picking up just where I left off. 
Q Do you have any comment on the statement put 


out by TASS today on the P.esident's remarks on that radio 
test? 


M I don't, Jim, put we might conceivably have 
something that we might make available later in the day, 
but I don't have anything at this time. 


Q And have you heard from the Soviets directly 
on that? 


B Not that I'm aware of. I think it's simply 
the TASS and I believe there was something in Pravda as 
well. 


Q And do you know anything about a deal wr ‘h 
has been signed now, apparently between Kuwait and the 
Soviet Union? 


|~ 0049 














4 No, I don't. 





Q Are you going to post something later, John? 
A We might, yes. : 


Q Do you have any comment on the 
Moroccan-Libyan accord? 


A Well, they are sovereign nations, of 
course. We haven't seen the text of the treaty based on 
the communique released after the meeting. The treaty 
will not enter into force until it is ratified by the two 
governments. It's a little hard for us to respond to 
specifics until we've seen the text. However, we do note 
that the Libyan record for international mischief-making 
Stands for all to see, and we have seen no evidence that 
Mr. Qadhafi is seriously trying to moderate his behavior, 
and we would obviously be concerned should any steps be 
taken which would serve to legitimize his position in any 
way. 


Q Copy? 
B Sure. 
Q John, do you expect the U.S. Administration 


to try and find the point of view of Morocco about this? 


A Well, insofar as our relations with Morocco 
are concerned, they've been good and of long-standing and 
we expect that to continue. We will want to study this 
agreement. We were not informed in advance that it was to 
be signed, and so we are discussing this issue with the 
Government of Morocco now. 


Q Could it be that this treaty, John, 
intended, possibly on the part of the Moroccans, is bring 
Qadhafi to the realities of, you know, international 
politics to take away these things that you have been 
criticizing Libya all along, on Qadhafi's behavior? 


b Well, that's one interpretation, a 
charitable interpretation -- but that certainly is one 
interpretation. 

Q At what level are the discussions underway 


-~- with whom? You said you are discussing this matter 
with the Moroccan Government. 


i The manner in which we are -- 
Q yes, ambassador or -- 
Rh I think Ambassador Reed happens to be here, 
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as a matter of fact, in town. I think the Secretary is 
seeing him today. But that was something that was 
arranged prior to this, so the Ambassador is here. Where 
~his is being followed up, I don't know. Maybe in both 
places. Maybe in Rabat and here. 


Q John, there are reports that there is some 
frustration in Morocco about your position towards the 
Western Sahara, and there are some reports say that that's 
a reaction, a Moroccan reaction, to these frustrations, 
whats your position? 


A You know, I don't think we're in a position 
to speculate on the motives that these two sovereign 
nations had when they went into this. 


Q Would you consider Qadhafi's moves as one of 
the conditions put by the United States for the improving 
of relations with Libya? 


oa I'm sorry. 


Q Would you see Qadhafi's moves in the North 
Africa #7 part of the conditions pre-set by the United 
States tor good relations between Libya and the United 
States? 


A I'm not sure what moves you are referring to. 


Q Trying to get into good terms with the 
so-called "moderate" Arab countries. 


om I just really can't. There are, I'm sure, 
many diverse interpretations of why Mr. Qadhafi has done 
this and why Morocco has taken this action but I don't 
think we can speculate on those motivations. I think this 
is the sixth time Mr. Qadhafi has embarked in a union with 
another Arab country. 


Q John, notwithstanding your criticism of Mr. 
Qadhafi, does the United States Government welcome the 
possibility of having such a union between African 
countries and possibly even to come to the point of 
federation, confederation, whatever they are planning to 
do? 


4 Well, I don't think it's a question of 
unions with other countries and I don't think we should 
respond to that or speculate on that. The fact is that 
Mr. Qadhafi has made and continues to make, a lot of 
trouble around the world and much of it in a violent form, 
and the way for him to achieve a better relationship with 


the United States is to change his actions and change the 
actions of the people he has assigned to carry out these 


offensive activities. That's what we want to see. We 
want a change of heart, a change of actions, not words and 


protestations. )-O0Ss] 














Q John, do you have anything on a New York 
Times story about an $80 million fund in the UNESCO 
Organization which may have been, or may be, in the 
process of being diverted? 








A Yes, I do have a little on that, Jim. That y 
fund existed apparently to account for exchange rate gains 
or losses during the budget period in question. The 
judgment is that UNESCO's financial regulations clearly 
allow the return of these monies to member governments 
during the current year, and it is our intention to 
reclaim the United States' share of these monies, which 
clearly are owed to the United States. 





Q you think it's still there? 
A We hope it is. 


Q Do you fear that it may be spent to make up 
the deficit which would be caused by the United States' 
withdrawal? 


A I can't answer that. We're going to go 
after the money, we're going to recover it. 


Q What's involved in going after the money? 


x Well, I'm not going to get into the 
specifics, but we're serious about it. 


Q John, on Morocco, how would you characterize 
relations between the United States and Morocco today? 


h Well, as I said, they've been good, they are 
long-standing, and we expect to keep them that way. 


Q John, does the United States have any sort 
of position on the stability of Costa Rica right now with 
the change in cabinet there and last night's announcement 
that twenty-five Ambassadors have been asked to resign? 


B I don't have anything to offer you on that 
today. 


Q John, has Ambassador Shlaudeman gone off to 
meet again with Mr. Tinoco? 


A Yes, they are meeting today in the next 


round of the talks between Ambassador Shlaudeman and Mr. 
Tinoco. The meeting place is Manzanillo, Mexicc, and we 


expect that meeting to go through for a second day 
tomorrow, 


Q End tomorrow? 
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A I think it may well end tomorrow. I think 
that's the expectation, but as always, you can never be 
very precise about these things. 


Yes, Dana. 


Q Have you any financial or logistical details 
on the Saudi purchase of missiles or the Saudi lease of 
U.S. planes for searching mines? 


A I don't, but I think the Pentagon either may 
be able to offer that or may already have offered that 
Gata. I'm not sure. If know Mike Burch has been very 
forthcoming on our involvement in that operation, and I 
think that would be the place to get that. 


Q Are the search helicopters, are they really 
rented to Saudi Arabia? 


A I'm not sure. Just to be safe, I won't 
speculate, especially having come back from vacation. But 
I know the Pentagon is prepared to lay all this out for 


you, if they haven't already done. 





Q Do you have anything on the search for the 
mines? 

M No. 

Q -- at least an update? 

A Seen the latest report involving a Soviet 
vessel today, but can't confirm it. We've simply seen the 
report. 

Q John, do you have any reason, or have you 


been notified by the Egyptian Government why President 
Mubarak is singling out Libya as the only accused of the 


mining of the Suez? 


MK No. I think that, as Mr. Romberg has said 
previously, we are not in a position to indicate where 
those mines came from or who laid them, although various 
people have speculated and have their ideas and suspected 
parties. 


Q Does this mean you consider what Mr. Mubarak 
said as just speculation? 


A Well, I think we will simply stand on our 
position. That until we can give you something specific, 
we will stay where we are. 


Q Have the Egyptians given the United States 
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Government the information that they're basing their 
Statements on? 


A I don't know what -- I mean, I'm sure that a 
lot of discussion has gone on between the two governments, 
but just what it has been, I don't know. 


Q John, do you know of anything about -- 
there's a report that United States is helping tc build an 
air strip or base -- not a base in that sense of the word, 
but an airport .n that part of Cyprus which is controlled 
by Turkey, or by the Turkish Cypriots? 





Ps I don’t know anything about it. 

Q Could you look into it? 

oom Be glad to take a look, sure. 

Q This is a follow-up of an earlier question. 


Regarding the saie of, proposed sale of Stingers to Saudi 


Arabia and possible -- and Sidewinders, and possible 
renewed sale of Stingers to Jordan, can you tell us if 
those are being actively reviewed right now, where the 


process stands? 


A I cannot. I'ma little rusty on this. I 
mean, I just come back, and I haven't checked into that 
Since I got back. 


Q Nothing beyond -- 


A Nothing beyond what Mr. Romberg said the 
other day which I'm sure was comprehensive. 


Q And a follow-up to that. Are those major 
arms sales now completely separate from any sort of 
participation in an Arab-Israeli peace process? 


om Well, I think that the reason for the 
movement of that material to that area was based on the 
threat, not other considerations. It was a specific need 
and a specific time. 


Q John, one of your colleagues came up to the 
Foreign Press Center in the Press Building several weeks 
ago and said that this Administration, through his office 
of combating terrorism, was cooperating with the British 


in their efforts to combat the IRA Provisional Wing, IRA 
terrorism. 


Does that -- could you spell out what it is that 
we're doing, or give us a general idea? 


A I cannot because I don't know. But I 
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suspect that even those knowledgable would be reluctant 
really to give very much detail on anti-terrorism 
activities that we're engaged in. 


Obviously, we -- as Secretary Shultz has 
indicated, we are cooperating with a number of governments 
and working closely with them, but I don’t think there 
would be much enthusiasm for revealing just how we are 
working on it. 


Q Does that mean, though, that essentially we 
come -- this Administration comes down on the side of the 
so-called unionist forces in Northern Ireland? 





M Well, that's not changing or attempting to 
modify our position on Northern Ireland, all of which has 
been set out and is unchanged. But I was referring 
specifically to your question about terrorism. And in the 
area of terrorism, certainly, we're pursuing that 
vigorously. 


Q The situation there does appear to be 
getting a lot worse. Is there any new look being taken by 
the Administration at it or any new -- 


n I'm sure those involved are following it 
very closely. 


Q Anything on Vienna? 

f No, nothing on Vienna. 
Q Anything new? 

A Nothing new. 


Q El Salvador is going to announce -- Duarte 
announced yesterday he was going, or they have intervened 
in the International Court and have made representations 
against Nicaragua in the International Court -- in the 
World Court. Do you have any guidance on it? 


a Well, yes. President Duarte did make an 
address to the Legislative Assembly yesterday, and he 
discussed Nicaragua's claim against the United States 
before the International Court of Justice in the Hague. 

He said that “Nicaragua had made the malicious and 
unfounded statement that El Salvador was not involved in 
the issue because £1] Salvador had never claimed to be a 
victim of Nicaraguan armed aggression.” He said that this 
was untrue and for that reason the Government of El 
Salvador had decided to presented its views to the ICJ. 


referring to recent comments by Mr. Ortega to 
west German television, that Nicaragua would continue its 
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support of the Salvadoran guerrillas, Mr. Duarte said that 
"subversion in El Salvador was organized by and directed 
from Nicaragua." He also argued that the Central American 
problem should be dealt with in the fora such as Contadora 
and not in the International Court. 


Q Can we get a copy, please? ° 
m Sure. 
Q Does this affect, in any way, however, the 


U.S. position that the World Court has no jurisdiction 
over United States with respect to the Central American 
issue? 





M Not at all. We've taken our position before 


the Court, and this is a Salvadoran initiative and 
intervention, and they are saying what they want they want 


to say before the Court. 


Q And do you have any idea when the 
jurisdiction issue is going to come up now? It's been 
some months. 





i I don't. I don't know what the schedule 
is. Any light on that, Alan? No, sorry. 


Q John, can I get back to terrorism for just 
one second? I think -- I'm just interested in completing 
the record on something. Yesterday, the Department made a 
Statement in connection with the pipe bomb in Los Angeles, 
and events subsequent to that statement changed the 
appearance of that situation. 


Did the Department at that time, yesterday noon 


or at this time, have any evidence to suggest that the 
incident was one of international terrorism, as the 


Statement yesterday said? 


h I can't quite recall the phrase in the 
Statement that you're quoting. 


Q I didn't bring it -- 


BK Was there a presumption in the statement 
that it was an international act of terrorism? 


Q The statement said it was -- called it 
"international terrorism." 


y I don't know what evidence that was based 
on, but obviously there was a bomb. 


Q What I'm getting at is, does the U.S. think 
that this police officer who has been accused was in 
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anyway connected with international terrorists? 


A I don*t know. I think that's a Los Angeles 
Police Department investigation. I'm sure they're 
investigating that very vigorously, not the aspect you 
mentioned, but, certainly, the motivation of the 
individual. 


Q John, Ambassador Buckley yesterday, in 
Mexico City, publicly criticized the U.S. delegate for not 
flagging down the passage concerning occupied territories 
at a preparation conference in March. 





Did the State Department at that preparation 
conference make some sort of mistake, and, if not, what 
justified his making that statement? 


B I can‘t answer that specific question. But 
there is some guidance in the Press Office that was 
prepared yesterday in connection with -- I don't know 
whether it responds specifically to that point, but you 
might want to dig it out from yesterday and see what it 
says. 


Q John, about the statement made by, or 
attributed to Secretary Shultz regarding Syria considered 
at this time as an obstacle to peace. This iooks very 
much to be contradictory to the statement made by 
Assistant Secretary Murphy a few weeks ago. Do you have 
an explanation for it? 


M No, I don't think it is contradictory. I 
think what both Assistant Secretary Murphy and the 
Secretary are saying is that the record in the past of 
Syria has been clear. Syria's role in obstructing the 
implementation of the accord between Lebanon and Israel is 
guite clear, but that Syria's aims in Lebanon perhaps have 
changed, the tactical situation is changed. I think that, 
in essence, was the theme of the remarks of both of them. 


Q So how do you characterize the Syrian 
Situation now? How do you characterize the situation? 


K Well, as I say, in the past, there have been 
occasions when Syria has been obstructive. There are 
changed conditions, perhaps, on the ground in Lebanon 
which have caused Syria to change its tactics in certain 
areas. 


Q Are you in contact with Syria now -- 
nowadays? Farugq al-Shar, the Minister of Foreign Affairs, 
in an interview with a London-based magazine, said that we 
are not going to close the doors on dialogue and 


negotiations with the United States. 
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A I don't know what the contact is, but I 
think that question is a little bit puzzling because even 
in those days when we have had some harsh words to trade 
with Syria, the channel for communication was there and 
was used all the time, and it clearly is being used 
today. There's no problem about communicating. 


Q (inaudible) changed circumstances on the 
ground a result of Syria's successful obstruction of our 
policy previous? 


a Well, I don't want to get into a sort of 


detailed discussion with you, but I think you refer to 
some obvious events that are taking place. 


Q John, it's now two weeks since I first 
charged that this -- that officers of this Department had 
deliberately misinformed the public and Congressional -- 


f That “lied*® was the word you used, if I read 
the transcript. I think “lied® -- 


Q Fine, lied, deliberately lied to the public 
and Congressional officers in the case of abduction of 
Patricia Londono. Do you yet have any explanation of 
those lies? 


aa No, I don't have anything for anybody who 
charges that spokesmen at this podium are liars. 


Q Well, to clarify, is it still the position 
of this Department that there was no abduction that took 
place even after they have medical evidence of her 
post-release examination available to them? 


B I don't have anything on your specific 


question, but my eye was caught by the intemperate 
language that you used, 


Q Let me ask another question related to this 
case. Can you explain the relationship between the Labor 
attache of the U.S. Embassy in Colombia, Jim Bell, and the 
attorney, Arturo Cortes Cadena, who is implicated in the 
kidnapping? 


i The Labor Attache is performing the 
assignment for which he was sent to that area. 


Q Including the kidnapping of Patricia Londono? 


am I don't think kidnapping is generally within 
the assignment. 


Q Look, the facts are on the public record. 
The statements of this Department contradict the facts 
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charged. You refuse to explain it. 


7 I think we have come to the end of this 
briefing. Thank you, ladies and gentlemen. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:35 p.m.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: No announcements. With a little bit 
of luck, you could all be on the golf course by 12:30. 


Q John, regarding the Reagan joke, did we ever 
send any communications to any of our allies or Moscow 
explaining that in any way? 


x I'm not aware of anything further on that, 
Greg. I think we had some discussion with the Soviets in 
Moscow yesterday. They drew our attention to the TASS 
Statement. I think that's about the strength of it. 


Q What is that about Moscow? 


BR I think at the -- I think in Moscow 
yesterday Soviet officials drew the attention of our 
Embassy there to the TASS statement which is fairly 
Standard operating procedure, but I'm not aware of any 
exchanges beyond that. 


Q You said “discussion.* Was it the Soviets 
just drawing the U.S. attention, or was there an exchange 
of views on the subject? 


h I'm mot aware of any exchange on it. I 
think they were simply making sure we had seen the TASS 
statement. 


Q Has any American diplomat been instructed to 
explain the sequence of events in any way to any U.S. 
allies in Europe especially? 


» I think the sequence of events were very -- 
were clear and are clear, and as our short statement said 


yesterday, we think the Soviets are blowing this entirely 
out of proportion. 


Q But there's -- no diplomatic explanation 
effort has been -- 


A I think the facts of the matter are very 
clear; don't need any amplification. 














Q Was this a protest from the Soviets? 


- I don't think I would say it was a protest, 


Jim. I think it was simply, as I say, pointing out to us, 
as they do on numerous occasions. You know how they 


indicate their views, and I guess in this case they chose 
TASS and then drew our attention to the TASS statement. 
Q And who was the Soviet official -- 


2 I‘m not sure at what level it was. 


i) 


Not at the Foreign Minister's level? 


M I think it was at the Poreign Ministry, 
yes. But i* was not at the Foreign Minister level, no; 
no, no, nc. But I'm not sure what level it was. 


Q What impact do you think this will have on 
the perception of the President among the Western Allies? 


A I think it will have no impact at all. The 
President's views on the overall question of arms control 
are very clear, and I see no reason why it would have any 
impact on the perception of the strong position the United 


States has taken in this field. 


Q John, what is the status of possible 
Shultz-Gromyko discussions at the U.N.? 


Bh I don't know that they have moved forward at 
all, Barrie, since the Secretary last spoke of the 
possibility and, indeed, perhaps probability of such a 


meeting. But I don't know that anything has happened to 
add any more substance to that expectation. I think 


that's about where it is. 


Q And has the whole question of Gromyko's 
plane and where it lands, and so on, has that all been 
smoothed out of the way? 


aM I think the Secretary said -- I can't quite 
remember where he said it -- but I think he said that we 
were assured there would be no problem about Gromyko's 
plane landing this year. 


Q Do we know that he's coming? 
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x I do not know that we know that as of this 
Gate. I think it's an expectation -- 


Q We're assuming that? 

a I think it's an assumption; that's right. 

Q John, did anybody ask you yet about the 
kidnapping and killing of Jews in Beirut by people, 
presumably (inaudible) of the other organizations in 
Lebanon? 


os No. Is this today's report? 





Q Well, there was a Jew killed -- abducted, 
and his body was found in West Beirut or in the suburb of 
West Beirut last month. Yesterday morning, a rabbi who 
was in the synagogue in Beirut was abducted. 


A Uh-huh. 


Q And they don't know where he is. Is this 
the way -- have we made any representations or 
investigations or inquires about this? 


B I just am not informed on this, but be glad 
to take a look and see what we can -- 


Q Would you look into it? The other thing is 
about the weapons that Kuwait is buying from the Soviet 
Union. 


h Uh-huh. 


Q Do you have something to add to what has 
already been said about this? 


M Well, seen the -- 


Q Has it been noted that Kuwait is the only 
Arab country that has relations with the -- the only Arab 
country on the Gulf, I guess it is, that has diplomatic 
relations, or among the six -- Gulf six -- excuse me, I'm 
a little bit confused about this. 





x It's all right, we'll wait. 


Q (inaudible) in a speech. You get old, you 
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forget chings. About the -- in the Gulf Council that has 
relations with the Soviet Union, and that the government 


is largely dominated by Palestinians? 


- Well, we're certainly aware of the 
relationship with the Soviet Union. In fact, there's been 
a relationship in terms of arms purchases, which we 
understand, over the years. This is not the first time 
that Kuwait's been involved in such a purchase. 


We do think that the figures that have been cited 
are exaggerated. I think the figure that is being used, 
was used, is $327 million. We do think that figure is 
considerably exaggerated. We understand that Kuwait's 
agreement with the Soviet Union may include additional 
surface-to-air-missiles to supplement the SA-7s which are 
aiready in their inventory, as well as certain yet 
unspecified other equipment. 


As we've indicated before, we and the Kuwaitis 
have had a long-standing security assistance relationship, 
and we have agreed in principle on a number of new 
measures to improve Kuwait's defense capability. Our 
discussions regarding implementation of those proposals 
are continuing. We will of course be looking carefully at 
how Kuwaiti purchase of Soviet arms, especially of air 
defense equipment, might impact on our own program. But 
we do not believe the reported sale portends any 
Significant shift in Kuwait's traditional policy of 
purchasing weapons from a variety of sources, including 
the United Kingdom, France, the Soviet Union and the 
United States, 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 
i Sure. 


Q What about the fact that this is the first 
time that a Soviet advisory group will be in Kuwait? 
Doesn't this have some impact on the relationship between 
the United States ard Kuwait, some impact on the 
traditional relationship? 


h Well, it's not the first time that -- in a 
country where Scviet and U.S. advisors will have been in 
the same area. We understand a small number of Soviet 
training personnel -- I understand that's in the area of 
about five or six -- may be used to provide advice and 
training on equipment already or soon to be in the Kuwaiti 
inventory. Don't have any further details on those 
numbers, 
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Kuwait would not be the first country where U.S. 
and Soviet military personnel are engaged in simultaneous 
security assistance programs. In such instances, we take 
appropriate measures to assure that U.S. military 
equipment and technology are not compromised. We already 
have Kuwait's agreement to protect classified U.S. systems 
and information from unauthorized disclosure to third 
parties. We have every reason to believe that the 
Kuwaitis will respect this agreement. 





Your next question will be, “In which countries 
have U.S. and Soviet advisors worked together?" And those 
countries are Jordan, Peru and the Yemen Arab Republic. 


Q Will Egypt be involved the same way? 

M I'm sorry? 

Q Will Egypt be involved the same way with 
Russian and -- with Soviet and American military 
advisors? 


co In Egypt? 


Q Egypt, yes? 


M I'm not aware of any Soviet advisors in 
Egypt at the present. 


Q A copy of that last statement? 


A Sure. 

Q John, how many Americans in Kuwait? 

f That's the one little piece of information I 
don't have with me, but I'm sure the Pentagon could -- 

Q Do we have a military group in Kuwait? 

a I'm sure there is a U.S. military group in 
Kuwait. 

Q John, in that list of weapons, are there any 


shoulder-fired missiles that would replace the Stingers 
that were not sold by the United States to Kuwait? 


A I don't know about shoulder-fired missiles. 


I'm not sure specifically -- because we're not aware of 
the 
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details yet -- but I think it's logical to assume that the 
purpose of what the Soviets, the purpose underlying what 
the Kuwaitis are trying to buy from the Soviets, obviously 
relates to the fact that they were not able to purchase 
Stingers from the United States. I think it's in the air 
defense area that they're trying to boost their defense in 
the areas where the United States was not able to help. 


Q John, is the United States Government aware 
that the -- Kuwait, and now it's Jordan in line to buy 
arms from the Soviet Union; the Chief of the Jordanian 
Armec Forces have resulted in this thing, and they went to 
the Soviet Union to buy arms after they were rejected by 
the United States? 


B We've seen the same reports you have about 
the possibility of Jordanian purchases from the Soviet 
Union. 


Q But you are aware that, you know, Kuwait 
went to the Soviet Union after they were rebuffed by the 
United States; you know that? 


M We're aware of the request Kuwait made of 
us, and we're aware of this development. So, yes, we're , 
aware of the sequence. 


Q John, this might be going over old ground, 
and I'm sorry if we are. But did we ever give a reason 
why we were not selling Stingers to Kuwait? 


B I can't remember the language, and I'm loath 
to come up with language on the spot. I guess I'd prefer 
to go back to the guidance we used at the time. 


Q We did tell them no, we didn't -- 


A I think we told them we were not prepared to 
sell at this time, I was the -- I think I'm pretty close 
to the phrase, 


Q John, that $327 figure, which you say is 
exaggerated, how far off is it? Do you have your own 
figure? 


h No, we don't have our own figure. 


Q John, the American -- 





What does “considerably” mean? 


Q 
A Greatly. (Laughter) 
Q Yeah. 


Q John, the American -- these American 
advisors in Kuwait that you mentioned, what specifically 
do they give advice on? I mean, what program are they 
involved in? 


A Well, maybe I misspoke. I guess we'd have 
to go back to the Pentagon and make sure. It's my 
impression that there are American advisors in Kuwait in 
connection with the equipment that is being supplied to 
them. 


--MORE-- 
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Q What kind of equipment? 


A Well, for example, we have provided air 
defense equipment to them in the past. 


Q Do you know how long they're going to be 
there? 


3 Well, I think what I prefer to do is to have 
you go to the Pentagon, and I'm sure Mike Burch can (a) 
confirm that there are Americans there, tell you how many, 
tell you how long they are likely to be there. 


Q Sure. 


Q John, back on the President's remarks, you 
Said that you did not think it would have any impact at 
all on the relationship between the U.S. and the Western 
Allies. What impact do you think on the U.S. and Soviet 
relationship? 


os I don't know quite what you're groping for, 
Bernie, because the policy of the United States and the 
policies of the President, which have been very explicitly 
articulated, particularly in this area of arms control, 
are very clear; and I don't see why this incident would, 
in any way, have any impact on those (inaudible). 


Q What about the possible impact on Vienna, 
the possibility of the U.S.-Soviet -- (inaudible) 


h I haven't heard this incident linked with 
the Soviet unwillingness to take “yes" for an answer on 
Vienna. 


Q John, on the Soviets, does the State 
Department have any view on the apparent controversy 
between the East Germans and the Soviets about further 
contacts with the West Germans? 


Q We can't hear those people in the front row 
when they whisper. Use the microphone -- 


Q It doesn't involve Israel, Joe. 
(Laughter ) 


Q That's a nasty remark, Jim Anderson, and 
it's not worthy of you or your -- 
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A Well, let me slice through this by saying, 
no, I'm sorry, Jim, I don't have anything on that. 


Q Then, if you have any updating on the 
Situation in the Red Sea? 


B Not really, other than to say that we are 
able to confirm 18 underwater explosions. There is an 
awful lot of confusion about those figures, and you 
probably will say, yes, there are more reports than 18, 
and there certainly are, but the State Department is able 
to confirm 18 such explosions. 


Q Including the Cypriot ship this morning? 


h That does not include the report on the 
Cypriot ship, I think. 


Q Does it include the Soviet? 


A I'll have to do a little research on that, 
Greg. 


Q Have any mines been found by the sweepers? 
BK No, not so far. 


Q John, what about the efforts or the attempts 
by the Western World to get sort of ultinational efforts 
by France, England, anc other count 2s to get involved in 
Cleaning that Red Sea area -- Arab leaders -- 


‘ I think there is such a multinational -- I 
mean, I think the French are involved; I think the British 
are involved; we are involved, and I think the Italians 
may be involved. I'm not sure about that. 


Q Are they planning to expand that -- 
(inaudible) may have more participation? 


A I'm not aware of any plans to expand that. 
I think the countries in the area, obviously, are in the 
lead on this and would be responsible for inviting others 
to be involved in coordinating that. I'm not aware of any 
expansion beyond those countries at the moment. 


Q John, who has command and control for all of 
this? I mean, you can't have all those ships, you know, 
running around in the Red Sea without someone up there 
saying, you know, “You take this section, you take that * 
section.* 
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A Sure. 
Q How was this decided? 


B I don't know. 1 think Mike Burch -- again, 
I hate to keep ducking this, but I think they really are 
in control of this story, and I think you probably really 
have to ask the Pentagon. 


Q Is the U.S. any closer to concluding which 
country is responsible? 


BR No. We're as we were yesterday. I mean, 
there are the obvious reports and the obvious -- the 
fingers pointed at suspects, but, no, the United States is 
not, at this stage, able to -- 


Q Have you been notified by the Egyptian 
authorities why they are now pinpointing their accusation 
to Libya? 

BR I think we have to say where we are, and 
we're not able to confirm what kind of mines they are and 
what their origin is and who laid them. 


Q John, do you have any State Department 
interpretation of the change in the political structure in 
Tehran -- 


h No. 
Q -- the firing of ministers and so on? 
a No, afraid we don't. 


Q Any comment on the Bekaa Valley attack by 
Israel today or the -- 


A No. 

Q -- guerrilla attack on the Israeli troops 
yesterday? 

» No, no comment. 

Q Any comment on the report of two human 


rights groups accusing the Salvadoran security forces of 
indiscriminate attacks on civilian populations? 
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7 Yes. First of all, we would note that we 
regret any deaths of noncombatant civilians, and while our 
own data has indicated a consistent downward trend in 
politically-motivated civilian deaths, no one can be 


satisfied until such incidents no longer occur. 


We haven't seen any official report by the two 
groups, and it is our understanding that the press reports 
are based on a briefing yesterday by those organizations, 
so we are unaware of the evidence or the methodology used 
to support the specific allegations. 


We have previously addressed earlier allegations 
of indiscriminate air attacks on civilians, noting that we 
Gid not accept the contention that the Salvadoran Army and 
Air Force engage in widespread indiscriminate bombings -- 


Q Copy, please? 


y Not finished. -- as well as artillery 


shellings or attacks on civilian targets. Indeed, El 
Salvador's Army and Air Force policy goes to substantial 


lengths to prevent incidents of this nature. 


Nonetheless, we are aware that there have been 
instances in which civilians have been caught up in combat 
Situations, and we've urged the Salvadoran Armed Forces to 
exercise maximum care to avoid civilian casualties. They 
are in full accord. 


We would note, finally, that the Salvadoran human 
rights organization is reportedly restructuring its 
statistical methodology and has not yet released its July 
reports. Also, on June 15, Archbishop Rivera y Damas, in 
his first homily after an extended absence from the 
country, qualified a report on air force bombing deaths 
with the remark that the victims could not be identified 
as guerrillas or civilians. 


Q Copy? 
y Sure. 
Q John, are you finished with this one? 


a I think we probably are, Connie. 


Q Two things: Did you have anything on the 
Soweto bombing today? 
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A No, I'm afraid we don't. 


Q And does the U.S. have anything today on the 
U.N. action regarding South Africa, any position on how 
we're going to vote? 





A The U.N. action -- 


Well, there's a debate on -- 


Q 
BR You mean the Constitution? 
Q Right. 

AK 


Had some guidance on that yesterday, on our 
position. 


Q Right. Anything -- 


h Nothing further on the way we will vote. As 
always, we'll look at the resolution, the text of the 
resolution. But if you're interested, if you weren't here 
yesterday, there was some guidance yesterday -- 


Q Right. 
h -- on our thinking about that constitution. 


Q Right. I just wondered if there was anthing 
new today on it. 


K No. 
Q Will the U.S. participate in the debate? 
h I don't know. 


Q Do you have anything on the British comment 
that there is no independent evidence to corroborate the 
massive civilian deaths in Uganda? 


an Sure do. I guess you're talking about the 
remarks by Assistant Secretary Elliott Abrams. He gave 
the U.S. Government's assessment of the human rights 
situation in Uganda -- that was in his August 9th 
appearance before the Human Rights and Africa Subcommittee 
of the House of Representatives. His testimony war based 
on the best information from all sources available to us, 
and we really don't have very much to add to that. 
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Insofar as the Ugandan Government is concerned, 
we've made it clear that in expressing our concerns about 
the human rights situation in their country, we want to 
work with their government rather than against it in 
seeking improvements. 





Q Copy of that? 
B Sure. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Israeli 
; occupying forces in Lebanon? 


Q Same subject. How do you explain the fact 
that the British, working on the best sources available to 
the Foreign Office, have reached a different conclusion? 


h I guess you'll have to ask then. 


Q The same subject: Is it to be expected that 
U.S. assistance to Somalia would be affected by the 
information included in the statement by Mr. Abrams? 


n I don't have anything on that one for you. 
Sorry. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Israeli 
occupying authorities in Lebanon are again cordoning the 
Ayn al-Hilweh refugee camp where 25 Palestinians were 
arrested and where one of these detainees died during 
arrest yesterday? 


A No. Don't have anything -- 
Q Can you look into this? 
h I'll take a look. 


Q Do we have any view on the civilian 
opposition in Nicaragua dropping their demands that the 
Sandinistas negotiate with the guerrillas? 


A Don't have an update on the progress or lack 
of progress towards an election in Nicaragua. I don't 
know whether we've had anything in the past several days. 
No, don't have any -- nothing beyond where we were a few 
days ago. 
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Q And I have one other question: Do we have 
anything to say about the closure of The Observer in 
Windhoek? 





B Yes, we deplore that kind of activity. The 
United States’ position on press freedom, of course, is 
well known. Suffice it to say that we deplore actions 


which lead to any restriction on press freedom, and this 
is particularly true regarding Namibia, which is at a 


critical juncture in its evolution toward independence. 


Q Anything new on the Nicaraguan talks in 
Manzanillo? 


B No, I don't have anything. I guess those 
are continuing today, but I don't have any readout for you. 


Q John, is there anything between the United 
States and Portugal dealing with the Archbishop Trifa case 
since the announcement by the Department of Justice? 


BR Is there anything on it? That's a pretty 
broad question. 


Q Well, I mean, do you have anything to 
comment on the fact that -- Well, the Portuguese are 
saying that apparently he has a six-month residence visa 
in Portugal, and that he slipped through the net, and 
there was nothing against him in the Trifa record. And 
the inguiry as to U.S. participation was rather vague from 
the source that I talked with, but they indicated that 
maybe there was some talk. 


A Well, in connection with that case, the 
Archbishop reached a settlement with the Department of 
Justice in which he agreed to depart the United States to 
a country of his chosing. 


Trifa's departure to Portugal was the result of 
arrangements worked up by Trifa himself or his 
representatives, and the United States Government was not 
involved in those arrangements. We're not really the lead 
agency on this, as I say. It's the Department of Justice; 
and if you want to pursue that, I would talk to Mr. 
Schearer, who is at the Office of Special Investigations 
at the Department of Justice. 


Q Neil Schearer? 


BM I don't -- Yes, it is Neil. That's right, 
yes. 
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Okay? 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:44 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. Just like to remind 
you that on Monday at 8:30 P.M. Chicago time, 9:30 P.M. 
our time, Secretary Shultz will address the VFW Annual 
Convention, and at that time he will receive the 1984 
Dwight David Eisenhower Distinguished Service Award and 
Citation. That dinner will be at the Conrad Hilton Hotel 
in Chicago. The subject of the Secretary's speech wili be 
"Diplomacy and Strength.* If anyone wants to cover that, 
they should be in touch with Wade Ladue, of the VFW. Mr. 
Ladue’s number today is 312-922-3773, and as of tomorrow 
his number will be 312-922-4400. That's on Monday, the 
Secretary at the VFW. 


Q When is the text supposedly -- 


Just as soon as we can make it available. 


> 


Do you expect it Monday? 


Certainly expect it Monday, yes. Sure. 


2 
A 
Q What time is that speech? 
h 9:30 our time. 

Q Monday evening? 

BM Monday evening. 

Q P.M. 

a P.M., yes. That's all 
Q Is that it? 

a That's it. 


Q Have you had a chance to study the note from 
Poland about easing the sanctions? 


a We've received it, Jim. It's eleven pages, 
an eleven-page note. We do have it under study and don't 
have any comment at this time or any characterization of 
it. 
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Q In general, I'm told that the Poles are 
asking for compensation for damages incurred when the 
airline sanction was imposed. Does the United States have 
any view about whether it will consider such compensation? 


A Well, as I say, we're looking at it and 
really aren't going to have any comment until we've had a 
chance to study the note, 


Q When do you expect the IMF to take any 
action on the Polish application? 


- I don't have anything on that. 


Q Any reaction to the litigation in The Hague 
this morning? I'm not exactly sure what was said, but it 
concerns the mining in Nicaraguan harbors, 


B Well, you mean Salvador's intervention? 
Yes, I do. On June 30, Nicaragua filed a brief on the 
question of the jurisdiction of the Court to entertain the 
case and related questions. Pursuant to an order of the 
Court, the United States filed its response today with the 
Court on these same questions. And insofar as the timing 
of when the Court will hear the cases concerned, Davis 
Robinson, who is the State Department's Legal Adviser and 
Our agent in this case at The Hague, and the Nicaraguan 
agent will be meeting with the President of the Court 
later this month to discuss the question of further 
proceedings, including the scheduling of oral hearings. 


As you know, El Salvador filed an intervention in 
the case to enable it to argue that the Court does not 
have jurisdiction over Nicaragua's application. The Court 
has fixed September 14 as the time limit for the United 
States and Nicaragua to present written observations 


thereon, 
Q Copy, please? 


A Sure, 


Q Also on Nicaragua, do you have any reports 
that Nicaragua may be activating its new large airfield? 


A Well, we do. It's not a new story. We 
Stated as recently as July 6 our concern about Nicaragua's 
militarization, which is totally out of 
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proportion to its defense needs. The building of this 

airport, as well as the improvements, and the lengthening 
of several other military airfields in Nicaragua would not 
appear directed, at least potentially, against Nicaragua's 
armed opposition as much as against Nicaragua's neighbors. 


We've indicated before that the addition of 
advanced combat aircraft to the Sandinistas' powerful 
military arsenal would be a seriously destabilizing 


development in the region and would increase the threat 
Nicaragua poses to other countries in the region. It 


would alter the balance of power in the region. Both the 
Soviet Union and Cuba are well aware of our position in 


this regard. 
Q Copy of that? 


a Sure. 


Q How about the announcement in Nicaragua that 
they are going to, that the Contras are going to withdraw 
th ¢ demand that they be included in negotiations between 
t e-- 


A Don't have anything on that for you. 

Q Excuse me. On the airfield again. 

B Uh-huh. 

Q Do you know where these modern aircraft are 


and how many are involved? 


M No, I don't have anything for you on that. 


Q John, another subject? In today's op-ed 
page of The Times Senator Cranston observed that Pakistan 
has continued to move ahead with its nuclear development 
despite a large American aid program including F-l6s, and 
he suggests we ought to withhold aid or F-16 delivery. 





Are we doing anything along that line or 
considering -- 


M No. 

Q -- anything along that line? 

M No, we're not. Our position is well known, 
hasn't changed. We remain concerned about unsafeguarded 





nuclear activities in Pakistan. We've made those concerns 
known, as you know, to the Government of Pakistan at every 
appropriate opportunity. 


We have welcomed President Zia's repeated 
statements that Pakistan will not acquire a nuclear device 
of any kind. Don't have any comment on specific details 
* Pakistan's nuclear program as related in the op-ed 
piece. 


As far as the F-l16s are concerned, our present 
five-year security assistance program for Pakistan -- 
under that program, 40 F-l6s are scheduled for delivery. 
About half of them have been delivered to date; the 
remainder are scheduled to arrive early in 1986. And 
that's all on track. 


Q Copy, please? 
z Sure. 

Q In what year? 
h "86. 


Q On the very subject that Greg has just 
raised, if there is a delay in proceeding with the nuclear 
agreement with the Chinese because of various U.S. 
concerns, why doesn't the U.S. remain concerned about the 
possible destination of the ieakage from China? 


B Well, there are two separate issues here, 
but there is no change in our position on that agreement 
and the safeguards that are in the agreement; also, beyond 
that, the statements that China has made on 
nonproliferation. There is no problem with the language 
of that agreement. 


As we've said before, what we're doing is taking 
some extra time to make sure that the implications of what 
that agreement involves are thoroughly understood, We 
want to be absolutely certain about the understanding of 
that agreement. 


Q Is it language rather than leakage? 
A It's not language, no. That's what I'm 


saying. Language is -- there have been one or two stories 
suggesting there is something wrong with the language in 
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the agreement. That's not correct. 


Q But John, the point that Bernie is making 


and I was alluding to earlier, if we are, in sundry, 
holding up an arrangement with China because we are 


concerned that they are assisting a nuclear program in 
another country, why would we not put leverage on that 


other country which is the beneficiary of whatever China 
is doing? 


A Well, you're making a number of far-reaching 
assumptions which I don't think we can accept. This is a 
very significant issue for us. There are laws which we 
want to abide by -- and will abide by -- and we want to 
make sure that as the agreement goes forward, everything 
is in order. 


But I think you're making some assumptions that 
go beyond the issues that we're checking out. You're 
making assumptions that certain things have taken place. 
We are simply pursuing our inquiries into some of these 
areas. 


Q So the allegations of Senator Cranston about 
specific assistance being given by the Chinese to the 
Pakistanis you would deny? 


ay Well, as we have said before, we have 
accepted the Pakistani assurances; as we've told you 


before -- and we can go back to that language -- we have 
had certain undertakings from China, and that's where we 


are. 


Q New subject, John? 
yh Sure. 


Q Anything more on Red Sea, the operation? 
Have we found a mine? 


o Not a great deal, Bernie. I'll be glad to 
give you -- We have not found a mine, no. 


There was a report that the Egyptian Navy had 
discovered and detonated a mine. Don't have any comment 
for you on that, really, but I'd be cautious about that 
story. 


As far as the United States is concerned -- well, 
the Pentagon really should take the lead on this. I 





understand the operation is going forward about as 
planned. The Shreveport is now on station in the Gulf of 
Suez and will start mine-sweeping momentarily, with it's 
four Sea Stallion Helicopters. Three more of our 
helicopters already are sweeping the port area of Jidda, 
in Saudi Arabia. But I think Mike Burch will be happy to 
give you any further details on that. 





-- MORE -- 
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Q John, do you accept the characterization of 
the U.S. position in the Red Sea now as more imprivileged 
than it was before the mines? 


A More in privilege? I'm not quite sure I 
understand that. 


Q More privileged, let me say. I mean, in an 
advantageous position than before? 


M Is this -- are you talking about the 


preposterous Libyan suggestion that there are no mines in 
the Red Sea and that is a ploy by the United States to 
take over the Red Sea; is that the question? 


Q No. I have in my mind the story, the main 
story of the Christian Science Monitor yesterday. 





My Okay. What's that one? 


Q It says that the United States is in a 
better position now than it was before the mines. 


M I don't know that -- in a better position in 
regard to what? I guess we would just as soon not have 
any mines there and therefore not have to be involved and 
take the risks that are involved in mine-sweeping. But 
they are there, and I think we're performing an operation 
we've been asked to perform, with others. 


I don't know that that gives those -- the 
British, the French, the Italians who, along with 
ourselves, are engaged in mine-sweeping -- I don't know 
that that gives any of them any particular privilege. 


Q John, anything new on Senator's Specter's, 
Arlen Specter's assertion that he knew who the 
perpetrators might have been and -- 


A No. NO. 


Q John, does the visit of the Djiboutian 


official here today have anything to do with the mining 
operation -- the mine-sweeping operation? 


A I must confess I wasn't aware there was such 
avisit. I don't know. 


Q John, Yassir Arafat, last night -- 
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Q Could you take that question, please? 
A I'll try. Who is he seeing; do you know? 


Q He's seeing Crocker. It's on the public 
schedule. 


A Okay. Sure. You caught me; I haven't read 
the public schedule. 


Q John, you appeared to have some guidance on 
Greg's question about the op-ed piece in today's Times. 
Would you have anything on the op-ed piece in the Times 
yesterday by the Mayor of Boston? 


Bh No. 
Q Relating to the -- (Laughter) 


And I didn't have anything yesterday on it, 
either. 


You ought to know him. He's your neighbor. 


Q 

A My friend? 
Q Would you take the question? 

B Why don't you tell me what he said? 


Q Basically, what he said was that the J.S. 
through the State Department, should bring its influence 
to bear on Great Britain and the government there, 


relating to the New Forum Report recently -- 


B We have offered some words on our position 
on the New Forum, but that's it. 


Q That's it? 


AK That's it. There's no addition to that. 
Q That's the end of the story? 
K Well, I don't know that that's the end of 


the story, but if you want the State Department's position 
on the New Forum Report, I'm sure the Press Office would 


be delighted to pull it for you. 


Q John, last night Yassir Arafat on CNN with 
Sandy Freeman was asked about the possibility of 
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negotiation with Israel and others. He reiterated his 
interview with Nouvelle Observateur in May. He said, "I 
am ready to negotiate directly with all the parties 
concerned in the Middle East conflict, including Israel." 
DO you have any comment on that, or do you want to look 
through this? 





B No, I don't have any comment on his offer to 
negotiate with Israel. As far as any contacts between the 
United States and the PLO, our conditions have been out 
there. They are very clear; they're very explicit. And 
at such time as those conditions are met, then the 
Situation might change, but at the moment there's not much 
prospect of talks between -- there's no prospect of talks 


between Mr. Arafat and the United States. 


Q Do you have any explanation for Senator 
Buckley's use of the word “misguided,* about State 
Department policy at the Population Conference? 


A No, I wouldn't attempt to explain why he 
used that. 


Q Do you have any comment on it? 


M No, don't have any comment, other than what 
we had. I think we had some yesterday. I don't have 
anything. 


Q On that? 


A I don't know whether it's on that particular 


aspect. There's been a slew of guidance on the U.N. 
Conference. 


Q Well, was the State Department policy 
misguided? 


BR I think there is some guidance on the 


involvement of the State Department mentioned by Senator 
Buckley prior to his own involvement, but I don't have 


anything new today. 


Q John, several -- going back to the question 


of China and Pakistan and nuclear weapons development, 
several Pakistani nationals were arrested in the U.S. 
recently on charges of trying to get triggering devices 
for nuclear weapons. 


h Uh-huh. 
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Q Are we satisfied that President Zia's 
disavowal of nuclear weapons development programs is 
conclusive, or is that public relations? 


- Well, I think we had some words at the time 
of the trial, and I think conviction, of those 
individuals, specifically related to that case. In 
general, our position concerning Pakistan's assurances is 
as I've underlined it again here today. 


Q John, the Iranians threatened to retaliate 
if any of their ships were searched in the Suez Canal. Do 
you have any response to that -- 


A No. 


Q -- or whether any U.S.-- either 
installations or ships might be threatened at all? 


M I don't -- I'm sure you can imagine, I 
think, U.S. vessels and installations in that part of the 
world are obviously exercising particular vigilance, and 
have been for some time, but I don't think we'd get into 
any special steps that might be taken. 


Q John, how does the United States Government 
characterize the Israeli air strike in Lebanon yesterday 
which resulted in the killing of four people? 


x Didn't have any comment for you yesterday, 
and I don't have today either. 


Q John, getting back to the Red Sea for a 
second. If you were asked about the reports in the last 
couple of days from Egypt, Egypt released -- issued some 
Statements about a Libyan registered vessel that went into 
the Red Sea and spent more time than normal operations of 
that type would taxe place, and so on. 


h Uh-huh . 


Q The Egyptians said, in issuing that 
Statement, that that was the reason for their pointing the 
finger at Libya. Do you have anything to say about that 
kind of evidence or that kind of conclusion drawing in 
this? 


M No, and I'm not -- we're not disputing the 
suspicions of others and, indeed, even our own 
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Suspicions. But I think you would be the first to 
criticize if we pointed the figure at anybody; and you 
would say where's the evidence for it, and we could not 
produce the evidence. So until some of those mines are to 
hand, or until other evidence linking their laying with a 
specific country or organization is available, I think we 
are being prudent in simply saying there are obvious 
suspicions but we don't have any evidence. 


Q John, any update on the cultural talks with 
the Soviet Union? 





a Sorry, on the -- 


Q Cultural talks? 
y Cultural -- no, nothing further, Bill. 


Q How about Chernenko's -- anything on 
Chernenko's statement to the Japanese people in preface to 
a book about compromises with the U.S.? 


4 No. I saw the -- this is the Japanese 
language version of his speeches? 


Q Yeah. 
h No, I don't. 


Q And the Baltimore Sun, in a piece -- I think 


it was bot poe | -- said that the U.S. expects 
communications from the Soviet Union on arms control talks 


before Shultz and Gromyko meet in September, or at the 
U.N. -- mid-September communication? 





h I'm not aware of anything specific, but one 
obviously never rules out -- there certainly is 
communication on a variety of issues, and there may well 
be. But I'm not aware of anything specifically in mind. 


Q Anything new on Vienna? 
h Nothing new on Vienna. 


Q Is there any communication on the subject of 
nuclear arms negotiations? 


h I'm sure it comes up in our discussions with 
the Soviets. 
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Q What are your thoughts.... 
BR Sure, Barrie? 


Q What's the reaction to the new developments 


with the Government of Honduras, and do you feel that in 
any sense jeopardizes the U.S. position there? 


BR No, we don't. It's obviously an internal 
matter for the Honduran leadership. We don't see any 
reason why it would jeopardize the present relationship 
with the United States. And so far as we can tell, the 
Situation is perfectly calm and orderly there. 


Do we not feel in any sense that the 
political difficulties that are taking place there relate 
in part, at least, to the significant American presence? 

B I don't know of anybody who is suggesting 
that the reshuffle, or whatever it is is taking place 
there, is attributable to the relationship with the U.S. 


Q Don't you have anything on what's going on 
in the Government of Iran? 


B We've seen -- we don't have terribly good 
contacts with the Government of Iran. We've seen the same 
kind of reports that you have. 

Q Okay, thank you. 

h Okay. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:40 p.m.) 


\—9 03% 





Al, pve" 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


INDEX 


Monday, August 20, 1984 





THE SECRETARY 
Chicago VFW Speech and Award eseeeeeeeeeeeeneeeeeeeeeeee ] 


CZECHOSLOVAKIA 
Statement on 16th Anniversary of USSR Invasion ...... 1-2 


USSR 
Denial of US Visa to Novosti Correspondent Makharov . 2 
Sakharovs' Welfare eseeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 2-3 
Violation of IPU Convention by Withholding Mail ..... 3 


GREECE 
Cancellation of Joint Naval Maneuvers with US ....e.«-. 3 


TRADE 
China's Concerns re New US Textile Export Rules ..... 3-4 
Other Countries’ Comments on New Textile Export Rules 5 


CHINA 
Nuclear Deal with Brazil *eneeeeeneneneeneneneneneeneneneneneeneeeee 4-5 


RED SEA/SUEZ 
Status of Minesweeping EFFOLt .nccsesccceessessessees 5 
Coordination between US and USSR re Minesweeping? ... 6 


MIDDLE EAST PEACE PROCESS 
Hussein Call for Peace Conference ....... eccece 5 


LIBYA 
Libyan Reaction to Hughes’ Statement on Agreement 


with Morocco ese eeneeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeneeeeeeneeeeeeeeeee 6-7 


LEBANON 
Karami Criticism Of US POLICIES ..ccccccccccssssesees 6 
Closing Off of South by ISrae] wocecseccccccesseseses 6 


ISRAEL 
Press Report of Poison GaS iM PLISONS ..ceeeesssseees 


Strategic Agreement with US eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 


o-~ 


CHILE 
Pinochet on No Elections until 1989 ...ccccccccccccces 7 


PANAMA 
School of the Americas eeeeeeeeneneeneeneeneneneneneneeeneeeeeee 7 





| 
I~ JA SG 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #150 


MONDAY, AUGUST 20, 1984, 11:58 A. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: One announcement; one statement. 


The announcement is just housekeeping, to remind 
you of the Secretary's speech this evening at the VFW 
annual conven:..0n in Chicago, where he will be receiving 
the 1984 Dwicht David Eisenhower Distinguished Service 
Award and Citetion. A copy of his embargoed speech will 
be available in the Press Office after the briefing. The 
speech again is entitled *Diplomacy and Strength." I'd 
remind you again, please observe the embargo. 


A statement* on the August 21 anniversary of the 
Soviet invasion of Czechoslovakia: 


"Tomorrow we mark the 14th anniversary of the 
Soviet invasion of Czechoslovakia. On that day 14 years 
ago President Johnson noted what a sad commentary it was 
on the Soviet perception of the world that ‘a sign of 
liberty in Czechoslovakia is deemed a threat to the 
security of the Soviet system.’ 


"That observation remains valid today. We need 
only observe how the martial law regime in Poland under 
strong pressure from the Soviet Union seeks to repress the 
popular aspirations of the Polish people, or to look at 
the people of Afghanistan who are still suffering under 
the weight of Soviet armies. 


"Czechoslovakia in 1968, and Poland and 


Afghanistan today, stand as cruel reminders that the 
Soviet Union is still unwilling to abide by the standards 


of international behavior embodied in the United Nations 
Charter and in the Helsinki Final Act.* 


Q It's 16, not 14 years. 

Q Copy? 

Q Is that a two-year-old statement? (Laughter) 
A 


You are correct. 





w See Footnote on Following page. 
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Copy, please? 


You are correct. 


mo FF, 


Two-year-old statement? (Laughter) 


B Two-year-old paper. (Laughter) Okay. We 
can provide a copy of the corrected version of that 
statement.* Thank you, George. You're hired. (Laughter) 


Q Alan, also on the subject of the Soviets, do 
you have anything on the denial of a visa to visit this 
country to a man who works for Novosti named Makharov? He 
was to attend a U.S.-Russian press convention in 
Providence, Rhode Island. 


x Don't know anything about it. 
Q Could you look into that, please? 
A Sure. 
Q 


Also on the Soviets, Radio Moscow broadcast 


something this morning, I guess, saying that Sakharov is 
alive and well. Do you have any comment on, or anything 


-- any confirmation? 





bd The Department Spokesman was inadvertently given 
the statement issued in 1962 on the anniversary 
of the Soviet invasion of Czechoslovakia. The 
proper text of this year's statement is as 
follows: 


"Sixteen years ago tomorrow, armies of the Soviet 
Union and most of its Warsaw Pact allies invaded 
Czechoslovakia and suppressed the aspirations of 
its people and leadership. By this brutal and 
cynical act, the Soviet Union sought to deprive 
the people of Czechoslovakia of the right to 
determine their own destiny. Those of us who are 
privileged to enjoy the blessings of freedom 
ignore at our peril the tragic loss of liberty 
suffered by the people of Czechoslovakia." 
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2 No, other than to repeat what we have said 
before, which is that we think that an independent 
observer who might go and see the Sakharovs would be 
perhaps the best assurance we would have of what their 
condition is. 


Q One more detail question on the Soviets. 
You may not have an answer to this. Does the State 
Department have any evidence that the Soviets are 
violating the International Postal Convention by 
withholding mail or -- 


A Well, I think we had some guidance on this 
before, did we not? Have you checked in the Press Office? 


Q I haven't. No. 


yo Okay. (To staff) Do you have something on 
that? I recall that we did. If we don't, I'll see iff we 
can get you something on that, but if you would check 
afterwards. I thought this issue had arisen before. 


Q Alan, anything on the Greek Government's 
cancellation -- unilateral, I think -- of the joint 
maneuvers with the U.S. in northern Greece? 


a Not really. My understanding that this is 
Similar to action they've taken before on an exercise that 
involved a disputed island. My understanding also is -- 
and you might want to check with DoD -- but my 
understanding also is that they will be participating in 
other exercises and joint maneuvers, so that it's not as 
if there were some sort of total pullout from exercises. 


Q DO you have anything on China's complaints 
about textile exports? 


M yes. China has passed to us its views on 
the proposed new rules of origin, including its concern 
that the rules will adversely affect its textile exports. 


As you know, we're in the midst of a 60-day 
comment period, during which we're accepting comments and 
the views of all concerned parties. 


China's views, along with the views of other 
concerned governments, will be passea to the U.S. Customs 
Service and other concerned agencies for consideration, 
and, if necessary, modifications will be made in those 
rules, 
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Q Copy of that, please, Alan? 
A Yes, 


Q Also on China, do you have any information 
to the effect that the Chinese are buying West German 
nuclear equipment rather than the American equipment they 


would be eligible to buy under the new agreement? 


M Well, I Saw a press report on that last 
week, Jim, but I don't have anything specific on that. 


Q Do you have any comment on the deal between 
China and Brazil? 


A No, 


Q Does the U.S. Government have any concern at 
all about it? 


M Well, I understand there was some sort of a 
brief press announcement last week on this, and I'm not 
aware that details details have come out, so lI <-- 


Q Does not our non-proliferation policy have 
some concern about this? 


A Well, I think we obviously would be 
interested in what non-proliferation provisions there 
were, but I don't have -- 


Q We're not going on the basis of press 
releases, are we? 


M Well, I'm not aware what the specific state 
of this is, Don, and whether -- 


Q Could you see if there's some comment about 
the deal? 


y I'll look into it, but in the absence of any 
detailed announcement of what is involved, I think that we 
probably would not have a specific comment on that. Our 
concerns about non-proliferation obviously apply. 


Q you don't suggest that we wait for some 
announcement? 


BR To do what? To comment publicly? 





Q No, to -- 
A We might, yes. 


Q To decide whether or not there was some 
concern about it. I mean, a lot of things are not 
announced, especially in this field. 


A The question of what we say publicly might 
be affected by what they've said publicly. But, anyway, 
I'll look at it. 


yes? 


Q Could you tell us if any other countries 
have submitted reports on the textile regulations? 


A I don't know the answer to that. I've seen 
various and sundry press reports of other textile 
interests who have commented. I'm sure that there are 
others who have said things, but I don't know what they 
are. And in any case, they will all be put together or 
passed on to customs and other interested agencies and 
they will -- 


Q Do the official reports go to the Department 
or to -- 


as I don't know. I'm sure some will come 
here. I'm not sure they would all come here. 


Q I see, 


Q Do you any further information on the 
Gevelopments of the multinational efforts in the Red Sea 
for hunting mines? 


BM No. The mine-hunting effort continues, but 


there have been no mines found to date. For details, 
obviously, I would refer you to the Pentagon -- Mike Burch. 


Q Alan -- excuse me -- anything on King 
Hussein's renewed call for an all-inclusive Middle East 
peace conference, and particularly since the Soviets seem 
to be trying to get on the good side of the Saudis? 


A Nothing new to say about it. Our position 
on that has been expressed several times. 





Q Following on the mine thing, is there any 
coordination involved between the U.S. and the Soviet 
Union, now that the two Soviet minesweepers have arrived 
in the region as well? 


A Well, I'm not sure what the Soviet 
minesweepers may be doing, whether they are actually 
sweeping or not. I just don't know the answer to that. 
In any case, my understanding is they're operating -- if 
they are operating, they would be in an area away from 
where we are currently doing. 


I'm not aware that there is specific 


coordination. I think that the concerns that we have and 
an explanation of what we might be doing would be a 


natural topic of conversation between us; but I don't 
think it necessarily would extend to the point of the kind 
of coordination I sense your question is getting to. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Libyan -- 


they said that John Hughes’ statement is interference in 
Libya's affairs on their agreement with Morocco, 


A No, I don't have any comment on that. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Prime 
Minister of Lebanon, Rashid Karami, complaining this 
morning in the paper that the United States has not done 
anything to help Lebanon standing in the way of Israeli 
practices in southern Lebanon, and they are going to 
complain to the United Nations, especially the situation 
of closing the area in the south? 


B No. The only comment -- I don't have any 
comment on his remarks, which I think actually were made a 
few days ago. But I don't have any comment on them. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Israelis 
closing off the south? 


BR Not specifically, other than to reiterate 


the concerns that we have expressed before about the 
humanitarian aspects of the situation in southern Lebanon, 


Jim? 


Q Do you have any follow-up on the 
Morocco-Libya, after seeking clarification? 











A I don't have anything further. 
Q Was clarification, in fact, given? 


A Well, I don't have anything further to give 


you on that. We continue to be interested in that 
agreement. 





Q There was a report in a London paper, The 
Sunday Observer, I believe, about Israel using poisoned 
gas in jails where there are Palestinian prisoners. Can 
you look into this? 


A Well, it sounds to me like a charge I've not 
seen documented anywhere, so that would be my only comment 
on that. 


Q The paper has this -- 


x Well, papers say lots of things, but I've 
not seen any documentation of -- poison gas in a jail? 


Q Yes, ‘This is according to the headline of 
the story. 


M Well, why don't you ask the Israeli 
Government. I think they would be prepared probably to 
address that. 


Did you have a question? 
Q Did you ever get any reaction to Pinochet's 


comments over the last couple of weeks on no elections and 
sO on? 


On what? 


No elections until ‘89? 


A 

Q 

M No, I don't have anything. 

: Anything new on the School of the Americas, 


in Panama 


M No, I don't have anything new on that. I 
think that the Southern Command had something to say about 
that last week and their actions, but I don't have 
anything new from here. 








Q Alan, do you have any comment on Fred 
Hiatt's story in the Washington Post a few days about the 
United States is preparing with Israel to place arms and 
equipment on Israeli territory as part of the strategic 
cooperation between the two countries? 





‘ No, I don't. 
Q Thank you. 


i You're welcome. 


(The Press Briefing concluded at 12:11 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Okay, happy to take your questions. 


Q You have nothing? 

a I have no announcements. 

Q That was a good question. 

o The more general judgment needs to await the 


remainder of the briefing. 


Q I have a question. 

a Sir? 

Q What role does the Secretary of State intend 
to take during the Presidential campaign? 

oy What role does he intend to take? 

Q Yeah. 

a I think he intends to continue his role, as 


he has been all along, as principal articulator, other 
than the President, of foreign policy, and he will 


continue his diplomatic activities. 


Q Has he made any policy about whether he will 
indulge in partisan defense of the Administration's 
policies? 


A I think that it has been traditional for 


certain members of the Cabinet, including the Secretary of 
State, and I believe Secretary of Defense and some others, 


not to do that; although they, obviously, as I say, do 
continue in the function of articulation of as well, 


obviously, as formulation of foreign policy. 


So, in terms of strict partisan, political 
activity, I think the answer to that would be no. But the 
question of continuing to state American policy, the 
answer, obviously, would be yes. 





Q Can = follow on this, please? 
o Uh-huh. \ 

| 
Q The U.S. News has a sort of whisper, saying | 





that Secretary Shultz is one of five top officials who are 
-- supposed to be away from the Presidential campaign 
because of the sensitivity maybe of their roles. Do you 
have any comment on that? 


a Well, I'd refer you back to what I just said 
about the Secretary. I can't speak, really, to others, 
and I'd think you would want to maybe check individually 
with the various agencies or the White House. But there 
has been, aS I say, a traditional position that 
Secretaries of State, and certain other members of the 
Cabinet and leading officials, have not gotten involved 
Girectly in campaign-type activities. 


Q New subject? 
2 Go ahead, Bill. 


Q Alan, anything new on the prospective 
meetings between Shultz and Gromyko at the U.N.? Has 
there been any communication between the U.S. and Moscow 


about this? 


w I can't say whether there's been any 
communication, Bill. I don't know whether there's been, 
in that broad sense, any communication. I'm not aware 
that there's a specific plan at this point, however. But 
to repeat what we have said very frequently, and it 
remains true, we certainly are operating on the assumption 
that a meeting of that -- between them would normally take 
place, and we would have no reason to assume that that 
would not be the case this year. 


Q Could I rely on your historical memory on 
this? Is it normal that this -- a month away or s0 -- we 
Still would not have had a communication between 
Washington and Moscow on this meeting? 


a Well, I -- aS I say, I'm not being as 
sweeping as “a communication.* I can't say that this 
subject hasn't arisen. It may well have arisen in various 


ways. 


Let me check and see if I have anything further 
for you, but I -=- if the implication of your question is 





that somehow we think that there is a problem, or 
something of that sort, I would not support that 
implication. We have no reason to assume other than that 
there would be a meeting. 


Q Do you know for certain yet whether Gromyko, 
in fact, is coming to the U.N.? 


a I don't know. Somebody else may know. I 
don't know. 


Q Could you tell us that if you -- ? 


“ Well, I think that's something for the 
Soviets to talk to. I don't think it's for us to talk 
about Mr. Gromyko's plans. If we can talk about the 
guestion of the meeting -- 


Q You talked about it last year. 


4 If we can talk about the question of a 
meeting, I‘'ll be happy to do that, Barrie, and I will 
check further to see what we can get on it. 


Q I read that the President's joke had been 
submitted by the Soviets to the documentation in 
connection with the possibility of Vienna. Do you have 
any observation to make about that? 


No. I saw the wire on that but I don't have 
any observation on that, other than what we have said 
before. 

Q Is there anything new on Vienns? 

a No. 

Q Anything more on the cancellation by the 


Greeks of those military maneuvers? 


a Well, there was -- yeah, yesterday, I was 
addressing principally the question of some naval type 
maneuvers. The Greek Government, following a public 
statement, informed us that it had cancelled a previously 
scheduled bilateral exercise called “*Zeus*, which involved 
both Greek and U.S. forces. 


We regret the Greek Government's decision to 
cancel the exercise which we odelieve would have been of 
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benefit to the forces of both nations. We, of course, do 
not agree with the reasons put forward by the Greek 
spokesman justifying the cancellation. 


Q Copy, please? 
* Sure. 
Q The head of the Iragi Interests Section was 


in the building yesterday. Has he met with any officials, 
do you have any readout about that -- Mr. Hamdoun? 


n I don't have a readout on it. Sorry, no. 
Jim? 
Q A couple of Latin questions. One: Do you 


have anything on recent killings of relatives of a 
Guatemalan legislator and a trade union leader? 


BR No, don't. 


Do you have anything on the order of freeing 
Ferreira’s son in Uruguay? 


a Yes, I do have something on that. Our 
Embassy in Montevideo has confirmed that Juan Raul 
Ferreira was released yesterday. We, of course, welcome 


his release as a further step towards the normalization of 
the election year environment in Uruguay. This is another 


Sign c® progress toward the successful transition to an 
elected democratic government. 


Q Does the United States expect similar 
treatment to be accorded his father, so he can run for 
president? 


AN Well, we reiterate our hope that Wilson 
Ferreira will receive expeditious legal due process, and 
look forward to an early resolution of his case, 


Q Could we get a copy of that? 

A Sure. 

Q Alan, recently, some Arab leaders did an 
interview with CNN, and all of them said that they favor 


an international conference on Middle East, and recently 
also the Soviet Union put forth some proposal. 
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Can you outline why the State Department rejects, 
I mean, or the Administration rejects completely any 
international conference on Middle East? 


x Well, we've addressed it many times in the 
past -- and I'd refer you back to the record -- but the 
basic reason, without getting into a lot of detail, is 
that we don't think that is a productive way of 
approaching resolution of that problem. We don't think it 
would work. 


Q On the minesweeping operation, is the U.S. 
considering any further expansion of the U.S. role in the 
minesweeping operation in the Red Sea? 


n I'm not aware of a specific plan at this 
point to do that, Ralph. I would say, obviously, one 
would always have in mind what the situation is, and what 
requests might be coming in, and what others are doing; 
but I think we have indicated that (a) what we are doing 
-- and you know what those activities are -- that others 
have joined in at the request of other governments, at the 
request of the Government of Egypt or Saudi Arabia, and so 
on, and I don’t have any reason to believe at this 
particular point that we would be about to expand, nor am 
I trying to suggest that we have something in reserve that 
is just waiting for a particular signal. But obviously, I 
can't rule something out when we don't know what 
circumstances may be down the road. 


Q Could I ask a followup to a question I asked 


last week about the Djibouti meetings here. Edward 
Derwinski apparently is in Djibouti now. 


A Uh-huh. 


Q Is that related to the minesweeping 
operation? 
a No. I think we had some guidance on Mr. 


Derwinski's trip, and I ask you to check on that. It is 
in the Press Office. It is not related to that 
Situation. I can't say the subject won't come up, but 
that's not the reason. 


Q Can I ask one more follow -- Would the 
United States consider taking the -- in the event that a 
culprit were found, with sufficient evidence to satisfy 
the U.S., would the U.S. consider taking that culprit to 
the World Court to protest the mining of the Red Sea? 





B All right. You're getting me into a 
hypothetical situation. Let‘*s try and find out what we 
can about what the mines are, of whatever it is, and try 
and determine what we can about who is responsible. 


Q But would you consider that an appropriate 
forum -- 

x I don't -- 

Q -- for resolution of that issue? 

a I think until we know what the facts are, 


it’s hard to say what one would or wouldn't do. 
Bernie? 


Q Do you regard Ambassador Kirkpatrick's 
portrait of U.S. foreign policy last night as being an 
accurate statement of this Administration's foreign policy? 


os I think that Ambassador Kirkpatrick is 
obviously a senior Administration figure, and speaks for 
the Administration, and I refer you to her remarks. 


Q On the mining (inaudible), is LidDya still a 
prime suspect in that case? 


a We have been careful not to try to assign 
responsibility. There has been information, obviously, 
which has come out about possible culpability. Libya‘’s 
name has been mentioned in that connection, but we have 
nct made any accusations at this point, and I don't intend 
to today. 


Q Alan, to follow -- ? 
Q Libya's name mentioned (inaudible) -- 


AK I think I've seen the press quoting various 
and sundry officials and other countries, and so on. 


Jim? 


Q Following on Bernie's question, is it the 
Administration's view that Kirkpatrick was speaking last 
night for the Administration, of was speaking as a private 


person? 


a I think in terms of -- I can't tell you 
what her capacity was. She was speaking, I assume, aS a 
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person with -- who was asked by the convention to speak 
there. In terms of whether her views, though, as 

expressed in terms that represented the policy of the 
Administration, I refer you back to what I said about that. 


Q What is the difference between Kirkpatrick 
and Shultz, whom you just said would probably take no 
partisan position, strictly partisan position? 


M I don't know what the tradition has been 
with respect to the U.N. I can’t speak to that. 


Q Alan, going back to your answer -- 

Q Can I just follow up on that? The Secretary 
is going to be in Dallas. 

M That’s correct. He is. 

Q What is he going to do there? 

x I don't have a complete schedule on his 


activities down there, Jim. 


Q What is he going -- It is a political 
convention, partisan convention <-- , 

a Well, that's -- 

Q -- what will be his role, if he is playing a 


non-partisan role? 


a He, basically, is going down there because 
he wants to be there. I believe that he was asked to go 
down by the President, and he's happy to go down there. 


Q And will he make similar defenses of the 
Administration's foreign policy as Ambassador Kirkpatrick 
did? 


a He certainly is not going to make a speech, 
but I can't tell you that he won't make any remarks on any 
occasion. 


AS I said to you at the beginning when you asked 
the question, he will be continuing to articulate U.S. 
foreign policy. 


Q I thought he was going to make a speech to 
foreign delegations. 
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os There is a group that is meeting there, but 
that’s not -- He's not speaking to the convention, 

Q But he will be speaking to this group? 

a He will be speaking to a group, yes. 

Q Another question, the line is a littie vague 


on when Mrs. Kirkpatrick is functioning within the State 
Department, and when she functions as a separate 
(inaudible) 


f I'm not going to try to -- 


Q Do you clear her speeches on a situation 
like this? 


A No, 


Q Would this speech have been cleared by the 
Department? 


os No, 

Q I still don't understand -- and I wish you'd 
clarify -- 

a I know you do, 

Q -- was she speaking as a representative of 


the Administration? 


a Why don't you ask Mrs. Kirkpatrick's 
spokesman to clarify it for you? 


Q Well, let me aSKx it in -- Let me try just a 
Gifferent tack: Is her speech something we could look 
forward to being reproduced by the U.S. Government or the 
State Department, and circulated to us, or would the 
Republican National Convention have to do something like 
that? 


M I would think that a speech at the 
Convention is not likely to be reproduced as a State 
Department document. 


Q Alan, going back to your answer to my 
colleague's question about the conference -- international 
conference on Palestine or on the Middle East conflict, 
Mr. Philip Klutznick, the former U.S. Seccetary of 





Commerce, suggested at the conference in Chicago in March 
to convene a United Nations special protocols like the 
protocols for these armament which were held between the 
United States and the Soviet Union and other countries in 
early 40s, 50s, I believe, which were proved to be very 
fruitful, in order to solve the Middle East, you know, 
such protocol to be held. 


What would be the position of the United States 
that such protocols will be called for, since you don't 
like the idea of a conference on the Middle East? 


a I'm not familiar with those particular 
proposals, so I can't comment in response to your 
question; but in terms of the Administration's position 
and what the President, the Secretary, the Administration, 
believe would be the most effective way of moving toward 
peace in the Middle East, I'd refer you back to the 
President's September 1 speech. 


Q If I might follow, his caveat about the 
President's proposal and other things stem from the fact 
that there was no movement in this direction, and he was 
offering something that all parties concerned will be 
taking decisions that they will be implementing instead of 
just, you know, resolutions after resolutions with no 
impact. 


A Well, aS I say, I'm not aware of the 
specifics of his proposal, but I can assure you that in 
terms of the policy, that the policy remains as 
articulated on September 1. In terms of procedures, I 
can't tell you how we're going to proceed at this point, 
but I just can't address that specifically, not being 
familiar with it. 


Q Just one more <= ? 


Q Alan, are you undertaking consultations with 
Israeli Government regarding the Kahane case? 


M I'm not aware that that would be something 
which would involve the Israeli Government per se. 





Q Will you take the question? 

Ms No. I think I'll leave it at that. That's 
a question of Mr. Kahane and the United States Government. 

Q Still, the legal side of the research is 
continuing? 


* J I DO £ a 
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4 Oh, I indicated to you, I think, when I 
talked about this before, that this is going to be a very 
long process we're talking about. 


Q What do you mean by “very long"? It takes 
years, Or -- ? 


4 I can't specify how long, but I think it -- 
you know, asking on a weekly basis isn't going to get it. 


Q The Moroccan Government has now made public 


the text of the agreement between Morocco and Libya. Do 
you have any further comment beyond what you had last week? 


a Well, the text has been published by FBIS. 
I don't know that we have yet ascertained -- in fact, I 
think we have not yet ascertained -- that this is a 
complete and official document as carried by FBIS. So we 
are studying the document that we have on hand; but at 
this point, that's about as far as I could take it. 


Q The -- Ambassador Jorio of Morocco, the new 
appointed Ambassador, did not give you the text? 


os Well, as I say, this is the -- I think we're 
Studying the text as we understand it, and we just don't 
-- I don't know whether he's handed over a text or not. 
I've seen the one that Ralph's talked about. We're 
looking at that, 


Q But he had a meeting with you today -- two 
days or three days ago -- 


a Well -- 
Q So he cidn't hand the agreement to you? 


a I think I will stay away from what he did or 
didn't do, and refer you to my response. I think you can 
draw some conclusions from my response. 


Q Did you express concern to him about the 
agreement with the Libyans? 


4A I'm not going to get into the question of 
the diplomatic dialogue with Morocco on the question. We 
talked about it before, I made some comments on it, and 
I'd refer you back to what we've said. 
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Q Alan, just for the record, the platform of 
the Republican Party is net considered an official 
articulation of U.S. foreign policy. Is that correct? 


A I should think that's correct. 


Q One more on that general subject: In his 
speech yesterday in Chicago, the Secretary says this 
Administration in the past four years has restored the 
confidence of our friends and allies around the world, 
that America can be trusted to confront challenges, not 
wish them away. 


That last phrase, to whom or what is that a 
reference to? 


o I'm not going to try to analyze the 
Secretary's speech, Jim. I think that the Secretary's 
words are quite clear and speak for themselves. 


Joanne? 


Q What is the latest, if anything, on the 
talks with Cuba? 


A I don't have any update to give you on 
that. I think we've indicated before that we anticipated 
there would be continuing dialogue on the subject of the 
migration matters, including the Mariel excludables, and 
that remains the situation. That process -- 


Q When was the last talk -- last -- 


A I don't know, but I don't think I'm going to 
get into -- do you mean in terms of actual bilateral 
meeting? I think the one that we talked about that was 
held in New York. 


Q Any more scheduled? 

A I don't have anything for you on that. 
Q Anything on Nicaragua? 

A Well, Ambassador Shlaudeman and Vice 


Minister Tinoco just met a few days ago, and I would 
anticipate that there would be -- 


Q Is that the end? 


o 
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A Oh, I anticipate there would be further 
meetings. 


Q Alan, going back to Kahane, he made a 
Statement a few days ago that all the Lebanese in southern 
Lebanon ought to be expelled so there will be no 
harassment of Israeli soldiers and army there. Do you 
have any comment on such statements? 


x Well, without addressing Mr. Kahane, because 
I don't think we want to get into a position of addressing 
everything he says, our position on Lebanon and our hopes 
for Lebanon and for the authority of the Lebanese central 
government being spread throughout the country and for 
unity and reconciliation and for the withdrawal of all 
foreign forces, as well as for the security of Israel's 
northern border, remains unchanged, 


Q What about this specific statement that he 
made? Do you have any comment on that, because he's still 
a dual citizen -- U.S. and Israeli citizen. It's very 


important that, you know, to be addressed, you know, 
Since, you know, you have share of him. 


a Whether we think that the Lebanese should be 
expelled from southern Lebanon? 


Q Yes. 
x No. We certainly would not share that view. 
Q Okay. I just want to hear about it. 


Did you receive any complaints from the 
Prime Minister of Lebanon regarding the -- what he claims 
-~ the Israeli new measures in south Lebanon? 


a I'm not going to get into the question of 
our diplomatic dialogue with the Government of Lebanon. I 


think I expressed our continuing concern over the 
humanitarian aspects of the situation in southern Lebanon, 
but I don't have any comment on it beyond that. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:20 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #152 


WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 22, 1984, 12:16 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. A couple of 
announcements. First, regarding some consultations on CDE: 


Ambassador James Goodby, head of the U.S. 
Delegation to the Conference on Confidence and Security 
) Building Measures and Disarmament in Europe, the CDE, is 
completing two days of useful between-round consultations 
today with his Soviet counterpart, Ambassador Oleg 
Grinevsky, in Washington. Ambassador Goodby visited 
Moscow in April for similar consultations between the 
first and second rounds of CDE. 


The third round of the CDE will begin on 
September 11 in Stockholm. NATO has introduced a set of 
specific measures designed to enhance security and 
minimize the chances of war in Europe through surprise 
attack or miscalculation. The United States is prepared 
to engage in serious negotiations that will lead to 
Significant progress in this round toward adoption of 
these measures. 


0 Copy of that? 
K Sure. 


Q Secondly, with regard -- excuse me -- with 
regard to Australia-American relations and ANZUS, we 
understand from press reports that concern has been 
expressed in Australia over the importance the United 
States attaches to ANZUS and to our relationships with 
Australia. We wish to make clear, as we have done 
repeatedly, that the United States Government attaches the 
highest importance to ANZUS and to our excellent 
relationships with with the Government of Australia, 
including the personal relationship between President 
Reagan and Prime Minister Hawke. As President Reagan said 
during his meeting with Prime Minister Hawke last year, 
"Australia is a great nation that plays a vital role in 
regional and world affairs. It's a key ally upon whom we 
can count. Ours is an alliance of trust and friendship." 





That's it for announcements. 

Q What gave rise to that? 

B As I say, there are press reports apparently 
expressing concern about this, so we want to make it clear 
that those are not well-founded. 

Q Australian press? 


BR Apparently. 


Q Could you develop a bit -- excuse me, Jim -- 
on this first announcement of yours -- 

i Yes. 

Q -- about the nature of these talks and so 
forth? 

BR On the Grinevsky conversations? 

Q Yes. 


y I can give you a little bit of that. As I 
said, they are routine, between-round consultations. Both 
NATO and the Soviet Union have introduced proposals in 
Stockholm; both sides have reviewed their positions during 
these meetings here in Washington. We hope that agreement 
can be reached during the upcoming round in Stockholm on 
procedures for balanced discussion of proposals so that 
Significant progress may be made toward adoption of 
measures which would enhance security in Europe. 


The Soviets have shown interest in a 
reaffirmation of the pledge of non-use of force. NATO's 
concrete measures are intended to build effective barriers 
against the use of force in Europe. As President Reagan 
said June 4 in Dublin, “If discussions on reaffirming the 
principle not to use force, a principle in which we 
believe so deeply, will bring the Soviet Union to 
negotiate agreements which will give concrete new meaning 
to that principle, we will gladly enter into such 
discussions." 


Q Can we have that? 


A Sure. 
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Q And have these “in between* talks, as you've 
called them between Goodby -- 

» *between-round talks* -- 

Q *“between-round talks," yes. That has been 


completed here today, already? 


B Ambassador Goodby's conversations are being 
completed today, yes. I think he is also seeing officials 
in other agencies as well. 


Q Does the U.S. have some new proposals to 
make at this conclave when it gets back underway? Is that 
what you're telling us? 


h No, I'm just keeping you up-to-date on the 
fact that there have been these consultations and 
generally what they are about. I'm not in a position to 
go beyond what we've said before about our objectives at 
the next round. 


Q As I understand it, these things got 


practically nowhere in the last round. What is giving 
rise to your optimism that maybe they'll go somewhere now? 


7 I don't know if it*s a question of optimism, 
as much as it is a question of determination and belief 
that this is the appropriate thing to do and the necessary 
thing to do, and we want to try to do it. 

Q Alan, are the talks in the building today? 

Q And is the Soviet Ambassador here today? 


h I believe that he -- that Ambassador 
Grinevsky, not -- when you say “the Soviet Ambassador*-- 


Q Exactly, yes. 


h I believe that the meetings have been in this 
building, yes. 


Q Today? 


h I think so, yes, today -- completing those 
rounds today. I don't have timing on that. 





Q Alan, just let me clarify something you said 
in that second answer. As I understood what you said, you 
hoped that agreement can be reached basically on a format 
for discussing both the Soviet desire to reaffirm the 
no-use of force and the NATO proposals. You're saying 
that during the third round, maybe you can come to an 
agreement on how to discuss both sides’ proposals, as 
opposed to -- 


n Let me again go over the last sentence of 
the opening statement that I made on it: ‘The U.S. is 
prepared to engage in serious negotiations that will lead 
to significant progress in this round toward adoption of 
these measures." 


Q Read again the thing you said in the second 
answer. 


h Well, the point -- 
Q You hoped that agreement -- 


aK "That agreement could be reached on 
procedures for balanced discussion.* I don't think 
anybody's necessarily -- obviously, it would be desirable 
to get agreement on the specifics as quickly as possible. 
What has been difficult, obviously, is to decide what to 
talk about, and I think that what the President indicated 
in June in the quote that I gave you is that we're willing 
to take up the Soviet approach to this in terms of 
reaffirming general principles, if that, in fact, will in 
turn give rise to addressing the more concrete aspects. 


Q The optimism for this next round is optimism 
over agreeing on procedures? 


a I haven't used the word “*optimism.*® I think 
that the question included the word “optimism.* We hope. 


Q The “hope* is for agreeing on procedures? 


us For procedures, and then I would think -- I 


can't try and lay it out for you, Ralph. I'm not prepared 
to do that in terms of how much progress we might get 
beyond procedures at this point. 


Hank, did you have something on that? 
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Q I think you've answered it. It's simply 
that as I understand you here, you're saying that we're 
ready to talk about the declaration on the non-use of 
force in direct context if the Soviets are prepared to 
discuss more specific measures. 


a As a general approach, I would agree with 
that. We've talked about this before, and I don't want to 
try and create new words on this, and that's why I want to 
be careful about it; but the answer to that essentially 
is, we would certainly be willing to look, as the 
President said, at their more generalized principle -- 
approach in principle -- if that will open up the door to 
talking about something which will give concrete 
meaning to those principles. 


MORE - 











Q Can you find out for us, please, when those 
talks will end here today? 


x I will try to do that, sure. 


Q Alan, could you give us a basic chronology 
on that? When was the Soviet proposal brought forth? 


B I don't have that information in my head, 


Jim. All of that, I think, has been discussed in 
briefings, and we can maybe help you if you don't have 
that in your files. 


Q Is that the proposal that's been around for 
guite a long time, the Soviet “non-use of force,* and in 
the past hasn't the attitude of the Administration always 
been that's it a somewhat meaningless -- 


Well, I think we have expressed our concerns 
about that, but I'm referring you back to the statement 
that the President made in June, in which he expressed a 


Willingness to look at the reaffirmation of those 
principles if that would lead to giving some concrete 


meaning to them as well. 


Q We should assume, therefore, that Mr. Goodby 
and Mr. Grinevsky have been discussing that relationship 
during the last couple of days? 


h I think that that's fair, that we have been 
eee both sides‘ approaches to the talks over the 
last couple of days. 


Q Doesn't the Soviet approach include the 
principle of no first use of atomic weapons? 


a Well, I'm not going to try here to give you 
a oriefing on CDE. There is a lot on the record on this, 
and I refer you back to that record. I'm not prepared 
here today to do that. I haven't tried to go back and see 
what who has said when. But that's all pretty much -- no, 
more than pretty much -- it's all on the public record. 


Q Can you amplify the use of the word “*useful* 
to describe the discussions? 


h Not beyond what I've said, no. 


Bernie? 





Q Where do we stand on these talks about 
non-militarization of outer space? 


a The Vienna proposal? 
Q Yeah. 


h There is nothing new to say beyond what we 


last said about that, which was now, I guess, a couple 
weeks ago. 


Q Another area? 

- Yes. 

Q Well -- 

h I'm sorry. Go ahead. 
Q 


One more thing on this. Anything on a 
Gromyko meeting? 


a On a Gromyko-Shultz meeting? 
Yeah. 


aM There -- as I indicated before, the 
Secretary has said he looks forward to a meeting at the 
U.N. General Assembly with Mr. Gromyko. We are in 
communication with the Soviets about that topic, but there 
have been no arrangements yet made. 


Q Alan, anything new regarding the situation 
in the Red Sea? 


a I really don't have anything new on the Red 
Sea, no. 


Q Alan, how do you explain the widening 
distance between the U.S. position and the Egyptian 
position regarding the part played by Libya, or supposed 
to be played by Libya, in the mining of the -- 


a Well, I'm not sure that I would agree with 
the characterization. The fact is, we share Egyptian 
concerns over possible Libyan involvement, but we have no 
independent information. So that is where we are, and 
that's where we're going to have to remain until we have 
something about it. 





Q They are talking about Libya in quite 
different terms as the only and the sole accused of 
committing the mining. 


A Yeah. Well -- 


Why you are refraining to say anything about 
this? 


Q Alan, do you have anything on the recent 


decision taken by the Chairman of the American University 
in Beirut to close the off-campus programs that's been 
going on for some time in East Beirut? 


h I wasn't aware of that. Let me take a look 
at what -- 
Q And one more thing, please, because some 


concern has been voiced in Beirut that they have been 
taking it as a pretext, the transfer -- or to close the 
University in Beirut completely and transfer it to Jordan. 


B Again, let me take a look at that and see 
what I can get on that. 

Bernie? 

Q Alan, there was a report that the 


Administration was thinking as well that if there were a 
meeting between Gromyko and Shultz, an effort would be 


made for there to be a meeting between the President and 
Gromyko. 


h Uh-huh. 
Q Do you have anything on that? 


w No, I don't. (a) I guess it would fall in 
the realm of the speculative, but (b) in any case I don't 
address Presidential-type meetings, so I'm going to stay 
away from the subject altogether, 


Q Alan -- 
a Bob, you had a question? Okay. Rick? 
Q On the Red Sea again, what actions would the 


U.S. take if Libya is found to be responsible for sowing 
the mines? 





“ I think that falls into the realm of the 
hypothetical, and I'll leave that one. 


Q What actions would we suggest the Egyptians 
take if Libya is responsible? 


A I think that falls into the same realm. 
Sorry. 


W There are reports from Israeli press that 


the United States, especially the State Department, is 
planning a massive United States economic aid to Israel to 


alleviate their economic situation. Can you elaborate on 
what plans are in the making? 


a The U.S. has traditionally been concerned 
for Israel's economic well-being, and our two governments 
consult periodically on Israel's economic problems and on 
other aspects of the U.S.-Israeli economic relationship. 


As for a plan or some sort of activity of that 
sort regarding Israel's economy, we would expect that the 
Israeli Government would take measures necessary to deal 
with its economic problems, and we would expect to 
continue close consultations with the Government of Israel 
on that subject. 


Q Has the State Department taken a specific 
stand on the Cranston Amendment to the Foreign Aid Act? 


A On the Cranston Amendment? 


Q Which provides that U.S. aid in the future 
will always exceed the repayments of past aid? 


A I'm not aware of the status of that. Why 
don't I take a look and see if we've had anything to say 
about it, Jim. 


Q Could you -- 


A Sure, 
Q Do you have a copy of that? 
Q Alan -- 


A Yeah, more or less. 
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Q Alan, do you have any comment now, after two 
weeks, on the Morocco-Libya federation? 


A Not beyond what we've said before on that 
subject, no. 

Q Have you seen the agreement yet or not? 

com The question was raised the other day 


whether the Ambassador, the newly-arrived Ambassador, 
presented a copy of that agreement when he called on 
Deputy Secretary Dam. The answer to that is no, that his 
purpose in coming to call was to present his letters of 
credence. So that was not -- 


Q Does that mean you don't have an official 
text of the Morocco-Libya -- 


A I can't take you beyond where we were 
yesterday in terms of the FBIS text, that's right. 


Q Alan, can we stay on the Middle East? Do 
you agree with the Israeli procedures giving control in 
the south of Lebanon to the so-called border mini-state of 
the late Haddad? 


MK I don't have, as I have not when -- as this 
issue has been discussed over time, any specific comment 
on the arrancements there, other than to repeat what we 
have said before, that we continue to have concerns about 
the humanitarian aspects of the situation there. 


Q There was a report that there will be 
referenda held in Morocco and Libya on August 31 to 
confirm this union, or merger. Do you have anything on 
that? 


A No. I've seen, I think, in the documents or 
Surrounding announcements, that date has been announced, 
but I don't have anything specifically on it. 


Ralph? 


Q Comment on either the Soviet or the Chinese 
objections to the GOP platform or the Democratic platform, 
for that matter? The Chinese say that they submitted an 
ambassadorial-level complaint to the U.S. about that. 
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M No. I think they've said, as I read the 
papers, they submitted something to each of the parties, 
and I'd refer you to the parties. 


Q Alan, you have nothing to say about the two 
reactions, the Soviet or Peking? 


h No. 
Q By way of criticism of the GOP platform? 
M Not particularly. 


Q The Lebanese Cabinet decided yesterday to 
launch, or lodge, a complaint against Israeli practices 
inside Lebanon -- 


h I'm sorry. Could you -- 


Q The Lebanese Cabinet decided yesterday to 
lodge a complaint against Israeli practices in the south. 
What will you expect that the United States’ position will 
be, if any deliberation will be taken in the Security 
Council about this? 


A Well, I, again, don't have anything on that, 
and I suppose if the issue comes to any sort of a vote, at 
some point we would then have to decide what we'd do, but 
we don't usually announce ahead of time what we would do 
in a U.N. Situation, 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Would you support Lebanon's position on 
that , or -- 


, 7 I'm not going to get into the diplomacy of 
this. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on Mexico's 
request for the extradition of their former Police Chief? 


Mh Yes, I have something on thet. This has to 
do with the former Mexico City Police Chief, Mr. Durazo, I 
gather. 


Mr. Durazo was provisionally arrested in San 
Juan, Puerto Rico, on June 29 in accordance with the 1978 
U.S.-Mexico Extradition Treaty. He's currently being held 
by U.S. Federal aythorities pending an extradition hearing. 


His extradition is being sought for alleged 
violations of Mexican law relating to extortion, weapons 
violations and smuggling. 


The Government of Mexico submitted, on August 21, 
documentation suppcerting its extradition request within 
the required 60-day period set forth in the Treaty. Any 
further questions should be addressed to the Department of 
Justice, 


Q Alan, what is Secretary Shultz doing in 
Dallas? What is his plan there today? What is he going 
to do when he'‘s down there? 


M Well, I don't have -- I think we got to this 
yesterday, Don -- I don't have details of what his 
itinerary are. He's speaking, I think it's today, to a 
group of foreign visitors down there. 


Q Isn't th re . Republican group, a Republican 
international cooperat sroject, or something? 
Bh I don't have the details of it. But John is 


down there, and if somebody's got questions, they can -- I 
don't think -- It's going to be covered by some press down 
there, so -- 


Q And he is just there for the day? 


BM No. He'll be down there; he's going to stay 
down. He was asked to go down by the President, and he 
went down. He's going to stay down through the acceptance 
tomorrow night and then will leave Friday. 
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Q He will come back here? Vacation? 


A Well, I don't think I normally would get 
into his plans on the record in terms of travel. We can 
talk about that later. 


Q But he isn't coming here, right? 


B As I said, I don't think I'm going to get 
into the question of his plans on the record. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on the voting in 
South Africa and the arrests there? 


f The voting? 
Q The arrests of opposition -- 


h I don't have a specific -- in terms of the 
outcome, and all of that? 


Q No, well, there is no outcome yet unless you 
know something we don't. But, no, they're voting today, 
as I understand it, the elections to the Chamber; and 
they've also arrested about 40 people in the last 24 
hours. You have nothing to say about that? 


f Well, on the detention, we are very 
concerned about the detention of some 35 leaders of the 
United Democratic Front, the UDF, by South African 
police. We are in touch with the South African 
authorities to seek information. 


Such a step, on the eve of the election for 


colored and Indian chambers of a new parliament, does not 
further the goals of reform which the South African 


Government says it has been seeking to achieve. If those 
arrested are believed guilty of crimes, we would expect 
indictment and trial in accordance with the right of due 
process, 


Can we have a copy of that? 
Sure. 


Q 
y 
Q you said “if they're guilty of these crimes, 
t* 


you expec 


h "If they are believed guilty of these 
crimes....*. 


Q Oh, I'm sorry. Okay. Also, you don't ‘ave 
anything on the viting itself? 
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A No. 

Q Do you have anything on the letter to the 
editor which appeared today in the New York Times, by 
Peter Bell, on the U.S. position on Ferreira in Uruguay? 


A No. 





Q Alan, the Washington Times has been running 
a series on Morocco in which it stated that, among other 
things, the U.S. Ambassador had more access to King Hassan 
than any other diplomat in Rabat, and at a time when King 
Hassan is trying to establish himself as the last of the 
true Arab leaders as far as the -- as North Africa is 
concerned, do you think that that might undermine his 
position, the fact that -- 


M Well, I'm not going to try to speak to his 
position. 


Q No. Well, no, no. The fact that the U.S. 
Ambassador is -- 


M Yes, if that's what's you're -- no, there's 
no question that there has been a good relationship, but 
I'm not going to try to analyze for you the effect of that 
relationship on his -- on the King's situation. 


Q It's being viewed rather negatively ina 
number of -- 


AK Huh? 


Q It's being viewed rather negatively in a 
number of areas? 


y I don't think that's for me to comment on. 

Q How do you evaluate this good relationship 
if you are the last one to know about even the text of the 
agreement between Libya and Morocco? 

a Well, I think we've had to say -- we've said 
what we had to say about that particular agreement up to 
this point. 

Yes? 


Q The Republican Party‘’s platform, which is »# 
reflection of the, I believe the Reagan Administration and 
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this Administration here in the State Department, did not 
Say anything about the matter of moving the Embassy, the 


U.S. Embassy, from Tel Aviv to Jerusalem in the Middle 
East section. It only talked about Jerusalem being 


unified, and negotiations in the future, etc., etc. 


Why, why the issue of moving the Embassy has been 
dropped from -- to reflect the Administration's 
position --? 


h Don't ask me about party platforms. That's 
not my responsibility, or my job. 


The Administration's position on Jerusalem is 
clear, expressed many times; refer you to the record on it. 


Jim? 


Q Anything on the events in the Phillipines 
yesterday? 


f Don't. 
Ralph? 
Q Please forgive me for being one to ask this, 


but I do want to see what comment, if any, you have on the 
report that the State Department opposes CNN's use of a 
satellite to transmit Soviet television pictures to the 
United States, 


y Yeah, I can give you something on that. The 
Turner application to the FCC sought authorization to 
receive the Friendship Games for the period August 15 to 
30 utilizing the INTERSPUTNIK system. We advised the FCC 
in regard to the extraordinary provision of the coverage 
of the Friendship Games via INTERSPUTNIK that if there 
were any commercial arrangements to utilize space segment 
facilities for international telecommunications 
facilities, they should be made with INTELSAT or 
coordinated with INTELSAT in accordance with Article XIV 
of the INTELSAT Agreement. 


The State Department did not object on foreign 
policy grounds to TBS use of INTERSPUTNIK for this 
service, Our letter noted that we welcomed the 
opportunity for the American public to have access to 
coverage of the Games, but also pointed out that if any 
commercial arrangements were to be made to utilize space 
segment facilities for international telecommunications, 
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as I've said, they should be made with INTELSAT or 
coordinated with INTELSAT in accordance with Article xIv 
of the INTELSAT Agreement. 


Q Was there any objection to the fact that an 


American company was using a -- receiving free services 
from the Soviet system? Was that part of the objection? 


I think the concerns that were expressed are 
as I have given them to you. 


Q So coordination was the issue? 


BR Well, the issue -- I'm not going to try and 
characterize it. I think that the explanation as to what 
is required under the INTELSAT Agreement is what we were 
concerned with. And, as I said, the State Department did 
not object on foreign policy grounds. 


Q Can we get that from you? 


a Sure. 
Yes? 
Q Alan, have you any comment on the former 


Spanish Prime Minister, Adolfo Suarez, ordered to leave 
Uruguay two days ago? 


Don't have anything on that, no. 
Bob? 
Q A moment ago you characterized reports of a 


Gromyko-Reagan meeting this fall as “speculative.” Are 
there any plans being made here for such a meeting? 


M Well, aS I say, I don't get into the 
question of Presidential plans. It's not for us to 
address from this podium. And I don't think that the 
White House has announced anything about the President's 
schedule at all. I'm sot trying to lead you one way or 
another, but anyway I would refer -- 


Q I believe the CBS report last night cited 
"State Department officials*® planning. 


h I am aware of what the CBS report said, but 
that doesn't change what we do. 
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Q Alan, could you take the Spanish 
correspondent's question on the throwing out by the 
Uruguayan Government of former Prime Minister Suarez; and 
the reason I ask is because he is, as I understand it, on 
a team of lawyers for Wilson Ferreira, and you've spoken 
at great length about how you hope he receives due process. 


f Well, I will look into it, but I won't 
promise you to come back with an answer on that. 


Q Thank you. 
n Okay. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:45 p.m.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. One announcement 
and one statement. 


Announcement: available in the Press Office is 
the embargoed text of a speech which Assistant Secretary 
for Human Rights and Humanitarian Affairs Elliott Abrams 
will give before the annual meeting of the Cuban-American 
National Foundation tonight in Palm Beach, Florida. 
Please note it is embargoed until 7:00 p.m., Eastern 
Daylight Time this evening. 


Also, a housekeeping note: There will be no noon 
briefing tomorrow, Friday, August 24, but the Press Office 
will, as is customary when we've had this happen before, 
be prepared to respond to questions by about noon. 


On the statement -- 
Q What about the reason? 


AN The reason? You don't have a briefer 
available to you. 


MR. KALB: How can you tell? (Laughter) 


oy How can you tell? The record will show Mr. 
Kalb. (Laughter) 


On Afghanistan: On a number of occasions over 
the course of the past week, aircraft, artillery and 
rocket launchers based in Afghanistan carried out a series 
of brutal violations of Pakistan's territorial sovereignty 
which cost the lives of nearly 50 innocent persons, 
injured a large number, and destroyed property. 














The United States deplores these attacks on 
Pakistan, a nation whose independence and territorial 


integrity we have long supported. We call upon the Soviet 


Union and its Kabul clients to put an end to these actions. 


These attacks once again highlight the tragedy 
and suffering caused by the Soviet Union's effort to 
subjugate the Afghan nation and people, and to intimidate 
Afghanistan's neighbors. These actions have brought 
death, misery and exile to millions of innocent Afghan 
men, women and children. We believe it is vital that an 


orderly withdrawal of Soviet forces be achieved, thereby 
ending the repression in Afghanistan. 


We call upon the Soviet Union to permit genuine 
progress in the talks about to resume in Geneva so that 
Soviet forces are withdrawn from Afghanistan, and Afghans 
may be permitted to establish their own government. This 


would create the conditions in Afghanistan for the 
citizens of that country, including the millions who are 
now refugees elsewhere, to return to live in peace in 
their own land. 


Q Copy? 


ay Copy? Sure. And that is it for 
announcements. 


Q On that, Alan, about a year ago the United 


States announced the sale or lease, or whatever, of a lot 
of anti-aircraft equipment to the Pakistanis. Has that 


actually been sent? 


x I guess I would ask you to check with the 


Pentagon, which would be implementing that, Jim. I think 
that -- I don't know about specific deliveries under 
specific agreements. Let me ask you to check on that. 


Q Did you describe -- 


Excuse me. I'm told that I said 7:00 p.m. 
for the embargo (on Abrams‘ speech); 7:30 p.m. is the 
correct time. 


Q Did you describe, if I heard you right, 


these as attacks from aircraft based in Afghanistan 
territory? 


A Correct. 
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Q DO you Know whether these are Soviet 

aircraft, Afghan aircraft, or what flavor are they? 
A I don't know that we know for sure, Don, but 

I think the indications are that they are probably Afghan 
aircraft. 

Q Afghan? 

x Afghan aircraft. But the Soviet role, in 


terms of military operations in Afghanistan and from 
Afghanistan, is not really at issue. 


Q There have been, from time to time, as 
you're aware these border attacks by aircraft and so forth. 


A Uh-huh. 


Q Is this the most serious or more or 
different from before? You say "a number of." Do we have 
any idea or further idea of the details of this? 


A I don't, in terms of comparisons. It is, 
however -- as I say, there has been a series of attacks, 
and they have been particularly serious. I cannot, 
however, say to you that compared with an incident or a 
series at some previous time, this is absolutely the most 
devastating. I just don't know the facts on that. 








Q Alan, do you know the kind of planes that 
were used, please? 

4 I don't have anything on the detail on that. 

Q Alan, what is the status of these talks 
regarding -- the Soviets, the Pakistanis -- regarding 
withdrawal? 

A I don't have a detailed reading to give 


you. AS I said, the -- 


Q Are tney current, are they scheduled -- 


A As I said, talks are about to resume in 
Geneva. We obviously don't have a direct role in that. 
It is mainly talks, as I understand it, in which the U.N. 
is playing a very deep role and involves 
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Pakistan, the Soviet Union, and Afghanistan. But I don't 
have some sort of status report as to where those 
negotiations in general lie at this point. 


Q Do you know when they were last held or -- 
ay I don't have the details on that. Sorry. 
Q Was any kind of return fire mustered from 


the Pakistani side of the border, Alan? 


A I 4G not know. 


Q Alan, would you consider it invidious to ask 
whether the -- 


a Excuse me, do you mean into Afghanistan or 
at the attacking aircraft? 


Q At the attacking aircraft. 
4 Yeah, I don't know the answer to that. 
Q Is it an appropriate comparison to ask 


whether the Afghan attacks on Pakistan are in any way 
Similar to U.S. attacks in parts of Cambodia during the 
Vietnam war to attack areas where support for rebels were 
coming? 


on Well, I'm not about to go back and try and 
address the Vietnam war, Ralph. I'm just not going to try 
and do that, or address any other situation. The 
Situation here is that you've got several million Afghan 
refugees in camps in Pakistan; you've got attacks that 
have been launched against Pakistan territory, sometimes 
-- and I don't know the specifics of this particular case 
-- but clearly against, sometimes against the refugee 
areas, and it is a clear violation of sovereignty and has 
no justice in terms of international law. I'm not aware 
of -- well, I'll just leave it at that. 


Bill? 


Q Alan, has this protest been made to the 
Soviet Embassy here? Has anyone been called in, or has 
any protest been made by the U.S. Embassy in Moscow? 


A I don't know if on this specific occasion 
there has been a specific protest, Bill. Can't tell you. 


Obviously, our concerns about Soviet activity in 
Afghanistan and also about the cross-border activity are 


things that we would normally raise. 














Q Could you take the step of making an 
announcement -- 


A I understand that. 
Q -- orf are you going to call anybody in? 


B I don't know the answer to that, and I don't 


know that we would want to specifically say that we've 
done that. I'll look at it and see if we can get you 
something. 


Q What is the relationship, in your opinion, 
between these attacks across the border by airplanes and 
the widespread reports that the resistance forces or rebel 
forces, or whatever name you want to call them, within 
Afghanistan are being supplied with weapons and other 
materiel from these same areas of Pakistan? 


A Don, I'm not in a position to try to analyze 
that situation. I think that, as I said, though, you've 
got fifty -- I refer you to the words of the statement -- 


"fifty," or “nearly fifty innocent persons" who were 
killed, a large number injured. It is a clear military, 


overt military attack on the territory of Pakistan. 
Q "Overt military,* you said? 
a Well, sure. 
Q Well, how do you -- 


f I don't think aircraft coming over and 
artillery being launched and rockets being launched is 
anything other than that. 


Q What I'm getting at is, do you believe this 


has any relationship with the less-than-overt military aid 
being given from these areas to resistance forces in 


Afghanistan? 


A Well, I can’t address the question of covert 


assistance. I understand your question, but I just 
couldn't address that question. 


Q Could I just follow that? Given -- I 
understand what you just said, but the timing of it, 
coming -- I don't remember exactly how many weeks; but - 
perhaps two or three weeks after -- four weeks after 
Widespread reports of Congressional approval of a large 
Sum of the money by the United States to supply the 




















resistance in Afghanistan, do you see any relationship in 
the timing there? 


A Well, I don't -- I'd repeat what I just said 
to Don. I can't get into the question of alleged 
intelligence activities of any sort, so I can't really 
talk to that. I can't try to give you an explanation why 
the Soviets and their friends in Afghanistan carry out 
attacks against Pakistan. In any case, we do not feel 
they are justified. And the answer to the question is for 
the Soviets to leave Afghanistan, and let the Afghan 
people run their own country. 


Yes? 


Q Do you have any confirmation to reports that 
inside Afghanistan complete villages of Afghanis were 
razed to the ground by Russian forces inside the country? 


A I saw those reports. I'm not in a position 
to confirm them, but what I -- those specific reports. I 
would call your attention, though, in this statement, to 
what I've said about the efforts of the Soviets to 
subjugate the Afghan nation: "*°... have brought death, 
misery and exile tu millions of innocent Afghan men, women 
and children." That includes, obviously, activities 
within Afghanistan. 


Q (inaudible) civility of a situation like 
this, and now your condemnation of the attack on Pakistan, 
is the United States going to be taking this as a serious 
effort to -- bilateral negotiations between the United 
States and the Soviet Union if the Geneva talks will 
convene or -- to put this as a condition to normalize the 


relations with the Soviet Union? 


M Well, I don't think it's a question of 
normalizing relations with the Soviet Union. 


I think -- as I said before, and I said to Bill 
that I would try and get more information as to whether we 
could say whether we've raised this specific situation 


with the Soviets. 

But there's no question that the Soviets are 
aware of our attitude, concerns, objections to what is 
going on in Afghanistan and to the cross-border activity. 

Q Another topic? Red Sea? 


Q No, same one, 
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A Go ahead, Bernie. 


Q DO you have any sense of whether there's 
been an increase in the tempo of military clashes inside 
Afghanistan between the two sides in recent weeks? 


A I don't. I don't know. 


Q DO you have any comment on what the Defense 
Minister of Saudi Arabia, Prince Sultan, said: that the 
Situation in the Red Sea is normal? 


7 First of al), I'm not aware of what he 
said. I guess it's been -- I can't remember when the last 
mine explosion was, but there was this series, and I 
Suppose there have been many less recently, but obviously 
the concern is still there, and the activity continues. 
No mines have been found to date. I'd note in that 
connection, by the way, our understanding that the 
Italians, at the request of the Government of Egypt, are 
participating in mine-clearing efforts, and we welcome the 
broadened international involvement. 


Q You also welcome the presence of the Soviets? 


A We have observed an increase in the Soviet 
presence in the Red Sea during the past week and we are 
monitoring the movement of the Soviet vessels and 
assessing the import of that increased presence. 


We assume, of course, that the increased activity 
reflects Soviet interest as a major maritime power to 
maintain freedom of movement in international waterways. 
And so to the extent that that is the case, and as I say, 
we assume that is the case, those mine-clearing efforts 


are consistent with our own approach to that problem. 


Q Those mine-clearing efforts -- you've drawn 
the conclusion that the increased presence there is Soviet 
mine-clearing efforts? 


A That's what it appears to be. And, as I 
say, that's what we assume this is related to. 


Q Could we have a copy of that, Alan? 
A Yes. Don? 
Q Three representatives of a Jewish 


organization have been to Nicaragua, held a press 
conference, as I understand it, today saying that they 


have found no indication of anti-Semitism on the part of 
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the Nicaraguan Government despite periodic charges made in 
Washington. Do you have any comment on their -- 


A I don't, Don, have a specific comment. But 
we've address this question before. Let me refer you back 
to what we've said about the question. It's not the first 
time, obviously, this issue has arisen, and I think that 
the assessment that we made previously would still hold. 

I don't think the situation has changed, 


Q Do you want to point out when that 
assessment was, or whatever? 


Q That was about a year ago, Alan. I think 
that perhaps an updated assessment might be useful. 


A I think that the fact is that there are not 
very many many Jews in Nicaragua, so that the problem, as 
it existed, probably is about the same as it was then. 

But we'll take a look at it and see if there's anything to 
update. But in any case, if it's not, we'll get out that 
previous guidance for you. 


Q And, further, as I understand it, they also 
said they were told by one of the senior junta people that 
Nicaragua would be prepared for -- I believe the word was 


-- "reciprocal initiatives® to establish a relationship 
with Israel. 


Does the U.S. have any view of that? 


a I'm not aware of that. I guess that would 
be a matter between Israel and Nicaragua. I don't think 
I'd have any comment on tnat. 


Jim? 

Q Alan, I just want to be clear on the 
guidance to which you're referring. There are public 
reports of Ambassador -- a cable from Ambassador Quainton 


in which he also concluded there was no anti-Semitism. 
A Well, I've -- 


Q Do you consider that part of the public 
record to which you were referring? 


A We had some -- in the context of the press 
reports on that, we had something to say. That was the 
time when we had some guidance available, and that's the 
guidance that I would refer you to. 




















Q Alan, same issue? 
A All right, go ahead, George. 


Q Any comment on the New York Times story on 
the U.S.-Nicaraguan dialogue? 





A Yes. As we have indicated a number of times 
in the past, we intend that these be serious private 
conversations with a minimum of official comment. We have 
indicated that following the third meeting, these recent 
talks have been of a substantive nature and that we 
anticipate there will be future meetings. 


Beyond that, we have nothing to offer. 


On the issue of the Contadora process raised in 
that same report, we made clear following the Secretary's 
June 1 visit to Managua, which initiated the current 
bilateral talks, that the primary reason for the dialogue 
was to reaffirm and give impetus to the Contadora process 
and the Contadora Document of Objectives. 


That remains the policy, and anything that might 
emerge from the current bilateral talks would be folded 
into the Contadora process. 


Q Copy of that, please? 


A Sure. Rick? 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on the tape of 
Andrei Sakharov that is being seen? 


X Yes, I do. The videotapes were reportedly 
furnished by Victor Louis who, as you recall, supplied 
Bild Zeitung with a number of still photos of Dr. Sakharov 
and Mrs. Bonnez in mid-June. The surfacing of these 
videotapes would appear to serve two Soviet purposes. 
First, the Soviets seem to be attempting to bolster their 
claim that Dr. Sakharov is alive and well. Second, they 
are probably trying to divert attention from other 
developments in the case. 


With regard to their first purpose, these tapes, 
if they are authentic, prove nothing about the Sakharovs' 
present condition. The tapes appear to be over a month 
old. We will still not know definitely what the 
Sakharovs' mental and physical condition is until reliable 
observers are allowed to meet with them and talk with them, 
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With regard to the second purpose, I would note 
that we have a report that Mrs. Bonner was tried last week 
and that she may have been sentenced to as much as five 
years of internal exile. Such stories would normally be 
cause for great outrage in the West, and the virtually 
Simultaneous release of these tapes would create a 
diversion and thereby serve Soviet aims. 


So far as Yelena Bonner's trial is concerned, we 
have a report that it ended on August 17 and that, as I 
noted, she was sentenced to five years internal exile for 
*"slandering the Soviet state." While we have no 
confirmation of this report, if true, it would indicate 
the continued resolve of the Soviet authorities to 
restrict the freedom of movement of one of their country's 
most outspoken and outstanding citizens. No only would 
this action go against Soviet pledges at Helsinki to 
uphold freedom of movement and expression, but, in light 
of Bonner's deteriorating health, it would also reflect 
the Soviets‘ disregard for basic human decency. 


Andrei Sakharov began his hunger strike on May 2 
despite his own poor health, to press the Soviets to allow 
his wife to go abroad to obtain the medical care she 
desperately needs. Although the Soviets have continually 
asserted that the Sakharovs are in satisfactory condition, 
in the absence of independent confirmation we have no way 
of verifying these reports. We are outraged at the Soviet 
treatment of the Sakharovs. We are concerned by reports 
of Bonner's trial and wiil continue to demand that the 
Soviet authorities allow independent observers to contact 
the Sakharovs. 


Q Can we have a copy, please? 
4 Sure. 
Q This internal exile, does that mean that she 


is going to be again restricted to Gorky or someplace else? 


4 I can't tell you what it would involve, 
Jim. Don't know, 


Q Can you say what the source of the 
information is that you have? 


A No, I cannot. 


Q How would you evaluate it? You say you 
can't confirm it. 
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A Can't confirm it, but I think we are 
concerned enough by it to treat it the way we have in this 
statement. 


Q So it's pretty good information -- 


A Weli, we can't confirm it. I don't want to 
mislead you on that, but we're concerned by that report. 


Q Do you have any observations to make about 
the intermediary role by Victor Louis, some assessment of 
his rcle? 


A No, I'll leave you to assess Victor Louis. 


Q Do you have anything on the reports about 
Chernenko not being seen? 


A Do not. 
Yes. 


Q There is a report in the New Statesman this 
week, a report that talks about British War Cabinet 
documents, and the documents show that the British Navy 
Geployed a Polaris missile-carrying submarine with nuclear 
armed warheads on it to the area of the fighting around 
the Falklands. 





I was wondering if you could -- and it also had 
Orders to prepare for attack if too many British Navy 
ships went down. I was wondering if you could give me an 
idea if the British had spoken to the Americans about this 
and whether there was what was supposed to have been a 
talk between the two of you as to who could “press the 
button" and who wouldn't? 


x I can't. In terms of what British 
deployments there are, I cannot speak to that. That is, 
obviously, up to the British to talk about. I wasn't 
aware of any suggestion that the United States was 
involved in pressing nuclear buttons, and I don't think 
that question -- 


Q They were made by the Americans, I think, 
who put out the Polaris submarines. 


4 I don't think the question ever arose. I'm 
not suggesting that it arose in the British case, but it 
certainly never arose in the case of the United States, 
So I'll leave that (inaudible) 
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Q Was the government here ever aware that 
there was a Polaris submarine -- 


a AS I say, that is not for us to address. 
I'm not trying to suggest one thing or another to you, but 
that is a question to be addressed to the British 
Government. 


Q Well, could you find out for me-- 

a No, I coule not. 

Q -- and give me an answer? 

a No, that's a British Government matter, not 


ours. 


Q Can I pose -- does the United States have 


any attitude or concern one way or another toward the use 
of nuclear weapons in this hemisphere? 


4 I refer you back to a lot of things that 
were said at the time of that crisis, and I'm not going to 
try and reopen it. 


Q These were Cabinet documents. 


a Those are alleged to be Cabinet documents, 
and the British Government will announce or address 
themselves to it; I'm not going to. 


Q Thank you, Alan. Now that this round of 
South African elections are over, do you have any comment 
on it? 


a Yes. The elections on August 22 and 28 for 
so-called “*colored® and Indian chambers of the new South 
African parliament continue a process that will result in 
the inauguration in September of limited power sharing 
with “*coloreds* and Indians in a three-chambered 
parliament. However, the black majority remains excluded 
from this process, and we therefore consider this new 
constitution to be flawed. We nevertheless hope that this 
election, marking a departure from an all-white franchise, 
will accelerate the process of reform which the Prime 
Minister has said is underway. The goal of such reform, 
however, must be a system of governance based on the 
consent of the governed, and we will be looking at future 


developments in this light. 


Unfortunately, these elections were marred by 
widespread arrests of individuals noted for their 


Opposition to the constitution and to the elections. 
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These detentions by the South African Government are 
greatly disturbing to us; they appear to undercut the 
commitment to reform we consider so vital, and they 
represent a viclation of fundamental human rights and 
political liberties. We have made our concerns known to 
the South African Government and have urged them to 
reconsider the full implications of the detentions in the 
overall context of their efforts to offer political 
alternatives to violence. 


Q Copy, please? 

a Sure. 

Q Can I follow up on that? 

a Please. Go ahead, Connie. 

Q The protests that the U.S. has lodgec this 
week on both the UDF arrests and the squatters’ removal, 
have they done any good? Do you know if there has been 
any progress? 


a I don't have anything to offer you on that. 
Sorry. 


Q May I follow on South Africa? 
f Yes. Go ahead, Jim. 


Q Do you have any comment with respect to the 
high level (of) abstentions as to whether you think this 
is now a viable, that this is meaningful, or potentially 
meaningful system of transition to majority rule or 
whatever your goals are? 


ay I'd refer you to what I've said. I think I 
addressed it to the extent I can in that statement. 


Q You have nothing to say at all, then, about 
the high rate of abstentions, is that correct? 


A No. 


Q Do you have any confirmation that the 
Lebanese Army Chief of Staff was killed? 


x I don't, Jim. Seen the wires, and I know 
people were trying to see whether there was any 
confirmation, but I didn't get any word on that before I 
came out. 
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Q Do you have today any reaction on the 
Lebanese decision to bring South Lebanon to the United 
States -- the situation there? 


= To the United Nations? 
Q To the United Nations. 


a Very little. We don't have anything 
official from the Government of Lebanon on that question, 
and as I think I indicated the other day, it would be 
premature to speculate about what our position would be, 
should it come to the United Nations. 


Q Why this lack of communication, Alan? 
a Sorry? 
Q Why this lack of communication between you 


and the Lebanese Government? 


a Why the assumption that everything that they 
do nec2ssarily will have been communicated to us? 


Q But yesterday we asked you -- that they were 
taking it to the United Nations without your knowledge, 
without your consultation. 


. Anyway, aS I say, we don't have anything 
official from the Lebanese Government on that. 


Rick? 


Q Back to Chernenko for a moment, what is the 
present U.S. assessment of his health, and do we believe 
that it has gotten worse in the last several weeks? 


A We have not addressed ourselves to the 
health of foreign government leaders, and I think I'm 
going not to violate that general practice. 


Q Do we see the Soviet Union on the verge of a 
new shake-up in its leadership? 

a I have no analysis of that sort to offer to 
you. 

Q Do you have any comment on the report that 


the United States Government will not be providing Saudi 
Arabia any more with Stingers, and whatever happened to 
the request of the Saudis put to the United States 
Government to buy more missiles? 


I-J/40 











om To buy more -- 
YQ Missiles. You know, the request (inaudible) 


A I don't have anything beyond what we've said 
to you before on this subject on either Stingers or the 
general arms supply relationship. Obviously, we continue 
to have discussions with them about their requirements, 
and as decisions are made, then appropriate action would 
a" but I don’t have anything new to suggest to you 
t y- 


Q But there was no decision taken not to 
supply the Saudis any more Stingers by this government? 


a As far as I know, there was an affirmative 


decision taken to supply them the Stingers that were 
supplied, and 1 refer you back to what we said at that 
time. 


Bernie? 


Q Alan, anything on the increased reports that 
the U.S. is exploring the possibility of a meeting between 
the President and Gromyko? 


B No. I don't have anything to say about that. 
Ralph? 
Q Are they looking into such -- 


x AS I say, I don't have anything to say about 
it. You*rce asking about Presidential meetings; I don't 
address Presidential meetings. 


Q Has there been any direct contact with Billy 
Graham about his projected trip to the Soviet Union? 


A Yes, we have been in contact with the 
members of Graham's staff and have discussed the various 
aspects of that trip, but it is being arranged completely 
by the Graham organization, so it really is up to them to 
comment on it. 


Q What is the U.S. part in it? Why have you 
been in contact with him? 


a It is -- I think he made a trip previously. 


Q Yes. 
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BN We were in contact on that occasion, and we 
have discussed, as I Say, Various aspects of the trip, 
including problems that might arise. aur the 
organizationa’ aspects, we‘re not involved in that. It's 
between the Graham organization and the soviets 


Q Alan, amy comment or confirmation of the 
Iragi attack in the Gulf tcday or any comment on the 
explosion in Tehran today? 

oa No, no. 


Q No, no. (Laughter) Not even to deplore 
international terrorism or violence (inaudible) 


a well, I don’t know. All I've seen are 
reports of an explosion. I can’t really characterize then. 


Q You just wouldn't happen to have anything on 
the Pope's stétement on liberation theology, would you? 


2 to, I wouldn't happen to have. (Laughter) 

Q On the Sakharov tapes, can you be at ali 
more detailed as to why you believe that tape is a montn 
old? 

. [I think that tnere was some evidence of that 
tape being -- an attempt to make that tape available, 
shall we say, some time pack. So it’s based on tnat sort 
of thing. 

Q Has the Department viewec a copy? 

7 HYaven't seen it yet. Haven't seen it yet. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:52 P.M.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTE) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I just want to draw 
your attention to the fact that there will be a briefing 
in connection with the first anniversary of the Korean 
airliner shootdown. That will be tomorrow here in the 
State Department Briefing Room; tomorrow at 11:00 a.m. 


Q On that very point, why is this being done 


aS a backgrounder, if you are calling attention to the 
first anniversary of the KAL shootdown? 


a I think the collective wisdom is that that 
has been the way to proceed on this one, Bernie. 
(Laughter ) 


Q That's the answer? 

A Did you have a follow-up? 

Q He's speechless, 

Q John, I will back up what Bernie obviously 


is asking. We'd like to have this on the record. I see 
no reason for it not to be on the record, 


f Let us pursue that a little and see whether 
we could get that changed. 


Q Do you have anything on the latest tanker 
being hit in the Persian Gulf? 


A No, not really, Jim. We've seen those 
reports. Can't offer any confirmation of them. 


Q I'm curious about that. That's within the 
AWACS coverage area, isn't it? It's just off the coast of 
Qatar. 


x It may be. I mean, it's simply a mechanical 
thing. We don't have confirmation yet that we could give 
you. At least I don't, not in the State Department. 


Q John, do you have any comment on the Soviet 
announcement by their Defense Ministry that they have now 
successfully tested a land-based cruise missile? 
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A Yes. The testing, reported in TASS, comes 
as no surprise. We are not going to be able to comment on 
the intelligence relating to the reported testing. But we 
can say that the Soviets have long had an active cruise 
missile program, and have already deployed a substantial 
force of shorter-range cruise missiles. 


This program was under development long before US 
Pershing II and GLCM deployments began. NATO has begun 
deployments of the Pershing II and GLCMs in Europe as a 
response to unprovoked Soviet deployments of the SS-20. 
Those SS-20s now number 378. 


In the INF negotiations in Geneva, the United 
States and NATO attempted for two years to negotiate an 
agreement with the Soviets that would eliminate 
Geployments of all long-range INF missiles. Failing that, 
we have proposed that both sides reduce their long-range 
INF missiles to the lowest possible equal levels, and we 
have urged the Soviets to return to the negotiating table 
if they seriously want to reach agreements to strengthen 
Stability and reduce the risk of war. 


Q Copy of that, please? 
4 Sure. 


Q When you say that "preceded the deployment 
of the Pershings and US missiles," you're talking about 
years in advance of that, or wnat? 


a I think so, Jim. This iS not a new project; 
it is documented in Soviet Military Power and other -- the 
Pentagon report, and various other pieces of paper that 
have been around for a long time. It's not a new 
development. 


Q Why do you suppose the Soviets are raising 
it in this way at this time then? 


A Well, I guess you'll have to ask them. I 
guess it's the same old scare tactics. 


Q Can we go to a different subject? 

4 Sure. 

Q Do you have any comments on Walid Jumblatt's 
interview as it appeared in the Los Angeles Times this 











morning calling the Lebanese Government to negotiate 
directly with Israel and guarantee security agreements 
for it in the North, and the*’cancellation of the PLO 
agreement? 


A No, afraid I don't. Haven't seen that one. 
Q Can you look through that? 
A I'll take a look at it, sure. 


Q Excuse me. Minister Ariel Sharon of Israel 
said that Jordon belongs to Israel; that eventually it 
will be under Israeli control; it will become part of 
Israel. Any comment on that? 


Mh No comment on that, but our position on the 
integrity of Jordon is well known. We've stated it many 
times in the past, and I'd refer you back to that specific 
language. 


Q Two Mideast ones: There is a report in the 
Washington Times about Israeli military ineptitude. Is 
there anything from here on that? 





4 No, I don't have anything on it. You might 
try the Pentacon. 

Q I tried them. Do you plan to look into, or 

M I don't plan to look into it, no. 

Q Another report, too, about the US -- 

a There's a chorus from the front here saying 


they cannot hear your questions. They're getting my 
answers, which they appreciate, but they'd like to get 
your questions. 


Q Thank you. The other report about Israel 
asking for $700 million in emergency military aid. Is the 
US going to act on that? 


A No, no. Don't have anything on that. 


Q Do you have anything new on the situation in 
the Red Sea? 


A No, I really don't. We have -- the position 
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remains that we have not recovered a mine so far, if 
that's what underlies your question. No, there's no 
change in that situation. 


Q John, do we have anything on this French 
ship that was carrying nuclear waste, and it was sunk, and 
apparently the nuclear waste was destined for the Soviet 
Union? 


4 Yes, I do have something on that, Bill. 
That is the Mont Louis, I think she‘s called. We 
understand that this vessel was carrying about 246 tons of 
uranium in the form of uranium hexafloride to the Soviet 
Union. This uranium is only slightly radioactive. It 
does not present a health or environmental hazard in this 
Situation. 





According to French authorities the shipping 
containers were not damaged in the accident, and they're 
designed to remain sound for a year. However, salvage 
crews will have to take certain precautions during 
recovery operations because hexafloride compounds are 
highly corrosive. We have not received any request for 
assistance, and would not normally expect to receive a 
request in this type of accident. 


Q There's nothing alarming in the shipping of 
this material from a political member of NATO to the 
Soviet Union? 


n Well, in that connection, the uranium is to 
be enriched for use as power reactor fuel by Western 
European utilities. This shipment to the Soviet Union is 
under long-standing commercial contracts with Western 
European utilities and nuclear fuel fabricators. After 
enrichment to several percent U-235, the material is then 
returned to Western Europe for fabrication use in civil 
nuclear power reactors. 


We have not approved -- this is non-US origin. 
We have not approved the use of US-origin to the Soviet 
Union for toll enrichment. 


--MORE-- 











Q How does the US feel about that program, 
that long-standing program? 


A Well, we've not opposed the shipment of 
non-US-origin uranium to the Soviet Union for commercial 
enrichment under conditions which insure that it will not 
assist Soviet military activities. The Soviet Union 
routinely provides commercial enrichment services to 
Western European countries for uranium to be used as fuel 
in civil power reactors. 


As far as the United States is concerned, and 
US-origin, the US has not approved shipment of US-origin 
natural uranium to the Soviet Union for commercial 
enrichment as power reactor fuel because the bilateral 
agreement framework required by US law has not been 
developed. 


Q Can we have a copy of all those, please? 
M Sure. 
Q Does that by extention mean that you don't 


approve of the French shipment? 


M No. It means that that's a normal 
commercial transaction which has gone forward in the past 
and is going forward insofar as non-US-origin is 
concerned. As far as US is concerned, we do not ship -- 
We would -- 


Q But does that suggest that the bilaterals 
between France and the Soviet Union fall short of the 
safeguard standards insisted upon by the US? 


x No, I don't think so, Bernie. I think it's 
a question of our not having negotiated our own agreement. 


Q So that you really have no objection to that 
shipment? 


h We have not opposed it. 
Q John, does the State Department play any 


role in the -- I mean, the report on the military and the 
press that came out from the Pentagon? 
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A No. I think that was primarily the Sidle 
Commission. I think that the Pentagon primarily worked 
with the journalists who served on that committee, and I 
don't think there were any State Department officials on 
that Commission. I think I'm right on that. 


Q Is there anything new on the probability of 
a meeting between the Secretary and Foreign Minister 
Gromyko? 

A No, no change in what has been said -- 

Q Any change on Vienna? 

a No change on Vienna. 

Q John, anything to offer on the story in the 


New York Times yesterday about the Morocco-Libya 
rapprochement or proposed agreement? 





y No, nothing beyond what we offered last week. 


Q Is the United States Government still not in 
the clear -- the State Department is not in the clear -- 
about the text of the agreement? 


om I do not know whether we have received the 
text yet. I'll be glad to check that one for you. 


Q This morning the Moroccan Ambassador was 
meeting with Mr. Murphy. Do you have a readout on that? 


A I don't. I don't know what they were 
talking about. 


Q The Sikh hijackers of an Indian Airlines 
aircraft have been reportedly given about a week's asylum 
in the United Arab Emirates, and that government has 
assured them that they would be given -- that they would 
be helped to come to the US. 


Has the US and the UAE Government been in touch? 
And will the hijackers be permitted to enter the US, and 
if so will they be given asylum here? 


A Well, the United States certainly has talked 
with officials of the UAE, and obviously the Indian 
Government as well is an interested party. Those 
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discussions are continuing and are sensitive, so I'm not 
going to be able to get into any detail on them. P 


In general, -- let me just remind you that not 
referring specifically to these individuals, but in 
general, let me just point out that in terms of law, any 
hijackers who end up in the United States are subject 
either to extradition or prosecution. 


Q Do you consider as international terrorism, 
as Mr. Reagan is talking about, that he is against the 
terrorist activities? (Sic) 


A I'm sorry. Is President Reagan against -- 

Q -- international terrorism. They come under 
international terrorisms? 

om In this particular case? 

Q Right. 

x I don't know what the legal definition would 


be. It's clearly a case of hijacking. Where the line 
between hijacking and terrorism is drawn, I can't give you 
an -- 


Q It is understand (sic) that when J.S. 


aircraft hijacked or an Indian airliner hijacked, it comes 
under terrorism? 


A No, I'm not sure that's correct. I'm not 
sure that's correct. 


Q John, is OPEC keeping -- 
s Excuse me. 


Q John, I just wanted to clear up one point. 
When you make the note that “in general, hijackers are 
subject to extradition or prosecution,” is there any 
reason to believe that that would not apply in this case 
as well? 


A No, there is no reason to believe that that 
would not apply. As I say, what I don't want to do is to 
talk specifically about this case. But nevertheless, I 





want to point out -- 
Q -- that's the policy. 


A That's the policy, and draw your own 
conclusions. 


- MORE - 





Q Would you give political asylum to any Sikhs 
in this country if they applied today? 


A Well, the question of asylum, as you know, 
is a delicate one. We don't talk about asylum 
applications. 

Q Well, what I mean really is what is this 


Department's policy on the Sikh situation as far as the -- 


A Well, as I say, asylum cases are treated on 
a case-by-case basis, and we very rarely talk about then, 
but the State Department is involved in making 
recommendations in asylum cases. 


Q But does this Department support the Sikhs 
or not? 

a Uh -- 

Q Or their activities? 

x I'm going to reiterate what I said, which 


perhaps you didn't understand. In the case of asylum 
cases, they're treated case by case, and we don't talk 
about them. 


Q Are OPEC members effectively working 
together now to keep production below the established 
quotas, and can we expect any take-off in gasoline prices 
in the near future? 


A I can't answer that one. Don't have 
anything on it. Sorry. 


Q John, could you tell us about the 
Secretary's visit to Fort Bragg, is it, today? 


M yes. He's going down to Fort Bragg today. 
As you know, he's been out to visit a carrier, and I think 
went to a submarine. So he's visited the Navy. He's 
spending part of the day today with the Army, and I'm sure 
he'll be looking at various units there; and I think he 
hopes in the fall to spend some time at an air base. 


Q Is he planning to switch jobs? (Laughter) 


A I don't know that he is. (Laughter) 
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Q Late last week Assistant Secretary of State 
Elliott Abrams made a speech to a Cuban-American group 
somewhere in Florida, I believe, which contained a number 
of rather personal attacks on American citizens for their 
views on Cuba which he does not agree with. 


I'd like to ask if this speech, or at what level 
of the State Department this speech was cleared, and to 
what degree personal attacks by a senior State Department 
official om American citizens represents some new trend in 
the way the State Department deals with -- 


a Okay. I'm unfamiliar with that particular 
speech, but be glad to take a look at it. 


Q Would you look at it? 
a Sure. 


Q John, is anybody here concerned about the 
safety aspects of these international shipments of nuclear 
materials? Is there an international body that sets 
Standards for air and sea transportation to which we're a 
member ? 


A I don't know about the international body. 
This is a relatively harmless and fairly routine 
shipment. In the case of more significant shipments the 
United States is very deeply involved and much more 
stringent precautions are taken. 


Q John, there are reports from the Middle East 
saying that the American-Israeli joint military/political 
committee is in a state of continuous meeting, or it’s 
meeting continuously. 


Do you have any comment on this report? 


A I‘m speaking without any knowledge, but that 
doesn't sound right to me. The committee, as you know, I 
think, is due to meet twice a year, and I think has done 
so. We generaliy haven't announced it. We've told you 
about it after it has met, and I'm sure that is still on 
track. So I <= without any knowledge, I tend to discount 
this report. 


Q As far as I understand, following the 
reports coming out even from the State Department itself, 
the committee had been meeting for four times since 
November, which is not semi-annual. 


|-JISS 





ll 


s Let me take a look at that, because there 
may be several things in play here. But as far as the 
Joint Political/Military committee is concerned, I'm not 
aware that it’s met more often than once every six months. 
But I'll be glad to inquire. 


Q John, is it expected to meet in the close 
future? 

o I don't know what the next date is. I'm 
sorry. 

Q John, there was a wire service report this 


morning out of Lima, Peru. It talked about armed bands of 
terrorists that were raiding policemen and farmers in this 
upper -- you can forgive my pronounciation -- Jualaga 
Valley where this -- 


x It's a fine pronounciation. 

Q Okay. It's close. (Laughter) Anyway, it's 
this joint anti-drug program with AID, State and the Drug 
Enforcement Administration, and they were talking about 
how that program has been affected by these armed raiders. 

Do you have anything on that? 

4 I don't. No. Sorry. 


Q Do you have anything on a neighboring 
country, the cease-fire in Colombia? 


a No, I don't. Sorry. 


Q Do you have anything on the unrest in the 
Philippines? 

aM No, I don't. I'm sorry. 

Q Nineteen people have been killed. 

A No. Sorry. You've exhausted me. 

Q Okay, then. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:30 p.m.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: I know this large audience is here 
for the previous speaker, which is just as well, because I 
have no announcements and very thin gruel. But then, as 
Bernie Kalb always says, “No news is good news.* 





Q John, do we still have American military 
trainers in Lebanon that you know of? I ask because 
there's a report on one of these clandestine radios, which 


reliability is very questionable, but claiming there was a 
fire fight today between some U.S. Marines in Lebanon and 
some five militia -- 


Bb I do not think we do, Bill, but I think I'd 


have to defer to the Pentagon on that. But it’s my 
impression there are no U.S. trainers left in Lebanon. I 
may be wrong, so let's try the Pentagon on that one. 


Q John, do you have any comment on the 


decisions in the -- by the South Pacific Community, or 
whatever their names is, to try to establish a 


nuclear-free zone in the South Pacific? 


B There was some guidance available on that 
yesterday, Don. In essence, it says we will wait ‘til we 
see a firm resolution from them that we look at the text 
before we take a position on that. But we also made 
available to you yesterday a list of the factors that we 
take into consideraticn when we make up our mind on the 
nuclear-free zone issues. Many of them derive from U.N. 
resolutions. 


Q That is in the guidance also, this -- ? 
That is in the guidance. 
-- these lists of -- ? 


Yes. 


on + OO F 


-- of things? 
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A That's right. 


Q Is the U.S. in communication somehow about 
its attitude toward this with the people involved? 


A I don't know whether they have been in touch 
with us yet. I think not. There was a group meeting, as 
you know, and a group decision, I think -- 


Q - On a related question, what is the status of 
the U.S. discussions with New Zealand regarding ship 
visits and their military policies, and that sort of thing? 


A Oh, I'm sure that discussions continue in 


Giplomatic channels. Our Ambassador in New Zealand, I'm 
Sure, is talking with various government officials. 


Q Is it expected that the Secretary will meet 
with Mr. Lange this fall at the U.N. or some other place? 

A Uh, I wouldn't rule it out, if Mr. Lange is 
at the U.N. I certainly wouldn't rule it out. 

Q John, do you have any comment on the report 
of an American-manufactured plane being shot down in 
Nicaragua last -- yesterday? 

h No, I don't. I think the Pentagon was asked 


about it and had very little to say about it. It wasn't a 
U.S. plane. 


Q Do you have anything on -- go ahead -- 
Q Was it a U.S.-supplied plane? 
Be I'd refer you to the Pentagon on that. 


Q Do you have anything on Soviet troops 
massing in Eastern Afghanistan near the Pakistani border? 


A No, I don't. 


Q John, anything on the Iraqi paper charging 
that U.S. supply of arms to Iraq continues? 


M Which report is that? 


Q In an Iraqi paper, on the FBIS. 





A I haven't seen that particular report, but 
our position and our actions with respect to Iran and Iraq 
ere quite clear. We don't supply arms to either side. 


Q Are you -- ? 


A But I hadn't seen that specific report. I'm 
giving a general answer. 


Q If you could take a look possibly on the 
fact that they're reporting that there is secret trial 
taking place in Turin, italy, of a number of CIA experts 
in relation to this deal? 


A I don't need to look into it. We don't 
supply arms to either side, 


Q Do you share the view by that Congressional 
Committee on the balance shifting toward Irag in the 
Iran-Iraq war? 


A We're not really going to have any very 
specific comment on that report, Bernie, but I'll just 
underline our position. The U.S. position in the 
Iran-Iraq war has not changed. We wish to see the 
earliest possible end to the fighting, but we do not wish 
to see either party dominate the other. We have supported 
all mediation efforts. In particular, we have repeatealy 
called for the implementation of U.N Security Council 
Resolution 540. 


Iraq has publicly stated its willingness to 
accept an immediate and verifiable cease-fire. Iran 
remains intransigent and continues to pursue a futile 
Strategy of military victory. We believe that arms sales 
fuel Iran's refusal to negotiate, and we have urged others 
to stop the flow of arms to Iran. We, ourselves, sell 
arms to neither belligerent. 


We support all efforts by others to persuade Iran 
to come to a cease-fire and to resolve its differences 
with Iraq through negotiation. If both sides accept a 
cease-fire, the cycle of violence will be broken and an 
important step toward negotiations will have been taken. 


Q Copy, please? 


Q On this statement, it makes no reference to 
the fact that it was Iraq that started that war. 





A I think that the history of the conflict is 
quite clear, but I'm giving you an appraisal of how we see 
the respective belligerence on each side at this time. 


Q Copy, please? 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 
A Sure. 


John, is that the same guidance, really, I 
believe you've been saying for some months? Has that 
changed at all? 


As Our position is unchanged. That's correct. 


Q One of the points in the Foreign Relations 
Committee report was that -- where they say the United 
States has tilted toward Iraq -- was that over the recent 
months around a billion dollars of American agricultural 
credits have been granted to Iraq - according to them, 
anyway. 


Is that correct; and, if so, what is the 
rationale for that? 


A Let me -- I think I have a little piece of 
guidance on that. Over the course of the past two years, 
the Commodity Credit Corporation has provided commodity 
credits to U.S. exporters in order to promote agricultural 
sales to Iraq; but for details, I guess you really ought 
to go to the Department of Agriculture Export Credits 
Division. 


Q Well, you say over the last two years? 
BR Uh-huh. 


Q Is that -- are you trying to tell us that 
before two years ago they weren't doing it, or is -- why 
have they started now? 


a That -- I'm afraid you've gone to the limit 
of my knowledge, Don. Maybe at Agriculture -- 


Q Can we get that one as well, John? 


A Sure. 


- c 
go \~ 








Q John, don't -- since you also recall that 
there were also some trade transactions between some 
American companies and Iran, including the Commodity 
Credit Corporation last year, and some construction 
credits in Iran -- 


A In a non-military area? 
Q Yes, 
A I mean, I'd refer you to the record. There 


may have been. 


Q Okay. I want to ask a question about this. 
When you say “we don't want either party to dominate the 
other. . »* 


Q Do you have an indication that Iraq wants to 
Gominate Iran, or is it the other way around, because of 
the importance -- the -- you know, the importing 
revolution to -- by Khomeini to other countries? 


BK Well, I think the tide has ebbed and flowed, 
but I think as of the past few months there has been the 
threat of an Iranian large-scale ground offensive by Iran, 
which has not materialized. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q But you have no proof or indication that 
Irag wanted to dominate Iran in this? 


A Our position is that we hope the outcome is 
such that neither country dominates the other. 


Q John, (inaudible) there is a report this 
morning that the Lebanese with Syrian incentives have 
asked the Americans to replay a role, mediating role, 
between Lebanon and Israel. Can you tell us what is the 
role the U.S. is playing, if any, in Lebanon now, in terms 
of Israeli withdrawal? 


A I'm not aware of that specific report. As 
you know, since our involvement with the May 17 agreement 
and the aborting of that, the United States has continued 
to be helpful in a diplomatic way but, nevertheless, has 
favored direct negotiation between Lebanon and Israel. 


Q And, to follow up, there is also in the same 
report, states that Jumblatt, who is a Minister now in the 
Lebanese Government, and the leader of the Druze faction, 
is willing to provide Israel with security guarantees with 
Syria‘s support also. 


A Uh-huh. 


Q If Israel accepts to withdraw, how -- would 
you have any comments on that? 


BR I think we had a little response that was 
posted. We got that question yesterday, and we posted 
some response yesterday afternoon on that. 


Q Do you happen to have that? 


BR I don't, Bernie, no, but I guess it's in the 
Press Office. 


Q Has the United States made up its mind to 
veto any Security Council resolution calling on Israel to 
withdraw? 


h I think, as always, Jim, we'll wait and see 
what the text of any resolution is. 


Q John, what is the status of the citizenship 
of Meir Kahane? 


B Sorry, citizenship of -- 


i Allo } 





Q Rabbi Kahane? 


A I don't know that anything has moved on that 
since last we talked about it, or since last you and Mr. 
Romberg talked about it. That is a process that will take 
some time to go through, and I don't think there's been 
any -- 


Q What do you mean by “some time"? 


B Well, I think it was a question of months, I 
think, Mr. Romberg said. 


Q John, do you have anything on the upcoming 
visit of the Dalai Lama of Tibet? 


Bh No, I do not. 


Q Does the United States Government still 
stick with President Reagan's peace initiative of 
September 1, 1982? 


B of course. 


Q Because Mrs. Kirkpatrick, at the Republican 
Necional Convention last week in Dallas, Texas, said that 
Lhe Reagan peace plan is no longer existing, and that it 
was no longer suitable? 


i Well, I don't think that's what she said. 


Q Excuse me? 


B I don't think that’s what she said. There 
were two factors, or two misstacements of what she said. 
One related to Jerusalem, and one related to the peace 
process; but I think you should go back and listen to the 
tape, or read the transcript of what she said, rather than 
rely on reports of what she said. 


Q Since this issue is creating confusion or 
not, it's a lot of concern in the Arab world, and there's 
been attacks, of course, severely in the press in Jordan 
and other Arab countries. Could the State Department, 
although you don't deal with political parties’ platforms 
and other things, could we get a complete text of her 
speech, and if this is the intent of the -- ? 


I- I|lb2 





A Yeah, you can get that from Ambassador 
Kirkpatrick's office, by all means. Sure. In fact, I 
suggest you do that. I think that -- 


Q But these two contradictions, or these two 
points -- ? 


A _ Well, I've told you, they're not 
contradictions. That's exactly what I'm telling you: 
that on the question of Jerusalem and on the question of 
the President's peace plan, she did not say what she was 
reported to have said. 


Q Who stated this misstatement, what the 
misstatement was by those who reported here? 


‘ I forget who carried the original misreport. 


Q Do you have anything about the state of 
health of Chernenko? There have been reports on TV -- 


BR No, I don't. No. 


Q Do you have anything, John, on Colombia 
today, on the cease-fire? 


é yes, I do. The Government of Colombia 
Signed cease-fire agreements with the Army of Popular 
Liberation and the M-19 guerrilla movements August 23 and 
24. The agreements are to go into effect on August 30. 
The United States very much hopes that they will 
contribute to the rule of law in Colombia. 


A similar agreement was signed with the 
Revolutionary Armed Forces of Colombia on May 28. The one 
major group that has not accepted a cease-fire is the Army 
of National Liberation. 

Q Can we get a copy? 

A Sure. 


Q I assume you don't have any further guidance 
on Colombia? 


A I don't. 


Q Do you have anything on the latest arrests 
in Liberia, the number two guy? 





A I don't have anything there. Insofar as a 
demonstration in Washington, that the Liberian Embassy 
here was concerned, I understand the Union of Liberian 
Associations in the Americas and Canada held a sit-in 
demonstration at the Liberian Embassy here in Washington 
August 27. They were demonstrating to protest recent 
events in Monrovia, including arrests on the closure of 
the University of Monrovia. 


At the request of the Liberian Embassy, the 
uniformed division of the Secret Service sent officers to 
the Embassy. We understand the demonstration was 
peaceful, lasted about three or four hours, and that the 
Gemonstrators left voluntarily. 


Q On Thursday, Lufthansa will start service 
between the two Germanys. 


Q I wonder whether you have a comment on this 
apparent winding-up? 


BR No. 
Q John, -- 
Q Two, in the back, please? 


Q Yesterday's Washington Times story that -- 
with the Pentagon source that the Israeli military was -- 
work in -- action in Lebanon was considered seriously 
flawed or inept. Is there a State Department view on the 
reliability of the IDF now? 





h Same position today as yesterday, nothing to 
say on that. 


Q John, I have one. I understand you didn't 
want to comment on the Tuvalu Resolution now. But, in 
general, do we find nuclear free zones to cause 


difficulties for U.S. policy? 


h Well, I think what we do is look at them on 
a@ case-by-case basis. AS you know, where we have 
supported the nuclear free zone in Latin America, there 
are certain other areas where we do not. 
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Q John, just two brief ones. Anything that 
you might have on the shootdown of the, or alleged 
shootdown, of the DC-3 in Nicaragua, or anything on the 
elections today in South Africa? 


A I'm sorry, I didn't -- sorry? 


A plane was reportedly shot down -- 


Le) 


Yeah. No, I think the Pentagon -- 


> 


Q Okay. Anything on the elections of the 
Asian population in South Africa today? 


A No. I'm afraid not. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:20 p.m.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. Well, 1 just have 
one announcement and that is to remind you that the White 
House Central American Outreach Group will be having a 
briefing in Room 450 in the Old Executive Office Building 
this afternoon at 2:30. There will be remarks by Wr. 
William C. Doherty. He's the Executive Director of the 
American Institute for Free Labor Development. He'll be 
speaking on “Central America and the Free Trade Union 
Movement.” And also Mr. Bruce McColm -- he's the Director 
of the Center for Caribbean and Central American Studies 
at Freedom House, and he will be talking on "The Strategy 
of the Sandinistas in Conjunction with the Salvadoran 
Guerrillas.* That's all at 2:30 this afternoon, Room 450 
in the Old Executive Office Building. The contact, if you 
want any further information on that, is Sue Mathis, and 
she is at 456-2910 -- Sue Mathis at 45/-2910. 


That's about all I've got for today. 


Q Can you bring us up to date on the Persian 
Gulf and the Gulf of Suez and -- 


x No real change, Jim. We still have not 
discovered any mine. As you know, the Italians, I think, 
are now involved. That's in line with our feeling that 
there should be a broad-based international effort to 
assist. Obviously, all of these -- each of these 
countries are there at the request of Egypt and are 
working with Egypt. 


Q Are the Soviets operating? 


h I don't know whether the Soviets have 
actually done any mine-sweeping, Jim. There'‘ve been mixed 
reports as to whether they were asked to help or not asked 
to help and whether they did or didn't. 


Q And on the Persian Gulf, has the U.S. 
Government identified the last attacker? Was it Iran, as 
suspected? 





B Nothing beyond what we had earlier this 
week, in that we knew that there had been an attack, but 


we did not identify -- we were not able to identify the 
attacker, no. 


Q John, yesterday you were asked about the AP 


report of Soviet and Afghan troops massing on the border 
with Pakistan. Do you have anything on that today? 


Bh Yes, I do have a little elaboration on 
that. we've been aware of increased fighting in the 
eastern part of Afghanistan for several weeks. The 
fighting in Afghanistan is often intense, but it is 
sporadic, and Soviet/Afghan offensive operations tend to 
move about the country. 


In late April and early May a major Soviet effort 
was made in the Panjsher Valley, to the northeast of 
Kabul; following this, the Soviets conducted a major sweep 
operation in the western city of Herat and surrounding 
areas. The major par. of the fighting then moved back 
closer to Kabul, in the Shomali area north of the city, 
and in Logar Province to the south. 


In August, the Soviets began to turn their 
attention to the eastern provinces of Paktia and Paktika, 
where heavy fighting had also taken place at this time 
last summer. The Soviets appear to be trying to open the 
road to Ghazni and to relieve Afghan units in several 
garrisons in the east beseiged by the resistance. 


All during the spring and summer, Soviet forces 
have taken a larger part in the fighting than ever before, 
relying less on Afghan forces. Therefore, we see any 
buildup of Soviet forces in the east of Afghanistan as 
part of Soviet strategy against the Afghan resistance and 
hot aS preparation for a major ground incursion into 
Pakistan. Of course, continued limited violations of 
Pakistani territory are possible. 


Q John, today at the U.N., they released -- 


Q Copy, Jonn? 


> 


Sure. 


Q -- they released four letters from Pakistan 
to the U.N. Secretary General complaining about Soviet 
cross-border raids -- 








Q -- indicating a -- Do we see a pattern in 
the Soviet raids, that is to say, the Soviets are 
attempting to embroil or embarrass the United States this 
close to the election? 


» I don’t know that it's a -- As I say, I 
think we have to differentiate between what we've been 
talking about here, wich we do not see as an invasion 


threat to Pakistan, versus the other kind of thing which 
you're talking about, which certainly we have spoken about 
and are serious. 


I don’t know what the Soviet and the Afghan 
motivation is. I suppose they're pressure tactics. 


Q Why do you think the Soviets are relying 
more on their own troops and less on the Afghan forces? 
Does that indicate lack of trust in the Afghan forces? 


n I don*t know whether it indicates lack of 
trust, but it seems to be an indication of a lack of 
success in their operations. The Soviet involvement seems 
to be heavier and larger. 


Q Can you confirm the report that a large 
number of Soviet troops were shot by their own helicopters 


A No, can’t confirm that; seen that report, 
but can’t confirm it, Barrie. 


Q On Afghanistan, there has been before 
Congress for some time a resolution calling for effective, 
more effective aid to Afghanistan rebels on the part of 
the United States. 


Q -~<- signed by, I don't know how many, but 
guite a few Senators and House members. 


Q What is the State Department position 
regarding this? 


a Let me take a look at that for you. 





Q Would you? 
B Yes. 


Q John, could I just follow up that question 
about the “no increased threat to Pakistan"? On July l, 
the Russians sent a note to the Pakistanis accusing them 
of direct complicity in supplying arms to the rebels and 
warning that continued actions would henceforth be 
considered aimed against the Russians themselves and would 
not go unpunished. 


Q In light of that note and the fact that I 
understand there have been six bombings since August 13 of 
the refugee camps, why is che Department confident that 
there is no increased threat to Pakistan itself? 


B Well, I think -- I'd like you to be careful 
with differentiating between the kind of attacks that 
you're talking about, plus the suggestion that there's a 
major ground buildup for an invasion of Pakistan. I think 
that's the line we're trying to draw here, and we're 
giving you our best estimate. 


-- MORE -- 





Q Is there a concern that Soviet pilots would 
actually become involved for the first time in the bombing 
of camps in Pakistan? 


A Well, it is difficult to indicate what the 
nationality is of the pilots who have already been 
involved. 


Q John, is the United States Government, in 
light of your concern in the last few weeks about the 
escalation of the attacks of the Soviets in Afghanistan 
and on Pakistan -- is the United States Government in 
consultation with your allies, European allies, and with 
the Islamic Conference about bringing a new campaign 
against the Soviet Union to bring about maybe an end or to 
cut down on all of their intrusions on the Afghani people? 


f Well, I don't -- I'm not sure I understand 
the thrust of your question. We've made claims -- 


Q The diplomatic process of consultation ance 
possibly protestation and possibly recruiting other ai’ ‘es 
in Islamic Conference countries who are concerned abou 7 
Afghanistan -- are you launching a new campaign about this 
Or just leave it to the statements? 


a I'm not aware of a new campaign, but our 
view of what the Soviets are doing in Afghanistan and how 
repugnant and repulsive that is, is very clear, and we 
certainly have talked with a number of other governments 
who share our view of what is happening there. And there 
is an exchange of views ongoing, but I'm not aware of any 
new campaign. 


Q You are not planning to take anything in the 
next General Assembly of the United Nations possibly to 
bring about another condemnation of the occupation of 
Afghanistan? 


M I have no idea how the Afghan thing will 
fare at the U.N. 


Q Another area? 


Q Do you have any comment on the continuing 
attacks by the Israelis on the Bekaa Valley? 


A No. 





Q And anything on the deterioration of the 
Situation in Lebanon? 


A No. 


Q Different cities? 


> 


No. 


Q In that connection, any comment on the 
Lebanese attempt to bring that to the attention or the 


United Nations? 


M Well, that is before the U.N. We haven't 
seen the text of any resolution. We'll look at it when 
it's available. We hope for a constructive outcome of 
that debate. 


Q John, do you have any comment on the report 
in The New York Times that the Lebanese accuse Israel of 
diverting the Wazzani River, or water, and possibly even 
taking it out of there? 





‘K No, I don't, 


Q John, what would that “constructive outcome*® 
be? 


A I think one that observes the realities of 
the situation. 


Q John, but along those lines, is there not 
any concern that the very terrorism that the Israelis are 
trying to counter along their border by cutting off most 
of south Lebanon, will only increase by their very action? 


A Well, I think there's continuing concern 
about the presence of all foreign forces in Lebanon. 


Q Yes. But there seems to be quite a 
concerted effort on the part of the Israelis to antagonize 
the local populace, and much to everybody's consternation 
in the region. 


h Well, «Ss I say, we -~ our goal is to see the 
removal of all foreign forces from Lebanon. 


Q The only foreign forces there now seem to be 
the Israelis. 


= 
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A Well, I think you'll find there are other 
foreign forces in Lebanon, unless there's been sudden 
withdrawals of which I'm unaware. 


Q John, on the Red Sea, you talk about mixed 
reports about Soviet participation in mine clearing. 


A Uh-huh. 

Q Would the U.S. welcome? That would be one 
question. And the other is, the U.S. has, I take it, been 
in touch with other countries, the Italians and the 
French. Have we been in touch with the Soviets? 


A I don't know whether we've been in touch 
with the Soviets. We did offer some language on our view 
of any Soviet participation, Bernie, and I think I'd like 
to refer you back to that specifically. 


Q John, do we have any idea of the topic or 
purpose of the Assad-Qaddafi talks this week? 

a No. You'd have to ask them, 

Q John, going back to Lebanon, can you say 


that what Israel is doing in southern Lebanon is in the 
best interests of the Lebanese people, or that -- to 
improve the situation there, or is it exacerbating the 
Situation? 


4 Well, I'm not going to respond to a question 
coucheac in those terms. Obviously, Lebanon has been and 
is a very tortured country with all kinds of problems, and 
to a large extent those problems are caused by the 
presence of foreign forces of different nationalities. 


Q you know, I'm asking this question because 
Mr. Shamir yesterday in The New York Times, saying that, 
you know, they have been assisting some villages with 
water, and what they are doing there is not to interfere 
in their freedom, or whatever it is, to guarantee their 
security, and all of these claims of Mr. Shamir. 





M Uh-huh. 


Q I mean, you know, he's coming with some 
Statement like this. I would like to know your response 
to it. 











A Well, obviously, as I say, we want to see 
the removal of all foreign forces in tandem with the 
various other objectives we have, which is security for 
Israel's northern borders. That is a factor that has to 
be considered as part of the withdrawal of Israeli forces. 


Q John, any response to claims by some of the 


European allies that there's not as much coordination 
between the U.S. and them in clearing out the mines in the 


Red Sea and the Gulf of Suez, and that there have been 
some misunderstandings? 


h I'm not aware of those. Obviously, the 
various countries are there at the invitation of primarily 
Egypt, I think, and, obviously, Egypt is taking the lead 


in this. But I'm not aware there has been any problem in 
coordination between the various countries. 


Q John, does the United States find it curious 
that not one single mine has been discovered? 


K I don't know whether we find it curious. 
We've certainly been doing the best we can to find one. 
Haven't found one. 


Q you don't read anything into that? 

x Well, maybe -- I don't know. I guess, I 
mean, one interpretation may be that everything that is 
there has been exploded, and I think -- was it 18 
incidents? I can't speculate. 


Q John, any further information on the 
Moroccan-Libyan agreement? 


No. I think we offered a little comment on 
that earlier this week when we did receive the text of the 
agreement. 

Q John, are you studying the text? 

AK Sorry? 


Q you have nothing on the announcement from 
Morocco that Libya has recognized -- 


A No. 


Q Nothing on that. 





Q Are you studying the text now, and you will 
have a response? 

A Oh, I'm sure we're studying the text. 

Q Will you have a response for us? 


A I think we had a response earlier this 
week. I'm not sure that we have anything -- I am sure 
that we have nothing beyond that at the moment. 


Q In light of the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee report which was yesterday and this morning in 
the papers, there is -- are there any evidence or fears 
that Iran might close the Strait of Hormuz or, as the 
report said this morning, in its part which was not -- 


B No. I don't -- we haven't changed position 
on that, no. 


Q New subject, John? 
B Sure. 


Q In less than a month the President and the 
Secretary of State will go to New York to take part in the 
U.N. General Assembly. Have we yet had any successful 
contact with Moscow about a Shultz-Gromyko meeting? 


h Well, I don't want to get into the -- into 
the substance, as always, of diplomatic exchanges. I 
think where we are is that it is the Secretary's 
expectation that if Mr. Gromyko comes, there will be a 
meeting, or meetings, between the Secretary and Mr. 
Gromyko. 


The Soviets, I think, have not yet announced 
whether their Foreign Minister is going to the U.N. We 
have to wait for that announcement from them. 


Q John, nothing on the reports about the 
request from Israel for emergency aid? 


A No, I don't. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q John, could you just please stay on the 
Gromyko thing for a minute? 


A Sure. 


Q Do you have any assurances that, or any 
indication at all that he is coming? 


» No, assurances, no. 


Q Was there a response to the note that was 
sent assuring him that his plane could land, and that all 
Giplomatic courtesies would be extended to him? 


h I'm not going to get into an exchange of 
notes, and so forth and so on. But as the Secretary has 
said, we understand, and certainly the Soviets understand, 
that there is no problem about Mr. Gromyko's aircraft 
landing in -- 


Q Have you talked to the Port of New York 
Authority about that? 


i I think we are convinced that there is not 
going to be any problem. 


Q Is there a consideration, if he does come, 
of a meeting with President Reagan in New York, with the 
President? 


i Well, there have ber«n speculative stories 
about that, and it is pure speculi’® n. 


Q Regarding the Red Se., we've noted in one of 
the stories this morning that the U.S. Ambassador in 
Cairo, Mr. Veliotes, has refused to see any American 
reporters regarding what is going on there. He is a 
usually pretty voluble fellow. Is he acting under some 
kind of instruction from the Department in refusing to 
talk about this? 


B Not that I'm aware of. And, in fact, you 
Surprise me because I thought that -- in fact, I know -- 
there had been access to the vessels involved by the 
press. You surprise me, frankly. I was not aware of 
this, but I'm sure he's not acting under any instructions. 


Q John, will there be any obstacles in Meir 
Kahane's way if he chooses to come to the U.S. this week 
as he has announced, in light of the review of his 
citizenship? 


\-2\ Ihe 
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A Any obstacles? No, I wouldn't see any 
obstacle in his way. 


Q Am I using the wrong word? Will the 
passport review -- citizenship review -- in any way affect 
his trip? 


Bh I don't see why. He's been informed of the 
action pending against him. We've seen reports that he 
may come to the United States. He has made no approach to 
the Department, no request to see anybody here. So 
certainly nothing is planned. 


Q Has the Department -- the Government has not 


requested him to come in for a meeting to discuss his 
citizenship matter? 


BR No, no, not at all. That process is 
proceeding. 
Q Do you have anything today on the vote in 


South Africa, or the arrests in Liberia? 


y Only really to reaffirm what we've said 
before about the South African election. Namely, those 
elections for “colored*® and Indian chambers of the new 
South African Parliament continue a process that will 
result in the inauguration next month of limited 
power-sharing with “coloreds* and Indians in a 
three-chambered Parliament. 


However, the black majority remains excluded from 
this process, and we therefore consider this new 
constitution to be flawed. We nevertheless hope that 
these elections marking a departure from an all-white 
franchise will accelerate the process of reform which the 
South African Prime Minister has said is underway. 


The goal of such reform, however, must be a 
system of governance based on the consent of the governed, 
and we will be looking at future developments in this 
light. 


Insofar as the recent events are concerned, we 
are still concerned by the detentions which preceded last 
week's “colored® elections, and we are similarly deeply 
concerned by the deplorable violence which accompanied 
yesterday's Indian election. 


Q Can we get a copy of -- 
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A Sure. 


Q And, also, could I follow? The State 
Department hasn't said anything yet about how it views the 
participation in the elections; that is, I guess, both 
elections combined account for roughly twenty percent of 
those registered to vote, maybe slightly higher. 


A Uh-huh . 


Does this -- how does the U.S. view such a 
high abstention rate in view of the implemention of 
reform? Will it, itself, accord any recognition as a 
representative force to these new assemblies? 


A Well, you know, the United States has not 
proposed a plan; it's not offering a blueprint for the 
direction in South Africa. We have certain broad goals 
which we have stated, and what we see going on is, 
hopefully, movement in the direction of achieving those 


goals. But we have not offered a specific plan. It would 
be inappropriate for us to do that, and -- nor are we 


making any pronouncement on the validity of those 
elections. I think that's not for us to do. 


Q In terms -- can you say whether these goals, 


in the American view, are closer after these elections 
have now taken place with the high rate of abstention? 


Bh Well, in the sense that you have 
participation of “*colored*® and Indian South Africans in 
the process, yes. But that's not to suggest that there 
isn't a long way to go. 


Q Do you have anything on Liberia? 


as Sorry? On Liberia? Sure. All of the seven 
arrests that have taken place up to now of political 
figures are in the context of an alleged coup-plotting 
against the government. After the arrests of the first 


four, the Liberian Government publicly promised that they 
would be accorded a fair and speedy trial. 


It*s the expectation of the United States that 
this will apply to the others arrested as well, and that 
all will receive the full due process of law. 


Q How will this affect the upcoming elections, 


in view of the fact that these were leaders of their 
parties? 
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A Well, as you know, the United States 
strongly supports the steps that have been taken to return 
Liberia to constitutional rule. The Government of Liberia 
has reaffirmed its commitment to the transition process, 
and we continue to observe the situation and expect due 
process. 


Q Can we have a copy of those two statements? 
K Sure. 
Q John, on South Africa, one more follow-up. 


Is Chester Crocker going back to the area and, if so, why? 


B Yes, he's in the area, and I think he may 
even be in South Africa. If he is not in South Africa, he 
will be shortly. 


Q What is the main purpose of this visit? 


M I think, clearly, the focus will be the 
Namibian situation. 


Q Is this a key time? Does it seem to be 
coming to a head on the Namibia talks? 


BR Well, I think I'm loath to offer such a 
characterization. It's something that we and others have 
been wor’ing at for some time, and we continue to work at 
it. 


Q Is there anyplace else that he's going that 
you can tell us, besides South Africa? 


aK No, I don't. I think he's -- I'm sure he 
will be visiting a number of other countries, I think 
mainly in southern Africa, but I don't have his itinerary. 


Q Do you have anything on the latest Contadora 
meeting in Panama? 


Mh No, I don't. Sorry. 


Q John, do you have anything on the reported 
attempts -- 


M We might have something a little later on 
that for you, George. 
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Q Do you have anything about reported attempts 
of a compomise with the United States Government initiated 
by the sponsors of the U.S. Embassy bill -- the story in 
The New York Times this morning? 





A I'm sorry, I missed that one. 

Q The sponsors of the Embassy bill -- 

A Oh, the Jerusalem Embassy? 

Q Yes. 

A There's no change in the position of the 
President or the Secretary of State, both of whom are 
strongly opposed to that move and have said so, and 
continue to be strongly opposed to it. 

Q Do you have anything on the Hedges article 
today in the Monitor on the alleged massacre that took 
place in El Salvador in mid-July? 


h Did have a little guidance in the Press 
Office earlier this week. 


Q On that particular incident? 

Q John, any comment on the reports that there 
are differences between the two governments of the United 
States and the Sudan? 

h That's a pretty broad question. (Laughter) 

Q Regarding the new roles and -- or, you know, 
the developments, the internal developments of the 
Sudanese Government is well known to everybody, I think. 


K No, I'm not aware of anything I can offer 
you on that issue. 


Q I just wonder. Anything on the plane that 
went down in Nicaragua today -- yesterday -- I mean 
Monday, but then we asked about it yesterday -- (Laughter) 

h No, not beyond -- (Laughter) 

Q Thank you, John. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:25 p.m.) 














DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


INDEX 


Thursday, August 30, 1984 


SUBJECT PAGE 
IRAQ 


Return of hijackers eeeeeeeeev eee eee eee eeee eee eeeeeeeeee l 


CUBA 
Talks on Mariel excludables eoeeeee ee eee eee ee ee eee eeeeee 2-3 


Travel by Americans eeeeeeeeeee eee ee eee ee eee eee eeeee 3-4,14 


EL SALVADOR 
Pocket veto; U.S. assistance ose ee ee eee eeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 4-5 


FRANCE 
SHIP CONTAINING ULANLUM .occeeceesccceseseesesesssesses De l3-l]4 


LIBYA 
Irrigation project; U.S. Government involvement; 


restrictions on use of U.S. passports; number 
of Americans in Libya *seeeeeneeereeneneenenseeneeneeeeeeee 6-9,11-12 
Libyan/Moroccan agreement seeeeneeeeeersteeeeneneeneteeneeeeneeee 13 


SUDAN 
U.S. assistance se eeeeeeeeeeeeeeneneneneesteeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 10 


SAUDI ARABIA 
Reported export Of U.S. FALCONS ..cwesicsecesscessesess 10 


MIDDLE EAST 
Closure of Al Najah University in NabluS ...eeeeeeeeess 10 


NICARAGUA 
New AmbaSSador tO the U.S. cccccccccccssesecesssesesess Al 


LIBERIA 
Update see eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee eee 12-13 


MOROCCO/LIBYA 
Union agreement eee eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee ee 13 


PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC OF CHINA 
Reported deal with Jordan for nuclear plantS ..seeeeees 14-15 











DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #157 


THURSDAY, AUGUST 30, 1984, 12:45 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: I don't have any housekeeping or 
other statements for you, so it’s been nice meeting with 
you, and -- (Laughter as he starts to depart). 


Q John, a couple of questions about Iraq, and 
the various planes. One: Do you have any comment on the 
Iragi Government's action in (1) not returning and 
apparently not prosecuting these hijackers, and -- 


A No, I don't. 
Q You don't? 

A No. 

Q Is it something that you accept or -- 

x It’s not a question of accepting it. It's a 


question, I think, of waiting until we have a little more 
information on the situation. 


Q Well, from the information available, 
accordinc to the Iragis, the hijackers are being treated 
as *gr . 


‘ Uh-huh. I've seen that report, and I know 
the sources you are citing and don’t dispute them and 
respect them, but I think we'd still like to pursue our 
own inquiries. 


Q However, as a general statement, you always 
urge receiving countries to either prosecute or extradite? 


A Certainly, in terms of hijackers, in the 
legal sense of the word, there isn't any question about 
the position of the United States. 


Q Aren't these hijackers, in the legal sense 
of the word? 


A That's why we would like to pursue our 
inquires a little further rather than leaping to 
conclusions. 














Q And on the other plane, do you have anything 
to confirm or -- the report that an F-4 from Iran -- 


A No. Don't . Agai:, seen that report; don't 
have any grounds for disputing it, but I'm not in a 
position to confirm it. 


Q John, where do we stand on negotiations with 
Cuba on the Mariel people? 


a Well, if that is a comment -- is that 
referring to the Washington Times story this morning? 





Q Yeah. 


x Okay. We're going to be as tight-lipped as 
we traditionally have on that, Bernie. We regarded these 
as serious and businesslike talks. And, as we've said 
before, we believe the substance must be maintained in 
confidence. I'm not going to have any comment on the 
substance of those talks. 


We would just say, as a matter of guidance, that 


there are inaccuracies in the Washington Times reset b 
Although we are engaged in a serious effort to resolve the 


Mariel issue with Cuba, it would be premature to speak of 
any agreement. 


As you know, there have been two rounds of talks. 


Both of those rounds took place in New York. And as we 
said at the end of the second round of talks, further 
exchanges through normal diplomatic exchanges are 
foreseen. No third round of talks has as yet been 
scheduled. 


Q Well, you said it’s premature to speak of an 
agreement; is he wrong when he says that the two sides are 
close to an agreement? 


A Well, as I say, I think we have felt, and 
the Secretary has felt strongly, that the best way to 
pursue these talks in the hope of coming to some fruitful 
conclusion is to not discuss them publicly. So I'm afraid 
we're going to be uncommunicative. 


Q John, can you confirm or deny the figures 
cited in that story? 


A I'm not going to get into details other than 
the general comment I've already offered. 











Q John, the agreement, if it exists, or if the 
framework exists, as reported by the Times, sounds, at 
least to an untrained observer like me, as an incredible 
swap of 20,000 prisoners for 2,700. Would you care to be 
any more specific about the inaccuracies? 

a No, I wouldn't. 


Q Would you care to comment on the -- on that 
suggestion that it would be -- 


A No, I wouldn't. 

-- an incredible swap that way? 

No, I wouldn'r. 

Do you have anything to say on the sublect? 
No, i don't. 


Why is thac? (Laughter) 


ry Oo F+ OD F ®O 


Because I think, as you know, the Secretary 
is rather an expert in the area of negotiations, and I 
think his strong view is, in the case of these 
negotiations with Cuba, our talks with Cuba -- and a 
Similar pattern, I think, exsists in the case of our talks 
with Nicaragua -- his feeling is that we should not 
discuss the substance of those negotiations in public if 
we are serious about coming to some fruitful conclusion. 
So I'm sorry to disappoint you but that's -- 


Q Discussing the timing is not the substance. 


A Well, we'll discuss the timing -- we won't 
discuss the timing of the meeting; we'll tell you when we 
meet again. 


Q New subject? 
Q Would you tell us before? 


x I don't think we will tell you before. I 
think our pattern has been to confirm when the meeting is 
taking place. 


Q John, again on Cuba. How about -- is there 
any State Department position on travel to Cuba by 
journalists, businessmen, etc? 











A There is no change in policy. But insofar 
-- I guess you're talking about the story this morning and 
the suggestion there is some specific inquiry, I guess I'd 
refer you to Treasury on that; but there's no change in 
the policy that has been in existence. 


Q John, on the pocket veto, the ruling by the 
Court of Appeals, do you have any comment on that? 


a Yes, I do, although I'm just going to give 
you -- this is a fairly technical question, so I'm going 
to give you the words and not really be very responsive to 
further questions. 


There are a couple of points here I'd like to 
make. First, this is a complex legal and constitutional 
Situation, and I don't feel competent to address that 
one. And, therefore, on that I'll refer you to the 
Department of Justice. 


Insofar as the practical implications are 
concerned of this Court ruling, let me read you what I 
have. The State Department has not yet seen the Court's 
Opinion, so we're really not in a position to make a 
definitive comment. However, the preliminary judgment is 
that the Court's decision will not affect the El Salvador 
program, 


The bill, which the President pocket vetoed last 
November, would have continued the conditionality 
requirements under the 1981 certification statute until 
the end of Fiscal Year 1984, or until the Congress enacted 
new legislation imposing conditions on military assistance 


to El Salvador. 


As you know, the second condition was met when 
the Congress included conditions on military assistance to 
El Salvador in both the urgent and general supplemental 
bills. Those conditions apply to the $70 million on the 
general supplemental bill and the $61.7 million in the 
urgent supplemental bill, and they required an initial 
Presidential determination, which has already been made, 
and another one before October l. 


These conditions cover essentially the same 
matters as the 1981 requirements, as updated to reflect 
Current circumstances; and the funds prior to these two 
supplementals have, in any event, already been obligated. 


) 





So, in practical terms, there does not seem to be 
any impact on the Administration's El Salvador program, 


Q Can we get a copy of that, please? 

A Sure. 

Q John, new subject? 

A Sure. 

Q Does the revelation that that French ship 


was carrying enriched uranium change the U.S. view of 
trade with the Soviet Union? 


a No, it doesn't change our view of trade with 
the Soviet Union. The same conditions pertain insofar as 
U.S. Origin material and non-U.S. origin material. 


I think the French Government itself is making a 
Statement today, and you might want to be in touch with 
the French Embassy. I think they have in mind a fairly 
comprehensive statement on the cargo. 

Q Yet, another subject, John? 


on Sure. 


--MORE-- 


C 











Q There are some rather intriguing stories out 
of Libya today concerning American involvement in the 
irrigation project there. Am American official of one of 
these companies is quoted as saying the government 
approved the necessary licenses to make this project 
possible. 


How does this mesh with the Administration's 
campaign to reduce American involvement in that country? 


M Well, as a general observation, the United 
States Government, particularly in light of Libya's 
reprehensible and objectionable activities and benavior 
around the world, approaches any U.S. involvement with 
Libya with a great deal of caution, and that's a general, 
philosophical approach. Specifically, on this particular 
project, we're taking a look at various aspects of it. 


As of now, we are not aware at this stage of any 
violations of United States law. The export controls that 
we have on exports to Libya were established in response 
to Libyan aggression and subversion and Libya's support 
for terrorism, and they are among the tightest we maintain 
for any country. For example, they are much tighter than 
controls on exports from the United States to the Soviet 
Union. But the fact is that certain exports of peaceful, 
non-sensitive, non-military goods and technology are 
subject to approval and are approvable in terms of our 
regulations. 


Now, aS far as individuals are concerned, it's 
illegal to use a United States passport for travel to 
Libya unless the holder of that passport has special 
validation from the Department of State. That validation 
is normally given oniy to professional newsmen, to Red 
Cross workers, and in the case of compelling humanitarian 
considerations. And the penalty for misuse of a passport 
under Title XVIII of the U.S. Code, Section 1544, is a 
fine of not more than $2,000 or imprisonment of up to five 
years, or both. 


Insofar as the number of Americans currently in 
Libya is concerned, we believe there are between 500 and 
1,000 U.S. citizens in Libya. Before passport controls 
were instituted and before we urged Americans to leave 
Libya, there were about 6,000 Americans there, so the 
number has gone down very considerably. We remain 
concerned about the safety of Americans in Libya, and we 
continue to urge Americans not to travel there, and we 
think it is unwise and imprudent for Americans to visit 


Libya. 








Q A follow-up to that. Were we aware that 
this project was underway and of the American involvement 
in it? And did we make any attempt to discourage that? 


4 Well, by law, I'm precluded from discussing 
specific export license cases because that's proprietary 
information. I think you may take it as a given that we 
are and have been aware of the project, and as I say, 
there are certain aspects of it that we are looking into, 
but there is no suggestion at this stage that there is any 
violation of law. 


Q Are you suggesting that in some cases there 
could be -- that passport violations have occurred here? 


a It's possible. I'm not leading you in that 
direction; I'm not suggesting that we have any specific 
Suspicion or information, but it's possible. 


Q John, if the Libyan Government doesn't 
require an American to use his or her passport to get into 
the country, then one would not be in violation of that -- 


A That's a good legal question; and I suppose 
in terms of legality, the traveler to Libya might be 
protected under the law, but certainly not in terms of the 
Spirit of what we would prefer Americans to do -- and I'm 
not sure about legality. I think others would have to 
argue the -- 


Q The Supreme Court decision, the Staughton 
Lynn case in ‘68, forbids the United States to use the 
passport itself as a means of punishment. 





By Our legal counselor, Mr. Wallach, here is -- 


Q John, I'm not sure I understand your answer 
to Greg's question. You've just offered a portrait of 
Libya. 


A Uh-huh. 


Q And to the question, “Did you try to 
discourage this arrangement?” the way I get it, the answer 
is no, 


4 Well, what you're asking, Bernie, I think 
is, "Did we grant permission for specific companies to do 
specific things?" and unfortunately by law -- or 
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fortunately, by law, whichever way you want to interpret 
the law -- we're not able to get into the question of what 
was granted. But as I say, our approach to Libya in 
general and American involvement with Libya in general is 
@ very cautious one. There are aspects of this that we 
Will look into, but we are not aware of any violation at 
this stage. 


Q What does it mean that you can't tell -- 
you're not able to get into the question of what was 
Granted? Why can't -- 


A I don't know what the specific law is, 
Bernie, but -- 


Q Yeah. 
n -- but there is such a legal prohibition. 


Q So that you can have this portrait that 
you've done of a terrorist nation, and the United States 
can do nothing to stop commercial dealings with it? Is 
that what it comes to? 


A No, I don't think that's what it comes to. 
Q Well, that's what you're saying. 


a No, no. What we're saying is, there are 
provisions under which you can export non-military 
equipment to such a country, and there is provision under 
our law for that, and it is not necessarily illegal to 
have done that. 


Q John, when you say there are aspects of the 
program that you're reviewing, are you reviewing the 
program to determine whether the government should change 
those res*rictions to prevent certain types of 
non-military humanitarian projects from going ahead in the 
future, or are you saying that there are projects like 
this that will be reviewed in the future? Or are you 
saying this particular project is being reviewed to see if 
everybody complied with (inaudible)? 


A Specifically on this project, this is the 
kind of thing we would want to take a look at to make sure 
that there has been no violation of the law. I am also 
saying that we are looking at this within the general 
context of our philosophical approach to Libya, which is 
to approach any kind of U.S. involvement -- any kind of 
U.S. involvement in Libya -- with a great deal o 


f caution. 
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Q John, picking it up again, when the company 
needs various non-military items to carry out this 
project, anc they apply for licenses, and because it is 
| ipa you apparently make it clear you cannot stop 

t. 


Am I right up to that point? 


A You phrased that question in an interesting 
way, Bernie, and I'm not quite sure what degree of 
latitude there is there. You've turned the question 
around. What I have said is, it is permissible; I think 
what you're groping for is, within the parameters of the 
act, how much flexibility do you have to turn down such 
exports? That I'd have to do a little research on. 


Q But do you tell a company -- the word was 
*“discourage.* But do you advise a company that the United 
States Government would prefer that you, as a U.S. 


contractor, do not engage in this project? 


Mo I don't know about advising a specific 
company, but I don't think there should be any doubt about 
what I have said here today about our general approach to 
U.S. involvement with Libya, the fact that we've asked 
Americans to leave Libya, and the fact that this 
Administration views the activities of Libya in the world 
abroad with a great deal of revulsion. 


Q How long has the Administration been 
reviewing this project in the way that you -- 


K I can't give you a reading on that, Ralph. 
I don't know, 


Q Well, has the Administration done anything 
to hold up the American involvement at any point? 


A I can't answer that one either. 
Q Could you look into both of those questions? 


x I think -- Let me see what we might have on 
those. I don't guarantee a (inaudible) 


Q On a country related to Libya rather 
closely, if no other way, do you have any comment on the 
reports of recent military action in the Sudan? 


x No, I don't have anything beyond what we've 
given you in the past, Don. 
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Q And is there anything new in the United 
States aid relationship with the Sudan? At some time ago, 
if you remember, there was a question whether the U.S. was 
going to supply aid, certain kinds of aid -- 


A That's right. 
Q -- would be supplied, not other kinds of aid, 


B That's right. 


Q There was concern about the fighting in the 
southern part of the country. 


y Let me see if I can get you a little update 
on that. 


Q Okay. 


h Do you have anything about this report about 
the Saudis being involved in the illegal export of falcons 
from Montana? 


a I am going to refer you to the Department of 
Interior on the falcon investigation. 


Q John, on this, in the same area, please -- 


Q Montana. (Laughter) 


Q A week ago there were a group of Americans 
and some Arab-Americans here talking to Secretary Murphy 
and others in the NEA department about the closing of Al 
Najah University in Nablus. 


Has anything been taken? My understanding is 
that the Department were looking into things. Is there 
anything that you can tell us about now of what 
(inaudible) -- 


x There isn't. I don't have any update for 
you on that, I'm afraid. 


Q Can you please take the question? 


x Let me see if there is anything available. 


Q Can we have a copy of that Libya -- the long 
legal statement on Libya? 


Y> 
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A I think you really have to get that from the 
transcript because that is not all crafted language, 


Q John, is the Secretary going to see the 
Nicaraguan Ambassador when he presents his credentials? 


‘ I'm sorry. Which ambassador? 


Q Is the Secretary going to see the Ambassador 
of Nicaragua -- 


A Don't think he has any plans. 


Q John, on Libya again, would the shipper of 
the non-military goods be entitled to have special 
permission to travel to Libya? 


x Well, within the -- you're talking about an 
American citizen? 


Q Yes. 
a Does he have a special -- 
Q Would it entitle him? 


MK Well, he would need to have his passport 
validated, and there have been instances, I understand, in 
which businessmen have had their passports validated. But 
basicaliy the validation was intended to apply to newsmen, 
to Red Cross workers, and, as I said, to instances where 
there's a compelling humanitarian need -- a divided family 
or something like that. 


Q Were there any passports validated for this 
project? 


Ls I am not -- I guess I can't answer that, 
Bernie. 


Q And I take it that actual material has 
actually arrived, the way you understand this, in Libya? 


A Well, I think you need to be careful if 
you're talking about physical items or whether you're 
talking about expertise, and I guess the line has to be ~-- 

Q Physical items. 


a I'm not sure of that. 
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Q Could you take those two questions? 
A Let me see whether we might have something. 


Q Do you have anything on the new reports of 
disturbances in Liberia? 


a I don't really have a great update, but I 
will give you our thinking about the Liberian situation as 
it currently exists. 


The United States continues to be strongly 
supportive of the transition process leading to civilian 
rule which has been initiated by the Government of Liberia. 


We've been encouraged since the lifting of the 
political ban on July 26 with the enthusiasm and vitality 
with which the Liberian people have responded to the 
formation of political parties. 


We're concerned that no action should be taken 
that could prejudice that process. We're also concerned 
about the arrests and detentions which have taken place 
and the subsequent violence which has occurred at the 
University of Liberia -- I think that was on August the 
22nd. 


Regarding the arrests, we welcome the Liberian 
Government's assurances that any who were charged will be 
given a prompt and fair trial. We expect that they will 
be given the full guarantee of due process according to 
Liberian law, 


Insofar as last week's disturbances are 
concerned, we deplore any outbreak of violence, especially 
in a period when the ban on political parties and 
activities has been lifted and Liberians are preparing for 
elections and a return to the constitutional norms. 


We particularly regret the casualties and damage 
to University property that resulted from last week's 
violent confrontation at the University. 


Head of State Doe's recent assertion that the 
transition to civilian rule will go on is reassuring. We 
trust it will continue according to the timetable 
announced by his government. 
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Q Yesterday in this statement you put out on 
Liberia, you used the term “alleged coup attempt.* 


an Uh-huh . 


Q There have been suspicions voiced by some 
people -- not in the State Department, but I wonder if you 
concur in them -- that there was no coup, that this is an 


attempt to slow down or reverse the transition to 
constitutional rule? 


a No. I don't have any comment on that. 
Q Do you know if there was a coup? 


M Well, I think we stand on the language we 
used yesterday. There certainly have been allegations in 
Liberia that it was involved -- that it was as part of an 
involvement in a coup, but I think -- 


Q Alan, about Libya, will you review your 
military and economic relations with Morocco if the union 
between Libya and Morocco after two days becomes effective? 


fo Well, I don’t think the “union,*® as you put 
it, changes our view of Libya, and it doesn't change our 
view of Morocco. Morocco's been a firm, steadfast friend 
of the United States. As we said at the time, we were not 
aware of the impending announcement, and we were surprised 
by it. We continue to look at it, but the ties of 
friendship are there. And as for our attitude toward 
Libya, I think that's well known. 


Q John, on -=- I believe it was Monday when you 
told us that those containers that sank had uranium 
hexafloride -- 


A Uh-huh. 


Q Now apparently from Belgium it comes out 


that it was much more highly radioactive material that was 
included. I realize the French Government's going to have 


something to say, but I wonder if you couldn't just 
Clarify how this lack of full information emanated from 


here? Could you tell us from whom you got your 
information on what the ship contained? 


> 
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A Well, if your question is, do we feel that 
we were misled by the French Government, the answer to 
that is no. We feel that we were informed as to the 
contents and have been aware. 


You have to careful, 7.‘ we are moving in a 
technical area where, as you aii know, I am very 
*improficient.* But you have to be careful, I think, 
about the specific contents of each of those cannisters, 
and that is a technical matter, and I think the French are 
addressing that today. 


But be careful before you make sweeping 
conclusions about the contents of those cannisters. 


Q John, do you have a current estimate of the 


loss to Cuba in foreign currency, hard currency, meant by 
the cestrictions, the U.S. restrictions, on travel to the 


island? 


nN I don't, I'm afraid. It's possible that 
someone -- you might try the ARA press office. They might 
be able to come up with a figure for you, 


Q Do you have any more on Pakistan today and 
the Soviet buildup in Afghanistan? 


s Nothing more. AS we -- 

Q Anything on Gromyko? 

a Nothing on Gromyko. 

Q John, there's a ceport that the People's 


Republic of China has signed a deal with a Jordanian firm 
for the provision of two nuclear power plants. Do you 


have any comment on that? 


x With a Jordanian firm? 


Yes. 


No, I don’t. 


Q 

A 

Q Do you have any comment on -- 

x The People's Republic of China -- 
Q 


That's rcight. 
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A -- has signed an accord with a Jordanian -- 
Q That's what the report says. 


a --company for the supply of nuclear power 
plants? No. That's -- haven't seen that one! 


Q Do you have any comment on when the U.S. 
nuclear agreement with China will be -- 

aN No. 

Q -- when the review will be completed? 

A No. 

Q Could you say whether -- that it would be 


completec before November 6th? 


x Can't give you a cutoff date, I'm afraid. 
Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:11 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, all. I have 4 
statement on the anniversary of the shooting down of the 
Korean airliner: 


One year has passed since the tragic shootdown of 
Korean Airlines Flight 007. 269 innocent people from 13 
nations lost their lives on this day one year ago. We 
wish to express our sympathy to the families and friends 
of those who were killed on that day. 


America, which lost 61 of its citizens in this 
senseless and unjustified action, shares with the families 
of victims from Japan, Korea and ten other countries deep 
sadness and shock over our common loss. These sentiments 
have not been diminished by the passage of a year. 


We share with them also a continuing sense of 
outrage at the brutal attack on an unarmed civilian 
airliner. This act is an international issue of concern 
to all nations and is not primarily a U.S.-Soviet problem. 


We share the sentiments expressed in the 
resolution, which was adopted on March 6, 1984, by the 
International Civil Aviation Organization Council, which 
greg the use of armed force against the Korean 
airliner. 


The resolution also reaffirmed that such use of 
armed force constitutes a violation of international law 
and is incompatible with elementary considerations of 
humanity. 


There can be no real compensation for the loss of 
life in this tragedy. Nevertheless, we're deeply troubled 
by the fact that the Soviet Union has never apologized for 
its action nor offered restitution to the families of the 


victims. 


Finally, we must do what we can to ensure that 
such an event never happens again. To that end the United 





States calls upon the Soviet Union to join the 
international community in observing accepted practices 
with regard to the safety of civil aviation. The world 
Simply will not accept the repetition of such a senseless 
tragedy. 


Be glad to take any questions. 
Q Can we have copies of that? 
f Sure. 


Q Appropos, have you heard anything from the 
Soviets about a meeting in New York with Gromyko? 


M Well, I think the fact of the matter is, 
Jim, that we expect Foreign Minister Gromyko to travel to 
the United Nations next month and are involved in the 
preliminary arrangements for that visit. 


But I have to point out that the Soviet Union has 
not yet made a formal announcement of the Foreign 
Minister's plans to attend the U.N. General Assembly 
meeting. So it’s more or less where we were. We are 
anticipating that he will be here; we're expecting that 
he'll be here; and, as the Secretary has said, he expects 
that there will be a meeting between himself and Mr. 
Gromyko, but there's been no formal announcement by the 
Soviets. 


Q John, as long as we're on this general 


subject, I wish to lodge a protest. It stems from the 
backgrounder that we had on this subject earlier this week. 


We were told at the time that the person who was 
giving the backgrounder preferred it that way, that he 
Gidn't wish to be on the record. However, that same 
individual was on an interview today on CNN where he very 
Willingly was answering questions on camera and for the 
record. 


We'd like to have an explanation for this, in 
addition to our protest. 


A Okay. We'll take that. 


Q John, is there any information that the 
U.S., South Korea and Japan is holding on the KAL that 
happened one year ago today that you are not making 
public, what really happened to the flight 0C7? (Sic) 





7 No. Quite to the contrary. I think the -- 
I don't want to go over this because it has been discussed 
at great length, especially this weekend, indeed over the 
past year. But the fact is that I think an extraordinary 
amount of material has been made available in this case, 
material that under ordinary circumstances would not have 
been made available. 


So I think that the governments involved have 
gone to unusual lengths to provide the information that is 
available and that in some instances has compromised 


intelligence-gathering operations. 


Q I'd just like the record to note that many 
of us share Greg's statement to you. 


M All right. 


Q John, do you have any comment on the 
government of national unity in Israel? 


M No. That's a matter for -- that's an 
internal affair of Israel. We don't have any comment on 
that. 


Q Tomorrow will be the second anniversary of 


the President Reagan initiative. Is the U.S. 
Administration still committed to it? 


M Absolutely. The positions in the 
President's September 1 initiative remain as valid today 
as when they were presented. The President's initiative 
represents a set of fair and balanced positions on key 
issues which the negotiating parties will have to 
resolve, These remain the positions the United States 
will support whenever the parties themselves are ready to 
engage in negotiations. 


Acceptance of our positions by the parties is not 
necessary ir advance of the negotiations and is not a 
prerequisite for a U.S. mediating role. We expect the 
parties to bring their own ideas to the table. On the 
other hand, the failure of the parties thus far to accept 
our positions has not lessened our confidence in their 
validity. 


The United States intends to continue to pursue 
its goals throughout the region, foremost among which is a 





just and lasting peace between Israel and all its 
neighbors. We, therefore, remain committed to a speedy 
resumption of negotiations based on Security Council 
Resolution 242, and we remain committed as well to the 
Camp David Framework. 


We are convinced that the President's initiative, 
which is based squarely on both Resolution 242 and the 
Camp David Framework, can point the way to a lasting 
agreement acceptable to all the parties. 

Q John, copy, please? 

B Sure. 


John, but are you still opposed *o an 
international conference for the Middle East? 


BR I don't believe that that is a particularly 
constructive or helpful way to approach it. 


Q So how can you go from here? I mean -- 
a On the basis of the President's initiative. 
Q But it didn't go up. I mean, from two years 


ago it didn't move an inch, so -- 


B Well, just like to remind you all that at 
the time the President launched that initiative, he made 
the point that we are in this for the long haul. 

Americans are often accused of being impulsive and having 
a short attention span, and the President made it very 
clear at that time that he would stand by his initiative, 
and the United States and his Administration would 
continue to work at this. Peace hasn't come to the Middle 
East for a long time. We knew what a backlog there was, 
but, nevertheless, he announced that he would be there for 
the long haul. 


Q John, do you have any indication that 
Israel, under the new government, maybe will change its 
attitude towards the Reagan plan? 


A No. I wouldn't have any comment on that. 


Q How do you characterize the rejectionist 
attitude by the Israelis towards the plan? 





oa Difficult problem. People been fighting 
with each other for a long time. Lots of antagonisms; 
lots of problems. It's a major obstacle to bring peace to 
them. 


Q John, today in FBIS there is a report from 
Israeli paper. They said that a senior U.S. 
Administration official that told this magazine, Hadashot, 
that elements in the Administration are involved in the 
internal political moves in Israel. 





I mean, you've been repeating for the last three 
weeks the reverse, that that's an internal matter in 
Israel. Why is Israel reporting that? 


a That's correct. The reverse is correct. 
Any American unnamed official who says that the United 
States is interfering in the internal affairs of Israel is 
clearly wrong and is not expressing the opinion and the 
actions of the United States Government. 


Q John, on the September 1 pian, although 
there are critics who accuse the government of -- there 
are critics who accuse the government of not pursuing it; 
that it was a good plan, but it's simply left to lie there 


without pushing it with either party. 


h Well, I don't think that's a fair appraisal 
of the situation, Jim. The fact is that we have had a 
very major diplomatic effort. Obviously, there are 
problems. You have to face certain realities. You had 
upheavals in Lebanon and all kinds of other events that 
have proved difficult and injected new obstacles, but the 
fact is that the United States has pursued it. 


Q Where was this major diplomatic effort 
taking place? 


a Well, it began at the time the President 
launched the initiative, and it has continued. I'm not 
suggesting that there is movement. I'm not suggesting 
that I can report any breakthrough or any imminent 
breakthrough, but that doesn't alter the fact that peace 
is worth pursuing, that nobody else has come up with any 
other kind of alternative that seems to make a great deal 
of sense. 


So the alternative would be to do nothing and sit 
back while people kill themselves in the Middle 
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East. That is not the position of this Administration, 
The position is to continue to work at it, however hard 
the assignment may seem to be and however long the road. 


Q John, the Libyan version of a parliament 
today approved this federation arrangement with Morocco, 
and I think it was announced either last night or this 
morning that King Hassan would be making his first State 
visit to Libya in connection with this deal. 


A Uh-huh. 


Q Do we -- does the U.S. yet have a position 
on whether it thinks this is a good idea or a bad idea? 


Kh We don't have anything to offer beyond our 
initial comment earlier this week. 


Q Can you tell us anything about U.S. 


consultations with the French -- France's comings and 
goings, with Mitterrand going to the area and Cheysson, 


both at the same time? Are you in consultation about this? 


om No. I don't think we would discuss our 
talks. 


-- MORE -- 








Q I'm not asking for a substantive statement 
about those talks, but just whether or not there is a 
procedural consultation going on? 


2 I don't think I'd respond even to that one, 
Jim. 


Q Not even -- Why? Is there something 
special about this situation? 


% Well, you know how diplomats are about 
Giplomacy. They have this odd idea that it should be 
conducted privately. 


Q Is there new concern -- I'm sorry; just to 


follow up real quick, -- is there new concern about Chad, 
John, because, just to follow that up, the French 


President is in Morocco, the French Foreign Minister is in 
Algeria, and the French Defense Minister is in Chad. 


h Uh-huh. No, I don't have any comment on 
that. 


Q Back on the Libyan-Moroccan thing, does the 
Treaty of Union, or whatever it is called, have any impact 
on this Administration's plans for continued economic or 


military assistance to Morocco? 


B Not aware of any change in thought about 
that. 

Q Can I -- 

Q John, are there any views on the fact that 


Chernenko did not turn up yesterday at the farewell for 
the Friendship Games? 


BM I'm sure that Kremlin watchers in and out of 
government and in journalism and in think tanks are all 
looking at that report and evaluating it. 


Q So am I, but I'm putting the question to 
you. I mean, does the U.S. have any views on that, or are 
you getting -- 


Bh It's not a question of having views on it, 
Bernie. I think, like yourself, we have remarked upon 
that report. 
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Q John, do you have anything new on the Sikhs 
who hijacked the plane in Dubai? Are they still pushing 
to come to the U.S.? 


A Nothing more on that. That is an ongoing 


and a sensitive situation for the moment, and I think we 
won't have anything to say on that until there is some 


kind of resolution. 


Q Do you have an idea on what basis the Dubai 
Government made the decision that they will be given 
permission to enter the U.S.? 


a I'm afraid, specifically on that particular 
thesis you've offered, I guess you ought to ask the 
Government of Dubai; but I'm not commenting on what you've 
just said. 


Q I did, but -- 
MB And I'm not giving any validity to it. 


Q Unofficially I was told by the Embassy that 
they had some talks with the U.S. officials, but you don't 


h We certainly have been involved in that. We 
Simply want to be helpful; and wherever there is a threat 
to human life, the United States has a concern. We've 
talked with Indian officials, and we've talked with 
officials in Dubai. But I guess we're just, frankly, not 
going to go beyond that at the moment. 


Q Would you like to mark the end of summer 
with some bulletin or something? 


Bh No. I mark the end of summer with some 
relief, Bernie, but I don't have any -- (laughter) 


Q John, can I come back to the Gromyko-Shultz 
meeting for just a second? The Bonn government this 
morning announced that Gromyko would be meeting on 
September 25 with Genscher -- 


AK Uh-huh. 
-- in New York. Apparently, the West German 


Government decided to make that announcement without a 
formal Soviet announcement of Gromyko's trip. 


OOF 





rs Uh-huh . 

Q Is the U.S. Government able to make an 
announcement that such a meeting will occur without a 
formal Soviet announcement of Gromyko's trip to New York? 


7 I think we would wait for the Soviets to 
announce the travel plans of their Foreign Minister. 


Q How about the meeting plans? 


A Well, I don‘t have anything to announce for 
you today. 
Q O.K. 


Q John, have the Soviets told you informally 
that Gromyko expects to be there? 


h We obviously are discussing this prospect, 
have discussed this prospect, with the Soviets, but don't 
have anything to take it any further for you. 


Q Do you have anything on Kahane's visit to 
the United States? 


7 In what respect? What's your question? 


Q If you are expecting him to arrive; if you 
are expecting him to talk to -- 


A I thought I saw reports that he was here or 
that he was about to arrive today. 


Q He's here already. 

Q Oh, he's here already? Is he expected to 
try to influence the decision of the State Department 
regarding his citizenship? 


aK I don't know. There has been no request on 
his part to meet with anybody in the State Department. 


Q John, how about -- 


Q John, in case he will -- sorry, I just need 
to follow up -- in case he will ask for such a feeling 
(sic) or a presentation or something, is he going to be -- 


h I'm not sure -- I guess the fact of the 
matter is, he has not asked so 
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it's academic, so it's a little hypothetical; but I'm not 
sure what the process is insofar as it involves him in the 
legal question. 


Q Has the U.S. asked him to come in, as 
opposed to his asking the -- 


X No, the U.S. has not. The U.S. has informed 
him of the action pending against him, as it is obliged to 
do; but it hasn't asked for a meeting. 


Q Do you have anything on disturbances in 
South Africa today, that have been reported? 


a No, I don't. Wo, I don't. 

Q If I could just do a couple fast ones: a 
radio station in Costa Rica that the USIS is apparently 
underwriting in northern Costa Rica that is being signed 
today? 


a Underwriting? I don't know what USIS may 
have in the area, but I think you should ask USIA about 
that. 


Q O.K. But you don't have any guidance on it? 
w I don't have any, no. 


Q Has Nicaragua now protested to the United 
States regarding -- 


h yes. 
Q And have you made any reply at all? 


a Same situation as yesterday; I don't have 
any comment on our reaction. 


Q The State Department called elections for 
*"coloreds* and Indians in South Africa a step in the right 
direction. 


h Uh-huh. 


Q There was @ massive boycott by both 
populations calling it tokenism. Have you got any comment 
on this? And do you consider this election as legitimate, 


in the wake of such a massive boycott? 





il 


e I have nothing beyond what we gave you on 
that either yesterday or the day before, in which we gave 
you a reaction to the elections, but why don't you get 
that wording from the Press Office afterwards. 


Q John, do you have anything on the 
anniversary of Solidarity's foundation? 


a No, I don't. Wo. 


Q Also, on another point, do you have any 
comment on the Iranian charge that Irag keeping that 
airbus which was hijacked to Baghdad is a violation of 
international law? 


a Well, you asked me what the U.S. position 
was on that yesterday, and I said we wanted to just pursue 
that a little, not basing our thinking on the initial news 
reports. And the position of the United States is, 
insofar as the civilian aircraft, that whatever the 
motivation of the individuals who seized the Iran Air 
aircraft, the safety of its passengers and crew was placed 
at risk, so we regard these individuals as hijackers and 
we deplore any action that needlessly jeopardizes the 
lives or safety of innocent people. 


AS a general policy, we believe that any country 
which is a signatory to the Hague Convention for the 
Suppression of Unlawful Seizure of Aircraft, which entered 
into force in 1971, has certain obligations under the 
Convention. 


A central obligation under that Convention is to 
extradite or prosecute hijackers found in a nation's 
territory. 


Q If Iraq doesn't, then it would be remiss? 


a Well, you know it's hard for me to make any 
legal pronouncement, but the fact is we consider them 
hijackers, and the obligation is to extradite or prosecute 
them. 


Q And the plane should be returned? 


a I think that is the case. I think that is 
the case, Jim, but I'm talking here about the people. 
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Q John, just one other question with respect 
to Nicaragua: This week Ortega invited one of the Miskito 
leaders who has been in exile, Brooklyn Rivera, to return, 
and he has indicated that he may do so. Do you have any 
Statement on that? 


» No, don't have anything on that. Got 


something on the confiscation of La Prensa, if you're 
interested in that. 


Q Sure. Go ahead. 


h Our Embassy in Nicaragua has confirmed the 
press reports of the confiscation of the August 29 edition 
of Prensa which carried an article on a recent 
anti-dra monstration by 1,000 Nicaraguan youths in the 
City of Chinandega. Pardon my pronunciation. 


As you know, this is only the latest in a long 
series of Sandinista crackdowns on La Prensa. In this 
case, the government appears to have gone beyond its usual 
reliance on censorship of selected articles and seized 
thousands of copies from the street. In so doing, it has 
once again demonstrated its unwillingness to permit free 
expression in Nicaragua. We've made clear on numerous 
occasions that we deplore such attacks on the freedom of 


the press. 
a Copy? 
a Sure. 
Q I have something related to Salvador: Are 


any special precautions being taken in U.S. installations 
in El Salvador in case of a major guerrilla offensive in 


the fall? 


A I don’t know that any special precautions 
are being taken. As you know, security preparations are 
generally fairly stringent at our installations in 
El Salvador. I don't know whether anything in addition is 
being done. 


Q Is there a feeling that if there is such an 
offensive, U.S. installations micht be (inaudible)? 


a I just don't have any means of leading you 
on that. It’s always a possibility. 


. - 
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Q Yes. The offensive is still considered as a 
possibility, or a likely one? 


B I think the offensive is considered still a 
possibility, yes. 


And I have something else -- Cuba. It seems 
that there is some suspicion, although no knowledge, in 
the Administration that there might be some missiles, 
SAM-5, of the same kind that the Soviets did deploy in 
Syria, in Cuba. 


Do you have anything on that?. 


B I don't have anything on that, no. Be glad 
to take a look at it. 


Q Would you? 
h Sure. 
Q Thank you. 


Q Can I ask you something about the Middle 


East, back -- In the answer about the Najah University, 
you say that we hope the situation would be resolved. 


Can you tell us if you contacted the Israelis at 
all? Is it an expression of hope, hoping that the 
Israelis would hear about it? Or did you contact the 
Israelis expressing -- 


» I'm sorry. I missed the beginning. I'm not 
quite sure what the issue is we're -- 


Q About the closure of the University on the 
West Bank. 


A Oh, the closure of the university. I think 


you may take it as a given that the Israelis are well 
aware of our opinion on the question of academic freedom. 


Q But you did not reaffirm it because of this 
particular case this time? 


a Well, you know we're always reluctant to get 
into specific exchanges. 


, 50 le 
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Q John, one of the columns in the Post, I 
think, today had a story about Immigration moving against 
various Polish refugees here. Do you have anything on it? 


m I don't. The White House might have 
something on that. 


Q O.k. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:37 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: No announcements. Be glad to take 
any questions. 


Q John, I guess this came up during the 
weekend, but maybe you have more now. Can you supply any 
information on the two people who apparently are Americans 
who were downed in or near Nicaragua, and if they have any 
connection with the U.S. Government? 


pt Well, that's a question we're looking into. 
We haven't yet established chat they are Americans. They 
very well may be. I‘m not steering you away from that. 
There are a number of questions, but we're still making 
inquiries, 


What we can say is that no U.S. Government 
personnel were involved in this event. We've checked with 
Our Embassy in Managua as recently as this morning, and 
the Government of Nicaragua has stiil not provided any 
information with respect to the identities or the 
nationalities of the individuals killed in the crash so 
we're going to have to wait for that. 


We are continuing to make inquiries, both here 
and through our Embassies in Tegucigalpa and Managua, but 
we really don't have anything much firmer to offer. 


Q The Nicaraguans say that they have issued a 
formal protest. Have you received that? 


fy Yes, they have issued such a protest, and we 
have received that, yes. 


Q And does the protest list no names or other 
information? 
A I do not believe it does. In fact, I'm sure 


it does not. 
Q And have you responded to the protest? 


os We're considering the matter from here on 
in. AS I Say, we want more information on this incident. 





Q One more question. You say "no U.S. 
Government personnel." 


A Uh-huh. 


Q Could you define that? would that include, 
for example, people who are employed by contractors? 


o Well, as you can imagine, the Government has 
made some rather exhaustive inquiries within the various 
agencies that conceivably could be involved, and we are 
assured that no U.S. Government personnel are involved. 
There's always a possibility that there's something there 
of which we're unaware. But I think the answer to your 
question is, no, there is not -- so far as we can tell -- 
there is not a possibility that they are under contract to 
the government in any way. 


Q John, Senator Moynihan sought this, and the 
New York Times report said the CIA has identified the two, 


as being part of a group of seven Americans that traveled 
from New Orleans to Honduras. 





A Uh-huh. 
Q Do we have any identification -- 


A I'd be cautious about the identification. A 
Group of seven, we know, went to Honduras. American 
Embassy officials since this incident have talked to a 
number of individuals who claim to have been associated 
with this incident. But, again, there's a far cry, I 
think, from establishing beyond any question of doubt 
which individuals were involved. 


Q Which embassy was that, John? 

A Our embassy. 

Q Where? 

om In Tegucicalpa. 

Q A representative of the FDN here in 
Washington today says that, yes, there were Americans, or 


whatever. 


A Yes. I'm not suggesting that that will not 
turn out to be the fact. We're not -- we're certainly not 





denying that, but I think what we're saying is we're going 
to proceed step-by-step until we have the evidence of 
American involvement and who they are, and we haven't to 
Our satisfaction got that yet. 


Q John, how does the State Department 
interpret this insofar as the Neutrality Act is concerned, 
if you have people in Tegucigalpa who have claimed to have 
been involved and to have come from the United States? 
Will you initiate an investigation with respect to 
Neutrality Act violations? 


M Well, I think it‘s the Justice Department 
that would be involved in any violations of the Neutrality 
Act or any other legislation, and you should probably talk 
to them, 


I suspect that at this stage, like ourselves, 
they're waiting for concrete evidence of involvement by 
any U.S. citizens. 


Q I did talk to Mr. Russell over there, and he 
indicated that the State Department would have to make a 
-- some kind of inquiry to the Justice Department which 
would be involved in any decision regarding an 
investigation, 


A Uh-huh. 


Q Do you have -- does the State Department 
have any inclinations one way or another on this? 


A Well, as I say, I think -- I can't predict 
what will happen when we have firm evidence of who is 
involved. But I think the first step is to acquire that 
evidence, which we're attempting to do. 


Q. John, unless there was a blip there, the 


seven who went down to Honduras, have you been in touch 
With any of them and the status of that? 


A Yes. 
Q You have? 
M American officials have; yes. 


Have been? 


> 0 


yes. 





Q And what did you say they found out? 


A Well, first of all, there are problems of 


the Privacy Act which has not been waived in the case of 
these individuals. Secondly, we have talked to a number 
of officials who have indicated possible participation by 
some individuals we haven't talked to, but we need to be 
clear, I think, as to the identity of those individuals. 


Q These are officials you're talking to? 

M American officials; American Embassy 
officials. 

Q "You/we" means you? Not the State 
Department? 

A No, no, State Department. 

Q State Department? 

By American Embassy officials in Honduras have 
interviewed some members of the croup. 

Q They talked to some members of the seven? 

ay Some of those seven, yes. 

Q And, the bottom line on that is? 

Mo The bottcm line is that they've had some 


discussion. They have an account of what may have 
transpired, but I think we would like to hear firm 
evidence from Nicaragua as to what transpired, and who was 
involved, 


Q Can you say whether, in addition to there 
being no U.S. Government personnel involved in the 
incident, whether there was any awareness on the part of 
the U.S. Government of any plans for this? 


M I think I tell you, without fear of 
contradition, there was no awareness. 


Q There was no awareness of the plans for this 
raid? 


A No, not that I'm aware of. 





Q John, on the -- when you talk -- when the 
U.S. Embassy in Honduras talked to some of the seven, 
you're saying you're waiting to hear from Nicaragua before 
you reveal what that conversation produced, is that right? 


f Well, I guess, in a way, we're saying that. 
I guess what we're doing is checking various stories that 
we've heard, 


Q Do we know, John, what links -- if any thing 
links -- the seven? Do they belong to a group, to an 
Organization? Are they supported by somebody? 


M No, I don't have anything for you on that. 


Q John, on the same line of questioning, what 
you can tell us generally about the circumstances of their 
going? Is there anything you can reveal there, the whys 
and who paid for it, and that sort of thing? 


a I really can't. It may well bo that the 
Contras are involved with mercenaries or the Contras, as 
you know, were -- you know the history of our own budget 
considerations as far as Nicaragua iS concerned. And it 
may well be that the Contras are seeking to raise money or 
seeking to recruit mercenaries. I don't know, I'm just 
offering that as general speculation. 


Q John, do we know where the helicopter took 
off from based on our investigation? 


4 I don't. It is possible that the Embassy in 
Honduras may now know. I'm sure it's pursuing its 
investigations. 

Q Why would the Embassy in Honduras know? 


A* All the reports I've seen suggest that it 
took off from Honduras, but -- 


Q That -- sorry? 

A All the press reports I've seen suggest that 
it took off from Honduras, but I don't know that of my own 
knowledge. 


Q Do you consider those credible? 


a The press reports? 





Q Yes. 


4 I think that's why the Embassy is looking 
into them, to find out whether they are credible. 


Q John, those men that you say have no 
relation to the U.S. Government, do you know if any of 
them may have had, or may have been connected to the U.S. 
Government at some point? 


A We have no reason to believe that they have 
been or ever were. 


Q John, if it turns out Americans were 
involved, is this the sort of thing we would express our 
regret to the Nicaraguan Government over, or even 
apologize? 


A Well, as I say, I think we're a little ahead 


of the game. We'll wait until we really make a firm 
conclusion as to who was involved and who was killed. 


Q What is the U.S. policy on recruitment of 
mercenaries by foreign individuals? 


a I'd have to go back and give you a policy 
Statement on that. 


Q Are we going to -- are we also in touch with 
Honduran officials with respect to this incident? 


A I cannot answer that of my own knowledge, 
but it would seem logical, Jim. I wouldn't see why we 
wouldn't be. 


Q John, in this regard, do you have any 
comment on.Qadhafi's speech of last Saturday, and his 
admission that Libya has been offering assistance to the 
Nicaraguan Government? 


h Yes, I do have something on that. Libya's 
military involvement in Nicaragua is not new, as was so 
Clearly outlined by last year's surreptitious shipment of 
military equipment to Nicaragua which was stopped in 
Brazil. 


The presence of Libyan personnel, together with 
Soviet bloc/PLO/Basque and other foreign military 
personnel in Nicaragua, is of serious concern to the 
United States and other countries of Central America. 





The central objective of the Contradora process 
is the removal from Central America of such foreign 
military personnel. 


Colonel Qadhafi's boast of Libya's military 
presence in Nicaragua, combined with Nicaragua's 
extraordinary military buildup, underlines again our 
concerns about the true nature of the Sandinista regime 
and the threat it poses to its neighbors. 


Q John, as long as you're on Qadhafi, how 
about his remarks about Mecca? Do you know anything about 
this? 


M No, I think that's a question for Saudi 
Arabia and Libya to respond to. 

Q Is it possible to have a copy of the -- 

A Sure. 

Q John, three on South Africa. Do we have any 


Statements about the violence and riots and the deaths? 


A Yes, we do. As you know, we've been closely 
following the situation in southern Africa, and we've said 
in recent days that we're deeply disturbed and concerned 
about the continuing violence in South Africa. Those 
views are well known to the South African Government, and 
we have similarly strong feelings about this latest round 
of violence over the weekend. 


Q Has Secretary Crocker made any protests, or 
can you give us any readout about his visit? 


f I can't give you a readout on his visit to 
South Africa. But, as I say, I think there isn't any 
guestion that the South African Government is aware of how 
concerned we are about these demonstrations and about the 
violence and the deaths. 


Q About Iraq, the Iragi official newspaper -- 
A Excuse me, one minute -=- South Africa. 
Q A third one. The Observer now is back on 





the stands. Did we have a statement on that? 


os Yes. We're pleased about that. As you 
know, we expressed our concern at the time of that 





publication's banning, and we welcome this action in 
lifting the ban by the publication's Appeal Board, which 
contributes to freedom of expression and the freedom of 
the press in Namibia. 


Q John, do you have anything on southern 
Africa -- I mean on South Africa? 


A South Africa? Yes. 





Q Did Secretary Crocker specifically raise the 
internal situation in ‘-uth Africa in his meeting's? 


XM I don't know. 


Q Do you have any further information on the 
reassurances sought by the United States from Morocco 
regarding the agreement with Libya? 


M Well, I don't quite know what you mean by 
*“reassurances,* 


Q Reassurances for the good relations between 
Morocco and the United States, the impact of the treaty on 
the mutual relations between the United States and Morocco. 


n Well, as you know, we were surprised by the 
announcement and certainly been looking at it and 
pondering its implications, but underlying all that, 
nevertheless, is our long-term strong relationship with 
Morocco, 


As you know, a Moroccan official, I think, is 
going to be in Washington tomorrow. Undoubtedly, this 
question will come up. He's here at the instigation of 
the Morrocans, and it's obviously very likely that this 
will be a subject of discussion. 


Q John, is there any indication, just to 
follow that up, that there was any quid that the Moroccans 
got, such as ending of Libyan supplies to the Polisario, 
or something? 


4 I think you'd have to ask the Moroccans and 
the Libyans, John. 


Q John, would you characterize the 
reassurances that you got so far from the Embassy, from 
the Moroccan Embassy here, and from your Ambassador in 
Morocco, as non-sufficient -- or, I mean, not enough? 


a Well, it would be unusual for me to tell you 
what our Ambassador is reporting to the State Department, 
and I guess it would be unusual for me to tell you details 
of conversations between Morocco and ourselves. 


But, aS I think I already told you last week, 
there is nothing that we have heard which would suggest 
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that the relationship between Morocco and the United 
States is going to be impaired in any way. 


Bill? 
Q John, new subject? 
M Sure. 


Q Have you anything today on a possible 
Shultz-Gromyko meeting in New York? 


a Really don't, Bill. It‘s about as it has 
been for the past several days. 


Q How about, to follow that up, John, ina 
different way: Remember, Speakes some time ago, said -- I 
don't know whether he was joking or not -- that we would 
anyway send a delegation to Vienna just in case? 


A Well, no, I don't think Larry Speakes was 
joking. AS a matter of fact, I think Larry Speakes was 
quite clear in what he said, and what he was doing was 
indicating readiness to become involved in the Vienna 
talks. 


And I think that was misconstrued, and I think 
later corrected by one news organization. It was 
misconstrued as a statement that a delegation would go, 
whatever, and at no time did Larry say that. 


Q Back to the Gromyko thing, John. Do we read 
anything into the fact that three weeks before Shultz's 
going we still have nothing? 


A No. I don't think we read anything into 
that. I think in terms of an announcement from the 
Soviets as.to Mr. Gromyko's plans, we're on track. This 
is fairly routine. 


Q Do you have anything -- any reaction to the 
announcement that Erich Honecker will not be coming to 
West Germany? 


B Well, I understand the West German 
Government is going to make an announcement in Bonn a 
little later. Insofar as the U.S. view on that decision 
is concerned, it's impossible to provide a judgment 
without knowing the details of Mr. Honecker's 
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announcement, but it's quite clear that the Soviet Union 
was skeptical about such a visit taking place at this time. 


As far as the United States is concerned, we 
continue to support improvements in relations between the 
two German states as contributing to the stability and 


peace in Europe, and we would welcome a meeting between 
the two leaders. 


Q Do you see this as a further sign of cooling 
down East-West relations? 


4 Well, I think you would have to look at the 
motivation of Mr. Honecker and look at whatever pressures 
there may have been on him. 


Q Do you feel Moscow is definitely behind the 
cancellation? 


of Well, I think what we're stating is the 
obvious, namely, that Moscow clearly has not had a vested 
interest in this meeting going ahead. 


Q John, is there anything at all in the 
Chernenko interview which seems to bear on the possiblity 
of any future meetings to discuss disarmament? 


a I really don't have anything, Barrie, beyond 
the statement that the Department put out over the 
weekend, which is available. 


Q Has there been or will there be any 
follow-up discussions at any level to pursue as to whether 
or not this means that Vienna might take place, or can't? 


ay Obviously, there are channels, and, 
obviously, there are exchanges going on quite frequently 
through those channels. I don't know of anything that 
would suggest any change in the assessment of how likely 
the Vienna talks are likely to come off this month, and, 
as I think the Secretary said in his interview with the 
AP, he wouldn't lay heavy odds on that meeting. 


Q John, the Sikh hijackers of an Indian 
aircraft who had demanded to come to the U.S. were flown 
back from Dubai -- 


x Uh-huh. 
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Q -- and are to stand trial for air piracy. 
Do you have anything on that? 


os I don't. I think the Press Office may well 
have some copies of the statement that was issued by, I 
think, the Government of India*, and we can make that 
available. But -- 


Q I checked with them, and they said that it 
should be announced by you. 


a Well, I don’t think it's going to be 


announced, but I'm sure afterwards -- is that right 
Brian, you could make copies of that statement available? 
Sure. 


Q John, you said last week that there were 
talks between officials of the UAE, India and the U.S. 


A Yes. 


Q Will you consider those talks successful, 
and did you take a tough stand and say we are not going to 
permit those hijackers to enter the U.S.? 


A Well, the United States takes a very tough 
stand on hijacking and hijackers, and in this case as in 
all cases, we make it plain that hijackers who end up in 
the United States are going to be subject either to 
extradition or to punishment to the full extent of the law. 


Q Jonn, an Iragi official -- 
4 I'll catch you right after this. Excuse me. 
Q An Iraqi official newspaper criticized U.S. 


Stand on the war, and they call it hypocritical and 
immoral, by equating the aggressor and the victim, and 


that you are addressing it in general terms. What do you 
have -- 
x Is that a newspaper report of some days ago? 


Q Yes. Ath-Thawrah, 





a Yes. I'd be cautious about that. I'd be 


Cautious about that. That is a@ newspaper. Is that the 
Baath newspaper? 


Q The official Ath-Thawrah. It's an official 
newspaper. 
* later corrected to read: “by the U.S. Embassy in New 
Delhi...* 
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A I'd -- of course, what the newspaper says 
isn't true, as far as we see the situation, but I also 
would be careful about suggestince that represents an 
official viewpoint. 


Q John, do you have any response to a request 
by President Nimeiri of Sudan who's been calling for a 
conference to maintain peace and security in the Red Seas, 
and there are a number of states in the region that may 
get involved in that effort. 


A Uh-huh. 


Q Has the U.S. been called upon to participate 
in any capacity? 


A I'm not aware of that. Let me take a look 
at that. 


Q John, there are a couple of reports in the 
Christian Science Monitor this morning that Senator 





Charles Percy of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee is 
going to be asking for more funds and assistance to 
Israel. And the second report also, which I ask two 
questions at one time, about an attempt -- a renewed 
attempt by sponsors and supporters of the bill to move the 
U.S. Embassy from Tel Aviv to Jerusalem is going to be 
intensified and possibly would work out a compromise with 
you? 


A Well, on the first question, I guess you 
better ask Senator Percy whether that report is true. On 
the second question, maybe talks have compromised, but I 
know of nothing which has moved the President or the 
Secretary off their firm stand on the Embassy in -- the 
proposed Embassy move to Jerusalem. 


Q Let me go back to you first answer about 
asking Senator Percy -- what's the status of the request 
for financial aid or assistance that the United States 
Government is working for Israel? 


A DO you mean the standard budgetary -- 
Q Yes. 
fn I don’t have that in my head. I'm sure 


that's being worked, and may even be in the public 
domain. I'm not sure, 


|— d2?> 
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Q There were reports that Mr. Shuitz is having 
advisers, Herbert Stein, from the outSide to work out 
special big deal for assisting Israeli economy. Do you 
have any comment on that? 


A Let me talk a look at that and see what -- 
I‘m not sure but what we might have done something on that 
question. Let me take a look. 


Q Do you have anything on a general amnesty in 
Romania last month? 


A No, I don't. No. 

Q The release of a political dissident? 

a I don't. 

Q Catholic priest? 

ay It's just possible that while I was away 
there may be something. In fact, I'm getting a signal. 
We did have something? 

MR. CARLSON: One person. 

MR. HUGHES: It's one person. 

MR. CARLSON: Yes. 

MR. HUGHES: One person? Amnesty for one person, 
and we do have something on it? We did have something on 
it. 


Q My understanding is that the leading 
political dissident was released, but as part of a general 
amnesty. 


oy I'm getting a nod. Yes. I guess if you'll 
see Brian, he'll be able to produce that. 


Q John, do you have anything on the Chinese 


defector who mysteriously reappeared in China? Was it 
voluntary? 


A Our understanding is that he did return to 
China voluntarily. Yes. That's correct. 


Q How do you know it was voluntary? 


Q 


YQ) 
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A I don't have the details on how we are aware 
of that, George. 


Q Did you interview with him? Did any 
American Government officials talk to him before his 
departure? 


A I'm just -- I really just am not up on what 
might have transpired, but I do know that we're satisfied 
that he returned to China of his own free will. 


Q Was he denied political asylum? 


A Well, there are two problems about that. 
Firstly, factually, I'm not aware of an application, but 
secondly, we don't discuss asylum requests anyway. So I'm 


afraid you struck out on both points. 
Q Do you have anything on Crocker -- 


Q Will you look into the question of whether 
the U.S. has had contact with him or whether this 
Statement that it was voluntary came from the Chinese 
Government? 


4 Let me see what we might be able to come up 
with. 


Q John, on the Middle East, is there any 
update on the trade talks with Israel? Has that free zone 
talk -- have they stalled? 


a I don't think it's stalled. As you know, we 
are in favor of that free trade association as moving 
forward, as far as I know. 


Q* Do you have anything on Crocker's talks in 
Uganda, and what his itinerary is now? 


ay Well, he was in Uganda. He saw President 
Obote. He was in Uganda September 3. He met with 
President Obote and other senior Ugandan officials in an 
effort to improve communications in diplomatic channels. 


Reading from Secretary Crocker is that the 
meetings were constructive. We have a longstanding 
relationship with Uganda, and this visit should be seen as 
part of an ongoing dialogue between two friendly 


|-Goe0 7 








16 
governments who are working together on the tough problems 
facing Uganda today. 


And, yes, he did discuss the human rights 
Situation in Uganda. 


Q And what's the status of the military -- the 
IMET agreement? Do you -- 

A I can't answer that one. 

Q Okay. And do you know where he's going now? 

a Let me see if I have -- he's leaving Kampala 


today. Plans to return to Washington September 6. He'‘li 
be stopping in Nairobi and London on the way back. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 
a Okay. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:39 p.m.) 
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WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 5, 1984, 12:05 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, everybody. Couple 
of housekeeping announcements: 


First, I'd like to introduce Gil Calloway. Why 
don't you stand up, Gil? A number of you know Gil from 
Managua, where he was Public Affairs Officer. Before that 
he was Press Attache in Rome. He's also been Press 
Attache in Moscow. He is replacing Jeff Biggs. Stand up, 
Jeff. (Laughter) He's replacing Jeff Biggs as Chief 
Public Affairs Adviser in ARA. Jeff is going off to the 
Hill for a Congressional Fellowship period, so this is the 
gentleman to raise Cain with in ARA henceforth. 


I'm going to offer you a statement on the 
Genocide Convention, but before I do that, I'd just like 
to point out that we'll have a backgrounder on the 
Genocide Convention. It will be held in this room at 2:30 
this afternoon. That's at 2:30 here this afternoon. 


Now, the statement itself is: On August 22 the 
Administration completed an extensive review of the 
Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime 
of Genocide. As a result of that review, and at the 
strong urging of the American Bar Association and other 
interested groups, the President concluded that it would 
be in the nation's best interest for the United States to 
ratify the Genocide Convention. 


The commitment of our country to prevent and 
punish acts of genocide is indisputable, yet our failure 
to ratify this treaty, which has now been pending before 
the Senate for 35 years and has been supported by 
Presidents Truman, Kennedy, Johnson, Nixon, and Carter, 
has opened the United States to unnecessary criticism in 
various international fora. 


We can refute such baseless criticism by 
ratifying the Convention, and, more importantly, we can 
utilize the Convention in our own efforts to expand 
freedom and fight human rights abuses around the globe, 








In 1976 the Senate Foreign Relations Committee 
reported favorably on the Convention and recommended that 
the Senate give its advice and consent to ratification, 
subject to three understandings and one declaration. This 
approach exceeded the clarifications considered necessary 
by the Nixon Administration, but the President supports 
these understandings and deciaration, and we believe they 
will help to secure Senate advice and consent to 
ratification of the Convention. 


We look forward to working with the Senate to 
resolve any issues that may arise in connection with its 
consideration of this treaty. Ratification of the 
Genocide Convention would reaffirm, in this international 
legal context, the fundamental and timeless American 
commitment to human rights. 


And, again, that backgrounder will be at 2:30 
this afternoon. 


Q Is there a pro-genocide lobby on the Hill, 
John? 


om I'm not aware of any pro-genocide lobby. I 
guess there are technical obstacles. 


Q Copy? 
A Sure. 
Q Would the Administration like, or is the 


President asking, for this to be done in this current 
session that is taking place in these next three or four 
weeks? 


A Well, I think it will move forward, although 
I basically would refer you to the briefers this 
afternoon. I guess it will move forward as expeditiously 
as possible. But I guess also there are realities about 
the schedule of Congress that you have to take into 
account. 


Q John, why did it take three and a half years 
to arrive at this conclusion? 


K I think that's one I'll let the briefers at 
2:30 handle, Bill. 





Q John, one thing that I could cynically 
observe -- that in order to have some treaty to show 
during the first four years of his term, Reagan has 
reached rather far back to come up with something. Would 
you have a comment on such a cynical observation? 


A well, I think implied in your question is 
the suggestion that I would be shocked at such cynicism, 
and I, of course, am. And, again, I'll leave the briefers 
this afternoon to respond to the timetable in which we've 
moved this forward. 


Q On another subject, John, in light of the 
news conference that was held yesterday in Huntsville and 
-- has your investigation turned up anything of interest 
about those Americans? 


a Well, I don't know that we're much further 
than we were yesterday, Jim. You've gotten some names 
that were given to the press. Those names, that 
information, coincides with the information we have 
received, basically from the same sources. 


Depending on confirmation that these individuals 
are Americans, which confirmation we're still waiting on 
from the Government of Nicaragua, we will follow the 
normal consular procedures in attempting to determine the 
wishes of the next of kin regarding the disposition of the 
remains. 


As I say, we have not received the confirmation 
of the identities from the Nicaraguan authorities. I 
believe a Nicaraguan spokesman was out there today, 
Suggesting that there had not been contact. We're bemused 
by that, because we are in contact with the consular 
officials in the Nicaraguan Foreign Ministry. 


I don't have a great deal more to offer you. 
That question you raised yesterday -- violations, 
possible, under the Neutrality Act -- I think that's a 
matter for either the Department of Justice or the FBI, 
and I understand that they would be prepared to entertain 
questions on that particular point. 


Reports circulating this morning that Cubans and 


Libyans were killed in the incident -- at least the FDN 
Claimed that -- we're certainly aware of the presence of 
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numerous Cuban and military -- Cuban and Libyan military 
and security advisers in Nicaragua. It's possible that 
some may be engaged in military activities, but we don't 


have anything on their involvement in this particular 
incident. 


-- MORE -- 














Q Do you have any reason to think that these 
seven Americans were unique, or are there more duwn there 
like them? 


a I don't know. I don't think we're aware of 
any others down there, but I guess it's possible that 
there could be others. 


Q John, is it the Administration's view that 
when Congress cut off funds to the contras, they created a 
Situation whereby people such as this will be out there 
beating the bushes for Commies? 


o I think that is a logical deduction that -- 
you‘re weli aware of the budgetary history of our 
involvement in this, and you're certainly well aware of 
the strong feeling by Nicaraguans that the Sandinistas 
have stolen their revolution, and you're certainly aware 
of their activities in connection with the various 
Sandinista acts of oppression against individuals, against 
the press, against the Church, and of course, that 
activity goes on; and I suppose it is entirely possible 
that those people who feel that their revolution has been 
stolen, as the Secretary has said on a number of 
occasions, may resort to other sources. 


Q Is the underlying assumption, John, that if 
the Congress were funding the operations, then the 
American government would have control over who gets 
involved in these incidents? 


y Well, I think I'll let you draw your own 
conclusions. It's not 4 question of having total control, 
but, obviously, the less involvement one has the less 
influence, 


Q Has the Administration in any way encouraged 
the contras to seek alternate sources of supply? 


i No. 


Q Did they -- by not -- maybe you didn't 
encourage them, but was it pointed out to them that it 
would be O.K. if they did it? 


M No. The position of the Administration, I 
think, is quite clear on that, in that it has not 
encouraged other governments or solicited in any way, but 
I guess there are realities about how the contras might 
proceed. 
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Q In the Post account today, some attenticn is 
paid to the allegation that, in fact, support from 
independent mercenaries was solicited by senior members of 
the Honduran Government as early as last November, and 
that by last May, already one group had sent three 
paramilitary training teams to Honduras to train contras. 


Was the United States Government in any way aware 
of either these trips or the role played by the Honduran 
armed forces in soliciting assistance from independert 
groups? 


A Not that I'm aware of, Jim. 
Q Can you look into that question? 
A We'll take a look at that and see whether we 


might have some response. 

Q All right. Can you also tell us anything 
you might be able to on a Hector Jove Torres, who is 
reported to have been killed in combat near the Costa 
Rican border this spring, by the Post today? 

M No, don't have anything on him. 


Q You can't confirm that such an individual 
existed or was killed at that time? 


B No, I don't have anything on him. 
Q Would you look into that question -- 
a Let me see what it -- 


-- since it said that it’s the U.S. Embassy 
in Managua that confirmed -- 


h What's the name again? 

Q Hector Jove Torres, 

BR O.K. 

Q John, on your question about this situation, 


I have two things I wanted to ask. First, I don't quite 
understand the business of waiting for the Nicaraguans to 
identify. I thought they had said that the one body was 
charred beyond any recognition and the other had no kind 
of identification on him, so how could they do it? 











2 Well, I'm not sure, Don, it's a question of 
specific identification of an individual, but I think it's 
@ question of our talking with them or seeking to talk 
with them and establish reasonably that these are 
Americans, in which case we will take the appropriate 
action. 


Q It seems -- I mean, it seems from your 
earlier statement that you expect them to do something to 
establish that these guys are Americans. 


a Well, our people are talking, or attempting 
to talk, with their people, and I think when the outcome 
of those discussions is satisfactory, as far as we're 
concerned, then we can move to the next step. 


Q And, secondly, regarding the Neutrality Act, 


2 Uh-huh. 

Q -- the Justice Department, as I understand 
it, is saying to reporters, or was saying yesterday to 
reporters -- 

A Uh-huh. 

Q -- that for us to pursue this, normally it 
Starts with the State Department, and if State wants us to 
pursue it, we'll do it, but we've heard nothing from the 
State Department to suggest that. 

Try -- 

Q What is the State Department position? 

h Try them again today. 


(Laughter ) 


Q Has the State Department communicated in any 
way with respect to the substance of whether there should 
be an investigation initiated into this? Have they in any 
way communicated with Justice on this question? 


a I don't know whether there has been any 


official communication between the State Department and 
Justice. I think, at my level, it might well be that we 
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have encouraged the Justice Department to be a little more 
forthcoming today. 


Q John, independent of the question of whether 
a required request is necessary from the State Department 
to the Justice Department, would the State Department want 
to see, would it be happy with, an investigation of the 
Neutrality Act ramifications of this incident? 


a Well, the Justice Department enforces the 
laws of the United States, and if there has been a 
contravention of the law, I'm sure that the State 
Department would be happy to -- 


Q De you want them to look into whether there 
has been? Would you be happy with such an inquiry? 


M I'm sure the appropriate people are already 
seized with that -- 


Q Do you know if any such inquiries have been 
made about whether there are any violations of the 
Neutrality Act in connection with support of the ieftists 
in El Salvador? 


M I'm not aware of any. 


Q Was the State Department, or any U.S. 
Government agency, to your knowledge, aware of the 
departure -- I'm sorry -- of the meeting August 1 in 
Memphis by the Veterans of Foreign Wars at which Mario 
Calero spoke, and the departure on August 23 of Calero 
with the six individual Americans? 


M I don't think so. Was your question, "Was 
the State Department aware*? 


Q Yes. 
A No, I don't think so. 


Q O.K. Also, there is an indication here in 
the Post that an FBI agent did interview this Mr. Posey at 
one time last spring. 


y Read that with great interest this morning. 


Q And why were you interested? 

















{Laughter ) 


7 Well, it’s an interestino turn to the story, 
and I suggest you ask the FBI about it. 


Q You didn’t know anything about it? 
- No, Was not aware of it. 


Q John, it’s been suggested from there that 
were the United Stétes still involved in financing this 
particular effort, this particular incident wouldn't have 
happened. Would it be also fair to say if the U.S. had 
never become involved down there, that this incident 
wouldn‘t have happened? 


a I think both are very hypothetical and 
speculative theses, Greg, if you'll forgive my saying so, 
and you know speculation is anathema to the State 
Department. 


(Laughter ) 

Q Do you have anything on the meeting the 
Secretary had with the Special Counselor to the King of 
Morocco? 

n Not a great deal. 

Q Would you give us his name and spelling? 

M That I do not have with me, but it is on the 
public schedule. They met; obviously they discussed the 
recent association between Morocco and Libya. There was a 
good exchange of views, and really beyond that, I'm not 
prepared to offer a characterization, as we say. 


Q Without going into substance, was there an 
explanation provided for the reason for this union? 


h I think the Moroccans offered their view of 
the events surrounding this decision, yes. 


Q Was there -- can you go into substance? 


h (Laughter) I thought I <-- 


Q I mean, was there any -- John, there has 
been a suggestion that the Moroccans got some kind of a 
commitment or a pledge from the Libyans not to continue 
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supplying the Polisario. Is there any substance to that 
at all, in terms of what the adviser said to the -- 


A You'd have to ask the Moroccans. 


Q Can't you confirm that he reiterated the 
position that other Moroccan officials have offered to the 
U.S., in the sense that they don't envision any change in 
Moroccan friendship toward the U.S. as a result of this 
federation? 


Pa Well, I don't think -- You know, the 
Secretary's rule on these sessions always is that you 
should never speak for another government. I think they 
should speak for themselves; but I wouldn't deter you from 
pursuing that line with the Moroccans. 


Q What is the U.S. view of the agreement? 


a Well, as you know, we were surprised at the 
announcement. We have been taking a look at the 
implications and are continuing to take a look at the 
implications of it. 


Q John, after announcing now the results of 
the referendum, which is, conclude 99 percent of the 
people agree on this federation, and you said for the last 
two weeks you are studying the agreement, so do you have 
anything to say now, after this? 


fh No, other than that we continue to analyze 
and study the implications of what has been done. You 
know very well our viewpoint of Mr. Qadhafi and the kind 
of person that he is, the kind of regime that he operates, 
and the kind of activities in which his regime is engaged 
in various parts of the world. Our position on that is 
very clear so there is no question about that. 


Q But you don't think that the association of 
Morocco with Qadhafi will affect Morocco's traditional 
relations with the USA? 


A Well, as we have said, that relationship 
traditionally in the past has been a good and a steadfast 
one. Now, we're taking a look at the implications of this 
agreement. 


Q John, are you having consultations with the 
French regarding the Moroccans’ step towards Libya? 

















il 
A I guess I'm really not prepared to get into 
kinds of discussions we might be having -- 


Q What other countries you may have 
consultations with regarding this? 


A I really am not prepared to get into that. 


Q Algeria? Can you say Algeria? 





ry I'm really not prepared to get into that. 


Q John, did the Secretary seek any assurances 
from Hassan's adviser about the transshipment of -- 


2 I think it's logical to assume that the 
Secretary would have offered some thoughts about the union 
and probably asked some quescions, too. 


Q What about seeking assurances about the 
transshipment of weapons and that sort of thing? 


hh I guess I'm really not going to go any 
further into the substance. 


Q John, is there any kind of a hold at the 
moment on the pipeline, weapons in the pipeline? 


f I'm not aware of any change in our 
assistance program to Morocco. If, in general terms, 
you're saying, within the overall framework of U.S. law, 
you have to look at what is going to various countries and 
what conceivably could be moved onto other countries, I 
think that's a reasonable kind of thing to be taking a 
look at, 


Q Pursue that, John, if you would. Has it 
been suggested that either the Administration's attitude 
toward aid to Morocco or, alternatively, the attitude of 
Congress towari aid to Morocco, might be affected by this 
affair? 


A Well, I don't think it's been -- As I say, 
I'm not aware of any change, or any suggestion that it be 
changed, but if your question is, "Do you, in accordance 
with reporting requirements and in accordance with U.S. 
laws, have to look at the question of onward transfer of j 
technology or certain kinds of equipment," I think that's 
-- yes, I think that's a -- 
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Q John, there were reports suggesting that 
Morocco initiated the talks towards this treaty with Libya. 


Q According to your own information, do you 
have anything to confirm this -- 


A No, I'm not going to get into that. Ask the 
Moroccans and the Libyans. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Do you believe that the Moroccans were under 
any sort of pressure to get into a treaty like that? 

a Don't have anything for you on that. 

Q John, Libya is on the "abetting terrorism’ 





list. If Morocco is federating in some way with Libya, 
does this mean Morocco is -- has to be put on the 
terrorism list? 


A Well, I can't answer your specific question, 
John, but I think that falls within the kind of guidelines 
I've suggested, 


Q So that's all what you're looking at? 
2 I think that's -- 
Q You said that you're still studying the 


agreement between Libya and Morocco. IS that an 
inference, the fact that the U.S. is not satisfied with 
the explanations that were presented by the Moroccan envoy? 


Mh I don't -- it's not a question of not being 
Satisfied. It's a question of taking a look at the 
Situation and considering the implications. 


Q But, in light of his explanations, you're 
not satisfied yet? 


oa Well, I think that we're continuing to look 
at the implications of it. 


Q John, there's a report in the New York Times 
today that Spain, who is a member of NATO, has voiced some 
worries and concerns about this accord between Libya and 
Morocco. Has Spain told you, since they are members of 
NATO, about such things, and what do you comment on such -- 





A You're always persistent in suggesting we 
might talk about exchanges with other governments, and I'm 
always non-forthcoming. 


Q But, John, — 


A And it grieves me that we have to engage in 
that exchange. 


Q John, did Tunisia or Algeria have some 
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representation, an anxiety, about this unity? They 
expressed some anxiety to you -- the American 
Administration? 


A Well, I'm not talking about what is 
expressed to us through diplomatic channels. You've seen 
the same reports that I have that are in the public 
domain, where various governments have raised questions 
about this particular development. 


Q John, did he mention anything to be conveyed 
from the Libyan side to the American government, any new 
overtures to improve relations between Libya and -- 


a I just really don't have anything on that. 


Q Any, just guidance there on what now is the 
U.S. position toward the Western Sahara? 


Mh Nothing beyond what we have said in the 
past, Jim. 


Yes? 


Q In your posted answer to the question with 
regard to the return to China of Zhang Zheng Gao -- 


Q -- you mentioned that the American judgment 
on the voluntary nature of his return is not based on 
Chinese Government information or etatement. 


A That's correct. 


Q Are you -- how do you leap to this kind of 
conclusion? 


A It is a conclusion that we arrived at on the 
basis of our own information. 


Q Has the Chinese Embassy notified the 
American government before Zhang's departure? 


A That I do not know. I know that the 
Immigration and Naturalization Service had interviewed him 
earlier on, and we were satisfied that he was leaving of 
his own free will. 


Q Do you have some -- 
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7 But whether there was any contact with the 
Embassy, I don't know. 


Q There are some allegations that Zhang was 
kidnapped by the Chinese Consulate in New York. 


A I've seen -- 
Q Do you have any response to that? 
A I've seen that. No, I don't. 


Q John, can you update us on your position on 
Western Sahara because for the last year you haven't 
mentioned it at all, and I tried through the Office of 
Public Affairs; there's nothing. So can you update us, 
and take a question? 


a Let me see what is available, if there is, 
in fact, anything new. If there is not anything new, 
then, you'll just have to continue -- 


Q But do you support the Polisario 
self-determination or not? 


B Let me take a look at what we have on file. 
Q Thank you. 


Q Do you plan to remove the minesweepers 
within the next, I guess, that will be nine days? 


MR Oh, that operation is going on, John, and 
obviously we're in touch with our Egyptian and Saudi 
Arabian hosts, if that is the right word to name those 
countries that asked us to come there. But I don't have 


anything on when we might leave. 
Q Anything new on Shultz-Gromyko, John? 
R No, nothing on that for you today. 


Q Any words, John, on the Canadian election 
result? 


A Well, we certainly expect to maintain the 
close and effective relationship with Canada, that we 
traditionally have had, with the new government, 
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I think the President talked with che new Prime 
Minister this morning, and I think the Secretary sent a 
message of congratulations. 


Q Do you have anything -- 
A Sorry? 


Q You think the relations between the two 
countries will be improved, better than before? 


2 They've been good, they've been close, 
they've been effective, and we certainly expect them to 
continue in that mode. 


Q (Inaudible) a meeting between the Secretary 
and the new foreign secretary, whoever he is -- 


M There is, in principle, a meeting -- I 
think, obviously, there'll be a new foreign minister and 
it may take a few days to determin? just when that meetings 
will be. But, we -- yeah, I think we would expect that 
meeting to take place more or less within the same 
timeframe as had been planned. 


Q Would that be here or Canada? 


M Well, the previous meeting was to have been 
in Canada. And assuming there's no change in the foreign 
ministry's position, I would expect that it would be. But 


it's -- 

Q We had a foreign minister down -- external 
affairs minister -- here most recently -- 

as I can't quite remember the sequence, John. 


Q It was back in the spring. 





h I think that's right. 


Q John, do you have anything on the U.S. 
position towards the Lebanese complaint to the United 
Nations against the Israeli attacks in the Bekaa Valley 
and in South Lebanon? 


A Well, as you know, that Security Council 
procedure has been going forward. Our position is 
unchanged. We support the independence, the sovereignty 
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and the territorial integrity of Lebanon, and we seek 
realistic means of achieving this goal. 


We, have, of course, been in touch with the 
Lebanese, the Israelis and others in New York. We are not 
negotiating on the text of a resolution. 


Repeated experience convinces us that a 
contentious Security Council debate on South Lebanon is 
not likely to help Lebanon regain its full sovereignty, 
independence and territorial integrity. 


Q A copy of this? 
M Sure. 


Q So, in other words, you would veto anything 
you regarded as contentious? 


A Don't like to prejyudge a situation, but that 
certainly seems to be the implication of -- we're not 
wheeling and dealing on any text, if that's -- 


Q Are you trying to convince Lebanon to 
withdraw the complaint? 


f I don't know what, you know, what 


discussions may be going on specifically on that point, 
but I think they're well aware of our position. 


Q Do you have anything on the unrest in either 
South Africa or Chile, or both? 


M Yes, I do. In the case of South Africa, we 
oppose the resort to violence for whatever reason, from 
whatever source, and have followed the rioting in black 
townships around South Africa with deep concern. 


The events of the past weeks represent the 
confluence of several factors and forces that have been 
building in the non-white communities. Those include 
school boycotts, the campaign against the new 
constitution, rent increases and the economic impact of 
inflation and unemployment, as well as underlying 
opposition to the apartheid system. 


These tragic events underline the urgency of 
developing a political system based on the consent of the 
governed, in which grievances can be aired openly and 
dealt with peacefully. In the short term, we hope to see 
early dialogue between the government and community 
leaders, and within the communities themselves. 
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As of this morning, the official death toll stood 
at 29, and there have been some 36 arrests. Both the 
government and ordinary citizens of South Africa are aware 
of our concern, and we continue to follow the situation 
very closely. 


Q Do you have a copy of that? 
A Sure. 


Q Do you have anything additional with respect 
to the kind of early dialogue that you envisage? 


Mh No. We have mace it always clear, Jim, that 
within the framework of our opposition to apartheid and 
its abhorrence of apartheid, we're not trying to offer a 


blueprint or a plan for how South Africans of all races 
themselves have to work out their problems. 


Q Do you have anything on Chile? 


a Anything on Chile? Yes I do have something 
on Chile. 


Our Embassy in Santiago reports that, compared 
with previous demonstrations over the past year, there 
apparently was a higher incidence of violence associated 
with yesterday's events in Chile. At the same time, it 
appears overall that the protest, in terms of numbers, was 
smaller than the demonstrations which occurred about this 
time one year ago. 


The United States regrets the loss of life and 
the violence. As we've said before, we believe that 
Gialogue and communication are needed so that steady and 
concrete progress can be made towards a transition to 
democracy -- which is what most Chileans want. 


Q Can we have a copy of that as well? 
a Sure. 


The fact that you noted that the protest was 
smaller, does this mean that you agree with some newspaper 
accounts that, in fact, Pinochet is stronger than, say, 
last year -- 


Mh No, I'm just trying to give you a factual 
account: less people, more violence. 
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Q And why did't you, then, call for a 
resumption of the formal dialogue that was cut off last 
September, as opposed to simply calling for a dialogue and 
communication? 


- Well, we've given you on a number of 
occasions our attitude towards the restoration of 
democracy and -- 


Q Are we retreating from those -- 
- No, absolutely not. 


Q What is your position on the call by 
Nicaragua for a special, or urgent, meeting of the U.N. 
Security Council to discuss escalation, or whatever the 
phrases were? 


ca Let me see if we can't offer you something 
on that, Don, a little later in the day. 


Q Can I follow that up for just a second? 
Something you said earlier comes to mind. I'm not quite 
sure I understand what you meant. 


On the one hand, you said that -- you scoffed at 
the idea that Nicaragua said that it had not been in touch 
with the U.S. On the other hand, you said you were 
attempting to talk with Nicaragua about this. Could you 
explain what the problem is? You have contacted them and 
said you want information but they're not talking with you? 


BR Well, no. Our officials are in touch and 
have been in touch with their consular officials in their 
Foreign Ministry. So we're a little puzzled by the 
statement, I think, on television this morning that there 
hasn't been such contact. 


What was said does not jell with the facts as we 
understand them. 


Q But then a few moments after that, you said 
that your people were attempting to talk with Nicaragua. 


M No, well, we are talking with them, but I 
guess the point is, we haven't received satisfactory 
information. 


Now, insofar as the Security Council is 
concerned, Don, we have instant response to your 
Guestions. (Laughter) 
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The Nicaraguans have raised the issue, and we 
understand that it will be taken up on September 6. In 
general, Nicaragua's approaches to the Security Council 
have tended to distract from the underlying problems of 
the region and to undermine the Contadora process for 
addressing those problems. 


Q You don't sound too enthusiastic. 

A That does seem to come through. (Laughter) 
Q Can we have a copy of that? 

fo Sure. 

Q Jonn, forgive me, but I haven't been here 


recently. What's the latest on Rabbi Kahane? Have there 
been any steps to investigate his activities, -- 


y Yes, there -- 
Q -- in concern to his citizenship? 
M -- there is such a proceeding going 


forward. I think he has been informed of that situation. 
As I understand it, he -- he certainly was in the United 
States and I think still is. He had not and has not asked 
for any meeting with any State Department officials, so to 
my knowledge there hasn't been one. But the 
investigation, or proceeding, goes on, and I guess will be 
fairly lengthy. 


Q There isn't any necessity that he meet with 
State Department officials, is there? 

y No, none that I'm aware of, at this stage. 

Q On Morocco, what is the present U.S. 
position on the Western Sahara issue? 

BR I think we can do a little research on that 
for you. 

Q John, please, can I have one more? Do you 


have any comment on the TASS report today of Chernenko's 
public appearance on the astronauts? 


h No, I do not. 
Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:40 p.m.) 
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THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 6, 1984, 12:21 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon everybody. I have a 
couple of announcements. The first relates to the death 
of Indonesia's Adam Malik, who a number of us in this room 
knew well. 


The Department of State notes with sorrow the 
passing on September 5 of former Indonesian Vice President 
Adam Malik. During a long and distinguished career of 
public service, including the diplomatic offices of 
Foreign Ministei of Indonesia and President of the U.N. 
General Assemily, Adam Malik demonstrated an unflagging 
Getermination to achieve international understanding. Not 
the least of his many accomplishments was a leading role 
in the formation and strengthening of the Association of 
Southeast Asian Nations; that is, of course, one of the 
most successful regional groupings today. 


Mr. Malik's brilliant wit and penetrating 
intellect will be missed by those in the State Department 
who were privileged to know him. And, as I say, I know 
that a number of of us in this room underscore those 
feelings and that respect for him. 


An announcement on the Secretary of State's trip 
to New York for the United Nations: The Secretary of 
State will be in New York City over the period September 
23 to October 5 in connection with the United Nations 
General Assembly. 


While there, he will be meeting with a number of 
foreign officials, including Soviet Foreign Minister 
Gromyko. That meeting will take place on Wednesday, 
September 26. 


Just a small housekeeping note: Correspondents 
who expect to be at the U.N. probably ought to let the 
Press Office know, and I think there will be a list 
available after the briefing for sign-up so we can kind of 
keep in touch with everybody. 








Io AS! 











Q Do you expect only one meeting with Gromyko? 


cs Well, we are focusing on this meeting at the 
moment, Jim, and I don't have any information on any 
subsequent meetings or the possibility of subsequent 
meetings. 


Q John, when you say the 23rd to the 5th, do 
you mean he'll be there continuously or is he going to go 
back and forth? 


2 Not necessarily. He may go back and forth 
between New York and Washington. 


Q John, on the Gromyko meeting, can you tell 
uS anything about the agenda, what we hope to emerge from 
this? 


M No, I think I really can't. I think that 
the subjects that you have traditionally come to expect to 
be raised at meetings between the Secretary and Mr. 
Gromyko, I think, would be the same kinds of subjects you 
would expect to have come up. 


Q Do you know where the meeting on the 26th 
will be held? 


a Do I know where it will be held? I don't 
have anything for you on that yet, Hank. 


Q When is Gromyko arriving? 
h I don’t know. 


Q Will he be coming to Washington at all 
during the U.N. General Assembly? 


B you have to ask the Russians; you have to 
ask the Soviets. 


Q Has he been invited to Washington? 
» Don't have anything for you on that. 


Q Is there an effort being made to work out a 
meeting with the President? 


h Well, a Presidential meeting would be a 
White House (matter) -- I don't have anything for you on 
that. 








Q As far as you know, that has not been 
discussed with the Soviets -- 


4 Just don't have anything on that -- 


Q Do you have anything on resumption, or 
continuation of negotiations for a cultural agreement? 


A Not -- I don't have any update today. I 
think there was a little guidance a few days ago which, in 
essence, talks about ongoing discussions. 


Q Is there a meeting scheduled for Washington 
next week? 


a I don't know whether it is scheduled, John. 
That -- for Washington? No. Okay. 


Q John, do you put any particular significance 
on the fact that this will be the first meeting in some 
time between senior U.S. and Soviet officials? 
Significance on the Soviet "yes" to such a meeting? 


A If you mean, are we surprised that this 


meeting iS going to take place, no. As the Secretary has 
been saying for some time, he expected to see Mr. Gromyko 
at the U.N., and those expectations have been fulfilled. 


Q John, on the subject of the Soviet Union, do 
you have any comments you'd like to offer on Mr. Mondale's 
speech yesterday, particularly his announcement that if 
elected he would have a summit -- he would propose a 
summit within six months on a freeze? 


ia No, I don't think that we would have a 
reaction to that. 


Q John, another question on the Gromyko 
meeting, if I may. 


Would --is the Vienna -- the possibility of the 
Vienna talks still open? Would that be on the agenda? 


B I don't think we have -- I think the 
Situation is as it was when the Secretary was interviewed 
by a distinguished wire service, Greg. And I think he 
gave his appraisal of the prospects at that time. I think 
that's a good -- that remains a good appraisal. 
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Q You would not bet money on it? 

A Not to bet money on it. 

Q What is the -- just to -- if you could 
restate the American position on those talks? It is -- is 
it -- 

A That we were ready to go to Vienna. 


Q Provided ...? 


B Without preconditions. 

Q Provided they were willing to talk about 
other issues -- other arms control issues or not? 

Bh That was careful wordage, John, and I'd ask 


you to go back to that. But, basically, we accepted the 
invitation without preconditions. 


Q So the position is just as you stated now, 
that the United States is ready to go to Vienna without 
preconditions? 


a Of course, yes. 
Q John, which airport is -- 
B Without preconditions, but I would refer you 


to the language that was used at the time of the 
acceptance, 


Q That has not changed? 


B That has not changed. 


Q At which airport is the Soviet Foreign 
Minister going to land? 

h I don't know. I guess you would have to ask 
the Soviet Embassy. 

Q Do you anticipate any problems about -- 

os No, we do not anticipate any problems. 

Q Are you taking steps to make sure there 


aren't any? 


7 The only thing you may have wrong is the 
tense in which you cast your question. 


Q (Laughter) It's my fault. 
A You cast it in the future tense. 


Q In view of the continuing Soviet position on 
the 007, and in view of your remarks the other day on the 
first anniversary, why are you lifting the heretofore ban 
on the Aeroflot plane landing at a commercial airport, and 
not insisting on a military landing? 


A Nothing has changed on our position insofar 
as 007, and how abhorrent that act was. 


On the specifics of Mr. Gromyko's aircraft 
arrival on a previous occasion, you have to recall that 
that was action taken not by the United States Government 
but by local authorities controlling those airports. The 
United States Government, in fact, made it clear that in 
light of the prohibition or ban or obstruction, or however 
you want to phrase it, that was placed in the way of a 
Soviet aircraft arriving at a civil airport, Mr. Gromyko's 
plane would have been welcome at a military base. The 
Soviets chose not to exercise that option. 


Q Do you have any guarantee that this will not 
be repeated again by the labor unions, or whatever, who 
are -- 


A Well, I think we're confident that that 


problem of the arrival of his plane at a commercial 
airport of their choice is not a problem. 


Q Can I come back for just a second to the 
cultural talks? A meeting is not scheduled, and a meeting 
is not scheduled in Washington. What is it about such a 
meeting -- 


B I'd have to go back to that guidance, Ralph, 
which I don't have in my head. But it tells the state of 
play as it has been developing and as it is likely to 
unfold, and I'd just like you to get that specifically 
from that guidance. 


Q Would you anticipate that that subject would 
be among the ones that you -- in the basket of things that 


you say would usually come up in a Gromyko meeting, or 





is that something that's separate? 


B It's conceivable, but I also think that is 
moving forward at another level, and therefore there may 
not -- it may not be necessary, or there may not be a 
reason for it to be raised. 


Q Did the State Department get sufficient 
assurances from the Moroccan Royal Counselor to lead you 
to believe that you can continue the military assistance 
program? 


A Well, I don't have a great deal more on that 
than I gave you yesterday. As you know, the Moroccan 
j Royal Counselor met with the Secretary, and today, as 
yesterday, we're reluctant to get into the content of 
private diplomatic exchanges. 


As far as the effect on treaties is concerned, 
speculation is not particularly helpful. Our programs 
with Morocco have been developed to serve mutually 
perceived needs and interests, and we anticipate a 
continuing close and productive relationship. 


If you're going on to some of the stories that 
are circulating concerning release of Libyan dissidents, 
we've seen those stories. We would, of course, deplore 
the forced repatriation of political dissidents to Libya. 
Our view of the reprehensible nature of the Libyan regime 
is well known. However, your question really should be 
addressed to the governments of Morocco and Libya. 


Q And does this productive relationship that 
you foresee include the continued military relationship? 


h Well, as I said yesterday, Jim, we have hac 
a good and long-standing relationship, one of cordiality 
with Morocco; expect that to continue but, again, within 
that overall framework, would necessarily be looking at 
the implications of this treaty and any impact it might 
have on -- 





Q To rephrase my first question, you have not 
received yet the assurances that you have been looking for? 
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B Well, the Moroccan emissary, if one wants to 
phrase it that way, is still here, still meeting with 
other U.S. Government officials today. So I think that 
the talks are continuing, and obviously our evaluation of 
this association is continuing. 


Q There have been some reports, contained in 
some of the reports you cited, about military cooperation 
between Libya and Morocco particularly the sharing of 
troops -- Morocco's turning over as many as 30,000 troops 
to Libya. 


Q Do you have anything that would indicate 
those were accurate -- 

A No, we don't. We are simply unaware of, I 
think -- that story is phrased in the context of a secret 


annex to the agreement, and we are simply unaware of any 


secret annexes. And I guess if you want to pursue that, 
you'd have to ask the governments of Morocco and Libya. 


Q Well, has that been raised by the Secretary? 


M I don't know whether that was raised. But, 
as I say, we are unaware of such. 

Q John, at this juncture, do you know who 
initiated the talks -- began the talks? Was it -- it was 


Morocco or Libya? 


a You mean the talks that we're having with 
the Moroccan visitor here? 


h No, no, no. I'm talking about the whole 
union? 


A The union? No, I don't. 


Q John, any consultations with France 
presently on this agreement, and, specifically with 
respect to Chad and Algeria? 


B Well, I know you keep fishing, Jim, for 
that. But I guess we're really aren't going to talk about 








Q (Inaudible). 


A Oh, well, someone keeps fishing. Some 
bright -- 


Q But you have nothing to say about-- 


A Nothing to say on any discussions we might 
Or might not have hac with other governments. 


Q Any travel plans by senior officials to the 
region? 


a I don't know how to answer that. I'm not 
aware of any travel plans, but that doesn't mean there may 
not be some. People are traveling all the time, and there 
could well be something in the planning. 


Q Would you confirm the reports saying that 
the Moroccans explain things in the direction that they 
are trying to make Qadhafi more moderate? 


B Well, I don't think from here I really can 
get into the substance of Moroccan Government exchanges 
with the United States. 


Q John, in your answer to the taken question 
yesterday about Western Sahara, you said that you advocate 
the solution of Western Sahara by political means. But 
the Moroccan regime always advocates the reverse. They 
want to finish this by military means. 


Bh Uh-huh. 

Q And they said that you never support them in 
that way. So can we conclude that there's a major 
Gifference between you and Morocco on this case? 


B Well, you can conclude that the approach of 
the United States to international disputes is for 
resolution by peaceful means. 


--MORE-- 








Q Do you still endorse the OAU settlement 
procedure on this? 


h Not aware of any change in our position. 


Q John, could I ask you about another part of 
this agreement, tits The publicly-released text 
contains some fairly strong anti-Israeli language. There 
are suggestions today that King Hassan has agreed to 
contribute troops should there be another war against 
Israel. Considering the fact that Morocco played a key 
role in setting up the Israeli-Egyptian contacts, the 
Original contacts, and has played a very constructive role 
in this area, does that particular aspect of this 
agreement cause any concern here? 


aa Well, I think you're going back to this 
report that there's a secret annex which talks about 
supply of Moroccan troops, and as I say, we have no 
knowledge of such an (inaudible). 


Q Even in the publicly-released text there is 
strong anti-Zionist language which seems rather out of 


character for Morocco, and I'm sort of curious whether 
that's caused any concern here. 


Bp We have no -- I have no reaction on that. 


Q There is a story this morning about the two 
men who were, the men who went to Honduras to help the 
Nicaraguan rebels, that there was an indication that the 
U.S. Embassies in the region helped them. Are there any 
specific guidelines on how the U.S. Government or U.S. 
Embassies in the region should deal with people who offer 
to help the Contras? 


h Well, I guess there are two parts to that 
question. I'm sure there are guidelines relating to U.S. 
Embassy contacts with visiting Americans on a variety of 


issues -- visiting American journalists, visiting American 
businessmen, visiting Americans of all kinds and 
categories. Insofar as this particular iSsue is 
concerned, basically what I would say is what we have said 
already, that there is no suggestion of United States 
Government involvement in this operation. That was what 
we told you as soon as the story broke and we became aware 
of it. Nothing has changed in intervening days to change 
our assessment of the U.S. Government role. However, 
reports do arise of contacts, and we're looking into the 
suggestion -- 
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Q But on the general -- 


A -- that there may have been individual 
American officials -- 


Q But on the general -- 

A -- who may have had some contact with these 
people. 

Q On the general subject of Americans who 


contact an Embassy, say in Honduras, and say, “Well, we 
would like you to help us locate the Contra leaders,” what 
would be the response from the Embassy there -- 


A Well, I think -- 
Q -- could be the response? 


BM I think I'd have to do a little research. 
I'm sure there are guidelines. I don't happen to have 
them with me, but -- 


Q Can you take that? 
h I'd be glad to take a look at it. 


Q John, would it be reasonable for us to 
assume that if there were guidelines on this subject and 
someone came and asked to be put in touch with, to be 
assisted in being put in touch with the Contras, that a 
U.S. Embassy, a U.S. Government official would be required 
to reply something to the effect of, “You better be 
careful. There are laws in the Neutrality Act, and this 
may, this kind of activity may violate that?* 


BL Well, it certainly is reasonable to assume 
that if any American citizen approached any Embasssy 
official or DOD official attached to an Embassy, or 
whomever, and suggested some activity that was illegal, 
that officer would be obliged to counsel them of the 
illecality. 


I'm not going very far down this road because, as 
I say, these reports are surfacing; we want to pursue them 
very rigorously, which we are doing in this agency of the 
government, and I know that other agencies of the 
government are pursuing this. Justice is involved in the 
question of the Neutrality Act; our own Legal Department 
is. We, for example, have asked the Customs department to 
take a look at -- the Customs Service to investigate into 
whether there has been any willful violation of Section 38 
of the Arms Export Control Act, which obviously, relates 
to the export of arms. But I think the government is ina 
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posture where it is running down these various reports and 
trying to get to the truth of them. 


Q When you said “*operation® in your initial 
response to Alfonso's question, were you defining it 


narrowly as the operation that, say, began some time last 
week and ended on Saturday, or were you talking about | 


anything having to do with the Civilian Military group 
based apparently in Alabama? 


A Well, what I'm saying is I‘m not -- I guess 
what I'm really saying is, I'm not going very far down 
this road because we don't have the facts. 

Hypothetically, I suppose Americans may arrive in American 
Embassies abroad and declare themselves to be involved in 
a variety of enterprises. I think we have to look at if 
there was such contact, what these individuals said they 
were doing, and why they were there. I don't think we 
have that information. 


Q I understand that, but you used a word which 
was, Or a sentence, “There is no suggestion of U.S. 
involvement in this operation." 


BR Well, the operation, in the operation -- 


Q Is the operation defined narrowly in terms 
of time and a specific mission, or is it defined over the 
entire period beginning last November that's come over in 
the press reports about this CMA group? 


K Well, what I was referring to specifically 
was the flight, or the alleged flight, of a helicopter 
into Nicaragua with two American citizens aboard. 


Q So, then, you are leaving open the 


possibility of some U.S. involvement with respect to CMA 
over the period from November of ‘83 to this particular 
incident? 


Bh Well, if you're referring, for example, of 


the reports that the FBI interviewed some members of that 
Organization, that may well have taken place; certainly 


not suggesting that that didn't take place. 


Q Back again to the Libyan-Moroccan affair, 
you are studying the text of the treaty between the two 
countries, 


om Uh-huh, 
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Q Are you studying the texts in themselves 
only or in the light of the -- 


BK Sorry, in the which only? 


Q In themselves, I mean, or also in the light 
of the treaties being held between the United States and 
Morocco since the 70s? 


A I think what we're doing is taking a look at 
the meaning of this association in a number of respects, 
wha> kind of implications it has. 


Q Maybe I didn't make myself clear enough. I 
mean, you are looking in the text for violations or for 
contradictory stipulations in regards to what you have of 
agreements and the treaties with Morocco? 


B What we're coing is -- as I told you, we 
were surprised initially by this association. What we are 
doing is taking a look at the meaning of it in terms of 
United States foreign policy and in terms of our 
association with Morocco. We don't have much of an 
association with Libya, so that's perhaps an academic 
thing to be looking at. 


Q John, can I come back to Nicaragua for just 
a second again? Has the United States received a second 
protest from the Nicaraguan Government over this incident, 
and what does the U.S. think about Mr. d'Escoto's claim 
that the Nicaraguan Government directly contacted the 
relatives of the two who died? 


B I think the Nicaraguan Government has been 
in contact with the relatives, as have we. I am not 
terribly sure whether that contact was from Managua or 
whether it was through the Nicaraguan Embassy in 
Washington. There certainly has been contact between the 
Nicaraguan Embassy here in Washington and the families of 
those who were believed to have been killed. We have been 
in contact with the families, too, and we're discussing 
with them appropriate methods of identification -- the 
dental charts, fingerprints, and that kind of thing. 


We have ourselves handed a diplomatic note to the 
Nicaraguan Government. We have had verbal conversations 
with them about the individuals and the identification of 
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these bodies. 


Q Have the uncertainties that you referred to 
yesterday in the conversations with Nicaragua been 
resolved now? 


A No, they have not. 
Q Is your note in reply to the protest? 


A No. That is a note concerning 
identification, access and identification to -- 
identification of the bodies. 


Q This is a note of protest (inaudible) 


B Our note to the Nicaraguans? 


Q Yes. 


I don't think I would cast it in those 
terms. 


Q You haven't, though, formally replied to the 
initial note by them? 


h I don't have anything to -- There are two 
notes: there's the note from the Nicaraguan Government, 
which we've spoken of a couple of days ago, and I don't 
have anything for you on any U.S. response to that. We 
have, ourselves, sent a diplomatic note to the Government 
of Nicaragua concerning the bodies and the identities of 
these individuals, and they have not responded to that. 


e Is there a meeting in Manzanillo today -- 


Yes. 


-- with Shlaudeman? 


It began today? 


Yes. Ambassador Shlaudeman was there 
yesterday and is there today, and the meetings, the agenda 
is obviously one of substance, but I don't have anything 
beyond that to tell you at this stage. 


A 
Q 
h Yes. 
Q 
A 


Q Just one other on this same issue: Do you 
have any -- Is there now a U.S. policy on mercenaries that 
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you could -- 

I think we posted something on that, Jim. 
Is it posted? 

Yes. We got that question -- 


I'm sorry. 


ry Oo F+ ODO 


~- a few days ago, and I think we posted 
something on that. 


Q John, in Foreign Policy magazine there is an 
article by Colin Gray, who is on one of the intelligence 
oversight committees -- 


Q -- and he is rather critical of the 
Administration for not making public more of what it knows 
of alleged Soviet -- 


- Uh-huh. 


Q -- arms control violations. Do you have 
anything to say on that? 


h I don't think beyond what we said -- That's 
the GAC Report. That's the classified report, I think. 
No. I guess we had some earlier response to that and 
certainly aren't caking it any further at this stage, 
certainly as long as that document remains classified. 


Q John, yesterday you announced about the 
Genocide agreement ratification by the United States, or 
acceptance or whatever. 


a Uh-huh . 


Q Does waging a war with the intent of 
destroying the infrastructure of an organization which 
freely, and willingly, and by the choice of the people it 
represents functions around the world, wouldn't waging 
such a war be considered as committing a genocide against 
such organization and people? I'm looking at the thing, 
the hand-out that you have saying that *... with intent to 
destroy in whole or in part nationai, ethnical, racial, or 
religious groups.* 
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(Laughter ) 


b Somewhere in there there was a question, but 
I'm not quite sure what it was? 


Q Yes, the question is, I'm asking if waging 


such a war against -- let's, you know, say the Israeli war 
in Lebanon against the Palestinians to destroy the 


infrastructure with the intent .... 


om This is a Lester Kinsolving-type set-up. 
You roll one in first. I'm sorry. I want to be serious, 
but I'm still not getting the point of your question. 


The Israeli war in Lebanon has not been 
defined yet as it was a defensive or offensive war, which 
was raised in June of 1982. 


Uh-huh. Right. 


Q The Israelis, they said that they intend to 
destroy the infrastructure of the Palestinians, the PLO, 
in Lebanon. 


h Uh-huh. 


Destroying such infrastructure of all 
organization which represents the Palestinian people, and 


it was duly elected by the Palestinians everywhere -- 
h Uh-huh. 


Q -- would be considered an act of genocide or 
not? 


- Act of genocide? 


Q Yes. 


O.K. Well, you're asking a very specific 
legal question, and I really can't give you a very, a4 
legal answer. 


(Laughter ) 


I would make a few general observations, namely, 
the PLO certainly -- and we have made some comments about 
the character of that insofar, in the past, aspects of the 
PLO have been involved in terrorism, so those statements 
are out there and I refer you to those. We did not favor, 
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as we have made clear on many occasions, Israel's invasion 
of Lebanon. That, too, is out there. 


Point three, we favor the withdrawal of all 
foreign forces from Lebanon. Their presence there is not 
helpful to the stability, the integrity of Lebanon. We -- 


Q You still didn't answer my question. I want 
to know about attempts of tsrael to (inaudible) -- 


B Well, I was. very straight with you up front 
in telling you I wasn't going to answer your question in 
terms of that narrow definition of, "Is it genocide?" and 
I << 


Q Can the Legal Adviser look into that if he 
can find -- 


x The Legal Adviser is very busy right now, 
(Laughter) but I certainly will tell him of your interest 
in this -- 


Q Also, on the Genocide Treaty, John, do you 


have any comment on The Washington Post report this 
mocning that the decision to annoince the Administration's 


support was hastily put together when it was learned that 
Vice-President Mondale was going to come out in favor of -- 





h I don't have any -- I have heard some 
initial negative reaction to that suggestion and 
skepticism in the State Department. I don't have anything 
beyond that. White House might want to respond to it. 


Q Do you have anything more today on Chile or 
South Africa? 


B I do not have anything on South Africa, and 
I do not have anything on Chile. 


Q Thank you. 


( Press briefing concluded at 12:52 P.M.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, everybody. I have a 
few announcements: 


Secretary of State Shultz has been designated by 
the President to lead the United States delegation to the 
inauguration of Panamanian President-elect Nicolas Ardito 
Barletta. That will take place in Panama City on October 


ll. 


Secondly, Secretary Shultz will deliver a foreign 
policy address on narcotics issues before the Greater 
Miami Chamber of Commerce next Friday, September 14, at a 
lunch at the Omni Hotel in Miami. There will be Q&A 
following his speech. If anyone is interested in covering 
this event, they should be in touch with Seth Gordon, of 
the Miami Chamber, at 305-350-7700. That's Seth Gordon, 
305-350-7700. And, barring any technival difficulties in 
this technological age, the Secretary's speech and the 
Q & A will be piped live into the Press Room starting at 
about one o'clock on <7*.%i day. 


Thirdly, an announcement on Secretary Armacost's 
travel plans: 


On his first trip to Europe as Under Secretary 
for Political Affairs, Michael Armacost will visit five 
Allied capitals during the period September 8-15. He'll 
meet with a number of senior officials and other public 
figures during his stops in London, September 10; Paris, 
September 1l; Rome, September 12; Bonn, September 13; and 
Brussels, September 14. He'll also meet with the North 
Atlantic Council of NATO and the EC Commission during his 
stop in Brussels, 


That's all I have for you. 


Q Is that why the Ambassadors from four of the 
Allies were in to see Mr. Armacost? 


AK In part. In part, Bernie, yes, certainly, 
some of the issues discussed, 


Q Is there some Berlin issue involved? It 
seemed to be the Berlin four. 











A I'm not aware of any specific Berlin issue. 
I think, as I say, mainly -- they may well have discussed 
other issues, but I think, mainly, it was in connection 
with his trip. 


Q John, just to clean up an issue we were 
dealing with earlier this week, after the visit of the 
Moroccan Royal Counselor, is the U.S. Government now 
Satisfied with the assurance given by Morocco? 


A Well, I think we are where we have been, 
Jim, and it hasn't advanced beyond the fact that we're 
continuing to look at the implications of what Morocco and 
Libya have done and are doing, and looking at those 
implications in the light of various discussions that 
various U.S. officials have had with Moroccan officials, 
both in Morocco and here. 


Q But we are seeking new assurances, are we 
not, from the Moroccans? 


y Well, I'm not sure that I would phrase it 


that way. I think I would prefer to use the language I 
have; namely, we're looking at the implications, 


Q Can I pick up a question Jim has been asking 
you throughout the week? 


A Uh-huh. 


Q Will there be no interruption at all in the 
flow of U.S. economic and military assistance to Morocco, 
in the wake of the union announcement? 


M Well, I'm not aware of any such interruption 
as of now. 


Q What did the Counselor say about Libyan 
access to Moroccan military equipment provided by the 
United States? 


h I guess we're just really not going to get 
into the -- 

Q John, besides -- 

Q John, can you be more specific about the 


implications? For two or three days now, you've said that 
the State Department was looking at the implications of 
this. To what end? 











7 Well, I think, as I suggested, one of the 
implications is to iook at this association within the 
overall framework of U.S. law and U.S. regulations 
concerning exports, concerning exports of military 
equipment. Naturally, we would want to make sure that 
U.S. laws are observed. We have very strict controls on 
export of military-type equipment to Libya -- I think they 
are stricter than in the case of the Soviet Union -- and 
naturally, in terms of our reporting procedures to 
Congress and in terms of regulations and laws, we would 
want to make sure that there is not going to be any 
contravention of those regulations, 


Q In answer to my first basic question, have 
you received, or are you now satisfied with, the 
assurances? What you seem to be saying, in short, is no. 


BR Well, I guess what I'm saying is, I'm really 
not going to respond to that question; that we are still 
looking at the implications of this association, and I'm 
not prepared to give you a sign-off on where we are today. 


Q John, why did the Counselor of the King cut 
his visit short to Washington? He was supposed to stay 
today, but he left today morning (sic). 


M I didn't know he had cut it short. As far 
as I know, he saw everybody he asked to see. 


Q Have you requested from the Moroccans any 
written assurances or new assurances that the flow of arms 
and economic assistance will go on? 


h Well, you're asking the same question I 
really refused to answer already; I'm not going to respond 
to that question. What we're doing is looking at the 
implications and making our judgment about the 
implications of it. How we're going to do that and what 
the course of the discussions is I'm just really not going 
to get into. 


Q Can you refresh our memory? What are your 
apprehensions about the whole thing? 


a I thought I just outlined them. 
Q When you said you're not aware of any 


interruption in the flow of U.S. economic/military aid as 
of now -- 
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Q -- you're leaving that open, that if when 
you search out your implications and examine the U.S. 
laws, etc., there could be a cutoff. 


A Well, I don't want to lead you down that -- 
We're talking about a hypothetical situation, but 
obviously one would have to take account of any alleged or 
proven or suggested contravention of American law. 


Q Is there any kind of a holdup of pipeline 
shipments? 


4 Not that I'm aware of, John. I'm not aware 


of any change in the situation. I mean, I think you have 
to see what I'm saying about examination of this issue 
within the context of other statements we've made about 
the good relationship we've had with Morocco and which we 
expect to continue. But having said that, there are some 
questions that we're going to get answered. 


Q Have you received what you consider a 
satisfactory explanation from the Moroccans about the 
reasons for the union? 


A I guess I will continue to be 
non-forthcoming, as distinct from my usual method of 
operating from this podium. 


Q Still the question, there is no answer for 
it. You just said it. 


h I said there are questions that we're going 
to answer for ourselves. 


- MORE - 





Q There's no answer yet (inaudible)? 


A Well, I'm not going to tell you where we 
are. What I'm saying is that this Administration is 
looking at the implications of that association and seeing 
what it means for this Administration and for our 
relationship with Morocco, which has been a good one. 


Q Any travel plans for this weekend or next 
week for senior officials to go to the region? 

bh To Morocco? 

Q To the region. 

a I'll answer that two ways. I'm not aware of 


any specific travel plans; and I think, within the context 
you're asking it, of this particular situation, I'm not 
aware of any. But don't rule out that officials could 
well be, in the course of things, going there. I just 
don't know, 


Q Do you know of any plans for the King to 
come to the U.S.? He was at the U.N. last year, I 
remember. 

a I really don't know, Bernie. I guess you'd 


have to ask the Moroccans, We're not aware of any plans. 


Q John, the Libyans, at least according to 
FBIS, have been issuing statements of concern about the 
activities of the U.S. Fleet off in the Gulf of Sidra 
again. 


Is there a maneuver going on? 


A I guess you'd have to ask the Pentagon on 
that. I don't know, 


Q John, several Congressmen have expressed 
their unhappiness with reports that the United States is 
planning to sell the, I believe it's called, AC-47 -- the 
famous “Puff, the Magic Dragon" plane that shoots a lot of 
bullets and stuff like that -- to the Government of El 
Salvador. 


M Uh-huh. 
Q Does the State Department have any comment 


on whether we're going to, or whether it feels that this 
is an unwise or improper type of sale to be made? 


i—oa)2 





* I guess I'm going to refer you back to some 
guidance I think Mr. Romberg had when I was away, and I 
think I'm correct in saying that that basically says that 
is a matter under consideration. 


(Looks at Mr. Romberg.) 
I am correct in saying that. 


Q These people are sending, or have sent, 
maybe, a letter -- members of Congress -- saying they feel 
it would be very bad to do, and it would cause a lot of 
Civilian casualties, and would not be the kind of thing to 
-- that the United States should be engaged in at this 
particular stage. Do you have any response to that? 


a No, except that as in all these matters, the 
opinions of various members of Congress -- and they are 
various -- I'm sure would be taken into account. I'm sure 


there are many opinions on this. 


Q Also, in that same part of the world, do you 
have any comment on the reports that a U.S. Embassy 
official in El Salvador facilitated the group in Alabama's 
giving or supplying military equipment to the El 
Salvadoran Government, and that some U.S. officials may 
have helped them to be in touch with the Honduran 


Government and/or the contras? 


a I'm not very much beyond where we were 
yesterday -- namely, we're pursuing the facts; want to 
extract all the information that is available on this. 
Aproarently there were some contacts between Mr. Posey and 
hi» group and some American officials, and the Embassies 
i” . Salvacor and Tegucigalpa; we're looking into, want 
tc get all the information that might be available. 


Some of those individuals are no longer at their 
particular posts. We're taking a look at the records and, 
as I say, in general trying to produce as full an 
accounting of any such contacts as possible. But, having 
said that, I just would reiterate once again that, insofar 
as the alleged helicopter foray into Nicaragua is 
concerned, we remain -- we continue to believe that there 
is no U.S. Government involvement in that particular 
operation. 


Q Are you saying you do intend to issue a 
complete report once you have assembled all the facts? 


A I don't know quite how we would issue the 
report, George. But, certainly, we are pursuing, and 





other agencies of the government, and I think there is 
quite a focus on the Pentagon and Department of Defense in 


this particular regard because some of those Embassy 
officials are said to have been DoD people -- 


So how this will all come out -- but I mean, a 


number of agencies are pursuing it and trying to find out 
what exactly happened. 


Q John, you said that you would pursue it -- 
"investigate vigorously*® was one of the words used earlier 
this week, 


os Uh-huh; sure. 


Q Will the Administration prosecute vigorously 
if it determines that any of these Embassy officials 
facilitated the illegal flow of weapons to a foreign 
government? 





BM If illegality is concerned, certainly the 
Justice Department will be looking into that. 


As you know, yesterday we asked the Customs 
Service to take a look and see whether there had been any 
illegal arms export. That's one -- 


Q Could I check -- stick to the word 
"prosecute vigorously*® as opposed to “look into® or 
"investigate vigorously?" 


h Well, I guess what you do, before you find 
people guilty and launch prosecutions, is get the facts, 
Ralph. And so that we will do. 


Embassy officials deal with visitors in a number 
of respects. They deal with journalists and are very 
helpful to those of us in this room who are in or were in 
the journalistic profession. They deal with Congressmen; 
they deal with businessmen. We've got to look at what the 
contacts were and what was asked, and what, if anything, 
was offered. 


Q But there is -- you're not going to make the 
distinction between “investigation® and *prosecution?* 
*"Prosecution® doesn't involve finding anyone guilty; it 
involves determining whether there was some weight of 
evidence of illegality. 


B I don't want to pledge prosecution before an 
investigation is finished, but I also don't want to lead 
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you in the direction that anybody is not going tc 
prosecute in the event that there is any illegal activity 


uncovered. 

Q John, is it true that the Bureau of Alcohol, 
Tobacco and Firearms Control follows a policy, as it says 
in the paper today, of not informing the State Department 
when they receive information that somebody plans to 
export weapons? 

B I must confess I missed that one. 

It's in there. 


Is it? 





In the Washington Post? (Laughter) 





Q 
BR 
Q In the Washington Post. 
Q 


It quotes an official as saying -- 


y It probably is true, I expect. I don't 
know. (Laughter) 


Q Well, if that's the case, how are you 
suppose to -- since you control the munitions list -- 
supposed to deal with the licensing and the export cf 
weaponry? Isn't this a kind of gap or glitch in 
government procedures here? 


h I don't know whether there is gap in broad 
terms in that process, John. But I don't think, if there 
is any suggestion of impropriety or illegality in this 
particular case, I somehow don't think the State 
Department is going to be frozen out from that knowledge. 


Q Well, no. For example, the specific 
allegation in the Post story today is, is that -- it's not 
an allegation -- I mean, it has the AFT (sic) confirming 
that this Mr. Posey, I guess, applied for a license as an 


arms dealer and stated specifically on it that it is his 
intention to export arms to various organizations in 


Central America. 


Q And then when asked, “Well, did you tell the 
State Department about this?" the response was, “No, we 
have no policy. 





- Well, you may be -- I don't know whether 
you're right, strictly on that narrow question of 
licensing as an arms dealer. But, of course, there are 
other regulations concerning the export of arms. That 
might be a license to deal. But specific case-by-case 
exports -- 


Q But licenses to deal with arms is only for 
within the United States. 


h Okay. 


Q But in justification -- apparently in this 


particular application, they said specifically, right up 
front, what the purpose -- 


AK I can't answer that one. 


Q John, for the record, is this your first 
acknowledgment that there have been contacts between some 
of the Alabama group and some members of the U.S. Embassy 
in Tegucigalpa? 


MK I don't know whether it is the first 
acknowledgment-- 


Q Your first -- 


I don't know whether it's even mine. I 
certainly think that earlier this week I had been 
responding to those questions and wouldn't have suggested 
that there might not have been such contact, but I don't 
know whether this is my first -- 


Q Before you said you would be looking into 
it. Now you're saying, in fact it has happened. 


h Oh, I don't think there's any question that 
we now are convinced that officials in the Embassies did 
have some contact. I think that's -- 


Q John, you mentioned that some individuals no 
longer are at their particular posts. Do you mean that 
some people may have been transferred -- 

A Yes. 

Q -- aS a result of this? 


ah Oh, no, no, no; but I think as a result of 
the passage of time. 
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Q John, you're still making the distinction, 
if I understand you correctly, between contact with this 
group anc this specific incident. You're still 
maintaining that there was -- 


Ah Absolutely. 
Q -- no connection whatsoever -- 
AK Absolutely. 


Q -- between the contact that these officials 
had with the group and the incident itself, is that 
correct? 


M That's correct. We remain firm in our 
position that the United States Government was not 
involved in this particular, as I phrased it to Jim 
yesterday, “operation,* or “incident.* 


Various people, as a result of our own inguiries, 
as a result of press inquiries, as a result of some of Mr. 
Posey's statements, suggest that there may have been 
earlier contact with Embassies and earlier visits to 
Honduras and Salvador. We see that as a separate issue 


from this particular thing, but certainly we want to get 
to the bottom of that and find out what is involved. 


Q At this point, you have not established any 
link in terms of the possibility that those earlier 
contacts may have been to secure arms for this operation? 


i No, not at all. And, indeed, these -- all 


the -- I don't want to prejudge the outcome of all our 
investigations, but, in fact, all the emphasis is on 
non-lethal equipment being offered to those governments. 


Q May I follow up? 


Q Before, you mentioned that there were 
contacts -- when we were talking about contacts between 
the group and U.S. officials, I think you meant that there 
had been a contact after the incident and now you are 
acknowledging that there were contacts before the 
incident; is that correct? 


a Yes. Correct. I mean, ip 1983, something 
like that apparently. 


Q But in these contacts, if I may follow that 
up -- 








Q -- In these contacts, beyond this particular 
operation that you were talking about eight days ago, were 
any other -- was any other help to the contras discussed 
at those meetings before between U.S. officials and the 
CMA group? 


B Okay. Don't want -- obviously, I'm not 
going to go very far down this road because we, like 
yourselves, are looking at the facts, trying to establish 
what happened. But, insofar as we are aware of what 
happened, some members of this organization, or 
association, or however you want to phrase it, may well 
have been in Salvador and in Honduras, as we understand 
it, and have been in touch with individuals at our 
Embassies in either of those countries, professing 
interest in helping the governments of those countries 
with non-lethal equipment. 


That's about where we are. That's what we're 
looking into. 


Q Posey had said publicly that he sent 4,000 


rounds of ammunition, as well as arms, into Honduras 
earmarked for the Nicaraguan rebels. 


A Uh-huh. 
Q That doesn't sound very non-lethal to me. P 


Q Well, you may have taken this further than 
we're able to take it. What we have been looking at is, I 
think, the ammunition clip; (that) is about as far as we 
have been able to take it so far. 


Q John, I don't know if you said this before, 
but have you -- has this government, whether the 
Salvadoran Government or the Honduran Government, or the 
army in any one of those countries have acknowledged 
receiving help from that group? (Sic) I mean, is there 
any chance -- 


I don't know. I think you would have to ask 
the two governments concerned -- the government of El 
Salvador and the government of -- 


Q But you are investigating this. Aren't you 
going to question this cause? I mean, you going to ask 
him? 
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a Well, American citizens may do all kinds of 
things with foreign governments. Now, you're asking 
specifically about any contact that this organization 
might have made with an Embassy official. That's what we 
are trying to run down. But what happened after that 
contact, I guess you'd have to ask the alleged receiving 
government. 


Q When the CMA people were talking to 


officials in the Embassy in Tegucijalpa, were they talking 
about providing help to the Honduran Government or to the 
contras in Nicaragua? 


a That's as I understand it. But, as I Say, 
we‘re not going far down this road until we really get a 
handle on the facts. 


Q Which one? 


i To the Honduran Government. 

Q To the Honduran Government. And not to the 
contras or -- 

oa Not, as I understand it, to the contras. 

Q Do you know the identity of the Embassy 
official? 

i I think we will continue to work on that, 
John. 

Q Can I pursue something you mentioned a 


minute ago? You said the ammo clip is as far as you've 
gotten. Are you drawing a distinction between an unloaded 


weapon as being non-lethal and an ammo clip -- 


h No, no, no. What I'm saying is that, 
insofar -- and I keep on saying, I'm not going farther on 
this road; then, I'm going further than I really want to 
go -- But insofar as our inquiries are concerned at this 
Stage, we're talking about uniforms, we're talking about 
leggings; and somebody here said, well, about weapons? 
And there are reports of weapons. Well, there may be 
reports of weapons, and we'll pursue that. But so far as 
we are aware at this stuge, the only thing approaching a 
uorese is an empty ammunition clip, or empty ammunition 
clips. 


Q How many of those items are on the OMC's 
list that require a license? 
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x It appears to us that on the question of 
licensing, ammunition clips are something that would 
require licenses for export from the United States. 
Rifle-cleaning kits are something that would require 


ate meer and yo protective vests. Now, 
apparentiy, that depends on the kind of protective vest it 


is, and you've gone about to the end of my expertise. 


Q The uniforms and other matters that have 
been mentioned are not on the list? 


m Insofar as we understand it at this stage, 
they are not on the list. 


Q One more question. What can you tell us 
about Major McAnarney, specifically? And when we ask the 
Pentagon about him, they refer us to “part of the Country 
Team, it's a State Department question.” 


Can you confirm that he sent a letter to Mr. 
Posey? What did he tell him, and was he authorized to do 
that? 


B Yeah. I don't think the Pentagon will refer 
you to us on him. I think they have been working at this 
Giligently and pursuing their inquiries, and I think they 
are in a position -- 


Q They referred me to the Embassy in San 
Salvador. 


a Well, I talked with the Pentagon probably a 
little later than you did, if you were in this room for 
five minutes before I got out here. They have been 
working that story, and I'll refer you to them on hin. 


Q John, Posey also said -- it was quoted in 
the Times yesterday but not asked here -- that he he had 
-- or that his organization had put in -- more than a 
Gozen Vietnam veterans in Nicaragua with the contras in 
recent months. 


Uh-huh. 
Q Are you investigating that? 


om Of course. We're investigating the whole 
thing. I'm not aware of that -- we're investigating 
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allegations concerning that organization. What the 
specifics are, I don't know, but obviously we're looking 


at the claims that organization is making. 


Q On the specific operation, the helicopter 
operation -- 


A Yes. 


Q -- have you determined a couple facts about 
that? Mr. McFarlane yesterday, on McNeil-Lehrer indicated 
that he believed a Cuban Soldier had been one of the 
victims, or military advisor. Do you have anything to 
substantiate that? 


Mh Well, there have been reports of Cuban 
deaths involved in that operation. Yes, I think that's 
out there in the public domain. 


Q Are there more than reports? Are you able 
to confirm anything? He suagcested it; he didn't come 
right out and say it. 


B We're not going to get into that. But if 
your question is, do we have anything which casts doubt on 
the possibility that -- you said "Cuban", singular. But 
if your question "Cubans", plural, I wouldn't steer you 
away from that conclusion, 


--MORE-- 
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Q Which operations are you talking about 
specifically? 


a Apparently the operation in which the two 
Americans were involved. 


Q I just want to come back to this again -- 

Q John, on that -- 

Q Could I just follow up the other on the 
operation? Have you determined where the helicopter took 
off from? 

BR We haven't. No. 

Q You have not -- 

A Maybe -- 

Q You have not determined that? 


A I don't know. It's possible the Pentagon 
might have something on that. I don't know. 


Q But as part of your investigation you 
haven't inquired into where the helicopter took off from? 


BM We're inguiring into a lot of things, but I 
don't have anything for you on that particular question. 


Q Earlier, on the helicopter operation and the 
people involved, you said that you were investigating the 
possible violation -- 


A Uh-huh. 


Q -- or the Government is investigating 
possible violation of the Neutrality Act. 


Bh Uh-huh. 


Q In your answer, it said the Neutrality Act 
forbids mercenaries from taking action against a foreign 
government. 


A Uh-huh. 


Q That presumes -- “*mercenary*® presumably has 


something to do with compensation, money. That 
presumably, then ,would exclude volunteers. Is that right? 
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A I don't know. I think that is probably just 
the kind of question that the Justice Department and 
probably the State Department legal advisers are looking 
at, among others. But I can't give you an answer to that 
question. 


Q Could I ask you a couple of technical 
questions? One is what are the -- 


co Oh, dear. All right. 


Q What are the rules governing officials at an 
Embassy in dealing with people of this nature as it 
applies to providing military equipment of one form or 
another to a government? 


i Well, I think -- you know, there are no 
posted rules. I think we were asked that, were there 
rules posted for -- for example, people who come in and 
want to make contact with the contras. As I understand 
it, there are no rules. 


It is very difficult to, I think, provide blanket 
regulations. What is the question, for example? What if 
members of a Congressional delegation arrive at an Embassy 
and seek assistance in meeting various individuals? What 
if journalists arrive at an Embassy and ask for 
assistance, being put into contact with people? What if 
businessmen arrive? 


So I really can't give you a kind of blanket 
response to that question. 


Q (inaudible) people identified themselves, 


allegedly. They identified themselves. They knew they 
weren't Congressmen. They weren't journalists. 


a Then the Embassy official would, obviously, 
handle that on a case-by-case basis. 


Q Just one more question along -- what about 
the rules or the propriety of using United States military 
aircraft to transport goods which had been collected 
privately for another government? 


Mh I don't know. I guess you're asking that in 
a general sense, because I'm not aware that anybody is 
Suggesting that U.S. military aircraft are involved in 
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this, but I assume the Pentagon has specific guideiines 
that wouid cover that eventuality. 


But I'm not aware that anybody is suggesting that 
has happened in this particular case. 


Q Could I just come back and ask you for the 
record again the extent today that you've looked into this 
over the last few days? Was there any U.S. Government 
foreknowledge whatsoever that this operation was being 
planned? 


% Not as far as we -- certainly not as we -- 
as far as we have been able to determine ‘tii now. 
There's no change in our firm position that there was no 
foreknowledge, 


Q John, could you just clean up a couple of 
Giplomatic questions? 


oa Uh-huh. 


Q Shlaudeman and Tinoco -- any readout or any 
response to the two protests that the Nicaraguans have 
sent now? 


% I don't have anything for you in regard to 
the two protests. The second one I understand the 
Nicaraguan Government has made public. We do not make 
public diplomatic notes, and therefore we don't have any 
response on that. 


Insofar as Ambassador Shlaudeman's talks are 
concerned -- yes, he met with the Nicaraguan Vice Foreign 
Minister, Mr. Tinoco, in Manzanillo September 5 and 6. 
That was their fifth session. 


As was the case with the past several meetings, 
they were serious conversations of a substantive nature. 
We consider the private nature of those discussions to be 
an important element, and so we're not going to have any 
additional comment except to say that we do anticipate 
future meetings. 


Q And on that protest question, you have said 


-- without revealing the contents of any response or 
Giplomatic message, you have confirmed whether or not 


you've replied. Have you replied? 


AK No. I haven't confirmed whether we've 
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replied. 
Q No, no. I'm speaking more generally. 


i No. I haven't confirmed whether we've 
replied. 


John, another subject, please? 


Q 
Q Same subject. 
Q Have we replied? 


B I haven't up to this point confirmed, and 
I'm not about to confirm. 


Q Can you say whether the Tinoco talks -- 
Shlaudeman-Tinoco talks -- in any way have dealt with this 
issue of -- the current issue of the protests or anything, 
or have they dealt exclusively with issues that were on 
the table prior to the helicopter incident? 


oa Not in a position to talk about the 
Shlaudeman-Tinoco talks. 


Q Have you heard of an arrest of an American 
citizen in Cuba recently? 


Mh Yes. We are aware of that situation. That 
is the case of an American citizen who had some critical 
remarks to make. The Cuban Government did sentence an 
American citizen early this year to six years in prison 
for allegedly praising U.S. actions on Grenada and for 
criticizing the Cuban role on that island in late October 
1983. 


According to his own statement, all he did was 
express a personal opinion in a non-violent manner to a 
group of Cubans. We have raised this with the Cuban 
Government. The United States Interests Section in Havana 
delivered a diplomatic note to the Cuban Ministry of 
Foreign Relations on April 18 of this year, in essence 
Stating the view of the United States Government that the 
imprisonment of this U.S. citizen for the peaceful 
expression of his own opinion constituted a violation of 
his basic human rights and was clearly in conflict with 
Article 19 of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights. 


The note also urged the Cuban Government to 
reconsider the harsh decision regarding the imprisonment 
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and requested to be apprised of all charges against this 
U.S. citizen. 


Q Where did he make -- 
Q Do you have a name on him? 


B I don't have a name. No. I'm sorry. Let 
me see if -- 


Q A resident of Cuba or 


B Is there a Privacy problem? Let me see if 
there's a Privacy Act problem. 

Q Resident of Cuba? I mean -- 

a I don't have any more on that. 


Do you know whether he's a businessman or a 
politician or tourist or -- 


BR Let me see what else we can produce for you. 
Q Dual national? 

Q Copy of that, John? 

he Sure. 


Q Also, where did he make those comments, in 
what context? 


BR In view of the interest in this, let us see 
what else we can produce for you. 


Q I thought you don't make public your 
Giplomatic notes? 


a I was very careful not to make public the 
contents, but to give you a general indication of the -- 
of what was said in them. 


Q Going back to Nicaragua, do you have any 
word for us now on what has happened regarding the bodies 
of the two men? 


h No. I think we are still waiting for a 
response from the Nicaraguan Government on that question 
of identification, 
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Q John, in that context, the father of one of 
the young men who was killed there says the State 
Department contacted him and urged him not to accept a 
Nicaraguan invitation to go down there and identify the 
body. 


B Can't speak to that. I know the State 


Department has been in contact with the families, but I'm 
not aware of that position. Be glad to take a look at it. 


Q John, can you say why the United States 
vetoed the resolution in the Security Council on Lebanon's 
complaint against Israel in southern Lebanon? 


M Yes. Sure can. The draft resolution 
focused entirely on the situation in southern Lebanon. It 
ignored the many serious problems in the rest of the 
country. This gave it, in our view, an inherent 
imbalance. 


The United States firmly supports the 
sovereignty, the independence and the territorial 
integrity of Lebanon, and believes that all foreign forces 
must withdraw. 


The United States seeks realistic ways to achieve 
that goal, and the draft resolution in the Security 
Council did nothing to advance the withdrawal of foreign 
forces in any practical sense. 


We are more than ready to work with other members 
of the Council toward constructive action in Lebanon, but 
we cannot acquiesce in an unfair highlighting of just part 
of the problem as this debate and vote sought to do. 


Q John -- 

Q Copy of that? 

A Sure, 

Q Prime Minister Karami said today on domestic 


service in Arabic, in Lebanon, that this act is a shameful 
position. He criticized the veto and called it a shameful 


position. 
A Uh-huh. 


Q What you can say about that? 
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B Obviously, we disagree with Mr. Karami. 


Q John, om another area, are you aware of any 
U.S. Naval exercises or maneuvers in the Mediterranean, 
across from Libyan shores? 


2 I guess that question's already been asked, 
but I'd go to the Pentagon and ask them about that. 


Q John, do you have anything on the Ogarkov 
development -- 


» I don't -- 
Q -~ in the Soviet Union? 
i -- Bernie. No. 


Q John, back on the veto for a moment, 
please. Was this done in line with the, I guess, 1975 
agreement that the United States would veto any 
resolutions which would condemn Israel as part of the -- I 


guess it was part of Sinai II. 


y I can't respond specifically to that point. 
I think the fact is we had made plain all along that we 
thought this was an unbalanced way of approaching this 
particular situation in Lebanon. 


I don't think, from what we've said here and what 
has certainly been in the public domain, there could have 
been any doubt about the way we were approaching this 


question; and, as we have said, we were not prepared to 
attempt to negotiate text on this. It's an issue on which 


we had a clear position, and we voted accordingly. 


Q On another subject, does the beating up of a 
Swedish member of the Iranian Claims Tribunal by two 
Iranians have any impact on whether that institution will 
continue? 


h Well, I don't -- we certainly hope that that 
institution will continue, and we found that behavior 
Geplorable. The attack wes unprovoked and appeared to be 
a deliberate attempt to prevent Judge Mangard -- I think 
he's the Swedish arbitrator -- from participating in the 
Tribunal's proceedings. 


Following the attack, the President of the 
Tribunal condemned it as utterly alien to the spirit of 
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arbitration, and the very antithesis of the peaceful 
settlement of disputes, and he ordered that all Tribunal 
proceedings be suspended, I think, until September 14. 


As far as the United States is concerned, we 
consider it to be an inexcusable violation of the norms of 
conduct by arbitrators, and an interference by the 
attackers with the good faith implementation of the 
Algiers Accords required by international law. 


We view it as extremely serious and are 
determined that it should never be repeated. We certainly 
hope that the hearings and pre-hearing conferences will be 
rescheduled in the near future so that claimants will not 
be seriously delayed in pursuing their claims. 


Q Copy, please? 
K Sure. 


Q John, I want to go back to the Security 
Council. You say that the resolution was unbalanced. Was 
there any consultation between the delegates of the 
Security Council and the United Nations representatives 
prior to the -- putting the resolution for voting, about 
the wording o. the resolution and such things? 


h Well, as I said, we felt strongly on the 
overall issue, and I think it never really appeared to us 
that a satisfactory -- a resolution that we would find 
satisfactory was being offered. So I think it was fairly 
Clear that, given that situation, our vote would be as it 


Q John, do you think that the Lebanon 
Government is going in the wrong way, I mean, in putting 
that in the United Nations Council or -- 


h I think we've made that plain in the past 
week, as we have offered you almost daily comments on the 
attempt to bring that resolution before the U.N. and to 
bring it to a vote. 


Q Let me continue on this <-- 


Q Do you have any comment on a fresh report 
this morning that there are Soviet military personnel in 
Lebanon in the Bekaa Valley? 


23 


2 I don't. I mean, those reports have been 
persistent over many months, Ralph, but I don't have any 
-- I can‘t take it any further. 


, Q I thought that it had been confirmed a long 
time ago. 


s I don't know whether we confirmed it, Hank. 
There certainly have been reports that Soviet advisers 
have been in and out of the Bekaa. 


Q John, do you have any response to the 
Opinions expressed by former Ambassador Robert White in 
today's New York Times? 





B No, I don't. 
Q How about Tom Wicker's column on the KAL? 
B Pretty far out. Pretty far out. 

Q Really? 

Q Do you have anything, John, on that -- 


BR This is the -- you mean, this is the 
conspiracy theory again, and Wicker picking up on some of 
the wilder aspects of the allegations that have been made 
about -- I mean, I really -- I'm hard put to remember an 
occasion on which governments have made more information 
available than has been made available in this case, where 
there's been such exhaustive inquiry, not only by the 
United States but by other governments and by 
international organizations. But somehow there are a few 
people on the fringes who continue to perceive and foster 
this great conspiracy theory. 


Q Is Tom Wicker one of those people on the 
fringes? ‘ 


a I thought I sort of made myself clear today. 


Q Do you have anything, John, on the Foreign 
Affairs Committee action on South Africa, the non-binding 
resolution on honorary consulates? 


h On the consulates? Yes, I do have. We're 
going to take a look at the resolution when we actually 
see the wording. It has yet to be acted on by the full 
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House, and therefore it probably is premature for us to 
comment at this time. 


I oe: would note the resolution, among other 
things, calls for the closing of South Africa's honorary 
consulate in Pittsburgh, and for the record the South 


Africans closed that office on April 30 of this year. 


Q Would this resolution that the Security 
Council was -- that the United Nations (sic) vetoed -- I'm 
gOing back to this -- can you -- after you justified your 
position, can you still express your concern and possibly 
issue a restraining, whatever, order or request to Israel 
to cease and desist from the things which the Lebanese 
Government says that they are in contravention and their 
objection to the daily life of the Lebanese and to the 
rights of the Lebanese in the Palestinians there? 


h Our position on Lebanon -- and I think we've 
invested American blood in that effort and American 
energy, and I don't think we can be faulted for our 
contribution to the peaceful future of Lebanon -- but the 


fact is, a variety of forces are active, and we think that 
this particular resolution was one-sided, didn't address 
itself to the overall problem. It's as simple as that. 

Q Okay. Thank you. 

Q Hold it. How about Marshal Ogarkov? 


h Nothing on that, Bill. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:55 p.m.) 
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MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 10, 1984, 12:15 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Just like to remind you, the 
Secretary will be appearing tomorrow morning, 9:00, in a 
closed session before the House Judiciary Committee 
leadership. That's Room 2237 in the Rayburn Building; 
and then at 10:15, in open session, before the Senate 
Judiciary Subcommittee on Immigration and Refugee policy. 
The second meeting is in Room 124 of the Dirksen 
Building. That's all I have for you. 


Q Does that mean there's no briefing tomorrow? 


e No, there will be a briefing tomorrow. It 
might start a little late, but there will be a briefing. 


Q What room number is that, John; sorry? 

om The open session is 124 of the Dirxson 
Building, and the closed session is Room 2237 of the 
Rayburn. 

Q And there will be a briefing tomorrow? 


n There will be a briefing. It might begin a 
little late. 


Q What prompted the (inaudible), first 
hearing, the closed hearing? 


» Their call. They asked for it to be closed. 
Q When was that? Was that just the other day? 
h Well, I may have misled you on Friday by -- 


because I believe they were both open, but apparently even 
on Friday they were not. Mr. Rodino had asked for that to 


be a closed session, so it's his call. 


Q John, the Soviet -- the new Soviet Chief of 
Staff this morning, in an NBC interview, indicated that 
the tradition of meetings by the -- 





Q Korneienko. 


Q Korneienko. I‘m sorry, Korneienko, a 
Foreign Ministry official, said that the tradition of 
meetings between the U.S. President and the Soviet Foreign 
Minister had been broken by the United States. He seemed 
to indicate that there was no strong Soviet objection to 
such a meeting taking place, possibly this year. 


What's the American view of that tradition? 


» Well, as the Secretary said -- I don't know 
what the view of the tradition is -- but insofar as this 
) year's plans are concerned, I think I'll rest on the 
Secretary's words yesterday in which he said we're talking 
about the meeting with Mr. Gromyko, between Mr. Gromyko 
and Mr. Shultz, and he didn't have anything to say about 
any subsequent or successive meetings. 


Q Is the United States open? is the President 
open to such a meeting? 


B I guess you'd have to ask the White House. 


Q Is pert of the Secretary's brief or writ in 
meeting with the Foreign Minister to explore the 
possibility of such a meeting? 


h I don't have anything more on the agenda, 
John, than we've already offered. 


Q Have the Soviets indicated before this 
morning's interview that they would be willing to have 
this interview -- this meeting between Gromyko and the 
President? 


h I really am not going to get into the kind 
of discussions we've been having with the Soviets in 
preparation for the U.N. meeting. 


Q Was this any surprise to you here? 


A I don't think anybody is surprised at what 
was said this morning. 


Q Could you tell us about how that is done 
technically? Who is inviting whom, or who is raising the 
question technically? 


e Well, as I said, I think I will rest on what 
the Secretary of State said yesterday about focusing on 
his meeting with Mr. Gromyko. 





Q When you say, “Don't think you're 
surprised," you're saying then that the U.S. believes that 
there was a readiness on the Soviet part to meet the 
President? 


A Well, I think what you're asking me is for 
an off-the-cuff reaction as to whether I was surprised at 
the Soviet statement. 


B You said you don't think anyone was 
Surprised. That can only mean that the U.S. is not 
Surprised about Soviet readiness to meet the President; is 
that what you mean? 


a No, I think you're going beyond what I 
Said. I think that I was asked whether his remarks this 
morning surprised me, and I said, no, I didn't think it 
was surprising. 


Q Those were the remarks. 


a Well, as far as a second meeting where the 
Secretary of State is concerned, as far as a Presidential 
meeting is concerned, I just don't have anything. 


Q Well, does one depend on tic other in any 
sense? 


h you can pursue this, but you're not going to 
get anywhere. 


Q Well, what about -- can you address the 
general question of whether such meetings are considered 
useful? 


B I think the President has spoken on a number 
of occasions about those meetings and the need for 
preparation, and the Secretary has talked about his 
philosophy of those meetings, too, on those meeti:gs. 


Q Is it the kind of preparation that you 
envision necessary possible in the period of time that 
remains between now and the beginning of -- and the end of 
the U.N. General Assembly session? 


M Well, I'm sure anything is possible, Ralph, 
but I just don't have any announcement on subsequent 
meetings. 


Q John, you have no announcement just for 





protocol reasons? I mean, you have nothing to say just 
for protocol reasons? The White House -- 


A I just don't have any announcement. 


Q John, can I just follow up on this, please? 
Why, after this Administration has made it clear that it 
would welcome such a meeting, you have the blip from the 
Soviet Union today, why is there such a non-commital 
response on the part of -- 


M Presidential meetings are usually announced 
by the White House, Bernie. 


Q John, there is a report that Secretary 
Shultz sent an invitation to six foreign secretaries of 
six Gulf Cooperation Council states to meet with them in 
New York October the lst. Do you have anything on that? 
And what do you expect the agenda to be? 


I don't because I don't have anything on the 
Secretary's schedule insofar as it's nailed down. I mean, 
I wouldn't steer you away from the suggestion of a 
meeting, but I really don't have anything to give you on 
it because i really don't know where the -- what the state 
of preparations is. It's possible. 


Q Is it true that he sent the invitation to 
them? 

h I don't know. That I don't know. 

Q Can you brief us and let us know about it? 

M No, I don't think we can. No. When we've 
got something to give you on his schedule, we'll give it 
to you. 


Q John, do you have anything about the 
training of the Marine on the Kfir airline? 


h I think the Pentagon will respond to that. 


That's not a new story, though. I understand that there 
was some kind of announcement over at the Pentagon about 


ten days ago. 


Q John, do you have any comment on the very 
Critical statement made by the Lebanese Government against 
the veto used in the Security Council later? 





A That's Mr. Karami's -- 
Q Yes. 
A No, nothing beyond what we said the other 


Gay; Friday, I think. 


Q John, has Egypt renewed interest in having 
the U.S. Naval forces in the Suez Gulf and the Red Sea 
Stay on any longer? It seems that they want to do some 
more mine-sweeping in the area. Do you have anything to 
that effect? ° 


7 I don't know that there's any great change 
in that situation. No, I guess there isn't. 


Q Okay. Another question. Israel -- a report 
out of Israel indicates that there's a deadlock over the 
trade zone talks with the U.S. Do you have anything on 
that? 


hh No, I don't. 


Q John, do you have any statement on the 
reports that private companies or groups and foreign 
governments, including Israe], may be supplying money to 
the contras? 


oa Well, just a sort of general comment. Some 
months ago when the Congress failed to provide all the 
funding that we had asked for for Central America, 
obviously there was consideration of options and 
alternatives in the government, but the decision was taken 
not to play an active rcle in soliciting either private 
funding or third country support. And the fact is that 
the United States Government has not done that. 


Clearly, the anti-Sandinistas have been able, on 
their own, to obtain some support, although it's 
impossible to indicate how much and from where. 


Provided United States funds are not used, we do 
not discourage other countries from providing support nor 
have we discouraged legal private U.S. contributions. 
It's obviously within the framework of the law. 


Q Can we get a copy of that? 


A Sure. 
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Q Can I follow that up a little? 


Q (Inaudible) aid to the rebels to buy arms or 
ammunition or supplies, logistical supplies of some kind, 
is that legal? 


A Well, I'm not going to pose as a legal 
expert. What I'm doing is giving you the broad outline of 
what we have decided. 


As to specific questions, as you know, we have 
asked the Justice Department -- or the Justice Department, 
I guess, already has its own investigation. We've asked 
the Customs Service to look at certain aspects of 
activities that may or may not have gone on. Just as a 
matter of record, solicitation of funds conceivably could 
come under the Foreign Agents Registration Act. You ought 
to talk to the Department of Justice about that. So there 
are various legal ramifications. 


But what I'm doing is saying that, obviously, we 
haven't been able to keep track of everybody who may or 
may not be involved in this, and haven't taken a position 
on it; certainly haven't gone out and worked for it, but 
certainly haven't discouraged it, 


Q John, to go back to the previous question I 
asked, if I could just follow that up a little bit. 


By that statement that you read, you're stating 
categorically, then, that the U.S. Government in no way 
told the -- helped the contras obtain outside aid; is that 
correct? 


B Well, let me -- now, you're talking about 
the contacts, and let me ° over that as the situation 
stands today and in the light of the inquiries that we 
have been pursuing vigorously. 


We're still looking into that matter. But as of 
now, according to our records, the Alabama group first 
came to the attention of an official of our Embassy in El 
Salvador in October 1983. This and subsequent contacts 
and communications with our Embassy were related to an 
offer of the group to provide small amounts of free 
clothing and other supplies of that character to the 
Salvadoran military. And our Embassy, or the individual 
in the Embassy, extended the group the kind of normal 
courtesies that an official of the Embassy would. 





mn Now, as far as Honduras is concerned, in 
January of this year the group made similar offers to the 
Government cf Honduras, and there was also contact with 
our Embassy in Tegucigalpa. 


Insofar as the anti-Sandinistas are concerned, 
apparently, at some time this past year, the group 
established contact with the anti-Sandinistas, again 
apparently offering to be helpful. 


We have no indication that the United States 
Government was involved in those contacts. As far as we 
know, they took place without any contact with USG 
officials. And certainly as far as the operation into 
Nicaragua is concerned, that took place without prior 
knowledge of the United States Government. And, as you 
know, that unfortunately revolved -- resulted in the 
tragic death of two Americans. 


Q Can we get a copy of that, or is that more 
difficult? 

M Sure. 

Q What do you mean when you “°We have no 


indication the United States Government hes been involved 
in these contacts?" meaning what by “these?" 


a I'm talking specifically about this group 
and its contacts with the contras. 

Q Contacts with the contras? 

A Yes. 

Q That does not extend to -- I mean, you're 


also categorically denying, from the previous statement, 
that the U.S. Government did not help the contras secure 


outside aid in other governments? 


B Yes, 
Q All right. 


Q What do you mean when you say you've not 
"discouraged?" I don't quite understand what it means not 
to discourage? 


BM Well, I think -- there's a question of 
knowledge, I suppose, Don, in the first instance. But I 





suppose if a private individual wants to make available 
money, for example, for purposes that are legal, that is 
not something that the United States would be directly 
involved in. 


Q But how do you not discourage this? What do 
you -~ is this a backhanded way of saying you're 
encouraging it? 


A No, it's not a backhanded way of encouraging 
it. We're saying that that is a private negotiation 
between a private individual and another group, or another 
country over which we have no control. 


Q And do you have -- was the United States 


Government aware of this, aware of these potential 
contributions or actual contributions? 


h Certainly in the case of this particular 
group, as of now, our information is that it was not. 


Q Doesn't that mean, John, that if, when you 
use the term “not discourage,” that if any of these 
private groups -- this one excepted -- were to check if 
the United States had any objection, the indication from 
the United States Government would be that it dic not? 


B Well, I don't know. It depends where that 
contact might have been made, but I -- I mean, if there 
were a totally legal overture, it's my impression that the 
United States would not discourage it. 


Q To what extent do you seek to determine the 
legality as opposed to the illegality of these private 
vent.ures which you say you do not discourage? Is there an 
investigation? 


h That would be at the judgment of the 
individual who was contacted. If you're talking about an 
Embassy official, for example, he would make a judgment as 
to whether what he was being asked to do bordered in any 
way on the illegal, and we're still looking at those 
contacts. 


I have to say that as of now we have no 


indication that any facilitation that was conducted in 
either Salvador or Honduras was, in fact, illegal. 


Q But assuming the case -- and apparently 
there have been them -- that a private individual seeks to 





provide money or certain kinds of supplies to a 
non-governmental group like the anti-Sandinistas, you say 
that you do not discourage private companies or 
individuals from providing such aid -- such legal aid. 


Now I'm asking, to what extent do you seek to 
determine, if you're not formally notified by that 
individual or company, that -- 


A We might have no knowledge of it. 


Q -- they're providing it, to what extent will 
you seek to determine whether that funding is legal or 
illegal? 


h Well, you might have no knowledge of it 
whatsoever. 


Q Then -- 


Q Are there guidelines prepared on what is 
legal and what is not legal, because these contacts did 
come up over a period of time? 


a I don't know that there are guidelines, 
Roy. I don't know that they exist in a kind of neat, 
compact package; but certainly Embassy officials are aware 
of the various controls, of the various export 
regulations, and certainly aware of the laws that prevail 


Q How is an individual officer in an Embassy, 


say, or in this government here, to determine such an 
unusual case coming along, whether it's legal or illegal 


when it seems that -- your basic attitude is that you'd 
like to just look the other way? 


h I think he would determine his action in the 
same way as he would determine any action that he's 
obliged to take on behalf of any American citizen. 


He would obviously look at it, and if of his own 
knowledge he were able to determine whether that was 
legal, I presume he would make his own judgment. If he 
felt that the request was questionable or went beyond his 
expertise, I presume he would refer it to higher 
authorities either in the Embassy or here in Washington. 


Q Do you know if that happened on any 
occasions? 
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- I do not know. 


Q John, does this mean that -- any 
organization anywhere in the world makes a pitch for money 


here in the United States, it's wide open, or is there a -- 


7 That's a question that I would have to take 
@ look at legally, Bernie. You're talking about within 
the United States, and I would have to -- 


Q Well, we've talked about the contras raising 


money within the United States. You say you're not 
discouraging that. 


Suppose there are organizations that are fighting 
governments in different parts of the world. Does that 
mean, from your point of view, that's wide open? 


BR I would have to take a look at the legal 
circumstances, Bernie. 


Q But is it legal -- is it ultimately a legal 
Gefinition that's going to be applied, or is it a 
political definition that if the U.S. Government approves 
of group °X, Y,"* or *Z* opposed to such-and-such a 
government, and if that fits under the rubric of U.S. 
policy, that's fine. But if -- 


h Congress inhibited the flow of funds to 
Central America to support certain causes. The United 
States at the time of the cutoff of those funds looked at 
the various options, decided not to take initiatives in 
connection with furthering funds from other countries or 


other groups to Central America. 


But that doesn't mean that the United States has 
put itself on the side of discouraging such funds; may 
have no control over them. 


Q What other areas -- what other options might 
it have? Congress said no. What do you do? 


» Well -- oh, I suppose one option may have 
been to encourage our people to send funds. 


Q John, on this same topic -- 


oa And I'm commenting on the legality of that. 
But that is an option. 
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Q Aren't you, in a sense, holding or saying 
that the United States has a much lesser standard of 
watching and guarding against subversion or arms flows or 
arms smuggling, or different kinds of activities related 
to support of insurgent groups than the standard that's 
being proposed -- that it proposes for all of Central 
America in the Contadora process? 


B No, no. 


Q Well, if, far example, under the example -- 
what we've been talking about -- the Salvadoran refugees 
in Nicaragua wanted to supply boots or medicines to 
insurgents in El Salvador, and the Sandinistas took the 
position that, “Well, we're not encouraging you and we're 
not going to facilitate it, but we're oe to look the 
other way," wouldn't that, if we were in the United States 
and it pertained to the FDN, be illegal? 


h We'll look at that one when it arises. 


Q Could I ask a question of clarification 
about your intitial statement? 


Did you say that at the time that Congress cut 
off the funds, and so forth, the decision was made not to 
play an active role in private funding? 


a In solicitating either private funding or 
third country support, and we have not done so, 


Q And at that time, when that decision was 
made, was that decision then disseminated in some fashion 
to U.S. officials around the world, or at least in that 
part of the world so that they would know that? 


BR I don't know whether it was disseminated. 
It certainly was a decision in which the policy-makers of 
the government concurred and of which they were aware, 
Q And -- 
a And therefore would be implemented. 
But would you not have a problem if the 


Q 
people in the field didn't know that that was the policy 
of the government? 


e I don't think that's been a problem, Don. 
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Q John, getting back to the question -- excuse 
me, Ralph. Getting back to the question of legality, to 
the best of your knowledge, have there been any precedents 
of when a determination, such as this, had to be made as 
to the legality? 


A Determination of what? 


Q Well, you said *legal.* You used the word 
"legal.* “If such aid is provided and if it's legal.* 


h Uh-huh + 


Q Have you had such precedence, to the best of 
your knowledge? 


B I don*t know, because, frankly -- I mean, 
we're looking at this particular instance. What -- there 
may well be other groups; there may well be other 
individuals. There are lots of people who think that the 
cause of the contras in Nicaragua is an honorable one, and 
there may very well be groups involved in trying to aid 
them. 


Q But don't you try to keep tabs? 


» As I say, it's impossible to keep tabs on -- 
there are a large number of people who think that's an 
honorable cause. 


Q John, you don't know the answer to the 
question as to whether, if a third country checked with 
the United States Government, the government response is 
that the U.S. had no policy on that, or was not opposed, 
or what? 


A I think we would reiterate the policy that I 
have outlined here, that the United States is not going 
out and seeking to move those funds but is not 


discouraging them. 


Q How about the question of diversion of U.S. 


aid funds by third countries? Was there any policy 
decision made as to whether a country could take U.S. aid 


funds, or in some fungible way use equivalent rt given 
in U.S. aid, to aid these private groups in Centra 


America? 


h Well, I think, Don, as we've said on a 
number of occasions -- I mean, if the suggestion is, has 
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the United States tried to circumvent the will of Congress 
by allocating funds which were then earmarked for 
something which Congress had voted against, the answer to 
that is a flat no. 


If you mean, does the United States Government 
have a veto over every item in the budgets of every 
foreign government, I think the answer to that is no. 


Q In between, what about the diversion of 
funds supplied by the United States to this purpose, or 
materiel supplied by the United States? 


B I'm not aware that there is any conscious 


diversion of such funds, and certainly that is not -- has 
not been the policy of the United States to circumvent 
Congress’ will by that technique, and we have said so. 


--MORE-- 
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Q John, in view of the fact that a number of 
the countries involved appear to be major recipients of 
U.S. assistance, would you agree that, in the words of 
Mrs. Ferraro, “it doesn't look so hot"? 


A Well, I think that we have to do what we 
think is right in terms of our aid program to various 
countries. I mean, if you're suggesting are those figures 
artificially manipulated in order to move funds onto 
another venture which Congress has indicated it does not 
support, I think that clearly would be thwarting the 


intent, and it has not taken place. But if you are 
suggesting that we can control every government out there, 
some of whom think that what is aut ase in Central 
America is important to them as we as to the United 
States and to the region, no, I don't think you can 
control governments who think that they want to aid 
certain factions or certain governments in Central America. 


Q Does that apply to Nicaragua as well, for 
example? 


a Well, a lot of aid goes to Nicaragua from a 
lot of governments we know about. 


Q That's right. So you would not discourage, 
presumably take the same view that you can't discourage 
that? 


h I think we've made it clear that insofar as 
the weaponry that has gone to Nicaragua and insofar as the 
9,000 Cubans who have gone to Nicaragua, 3,000 of whom are 
military advisers, I think we have made it clear that we 
don't consider that as a constructive effort. 


Q As a consistent policy? 


e I think we've been fairly consistent in our 
view of that military buildup in Nicaragua? 


Q John, is there in all this a clear line -- I 
may have missed it -- about the legality of private 
Americans providing money to anti-Nicaraguan forces in 
Nicaragua? Have you answered that? If so, it has escaped 
me. 


d What I'm saying is that, clearly, we're not 
sanctioning any illegal action, but at the same time we're 
not thwarting private gifts -- money, for example -- to 
Central America where those are not illegal. 


\~ 920 7} 





15 


Q Then, I come back to my question. Then, do 
you have a judgment on whether I can provide money to the 
contra forces? 


A Well, if you came in, Hank, and said, “I 
want to give $1 million to the contras,* I think I'd get 
you a good legal opinion. (Laughter) 


Q Have you decided it's deductible? (Laughter) 

Q Did you -- aS Hank says, “Maybe I missed 
it." Wo country, no third country that has aided the 
contras has checked in advance with the U.S. to find if -- 


h No. I said I didn't know whether that was 
the case or not. I don't know -- 


Q Have any private donors checked in advance 
before -- 

Bh I don't know. 

Q Well, can you check, can you take that 
question? 


» I think that would be an extraordinary 
amount of research. I mean, this is why we're where we 
are now. We're talking about middle-level officials in 
Embassies who may or may not have had contact with various 
groups. There are a lot of such groups around. 


We cannot -- 


Q The basic question is whether the government 
in any way has coordinated or supported or given a wink or 
somehow helped this aid go in there? 


a No. Well, we've made that clear that 
insofar as this particular group and this particular 
operation is concerned in Nicaragua, the answer to that is 
no. 


Q But if people come to -- 


a Insofar as their activity in Salvador and 
Honduras is concerned, they have done what they have 
Gone. There has been the contact that there has, and it 
has taken a fair amount of research to pull that together, 
sO I doubt that we're going to be speedily able to produce 
a chronicle -- 


— ‘ars 
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Q My question is whether at any point a 
request has been made to the State Department for a legal 
Opinion on whether it's permissible. 


h I really do not know the answer to that. 


Q John, what is your answer if somebody, or 
groups in the U.S., were to provide money to Nicaragua? 
Is that not to be discouraged as well? 


- I think that would be a question on which 
one would take legal advice. 


Q John, does it fall in the same category? 


h AS I say, I think it is a@ question on which 
one would take legal advice. 


Q So there is a difference between giving aid 
to the contras and giving aid to Nicaragua? 


h The words, the yardstick, is legal activity; 
and we would look at such approaches within that framework 
as to what is legal. 


Q But are you prepared to say it is not 
illegal now? 


a No, I can't say. What I would say is that 
on such an issue as that, if an American official were 
approached, he would have to make a judgment as to whether 
it was legal or not. 


Q John, isn’t this a Hatch Act question of 
whether something defeats the intentions and policies of 
the United States? 


» No, I don’t think it is that at all because 
we have made very clear that we have not sought to do that. 


Q No. What I'm saying is, I mean, to take 
Barrie's point, if we were supporting the other side, that 
would be a Hatch Act offense, wouldn't it? 


a Well, — 


Q Does the United States Government, this one, 
consider that it has an affirmative obligation to prevent 
the flow of money or supplies or weapons or people to 
insurgent groups in Central America? 
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A I would rather describe our policy in the 
words I used than have you recast those words and ask me 
to accept or deny your words. 


Q I'm asking, though, whether the United 
States, in terms of arranging 4 peaceful settlement under 
the Contadore process supportes i, the United States, does 
the United States Government believe that it has an 
affirmative obligation to prevent the flow of weapons, 
money, other forms of support to insurgent groups in 
Central America or any other parts of the world? 


a Well, as you know, the United States has 
very strongly endorsed the 2l-point Contadora program 
which certainly embraces the withdrawal of weaponry and 
advisers from the region. I just have to point out to 
you, however, that it takes more than one side to bring 
that about. 


Q What is the affirmative responsibility of 
the United States Government with respect, for example, to 
enforcing the Neutrality Act, noting in particular that in 
1982 the United States publicly offered to Nicaragua that 
it would make a public statement that it was enforcing the 
Neutrality Act. 


B Well, where instances of contravention of 
the Neutrality Act are brought to our attention or we 
initiate such disclosures ourselves, obviously, we would 
encourage action against any who have contravened the Act. 


Q John, in view of the interest in this 
subject, would it be worth trying to get a briefing put 
together by someone who is a specialist in the area? 


h It's possible. I doubt that we're going to 
go much further than we have gone, but I certainly will 
communicate your request. 


Q John, can I ask you, if aid were to go to 
the El Salvador insurgents, would you also not discourage 
it? 


h I think that's a rather hypothetical 
question. 
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Q Why? Why? 


Q John, since you are talking about the 
question of the Salvadoran rebels, you said was 
hypothetical, but there are groups in the U.S. which have 
raised money for the Salvadoran rebels here. 


BR Uh-huh. Well, I'm not prepared to answer 
that question. 

Q You don't turn your back on that one. 

A I'm not prepared to answer that question. 


Q John, on this subject in principle, you said 
you are against any action, any military action to 
destabilize any country in Central America by force. I 
remember for the last year you repeated that many times. 


f Yes. But your question is what? 


Q Are you still -- I mean, you are against 
destabilizing any Central American country by force? 


A Of course. 
Q So, are you still with that? 
A Of course. 


Q Since you are talking about money, John, do 
you see anything illegal or wrong with Arab municipalities 
in Israel and the occupied territories to receive funds 
from building infrastructure from Arab and Palestinian 
sources in the United States and Europe? 


a That is one, as distinct from all the other 
questions today which I have obviously answered skillfully 
and forthrightly, you have caught me unawares (laughter) 
on that one, and we will have to do a little research on 
that one. 


Q O.K. Thank you. And I want to follow up, 
do you have any thoughts about Khomeini's refusal to 
accept any kind of compromise with Iraq and the reported 
upcoming visit of Iran's President Ali Khamenei to Syria? 


f No, don't have any comment on that. 
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Q John, om the Middle East, also -- Just a 
second, while we're still on the Middle East, can I ask -- 


A How about if you speak one at a time, and 
I'll get to you. 

Q On Central America, please. You explained 
that the decision was made some months ago. 

4 Uh-huh. " 

Q You didn't say exactly why it was made. 


What is the justification? 


M I would have thought that rather obvious. A 
cause in which this Administration believes very strongly 
suffered an acute setback by the decision of Congressmen 
to reduce the funds that we considered were acutely 
necessary. You had some decisions to make at that time, 
and in the course of looking at that very unfortunate 
decision, from the Administration's point of view, the 
Administration looked at its options and decided the way 
it did. 


Q At the time the decision was made, was there 
some consideration that it might get out of hand, that you 
might have various groups with various causes making their 
contributions, and that sooner or later would become 
public, and you'd be stuck having to explain (inaudible) -- 


h I don't know. I don't know whether there 
was a decision, whether there was a discussion of that 
particular aspect, but I think you ought to address that 
question more to those who voted to cut off the funds than 
to the Administration. I think they would bear the 
responsibility for the lack of influence and the lack of 
coordination that might develop over the succeeding months. 


Q Aren't you, then, carrying out a policy 
which you say Congress wants to thwart, and you're doing 
this against the will of Congress? 


M Not a question of -- You have totally 
misread what I've said here. It's not a question of doing 
something, it's a question of not taking a position on a 
private organization or another country that legally makes 
its decision to help the anti-Sandinistas. 
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Q Is there concern, though, that this might 
get out of hand, this might get out of control, because 
obviously, you don't have control any more and you're 
looking the other way as these things, as this money, is 
flowing in? 


A Well, I think this particular incident is a 
very unfortunate incident, but I think you're really 
seeing -- there are two aspects of the story, two levels 
of this story. There is the one aspect where Americans, 
presumably, flew in a helicopter into Nicaraguan 
territory, and sadly were killed. There is the other 
aspect of a group from Alabama wanting to help in Honduras 
and Salvador, making contact with the governments of those 
countries and offering equipment, which certainly was 
their privilege so to do. 


Q John, would you quarrel at all with the $10 
million figure that was published yesterday -- 


Pa I'm not sure what that relates to. 


Q -- total amount of aid supplivd by private 
groups to -- 


M I just have no idea of knowing. 


Q (Inaudible) more specifically of what funds 
you were referring to when you said funds were *cut?" 


Mo Well, I think, obviously, you have us at 
something of a disadvantage, Jim, because we have not 
wanted to talk in great detail about funds involved in 
covert activities, but I think the amounts and, to some 
extent, the purposes for which the Administration was 
seeking them are really quite well known. 


Q You used the word “cut,* which means, as if 
they were decreased or something like that. ‘* that how 
we're to interpret it? My understanding -- 


h I think it is -- 

Q -- is there was never any decrease. 

A I think it is quite clear that the provision 
of funds for a variety of purposes in Central America 


sought by the Administration, the funds voted were not of 
the amount that the Administration had requested. 
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Q Will you give us some idea of what the time 
element was of the decision made not to play an active 
role? You say when Congress cut off, but this has been a 
eo ogy As you know, this thing has gone over many, many 
months. 


A Sure. I would assume -- I can't give you a 
specific answer, Don, but I assume it would be during 
those critical days, when it became clear that Congress 
was not going to support the Administration. 


Q But they have had a number of votes going 
back a year and a half. 


BM Yes, and I can't tell you (inaudible). 


Q Can you find out when it was this decision 
that you describe was made? 


f I'll look at it, but I don't guarantee to 
give you a kind of blow-by-blow account. 


Q John, are you making a distinction here 
between arms and financial aid? 

BR yes, I am. 

Q John, can I ask you just one last question 


to be clear? 
oy Sure. 


Q It is legal, you are saying -- I mean that 
has been looked at -- to raise money in this country for 
the -- 


h No, I didn't say that. I think when Bernie 
asked me that question I said I think we would need to 
look at such contacts and such requests, where they are 
known to us, on a case-by-case basis. 


Q Well, there are representatives of the 
contras who are active in this country. 


oa Uh-huh. 


Q Has any determination been made as to 
whether their fund-raising activities are legal or not? 
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B I don't know that any determination has been 
made that they're illegal. 


Q Could you take that question with regard to 


A You'll have to ask the Justice Department. 


Q Well, but it opens up a larger question of 
whether, unless I'm mistaken, it is not legal for 
Americans to contribute to the PLO, to the Polisario, or 
to other groups that are -- 


B I think we will let the Justice Department, 
which is clearly much better versed in all this than the 
State Department, handle that particular query. 


Q John, tell us, with Central America, do you 
consider Israel as one of those countries you described as 
concerned or interested in Central American developments? 


f Well, if you mean have Israeli officials 
visited Central America and shown interest in Central 
American affairs, yes. 


Q I mean, as one of those countries being 
mentioned as a third party -- 


h Then, you'd have to ask -- 
Q -- to channel money to groups? 
y you'd have to ask the Israelis. 


Q Before we leave Central America, do you have 
anything on the stories over the week or yesterday on the 
alleged massacre in El Salvador or the killing of the two 
candidates in Nicaragua? 


B I don't think we have anything today on 
that, Jim, but I know that we have had earlier guidance -- 
perhaps it was on a day when you weren't here -- but there 
has been earlier guidance on Duarte's launching the 
investigation. 


Q Of the 28th. But you also said at that time 
that the United States had not been able to confirm 
anything and it remained unclear, a number of things about 
the Salvadoran army. Haven't you straightened up any of 
those questions? 
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A I think there is later guidance -- 
obviously, it's a Salvadoran investigation -- but I think 
there is later guidance than the 28th. 


Q And did you have anything on the two 
legislative candidates reported killed or abducted in 


Nicaragua? 

A Well, obviously, we don't condone 
kidnappings. 

Q Did you say that there are out-of-bounds 


areas, for example the purchase of arms, for the money 
that is contributed to the two countries -- proscribed 
lists? 


a Well, there are questions -- the question of 
what kind of license you have to have to be involved in 
the export, and then there is the question of what kind of 
permit you have to have case-by-case for export, and of 
course, many people do have such licenses and do export. 
So it would depend, I guess, on the individual and it 
would depend on the country and would depend on the 
character of the arms being exported, but certainly it is 
not illegal. 


If you've gone through the process and you've 
observed the laws and the regulations, it's not a questior 
of nobody being able to export arms. People do it all the 
time. 


Q You could take that money and buy stockpiles 
of arms if the export was legal. 


BR Again, I really don't want to be a legal, 
your legal adviser up here. 


Q But wait, what about that on arms? Suppose 
you got this $10 million that's reported, can you buy $10 
million worth of arms? 


Bh I'm really not going to get into 
hypothetical, legal questions that are beyond my depth. 
As I say, I think what you ought to do is ask the experts 
on this. 


Q John, can I ask two unrelated, miscellaneous 
questions? One, do you have any comment on a report from 
the Middle East that King Hussein plans to visit the 
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Soviet Union next month to purchase anti-aircraft weapons 
from the Soviet Union? 


A No. 


Q And two, do you have any comment on the 
published report about Jamaica's drug activities and the 
U.S. efforts in Jamaica to curtail that -- 


A There is a rather lengthy piece of guidance 
on that, Ralph, and I think you car « t that from the 
Press Office. 


Q Could you make that available to us as if he 
asked the question and you read the answer? 


h Sure. 
Q Thank you. 


Q John, do you have anything on the activities 
of the naval force, the U.S. Naval Force in the Suez Canal 
and the Suez Gulf? 


M No, not really. 


Q The Egyptians are saying that they intend to 
ask the U.S. and other European countries to extend their 
activities to areas beyond the -- 


BR Well, we're obviously in touch with the 
respective governments in the area and have been working 
very closely with them. The fact is that each country 
involved is sweeping a specific assigned area. When we 
and the Egyptians are satisfied that we have swept our 
area, we will leave. I don't have a date for you on 
that. It's conceivable we might leave before some of the 
other countries involved, because as I say, each country 
has an assigned area to sweep, but I don't have a 
Geparture date. 


Q John do you have any comment on the 
Japan-South Korea talks on unification of -- 


BR No, I really don't. 


Q Do you have anything on Crocker's talks? 
You indicated last week he was just going to go to Nairobi 
and London, but then I guess he wound up somewhere near 
Lusaka. 
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a He did meet with the Angolans. He met the 
Angolan Interior Minister. That meeting took place on 
September 6-7 in Lusaka. I think he is back in Washington 
at this stage. 


Q Was that previously unscheduled? And can 
you tell us anything about those talks? 


B Obviously, they discussed matters of mutual 
interest. 


Q But you didn't -- I mean, you weren't 
obviously trying to mislead us by saying he was going to 
fly right home? 


om No, I wasn't try to mislead you. His 
schedule did change. 


Q It came as much of a surprise to you as it 
did to us? 


B I think -- Well , no not surprised that he 
met with the Angolans. But I think he, in fact, came back 
at the weekend. I think I'm right in saying that, or was 
scheduled to, and his itinerary coming back from South 
Africa obviously was subject to change. 


Q John, is there a trip -- Don's story 
yesterday in the paper, the Post -- that the Secretary is 
considering a trip to Eastern Europe in December? 

y Well, the Secretary has no plans for any -- 
I think three countries were mentioned -- he has no plans, 
certainly at this stage, for any visit to those countries. 

Q Can't confirm it? 

h I'm not confirming it. 

Q But invitations have been tendered? 

Q John, do you have anything on the resolution 


passed by New Zealand's Labor Party to get that country to 
pull out of ANZUS -- 


M yes, I do. 


Q -- and to close the air base used by the 
U.S. in that country? 
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A Yes, I do. 


The United States believes that implementation of 
such a@ proposal as suggested at the conference, New 
Zealand's withdrawal from ANZUS, contrary to the intent of 
the authors, would have a most serious destabilizing 
effect on the peace and security of the region. However, 
we understand the Labor Party's Conference resolutions are 
not necessarily binding on the Labor government. Such 
resolutions have been adopted in the past without becoming 
the policy of the Labor Party. 


Moreover, Prime Minister Lange and his government 
have frequently asserted that they attach importance to 
New Zealand's continuing participation in ANZUS. 


Insofar as the resolution related to U.S. bases 
is concerned, they are no United States military bases in 
New Zealand. United States Air Force aircraft do operate 
through Christ Church in connection with Operation Deep 
Freeze in the Antarctic. 


Q Copy of that? 
ia Sure. 


Q John, have any dates been set for meetings 
between Secretary Shultz and Rauf Denktash and Spyros 
Kyprianou of Cyprus, when they come for the U.N. meeting? 


n I don't want to mislead you, but I just 
don't have a schedule for the Secretary. That schedule is 
hectic -- I think there are about 30 bilaterals -- it 
takes a little time to organize those meetings with the 
various countries involved, and it just isn't available 
yet. 


Q John, do you have any comment on the Israeli 
newspaper report Hadashot which unveiled a few days ago 
that & massacre was perpetrated by a unit calie’ 
"Battalion 89° headed by Moshe Dayan, in an Arab . .i.:age 
next to Jerusalem, October 27, 1948. The name of **« ‘own 
is Dweimea, which came -- 


A 1948? 


Q Dweimea, in 1948, yes, and it just came out 
a couple of weeks ago. 
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Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:57 P.M.) 
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DPC #164 


TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 11, 1984, 12:25 P.M. 
(ON T'HE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Before taking 
questions, just want to let you know that available in the 
Press Office is the prepared statement by the Secretary 
this morning before the House Judiciary Committee, the 
Subcommittee on Immigration, Refugees and International 
Law; his testimony was on refugee consultations. And, 
Similarly, before the Senate Committee on the Judiciary, 
Subcommittee on Immigration and Refugee Policy. 


Q Are these two identical? 
A I believe they ére. 
Q Alan, how are you going to work, 


technically, now in New York? The Secretary will see Mr. 
Gromyko on the 26th; then Gromyko comes here and sees the 


President? 


a Right. 


Q Normally, there have been two meetings. 


A Uh-huh. 


Q Do we now expect tradition to be upheld and 
there will be two meetings with the Secretary? 


A I think, as the Secretary indicated the 
other day, in terms of whether it's appropriate, 
necessary, desired to arrange a second meeting, can be 
looked at. But the focus of what he will be looking at 
for his New York appointment will be that first meeting, 
and then we'll see, I guess, what happens after that; but 
I don't have anything further on that. 


Q It's safe to assume he will return to 


Washington on Thursday evening in time to be present at 
the President's meeting? 


fh Well, the latter is certainly safe to 


assume. I don't know precisely when he will return to 
Washington, but surely he will be in that meeting; yes. 











Okay? 


Q Well, let's pursue the meeting a little bit. 

A Well, okay. I don't have a lot of answers 
for you. 

Q I'm sure you don't, but, as you can see, we 


didn't have a lot of questions for you, either. 


What about the -- what can you tell us about the 
timing of the preparation of the Presidential meeting; how 
long ago did the U.S. -- did the President make the 
proposal he today said he made? And how long ago did the 


Soviets tell the United States that it would be okay to 
have such a meeting? 


A I guess, Ralph, given the fact that we're 
talking about a Presidential meeting, I have to ask you to 
check with the White House and see what they're prepared 
to say on that. 


Q Alan, there are reports from the Middle East 
Saying that Syria may be readying herself to play a 
positive role towards the Gulf -- towards the war in the 


Gulf. Do you have any comment on that, or do you have any 
information -- 


a I don't have any information; I don't have 
any comment. 


Don? 


Q Could I ask about Central America? 


Yesterday, John Hughes gave us a statement regarding the 
U.S. governmental policy of not facilitating -- I believe 


the word was “soliciting” -- aid to the Contras. 


The question was asked, “When was this decision 
made?" Can you shed any light on that? 


i yes, I can. I think, by the way, to be 
accurate, the word was -- “the decision was taken not to 
play an active role in soliciting...." Okay, just so -- 
just to be accurate. 


The answer on that is that the time-frame for the 
interagency decision was when it appeared that the 








Congress would go into recess in July, without having 
provided all the funding that had been requested, and was 
acutely needed, for Central America. 


The decision to not play an active role in 
soliciting private funding was not taken because it was 
considered illegal, but to avoid any possible controversy 
about the appropriateness of such an action when the 
request for full funding remained before the Congress. 


The decision was based on a desire to avoid any 
suggestion of an attempt to frustrate the will of 
Congress. At the same time, no decision was taken to 
discourage private support because it is our understanding 
that such contributions can be perfectly legal. 


Q When you say it was -- the time-frame was 
when Congress prepared to go in July, this implies, are 
you saying that it was made around July, or in July? 





2 I just -- I don't have a more specific 
answer. 

Q You're saying it was made before Congress 
went out. 

- It was in the context: when it appeared 
that the Congress would go into recess in July. 

Q So it's somewhere -- it would be -- 

h I would accept the wording. I don't have 


personal knowledge of this, Don, but I'd have to take the 
wording to mean as that time approached. 


Q Alright. And regarding one other thing 
about this, you said a minute ago -- John said yesterday 
-- that your understanding is that these contributions -- 
that is, by private citizens -- are perfectly legal. You 
Said a minute ago, “I think can be perfectly legal." 


Yeah, I think that's what the sense of what 
he said, too. I refer you to the law, and refer you to 
John's refusal, which I think I will second, to become a 
legal reference for you. But -- 

Q Let me just ask you -- 


i Sure. 





Q -- at the risk of being a little burdensome 
on this, I have the law in front of me. 


a Which one? 

Q The -- what is known as the Neutrality Act. 
It's Section 960 of Title 18, U.S. Code. 

A Right. 

Q It's entitled "Expedition Against Friendly 
Nation." 

A Right. 

Q It says, “Whoever, within the United States, 


knowingly begins or sets on foot or provides or prepares a 
means for or furnishes the money for, or takes part in, 
any military or naval expedition or enterprise to be 
carried on from thence against the territory or dominion 
of any foreign prince or state or of any colony, district, 
or people with whom the United States is at peace, shall 
be fined not more than $3,000 or imprisoned not more than 
three years, or both.* 





B Yeah. 
Q In view of that, which says it's -- as I 
read it -- it's prohibited to furnish the money for such 


an expedition, how could a contribution be legal? 


a Let me -- you know, you're me asking me to 
talk from this podium as an official government spokesman 
on the law, and I really don't feel qualified to do that. 


I have an explanation for you that I would offer 
you because I think that is a pertinent provision, but it 
applies to expeditions from the United States against 
another country, etc. It doesn't talk about any 
contribution of funds. But let me just halt -- 


Q (inaudible) contribution of funds. 


M Well, let me -- in terms of any comment 


from the podium, let me cut it off here, Don. I don't 
mean to be uncooperative but I just think it's not fair to 
have me try to pretend to be a legal expert on this. 


Q Well, could you answer the question in some 
other way, in writing, or whatever? 
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A No. I think -- no, I think that, in terms 
of the law, I would ask you check on the applications of 
the Neutrality Act, for an official answer, with the 
Justice Department, and -- 


Q What is the basis, then, for your saying, 
and John saying yesterday, and your repeating today, that 
you believe it's perfectly legal? 


A Cur understanding from talking with our 
lawyers about it. But I don't want to stand up here and 
speak for the United States Government, articulating legal 
interpretations. 


Q (inaudible) the State Department. 


A Well, the Justice Department is the one that 
would operate against anybody who violated the Neutrality 
Act, so I think -- 


Q The Justice Department didn't say they 


thought it was perfectly legal for these people to give 
contributions. 


a Well, I'm not aware they've said that it 
wasn't. 


Q Well, Alan, the point is well made here. It 
does seem only fair that if you're making some sort of a 
judgment this might be legal, that when there's a -- that 
you give some explanation to back that up. 


M Well, I'm asking you -- I'm not aware of 
anybody who will contradict this within the government. 
So, there may be exceptions to this, but I don't think so. 


Anyway, I'm not going to try to stand up here and 
give you a legal opinion. I think that if you want a 
legal opinion about how the law is to applied about 
contributions from an expedition to be launched within the 
United States outward against some other area, you ought 
to go to the Justice Department, which would be applying 
that law. 


Q Alan, on the question of frustrating the 
intent of Congress, it's -- there's an implication in what 
you said that you didn't want to give tne appearance, even 
the appearance, of frustrating the intent 








of Congress. But in those deliberations, prior to that 
decision, was there a sense that, if the decision had been 
made to help these groups that -- though the appearance 
would not have been good -- substantively on the merits 
you would not have been frustrating the will of Congress? 


A Well, i don't think I'm going to go beyond 
what I've said in this statement. I'll repeat to you what 
I said, but I really will not go beyond it. 


"The decision to not play an active role in 
soliciting private funding was not taken because it was 
considered illegal, but to avoid any possible controversy 
about the appropriateness of such an action," etc. But I 
just am not going to -- I'm not going to go beyond that in 
terms of -- 


Q Copy of that, please? 
a Sure. 


Q Let me follow that up. Does the Department 
feel that, given the votes in the House of Representatives 
recently, that the intent of Congress is clear at this 
point, or do you feel that there is a division in Congress 
and therefore the intent of Congress is not clear? 


A Well, I’m not going to try to interpret 
beyond what I've said, in terms of this specific action. 


Q Alan, regarding the Secretary on the Hill 
today, why did the Administration announce today the 
decision to allow Amerasian children into the United 
States? 


M I don't have anything to go beyond what the 
Secretary said. I think the statement is pretty 
comprehensive. The issues involved are all obviously 
related to the issue of refugees and immigration, and I 
don't quite understand the puzzlement, but I don't have 
any guidance to take you beyond what he said. 


Q Can you tell us the total number of 
Indochinese refugees to be admitted under the program in 
this fiscal year, the one that compares to the 40,000 and 
10,000 for the next year? 


Mo No. Is that ne: explained in his testimony? 


Q I don't think so. It said it was over 
50,000 this year, but he didn't say how much over. 








A Alright, let me take a look at that and see 
if we can get something on that. 


Q Can we get a copy of your statement on 
Central America? 

A In terms of the response to the question -- 

Q The ©%riginal question from Don; the response 


that you read. 
A Yeah, sure. yes. 
Ralph? 


Q Could I come back just a second to the 
Gromyko-Reagan meeting? The President said that -- in 
explanation for why the meeting was being set up, he said, 
well, it was, you know, Gromyko is coming to New York for 
the U.N. and it just seemed like a logical opportunity to 
invite him to Washington and come down and have this 
meeting. 


Those circumstances applied in 1981 and 1982, as 
well as -- 


a Also in 1980 and 1979 when Mr. Gromyko also 
did not come to Washington. 


Q That's correct. So what I'm asking is, what 


has changed about this year, in the Administration's view, 
to suggest this change from the last Administration's 


decision to cut off those meetings? 


Mh Oh, I don't know that there was a decision 
last year to cut off that meeting. I think that -- 


Q The last Administration's. 


f The ijast Administration. Well, I think, 
clearly, the President articulated why he thought it would 
be useful to meet with Mr. Gromyko. 


Q Because it was -- 


x And I will leave you with his words. I 
don't think I need to interpret those. 


Bill? 





Q Alan, where do we stand on the U.S.-Cuban 
talks on the Marielitos and on the political prisoners? 


A We are essentially where we have been. That 
is, there have been the two formal sessions that we have 
talked about; there's been further interchange in 
diplomatic channels, and so that process goes forward, but 


Q As that process goes forward, would it 
include the Secretary meeting any Cuban official in New 
York during this General Assembly session? 


A I'm not aware of any plans for that, Bill. 


Q How about meeting any Vietnamese official re 
the political prisoners in Vietnam? 


2 Again, I don't know, frankly, Bill, but I'm 
not aware of that. But I just don't have the whole 
schedule in my head, but I am more up on the Marielito 
question. 


Q While you're dealing with the Indochina 
refugee question, I am puzzled by the figures a little 
bit. While you're asking questions, would you find out if 
what we have here is essentially a reordering of 
priorities for refugees within figures that are no larger 
than the refugee inflow from the past? That's my 
understanding from reading -- from listening to the 
Secretary and reading the testimony, but I'm not sure 
that's correct. 


M Okay, let me take a look at that. 


Q Alan, there is a total unanimity in the Arab 
world of condemnation of your -- the United States’ 
position in the United Nations Security Council, including 
Egypt, which condemned it yesterday, and even the leader 
of the Phalange party, or the former leader of the 
Phalange party, Camille Chamoun. Do you have anything to 
comment, or to t¢ll the Arab world, about their anger and 
your position, besides the statement that you issued a few 
days ago? 


B I refer you to the statement that was made 
at the time the vote was cast. 


Q Alan, there is a statement attributed to 
General Moshe Levi. He's the Chief of the Staff of the 








Israeli army. He said the strategic cooperation talks 
between Israel and the United States “are in no way 
directed against the Soviets.* 


Q Whom do you think they are directed against? 


A Well, the statements were made at the time 
that that arrangement was established, and I refer you to 
-- again, to those statements. I think it's fairly clear 
what we had to say at that time. 


Q This statement had, I think, sort of 
additional significance by the mere fact that it is made 
in the United States. It is not made there in the -- 


a Well, I don't necessarily agree with that, 


in terms of “additional significance.* Anyway, in terms 
of our position, I refer you back to what we said. Our 
position was made clear at that time. 


Q There is a report that the United States is 
setting an economic office in East Beirut and one office 
in West Beirut, and about to spend $175 million on 
economic reconstruction in Lebanon. 


Another report says that the United States, 
through an act in Congress, will be cutting $40 million 
from the money earmarked to Lebanon, and this money will 
go to Grenada. What do you have to comment on these 
reports? 


A I'm not sure where we stand on the aid 
levels for Lebanon. Let me check on it. 


Ralph? 


Q To follow up Bill's question a moment ago on 
the Cuba talks, are there any plans for Shultz to engage 
himself in those negotiations, outside of the question 
about whether that would be done at the U.N.? 


B No. This is going on at -- I think you're 


aware of the level it was conducted at previously and the 
scope of it, and I think that's what we anticipate 


continuing when and if another round is scheduled. 


Q Alan, if agreement is reached on exchanging 
the Marielitos for the political prisoners, will that mean 
a new program will have to go to Congress 
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for a much larger number of people frun the Caribbean? 


Pa I don't know what the technical dimensions 
of that would be. 


Q There's almost no mention. There's no 
mention at all. 


A I just don't know the answer to that. 


Q Alan, do you have anything to say about the 
decision on the gunships to Salvador, the decision not to 
send them the AC-47s, like when that decision was made, or 
any other comment? 


o No. I have just -- the fact is that the 
possibility is under consideration of sending -- of 
upgrading two Salvadoran C-47s to arm each with three 
-50-caliber machine guns and a flare illumination systen. 
That would -- this is low technology, relatively 
unsophisticated system. 


I might note that it's clear from recent combat 
actions the Salvadoran Armed Forces need a way to deliver 
increased fire support for ground combat forces. But I 
would also note, in terms of the weanons system, it is not 
the same high rate of fire system that was used in the 
AC-47s of the Vietnam era. .50-caliber machine guns are 
already being used by the guerrillas against Salvadoran 
Armed Forces. 


With two upgraded C-47s, the El Salvadcr Armed 
Forces would have the capability to respond to massed 
guerrilla attacks quickly and effectively. 


We are, of course, concerned about the potential 
for human rights abuse inherent in this or any other 
weapons system, and we would intend to adopt a phased 
approach to actual delivery of the weapons system, with a 
trial period for use of the first such aircraft 
deiiverying -- first such aircraft. And then our 
Ambassador would personally monitor the aircraft use. 


Q Don't they already have these? 


a They have the aircraft. But in terms of the 
upgrading of it, is what I'm really saying. 


Q It's a question of mounting the .50-caliber 
machine guns? 








li 


a I guess that's correct. 
Q Copy, please, of that, Alan? 
A Yeah. 


Why then was it decided not to do what 
earlier had been discussed down there, or, if not 
recommended? 


2 I don't have details on what decisions were 
considered and what changes may have been made on that, 
pon. 


Q Well, it was widely reported, in the press. 


a That may be, and I don‘t whether that's 
right or wrong. I'm not arguing with you, but I not -- I 
just don't have information. This is what is under 
consideration at this point. 


Q Nothing further is under -- I mean, nothing 
more sophisticated than this is under consideration, on 
this question? 


Q This is what is under consideration. 

Q Is that the similar mounting scheme as the 
AC-47? 

BR you'd have to check with somebody who knows 


the technical dimensions. But, obviously, three 
-50-caliber machine guns are not the same as the “Puff the 
Magic Dragon® that everybody seems rather familiar with. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment -- does the 
Administration have comment on the Congressional request 
for the report on the arms treaty violations? 


B I'm sorry, I missed the first part. 


Q Does the Administration have any comment on 
the Congressional request for the report on treaty 
violations? 


A No. I think that the President talked about 
that in his remarks at noon, that that report -- you're 
talking about the GAC Report? 


Q Yes. 
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A Yeah. That report, I think, is going to be 
going forward to the Congress shortly. I don't have an 
exact timing on that, but I don't have any comment to 
offer you on that at this point. 


Q Well, will it be -- 


A ks we indicated before, I think that is a -- 
that is not the Government's position, it's the GAC's 
position, and so just be clear on that. 


Q Alan, Ian Gilbert, the writer for the 
Washington Times, in his commentary today about Meir 





Kahane's citizenship, and the State Department looking 
into the matter, said that -- to the effect that the 
United States State Department will say that they are 
looking into the matter. Beyond that, they will not be 
doing anything specific, and possibly they will keep 
saying that they will look into the matter until the press 
will forget it and the whole matter will be forgotten. 


os No, no. That’s accusing us of lying, and I 
reject that charge. But I also have nothing for you 
publicly to say about that at this stage beyond what we 
have said, which is, indeed, that we are looking into the 
matter. It‘s under review. 


Q John, do you have any comment on the 
agreement of the national unity government in Israel? 


A No. 


Q Will you consider it as a welcome step by 
the United States? 


os Well, I think we have indicated before we 
have very close relations with Israel. We intend to 
continue those. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:45 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: A couple of announcements up front: 
The Secretary of State will visit the Louisiana World 
Exposition in New Orleans Friday evening and Saturday, 
September 14 and 15. That's after the Miami trip. He 
Will go on to New Orleans Friday afternoon. 


He'll tour the Exposition pavilions and join 
Exposition officials and Commissioners General of the 
international pavilions for a private luncheon, which will 
be on Saturday. In other words, Miami, the speech, 
Friday; then go on to New Orleans Saturday afternoon and 
half of Saturday, come back to Washington Saturday 
afternoon. 


On the Secretary's trip to Panama, which will 
take place October ll: A sign-up sheet for press wishing 
to apply for a seat on the Secretary's plane has been 
posted in the Press Office. There is a possibility of 
additional stops on this trip. We'll keep you informed of 
the itinerary and on a closing date for applications for 
press seats. 


The next item: Available in the Press Office is 
the prepared statement by Assistant Secretary of State for 
Human Rights and Humanitarian Affairs Elliott Abrams. 
That was before the Senate Foreign Relations Committee 
today. The subject of his testimony is the Genocide 
Convention, 


And, finally: Available in the Press Office are 
limited copies of Foreign Relations of the United States, 
1952-1954, East Asia and the Pacific: Multilateral, 
Please note on the press release the embargo date of 
September 14 at 6:00 p.m. One copy per organization. A 
summary prepared by the Office of the Historian is 
available with that volume. That documents 1952 to 1954, 
and we're putting an embargo on it until September 14, 








That's all I have for you. 


Q I defer to my colleague here. 








Q Anything on the Iraqi -- supposed Iragi -- 
attack, John, on a convoy? 


A Seen the reports; don't have any 
confirmation. Sorry. 


Q John, do you have anything fresh on the GAC 
report on arms violations by the Soviet Union that the 
Secretary referred to this morning? 


A Oh, no. I think the President has referred 
to it. The Secretary has referred to it. There's 
interest in Congress in receiving this report, and I think 
the Administration is presently considering what kind of 
mechanism to meet that request. 


Q And this does not represent an 
Administration position? 


A No, it is a private report. 


Q John, the Nicaraguan Defense Minister, Mr. 
Ortega, was saying last night that maybe another American 
mav have been killed down there, and that they were 
searching for his body after a clash. Do you have any 
confirmation of that? 


A Well, no confirmation. We've noted their 
claim. According to our Embassy in Managua, the 
Nicaraguan Defense Ministry issued a communique September 
ll, which said that a Contra partisan who may have been an 
American citizen was reportedly killed recently while 
participating in a Contra attack against La Cruz de Rio 
Grande in central Zelaya province. 


We have no confirmation of this report, which 
obviously is attributed by the Nicaraguan government to a 
Contra who was captured, but we're looking into the matter. 


Q If it turns out to be true, you -- there's 
Stiil no official American personnel down there of any 
sort with the Contras? I mean, fighting with them or 
advising them inside Nicaragua? 


BM I guess my answer has to be that you're 
talking about alleged intelligence matters and operations, 
and therefore we wouldn't talk about that. But I wouldn't 
like you to assume from that that I'm leading you in the 
direction of suggesting there are. 
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Q You said the other day that the Department 
has asked the Customs Service to determine whether there 
have been any violations of arms export regulations. 


Q Are you referring all questions to Customs 
on that, or what? 


A Well, at the moment there certainly hasn't 
been any report from the Customs Service that I'm aware of 
to the State Department, so I guess we're not ina 
position to respond to any questions. And, certainly, in 
the interim, I think I'd go to them. 


Q Do you have anything on this report that was 
put out yesterday on the Hill from this congressional 
caucus, Arms Control and Foreign Policy Caucus, with 
respect to a troubling pattern of disrespect and disregard 
for the law, etc.? 


A Yes. I've seen those reports; haven't seen 
the full document yet. But, obviously, the Administration 
is not in the business of breaking the laws in Central 
America and is not aware that it has broken any laws in 
Central America. 


Q One of the points that it makes in there, 
and referring to George's question at the same time, is 
that any training in the use cf weapons or other kinds of 
Supplies that are on the control list is also prohibited 
in the absence of a license. Do you know if that's 
correct? 


A I don't. 


Q John, any progress on the identification or 
removal of the two American bodies, or any responses to 
the Nicaraguan notes or to the U.S. note that had not been 
responded to? 


A Nothing on the notes, but a little, despite 
some procedural obstacles, a little progress, Ralph. Our 
Embassy in Managua has provided certain dental and other 
records to Nicaraguan authorities for use in identifying 
the bodies. 


Other records will be handec over as they arrive 
at the Embassy, and that's in process. As I said, 


; 
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there are some procedural obstacles that we've run into in 
Gealing with the Nicaraguan Government in this matter. 

But Nicaraguan authorities have now indicated that they 
are willing to turn the remains over to the Embassy once 
positive identification has been established. 


We're talking to the families of the two men to 
find out what their wishes are before we're able to make 
firm arrangements, 


Q John, anything on those reports in the Times 
and the Post today on Rifat Assad's status as exile or not? 


A No. 


Q Anything, then, on who might be Hafiz 
Assad's heir-apparent? 


A No. NO. 


Just in the process of being helpful, I'll state 
what is obvious, that there has been a lot of speculation 
about Rifat in various directions. 


Q To get back to Nicaragua briefly, do you 
have any more information on the Cubans who were allegedly 
killed in that raid? 


rs No. No. 


Q Sticking to Central America, do you have 
anything on the Contadora Act, which is supposed to be 
Signed on the 15th of October? 


B No, I don't. 
Q John, do you have any reaction to a 


statement reported to be made by Yasser Arafat that the 
Secretary of State is working to get the West Bank 


Palestinians into Latin America? 


B I heard a report of such a statement, which 
certainly seemed bemusing, but I -- where did this run? 


Q We had it on our wires. 


A You had it! (Laughter). Oh, I beg your 
pardon, I beg your pardon. No, I think not -- even not 
having seen the report, the reaction continues to be one 
of bemusement. 








Q Do you have any reaction to the latest 
statements by Pinochet in Chile? -- 


A Yes, I do have -- 


-- upstaging Jim Lobe here. 





That's a Jim Lobe question, is it? 


Q 

mB 

Q What was the question? I missed it. 

; Reuters has stolen your question, Jim. 


(Laughter 
Q That's okay, I welcome Reuters. (Laughter) 


A These are the reports by Mr. Pinochet 
suggesting he might stay in office? 


Q Right. 


A We've seen those reports. Have really only 
a general comment to offer. We believe that dialogue and 
communication are needed in Chile so that steady and 
concrete progress can be made towards a transition to 
democracy, which is what most Chileans want. 


While we have not involved ourselves in the 
sensitive task of defining the transition to democracy in 
Chile, we have been both straightforward and unequivocal 


in supporting a return to a democratically-elected 
civilian government in that country. 


Q Can we get a copy of that? 

B Sure. 

Q Also just to follow briefly, the European 
Community ambassadors boycotted the ceremony -- 
yesterday's ceremonies -- as did the Archbishop. 


Did the United States send its ambassador to 
attend? 


B I don't know, 
Q Can you look into that? 


B I'll look into it, although I think you 
might more properly address that question to our embassy. 
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Q Anything there, John, on the French ship 
with the uranium containers in the North Sea? 


A No, nothing on the French ship. 

Q John, there are so many reports around -- 
the so-called emergency aid to Israel -- in contrast to 
the language you offered us during the last two weeks. 

Q Do you have anything new on that? 


A No, nothing in contrast to the language we 
offered in the past couple of weeks. (Laughter) 


Q John -- 

A Wait a minute. A Palestinian question. 

Q I thought you were about to read something 
to me. 

B No, no, I wasn't. I was turning back to my 


index in case -- (laughter) -- getting ready for any 
Palestinian question. (Laughter) 


Q Are you in complete understanding with your 
European allies about the search for mines in the Red Sea, 
or is it true that the United States is pulling its crew 
because of conflict with European countries about it? 


B I'm certainly not aware of any such 
conflict, and, as I suggested earlier, when the 
withdrawals of the various countries -- various 
minesweeping nations -- take place, it will be because 
they've finished their assignment in the given sweep 
areas, and they've worked out their withdrawal arrangement 
with the countries that invited them in, either Egypt or 
Saudi Arabia. But I'm not aware of any problems between 
the countries. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Since we are on the Gulf, are you -- can you 
offer anything about Secretary Shultz's meeting with six 
GcC foreign secretaries in New York on October 1? 


» I can't give you anything on that because I 
still don't have his itinerary. I mean, I'm not ieading 
you away from it; it's entirely possible. He's obviously, 
going to meet with a large number of foreign leaders, but 
I can't confirm that specific one. 








Q John, anything about the kidnapping of this 
American priest in Sudan? 


A yes, I do have something on that. Our 
Embassy in Khartoum has received unconfirmed, but 
apparently reliable, reports that an American priest -- 
he's a Roman Catholic -- Peter Curtin Major -- he's a 
resident of Bentiu -- was kidnapped on or about September 
4 by insurgent elements in the Sudan. The Sudanese 
Government is aware of the situation, and of the United 
States Government's concern that all appropriate action be 
taken to obtain the early safe release of the American 
citizen concerned. We are continuing to foliow that 
Situation very closely. 





There's no thought, John -- 


May we have a copy of that, please? 


ry ODO YO 


Sure. 


Q John, there's no thought, if I can follow 
that up, that the priest in question could have been in 
fact kidnapped by government forces rather than 
insurgents, since he was -- the insurgents happen to be, 
to a large extent, Roman Catholic? 


s Not aware of any unusual ramifications. 


Q John, do you have anything on the statement 
by Korean dissident Kim Dae Jung that he's going back to 
Korea? And is the State Department concerned about his 
safety once he gets back and possibly another Aquino-type 
Situation arising? 


B Well, Mr. Kim has made a decision to return 
to Korea. He's informed the State Department of that 
decision. As you recall, he was released from prison in 
Korea by the Korean Government in December 1982, after 














serving two-and-a-half years of a twenty-year sentence. 

He was allowed to come to the United States for continuing 
medical treatment, and then he took up a longstanding 
invitation from Harvard University's Center for 
International Affairs. He has told us that he has 
completed his fellowship tenure at Harvard and his medical 
treatment, and he is therefore planning to return to Korea. 


As to what will happen to him when he gets 
back, the United States fully recognizes that this is a 
matter for the Korean Government to handle. While we have 
expressed our hope to all concerned that his return will 
be trouble free, insofar as his personal situation is 
concerned, we don't know what his legal status is under 
Korean law. 


Q De we know when he is going back? 
a Don't have anything on that. 
Q Can we have a copy of that? 
x Sure. 
John, the Foreign Minister of Vietnam has 


Q 
hinted, according to reports, that Vietnam would -- may 
accept a separate mediation body on the Kampuchean issue. 


Q Do we know about this? And would we look 
into it at the United Nations meeting? 


BR Well, I think, Spence, we've seen those same 
reports a little while ago that you saw, and I really 
don't have any reaction to it other than to note, I think, 
that the ASEAN countries have tended to take the lead on 
the Kampuchean issue, and I think, obviously, we would be 
much interested in their reaction; but I don't really have 
a formal response. 


Q Thank you. 


Q John, do you have any comment on the reports 
about Sakharov being out of the hospital? 


A No. No, don't. 














Q Anything on the Chernenko hospitalization 


report? 
A No, I don't. 
Q Anything on the MX vote delay on the Hill? 


r No. 





(Laughter ) 


Q Anything on the Argentine protest on the 
U.S. operations off the coast? 


A No, don't have anything on the Argentine 
protest. 


Q Do you have anything on the Syrian aid to 
Iran to try to swing the war against Iraq? 


A Syrian aid to Iran? No, I don't. (Laughter) 


Q Anything about the cancellation of Secretary 
Weinberger to visit to Israel? 


A Cancellation of Secretary -- well, I'm not 
sure that such a visit is set, but I guess you'd have to 
ask the Pentagon. 

Q Anything on Colonel King's report that you 


(sic) released yesterday on the attitudes of the 
Salvadoran and Honduran armies? 


h No. 
Q Thank you. (Laughter) 
Q Thank you for saying thank you. (Laughter) 


Press briefing concluded at 12:32 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: This need not take long. (Laughter) 
Available in the Press Office is the prepared statement by 
Assistant Secretary for International Organization Affairs 
Gregory Newell before the House Foreign Affairs Committee, 
Subcommittee on International Operations and Human Rishts 
and International Organizations. The subject of his 
testimony given today is UNESCO withdrawal. And that's 
all I have. 








That's it. That's it. 


Q Thank you. 


M Good afternoon. (Laughter) 

Q Do you have any questions for us, John? 

B I'll tell you: why don't you give me the 
answers and then I'll give you the questions. 

(Laughter ) 

Q John, do you have any comment on the report 


out of Paris that the French Government is taking some 
role in the treatment of Salvadoran guerrillas on 
humanitarian (inaudible)? 


M No, I don't, no. 

Q Do you have any view of it? 

f Haven't seen that report, Don. 

Q It's on the wires. 

A O.K. 

Q John, jo you have anything on the reports 


that a senior Soviet diplomat has told the Administration 
that Ogarkov was dismissed for “un-partylike practices® or 
something? 








A No, I don't have any reaction to that. 


Q Well, wait a minute. Did you get from the 
Soviets an assessment along those lines? 


A I wouldn't comment on any diplomatic 
conversations that might or might not have taken place. 


Q They quote a senior State Department 
official as saying this. 


Q The National Security Adviser this morning, 
on the *“Today”* program, made some reference to the 
possibility of arms negotiations resuming with the 
Soviets. Do you have any indication at all from the 
Soviets that they are even willing to discuss resumption 
of the negotiations? 





oy Well, I think Mr. McParland‘'s words really 
speak for themselves, aid I'm not attempting here to 
interpret them, but I think what he was doing was 
underlining our readiness and the efforts that we have 
made in the past to engage the Soviets in those 
negotiations, and I think he was underscoring and 
reiterating our continuing readiness. I don't think we 


can speak for the Soviet Union. 


Q But you do not -- I mean let me go back to 
my question again: You have not had any indication from 
the Soviets themselves that they are prepared to discuss 
that subject at the Shultz-Gromyko meeting? 


- Well, as I say, I mean obviously, we cannot 
talk about our discussions with the Soviets or what the 
agenda might be for those talks other than in the broadest 
terms. But I'm sure arms control would be a subject that 
would be discussed then. 


Q Have both sides agreed to talk about arms 
control? 


B Well, we are out there with a great degree 
of readiness to engage in serious arms control 
negotiations. I'm sure we will reiterate that position at 
those meetings. 











Q There are reports that there is an imminent 
offensive by the Salvadoran guerrillas, even starting 
maybe this week or next week. Do you have anything on 
that, please? 


A Not really. There have been reports and 
indications for some time that the guerrillas were 
preparing to mount an offensive sometime this fall. I 
think there is evidence that they have been taking the 
kind of preparations that you would expect to launch that 
offensive, but there have also been reports that the 
Salvadoran Army -- not reports -- evidence that the 
Salvacoran Army has been much more active in the kind of 
sweeps and military activities that would forestall and 
hincer sucn an offensive, so how that will develop remains 
to be seen. 





Q Do you have any comment on the new 
procedures for Salvadoran pilots, in light of what you 
just said, and would you welcome those new procedures? 


Z Yes, we welcome those steps ta«en by 
President Duarte. 


On September 12, President Duarte announced new 
guidelines for approval of bombing by the Salvadoran Air 
Force. Each mission will have to be approved by the £] 
Salvador Armed Forces Chief of Staff or his designate. In 
areas where non-combatants might be present, approval is 
required by the Minister of Defense. 


We applaud these steps taken by President Duarte 
to help avoid civilian casualties. They represent another 
step by President Duarte to ensure that the rights of 
non-combatants are respected and to improve the human 
rights atmosphere in El Salvador. 


Q May I have a copy of that? 


A Sure. 


John, has there been any response through 
Giplomatic channels, or officially, from Hanoi to the 
statements of the Secretary the other day on our 
Willingness to take -- 


M No official response, Bernie. 











Q There have been some press reports from 
Kyoto and from Bangkok. Do you have any comment on those? 


A No. AS I say, there has been no official 
response, and I think in the light of that, we wouldn't 
have any comment. 


Q John, could we view the meeting between 
Assistant Secretary Wolfowitz and Prime Minister Son Sann 
in any context of Kampuchean peace talks? 


om Well, no, i would not read any special 
Significance into that. Mr. Wolfowitz will be calling on 
Son Sann, President of the Khmer Peoples National 
Liberation Front and Prime Minister of the Khmer 
Resistance Coalition this afternoon. Senior American 
officials normally meet with Mr. Son Sann when he's in the 
United States. Obviously, they will exchange views on the 
current situation in Cambodia and probably discuss the 
upcoming General Assembly. 


Q May I have a copy of that? 


A Sure. 


Q You will remember the last time out on this 
subject, when the Secretary was in southeastern Asia this 
summer, it was said that if the countries of the area -- 
namely the ASEAN countries -- requested the United States 
to do more for the non-communist forces -- 


A Uh-huh. 


Q -- in Cambodia, the U.S. would be disposed 
to do so. 

h Uh-huh. 

Cc At that stage, there was no actual request, 


as I recall it -- 


Q -- for the United States to do more, though 
this was something that was being talked about. 

















Q Where does that matter stand now? Has there 
been some increase in what the United States is doing or 
is willing to do to assist the group that is headed by Son 
Sann? 


A Sure. Let me check into that. It's a fair 
point, Don. There's no change in the guidelines we have 


set for aid, but let me take a look at the question of 
quantity or any additional aid. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Israeli 
Government situation today? 


A No -- internal affair of the Israeli 
government, country, nation. 


Q John, let me just come back again to 
Vietnam. Is there still any -- is there any decision yet 
on whether any senior official should meet with Foreign 
Minister Thach at the U.N.? 

f No plans that I'm aware of. 

Q No plans? 

a No. 


-- MORE -- 
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Any guidance on what he was quoted as saying 
yesterday, today? 


A Who? 

Q Thach; Thach. 

A No. 

Q Nothing? 

Q Is there anything new on the Moroccan-Libyan 
treaty? 

A No. 

Q I remember that the last thing you said, 


that it's under study -- 

Uh-huh. 

-- by the U.S. Government. 
Still under study. Sure. 
The study is still going on? 


Still going on. 


oO rr Oo F- OO PY 


John, could I just come back to this? The 
Secretary in his presentation put forth what the U.S 
wanted to do. But I don't see how you could get a reading 
from a high-level of the Vietnamese Government unless you 
actually made some effort to talk to them. 


Is it really your position just to do it at the 
Deputy Assistant Secretary level of Mr. Funseth? 


h I don't know what the process will be. Of 
course, you do have the next -- one next step will be the 
meeting in Geneva, and that provides some opportunity for 
discussion of the situation. 


Q John, a group of U.S. academicians and 
concerned American leaders met yesterday with Mr. 
Pelletreau about the closing of An Najah University in 
Nablus, West Bank, and their spokesman expressed the 
group's disappointment because the United States 
Government will not take a strong stand on this matter 
with the Israeli Government. Do you have any comment on 
their impression? 





A No, I don't. No. 
Yes? 


Q Yesterday, State Department officials 
contacted the family of James Powell and said that they 
were going to need some fingerprint records on him, a 
process wiicn could take several days, since they have to 
get them from the personnel center. 


The Nicaraguans are saying that they already have 
the dental records and all information they need. What is 
the -- can you clarify the situation? 


A I don't what yesterday's -- I'm not aware of 
a phone call yesterday. Certainly, there have been 
earlier discussions with the families about dental records 
and fingerprints, and certainly some records have been 
sent and are in the possession of the Nicaraguans. I'm 
not sure whether there's a problem, whether an additional 
set was needed, or something like that. So I'm not -- I'm 
just simply not aware of this latest phone call. 


Q Well, can you give us any timetable, or 
(inaudible) 


a No, I can't. The situation is unchanged as 
of yesterday. 


Q Have you got any confirmation now of the 
Nicaraguan claim of another American death? 


oom No. NO. 
Q Nothing further from yesterday? 
B Don't know anything about it. 


Q John, there's a newspaper report about the 
Soviets building a new naval and air base at Sao Tome. Do 


you have anything on that? 


Mh Yes. Don't know anything at all about 
that. We have no reports to confirm that. There are -- 
just simply nothing we can offer on it. 


Q Can I try another one, then? There's been 
some charges by Angola that the South Africans are not 
pulling out as they promised. Any guidance on that? 








A No, I don't. 


Q John, a new leader has been elected to the 
Phalangist party in Lebanon. Do you expect the same type 
of relations with the Phalangists in Lebanon to continue 
with the United States Government? 


A I just have no comment for you on that. 


Q John, is the report on Soviet compliance 
with previous SALT agreements and the ABM Treaty going to 
be held up until after the Gromyko -- 


M You're talking about the GAC Report? 
Q Yeah. 
oom Well, no change in the guidance I gave 


yesterday, John, on the mechanics; looking at the 
mechanics of how that is made available, declassified. 


Q Well, is it going to be released prior to 
the Gromyko meeting? 

B Why don't you check the guidance from 
yesterday. 

Q John, do you have any information or 
comments about the -- regarding the reports about the 
Status of the Syrian Vice President Riafat Assad? 

a No. Seen all the same reports you have, 

Q John, a few days ago -- maybe last month -- 


an Israeli official, or semi-official by the name of 
Yisrael Harel, came to the United States to launch a 
campaign of public relations about the importance of the 
West Bank to Israel, Had he met with any U.S. officials 
here? 


B Don't know. Don't know anything about his 
visit. 

Q Can you look into this, please? 

A I'll sec whether we're prepared to provide 


anything on that question. 


Yes, go ahead. 





Q Is Secretary Shultz prepared to discuss any 
Middle East issues with Mr. Gromyko in New York? 


A Well, I don't want to get into the agenda, 
but it seems logical that in their discussion of world 
affairs, the Middle East would certainly come up. 


Q Another question, please? There was a 
report that UNESCO is prepared to consider such amendment 
to its charter. Is the U.S. aware of that? 


Q I think the U.S. iS watching carefully the 
UNESCO situation. And, as I say, Mr. Newell -- Assistant 
Secretary Newell -- is testifying today on that, but I'm 
not aware of any basic changes. In fact, I'm not aware of 
any changes in the U.S. position on withdrawal. 


Q Do you have anything today on Ambassador 
Kirkpatrick's statement that allegations that private 
individuals supporting the anti-Sandinista groups may have 
violated the law “shouldn't be taken seriously?" Was she 
speaking for the Administration when she said that? 


M No, I haven't seen the text of her speech. 


Q On the -- this New Zealand situation, 
bilateral talks have recently concluded here at the State 
Department. Has the United States made any progress in 
convincing New Zealand to change its mind on the nuclear 
ships? 


M I really don't have anything to offer on 
talks that might or might not be going on between the 
United States and New Zealand. 


Q It is possible to get a readout on the talks 
that just ended here? 


B I don't think so. I think that's the kind 
of issue that we would pursue quietly. 


Q John, have you gotten anything at all in the 
last couple of days on the sort of dust-up in Argentina, 
about the U.S. Navy (inaudible)? There was an explosion 
-- U.S. navy pilots were hurt in an explosion -- 


Mh It seems to me there was a little guidance a 
few days ago. 





atte 


MR. ROMBERG: Not on that. 
MR. HUGHES: Not on that. Okay. 


Q Another part of the world. On Poland: Do 
you have anything on either the State Department 
encouraging IMF credits to Poland -- 


‘ No. 


-- or on the President preparing to provide 
extended voluntary departure status to 2,000 Poles? 


A No. No. 


Q John, can I come back to the Ogarkov thing 
for just one more second? Can you tell us whether 
Secretary Shultz made any special note of that article 
today, and made any comment to you about it, regardless of 
whether you'll tell us what he said or not? 


o Well, the answer is no. 

Q He did not, did not remark upon it? 

h (Nodding negatively.) 

Q The CMA group is saying that they are still 
going to be collecting some medical supplies and clothing 
to ship to the contras. Is the State Department going to 


Stick by its previous decision that it will not discourage 
such efforts? 


h If such activities are not illegal. 


Q Do you have anything on this colloquium 


again California? Has Ungo or Zamora applied for a 
visa, j are you -- have you granted it or -- 


y He had not as of a few days ago. I do not 
know whether there's been any change in that situation. 


Q Thank you. 


(The press briefing concluded at 12:30 p.m.) 
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MR. SLADE: Alan, before you start, we need to 
say a few words here, I think. We do have a short-timer 
among us today. He has been wined and dined and, as John 
Goshko says, has given more farewell performances than 
Sarah Bernhardt. But Barrie Dunsmore is on his way to 
London. We're going to miss him. We've had a great 
association. He's been here longer than most of us; and 
when we're in London, we all know where we can stop for a 
drink. 


CORRESPONDENTS: Hear, hear! Hear, hear! 


MR. ROMBERG: Indeed, let me second that from the 
perspective of not only PA and the people who work 
directly with the press, but I think everybody in the 
building who has worked with Barrie over a very long 
period of time. With sorrow and great respect and good 
wishes, I wish you well. 


MR. DUNSMORE: Thank you very much. 


MR. ROMBERG: Also, I want to wish well Peter 
Vajda of Nepszabadsag, who is going back to Budapest on 
reassignment. I was looking around; I don't see him here 
today, but I think this is his -- the end of his tour as 
well. 





Okay. On to housekeeping-type announcements: 


The Department has forwarded to the Congress 
today the required report on the situation in El Salvador 
for the period July 2 to August 31, and copies are 
available in the Press Office. 


Also availablie is the Secretary's address to the 
Miami Chamber of Commerce. The speech will cover “The 
Campaign Against Drugs: the International Dimension.” I 
think that's been available to you from this morning. We 
will be piping that speech here into the briefing room at 
about 1:00. It will be followed by a question-and-answer 
session. 





On Monday, September 17, at 8:30 p.m., the 

Secretary will deliver keynote welcoming remarks at the 
opening ceremony of the International Conference on “Faith 

in Humankind: The Righteous People.” Now that ceremony 

is being held at the Eisenhower Theater at the Kennedy 
Center; and if you plan to cover it, please notify Marcia 

Feldman at the U.S. Holocaust Memorial Council, 724-0779; 
Marcia Feldman, 724-0779. 


Q Do you have a text? 


M Don't know whether there will be a text to 
distribute. 

Q They're welcoming remarks? 

M Welcoming -- keynote welcoming remarks; 
right. 

Q For whom? 

Q Well, is it a speech or is it a -- welcoming 
remarks? 

h I don't recall how extensive they are. 


There may well be a text to provide to you. 
Q What is this welcoming? 


M Well, all right. I will give you -- I have 


some background on the Holocaust Memorial Council. If you 
want, I can make it available afterward instead of reading 
it. 


Q All right. Fine. 
M So, Brian, why don't we do that. 


Okay, that's it for announcements. Happy to take 
questions. 


Q John (sic), the speech in Miami, is that a 
campaign speech or a non-political speech? 


f No, this -- The Secretary's remarks today 


are not a campaign speech. He's been interested in giving 
a speech on narcotics issues, and so this seemed an 


appropriate thing to do. 


Q How much time is set aside for QsA? Would 
you know, Alan, on that? 
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2 I don't have that in my head, Bernie. I'm 
sorry. 


Q What have you got on the postponement of the 
arms control report on Soviet cheating? 


M Well, you're characterizing it as a 
"postponement." In fact, no decision has been taken, as 
that report is still -- the final review of the 
downgrading, and so on, is being processed. 


I can give you something more formal, but the 
fact is that it was addressed at the White House this 
morning, and I don't think there's need to repeat what was 
said over there. 


Q Do you have anything to say on the final 
settlement of the Israeli Government negotiations and the 
likelihood of somebody coming here soon? 


M On the former, we congratulate Prime 
Minister Peres and Deputy Prime Minister Shamir for the 
courageous and difficult decisions that have resulted in 
the formation of the new Israeli Government. 


We are confident that our relationship will 
continue to develop, and we look forward to working with 
the new government of Israel on the full range of issues 
of common concern. 


AS to any visits, there is no visit scheduled at 
this point, so -- 


Q Can we have a copy? 
BR Of the first part, sure. 
Q Would you expect a visit by Peres prior to 


the elections here? 


M I don't know, Bernie. I simply don't know 
whether there would be a visit prior to the election. 


Q Forgetting what you know, is there anything 
under consideration? 


h There is no visit scheduled. There's no 
discussion of a visit. Opviously they're welcome, but 
there's no discussion of a visit at this point. 
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Q Is there any meeting scheduled with Mr. 
Shamir in New York, or something like that? 


A I don't know what the schedule in New York 
calls for. I mean, that would be pretty traditional. But 
in terms of a Washington visit, that's what I took the 
question to mean. 


Q Alan, do you think that the new government 
will have another look at the Reagan initiative; 
especially Peres, when it was announced he didn't reject 
it completely? Do you think -- and, especially now, he 
said in the beginning of his speech that he's urging 
Jordan to join negotiation, and so on. Do you think there 
will be another chance for re-evaluating the Reagan 
initiative again? 


* Well, I don't want to try to speak for the 
Israeli Government. And in terms of his -- the Prime 


Minister's -- statements about Jordan, those statements 
speak for themselves. 


We of course would hope to see progress toward 
peace, and we remain prepared to proceed whenever the 
parties themselves are ready to do so. 


Q Based on the Reagan initiative? 


a Sure, on the whole peace process, yes -- the 
Reagan initiative. 


Q Alan, there's been criticism from the Pvlish 
Government of the United States for not -- refusing to 
lift the sanctions regarding admission of Poland to the 
International Monetary Fund as had earlier been 
projected. Do you have any response to that? 


B Yes. The August 3 White House statement on 
the subject said that, and I quote, “complete and 
reasonable implementation of the amnesty decision will 
create a positive atmosphere that would allow reactivation 
of Poland's application for membership in the 
International Monetary Fund." That's the end of the quote. 


The implementation of that amnesty is currently 
under intensive study. 


Q Why has it taken so long? They point out 
that it's been finished a while ago. 





a Well, we want to check with all the 
available sources before we make a determination. 


Q Would you anticipate that this thing is 
going to be finished in the next day or two, or is this 
one of these diplomatic reviews that is reviewed and 
reviewed and reviewed? What is your guess here? 


f I don't know that I would necessarily 
anticipate something in the next day or two on that, Don, 
but I also would steer you away from the suggestion that 
this is going to be reviewed and reviewed and reviewed. 


Clearly, of course, as implementation moves 
forward, even as you reach stages, that implementation 
will continue to be looked at. But in terms of the 
current intensive study that I mentioned, I can't give you 
a specific timeframe; but it is a serious look at what is 


happening. 


There's been a lot of reports that the 
Administration would be ready to provide Israel with 
another 500 to a billion dollars in economic assistance in 
this -- in the fiscal year that begins in October if 
Israel gets its economic house in order. Is that accurate? 


h Well, I think that we have indicated, 
obviously, that we want to be helpful with the Israeli 
economy but the main ideas are going * have to come from 
them. 


But in terms of the kinds of massive new 
assistance that you're talking about, I'm not aware that 
there's been a proposal to do that, or that that is under 
consideration. 


Q Alan, the Israeli Chief of Staff was 
reportedly in town this week. Has he met with anyone in 
the building concerning an Israeli withdrawal from 
southern Lebanon? 


h I guess you catch me unaweres. I was not 
aware he was in town this week. I don't think I would get 
into the question of the Israeli policy on southern 
Lebanon. I think the various Israeli government figures 
have talked about it, including Mr. Peres before taking 
office, so I'd leave it to them to talk about their plans. 
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Obviously, our hopes and objectives for Lebanon 
include, among the other things that we have continually 
pursued and hoped for, the withdrawal of all foreign 
forces. 


Q Well, could you check into whether he met 
with anyone in the building? 


Ls I can check whether he met anyone in this 


building. I guess I'd ask you check the Pentagon for 
their meetings, and so on. 


Bernie? 


Q Alan, do you have anything on Flora Lewis's 
column that quotes segments of the Syrian general's 
remarks about the United States? 


Bh No, I don't. 


Q Alan, there‘s an item on the FBIS today that 
Moscow Radio saying that Israel has pledged to accept 
American Pershing missiles, nuclear missiles, in an area 


near Haifa to protect the Negev. (Laughter) Do you have 
any comment on that Radio Moscow report? 


h Somebody has a very wild imagination. 
There's absolutely nothing to that. 


Jim? 


Q Do you have something on the Reuters report 
of a massacre in El Salvador at the end of last month, 


involving perhaps several hundred people? 


BM No. I've seen the wire. We have no 
information on that, but, as I say, we're aware of that 
report and we're checking into it. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on tensions 
between India and Pakistan? 


h Yes. There was some attention to this, I 
guess, in the press yesterday; one report on television. 


While we have been concerned in recent weeks by 
suggestions of a temporary cooling in Indo-Pak relations 
-~- for example, cancellation of scheduled nou-aggression 
talks, cease-fire line clashes in Kashmir, public 











recriminations over the handling cf hijackers and 
allegations of meddling in each other's affairs -- we do 
not believe -- 


Qo That's all? 


* -- we do not believe that conflict between 
the two countries, as reported by the press, was or is 
imminent. 


--MORE-- 








Q Well, have you any reports that some general 
has advised, or some group of military people has advised, 


Mrs. Gandhi to bomb the nuclear facility in Pakistan? 


A Without trying to lead you one way or 
another on that, Don, that would either involve diplomatic 
Or intelligence reporting, and I wouldn't get into that. 
But I refer you to the judgment that we do not believe 
that an attack was or is imminent. 


Q Alan, the United States got an offer today 
from Tasmania to move facilities from New Zealand, the 
Christchurch facility, to Tasmania if New Zealand didn't 
want them. 


ro Uh-huh. 
Q Do you have any response to that? 


2 Yes. Our Embassy in Canberra has received a 
letter from Tasmania Premier Gray, addressed to Ambassador 
Nesen, aS indicated by that press report. The Ambassador 
is presently in the United States and has not had 
opportunity to respond to the letter. 


While we appreciate the spirit of the letter, it 
would be inappropriate to comment directly on its 
Substance. On the general topic, however, we're pleased 
with our present facilities at Christchurch. We have not 
received any official New Zealand request that we relocate 
those facilities, and the U.S. iS not considering such a 
move, 


Can we have a copy of that, please? 


Q 

fh Sure. 
Q Thank you. 
Q 


Do you have anything about Vietnamese 
readiness to discuss a peaceful settlement of the 
Kapuchean issue? 


y yes. I think we had something that we may 
have made available earlier on that. Let me read you what 
I have. This refers, I think, to Vietnamese Foreign 
Minister Thach's statement in Hanoi: 


Vietnamese willingness to negotiate a genuine 
political settlement in Cambodia based on the withdrawal 








of Vietnamese forces and internationally supervised free 
elections would be a welcome development. ASEAN has 
regularly stated that it is prepared to negotiate a 
settlement based on these points, which are supported by 
the great majority of the world's nations. We will be 
consulting closely with the ASEAN governments and others 
interested in the Cambodian problem in the coming weeks. 


The United States of course welcomes Mr. Thach's 
Statement that Vietnam will continue its efforts to work 
with the United States to resolve the cases of 
Americans missing from the war in Indochina. This 
reaffirms promises made by the Vietnamese Government last 
February during Assistant Secretary of Defense Armitage's 
visit to Hanoi. 


Q On that point, you start out by saying that 
their willingness to withdraw based on negotiations would 
be welcome, but are you interpreting the statements made 
by the Foreign Minister as meaning they are willing to 
Withdraw based on this negotiated settlement? 


a Well, I'm not prepared to give you an 
interpretation beyond what I've just -- 


Q Why do you start off by saying this? 


ia Because there was a statement that was 
reported in the press by the Foreign Minister which 
Suggested that they would negotiate unconditionally for a 
settlement in Cambodia. So this is our reaction to that. 


Q Would you confirm the report of the Kyodo 
reporter that the Vietnamese Foreign Minister's remarks 
are true or -- ? 


M No, I can't confirm beyond the report. 

Q Can I just follow that question because -- 

fA I'll come back to you in one second. Go 
ahead, Bernie. 

Q Can we have a copy of that, Alan? 

is yes. 


Bernie, go ahead, and then I'll come -- 
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Q -- because that Kyodo report said, as it 
appeared in FBIS at least, that he said he was willing 
unconditionally to discuss a settlement on the basis 
equally of the ASEAN proposals and the three Indochina 
States’ proposals, which don't -- you know, which kind of 
cancelled out each other in the past. I don't -- 


A Well, I can't predict for you -- 
Q I mean this shows -- 


A -- where this would lead, but I can only 
give you our reaction to his statement at this point. 


Q But you chose to emphasize the possibility 
of his talking on the ASEAN proposals, as distinct from 
the three Indochina states’ proposals. 


A I chose to give you our reaction to his 
Statement and our expressed -- and our views on that. 
Q Do you have any comment on the South Korean 


Government's decision to accept (the) North Korean offer 
of aid for the flood victims in South Korea? 


a Yes. We consider this a positive response 
which demonstrates the Scuth's continuing commitment to 
reducing tensions on the Korean Peninsula. 


Q What about, to follow that up, any reaction 
to the Japanese suggestion that both Koreas be made full 
members of the U.N.? 


A I think that was a position that South Korea 
proposed as well. I think that's been a standing 
position, and I don't think we have had any quarrel with 
that, have supported it. 


If I'm wrong on that, I'll come back and tell you 
-- quickly! (Laughter) 


Q Going back on Vietnam for a sec, do you have 
any response to the words of this Vietnamese Embassy 
spokeperson in Bangkok about the reeducation camp 
political prisoner issue? 


yh Well, we've seen reports of the remarks on 
the subject by a Vietnamese official in Bangkok, but I 
really don't want to comment until we've had a more 
authoritative or official Vietnamese statement. 


Ca) 
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But as the Secretary said on Tuesday, the success 
of the initiatives will require the good will and 
cooperation of the Vietnamese Government, and we very much 
hope that such cooperation will be forthcoming. 


Q Alan, do you have anything further to report 
on the status of the two Americans in Nicaragua, the 
bodies? Any change in that? 


h No. The process continues. Some 
information used for identification purposes has been 
received by our Embassy and passed to the Nicaraguan 
officials. Other information, I gather, is still on its 
way -- in the mails, literally -- and so there really is 
no progress to report; but that effort, obviously, goes 
forward. 


Q Anything yet on the confirmation or denial 
of the claim of a third American? 

aa No, I don't have anything specific on that. 
I believe -- and would ask you to check because I believe 
it's on the public record -- that the Nicaraguans 


themselves have said that they don't have any further 
information beyond what this one prisoner has said to 
them. But they haven't found any body or anything of that 
sort, so obviously that presents considerable 
difficulties. 


Q Alan, on the Gulf, in the last four days it 
appeared that Iraq is escalating its attack and its seige 
of Kharg Island. I mean, do you have any comment now 
after, you know, four days of reports about that? 


A Well, there have been reports of, I guess, 
greater activity than there had been in the preceding 
couple of weeks. Our basic position on that remains 
unchanged, that we would like to see -- and a lot of other 
people would like to see -- a negotiated settlement which 
respects the territorial integrity and independence, 
sovereignty of those two countries. 


Q Alan, could you -- 
Q Does the State Department produce or 


Gistribute some sort of newsletter called “The Wireless 
News" to Embassy personnel abroad? 


Prue! FF 
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7 I think you're referring to a USIA product. 
Jim? 
Q Do you -- 


Q Can I follow up along those lines? 


Do you have any response to charges made by 
representatives of the Schiller Institute in Bonn, West 
Germany, two days ago that the U.S. Embassy in Bonn, the 
State Department, and other officials of the United States 
Government, including Fred Ikle and Richard Perle, have 
been involved in a campaign of harassment against attempts 
to build a conference in Weisbaden scheduled for next week 
involving U.S. and European participation to support the 
Western alliance? 


A No, but I think that since you've mentioned 
a couple of Defense Department officials, your question 
really should be addressed there or to the Embassy, if you 
think that -- 


Q I'll ask them about their officials, but I'm 
asking you about State Department officials in the U.S. 
Embassy. 


Mh I'm not aware. You can ask the Embassy; I'm 
just not aware of it. 


Jim? 


Do you have anything on South Africa, either 
the shutting down of protest meetings or the temporary 


asylum in the British Embassy? 


f Don't have anything on the latter. On the 
former, I think we've had a fair amount to say over the 
last week or so, basically, and refer you back to what we 
said. I don't have anything new to say today on -- 


Q O.K. Also, do you happen to have anything 
on Indonesia and on the unrest there? 


M No, I don't. There was what was essentially 
sort of a sitrep yesterday that was available, but it 
really didn't offer you any policy views. 


Alfonso? 
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Q Just going back to Nicaragua and two other 
update questions: Ore is, is there anything new on the 
Cubans reported killed there? Do you have any new 
information? 


7 No, and I -- you keep on asking the 
question. I don't anticipate that we will have anything 
further on that, so I think you could cease and desist 
from that line of inquiry. (Laughter) 


Q The other one is, also on Nicaragua, whether 


the U.S. has replied to the Nicaraguan notes on the 
Americans, and whether you can tell us what they said. 


f I don't think I;m going to get into the 
question of response on the notes. The facts have, to the 
extent that we know them at this point, have clearly been 
made public -- specifically, a very flat denial that there 
was any U.S. Government involvement in that operation, and 
we have made known some information regarding previous 
contacts by CMA with U.S. Embassies in E)] Salvador and 
Honduras. We're still looking into the details to make 
sure we haven't missed anything. But I think we've made 
it very clear that the U.S. Government was not involved in 
that operation, so -- But I don't intend to get into the 
question of providing information on diplomatic responses. 


Q Alan, Richard Burt is quoted in the 
Washington Times as saying that in his view, one of the 
major issues facing NATO nations over the next year is 
that Europe should follow suit and have an economic 
recovery modeled on that of the United States. 





I would like you to explain -- and you might want 
to check with Mr. Burt and look into it -- is that, given 
that the U.S. recovery has been supported by capital 
inflows from Europe and Latin America and that there would 
be no recovery without that capital flight from Europe, 
how does he propose that this can happen? 


M Well, I don't think we're going to ¢*i to 
a great deal of exegesis on a published interview, ‘u- I 
will pass your interest along. 

Anything else? 

Q Thank you. 


A You're welcome, 


(The press briefing concluded at 1:38 P.M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #168 


MONDAY. SEPTEMBER 17, 1984, 12:22 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. Wo announcements. 
Q That's it? 
A That's it. 


Q O.K. Tell us about the seamen who are being 
detain by the Soviets, please? 


A The seamen. Well, our Embassy talked with 
the captain of that ship today. The Embassy in Moscow was 
in phone contact with the captain of the detained crew. 
The skipper said that the five Americans are safe and 
well. Accorcding to the Soviet Government, the five are 
being held at a hotel in Ureliki on the Bay of Providence 
because of what the Soviets see as a violation of Soviet 
teccitocial waters, which occurred on September 12 -- 
that's the Soviet version. 


Q You don't agree it was a violation, or what? 


A Well, until, I think -- until we can have a 
longec discussion with the captain, it's not definite -- 
we'ce just not in a position to make a judgment. 


Q And is there any doubt in your mind that 
they will be released soon? 


A Well, we certainly see no ceason for thea 
not to be released. We are hoping that that release will 
take place soon. And as I say, we see no reason why they 
should not be released. 


Q What is the delay due to? 


A In faicness, I have to say that it is fairly 
fac-flung tercitory out there -- that is one problem; but 
on the other hand, we see no ceason for this to take such 
longer. 











) Has the dispute over the terrcitorcial waters 
been dealt with at the diplomatic level at all? 


A On this pacticular -- ? 
Q On this particular incident? 


A I'm mot aware of it at the moment. Ralph. I 
think what we need to do is get some gore facts from the 
crew. 


Q So, basically. the situation is, the Soviets 
have claimed a violation, the U.S. has not said there 
isn't one -- 


A Well, I think -- 


Q -- but said, we want to see the guys 
celeased and then we'll talk to you about it? 


A I think it's very difficult for the United 
States to be in a position to say whether a barge was or 
was not inside tercitorcial waters. I think we have to 
wait and talk to the crew about that. 


Q What was the crew doing? 


A 1 think they were delivering water and 
supplies, I think, to cemote Alaskan ports. 


Q Is thece any way you could characterize the 
Soviet handling of this matter? 


A Well. I think, basically, where we stand is 
that we'ce looking into the way the Soviets have handled 
it. It has been a little tardy. in ouc view, and so we're 
looking at the way they have notified us and the manner in 
which they have given us access, which is by phone -- to 
see how that lines up with the appropriate USSR consular 
treaty that we have in effect. 


Q But you'rce not, John, at this point accusing 
the Soviets of a provocation? 


A No, we're not accusing the Soviets of a 
provocation. 


Q Where does the captain say he was, John? 








A 1 don't know that that is clear in the 
cather brief phone call that we had with hia today. iI 
think, basically. the intent was to establish that the 
crew was safe and that they were in good condition. That 
was the prime purpose of the phone call. Wow. we will 
continue to work with the Soviets for theic release. 


Q John, how many days had they been held 
before this phone call was cleared? 


A Well. the violation, according to the 
Soviets, took place on September 12, which would have been 
Wednesday. We were first notified by the Soviets on 
September 14, which was Friday, so presumably sometime 
between 12 September and 14 September, but I suspect 
closer to September 12. I suspect that celatively soon 
after the violation occurred they were picked up. 


Q And this is your ficst contact with thea? 

A September 14, Friday. was our ficst contact 
with the Soviets; today is our first contact with the 
Amecicans. 

Q That's what I mean. 

A Yes. 


Q Was there a problem getting through earlier, 
in othec words? 


A Yes. 
Q There was a problem getting -- 
A Yes. 
QO 


The Russians had said no on phone calls, was 
that it? 


A What the Russians said, what the Soviets 
said, basically. was that they were working on that 
question of access by phone, and it came through today. 


Q Is there any question, John, of what sight 
happen to theic vessel after this is all over? 


A Not aware of any question about that. 








Q Do you know whether the boat strayed -- do 
you know whether the boat strayed off-course or whether it 
capsized, as a Soviet broadcast suggested? 


A Haven't heacd the capsized report. 


Q The Soviets said in one of theic broadcasts 
that they “cescued" the crew. 


A Yes. Can't help you any fuctherc on that. 


Q Can you say whether there were any U.S. 
Government employees on the boat? 


A U.S. Government employees? 
Q Yes. 

A No, mot that we're aware of. 
Q 


John, do you have any indication at all of 
when they will be celeased? 


A Well, working on it; hope it will be soon. 


Q Any kind of intelligence mission on the part 
of the U.S.? 


A (Laughtec) Well, (a) we'd have to go 
through the normal business of saying that if you'rce going 
to ask questions about intelligence matters, we can't 
discuss that; but what I've just said is not in any way 
intended to suggest that the barge was. Quite the 
contrary. 


Q John, has this any impact at all on the 
cuccent negotiations on the consular, new consular 
agreement? 


A I‘@ not aware of any impact. I's sure -- as 
I say. we'ce looking into the manner in which they 
notified us -- there was a two day delay there and a 
fucthec two days before we had access; but as I say. we 
also have to cecognize that it is pretty far-flung 
teccitory up there, so I would say at this stage, we're 
simply looking into the way this is being handled without 
making a judgment. 


Q John, anything fucthec you'd like to say 
about the fact that Mr. Mondale will meet with Mr. 
Grouyko? And 








secondly. is there any plan for any liaison so that the 
positions that Mr. Shultz takes in the meeting are not 
contcadicted by Mr. Mondale the next day and by the 
President the following day? 


A Well, I don't know that Mr. Mondale‘s office 
has had any contact yet with the State Departement. iI 
think cather not. But as the President has said. there's 
no problea insofac as the government is concerned about 
this meeting between Mr. Mondale and Mr. Groayko. 


Q Do you expect contact? Are you offering 
briefings to Mr. Mondale? 


A I don't know that we have offered anything. 
I‘a just not aware of any contact at this stage. 


Q Well. do you think it would be a good idea 
if there were some coordination prior to the seeting? 


A I don't have a thought on that today. John. 


Q You have no ceaction, John, to this perhaps 
being. I think being the first time Mr. Gromyko,. in his 
many years of coming to the United States, has met with a 
Presidential candidate as opposed to -- 


A Well, mo ceaction beyond the President's 
that he has no problem with it. 


Q Do you have any ceaction, John, to the 
French and Libyan withdrawal from Chad? 


A Well, « ‘ould say is that the United 
States Government fa. ; peaceful solution to the 
Chadian conflict which pi serves that country's 
terccitocial integrity and sovereignty and ends Libyan 
aggression against it. We've seen the press ceports that 
France and Libya have agreed to a sgutual troop withdrawal 
and we'ce in contact with the French and Chadian 
Governments on this issue. 


Q Would you rcelate that announcement of a 
withdcawal to the rcecent treaty of union Letween Morocco 
and Libya? 


A I think not at this stage. I think it's a 
little premature to be making that kind of Link. 





Q John, some of us want to get to this 
luncheon, so I‘d like a filing break, please? 


A O.K. Filing break. fine. As a matter of 
fact. you can wrap it up. if you like. 


Q John, coming back for just a second to the 
Mondale-Gromyko meeting. when another Presidential 
candidate at one point suggested a trip to the Soviet 
Union to deal with certain negotiations, there was a fair 
amount of comment on that from the Adsinistration. 


Do you have any comment on the principle of a 
Presidential candidate engaging in this type of high-level 
meeting with the Soviet Union? 


A Well, I'm not quite sure what you mean by 
youc question. I think Mr. Mondale has made it clear in 
what he has said that he cecognizes Presidential authority 
in the area of foreign policy. and is not seeking in any 
way to dilute that celationship. 


I think what you may be ceferring to is 
hesitation that we have had in the past about a variety of 
people attempting to get into negotiations with a foreign 
power. which, clearly. is the preserve of the President. 


Q New subject? 


A Suce. 











Q What can you tell us about the Indian 
Foreign Minister's visit here today? 


A Mot very auch. I think he's seeing Mr. 
Ace@acost. I don't know auch beyond that. 


Q The subject, or, (inaudible) expect it to be 


A I don't know whether it's a visit that's 
been arcanged for sometime or not. Just don't -- can't 
enlighten you on that. 


Q John, can you tell us why Mr. Dobrynin was 
in the building this sorning? 


A He's back from his summer vacation. I think 
this is the first time he's seen the Secretary since he's 
back; a pact of the on-going series of meetings between 
Mc. Dobrynin and the Secretary. 


A Wot celated to the fishercmen's incident 
specifically. oc do you think that aight have -- 


A Il ceally don't have any ceadout on the 
agenda. 


A John, according to some ceports the israeli 
Cabinet will be asking for $1 billion of extrca economic 
aid to assist Iscael in its economic situation, and they 
ceduced theic budget, according to reports. $1 billion. 
Do you have any coarent on that? 


A No, other than the obvious one. that we 
obviously have supported the Government of Israel in its 
bid to come to grips with its economic problems. 


Q Is -- to follow this, when will Prime 
Minister Shimon Peres be coming to Washington to meet with 


the -- ? 
A I think dates are being worked out. 
Q They've been announced. 
A Have been announced? Is already announced? 
Q 6th of October. 
» Okay. then you'ce ahead of me; ahead of me. 
Okay. 








Q John? Shall I begin? 

A Uh-huh. 

Q Can you tell us anything about when the 
consultations with the French took place with respect to 
this? 

A Afterc the press announcement. 


Q Were there consultations prior to that as 
well? 


A No. 
Q None at all? 


A I mean, are you -- if your question is, “Did 
the French inforcm us of this in advance," the answer is no. 


Q They did not? 

A They did not. 

Q So did it come as a surprise to you? 

A I think we were unaware that it was coming. 
Q 


Was it on -- in terms of -- you were 
unaware? Is that correct? I didn't hear you exactly. 


A Uh-huh. 


Q Was it as much of -- would you qualify it in 
the same kind of “surcprise" category as the 
Libyan-Moroccan agreement? 


A We tend to avoid qualifying the degree of 
our surprise about international events. (Laughter) 


Q All cight. 


Q John, if the press ceports are true, is this 
a welcome development? 


A Well, if it leads to the kind of withdrawal 
that we have suggested, which obviously would insure the 
territorial integrity of Chad, yes, that would be a 
welcome development. 





Q Are you still studying the document? 
A Still considering the implications of that -- 


Q This is very hard to understand the 
document. (Laughter) 


A It's not hard to understand it. We've had a 
good relationship with Morocco, but nevertheless we 
continue to look at the implications of what it is doing. 


Q John, have the French indicated whether the 
Libyans are going to withdraw from Chad, from the Aouzou 
Stcip which is disputed up in the north, or are they going 
to stay? 


A We, at the, moment, I think -- I think Mr. 
Cheysson has sent a message to the Secretary, but I think 
at the moment we're working from the same kind of 
information basically as you are. 

I'm sorry, Bill, 1 didn't get back to you. 

Q He asked it. 

A You got it taken care of? Okay. 


Q John, on the minesweeping operation in the 
Red Sea, do you have any comment either on the ceports of 
the mines that were found by the British and the French or 


on U.S. departure plans or scheduling of U.S. -- ? 
A Nothing on the -- I guess there are two 
mines, one of which was exploded, and the other -- the 


second one of which is now apparently being looked at. 


As far as the United States is concerned, the 
United States came to the Gulf of Suez at the request of 
the Government of Egypt, which assigned the United States 
a specific area in which to hunt for gsines. The various 
countries contributing to the mine-clearing effort have 
reached understandings with the Egyptian Government that 
they will cemain only as long as it takes for each to 
search its designated area. 


The U.S. forces have now thoroughly searched the 
area assigned to the United States. Wo mines have been 
discovered, and all ceasonable steps have been taken to 
insure that no danger cremains to international shipping 
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from from explosives in that area. 


U.S. forces are now approaching the conclusion of 
theic work, and we'ce consulting with the Egyptian 
Government on the timing of our cedeployraent. The precise 
dates of redeployment depend on the outcome of those 
consultations. 


Q Copy. please? 
A Sure. 


Q Do you expect that to be -- those 
negotiations to be prolonged, protracted or just -- ? 


A No, don't expect those negotiations to be 
prolonged. 


Q John, do you have anything on these lawyers 
who want to go to Cuba? 


A Not a great deal, George. I think, 
basically, we are going to cefer you to Treasury on that. 
But in today's issue of the New York Times there is a 
letter from Assistant Treasury Secretary Walker which 
responds to the points that have been raised, and which 
reiterates that the U.S. is not attempting to prevent 
travel to visit close relatives, and by jourcnalists, 
government officials, and persons engaged in professional 
research oc similar activities. 


As the letterc notes, we're concerned that the 
authorized categories not be distorted by travel agencies, 
such as Marazui. 


The 1982 decision to bar tourists and business 
travel was to deny hard curccency to Castro's Cuba, and 
that policy is not changed. But for any specifics, I 
guess talk to Treasury. 


Q John, just to be sure I didn't miss anything 
there on the minesweeping thing, you did not have any 
comment on the mine that was found, exploded, and then 
apparently announced that it was a Soviet-made mine? 

A No, I don't -- 

Q No comment on either one of those? 


A That was discovered by another nation, as 


~® 
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you know. 


Q Do you have any cesponse to Sergio Ramirez‘ 
op-ed piece in the Post today? 


A No. 


Q Do you have anything on the allegations that 
appeared in the Post over the weekend about the supply of 
these planes? 


A No. Wothing that -- not obviously going to 
get into allegations involving intelligence matters. But 
having said that, nothing that has been said or has 
emerged changes the United States' confidence that the 
United States Government was not involved in that 
pacticular operation that we're speaking of, into 
Nicaragua. 


Q And do you have anything at all on the 
acticle that appeared by Ed Cody today in the Post on 
Duacte's control over the military? 


A No. 


Q Anything on the comments by the Nicaraguaa 
Defense Minister about the future plans for Punta Huete? 


A Yes. The Secretary has had something to say 
about that in the past. And basically what I'll do is 
reiterate what he said, and as a number of other 
high-level Administration (official)s have also said, that 
the addition of advanced combat aircraft to the 
Sandinistas' military arsenal would be a serious 
development which would alter the balance of power ina the 
cegion. It would increase the threat that Nicaragua poses 
to its neighbors. 


As we have indicated before, the Sandinistas are 
well aware of our position. 


Q John, last night on "60 Minutes," there was 
a ceport on the F-20 fighter -- the Tiger Shark -- and 
among other ceports in the documentary, or the rceport, 
they said something that the United Arab Emirates and 
Qatac and some other Gulf States requested to buy 
top-of-the-line planes from the United States, like for 
instance Oman which requested and received F-1l6s, and the 
United States cefused. 


A Uh-huh. 


\- 9369 
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Q As a result of this, they went and they 
bought Russian -- they bought French and other jets -- the 
2,000, I think, the top-of-the-line French jet. What do 
you comment on such reports, especially that the State 
Department, Mr. Schneider, was involved in gmaking some 
statements about the marketing of the F-20, the Tiger 
Shack, that this is not made available to other countries 
who wanted this plane? Can you look into this report? 


A Well. no, I ceally don't have any comment 
about that except in a general sense; that obviously the 
experts in the Administcation, and particularly in the 
Pentagon, look at such requests in the light of 
requirements and needs of a particular country. and 
obviously make judgments on that basis. But I'm not 
commenting on this particular request. I'm just giving 
you a kind of general view of how that process goes 
tocward. 


Q My understanding from the report, and some 
defense newsletter, commentator or editor said that by the 
United States refusing to sell these countries the 
top-of-the-line, they are really undermining these 
countcies and possibly putting them in a cather negative 
perspective about handling technology, or advanced 
technology. 


A Well, the F-16 is a very powerful airccraft 
which has offensive and defensive capability. And, as I 
say. I think, in general, the particular and specific 
needs of a country are something that is taken into effect 
when that judgment is made on supplying weaponry. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:40 p.m.) 
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TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 18, 1984, 12:06 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, all. I have one 
brief announcement and that is that available in the Press 
Office is the prepared statement by Assistant Secretary 
Wolfowitz before the Senate Committee on Foreign 
Relations, Subcommittee on East Asian and Pacific 
Affairs. The testimony was on the Philippines. 


That's all I have. 


Q O.K. John, why don't you bring us up to 
Gate on these seamen and their release? 


B Well, the Soviets have informed us that they 
are going to release the five American seamen. We, in a 
telephone call from Moscow to the seamen today, told them 
that so they themselves, the seamen, are now aware of 
that. 


What we have agreed to is a transfer in 
international waters somewhere off Ureliki, which is the 
location where the seamen are being held. That will take 
place on our side by means of a U.S. Coast Guard cutter. 
We will use a cutter that is presently at sea in the 
Bering Straits. We understand she is about 24 hours’ 
steaming from the location, or the planned location, for 
the transfer, so that exchange will take place in the next 
one-to-two days. 


She is within 24 hours’ steaming distance, but we 
don't quite know what the light conditions will be when 
she arrives and what exchanges will have to take place 
between the Soviets and ourselves. But at any rate, the 
five Americans will be transferred by the Soviets at sea 
to the cutter, and we understand that their vessel will be 
returned at the same time. 


We do not know whether they have signed any 
statements of any kind. We probably will not know that, I 
think, until they're back on Americen territory. 





Q In a telephone conversation, apparently the 
captain said that they had been asked to sign a statement 
saying that they had in fact violated Soviet territorial 
waters, but they refused to sign it. Do you know if 
that's true? 


BR I think -- that is correct, that is what he 
said, and I'm not leading you in any direction. That may 
well still be the case. It's just that we're not able to 
tell you whether they signed anything or not. I think at 
one stage, the captain offered to -- and maybe did -- 
write his own account of what transpired and offered that 
to the Soviets which was refused. And during the course 
of their detention, the Soviets asked them to sign a 
statement apparently indicating that they consciously 
Sailed into Soviet territorial waters, which, so far as we 
know up to now, they have refused to sign. But as I say, 
one won't be able to put that to them until they are back. 
(inaudible) 


Q And have you been able to determine if the 
Soviets lived up to the terms of the consular treaty? 


BM Well, we protested formally to the Soviets 
yesterday in Moscow about their handling of the situation, 
about the limited access to the American citizens and the 
fact that, as we understand it, the seamen were asked to 
Sign this statement that they consciously sailed into 
Soviet territorial waters. 


We have protested to the Soviets. The Secretary 
raised this in his meeting with Ambassador Dobrynin 
yesterday also. 


Q John, can I ask you in that connection, the 
cutter is already in the area. Will any non-Coast Guard 
personnel be aboard? Will there be a U.S. diplomat aboard 
the cutter to deal with the exchanges? 


h I don't think so. No, I don't think so, 
Ralph. At one stage, it was thought that an American 
official of some kind, maybe a civil official might need 
to be there, but that apparently is not the case. The 
Russians are satisfied that the Coast Guard commander is 
the appropriate official to whom the men should be handed 
over. 


Q Have the Russians responded to the U.S. 
protest at all? 





B Sorry? 


Q Have the Soviets responded to the U.S. 
protest? 


x Not that I am aware of, Ralph. 


Q John, who is the commander anc what is the 
name of the cut*er? 


B I did ask for that just a few minut:es ago, 
and we were unable to get that, but I'm sure that we will, 
or the Coast Guard will, during the course of the day. 


Q Why does it have -- 


Q Is the destination known? 


h Well, the destination -- it's in 
international waters. 


Q No, I mean once the liaison is made between 
the Soviets and the Americans and they steam back, where 
Go they steam back to? 


B Well, I also asked that question, 
anticipating your question, and that also is not clear. I 
guess it depends on the inclination of the Americans, of 
the five Americans. It is said to be entirely possible 
that if they are in good shape, the Coast Guard might 


provide their own boat with the provisions it needs, if it 
needs provisions and fuel, or whatever, to continue on 


their assignment. But I think that won't be clear, and 
that's clearly their call. 


Q Why the cutter -- in fact, why don't they 
just go out on their own boat? 


h I think it is the intention of the Soviets 
to hand the five Americans over to some kind of official 


American presence. 


-- MORE -- 





Q Have you had an explanation from them, John, 
about how they did happen to sail into Soviet waters? 


a The five Americans? I do not think that we 
have had a very detailed explanation. I think that what 
chey have indicated is that they were unsure of their 
position; that they saw a vessel in the vicinity; that 
they sailed towards it to try to get a fix on their 
position; and the vessel to which they sailed turned out 
to be a Soviet warship. (Laughter) 


Q Do you know if weather conditions were bad? 

B I don’t know. 

Q What was the point of sailing toward the 
vessel? 

f I think they were a little -- it's very 


difficult terrain, if that’s the right way to describe 
water, and apparently they were a little unsure of their 
position, saw a ship, sought directions, and instead of 
getting directions were arrested. 


Q John, just to be clear, I take it from 
everything you're saying that there's no dispute between 
the U.S. and the Soviet Union on the question of whether 
or not they were in international waters. The dispute is 
over the handling of the Americans and the handling of 
getting the information, and so on? 


M Well, I think the honest answer is we don't 
-- I don't think we can give you a view yet as to whether 
they did in fact sail into Soviet territory. It is 
entirely possible they did; but if they did, and we're not 
-- aS I say, we're not in a position to say yea or nay on 
that. But even if they did, clearly their voyage was an 
innocent one, and that should have been apparent to the 
Soviets fairly soon. 


Q New topic? Are we finished? 


h I don't know whether I have exhausted your 
curiosity on this. 


Q John, why do you think the Soviets are 
trying to get them to sign a statement saying that they 
purposefully strayed across the line? 


K I don't know. 











Q John, are there legal ramifications to an 
American citizen signing such a statement and later 
disavowing it? Is there still a legal penalty? 





A I can‘t answer that. That's a good 
question, but it's one I'm afraid I can't answer. 


Q John, you're saying the seamen's ship will 
be returned promptly, or do you have any idea as to how 
long? 


a As we understand it, the ship will be 
returned at the time of the handover. Now, how it will 
get out there, I don't know. Whether it will be towed or 
whether it will be sailed, I can't answer that. 


Q you're talking about a release on Wednesday 
or Thursday, is that right? 


om Well, we're talking about a release sometime 
after that Coast Guard cutter arrives. And as we 
understand it, she's about 24 hours away steaming time. 
Now, I assume that if there's instant communication, if 
the visibility is good, if the seas are calm, handover 
could take place right away. But given the weather and 
the sea, and so forth and so on, and communications 
between the Soviets and ourselves, I guess we would need 
to be cautious and say sometime after 24 hours, perhaps 
within the next two days. 


Q Can you be more specific on location exactly 
of the handover? 


a I can't at this stage because I don't have 
that, but I think it is -- it will be in territorial 
waters fairly close to the point at which they're being 
held. 


Q Territorial? 


A In other words, they apparently are not 


going to -- in international waters. Sorry. In other 
words, they're not going to sail out very far from where 


they're presently being held. 


Q Where is the cutter based? 


yh There are, I think, two conflicting reports 
about that. One is that she was based in -- registered in 








Juneau, and the other one, that she was registered in 
Homer, Alaska, and I can't -- 


Q Has her crew been augmented by any 
additional personnel involving this handover, any 
specialists, anyone involved in such matters? 


x The crew of the Coast Guard cutter? 
Q Yeah. 


om I don't think so. The Coast Guard, I'm 
sure, can answer that, but I don't think so because this 
particular ship apparently is at sea. I mean, she was at 
sea before there was any knowledge of this assignment. 


Q Will the Americans be debriefed either on 
the Coast Guard cutter or on shore by the U.S. Government? 


a I can't answer that because it's a little 
premature. We don't know what their own plans are. As I 
say, it is just possible that they may take on whatever 
they need and go about their business, and it'll be 
sometime before they get back to land. 


Q Aren't you interested in debriefing them? 


A Well, I think we're interested but I also 
think that the main emphasis has been on getting them back 
and insuring their safety, and we'll come to the question 
of talking to them about their experiences later. 


Q Did this incident take place in those -- in 
that part of the Bering Straits which is now under 
discussion between the Soviet Union and the United States? 


h That I cannot answer, Jim. I'm not sure. 
In fact, I'm not sure we even know where it took place of 
our knowledge. 


Q How does it stand now, John, do you know? 
The Bering Strait talks? 


a I con't. Do you know where those 
negotiations on the boundary that Mr. Kozak has been 
involved in? (Question directed to the staff.) 


No, I don't. 


Q John, the question on the debriefing was 
really intended to determine whether the U.S. Government 





is interested in pursuing the question of whetner this was 
in international waters or not, or whether basically your 
intention is to just get them back, let them go back to 
their work, and let the whole thing go away? 


os Oh, I'm sure the government will be 
interested in their story and their experiences, and what 
kind of treatment they were given. There are a number of 
questions, I think, already. The captain did several 
times request permission to telephone the United States 
Embassy. 


As far as we understand, that permission was 
Genied, and certainly there were no incoming calls, so 
that’s one question that certainly we will be interested 


in. 


Q Can you tell us anything more about the 
telephone call that occurred today in which you -- was 
that from Washington or from Moscow, or -- ? 


h No, that was from Moscow to the place of 
detention. 
Q Can you tell us anything more about what the 


captain said? 


a I really can't. We just have a fragmentary 
report at this stage. 


Q Is there anything unusual, John, about the 
position or the activities of the Soviet ship, Soviet 
warship, that might have contributed to the curiosity of 
this -- ? 


nM I'm not aware that anybody suggested that. 
I’m not aware that anybody has suggested anything along 
those lines. 


Q Were they sailing in the direction of the 
Soviet ship, to do what? 


A Well, I think they were uncertain of their 
position in this area, and they saw a ship which they 
thought might be able to be helpful in directing them to 


wherever they were going and locating their position 
exactly. And, aS I say, it turned out to be a Soviet 


naval ship. 


Q Did they communicate by radio (inaudible)? 





o That, I don't know. We haven't had much 
talk with them. One of the phone calls that we had was 
interrupted, and I do not think that either of the other 
phone calls were very lengthy. 


Q Interrupted by whom? 


One doesn't know, Bernie. 


Ps 
Q So a total of three phone calls -- 
p Three phone calls. 

Q 


-- one interrupted and two were completed? 


B Well, I assume the other two were completed 
but the other two were, as I understand it, not lengthy. 

Q Okay. And one of those was yesterday when 
MOSCOW -- 

o Two of them were yesterday and one was today. 


Q Were all the subjects of the agenda for the 
Shultz-Gromyko meeting discussed yesterday with Dobrynin? 


os I don't have any readout on the Secretary's 
session. I'm sorry. 


Q Can you tell from this whether this sort of 
thing happens very often, and this one time it became an 
incident? 


B I don't know that <-- I'm not aware of -- I 
mean, I just don't have facts and data on whether this 
happens frequently in that area. 


Q New subject, John? 
aK Sure. 


Q Today is the 18th of September when the 
Vienna talks were supposed to take place. Have you got 
anything on their not taking place? 


a Yes. The United States regrets that despite 
our acceptance without any preconditions of the Soviet 
proposal for talks, the meeting in Vienna is not taking 
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place. As we told the Soviets, we are prepared to have 
serious discussions on outer space arms control, to listen 


to their proposals and to discuss our own ideas. 


At the same time, we are not willing to agree to 
preconditions in order to have a meeting. While we've 
said that we would be prepared to consider what specific 
mutual restraints would be appropriate, we could not agree 
to that as a condition for having a meeting. Nor would we 
agree to prejudge the outcome of any talks before they 
have even begun. 


We now look to the future. We seek to meet with 
the Soviet Government to discuss questions of mutual, 
vital concern such as reducing nuclear arsenals in a 
balanced and verifiable manner, and we are prepared to 
talk about space arms control as well. We welcome any 
moves that would further that goal. 


Q Copy, please? 


M Sure. 
Q John, I have one on another topic? 
,. Sure. 


You might have to take this, if you would 
please. They're both on New Zealand. Is the United 
States delaying agrement on the new New Zealand Ambassador 
to the United States, Mr. Rowling, because of this nuclear 
ship controversy? 





y First of all, one generally doesn't talk 
about agrement, I've learned in the diplomatic world. 
But, secondly, I am not aware of any particular problems, 
and, thirdly, let me take a look at it. 





Q I appreciate it. And, also, has the United 
States softened its stand on this ANZUS controversy? 


By Well, the United States has made its 
position clear on the importance of ANZUS; has made its 
position clear on the question of ports of call by 
nuclear-powered vessels, and there isn't any change in 
that position. And I think the New Zealand Government is 
well aware of our views. 


Q When the meetings take place in New York, 
will the United States try to set a date for the visit of 
warships to New Zealand? 
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M I don't think I'll get into that kind of 
detail about the -- any meeting that might take place 
between the Secretary and New Zealand officials. 


Q Can you tell us anything about the Arab 
ambassadors in the building? Can you tell us anything 
about the Arab ambassadors in the building now? You 
haven't announced that they are meeting. 


My Sorry, which Arab -- 
Q Some Arab ambassadors -- more than three? 


M It is conceivable that such a meeting is 
taking place but I don't know anything about it. 


Q Why you don't announce that meeting? 
Usually, you announced that. 

B I guess we don't announce every visit of 
every ambassador to the State Department. 

Q (inaudible) meeting with Secretary Shultz? 

M There are no Acab ambassadors meeting with 


Secretary Shultz that I'm aware of today. 


Q Could you find out about that meeting? 

B Let me check and see what's at the root of 
this. 

Q John, there is an Egyptian weekly newspaper 


which has a story that orders to evacuate the nationals 
from an Arab Gulf state -- reportedly Kuwait -- have been 
on a standby. Do you have any comment on such report? 

Mh No, don't know anything about it. 

Q Can you look into this? 


Mh I don't think it's something for the United 
States to look into. 


--MORE-- 





ll 


Q The report says it's in light of Kuwait 
receiving the new arms from the Soviet Union that -- 


A I don't know anything about it, so I can't 
give you any comment on its accuracy, but it doesn't seem 
to me something the United States should look into. 


Q John, Kuwait is proposing a hard-line, 
anti-Israel resolution for the inter parliamentary -- 
International Parliamentary Union next week. Will the 
U.S. be opposing this resolution and, if so, how will we 
go about it? 


a I don't know any specifics about this 


particular case, but we always take a keen interest in 
resolutions affecting Israel. 


Q John, back on the Shultz-Dobrynin-Gromyko 
agenda question, and so on, can you teil us anything about 
yesterday's meeting with Ambassador Dobrynin? 


a No. 

Q Can you comment on a report that Ambassador 
Dobrynin received a gift from the Secretary of State 
yesterday? 


a That I can do. He did in fact get a chair 
from Secretary Shultz. Some time in June apparently, 
during one of their meetings, Ambassador Dobrynin admired 
one of the chairs in the Secretary's office. The 
Secretary has five what I would call “Harvard chairs." 
They're black wooden chairs. We don't have any around 
here. 


The Secretary has one for each of his 
associations in government. He has one for Treasury, one 
for OMB, one for the State Department, one for the Marine 
Corps, and -- I'm missing one -- 


MR. ROBMERG: Labor. 


MR. HUGHES: Labor. So he has five such chairs. 
The Ambassador admired them, thought they were 
comfortable, spoke of the problem of finding comfortable 
chairs -- (laughter) -- 


The Secretary remarked upon this at the time, 
without apparently indicating to the Ambassador that he 
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planned to, in light of the Ambassador's enthusiasm for 
these chairs, to buy him one. So he did. It did not -- 


Q How much? 


a I don’t know how much it cost, but he used 
his personal funds. This is not a government purchase. 
He had it produced with the Department of State seal on 
the back of it, and when Ambassacor Dobrynin came in 
yesterday -- which I think was his first visit back since 
being on vacation -- Secretary Shultz gave it to him. 


I think the Ambassador did not take it with him. 
I think somebody from the Soviet Embassy came back later 
in the day -- (laughter) -- to take it away, and yes, it 
went out of the front door, so far as I know. 


Q But beyond that, you won't have anything to 
Say about the meeting? 


co Other than that, I've been having a -- you 
know, you've now drained me of all the stuff that I didn't 
intend to tell you. (Laughter) 


Q Is it wired? 
a I'm sorry? 
Q I'm just curious whether the chair had any 


accessories. (Laughter) 


a I'm not aware the chair had any 
accessories. (Laughter) 


Q John, can you tell us anything about the 
level of greeting Gromyko will receive today in New York? 
Will the Administration send someone up to meet him or -- ? 

h There will be a U.S. Government official 
there, but the kind of official that is appropriate for 
meeting the Soviet Foreign Minister at Kennedy Airport. 

Q Well, what — 


A I don't know what level it is, but it will 
be the usual. 


Q Is it State Department? 


i. . 


[A 
\ 
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h There will be State Department officials 
there. Yes. 


Q Has the State Department discouraged him 
from speaking at the airport when he arrives? 


A No. 

Q Apparently -- 

a Not at all. 

Q John -- 

f you might look to others for the kind of 


decisions that have been made about what he might do when 
he arrives. 


Q Could you take the question of who will meet 
him? 

Q But that would be a Soviet decision. 

a It's a Soviet call. 


Q Can you take the question of who will meet 
him? If it's a State Department official, I think we 
Ought to be able to find out who it is. 


a Let me take a look at it. It will probably 
be the same kind of level as has previously met him in the 
past. 


Q I understand he's considering giving a 


speech, possibly one in New York, possibly one here. Does 
the State Department have any objection to that? 


ra Not that I'm aware of. I didn't know that 
he was giving a speech, but I'm not aware that we have any 
objection to it. 


Q Do you have anything today on continued 
South African violence or their new constitution? 


A No. Nothing on South Africa. 


Q Do you have anything more to offer on the 
announcement by France and Libya to evacuate their troops 


from Chad? 


“9544 
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BR Not, not really. 
Q More than you offered yesterday? 


A We're still in -- we're in touch with both 
the Government of Chad and the Government of France, and 
still iooking at the implications of that decision. 


Q You don't believe it's taking place, or what? 


Bh We think it's -- I have no reason to doubt 
that it's taking place, but, nevertheless, like to know a 
little more about it. 


Q I find your silence or your reticence 
curious since up until about a year and a half ago you 
made such a big deal out of this. 


A Well, if it all is going forward, if there's 
going to be a speedy and simultaneous withdrawal, that 
would be a return to the situation we have argued for, 
and, obviously, we would welcome that. But I think one 
wants to see a little more, make sure it all takes place. 


Q What about the question of U.S. military aid 
to the Government of Chad? Is it continuing? 


yh I'm sure there's no change in whatever level 
is going forward. I'm not sure what level of aid is 
presently underway to Chad. 


Q Is it your position that you are not making 
a clear statement about the announcement, which was in the 
front pages of all the papers, related to your study or 
the impact of the agreement between Libya and Morocco that 
you are still having it under study and -- ? 


A No. Studying the implications of two 
separate things. The Moroccan-Libyan association, and now 
this announcement that French and Libyan troops will be -- 


y I heard yesterday, saying that you would 
like to see that, you know, the Libyan forces getting out 
of Chad, if I'm not wrong. 


BR Sure. 


Q For a long time, 
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A Of course, we would. 


Q So you welcome such an announcement by 
France and Libya? 


a Yes. Of course, we would. If it's going to 
take place. 


Q Because you're making quite a fine in your 
answer by saying “if it's going to take place." You are 
not sure that they are? You don't believe in them? 





f One has learned to be cautious in che case 
of Libya. 

Q John, what do you think of the idea of a 
quarantine of Nicaragua? 

* I gather that's -- you're referring to Mr. 
Mondale's interview in The New York Times -- 

Q Yes. 

M -- and I don't have any comment on that. 

Q Well, has Mondale asked for a briefing on -- 


before the Gromyko meetings? 


A No. 
Q He has not. 
Q you mean he hasn't been briefed on talks -- 


the progress of the talks between Nicaragua and the United 
States? 


y He has been briefed on, -- I think Mrs. 
Ferraro has -- I was going to say on a number of 
occasions, I think I'm right that there has been more than 
one briefing in each case -- but that was a general 
foreign policy review, and certainly that would be part of 
the review and the briefing, but I'm not sure at what 
detail. 


Q Because in one of his remarks he said that 
it was his understanding that the Administration had 
offere4 to stop the Contras in exchange for a cessation 
agreement by the Nicaraguans not to export their 
revolution further. 
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Uh-huh. 
In the course of these talks. 
And the question is? 


Is that correct? 


~~ a Fe 


Oh, we wouldn‘t have any comment on that. 


Did you say that they had each received at 
least one, if not more than one, foreign policy -- 


a I'd like to go back and check that, but I'm 
sure that briefings have been offered to the Vice -- to 
Vice President Mondale and to Mrs. Ferraro, and I'm sure 
that that invitation was accepted and a briefing took 
place. But let me check that for you. I want to be sure 
about the number of briefings. 


Q There is a statement being attributed to the 
Secretary about Israel's -- 


h Excuse me. I'm talking about briefings 
within the general context of the campaign -- not a 
specific briefing on -- 


Q Right. General foreign policy briefings. 

a Sure. 

Q A statement attributed to the Secretary 
about Israel's economy or -- I don't know if the word 
*condition® is correct, to United States increasing its 
aid, if Israel doesn't do certain things. 


Where was this statement made, and how can we get 
a copy of it, if you have anything on it? 


y I'm sorry. A statement by whom? 
Q By Secretary Shultz. 


h I am not aware of such a statement. Can you 
narrow it down a little as to where -- 


Q Yes. He -- well, about the $700 million or 
$1 billion or -- 


- 2. 
he j 


~.J 
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BR Yes, yes. But, I mean, where is he supposed 
to have made it? 


Q Yes. That's what I'm asking, because it was 
today in the -- (laughter) -- I mean, it's been more than 
once written about by the major papers here and broadcast. 


a Well, I think I hear most of the public 
Statements he makes, and I can't recall that particular 
one. 


Q And you -- as far as you know, there are no 
*conditions*® placed on Israel in order for Israel to 
receive the extra $700 million or $1 billion. 


a Well, our aid program to Israel, and our aid 
levels, are well known, Matter of public record. Insofar 
as Israel's own economy is concerned, as we have said, we 
welcome the vigor with which Israel is tackling its 
economic problems. 


Q Can you look at this, if there was ever such 
a statement, or can you -- 


M Well, you're asking me -- you know, you're 
asking me to be a research organization, and I think if 
you -- if everybody -- if I ran down every statement that 
somebody presumed the Secretary has made, I would never 
get out here to the Daily Briefing, which you all may 
welcome, but, nevertheless -- 


Q (Laughter ) 

7 I mean, if you can do a little more research 
and find out where he's supposed to have made this, I'll 
be glad to look at it, but it's kind of hard for me to 
look for something I don't think he said. 


Q Jonn, any comment on the Bitov news 
conference in the Soviet Union today?a 


h I'm sorry, Ralph? 


Q Any comment on the Bitov news conference in 
the Soviet Union today? That Bitov matter? 


A No. 


Q Any more today on the Peres visit? 
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a I think the White House may having something 
on that. 


Q John, about Chad, you just said that you 
don't have any reason to doubt that the withdrawal of the 
French and Libyans will happen, and then after a while you 
said you should be cautious about Libyan withdrawal. 


f No. I said that we traditionally approach 
Libyan promises with some caution. 


Q John, with relation to this economic aid 
that has been talked about, has there been any statement 
made publicly by the State Department on the need for 
additional aid by Israel to meet its economic situation? 


om Not that I'm aware of. 
Q There is a briefing this afternoon on the 


Middle East, and I'm wondering whether or not -- do you 
know who's going to be the witness for the State 


Department? 
4 No. It's a State Department briefing? 
Q No. At the Senate Subcommittee on the 


Middle East. 
Q It's closed. 
h I'm told that's a closed hearing. 
Q Murphy. 
n Murphy? 
Q Who is going to be there? 
h Murphy, I'm told, and it's closed, I'm told. 
Q Yeah. Well, I'm just wondering whether or 
not you can give us any idea as to when discussions will 


be taking place between Israel and the United States on a 
formal basis. 


h No, I can't. 


Q you can't do that. Can you tell us anything 
about the -- whether or not there has been any 


<a D3 








19 


consideration given to the position of the United States 
towards settlements ang economic aid, Whether there will 


be any tie-in? 
A No, I can’t. 


Q There's a report that the United States 
Government is planning with Israel to station Pershing 
missiles on Israel soil. Can you comment on that? 
(Laughter ) 


A A more mind-boggling and idiotic story is 
difficult to countenance. (Laughter) 


Q That's a *no,* is it? (Laughter) 
x (Laughter ) 
Q Thank you. 
(The briefing concluded at 12:35 p.m.) 








a |- 940 














itinngn 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


INDEX 


WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 19, 1984 





SUBJECT PAGE 
ANNOUNCEMENTS 


U.S.-Japan Economic Sub-Cabinet Consultations..........l 
Testimony by AID Administrator McPherson.......scceceeee] 
Meeting of Central American Outreach Group........++++-1-2 
Secretary to Participate in "Salute to USIA*....cseceeeed 
Secretary to Address New York Council on 

POTEIGN RELACIONS...cccccccccccccssesecccccsssesesards 
Secretary to Participate in Presentation of 

PEOSIGORCIAL AWACEB.ccccccccccccccccccccocceccecceoes 


UNITED NATIONS 
Scheduling of Any BIC Li NGS. .cccccccssesesesescsesssessss~4 
U.S. PoSition on ExpulSion Of ISrael...ceccccccccccesesill,sl2 


USSR 
Detained American BOOMER ce ccccececececeseeeeeeseeeseeeeos@au 


RED SEA 
Possible Mine Found by BE LCASNeccccccccccccccceececeeeesugse 


EGYPT 
Comments of New Egyption Ambassador in Moscow; 
U.S.-Egyptian MO EOSEOs 6 eee es eeeseeeeeeeeoeseeeena 


SOUTH AFRICA 
Deaths of MAREE B ec cceeeeseeesesseseseseeseseseeeeeseseseeseseand 


SYRIA 
Visit to Department September 18 of Syrian Ambassador..13-14 


OMAN 
Visit to Department September 19 of Omani Ambassador...14 


HONG FONG 
Administration Position; Republican Party Position.....14 


MIDDLE EAST 
Arms SUPPLIES. ccccccccccccccsescscesessceseseeceseseseedd 


LIBYA 
Change in Libyan POLAEGCLOB?P ccoccccccceeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeead 


i= J4O| 








DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


pPc #170 


(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Okay, let's get the show on the road 
here. Have a number of announcements: 


Available from the Press Office is the text of an 
announcement on the U.S.-Japan Economic Sub-Cabinet 
Consultations. They'll be held here at the Department of 
State on September 20 and 21. The heads of the respective 
delegations: Under Secretary of State for Economic 
Affaics, W. Allen Wallis; and Deputy Minister for Foreign 
Affairs, Moriyuki Motono. Plan to hold a joint press 
conference at 3:00 p.m. Friday, September 21, here in the 
Press Briefing Room. 


Available in the Press Office at 2:00 this 
afternoon will be the prepared statement by AID 
Administrator, Peter McPherson. That's before the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee and the Senate Agricultural 
Subcommittee of Foreign Agriculture Policy. The testimony 
will be on *Food Aid to Africa.* 


Just a reminder that Faith Whittlesey’s Central 
American Outreach Group will be meeting in Room 2008 in 
the New Executive Office Building, Wednesday, September 
19, 2:30 p.m. There’‘ll be remarks by our Ambassador to 
Paris, Evan Galbraith, who will be speaking on “The French 
view of Central America," and also Ambassador Frank Ortiz, 
our Ambassador to Argentina, who will be speaking on “The 
Argentine view of Central America.* 


Q (Inaudible) on that, John: I went to one of 
those, and it's a big deal getting into it. You have to 
phone ahead. 


n Okay. I have a contact number. If you have 
any problems, you might want to call Sue Mathis, who's at 
456-2910. And in the light of what Jim says, there 
apparently having been problems about getting in in the 
past, it might be a good idea to call her in advance and 
let her know you're coming. 


Q What is the Gate again? Say that again? 





Q Today. 
M Today. 
Q What time? 
os 2:30. 


The Secretary of State will participate ina 

"Salute to USIA,* sponsored by Leonard Marks and Frank 
Shakespeare, tomorrow, September 20. That’*s a noon lunch 
at the Madison Hotel. That's a private -- I mean, it's a 
non-governmental sponsored luncheon so if you have any 
inguiries about covering it, or whatever, I guess you need 
+ Rag Be - touch with Leonard Marks's office at 293-3800; 
293-3860. 


Q The Secretary will be speaking? 

a He will be -- he will have some remarks, yes. 
Q Will there be a briefing tomorrow? 

Q Will there be a formal speech -- subject? 

os I don*t know quite how to respond to that, 


Bernie. A formal speech in the sense of a 30-minute 
speech, no. If you mean, will he have remarks, perhaps 
for about 5-10 minutes, yes. 


Q After or before the President's taped 
remarks? 


a I don't have any idea what the rest of the 


program is. AS I say, it’s sponsored by these two 
gentlemen. The Secretary is simply going and speaking 


there. 

Q Will his remarks be confined to USIA? 

h Yes, they will, and there'll be no Qé6A. 

Q The USIA is the subject; is that what you 
mean? 


h It's a “Salute to USIA,* sponsored by 
Leonard Marks and Frank Shakespeare. 


Q And the subject is USIA? 


A USIA. 


Q (Inaudible) 





The Secretary will address the Council on Foreign 
Relations in New York on Monday, October 1. That will be 
one of their afternoon meetings. It'll be 5:30 in the 
afternoon. As is traditional with the Council on Foreign 
Relations, that will not be open for media coverage. 
However, we will make the text of the Secretary's remarks 
there available, hopefully, in as far in advance as we can. 


Q Will a copy be made available both in New 
York and here? 


Bh Sure. 


Lastly, the Secretary will be involved tomorrow 
at the presentation of Presidential Awards to Members of 
the Senior Foreign Service. That will be at 10:00 
tomorrow morning in the Dean Acheson Auditorium. 
Certificates will be presented to award winners for the 
years 1983 and 1984. Those to be honored are employees of 
the State Department, AID, USIA, Commerce and 
Agriculture. And if you want more information about the 
awards and the recipients, I believe there's a list 
available in the Press Office, so you might want to talk 
to Brian Carlson. 


Q Is he making any remarks? 

A He will be -- he certainly will be present, 
and he will certainly make remarks. I'm not sure whether 
he's going to make all the presentations. 


That's it. 


Q Can I ask a housekeeping question? 
ra Sure, 
Q Is there going tc be any briefing, as such, 


before next week about Gromyko, etc.-- schedule or -- 


a Don't anticipate anyone. Don't anticipate 
anyone, Bernie. 


Q What about Sunday in New York? Is the White 
House going to brief? 


h I think I'll leave that to the White House 
to fill you in on, but I would look to some activity in 
the late afternoon on Sunday. 


9 But that's about the President's schedule 


~ 


sa. G@y anc about the Speech the next cay: 


. 
a ~ <e 





Q Okay. Can you bring us up to date on the 
seamen? 


a We had another telephone conversation today 
with the skipper of the Frieda K in his place of 
detention, or however you want to currently describe it. 
That was between the Embassy in Moscow and the town of 
Ureliki. They're now preparing to leave and preparing for 
the handover. The Sherman is steaming towards the 
handover point. 








We expect the transfer to take place around 6:00 
tonight our time. The crew will be transferred. The 
Frieda K will also be transferred to the Coast Guard 
cutter, the Sherman. Captain J. F. Billingham, who is the 
Commander, is authorized to sign for receipt of the Frieda 
K and the five Americans, and to conduct what necessary 
negotiations there are with the Soviets. 








After that has taken place, the Frieda K will be 
refueled. Any supplies that are needed will be put on 
board, and the Captain of the Frieda K and the Coast Guarda 
Captain will then make the decision about how to proceed. 
We think that the Frieda K will either be escorted or 
towed to Gambell, G-a-m-b-e-l-l, which is the nearest 
American port to the point of transfer and that is on St. 
Lawrence Island. In other words, they'll come out from 
Ureliki; the transfer will take place on the high seas; 
and the Frieda K will then either be towed or escorted, we 
think, to Gambeil, where the owners of the Frieda K will 
inspect their vessel. And after that, we don't quite know 
what the decision of the Frieda K and the crew will be. 




















We will be monitoring the handover by open line 
to the Coast Guard from the State Department. Captain 
Billingham is aware of the information that we seek from 
the crew and will transmit that information to us, 


Q What do you mean by “open” -- there going to 
be a constant radio transmission to the cutter? 


AK yes. Uh-huh. 


Q And do you -- 


A Well, I hesitate when you say "a cutter,” 
It's to the Coast Guard in the area. I'm not quite sure 
whether the link goes right through immediately, but it is 
an open line to Coast Guard officials, who certainly will 
be in touch with Captain Billingham. 








Q Is there -- 

Pa I'm not sure -- in other words, I'm not sure 
whether a State Department official can talk to Captain 
Billingham directly. 

Q Will we be able to listen to that? 


B I doubt it. 


--MORE-- 











Q Could you ask? 

Q Will you take that question? 

Bh I'll ask, sure. I'll ask 

Q Will you put something out -- 

M But you should -- I mean you should be aware 


that there will be a pool on the cutter. 
Q Oh, there is? 
M Uh-huh. 
Q Okay. 


Q What kind of information are you trying to 
obtain from the crew? 


f I think we want information about the 
circumstances of their detention. So far as we know -- We 
have advised them that they certainly are not obliged to 
sign any untruthful or inaccurate statements as to the 
circumstances surrounding their seizure or detention. 


So far as we know, they have not signed any 
papers whatsoever, but that's one of the things we will be 
interested in: what kind of treatment they had, when they 
requested access to American Embassy officials, what they 
were told, those kind of questions. 


Q How long was the phone conversation today? 

A I don't know, Mike, how long that 
conversation was. 

Q Was it allowed to reach its termination? 

h I'm not aware of any unusual interruptions. 


Q What does the -- What are you implying by 
the captain of the cutter signing a receipt for the 
turnover? 


f I think the Soviets have, from the point at 
which they said they were going to release the crew, have 
indicated that they wanted to hand over to a U.S. 
Government official. i'm not suggesting it's a very 
elaborate signing ceremony, but I think, whether it's a 
receipt for the vessel and the crew, or just what form 





that takes, I don't know. But I guess there will be some 
kind of signature indicating that, in fact, these American 
citizens have been returned to an American official. 


Q Will they board the supply vessel to 
Getermine it's condition, if all -- 


oom That I don't know. 


Q -- equipment that was ther before the 
seizure is now -- 


a That -- I think we'll have to defer to the 
Coast Guard on that and to your colleagues who apparently 
will soon be on the cutter. 


Q John, is there any -- 


Q John, as this thing is winding down, how 
would you characterize the whole affair? Is it just a 
minor, random blip, or do you see some deeper significance 
in the Soviet behavior, especially their delay? 


M I don't think I would really try to analyze 
the Soviets’ behavior at this stage. AS you know, we have 
been concerned, and have officially protested, about the 
Gelays that the American citizens had in gaining access to 
their representatives, and we certainly have protested at 
the suggestion that they were pressured to sign false 
Statements indicating that they had consciously violated 
Soviet territorial waters. But I don't think, really, we 
can go beyond that until we -- we're, obviously, grateful 
that they are being released. Also, I think they should 
have been released sooner. 


Clearly this, so far as we know, was an innocent 


mistake, if indeed it was a mistake. We won't know that 
until we get them back and are able to talk to them. 


Q Has there been any response to the protest 
from the Soviet Union at all? 

Bh Not that I'm aware of, 

Q Did you Say that you understand they have 


not signed any statement or only (inaudible) 


h That is our understanding as of the phone 
call we had with them today. 








Q And they were pressured to do that? 


h We know that earlier they were. We know 
that earlier the captain of the craft offered to give his 
own written version of what had happened and that was 
rejected by the Soviets. And as he tells us -- and we 
have no reason to doubt his word -- he was invited to sign 
a Soviet statement which certainly stated that he had 
consciously violated Soviet territory. 


Q John, would you care to compare the handling 
of this incident with other recent incidents in the past 
month or sv in which Americans got into trouble or came 
into contact with Soviets in that same area? Has there 
been any problem? 


M I'm not aware of any such incidents in the 
past month. 


Q There was a Chicago woman, apparently, who 
was piloting a single-engine plane and was aided bv the 
Soviets recently -- 


A Uh-huh, 
. -- and returned. 
4 Just not aware of that, Ralph. I'm sorry. 


Are you issuing a travel advisory for the 
Bering Sea? 


f (Laughter ) 


Q Are there any U.S. ships, beyond the Coast 
Guard cutter, that are involved in this operation at all, 
other than ones that are normally there, doing things they 
normally do? 


y I'm not aware of any craft in the area, in 


addition to the cutter, there for this particular 
transfer. I'm not sure what else might be around, 


Q John, is information on the movement of the 
cutter classified? We're trying to track this somehow ana 
having difficulty getting information. 


AK I'm not aware that it's classified, I 
talked ~-- 

















Q The Coast Guard is not willing to describe 
it. 


o Oh, really? Okay. 
Q Do you have a sense of why? 


M We defer -- As always, we defer to the 
Coast Guard and the Pentagon on what they want to say 
about their ships and aircraft and so forth and so on. 


Q John, can you tell us from whom the pool is 
Grawn? Where would we look for words? 


M I don't know how that -- I guess you'd have 
to talk to the Coast Guard. I think they flew from Nome. 
But why don't you talk to the Coast Guard. 


Q Did you find out if this region is involved 
in the U.S./Soviet negotiations? 


M I didn't, unless -- 


(To staff): Did we get any further information 
on that? 


AK I don't know whether that is within that 
area of negotiation, Jim. 


Q Where is the point, in the Bering Straits, 
right half-way in between? 


B Which point? 
Q Where the transfer will be made. 


h No, it's -=- I would say it is about 
half-way, looking at the map, between Ureliki and the -- 
Saint Lawrence Island. 


Q So they are not being transferred -- 
Yesterday you indicated they were going to be transferred 
at the point where the incident, where they were first 


taken into custody by the Soviets. But that's, again -- 


a I don't think I said that yesterday. I 
think I said the point of transfer would be in 
international waters. 
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Q Yes, near where they were picked up, I 
thought you said. But anyway, it doesn't matter. It's on 
the record, whatever it is. 


h I think the point is to -- the Soviets are 
taking them out of Ureliki into international waters, and 
we're going to take them from there to the nearest 
American port, or village, or whatever it is. 


Q Can we move on to a new subject now? 

ca Sorry? 

Q Can we move on to a new subject? 

f You've exhausted my knowledge on this one, 
yes. 

Q Long ago. (Laughter) 

a I probably don't have any others. 

Q Anything on this mine business, John, a new 
mine apparently being -- or newly-manufactured, whatever 
it 1s? 

A Well, we're obviously interested in the 


reports and we'll be very interested to see what the 
British have got. 


--MORE -- 








ll 


Q Can you comment on a report that if the Arab 
countries will try to raise the issue of expulsion of 
Israel from United Nations membership, then the United 
States will withdraw from the United Nations and suspend 
its financial contribution to the world body? 


M Well, I won't respond specifically on 
tactics, but, certainly, the U.S. position on attempts to 
bar Israel from international organizations is very clear, 
and the Secretary and others in the Administration have 
responded very strongly on that issue, and I would expect 
the response to be similarly strong if ..ere is such an 
attempt. 


Q I want to follow: There was a report from 
Kuwait that the United States directed such a warning to 
some Arab Ambassadors in Washington, telling them to tell 
their delegates not to ask their country to raise this 
issue at this time, or to raise this issue in the United 
Nations. Can you confirm, or what? 


a No, I can't confirm that. Don't know 
anything about such a conversation, and probably wouldn't 
discuss it anyway, but I wouldn't think the United States 
would shrink from making its view plain on this particular 
question. 


Q John, there is a list of statements 
attributed to the Egyptian Ambassador, the newly-appointed 
Egyptian Ambassador in Moscow, relating very much to the 
United States-Egyptian relations, and he talks about 
pressure by the Reagan Administration against his country 
and -- Its a long story. I don't know if you have seen it 
or not. 


B Haven't seen it. No. 
Q Will you take the question, please? 


M Well, it’s a pretty wide question. (a) I 
haven't seen what he said, (b) I probably would be 
unlikely to discuss it, but (c) you well know our position 
about our hopes for a better relationship between Egypt 
and Israel, if that is the thrust of his remarks. 


Q The whole story is available -- the FBIS, 
anyway. 


a Okay. You have the advantage of me. You've 
done your homework, and I haven't. 
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Q John, any comment on the second -- in two 
weeks -- report out of the Philippines on the Aquino 
report -- 

f No. 

Q -- conclusions? 

a No. 

Q Do you anticipate the U.S. would have a 
comment when the report is officially issued? 

M I think we'll wait and see when the report 
comes. 

Q John, in a follow-up to an earlier question, 


is Shultz prepared to discuss the issue of whether there 
might be a move to expel Israel from the U.N.? Is he 


prepared to discuss that with the Foreign Ministers of 
Arab countries when he meets with them in New York? 


f I'm not aware of any plans so to do, but, as 
I say, I wouldn‘t think that the Secretary or other 
American officials would shrink from discussion of that 
issue if it comes up. 


Q Is there any sense here in this building 
that Israel will receive the extra hundred million that 
it’s seeking? 


M Don't have anything beyond what we've said 
on that overall question of Israel's economic problems. 


Q Is there any comment on the new economic 
budget proposals being made in Israel? 


A NO. 


Q Do you have anything on a conference that 
was held here yesterday by the American Civil Liberties 
Union? They had a lot of critical things to say about a 
pattern of keeping out foreign policy critics -- Mrs. 
Allende and Tomas Borge 


B I don't. 


Q -~ and a NATO general. 


a No, I don't. 
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Q No response? 
m No. 


Q Do you have anything, with respect to the 
Philippines again, on the discussion yesterday on the Hill 
with respect to possibly using leverage? 


BK Nope. 


Q How about anything on South Africa, mining 
Strikes and -- 


a You pressed the right button. 
Q Thank you. (Laughter) 


n The tragic and senseless deaths and injuries 
to gold miners in South Africa are especially regrettable 
Since they apparently occurred after the legal strike by 
black mine workers at eight mines was successfully 
resolved. 


We are deeply concerned about the current 
violence and have made our views known to the South 
African Government. 


Q Follow-up: Any statements on some of the 
comments made by the new president that seem to exclude 
urban blacks -- or exclude blacks from a constitutional 


role in the government? 


BR No. I think our views on South Africa's 
internal problems are well known. 


Q Are there any other buttons we should push 
on this? 


B Net on South Africa. 

Q Does the meeting of Ambassador -- Syrian 
Ambassador yesterday with Mr. Pelletreau have anything to 
do with Mustafa Talas‘ announcement about -- statement 
about nuclear arms -- Soviet nuclear arms? 


a I thought we had posted some guidance -- 


Q You said only that they met -- Pelletreau, I 
mean -- the Syrian Ambassador met Pelletreau -- but 
anything om it, 1 mean? why? 
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f No. I think that's probably as forthcoming 
as we're going to be. 


Q On another Ambassador -- the Omani 
Ambassador -- 


Q John -- 


M I'm sorry, I‘ve got one over here. I'm 
sorry? 


Q The Omani Ambassador is meeting with Mr. 
Armacost today. Do you have anything to -- 


a He may be. I wasn't aware of it, and I 
don't have anything on the reason for it. 


Q It was on the schedule. 


oy As I keep on telling you, ambassadors -- in 
the way of things, ambassadors like to come in and talk 


with officials, and do it a lot. I wouldn't read great 
Signiticance into it always. 


Q One more, John. It looks like Britain and 
China are close to some sort of an agreement on Hong Kong. 


Q Have you been keeping up with that? Do you 
have anything to say about that? 


M We don't have anything to say about that 
today. We have had statements in the past. AS you know, 
that is a matter for China and Britain to resolve, and we 
have talked about our hopes for a successful outcome of 
those negotiations, but I don't have any comment today. 


Q Is the Administration following the 
Republican platform, which seems to call for the 
independence of Hong Kong? 


h I think the Secretary of State had some 
comments on that in Dallas in an interview, in which he 
made plain the Administration's point of view, and made 
plain that the Administration's policy isn't necessarily 
that of the -- doesn't necessarily follow the Republican 
Party platform in all respects, including Hong Kong. 


Q Any information on the mines in the Red Sea? 
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a No, other than that we obviously are 
interested in what the British have. 


Q The Secretary had a meeting today with a 
high official from Portugal. What was it about? 


a I'm afraid I don't have any further details. 

Q John, anything on the French Defense 
Minister's statement -- 

a (Laughter as Mr. Kalb departed the briefing 
room) Must be a filing break. 

Q -- two days ago -- 

A Sorry. 

0 -- the French Defense Minister's statement 


two days ago in Jordan that France is ready to supply 
Jordan with whatever military assistance it neecs? 


A NO. 


Q Do we have any general policy on allies anc 
arms supplies to the Middle East, arms sales to the Middle 
East? 


x Well, I think we have some obvious 
preferences for the source of arms. 


Q John, does this government see any sign of 
change in the behavior or in the politics of the Libyan 
Government? 


a I*m sorry. In the which government? 
Q Libyan Government. 
A Well, you've seen developments that have 


taken place, but I think we have learned, over a long 
period of watching Mr. Qadhafi, to approach such 
developments with caution and over the long term. 


Q Thank you, John. 


The briefing concluded at 12:36 p.m.) 
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THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 20, 1984, 12:20 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I'm sorry we're a 
little late in starting, but I wanted to get the very 
latest on the Beirut situation for you. Let me just say -- 


Q John, before you start, may I make a 
Suggestion that you deal with the Embassy thing, then 
let's have a filing break, and then deal with other news. 


A That's fine. That's fine. Sure, we'll deal 
with the Embassy first. 

Q Can you sneak up a little? 

A Yes. In general terms, let me just say that 


the Secretary of State has expressed all our feelings 

about the senseless, brutal attack on Americans and 
Lebanese working in Beirut. This cowardly attack will be 
understood by the world as another reminder that rule of ., 
law and civilized norms of behavior are threatened by 

those who use terrorism as a political weapon. 


Now, let me give you a rundown on where we stand 
as best -- 


Q Can we have a copy of that, John? 


oom Sure. 


-- as best as we can understand it at this time. 
At 11:30 this morning Beirut time, which was 4:30 this 
morning our time, a van approached the north entrance 
access road at the Embassy Annex compound, northeast of 
Beirut. The Annex is located on a residential street 
blocked at both ends by barricades. The occupants -- we 
think there were two -- of the vehicle opened fire on the 
contract Lebanese guards at the barricade -- this was at 
the north end of the street running outside the Annex 
and disabled them. 


The vehicle came under fire from other Embassy 
guards, but it maneuvered through the barricade behind the 
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checkpoint and proceeded for about 500 feet toward the 
Embassy building. It was stopped by the firing -- the 
vehicle was apparently pretty badly shot up at that stage 
-- and the two occupants may indeed have been dead at that 
Stage. But nevertheless, the vehicle stopped some 20 feet 
short of the northern end of the Embassy, still on the 
street, and at that point it exploded. 


We understand that in addition to the Lebanese 
guards, there was fire onto the vehicle from Americans who 
came out of the Embassy, and we also understand that a 
Guard who was with the British Ambassador, who was 
visiting the Embassy at the time, also opened fire on the 


vehicle. 


The building was severely damaged, although the 
floors did not collapse. We have varying reports on 
casualties including a number of deaths. Among the killed 


we believe were two Americans. Among the wounded were 20 
Americans. Four of them were treated and released and the 


rest have been confined to hospital. We do not have 


accurate figures on the number of Lebanese killed and 
injured at this time. 


Beginning at 7 o'clock this morning, State 
Department officials began notifying the families of 
Americans stationed at the Embassy to provide them with 
information as it became available. 


Ambassador Reginald Bartholomew was in the 
building at the time. He was in his office on the fourth 
floor. He was briefly buried under rubble, but he cleared 
that; he walked out of the Annex. He has cuts and 
bruises. He was taken to hospital for treatment of them. 
He is still in the hospital. We expect him to be there 
for another day or two. He is in charge from the 
hospital. He is telephoning various officials and is in 
touch with us directly by phone from his hospital room, 
He spoke to Secretary Shu! °:z earlier in the morning; he 
spoke to the President earlier today. 


As I say, the British Ambassador was in the Annex 
at the time, and he was slightly injured, I gather, along 
the lines of Ambassador Bartholomew. 


The Department learned of the attack at 5:24 this 
morning. We established an open line with the Embassy 
office in West Beirut at 5:26. That line has remained 
open since. The Secretary of State and senior officials 
were informed immediately. The Secretary was at home at 
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the time, accelerated his departure, came to the office 
somewhat earlier, was in the Operations Center early this 
morning, and then went over to be with the President 
before the President left town. 


Responsible officers were quickly assembled and a 
Working Group went into force at 8 o'clock under Arnie 
Raphel, Deputy Assistant Secretary of State for Near 
Eastern and South Asian Affairs. As I say, we've been in 
constant communication with the Embassy office in West 
Beirut. Communications have now been established between 
the Department and the U.S. Ambassador's residence in 
Yarze, and a number of people from the Annex in East 
Beirut have moved into the Ambassador's residence in 
Yarze. The West Beirut Embassy office is closed for 
business, but is under guard. 


The Secretary of State has asked Assistant 
Secretary Richard Murphy to lead a team to investigate the 
Situation and lend assistance to Ambassador Bartholomew 
and his staff, and Secretary Murphy will be leaving 
Swiftly. He will be joined by Ambassador Robert B. 
Oakley, who is Director of the Office for 
Counter-Terrorism and Emergency Planning. Ambassador 
Oakley was in London when this tragedy took place, and he 
will make his way, also speedily, to Beirut. 


All our diplomatic posts have been informed, and 
in fact there was already in effect an alert following 
Suggestions of threats against the Embassy a little 
earlier this month, so there already was an alert in 
effect. But since today's developments, embassies have 
been informed of what has happened and given a further 
warning to be alert. 


The Israeli Defense Minister, Mr. Rabin, on 
behalf of the Israeli Government, has been in touch with 
Ambassador Lewis, our Ambassador to Israel, and offered 
all possible assistance from Israel including hospital 
facilities. We have had similar offers from two other 
governments, the British Government and the Government of 
Cyprus. We have State Department medical officers 
assigned to Cairo, and they will be traveling to Beirut 
even as we speak to assess the situation there. 


That, basically, is what I have to bring you up 
to date on the situation, but I'd be glad to -- 


Do you have any idea of who was behind it? 
And from whom did these threats come, these earlier 


threats come that you're talking about? 
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A _.Well, a news agency received a telephone 
message in Beirut on September 8. The caller claimed to 
be a representative of the Islamic Jihad organization, 
threatened that the organization would strike very shortly 
at a key American interest in the Middle East. That 
threat was taken seriously, and as I say, U.S. Missions in 
the area were alerted. 


We understand that again, today, the Islamic 
Jihad has claimed responsibility for the attack, but at 
this stage we have no evidence to either confirm or deny 
that. 


Q Did the threa make any link to the U.S. 
veto of the Lebanon resolvcion? 


A I think ic did. I think the threat was 
linked to the U.S. vote in the Security Council on the 
Lebanese debate, yes. 


Q Which news organization received that? 
A You may be able to answer that better than 
myself. I think AFP -- I'm not quite sure whether -- AFP 


certainly was notified on one occasion. I'm not sure 
whether it was AFP in both cases, 


Q John, the President, I think it was, has 
said in the past that the United States would carry out 
swift and effective retribution against those who would 


seek to harm Americans. 


Q What is going to happen in this particular 
case? 


B Well, I think the President and the 
Secretary have addressed themselves in the past to 
vossible actions, but I don't have anything to take that 
any further or to suggest that there is such action 
contemplated or imminent. I think the first concern is to 
assure the well being of those who were injured, to 
ascertain the whereabouts of those who are missing, and to 
make sure that they're secure -- I think making sure that 
they're secure iS paramount. 


Q May I just follow up? Are you putting out 
the word here that the United States -- as you put it, 
that you would not like to suggest that any retaliatory 
action is being contemplated or imminent -- 
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A No. 


Q -- that those who carried out the test (sic) 
are free from any retribution? 


A No, I wasn't suggesting that at all. What I 
was saying was that I wasn't going to go beyond what the 
President and the Secretary of State have said on that 
question in the past. 


Q John, when you say “other embassies have now 
been put on alert," do you mean embassies in the region, 
Or is it a wider area? How big an alert is this? 


A I think it's a fairly widespread alert-- an 
information cable and a warning to be on the alert. 
Obviously, embassies in this particular region of the 
world are on a special alert. They traditionally operate 
on a high degree of vigilance, but we have asked them to 
enhance that. 


Q Is this alert, John, then, based on a 
Suspicion or intelligence that other embassies or other 
American installations may be targeted by allied groups? 


A Well, I think that's always a possibility 
one has to take into account. 


Q John, has the security been enhanced here or 


are you aware of any other facilities in Washington, 
because of this attack there? 


h I'm not aware of -- Well, I guess, in 
general, we don't discuss security preparations; but I'm 
not aware of any specific actions that have been taken. 


Q John, there has been some mention of the 
fact that this van had some kind of diplomatic license 
plates -- 


Yes. 


B 
Q -- Dutch diplomatic license plates. 
h 


Yes. 


Q And there was some suggestion this aided it 
in getting to the road. Is this the fact? Your statement 
seemed to suggest they blasted their way through. 
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A We have reports that the van or the van-type 
vehicle -- there are a number of descriptions on what kind 
of vehicle it was -- there certainly are reports that it 
was bearing diplomatic plates, and there are reports that 
they were Dutch diplomatic plates. We're not able to 
confirm that. That's, obviously, the kind of report that 
the security and intelligence people now investigating 
this will be looking into. 


Apparently what happened is that they stopped at 
the -- there are barricades at the end of the street, each 
end of the street. They came through the barricade at the 
northern end of the street; they stopped; they apparently 
tried to, I gather, bluff their way through by 
conversation, by indicating that they had business at the 
Embassy Annex. The guards, the Lebanese guards, at that 
particular point did not buy that story, attempted to stop 
them. I'm not sure who opened fire first, but the 
occupants of the vehicle fired on the Lebanese guards, and 
the Lebanese guards fired on the vehicle. As I say, I'm 
not sure who opened fire. 


The van, the vehicle then traveled down the 
street, as I have already indicated, to an Embassy 
checkpoint in the vicinity of the Embassy, and apparently 
it was at that point that it was brought to a halt. 


Q Can you tell us any more about the team 
that's going under Secretary -- 


A Sorry? 


Q Can you tell us a little more about the team 
that's going with Oakley and Murphy? What are -- are they 
assigned to help investigate and clean up the mess, the 


Situation, or are they assigned to do something further 
about security or tracking down those responsible? 


h Well, as I said, I think they will be 
assigned -- Ambassador Murphy is a high official, an 
Assistant Secretary, and he is being sent to assist 
Ambassador Bartholomew with all aspects of the kind of 
thing that needs to be done. That includes medical 
attention; it may include evacuation; and certainly, it 
would include investigation of what happened, why it 
happened, and who was responsible. 
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Q John, was the reason Oakley was in London, 
Goes that have to do with the general alert? 


I do not think that Ambassador Oakley's presence 
in London should be read in connection with that. 


Q John -- 
A Yes, Greg. Let me take A.P. first. 


Q The van was stopped finally by another 
checkpoint? Did you suggest that just a minute ago? 


A It apparently was stopped at another 
checkpoint, but apparently by that stage, at the time it 
had reached almost the wall that runs outside that 
building, at that stage, they had pretty much been brought 
to a standstill by fire from various directions. 


Q Apparently, it was headed toward an entrance 
in a wall? 

BR That's correct. 

Q John, you said it was stopped on the street. 

h That's correct. 

Q The President said that this morning. Is 


this checkpoint on the street, or did the van actually get 
into the property, onto the Embassy grounds? 


B No. Our understanding is that it did not 
penetrate that second checkpoint, which is outside the 
Embassy. It got through the first checkpoint, which is at 
the northern end of the street, street on which other 
people live. It got through barricades, wove its way 
through barricades, and got as far as the wall of the 
Embassy compound where there is another checkpoint. As we 
understand it, it did not -- at that point, it was brought 
to a standstill. 


Q In view of that, John, what is the initial 
assessment of the State Department regarding the adequacy 
Or inadequacy of the security measures at that Embassy 
building? 








a Well, I think that that is one of the 
questions, obviously, we will be looking at. We've taken 
a number of steps. The very fact that the Embassy Annex 
is in East Beirut was a measure taken to enhance security 
following the developments in West Beirut. East Beirut is 
thought to be a more secure area, and though we certainly 
maintain the chancellery in West Beirut, I think probably 
most of the Americans on duty in the Embassy were in East 
Beirut. 


That's a building that -- barricades have been 
put up around that building, at the end of the street. 
Lebanese Forces had been specially trained by American 
advisers. All this was taking place, of course, at a time 
when work is proceeding on the new Embassy, the new 
American Embassy in West Beirut, which will incorporate 
the latest security devices that are being developed. 


I think one thing you have to remember is that 
this is an embassy; this is not a military compound or a 
military barracks or a fort. We think, around this time 
of day, there would ordinarily be in that Annex probably 
30 to 35 Americans. Around that time of day, just before 
lunch, ordinarily, there would be in that building 
probably 200 Lebanese. Some of those Lebanese would be 
local employees of the government, of the United States 
Government, some of whom are believed to have been 
killed. Some would be security forces, but many of those 
people would be members of the public, for example, lined 
up with visa applications. And the fact is that Embassy 
has to operate as a public building; it has to be open to 
the public, has to do business. That's the window of the 
United States on the world in Lebanon. 


Q Is the initial assessment that the response 
to this truck at the outer gate and other places could 
have been better than it was or do people feel satisfied 
with what was done? 


h I think that's the kind of thing that will 
be -- that's the kind of question that is a fair one to 
pose and that Ambassador Murphy and Ambassador Bartholomew 
will be looking at. Certainly, it didn't drive through 
that barricade without any obstruction, and I don't know 
what the fate is of the Lebanese guards who opened fire, 
but there was a fire fight at that barricade. 


Q John, one of the things you mentioned was 


that Murphy would be going there to look at medical things 
and evacuation? What did you mean by that? 
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A Well, the general picture -- I'm sure by the 
time Ambassador Murphy gets there many of those decisions 
will be far along -- the question of immediate evacuation, 
if any is needed if anybody is seriously hurt. 

Q Evacuation only of those seriously hurt? 

A Yes, medical evacuation, sure. 


Q Will there be any further drawdown of the 
staff, the U.S. staff there? 


Q How many staff are there? 

f There are about, variously -- we have two 
figures -- 99 or 100 Americans at the Embassy in Beirut. 
Now, not all of those would have been on duty at this 
particular time, but if you‘re asking for a total number 
of official Americans in Beirut, 100 is a good figure. 


Q The East Beirut Annex, is that the working 
chancery? Is that the -- 


f I would say that more Americans are 
Ordinarily in the East Beirut Annex than in the West 
Beirut chancellery. 


Q You said the Embassy was already on 
increased alert. 


B Yes. 

Q Just what does that mean? 

h It means extra vigilance, 

Q Can you be more specific? 

B No. No. 

Q Was there anything that happened after you 
got that first threat on the 8th of September? In other 
words, was security enhanced from the 6th, or was it the 


same on the 9th as it was on the 7th? 


B I cannot tell you specifically what the 
Embassy did after that warning. 


Q John, apart from the Embassy - 
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Q In the updating you just read now, the 
updating you just read at the very beginning of the 
briefing, there is no mention whatsoever of the Lebanese 
Government. 


2 President Gemayel has been in touch with 
Ambassador Bartholomew; other Lebanese officials have been 
in touch with Ambassador Partholomew to express their 
regrets and their shock at this outrage, and to obviously 
offer any assistance. Lebanese Armed Forces have cordoned 
off the Embassy and are helping to guard it with the U.S. 
Marine detachment and other U.S. military personnel, and 
they obviously are doing that at the chancellery in West 


Beirut as well, so the Lebanese Government has been very 
helpful. 


Q John, do we have enough Marines? We've 


withdrawn so many from Lebanon, do we have enough there to 
provide security? 


a Well, the Marine detachment is primarily for 
internal security, within the building. Lebanese Forces 
have been trained, as I say. These are contract Lebanese 
guards, and I have to assume that the decision of the 
security officials operating in that area is that they 
were sufficient. 


Q John, can I ask you a couple of questions, 
please? 


A Sure. 


Q Is it the intention of the U.S. to introduce 
any more Marines to beef up security? 


a I'm not aware of any such move. I guess you 
should talk to the Pentagon about military movements. 
That is their prerogative. I'm sure that people are 
contemplating what might be done with ships in the area 
and so forth and so on, primarily in the sense of any 


medical or emergency assistance that is needed. I'm not 
aware of any other unusual movements. 


Q Let me follow up, if I could, on another 
question, please. When you got -- when that alert came -- 
when the warning came in to the news agency on September & 


h Uh-huh. 
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Q -- and you introduced more security measures 


Q -- did the United States or the Lebanese at 
that particular point launch an operation to find out who 
was behind the telephone threat to see if you could grab 
the group, etc.? 


om I'm not aware, Bernie, of what specifically 
happened. I have to say that operating in a city like 
Beirut is -- the risks of such operations, I think, are 
foreseen, and appropriate actions are taken on an hourly 
basis to forestall threats, so there is already a high 
degree of vigilance. And I'm not really able to get into 
intelligence collection and activities, but I think you 
can assume that those are intense in such areas, as well. 


Q Those are what? 


a Intense. I'm sure that we have a great deal 
of interest in who threatens us and what actions they 
might take against us. 


Q John, since this organization is the same 
one which claimed a year-and-a-half (ago) the Embassy, 
bombing your Embassy, and until now you haven't 
established yet if Iran is, you know, behind this 
Organization or not, after a year-and-a-half and you've 
been attacked by the same organization three times -- and 
other embassies have been attacked. 


I mean, why after a year-and-a-half -- 
B So what is the question? 


4 Has this Jihad, Islamic Jihad, been 
established that it is behind it, Iran? And have you 
established that since a year-and-a-half since the first 
explosion? 


A I think, you know, maybe you have a better 
way of corroborating these claims, these rather murderous 
Claims that they say, with some smugness and satisfaction, 
that they have taken actions which have killed innocent 
people. I think you have to weigh those for what they are 
worth. 


Q Until now, you haven't established any 
responsibility. Who is behind -- 
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A I*m not talking about what we have 
discovered in previous instances. I'm talking about this 
particular case. You have a claim, a rather unusual 
Claim, that people want to take credit for this kind of 
extraordinary outrage which they've done, but I don't know 
whether they did it or they don't. I don't have the 
evidence to give you today as to whether they did or they 
didn’t. 


Q But, John, you don't think -- you don't have 
any retribution against these people, encouraging them to 
Go more of the same act, terrorist act? 


B Well, I was asked the question about 
retribution earlier in this briefing, and I said I wasn't 
going to respond to that. 


-- MORE -- 
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John, was that -- was that telephone call on 
September 8 unique, or was it -- did it just happen to get 
into the paper because it was to the Agence France Press? 
And, secondly, is there an FBI team going over there? 





a Well, I think various investigative agencies 
wili be involved in the inquiry that will go on there. 


AS to this specific threat, I think it was 
specific in terms of a response to the U.S. action at the 
Security Council. But as anybody involved witn the Middle 
East knows, threats, claims, counterclaims, sometimes by 
several o-ganizations that they have done the same -- 
performed the same act -- are not unusual. 


Q Can the Embassy Annex be reopened? If so, 
how long would it take, or are you going to move the 
people to still another location? 


. I think that’s a little premature to make 
that judgment. There isn't any question that the Annex is 
badly damaged. Whether it is un-usable or not, the 
experts will have to determine. 


Q When did we occupy it? Was it May? 


Q Do you have any reason to link that tragic 
event with the threats coming from Lebanese Minister Berri 
two weeks ago, saying that he has fifty people ready to 
make acts of suicide against the U.S and Israeli -- 


n Well, I think what we're doing is taking a 
look at the evidence that we will develop to make our own 
judgment. I'm not going to make any assumptions at this 
stage. 


Greg? 


Q John, the Saudi Arabians have withdrawn 
their diplomatic mission from Lebanon -- from Beirut -- 
because they couldn't protect it. Any thought being given 
to a similar action by us? 


B Well, I'm not aware of any thought. I think 
that what the President of the United States said this 
morning and the Secretary of State said this morning 
implies commitment to the peace process. 


I will make the same point that I've made 
before. When the President has talked of his peace plans 
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for the Middle East, he has made the point that it's a 
long, hard road, and that the United States has a 

long-term commitment. Peace doesn't come easily in the 
Middle East, and it doesn't come without cost, as we've 


seen again today. But I don't know of any plans to 
forsake the struggle for it. 


Q Jonn, on the security question -- 


Q The warning that have come September 8, and 
the one subsequently, obviously it made the State 
Department take seriously on an international level. As I 
understand it, the warning implied that terrorism would be 
transferred domestically, come to this nation -- into this 
country as well. Is that being taken as seriously as it 
is in the embassies around the world? 


A I think the possibility of terrorism against 
American facilities within the United States has been 
taken seriously for some time. 


Q John, the Embassy was a temporary facility. 
Did the security reflect that in any way? You talked 
about the fact that the new Embassy in West Beirut was 
going to have the latest in security devices. 


Did this Embassy, this temporary facility, not 
have the latest in security devices? 


pa Well, I think it had the latest and what was 
considered adequate that can be provided at this time. If 
you mean, did we build this building, no. We lost our 
building in West Beirut, and we had to find another 
building, so this was a building that was already built. 
Presumably, if we had built it, we might have built it 
differently. But we had to take what was available and do 
the best in terms of security that the experts felt was 
appropriate. 


Q When did we occupy it -- April or May? 

h I'll do a little research on that. Anybody 
got a date on the occupation of that Annex in East 
Beirut? I think it was -- 

MR. ROMBERG: July 31, it was occupied -- 


MR. HUGHES: July 31, occupied. 
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Q John, what is the explanation given for the 
fact that the United States, notwithstanding its warnings, 
take no action of the retaliatory nature either to the 
April attack on the Embassy and the October attack on the 
Marine barracks? 


A Well, as I say, Bernie, the President has 
spoken about retaliation; the Secretary has discussed the 
issue of retaliation and the thinking that has been 
evolving in this Administration and in the country at 
large, I think, about how to deal with terrorism. But I'm 


not going beyond what he has said. 


Q John, what is the size of the Marine 
detachment at the Embassy Annex? 


7 I think it's about -- it should be, and 
probably was, about fourteen, I think, inside the 
Embassy. Not -- that's the detachment. They obviously 
would not all be on duty at the same time. 


0 Were the two Americans killed Marines, or -- 


- I can't give you anything on that. There is 
a report that the two Americans were military personnel. 
I just don't have names for you. 


Q John, is there anything other than 
serendipitous that the British Ambassador was there at the 
time? Do you think this was just an added target of 
opportunity or mistake? 


Mh I'm not aware that -- I'm not aware that 
those who attacked the Embassy knew the British Ambassador 
would be there, and I'm not aware of any link. I mean, 
one just doesn't know. 


Q Do you know why he was there at the time; 
what they were talking about? 


Mh I don't. Obviously, Ambassador Bartholomew 
would talk with other Western Ambassadors, particularly 
the Sritish. The British have been very hospitable to us; 
have offered their facilities in the past when we've had 
problems. When the British Ambassador was woundec today, 
we offered him American medical help if he should need it, 
so there's a strong tie between us and the British. 
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Q John, do you feel that this attack -- 


Q You said that the men who were involved in 
the truck, in the van, came through and talked -- tried 
to bluff their way through? 


A Apparently. 


Q Was anything said that was able to be 
reported? In other words, did anyone survive the gunfire 


to be able to report any evidence -- 


A That I can't answer. We may develop that 
Guring the day as the investigation proceeds, Ralph. But 
I -- at the moment, I don't have anything for you. 


Q Anything picked up that suggests any kind of 
Organization, or any evidence at all that has already been 
collected? 


B No. Not that I'm aware of. 


Q John, in light of this, do you feel that our 
intelligence was adequate, and do you feel any new steps 
are needed to try to improve our intelligence? 


BR I think that's -- I mean, I think those are 
fair questions, and I think those are the questions that 
the experts will now be looking at. 


Q John, do you know how many Lebanese guards 
were posted outside? 


a I don't. We may be able to give you that 
during the day. I don't at the moment. 


Q Do you know if there were guards along, if 


there were just -- if there was just that cluster at the 
beginning of that course that the van ran, or were they 

posted along the way? Did the gunfire come from either 

end or was it continual? 


A Well, I haven't -- you know, I haven't 
personally seen this street outside this particular 
Annex. But insofar as I'm able to understand it, that 
street runs past the building. It is barricaded at both 
ends. 


This vehicle came through the north end, through 


|— 7433 














17 


@ barricade, where they exchanged fire. There are 
barrels, or tanktrap-type obstructions, beyond that. It 
worked its way through that, came down the road but was 
stopped at the Embassy proper barricade, which is outside 
the Embassy. 


Q Do you know how they reached there? I mean, 


aren't there army patrols or barrack, or whatever -- 
barricades -- from West Beirut to East Beirut? How could 
they cross over? 


A You mean, how they came before they hit the 
barricade at the end of the street? 


Q Yes. 

a No, I don't know. 

Q John, are you transferring offices in East 
Beirut, or -- 

a I don't know of any plans to change the 
present disposition of our offices. 

Q John, do you expect this to -- this event to 
complicate the Israeli -- the new Israeli Government 


promise to withdraw from the south of Lebanon? 


A Well, I don't see what impact it would have 
on that. 


Q Filing break? 


B Filing break? Filing break. 


Q John, what can you tell us about the 
Lebanese guards? Was this the practice of the United -- 
were the Lebanese guards hired only in the wake of the 
Marine withdrawal in February to beef up U.S. security? 


4 I can't tell you when they were hired, 


Bernie. They're Lebanese Forces, and I know that they 
have undergone training by some of the American trainers 


that have been in Beirut. But I don't have any 
information on how many there were or how long they have 
been in the employ of the Embassy. 

Q John, when you say -- 


Q Yeah, can you clear up a semantic difference 
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there? Lebanese Forces are the Maronite Catholics and -- 
A Phalange. 
Q The Phalange, and -- 
A Yes. 

That isn't what you mean, is it? 


Yes, it is what I mean. 


mo FF PD 


Oh! Okay. I thought you meant the Lebanese 
Army. 


A No, the LAF. You're speaking of the 
Lebanese Armed Forces. 


Q A question, please? 


Q These people working, were being paid by the 
United States, were they, or -- 


A Yes. 


Q They were being paid by the United States 
but they were members of the Lebanese Forces militia? 


M Part of the Embassy security force, yes. 


Q John, do you expect the U.S. Government to 
exercise sort of pressure against -- with Israel not to 
withdraw? 


h Well, that's just something that I'm not -- 
I mean, I think that our overall policy in Lebanon is very 
Clear and hasn't changed, and I can go over it; but I 
think I have done (that) on many occasions and there's no 
change in our desire to see all the foreign forces 
withdraw from Lebanon. 


Q John, why do we -- 


Q (Inaudible) meeting going on -- excuse me -- 
in the Embassy, were Dutch officials there for any reason, 
or was the British Ambassador their only visitor? 


A There may have been -- oh, I see what you 
mean, connected with -- 
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Q Yes. 
A No, I'm not aware of any Dutch officials in 
the Embassy. 


On that question of the diplomatic plate, and 
specifically the Dutch plate, (a) let me sav that it's 
only a report -- something that we're looking into; and 
(b) let me say that I understand it is not impossible to 
come by diplomatic plates in Beirut. 


Q John, a point of clarification. You said 
the British Ambassador was in the building but you did not 
put him in the same room with the U.S. Ambassador. Was 
that the case? 


A I'm not quite sure whether he was in the 
room with Ambassador Bartholomew at the very instant the 
explosion went off or simply in the building, but he 
certainly had met with Ambassador Bartholomew. 


Q John, another -- 


h And his guard was outside and apparently 
fired on this vehicle. 


Q Can you tell us -- we seemed to missed -- 
have missed what you said about the Lebanese Forces. Were 
the Lebanese Forces guarding the American Annex in East 
Beirut? Is that what you said? 


A Yes. 


Q John, since the publicaticn of the Long 
Commission Report on the Marines compound in East Beirut 
and Beirut, were the faults or the flaws in security, to 
your knowledgement, were they corrected, that you can say 
that they were corrected in the security of the Embassy -- 


M Well, let me make the point. You're talking 
about a different «ind of installation. You're talking 
about a Marine barracks at an airport. 


In this instance, we're talking about an Embassy 
which has to do business with the public, and therefore 
you had to have public access to it. 


Q To my knowledge, I think there were also 
some recommendations about the general security apparatus 
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for the Embassy, whether it leads in East or West along 
the line of the addendum for the Commission, the Long 
Commission Report. 


A Uh-huh. 

Q Were these flaws corrected, to your 
knowledge? 

A I can't answer those specific questions, but 


an awful lot of thinking has been going on about security, 
a lot of action has been taken on security, a lot of money 
is being spent on security, and a lot more money, we hope, 
will be spent on security. 


Q John, could you clarify this business about 


using personnel from the Lebanese Forces as mea g f I 
mean, is this just something we, you know, advertise for, 


recruited people? Was an agreement made with Fadi Fremn, 
and other leaders of the Lebanese Forces, or how did it 
work? 


om I think it's an agreement made, obviously, 


with the approval of the Ambassador by the egg Bs | 
Officers in charge of the Embassy who recruit loca 


personnel for a variety of reasons, not only in Lebanon 
but in a number of countries. And in East Beirut, I 
think, in this case they looked to the Lebanese Forces. 


Q John, why didn't they use -- why didn't they 
use, or why didn't the Gemayel Government provide Lebanese 
Armed Forces? The question hangs around the United States 
utilizing one of the factions within a very devisive 
political set up. 


Why didn't the United States use, or have made 
available to it, Lebanese Armed Forces that fly the flag 
of Lebanon -- 


kK I don't think the United States Government 
generally employs the armies of other countries. 


Bh No, no. I'm talking about what is being 


made available. You are employing an armed faction in a 
country that has many armed factions, 


Q Well, I'm not suggesting that there may not 


have been regular Lebanese security organizations also in 
position. But you're asking whether the United States 


Embassy is taking adequate precautions for its personnel, 
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and now you're casting doubts about its hiring of 
additional private personnel to safeguard offices. 


Q I'm raising questions about the utilization 
of an armed faction within Lebanon. 


A I think the wisdom of the officials charged 
with security at the Embassy was that this was an 
appropriate force to help protect American lives. 


Q Sir, may I ask a question, or turn this 
around for a second? 


How many peoples’ -- how many lives were saved 
because of the security that was in place? Do you have 
any estimate of that, any thought to that? 


B How many lives were saved? 


Q Yeah. Before all this -- the double guards, 


the cement barriers, all that stuff was in place, what 
would this -- would this bomb have destroyed that building? 


yh Well, I mean, if your answer -- if your 
question is, “were there no barricades there and were 
there no security,* I Suppose -- 


Q Were they not there, would this bomb have 
destroyed that building? 


n Well, I suppose if the vehicle could have 
gotten into the compound and into the building, I suppose 
many more people would have been killed. 


Q John, have you had prior consultation with 
the President Gemayel Government before having this 
agreement with the Lebanese Armed Forces guarding the 
Embassy? 


p Well, if your question is, has President 
Gemayel been concerned about the safety of Americans in 
Beirut, the answer to that is yes. And I think that he 
has had an acute interest in that. 


Q A housekeeping, John? 


Q How seriously does the United States take 
the fact that this threat was made after the Security 
Council veto? In other words, do you accept the 
possibility that the American action in New York had some 
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raid? 


A It's certainly possible. Certainly, we took 
that threat as we take all threats seriously. 


Q John, since the Phalangists forces control 
East Beirut, you don't think that casts doubt how an 
organization, which has claimed to be from West Beirut, 


can penetrate these forces or all East Beirut to reach the 
northern part of Beirut? 


BM Well, you're making a lot of assumptions 
there. You're making an assumption that you knew what 
force conducted the terrorist attack. You're making 
assumptions about where they came from, and I think you're 
really in the realm of speculation. 


Q On this Working Group you have -- 


B you know, the sad fact around the world is 
that it is not impossible to attack the embassies and 
installations of a number of countries. 


Q Could you tell me how many U.S. personnel 
are in Lebanon still training soldiers there? 


b I can't. I think the Pentagon would 
probably have to give you that. As I said, the figure 
that I have is (that) the official Embassy community in 
Beirut is about 100, and that's about the best figure I 


have. 


Q Did you mention something before about 
someone firing from the truck? 


h Yes. The people in the truck fired. 


Q Do you know if it's one or two people in the 
truck? 


M We think -- you know, those are developing 
stories. I can only ese you what I have at the moment, 
but I think the best information we have at the moment is 
that there were probably two people in this vehicle. 


Q Do we know how heavy the weapons were being 
used by the people in the truck or by the defenders? 


Bh That I don't know. No, that I don't know. 


Q Do we have any idea yet, though -- 
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Bh I don't here. 


Q Do we have any idea yet the amount of the -- 
the volume of the explosives that would have been required 
to create a blast of that kind? 


A There -- I've seen reports suggesting 200 
kilos of TNT. That is sort of “shoot-from-the-hip® first 
Surmise. I wouldn't place a great of reliance on it, but 
I think that is what is being discussed. 


Q Is there any plan to evacuate the seriously 
wounded to other hospitals in the area? 


a I think that the medical people there and 


the medical people who will be flying in will make that 
judgment. 


Q An earlier question, John. When you were 
asked about if there was consultation with President 
Gemayel before you hired the Phalange, and you said that 
President Gemayel was concerned about security of the 
people there? 


‘ Sure. 


Q Besides being concerned, did he give his 
approval to the hiring of private militia to be protective 
of the Embassy which could be used by both sides? (Sic) 


Ah I do not -=- that I cannot answer. I don't 
know to what extent he was involved in that. 


Q John, do you have the same arrangement for 
West Beirut, the Embassy in West Beirut? Did you have 
local personnel? 


n I did my homework on the Annex in East 
Beirut for you, and I'm afraid I can't answer on the West 
Beirut. 


Q Can you check on that? 


h I don't know that we would really get into 
very great detail about -- 


Q There was a report that you have an 
arrangement with the Shi'ite group there also. 
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Bh Well, I think I will rest where we are. 
Q That's a relevant question, though. 


Q (Inaudible) the new building, what 
construction has been done? 


B Work is moving along on it. I don't know 
what the completion date is. 


Q Are you @ year away? 
h I don't know. 


Q Can I ask one more little question on this, 
the Lebanese Forces. Did the U.S. Government -- did the 
Embassy pay the individual guards or did the Embassy pay 
the Lebanese Forces? 


BR You have really gone beyond my expertise, 


but it is my impression that it is an individual payment, 
but I -- 


Q Could you take that? 
h Okay, let me take a look at that for you. 


Q John, can you take the earlier question? I 
think it's a relevant question: what kinds of private 
guards are hired in the East Beirut thing. I mean, if 


there's a question about -- 
Q West Beirut. 


Q -- in the West Beirut Embassy, because if 


there is a question about the political nature of the 
guards outside the Embassy in East Beirut, then I think it 
would be fair to inquire about it. 


h I will look at it, Ralph, but I guess you 
will forgive me if I do not promise on a day like this to 
give you every detail of our security precautions at every 
installation. 


Q John, you said earlier that Israel, among 
two or three other countries -- three countries in all -- 
had made an offer of hospital use. 


A Uh-huh. Uh-huh. 


Q The last time, last October, there was a bit 
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of a flap about some Americans who were taken to Germany, 
about whether there was a command decision not to use 
hospitals in Israel. 


Q Is there -- what is the thinking about it 
this time? 


e I know that Secretary Weinberger has been in 
touch with the Israelis, and it may be with Mr. Rabin 
Girectly. I'm not sure with whom he has talked, but I 
know that Secretary Weinberger has expressed his 
appreciation for the offer and taken the position that we 
appreciate its being there and we'll take a look at the 
Situation when we get reports from our people on the scene 
as to what is needed and where it's available. 


Q But it's not a situation where Israeli 
hospitals will not be used for political reasons? 


B I think that all the offers that we've 
received are gratefully accepted. And in the event that 
any of them proved to be the best way of treating 
Americans or saving American lives, or others that we 
evacuate from Beirut, they obviously would be used. 


Q John, would you say that the strategic 
cooperation between the United States and Israel has gone 
now to an extent which permits or gives more chance for 
the U.S. casualties -- I mean, those injured -- to be 
transported to Israel? 


a Well, I don't think strategic cooperation, 
as you put it -- and I wouldn't use that phrase -- I don't 
think that has anything to do with it. This is an offer, 
a humanitarian offer from a strong ally of the United 
States. 


Q There are reports from Beirut indicating, 
contrary to rumors, that the van belonged to the American 
Embassy with diplomatic license -- 


a I've seen those reports; I‘ve seen rather a 
lot of reports this morning. I've seen reports that 
proved to be totally fallacious about dead Marines lying 
in the road. I've seen reports that our Ambassador there 
was gravely injured and was in surgery. A lot of those 
reports turned out to be pretty irresponsible. 
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Q Can you look into the question of whether it 
belonged to the Embassy or some other embassy? 


B I can assure that the people looking at the 
events of the day are vigorously pursuing the origins of 
that report. 


Q John, on the -- a couple of things on the 
Working Group: Is that going to be 24 hours? Two, has 
the Secretary's schedule changed, or is going to change 
because of this event? 


A No change in the Secretary's schedule. 


Q Are the Press Office hours going to be 
extended? What -- can you give us some housekeeping 
information there? 


B No change on the Secretary's schedule. He 
will pursue his normal activities. As I say, he came to 
the office somewhat earlier than usual this morning, 
although he's always here pretty early; spent some time in 
the Ops Center with various officials; talked on a secure 
phone there with Ambassador Bartholomew. 


But that Task Force will operate around the clock 
at present. On the Press Office, let me get back to you 
and let you know where we will stand. 


Q John, can you help us on a housekeeping 
about who will be available to take questions from us on 
the latest information? 


Now that you have a Task Force, can there be some 
people designated that we can reach without a bureaucracy 
problem? 


h Let's take a look at that. Sure. Let's 
take a look at that for you. 


Q Thank you. 


Q When is the Task Force expected to arrive in 
Beirut? You say it's -- 


oa Now wait a minute. You're confusing two 
things. What we're talking about is a Task Force here 
working on the problem, making sure that every agency and 
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every branch of the government is involved. And then 
you're talking about Ambassador Murphy and his group, and 
perhaps other groups, going to Beirut. 


I agon't have a departure time for Dick Murphy, 
but I would think he would be on his way this afternoon. 


Q In whose hands are now the remains of the 
two men who were in the van. iff there were two? 


B That I cannot tell you. Looking at the 
reports of the size of the hole and the damage, I don't 
know what degree of mutilation there may be to those 
bodies. 


Q DO you have any idea about their nationality? 


oa No, I do not. 


Q In acdition to what was called into AFP, or 


whoever it was today, claiming responsibility, has the 
Embassy or the U.S. Government received any other claims 
of responsibility or are there any direct indications of 
who is responsible for this? 


X Not on this particular incident -- 

Q That's what I mean, on this incident. 

B -- but I just want to make plain that 
threats against ambassadors, not only American but other 


nationalities, threats against installations, are sadly 
all too frequent in that part of the world. 


Q In this instance, all you know is what was 
told to the AFP? 


A In this instance -- that's correct. In this 
instance, that's correct. 


Q New subject? 


Q How deep and how wide is the hole? Have you 
got the same dimensions as the AP? 


h I don't. I don't, but it's a pretty big 
hole, I gather. 


John, you talked about threats. Since the 
attack this morning, has there been any threat or anything 
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to cause you to have more than particular concern about 
the other American installations in West Beirut? 

A Well, I think, as I said, that installation 
is virtually closed except for some holding personnel and 
communications, and there are not Americans in that 
installation at the moment. 


Q Have you received any threat that there 
might be an attack on the installation? 


A No, no. 
c Sir, is there any -- 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:20 p.m.) 
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DPC #172 


FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 21, 1984, 12:32 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. Just one 
housekeeping announcement -- a reminder that there will be 
a joint press conference this afternoon at three o'clock 
in the briefing room here by Under Secretary Wallis and 
Japanese Deputy Minister for Foreign affairs Motono. 
That's in connection with the U.S.-—Japan Economic 
Sub-Cabinet Consultations being held September 20 and 21. 


That's all I've got in any way of announcements. 
Would you like a little -- 


Q Yes. 


A -~- situation report on the Beirut 
situation? Casualties: Two Americans killed; twenty 
wounded. Four of them were released yesterday from 
hospitals after treatment. Of the 16 who remained in 
hospitals overnight, most of them were released this 
morning. That included our Ambassador to Lebanon, 
Ambassador Bartholomew. He's now at the Ambassador's 
Residence in Yarze. He's working out of that Residence, 
as are a number of Embassy officials. 


Of the Lebanese Embassy employees -- Lebanese 
employees of our Embassy in Beirut, six were killed and 15 
were wounded. 


We have very sketchy information on casualties 
among Lebanese who are not Embassy employees, but, 
obviously, there are deaths among Lebanese who were not 
employed by the Embassy but who may have been in the 
vicinity or doing business in the Embassy. We do know, 
according to eyewitness accounts, that at least four of 
these non-Embassy Lebanese were killed, and there are an 
unknown number of wounded. 


The two American fatalities, Michael Wagner and 
Kenneth Welch were assigned to the Defense Attache's 
Office, and the Pentagon, I think, can give you additional 
information about them. 
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As I said, some Embassy operations are now 
underway in Yarze. U.S. medical officers from Cairo have 
arrived in Beirut, and they're checking the condition of 
the injured. Decisions on the necessary follow-up action 
will be made after they have completed their examination 
of the injured. 


Ambassador Murphy is en route to Beirut, and we 
expect him to arrive there -- in fact, he may already have 
arrived in Beirut at this time. 


The Embassy Annex compound has been cleared of 
rubble. All the dead and injured have been removed. We're 
still awaiting an authoritative report on what happened. 
It's the Embassy's preliminary assessment, however, that 
the firing of the guard force did prevent the driver of 
the suicide vehicle from maneuvering into a garage under 
the Annex. Had the driver of that car loaded with 
dynamite cone so, it is the assessment of the Ambassador 
and the Embassy there that the disaster would have been 
much greater. 


Q That's all? 
fa Yes. 


Q There's some confusion about who was in the 
car. Do you have any idea? 


a There is some confusion about who was in the 
car -— that's absolutely true -- and I think we will have 
to wait for the Ambassador's report and perhaps for 
additional reporting data. 


One of the guards who was firing at the car, and 
another of the guards who fired at the vehicle a little 
further up the street, are both in hospitals, one of them 
seriously injured. So there is the question of talking to 
those who were closest to the vehicle as it came throuch 
and finding out what it was they saw -- whether there was 
one person in it, whether there were two persons, or more. 


Q Our bureau in Beirut says that the Dutch 
diplomat, who by some accounts was kidnapped or in the car 
as a hostage, was in fact inside the Embassy. Do you know 
if that was right? 
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A Well, I don't know anything about -- I think 
it's safe to say we don't know anything about Dutch 
diplomats held hostage in the car. I don't know about any 
Dutch diplomats who might have been in the building, in 
the Annex, but I'm not -- I've seen the reports, and there 
is still that report yesterday of diplomatic license 
plates. That is what we understand from the local security 
forces. We understand the vehicle had a number plate on 
the front of the vehicle but not one on the rear, so there 
was one plate. 


There is a problem about finding that plate. 
There is a problem about finding pieces of the vehicle and 
trying to reconstruct what kind of a vehicle it was. 


Q Was that a Dutch plate, this plate you're 
talking about? 


A The report is that it was a Dutch diplomatic 
plate. That's a report we're not able to confirm. 


Q John, when you talked about the firing 
having prevented a greater disaster, was that the firing 
by the Lebanese forces that you had in mind there, or by 
the Marines deeper down the trail? 


) I think basically what happened is the local 
forces, our contract guards, at that first barricade 
opened fire first. 


Q Lebanese, then? 


A Whether there was any firing -- I understand 
that there was -- there were in fact Lebanese Armed Forces 
there in addition, and there may have been Lebanese 


police, for all I know. Whether they fired, I do not know. 


Q You mean the Lebanese stopped that? 


A The Lebanese opened fire and did 
considerable damage to that vehicle, and other Lebanese 
contract guards fired as the vehicle progressed down that 
street. And, as I told you yesterday, we're of the view 
that it's entirely possible that some Americans came out 
of the Embassy and fired, and also the British guard 
accompanying the British Ambassador. 


\ 




















Q I understand that the firing began when the 
people in the car fired at the sentries. 


a There was an exchange of fire, apparently. 
I'm giving you the best we have, you know, trying to piece 
together a report for you before we've got our own 
official report. But nothing that I've heard casts doubt 
on the story that there was an exchange of fire. 


Q Do you know if there were some security 
measures there that were incomplete? For instance, there 
have been -- variously reported that there is a steel gate 
yet to go up? 


ts That's correct. 


Q I saw something about some tank traps and 
another thing about an earthen berm or some barrier. Can 
you describe what the additional security was, and -- 


fa Well, I think what you're talking about -- 
the tank trap -- 1 think that's the kind of thing we're 
all familiar with -- the concrete block-type thing that 
you maneuver your way through, and those were in position. 


Q They had four of those, right? 


a Yes. 
Q They were already there. 
Aa Yes. They were there. As we understand it, 


this steel gate-type thing -- I guess it's a steel beam, 
really -- the posts for that were in position. They had 
been set in concrete, and the concrete was curing. The 
bar which would go up and down for each vehicle was not in 
position. 


Q That would be out before the barricades? 


A That's before the, as you call it, the tank 
trap-type concrete blocks. Yes. 


Q So there's that that was incomplete, and 
then --? 


A That was incomplete. 











Q and then there's supposed to be an earthen 
structure of some sort? 


a Well, there is a berm and a ditch around the 
Embassy building, and, as far as I'm aware, that was 
complete. 


Q So maybe the gate is the only additional 
thing that wasn't complete. 


a Well, part of the complement of the Embassy 
is made up of people on temporary duty who were installing 
security devices, and I think they were about 75 percent 
through the installation of security devices. They 
obviously had some way to go and, indeed, a crew was at 
work on some of those security -- 


-- MORE -- 














Q Do you know of any other big things missing 
outside other than that gate? 


A I don't know of any big things missing 
outside. There are security measures both inside the 
building and outside. 


Q Were those devices you just mentioned 
devices inside the building or devices that might have 
prevented the car from (inaudible)? 


A I think I'm really not going to get into 
very great detail about what -- 


Q I'm not asking what they were; I'm just 
asking where they were. Would they have played a role in 
this incident if they had been in place or would they -- ? 


a Well, 1 assume the steel bar would have 
played a role. 


Q Right. But I mean the ones you were 
referring to, the 75 percent complete ones? 


i 1 can't give you a breakdown, but I'm not 
aware of any additional major activity needed outside. 


Q Another question on that is why was it 
incomplete? 


i Well, because -- leave us not forget the 
conditions that existed in West Beirut: very difficult and 
very dangerous. That was one of the reasons for acquiring 
an annex in East Beirut where it was thought that 
Americans would be safer. We had acquired the appropriate 
building and steps were being taken to make it as secure 
as we possibly could. At the time of the move, I think 
the rationale was -- and still is -- that the best 
judgment at that time was that although we hadn't built 
that building, and therefore it didn't have state-of -the- 
art security installations, and although we would still 
have to provide some additional security measures there, 
it was still safer in a relatively remote area of East 
Beirut and on a relatively distant street than the 
hazardous conditions under which Americans were living and 
working in West Beirut. 


Q John, the number of casualties among the 
Lebanese employees, does it include the Lebanese Armed 
Forces, those who were guarding the building? 








a I'm afraid I cannot break down the Lebanese 
casualties for you. Lebanese Armed Forces, of course, 
would not be forces employed by the Embassy. You're 
talking about regular Lebanese army -- 


Q Yes. 

A -- and I just can't -- I just do not know 
whether any regular Lebanese Armed Forces were -- 

Q I'm talking about the Lebanese armed forces 
meaning the Phalangist militia. 

bs Lebanese Forces, you're talking about, yes. 

Q Yes, that's what I mean, the Lebanese Forces. 


a O.K. Well, 1 know that at least two were 
shot in the course of -- in the course of -- 


Q So they are included in the number of 
casualties here? 


() 1 assume they are because we're talking 
about employees of the Embassy, and I assume they are in 
the tally we've got there included as employees. 


Q John, if you've been asked these questions, 
Il apologize. I came in late. Is this building now going 
to have to be abandoned? Is the Embassy building in West 
Beirut open again today? Where do we go from here now? 


a O.K. I don't think we will know on the 
building until we get additional data from Ambassador 
Bartholomew and the people who have gone out there. That 
does include among the group -- in addition to Ambassador 
Murphy's group -- that does include structural engineers 
from the Foreign Buildings Office; obviously, they will be 
taking a look at the situation. It includes a senior 
security officer from the Department of State who has on 
his team experts in forensic science, explosive ordnance 
disposal, and, as I say, there will be structural 
engineers, and I think they will be looking into the cause 
of the explosion, looking at the structure, and seeing 
what should happen to it next. 


On the question of the chancellery in West 
Beirut, I do not think -- I know that is not open today, 
but I think there are plans to resume operations there 


soon. 











Q John, have any of the wounded been evacuated 
to Frankfurt? There's a report circulating. 


a I cannot answer that. 


(To staff) Does anybody know whether wounded 
have actually been -- ? 


I can't answer that one. Sorry. 


Q John, the steel gate -- at what distance was 
it supposed to be erected from the Embassy? 


6 I'm sorry. 


Q At what distance was it supposed to be 
erected? 


‘ Well, let me walk -- I cannot answer that 
question of my own factual knowledge, but let's walk it 
through. We're talking about a gate that was at the end, 
the northern end of the street; the vehicle, as we 
understand it yesterday -- and nothing that I've heard 
today changes those figures -- ran 500 feet down the 
street, stopped 20-30 feet from the Embassy, so 1 presume 
that gate is some 500 feet from the Embassy. 


Q When had construction of the steel gate 
started? 


A I don't know when we assumed possession. 
I'll have to do a little research on that, when we assumed 
possession of the building and when the work actually 
started. 


Q Are you suggesting there was no undue delay 
because the concrete was still curing, that they couldn't 
have put it up any faster? 


A I can't give you a horseback judgment from 
here. There are security people there; the Ambassador is 
in charge of many elements of the security operation. I'm 
sure that program was proceeding with dispatch. I don't 
know at what stage you decide that it is wise to put a 
pole on posts and risk those posts being uprooted because 
the concrete hasn't set properly and what -- you know, 
that's a decision that I can't question. 








Q John, do you assess the forces in charge in 
West Beirut to be helpful during the investigation on the 
point of how the car could cross the so-called Green Line 
from the west to the east? 


a I just don't know what degree of sharing of 
information is taking place on the investigation. Nothing 
that I have heard indicates there is any impediment. 
Certainly, a large number of Lebanese officials at a very 
senior level have either telephoned our Ambassador there 
or visited him in hospital. That includes security 
people; that includes Army leaders; that includes 
President Gemayel, the Prime Minister, and various others, 
so there is certainly, apparently, no lack of concern on 
the part of the Lebanese Government. 


Q Did you include the Prime Minister on that 
list? 


a Yes, 1 did include the Prime Minister, yes. 
Q On the license plates, John -- 
Yes. 


Q -- with all this business about diplomatic 
plates and whether it was a Dutch vehicle, things like 
that. I would assume, obviously, you've been in touch 
with the Dutch Government about this. Have they been able 
to provide any information to you? 


A I'm sure that the investigation is covering 
all bases. 


Q You were probably asked this yesterday, and 
I'll apologize if you were, but what is the rationale for 
leaving that security job to the Lebanese contract guards 
as opposed to not having pulled the Marines out, around 
the Embassy at least. 


a Well, I don't want to get into great detail 
about that, but let's not forget we're talking about a 
street outside diplomatic territory. We're talking about 
a regular street in the city of Beirut, and there are 
obvious questions about what nationality personnel operate 
on a public thoroughfare. 


Q John, do you have any complaints about the 
role that the Lebanese guards played, or were you 
satisfied with the job they did? 
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“ To the contrary. Our feeling is that the 
Lebanese guards performed with great valor -- the fact 
that they apparently shot out the tires of that vehicle, 
apparently did considerable damage to it, and may have 
killed the occupant or occupants. We don't know whether 
that vehicle was detonated by the driver or someone in the 
car or by remote control, so we don't know whether those 
who were in the vehicle were, in fact, alive at the time 
of the detonation. There was, obviously, a very vigorous 
and prompt fire. So, they performed well. 


Q John, any consideration being given to 
pulling out our diplomatic mission yet, or -- 


a No. Wo. 


Q -~- conversely, sending in more guards? 

2 Not aware of any plans to change the 
composition of the Embassy there and also not aware of any 
plans to send -- Well, you mean send in additional 


people? What do you have in mind there, Greg? You mean -- 

Q More Marines? 

6 Not aware of any of that kind of thing. 
Obviously, investigative people, security people, and 
medical people are going in, but not aware of any plans to 
send Marines in. 

Yes, Bill. 

Q ls there any change from yesterday -- do you 
know any more about who did it, why they did it, where the 
explosives came from? Anything more about retaliation? 

i) No. 

Q If the United States plans retribution? 


a No. 


Q And it's still -- I gather from what you 
just said it's still up in the air whether there was one 
guy or two guys in the explosive truck? 
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A Yes, yes. 


Q John, can I follow that for a second there? 
You said, in response to questions yesterday on the AFP 
threat that was received on September 6 -- ? 


a Uh-huh. 


Q You made a point of saying that as of that 
pen $ you had, the State Department had sent out an alert 
cable -- 


A Uh-huh. 


Q ~~ and that increased security measures were 
-- security measures were stepped up at the embassies and 
so on, as a result of that. 


Did you have any other information available to 
you beyond the telephone threat to the AFP on that day 
that would suggest -- that prompted those actions? 





a If you mean, did we have any additional 
information on that day or since concerning this 
particular attempt, the answer to that is a clear-cut no; 
if you mean, is there a considerable amount of information 
about potential terrorist threats, potential 
assassinations of U.S. and other diplomats, yes. Sadly, 
there is a great deal of such information. There are many 
such relatively public threats, and one takes them 
seriously. 


Q And can I ask if -- I'll be more specific: 
Can you respond to the report that says that the United 
States knew of a shipment of explosives through Syria, 
perhaps not knowing that it was destined, was or was not 
destined for this particular incident? 


i) No, I can't because we, obviously, never get 
into intelligence-type information. But let me reiterate 
that any suggestion that we had any specific information 
about this attack is false. 


Q Well, can you say why the U.S. -- without 
saying whether you had such information -- can you say why 
the U.S. apparently took no action in response to any 
information it might have had regarding any -- not this 
specific instance? 
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& Well, you are making a statement that the 
United States took no action. That happens not to be in 
accord with the facts. 


Q Can you explain why it's not in accord with 
the facts? 


a I told you. We sent an alert to all our 
embassies. 


Q Beyond an alert, any other action? 


a Well, what an individual embassy does is the 
responsibility of that embassy. It's very difficult for 
us from Washington to say, “Put two more men on the 
6-to-12 shift.” 


Q Can you say anything about what this 
specific embassy did? 


(3) I can't, no. 


Q Why can't you say a bit more on Ralph's 
question about the report of explosives moving from Syria? 


(7 I don't want to talk about -- (a) I won't 
talk about intelligence matters; (b) I won't talk about 
specific reports. Let me say that the frequency of 
reports about movement of equipment and alleged terrorists 
I would cast within the same framework as 1 just cast 
threats against U.S. ambassadors, and so forth and so on. 
Unfortunately, there are all too many of those instances. 


In some instances, where one has relatively 
specific information, various embassies have acted, and 
events that were supposed to have taken place or were 
threatened to have taken place, have not taken place. 

Does that mean that action the United States and others 
may have taken forestalled such an event? Or does it mean 
that there never was such a threat, and the information 
was misleading or intended to be misleading? 


~- MORE -- 


(~~) 
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Q John, can you discuss the decision-making 
that went into the withdrawal of the 80 Marines that had 
been guarding the Embassy before it moved to East Beirut? 
Was that done at the State Department's request, at the 
Marines’ request, or what? 


A I really -- you know, as always, one doesn't 
get into very great detail about how an Administration 
decision is arrived at. Obviously, there was some 
thinking that the threat had diminished with the movement 
from West Beirut to East Beirut. As I say, that Annex in 
East Beirut looked a lot safer in many respects than the 
kind of conditions of extreme hazard under which American 
diplomats were operating in West Beirut. A collective 
decision was taken at that time that the final contingent 
of 80 Marines could be removed. 


Q I thought it was 90. 


A I thought it was 80, but I wouldn't quarrel 
with you if it wasn't 60. 


Q John, do you know if the Embassy started 
employing the Lebanese forces as guards to the building 
just after transferring to East Beirut or later on after 
getting terrorist threats? 


i) I cannot tell you when those local contract 
guards were in operation, but it is my understanding that 
the Marines, other than the 14-man detachment which is 
currently assigned to that building -- that the Marines 
that were removed never in fact served at that particular 
building. So I would assume that the locally-hired and 
-trained guards were in position when we moved into that 
building. 


Q Of the 14 Marines -- 

Q Has there been any easing of the State 
Department and the U.S. position of having dependents -- 
Embassy dependents -- live in Beirut with their husbands 
and wives? 


A Well, there's certainly no change that I can 
tell you of today, and I'm not -- 


Q And going back prior to this, though? 


A Yes. I think that as conditions had seemed 
to improve there are about, I think, 10 or 12 dependents 
-- Embassy dependents -- in Beirut. 
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Q And a second one: In a number of Embassies 
around the world, the U.S. has security cameras, much like 
in a bank lobby -- 


A Uh-huh. 

Q -- where they routinely videotape outside 
movement and things. 

A Uh-huh. 

Q Is there by any chance -- you guys capture 


this thing? 


a Let me -- that's a fair question. Let me 
inquire as to whether there were cameras or not. 


Q Could we all have it for tonight? 
(Laughter. ) 


Q John, could you provide a profile -- to the 
degree that the U.S. has it -- of the Islamic Jihad group? 


2) No, I can't, Bernie. I think I will rest on 
the Secretary of State's words last night about that 
organization. 


Q Back to the steel gate, was this one of the 
increased security measures taken in answer to the threat 
of September 6th? 


A No. There were a large number of security 
measures already in place. A number of things had been 
done. This was a planned part of those activities. 


Q John, do you suspect any country in the 
region that could have assisted them in their mission or 
their attack on the Embassy? 


A Well, I don't think we will speculate. An 
investigation is underway, and I think we would be unwise 
to speculate on the perpetrators. 


Q John, the scope of this investigation 
doesn't seem to be as large as the one after the Marine 
blast. Of course, it wasn't such a big blast, but they 
sent an FBI team over there. They literally sifted 
through all of the debris -- 
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2) Uh-huh. 


Q -- and this team -- you said an expert in 
forensic science and ordnance disposal? 


a That's as part of the State Department's 
security team. There will be other agencies involved. 


Q Like the FBI? What are the other agencies? 

A I dor'* have a list of the other agencies, 
but sending an Assistant Secretary is a fairly serious 
indication of our intent, I think. 


Q Oh, no; I didn't -- I meant the scope of the 
investigation. 


A I think you'll find that either with 
Ambassador Murphy or arriving separately will be all the 
folks that are needed to conduct a full investigation. 


Q Of the 14 Marines -- 

Q Has the United States taken advantage, or 
does it plan to take advantage, of a standing Israeli 
offer of medical assistance? 

A I don't think we will know that until the 
medical people who have arrived from Cairo have looked at 
the wounded and they'd -- 

Q You haven't (inaudible)? 


aq I'm not aware of any decision that has been 
made at this stage. 


I mean it mezy even be being made as we speak. 


Q Of the 14 Marines assigned there to the 
Embassy, do you know how many were on duty at that time? 


A I do not. (To staff) Can anybody answer 
that? 


MR. ROMBERG: No. 


A No. 


Q And do we know if any of them were 
pre-stationed outside or if they would have had to come 
out from inside? 
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a The function of those Marines is internal. 
The function is not to ward off a serious external assault 
on the Embassy. Their duties are basically inside, and 
the points that they guard are basically inside. 


However, there are reports that some Americans 
came out of the building and fired on the vehicle. Just 
who they were and whether any of those could have been 
Marines, I don't know -- 


Q John, is there -- 


A -- at this stage. We will, I'm sure, in 
time. 


Q John, will the blast in any way alter or 
reshape the general direction of U.S. Middle East policy? 


a There isn't any question of that. The 
President has made it clear that he is constant in what he 
has said about the United States' determination to pursue 
peace in the Middle East. I keep on reminding you that 
when he launched his initiative, he made clear that it was 
for the long haul and the United States would stick with it 
And I think the President and the Secretary have made it 
clear that those who try to run the United States out of 
the Middle East by this kind of murderous activity are not 
going to succeed. 


Q You said no change in policy. 
i) No change in policy. 


Q I was just wondering. On the basis of the 
investigation so far -- 


a I can hear you, Jim, but I can't see -- ah, 
you're over here! Sorry. 


Q On the basis of the investigation so far, 
without naming any names, do you have any evidence at all 
that would have this operation fall under the category of 
state-sponsored terrorism? Do you have any evidence that 
any government may have been involved? 


}° SV o 
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a I think you set yourself up by pointing out 
at the beginning of your question that we're in the midst 
of an investigation, and I think we will wait for the 
results of that investigation before we come to 
conclusions. 


Q John, can we have a filing break? 
A Filing break. 


Q John, have you received a protest from the 
Government of China regarding textile regulations imposed 
by this Government? 


a We certainly have been talking with 
Chinese. China has given us its views on the proposed new 
rules of origin on textiles, including its concern that 
the rules would adversely affect its textile imports. 
We're in the midst of the 60-day comment period during 
which we're accepting the views of all concerned parties. 
China's views, along with the views of other concerned 
governments, will be passed to the U.S. Customs Service 
and other concerned agencies for their consideration; and, 
if necessary, modifications in the rules will be made. 
We're prepared to consult with Chinese officials on this 
question. 


Q How do you characterize the -- do you call 
it a view, or is it a protest, or is it a nasty message, 
or -- 


Aa We characterize it as Chinese views. 


Q John, on another matter, when the Secretary 
testified on refugees a couple of weeks ago, he said that 
to carry out the policy that he enunciated of admitting 
10,000 people from the re-education camps, that the United 
States would discuss this at Geneva at this conference due 
to begin in early October. 


a Uh-huh. 


Q On the FBIS, there's a statement by the 
Foreign Minister of Vietnam saying that Hanoi in fact 
rejects the idea that these people are political prisoners 
or that they should come to the United States under the 
Orderly Departure Program and rejects the idea of 
discussing it in Geneva. Do you have any comment on that? 


| < 
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Aa Well, we have seen the Vietnamese news 
agency report and we note that Vietnam is ready to hold 
talks with the United States on issues of mutual concern. 
Our delegation looks forward to talking with the 
Vietnamese delegation at the UNHCR Conference in Geneva 
October 3 and 4. 


Q In other words, you won't talk with them 
separately from Geneva. 


a Our plan is to talk with them in Geneva. 


Q Why will no American official meet with the 
Foreign Minister of Vietnam in New York, for instance? 


A Well, I just don't have anything on his 
schedule. 


Q John, if the Vietnamese keep to their 
position that the delegation the United States is sending 
to Geneva is not the one that should discuss the 
prisoners, we'll just stonewall? 


A Well, it's not a question of stonewalling. 
They have said they are willing to discuss matters of 
mutual interest. 


Q They said specifically not in Geneva. 
A Well, let's see how it develops. 


Q John, can you shed any light c the 
developments in the Gulf War, on the latest °« *acks 
against Kharg Island -- who did what to whoi. ¢ what it 
means, if anything? 


A Yes. I do have something on that. 


We're aware of an Iraqi statement that it 
has conducted a “warning bombing” of Iran's oil export 
terminal at Kharg Island. However, we have no 
confirmation of the attack. This development, along with 
the recent resurgence of attacks against shipping in the 
Gulf, illustrates the continuing dangers of the Iran-Iraq 
conflict, now entering its fifth year. The United States' 
view has not changed: any widening of the war threatens 
the peace and stability of the region. Attacks on neutral 
shipping are of particulerly serious concern to us in 
light of our traditional commitment to the principle of 
free navigation in international waters. 
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We look forward to and fully support continuous 
efforts on the part of the international community to work 
toward a resolution of the conflict, such as UN Security 
Resolution 540 and 552. We note that the forthcoming 
session of the UN General Assembly may again provide 
opportunities for international consultation and movement 
towards resolution of that conflict. 


Q A copy? 


A Sure. 

Q John, can you explain -- are you suggesting 
that the bombing, the warning bombing on Kharg Island, is 
a widening of the war -- or was that separate from the 


response to the question of the widening? 

a Well, (a), we were unable to confirm that, 
but I think that -- assuming i* took place, I think in the 
light of these words you may craw that deduction. 

] John, did you get any reaction from the 
Syrian Government about the attack on the Embassy in 
Beirut? Any concern, any -- 

i Let me take a look at that for you. 


Q In the same general area, anything on the 
incident in sovchern Lebanon yesterday? 


Aa No. 


Q Also, do you have anything on the report -- 
the GAO report about UNESCO? 


a No. 


Q And, finally, if I may, anything on the 
mediation by President Betancur in Nicaragua? 


fa No. 
Q This was a complete loss? (Laughter. ) 


a A complete loss? I thought it went very 
well. (Laughter.) 


Q John, what's the problem -- I suspect I know 
the answer to this -- what's the problem of identifying 
the man or men who were in the truck? It's just there's 
not enough left of them or -- 











A 
Q 
Q 


Well, you said it. 
Yes. (Laughter. ) 


Thank you. 
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(Whereupon, at 1:06 p.m., the briefing concluded.) 
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MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 24, 1984, 12:16 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. One announcement 
on a BACKGROUND briefing on a trade delegation from 
Mauritius: 


On Tuesday, September 25, at 2:30 P.M., a senior 
Department official will give a BACKGROUND briefing for 
the press here in Room 2118 The subject will be the 
Mauritian Investment Mission. To stress the importance, 
Deputy Prime Minister Duval will head the Mission 
September 24-October 5. They will be meeting with a 
number of government officials as well as with the media. 
Mauritius is one of the few democracies in Africa that nas 
a functioning multi-party parliamentary system of 
government. 


That is it for announcements. I'll be happy to 
take questions. 


Q Anything on Nicaragua today, Alan? 
oa Ah -- 
Q With respect to their position on Contadora? 


h No. I think that you have various pieces of 
guidance, or a piece of guidance, issued over the weekend, 
but you also have what the Secretary said yesterday at his 
briefing in New York, so I refer you to that. 


Q But he didn't address the Contadora 
announcement itself. He just sort of vaguely criticized 
the draft treaty. 


h Well, he was asked the question about it and 
he gave the response that he did, so I refer you to that. 














Q His comments seemed somewhat more positive 
than some of the comments made over the weekend here. Is 
that not true, that -- 


B I'll leave that kind of interpretation to 
you; but the fact is, as I say, that there are various 
things out there and I refer you to them. But the most 
recent authoritative statement is what the Secretary said 
yesterday. 


Q What about the visa for Mr. Ortega? There 
is a story in the New York Times today, according to which 
a visa to go to Los Angeles might be denied. 





f Well, in terms of a visa, I understand he 
does have a visa which will enable him to travel to the 
United Nations General Assembly. As far as travel in the 
U.S. and any discussion of that, obviously we always 
carefully consider that in light of the purposes of the 
travel and any other relevant circumstances. 


Q Can we go to the Middle East? 
Q I'd like to stay on this, if it's ckay. 


h On that subject or a different Central 
American subject? 


Q No, same -- same subject. 
BR Well, go ahead. 


Q Does the Reagan Administration have a copy 
of the Contadora draft agreement? 


x I don't think it's up to us to comment on 
the specifics of the Contadora draft, Jim; it's up to the 
countries. Whether we have it or don't have it, I think 
the various statements that were made reflect our position 
at this point. I don't think it's -- it's not up to us to 


talk about the draft; it's up to the countries who are 
considering it. 


Q If you say that a country which says that it 
is ready to sign the draft is “hypocritical,* that seems 
to be a comment on the draft. 


h Well, I'd refer you again to what the 
Secretary said yesterday about having some progress 








represented in that draft and good parts, and also some 
problems as we understand it. 


Q Which are the problems that the U.S. has -- 


he Well, as I said, I'm not going to get into 
details. I don't think that's (inaudible). 


Go ahead, Ghassan. 


Q What can you tell us, Alan, about the visit 
of Secretary Murphy to Syria, like as to when was it 
planned, is it a reaction to the Embassy bombing, and 
things of that kind? 


n Well, I think that the -- we indicated 
before that he went out there to the region at the request 
of the President and the Secretary to look into the 
question of the bombing in Lebanon and he is taking 
advantage of his presence in the region for consultations 
with other key governments. 


As you know, he has gone to Damascus and he's had 
meetings there, and he will be moving on. I believe he is 
either in or cortly arriving in Israel, and so he is in 
the region. isn't really much more to say about 
that at this ° 


As the Secretary indicated yesterday, we have 


indicated consistently we'd like to be helpful if we can, 
but that that requires that that is desired by all the 
parties concerned. And so that is the position on that. 

I would caution you against thinking that he's engaged in 
some sort of negotiation or intensive effort at this 
point. He is talking with the various governments. I'm 
sure that various questions relating to Lebanon are on his 
agenda and of interest to the governments he'll be talking 
with. 


Q So he is exploring the possibility, then? 

a I didn't say he was exploring the 
poesibility. I just said that I'm sure that that, the 
subject of Lebanon, is on the agenda. 

Q Can I follow up on the first question, Alan? 











Q There are reports in the American media that 
his visit now is to -- like you said; but it's also been 
reported that there was a plan to send him, or to send an 
American official, to the Middle East to explore the 
likelihood of United States mediating between Israel and 
Syria, so is that -- are you saying this is not the case, 
or what? 


y I guess I'm saying two things about it. 
First of all, I said we have been consistently willing to 
be helpful. I don't know that I would take that to the 
point of saying we're mediating or will mediate; I'm not 
Saying that it won't come to that, but I simply caution 
you that that's not where we are at this point. 


Secondly, in terms of a plan to send somebody out 
there, obviously with developments in the Middle East or 
the desire to see progress, it's always under 
consideration what we could do. But I'm not aware of a 
specific plan for him to go out there at this time, other 
than the fact that he did go and is taking advantage of 
the presence to do this other consulting. 


Q Who did -- 

Q But if you were asked -- 

a Excuse me. 

Q Who did Murphy see in Damascus? 
A 


I believe he saw President Assad. I don't 
know whom else he saw. 


Q If the U.S. were asked to mediate, as the 
reports have it that it has been asked by Foreign Minister 
Shamir, will the United States take the mediating role on? 


h I think that's getting ahead of the game. 
Obviously, Mr. Shamir is going to see Secretary Shultz 
during the course of their presence up at the U.N. and 
there are other discussions going on -- Ambassador 
Murphy's discussions in Israel and elsewhere -- but I 
don't want to take that -- as I say, I'm cautioning you 
not to go too far with that at this time. 


Q Weren't there reports, Alan, that -- there 


are reports that the Foreign Minister has actually asked. 
It's been reported in the media. So you're saying that no 


such request has been -- 











x No. I think I'll leave you with the words 
given you. I'm really not going to get into the exact 
dialogue that we've had with various parties, so -- 


Q Has the U.S. asked the Syrians for help in 
combatting terrorism or cracking down on the radical 
Islamic revolutionists in Lebanon or Bekaa Valley? 


h I don't think I would, again, want to get 
into the question of specifics of dialogue with any 
particular government. The extreme seriousness of the 
Situation, specifically in Lebanon but elsewhere, 
regarding terrorism is very much on our minds, and 
obviously we would want to pursue that subject with a 
variety of people; but I don't intend to get into the 
specifics of what was discussed or how it was discussed 
with any individual party. 


Q Alan, on that, can we clarify a couple of 
things on the bombing? First of all, do you know what Mr. 
Murphy's plans are in terms of reporting back here on the 
findings of his mission? 


Mw The first report that will be made actually 
will be made today because Ambassador Oakley and others in 
his party who are specifically concerned in terms of their 
institutional responsibilities with counter-terrorism and 
with security will be coming in today -- may have landed 
in New York already. They will be conferring with and 
reporting to the Secretary this afternoon, so that is 
going to happen today. 


I can't tell you specifically when Ambassador 
Murphy will actually come back to the U.f. at this point. 
Obviously he has been reporting his conversations out 
there. He will continue to do that. 


Q One of the things that I think John said 
last week and President Reagan repeated yesterday was that 
security was 75 percent completed at the Embassy at the 
time of the bombing. Can you give us any idea of what the 
additional 25 percent of the work was to involve? 


yx No, I can't, really. I think it would be 
imprudent to try to get into the specifics of what is 
involved in security. I do think that he indicated -- and 
I would reiterate that to my knowledge anyway -- the only 
sort of major physical outside feature that was not in 
place was the drop-bar at the end of the chicane, because 


the cement footing was curing. 














Q One final point on this -- 

M I would note, by the way, that to my 
understanding also, such a drop-bar -- and I may be wrong 
on this, but I think it's correct -- is in place in the 


West Beirut facility, but it was still in the process of 
being installed in the East Beirut Annex. 


Q The other issue is whether or not foreign 
guards can be provided outside the grounds of the 
Embassy. I think Mr. Reagan said yesterday that there was 
a prohibition against that. Yet, weren't the Marines, 
when they were still deployed in West Beirut -- the 80-man 
contingent -- they were out on the area overlooking the 
Mediterranean there on the Corniche, which was technically 
not within the grounds of the Embassy? 


A Well, I think you have to keep in mind 
several things: first of all, that there was the decision 
to withdraw that last contingent of Marines, who were not 
Marine Guards per se, was something that was -- that was a 
decision that was taken by the government as a whole in 
light of the circumstances, including movement to what was 
believed to be, thouch not ideal, at least a safer 
facility in East Beirut. Second of all, those Marines 
were also initially in Beirut as part of a larger 
deployment, and they were left there following the 
movement of most of the forces that they had gone in with, 
following the movement of those forces out. 


It really is an unusual situation to have -- and 
perhaps unique -- to have Marines who are not Marine 
guards playing some sort of external security role. So it 
was a question of -- I don't know whether it's a 


prohibition; I can't tell you whether that's factually 
right or not of my own knowledge -- but obviously, there 


is a certain degree of appropriateness of having somebody 
else's combat forces in your country. 


Q You don't know whether security -- 


A And it is standard to have the forces of the 


host country, be they armed forces or police forces or 
other kinds of security forces, as well as hired local 


guards, provide the external security. That is true 
around the world. 


Q But you don't know if there was a specific 
prohibition against having the Marines continue that kind 
of duty outside the Annex, if they had, if the decision -- 
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A I don't know if it was a specific 
prohibition or not. Obviously there is, as I say, though, 
a question of appropriateness and also necessity, and 
those are judgments which are made case by case. 


Bernie? 


Q Do you have any examples where there are 


hired guards at American embassies elsewhere in the world? 
You just made that point. 


oa It's true; there are. I'm just trying to 
think. Let me see if I can get you that. In fact, maybe 
before this briefing is over if I can at least just get 
you one example of that. 


(To Staff:) If you can give me some help from 
the side over there. 


Q There are quite a few unanswered questions 
about the incident that at least John was unabie to answer 
on Friday and apparently they are still unanswered, and i 
just wondered whether it would be possible for Mr. Oakley, 
Ambassador Oakley, to come down and brief when he returns 


here. 


f Let me take that under advisement and pass 
it on. I'm not sure at this stage whether they will feel 
they've gotten deeply enough into the specifics of that 
Situation to feel comfortable doing that, or whether they 
want to discuss security in that kind of detail in any way 
because of the possible vulnerabilities it creates for the 
future. But in any case, in terms of what happened, and 
how it happened, and all of that, as a general matter, 
obviously it's a legitimate question. Let me just see 
what they are willing to do with that. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on the FBIS 
report this morning that there was another message, 
another threat, from the Islamic Jihad about actions 
against the Jnited States? 


ny Yes. We're aware, obviously, of that 
threat. And as of today, we are sending an advisory, 
alerting posts worldwide to this most recent threat by the 
Islamic Jihad; and we have advised posts to make a 
critical evaluation of their security measures and to take 
appropriate actions to decrease the risks to their 
facilities and personnel. So it's clear that whatever the 
threats are and however much we don't know about this 


/- 74 74 





so-called Islamic Jihad, nonetheless we take every threat 
seriously . 


Q Alan, did you have that DIA report -- did 
the State Department have that DIA report warning of 
inadequacies in the security -- did they have that in 
advance of the bombing? 


a No. No. My understanding is that that 
report, which was prepared in July, was not to be printed 
until October. I don't quite know what the processing is 
between July and October. But in any case, that is the 
fact on that. There obviously were a lot of security 
measures which had to be taken as people moved into that 
facility, and everybody was aware that there needed to be, 
and those were being addressed, as we say. They only 
moved in at the beginning -- I believe it was the 
beginning of August, end of July. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Is this standard procedure in the government 
when one agency perceives some threats to another they 
wait several months until a report is printed, and then 
after the fact, as a matter of fact? 


A Well, I don't know what the processing of 
this thing was. And, as I say, my understanding was that 
it really wasn't due to be published as a formal document 
until October. So what further evaluation goes into that, 
I just can't tell you; (I) don't know. 


Q Isn't there any -- 


h You might want to address that to DoD. I 
don’t have anything for you. 


Q And would -- yes. I just wonder though, 
from State Department's standpoint, isn't there any 
common-sense procedure where if a guy said, "My Lord, this 
Embassy is in peril," he doesn't get on the telephone and 
call somebody up? 


Mn I think that there was recognition pretty 
much all around that there were a lot of things that had 
to be done to make the security around that facility 
better, and a lot of those things that are referred to in 
that report -- and I'm somewhat hamstrung because it's a 
classified report -- but, nonetheless, a lot of things 
that were in that report were very much the things that 
were being worked on and that had been 75 percent 
completed. 


As I say, you're starting at a point before a lot 
of things were put into place. 


Let me go back on the question of external 
guards. You asked where else do we hire local guards. 
Among many others would be Rome, Manila, Paris, Kinshasa. 
So it is not an unusual procedure. 


Q Isn't it different, Alan, that these guards 
are attached to one of the factions? 


h No. I think that that -- although I can't 
say what the background of these people may be, they were 
hired as individuals. They were not hired as members of 
one faction or another The fact is that, as a practical 
matter, that in West Beirut the guards, I think, were all 
Muslem, and in East Beirut they were mostly Christian. 
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Q Well, yes, but they were identified for us 
-- we didn't discern this -- they were identified here as 
members of the Lebanese Forces. 


A Well, yes. I think that that -- I don't 


know whether they al] were or were not, but in any case 
they were not hired as members of the Lebanese Forces. 


They were hired as individuals. And whatever faction they 
might have belonged to was not relevant to the hiring. 


Were they on full-time payrolls though, Alan, or 
were they working part-time -- moonlighting, so to speak? 


- I don't know. Obviously they would be hired 
in terms, from our perspective, as trained, full-time 
guards. Whether they moonlighted, as people do in many 
other jobs, I don't know. But from our point of view, 
they were full-time employees. 


Working full schedules, in other words -- 


Q 
A Yes. 
Q -- full eight-hour shifts. 


A That -- to my knowledge. If I'm wrong on 
that, I will come back to you. But my understanding is 
certainly that. 


Q Do they -- I'm sorry. 


Q A couple of questions, please, Alan. The 
people who were hired on an individual basis -- were they 
wearing the uniform of the Phalange? 


h I don't know what clothing they were wearing. 


Q You don't, 


On this new threat, was this a threat that the 


U.S. received perhaps through the Embassy or is the 
response that you're making to the published threat? 


A I think that the response is to a published 
threat, that there was a statement made to a newspaper in 
Beirut. 


Q That's what I meant. 


A And that came to our attention, 
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Q Nothing directly to the U.S., then? 

A To my knowledge, that's correct. Yes? 
Q It was the question of the uniform. 

Q Alan, I want to take you back to Secretary 


Murphy's discussions. Lebanese Prime Minister Rashid 
Karami said that he's more optimistic about an impending 
Israeli withdrawal from southern Lebanon -- 


Q -- following his discussions with Secretary 
Murphy. And you said earlier that Secretary Murphy is not 
involved in any “negotiations." That's the word that you 
used, 


om Uh-huh. 


Q Why would the Lebanese Prime Minister say 
that? 


B I can't speak for the Lebanese Prime 
Minister. I would, as I said, point out to you that we 
have indicated on many occasions in the past -- and while 
I don't have a report of the conversations to give you, 
I'm sure it would not be out of the ordinary for him to 
indicate again -- that we are willing to be helpful in any 
way we can that is agreed to by the parties. And so 
that's all I really can report to you about that. 


Yes? 


Q Is Murphy going somewhere else in the Middle 
East or is he coming back from Israel to the United States? 


K I don't have an onward schedule to give 
you. I'm not sure that he's coming back directly. I 
think he may be going elsewhere, but I don't have that 
schedule to give you. And I think, for obvious reasons, 
ahead of time we would not give that. 


Q In the Middle East, Alan, or in Europe? 


h No. I think he may be staying in the region 
for a little bit. 
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Q Alan, on the security alert, your statement 
spoke of alerting posts to take appropriate measures. 
Does each post have a fixed plan that this sets into 
action or is the determination of appropriate measures 


left up to the situation and the officer in charge? 


h I can't really answer that for you. I'm 


sure that they all have measures in force already which 
are basically designed to take care of the existing 


situation. 


I haven't seen the message myself; but, subject 
to correction, I would guess that they would simply be 
alerted to the fact of a threat and be left to their own 
judgment as to what would be required. 


Q Has that already gone out, Alan? 


B I don't know whether it actually has gone 
out -- you know, has left the building -- but it went out 
as of today, or is going out as of today. 


Q O.K. 


Q Alan, would this be the same kind of 
advisory alert that went out in response to the September 
8th warning? 


BR I think it -=- again, I haven't seen the 


exact wording; but I think, in essence, that is correct, 
and I think that -- yes; let me just leave it at that. 


Q Alan, when was that alert -- it was first 
known yesterday, wasn't it? 


A Which? 
Q The latest one. 
h I don't know when that threat -- you're 


talking about the threat? You said "alert." 


Q The new one, the new one. I'm just 
wondering what the delay is, if you're not even sure it's 
gone out yet -- whether there's a delay in sending out the 
advisory alert. 


a Well, I don't know what the processing of it 
is, Bernie. I don't think it's an excessive delay to have 
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it go out as of the time I've walked out here. Somebody 
has said it has gone out. 


The reason I hesitate is because between the time 
things are typed and actually put on the wire and so on, 
there may be some time. But obviously we act as quickly 
as possible. And I think the fact is we've also indicated 
before that since the bombing in Beirut there has been 
another alert. 


So I think you could rest assured that people are 


on a very high level of alert in any case and this is 
Simply a further notice and cautioning to people. 


Yes, 


Q Alan, do you have anything on a pact between 
Syria and Saudi Arabia on the Iran-Iraq war? 


i No; don't know about that. 


Q Alan, do you have any casualty figures today 
for the bombing and -- 


y Well, I have updated casualty figures. Let 
me give you what I‘ve got, 


-- Of those killed: two U.S. employees, both in 
the Defense Attache Office; six Lebanese 
employees; an unknown number of non-Embassy 
Lebanese visitors -- there are conflicting 
reports of anywhere from five to 15. 


-- Of injured people: 20 U.S. employees; 19 
Lebanese employees; and again, an unknown number 
of non-Embassy Lebanese visitors -- reports, 
again conflicting, range between 20 and 30. 


On evacuation, let me give it to you by day so 
that you have it. Medical evacuation: 


-- On the 22nd, which was Saturday, there eight 
U.S. and one Lebanese employees evacuated to 
Lanstuhl Army Hospital in Germany. Of those 
nine, six were litter cases and three were 
ambulatory. 
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-- On Sunday, the 23rd, four .S. employees, all 
ambulatory, were medevaced to Shiba Hospital in 
Tel Hashomer, Israel. Also, one U.S. Marine who 
was ambulatory was medevaced io the USS 
Shreveport. That Marine had an injury which was 
unrelated to the bombing. 





But on Sunday, yesterday, a Marine who was in a 
litter was medevaced to the shreveport as well; 
and that Marine was injured in the bombing 

So of all of those I have given you, there was 


one injury that was unrelated to the bombing. The rest 
all were related to it. 


Q Alan, was that evacuation to the Israeli 
facility the first such of U.S. personnel from Lebanon to 
Israel? 


a I can't tell you altogether. I think it was 
the first such in in this incident, and I guess you'd have 
to check with the Pentagon. 


Q Why the four -- eight to Germany anda four to 
Israel? Why not -- how do you explain that division? 


AK These decisions were made on the ground by 
the medical authorities. 


Q Medical authorities. 


Q Did the four who went to Israel -- some 
reports suggested that they all or some or most of them 
had punctured eardrums. 


K Yes. 


Q Did that play any part in why they went 
there? 


h I don't know, Chris. I just don’t know, 


I also think it would be appropriate to note 
that we are very thankful to the Lebanese medical and 
civil defense personnel who responded so promptly and 
efficiently in the time of need and to the Government of 
Lebanon for its assistance, and also that we are grateful 
to the Government of Israel for its immediate offer of 
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medical facilities and support -- an offer which, as I 
said, we have accepted. 


Q Alan? 
oa yes, Bill. 


Q I don't know whether this is covered by your 


answer to George, but do you know any more about the 
license plate of the vehicle or this Dutch diplomat or who 


-- how many people were in the cab of this vehicle, or -- 


B No. I think that's the kind of thing, in 
terms of giving you an authoritative kind of response, we 
really ought to wait for the investigation. I learned, 
frankly, from reading from the newspaper, that there was 
apparently a Dutch diplomat in the Embassy -- not talking 
to Ambassador Bartholomew but talking to somebody else. 


But I don't know that that's at all related to 
the reports. It may be. But I don't know that that's 
related to the reports which were there about Dutch 
Giplomatic plates or faked U.S. plates. There were all 
sorts of conflicting reports, and I don't think we'd be 
wise to try and comment. We just don't know at this point. 


Q You don't even know how many people were in 
that truck? 

B There are, again, conflicting reports. 

Q yeah. 

a There were some reports at first that there 
were two. There are other reports that there was only one. 

Bernie? 

Q Alan, on this first report by Oakley to the 


Secretary -- 
A Uh-huh. 
Q -- that will be private or public? 
a Oh, I'm sure it will be a private briefing. 


Jim, did you have a question? 
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Q Well, I wanted, with your forbearance, to go 
back to Nicaragua for a second. I went and I got Shultz's 
remarks so I'd be more informed. 


B Yes. 

Q Is that all right with you? 
a Sure. (Laughter. ) 
Q 


Does the United States believe that 
Nicaragua is involved in these negotiations in good faith? 


a I don't think it is up to us to proclaim on 
the good faith or not of -- you're talking about 
negotiations with whom? With the Contadora group? 


Q Under the Contadora group. 


h Yes. I think that it’s nct up to us to make 
that judgment. I think what we end up with in the end, in 
terms of any sort of agreement, that will obviously be 
something that has to be subscribed to by all of the 
parties who are negotiating, will have to meet the 
requirements of all of those parties. 


Q Well, as to that particular point, my 
understanding is that every Central American government 
has issued a communique accepting the draft over the last 
week and a half. But in the Secretary's comments he 
indicates that some are yet to be heard from. Who are 
they? 


Bh I'm not about to talk for the other 
governments or for those governments which are directly 
concerned, but I think the fact is that our discussions 


indicate that what the Secretary said -- which is that, 
just to quote him: “We see a draft treaty that does that 


in part*® -- which is to say translates the 21 points, the 
principles, into something more operational -- “but misses 
in some substantial part. Other countries have yet to be 
heard from." 


So that is a reflection of the state of our 
understanding -- 


Q But you won't in any -- 
A -- which does not only come from public 
statements. 
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Q You won't in any way specify or hint at what 
the substantial part is? 


oa No. I don't think that that's for us to do. 


Q O.K. And, finally -- just one more: In 


terms of the statement that came out of this Department on 
Saturday -- 


ia Uh-huh. 


Q -- with respect to the elections and there 
not being sufficient time -- 


a Uh-huh. 


Q -- what would the State Department respond 
if the criticism were leveled that there was a double 
standard with respect to Nicaragua and £1 Salvador and 
elections in terms of time and participation? 


x I don't think that you're at the same point 
on that. What you got in Nicaragua, first of all, are 
people who are willing in the opposition to participate in 
the elections, which is not the case in Salvador. And you 
have those people having made very clear what I think are 
generally recognized, not only in this country but abroad 
-- elsewhere -- as reasonable terms in terms of the ground 
rules, which includes the amount of time, the access to 
the media, freedom to speak out, and so on. 


And so I think you have a different situation 
which you can't quite compare that way. 


One of the points that also, I think, was made in 
the guidance on Saturday is that while there are 
presumably protestations of allowing free elections and so 
on, the press reports that Mr. Cruz has been attacked by 
Sandinista-organized mobs on certainiy more than one 
occasion; and the police have done little, if anything, to 
stop that, and so on. 


So I think that there are some real problems 


Q O.K. Just one -- I'd just like a comment on 
this. This is from the Times this morning -- 


h Uh-huh. 
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Q -- quoting a State Department official: 
"The whole point was to get the Nicaraguans to accept the 
Contadora proposals. Now they have, but we say we aren't 
satisfied. I'm not sure I would blame the Nicaraguans if 


they were confused.” Do you have a comment on that? 


B Well, I don't know who that individual may 
have been. I think that the position of the Government is 
clear on this, and I can't really speak to an unnamed 
source, 


There was also somebody, I believe, who said 
something in there about there's no point in talking 
further with the Nicaraguans. That certainly is not the 
Administration's view. There will be further talks. 


And so I would caution you in terms of accepting 
such views as representing authoritative Administration 
positions. 


Chris? 


Q A late report this morning that Senator 
Proxmire has given the Department the Golden Fleece Award 


h Uh-huh. 


Q -- for its travel allowance policy -- 
specifically, something to do with allowing people 
traveling to post to take ocean liners instead of cheaper 
air -- 


h yes. I think primarily it had to do with 
use of local currency. I tried to get something on that 


pefore I came out, was unable to. But I'll see if we can 
get some reaction to that. 

Q Thank you. 

a You're welcome. 


(Whereupon, at 12:47 p.m., the briefing was 
concluded, ) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC # 174 


TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 25, 1984, 12:18 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have just a 
couple of brief reminders for you: first that a senior 


Department official will give a BACKGROUND briefing here 
in the briefing room today at 2:30 on the Mauritian 


Investment Mission. 


And also a reminder that at the White House today 


there will be a readout on Mr. Mulroney's visit -- I 
believe that's about 1:15. 


That's it. Be happy to take your questions. 


Q Alan, the Soviet news agency has responded 
to the President's speech at the United Nations. Have you 
seen that account? Do you have a comment on it? 


M No, I really don't have a comment on it. I 
think that Assistant Secretary Burt was on television this 
morning. I refer you to what he said. Beyond that, the 
fact is there will be meetings this week, obviously both 
in New York and in Washington, and I think we'll conduct 


Our diplomacy through those meetings -- 
Q Not on T.V.? 


oa -- rather than responding specifically. I 
think he did not respond in detail to it. But I think we 
won't respond either at this point. 


Q Alan, do you have any details of the $372 
million emergency request for security? 


y I have something on that. I think, 
actually, the numbers have changed a little bit since 
there was a briefing on that in New York yesterday, so let 
me give you what I have on that. 





Q O.K. 


‘ As I understand it, the figure is 
approximately $366 million at this point. If you want the 
exact figure, it's $366,278,000. That's for increased 
security at our missions worldwide. Approximately half of 
that would be for buildings and facilities, and 
approximately half for people and security equipment. 
Heavy emphasis will be placed on security protection at 
Middle Eastern posts, but a relatively small amount is 
targeted for Beirut facilities because there has been a 
special amount set aside earlier that has been 


appropriated and so on -- it was around $22-$23 million 
earlier this year, or last year -- I'm not sure exactly 
when that was finally enacted -- but in any case to take 


care of the Beirut situation. And at that point, that 
money is still being expended. 


I might note that that package has been sent to 
OMB. It has not been formally presented to the Congress, 
hasn't been formally made final through the 
Administration, but the hope is that it would be brought 
to the Congress before the end of the current session, so 
that if that is done, if the Congress approves the 
request, we're prepared to begin work immediately on 
increased security arrangements at our posts worldwide. 


Q That's the 366 you're talking about? 

M That’s correct. 

Q And when do you think it will go to Congress? 
A Bernie, I don't think I can get ahead of the 


internal processes. This is obviously a matter which has 
come up, as John explained it yesterday in New York, in 
the wake of the most recent security threats and events 
and it is an urgent and top priority matter. 

Q you've only got till the 4th of October. 

y I'm sorry. 

Q You've only got till the 4th of October. 


A Well, I understand that, so we'll see how 
that proceeds. 
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Q How much of that money is allocated for the 
Beirut vicinity? 

os I said in this particular one, there is very 
little of it that is -- of this particular amount -- 


because there already was money that has been put forth on 
a special program for Beirut previously, and so that money 
is already there. Now, obviously, this not the totality 
of what we'll be doing over a period of time. We will be 
continuing to be looking at and putting requests forward 
for security but this is the amount which, on an urgent 
basis, is being proposed from here to be sent forward to 
the Congress and appropriated. 


Q Alan, how much of the $23 million earlier 
allocated to Lebanon was spent, do you know, and how 
much -- 


M I don't have the details on how -- but I 
think that, basically, all has been programmed. Whether 
it's actually all been paid out, I don't think it has all 


been paid out at this point, but it has all been 
Gesignated for uses. I think over time, obviously, as 


programs change, there may have been changes within that 
program, but nonetheless, that's the situation on that. 


Q This is essentially the story that John put 
out yesterday except for the revised figure, is that right? 


BM Yes, I think it is basically that. I don't 
recall whether he had the breakdown in terms of half for 
this and half for that. 


Q Alan, can you be more specific regarding the 
half of the money allocated to people? You said half -- 


M I cannot -- no, I don't have any further 
breakdown on it. 


Q Can you break down the percentage of where 
it's going? You said the bulk in the Mideast, but -- 


A No. No. I can't do that. 


Q Alan, do you have any characterization of 
Ambassador Murphy's visit, now that he's going to Israel 
from Damascus, of his talks in Damascus regarding either 
Syrian willingness for some kind of disengagement or tacit 
agreement with the Israelis or Syria's desire for improved 
relations with the U.S. directly? 
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fh No, I don't have anything on it. 
Q Alan, in accordance -- 
a Excuse me. Is this on the same subject? 


Yes, pretty much the same. It has to do 
with deterring aggression -- 


A Well, I'd like to be sure we finish -- 
Q -- on the embassies. 
B Before we come back, I'd like to be sure we 


finish off on this and not go around on.... 


Q In the light of the new conciliatory 
language of President Reagan yesterday in the General 
Assembly, do you expect any change in the U.S. attitude 
towards the Soviet proposal for an international 
conference on the Middle East? 


h I think that our position on the Middle East 
and the international conference has been stated before. 
I don't think anybody has indicated there is any change on 
that. Obviously, we have indicated -- and I think the 
Secretary indicated -- that we do talk with the Soviets 
about the Middle East. It's an important area, it's a 
broad area, it includes everything, I mean, not only the 
peace process, but the Gulf, Iran-Iraq, and so on. But I 
don't think that that reflects a change in the attitude 
toward the utility of an international conference in 
actually moving the peace process forward. 


Q So in what sense do you expect a sort of 
regional -- I mean bilateral cooperation with the Soviets 
regarding regional problems? 


h The Secretary briefed yesterday following 
the President's speech, and I'm going to refer you to that 
briefing. I think he did address this. 


Q Alan, going back to where we were, three 
years ago, when President Reagan welcomed the hostages 
home from Tehran, he promised, as I'm sure you remember, 
that any further terrorism against Americans would be met 
with what he termed swift and effective retribution. Mr. 
Mondale, as you may know, yesterday charged that the 
Beirut terrorists “have humiliated us and pushed us around 
and killed our people.* 
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Question: Did the State Department advise 
President Reagan to make this promise of swift and 
effective retribution inoperative? Or can you cite any 
swift and effective retribution for any of the three 
recent U.S. Embassy bombings? 


» I think the President was asked about this 
recently. He addressed himself to it. I'm not going to 
add to his words. 


Q But what about the State Department? Can 
you cite any -- 

B I don't get into agency positions. 

Q In other words, your evasion means that you 
can't? 

M No, it means that I don't get into agency 


positions, Lester. 


Q Oh, I see. 


A Never have; don't intend to. 
Q There is swift and effective retribution? 
y I think I just answered your question. 


Alan, two things: if you needed $366 
million for security, why didn't you ask for it earlier? 


Why wait until there was a bombing if you needed the money? 


h This represents, essentially, an 
acceleration of plans which were already underway. I 
think that, as John indicated yesterday, to read his 
words, "It's a direct and immediate response to the 
worldwide security situation which has been reviewed in 
the aftermath of last week's vehicle bomb attack against 
the Embassy in Beirut." 


It isn't a question of finding new things, 
primarily. I can't say that in the end there won't be 
some new things that hadn't been considered before. But 
essentially, it represents an identification in the wake 
of what is perceived to be a more heightened security 
problem, in light of the bombing and so on, to identify 
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those highest priority things and try and get the money 
for those things now before the Congress goes out so that 
we can move ahead immediately, as we're prepared to do. 


So it isn't a matter of identifying things all of 
a sudden. It's a matter of facing the situation as we see 
it and trying to do the best we can to move those things 
ahead. But there has been, obviously, a lot of work done 
on security, and I think there has been a lot of testimony 
given on that and I don't have all the details to rehash 
for you. 


Q Beyond what John said yesterday on what 
Ambassador Oakley reported about the size of the 
explosives, do you have anything in addition to that in 
terms of what he has reported to the Secretary on the 
findings of the Murphy -- 


x No. I think that John gave you pretty much 


Q That's it at the moment? 


Bh I think for the moment, yes. There are 
still people on the ground who are providing, or trying to 
get more exact detail, and there will be continuing 
examination, obviously, of that situation. But as we know 
it at this point, I think that you've got it from the 
briefing yesterday. 


-- MORE -- 





Q Do you have any specific comments on the GAO 
report released last Friday suggesting that the Security 
Enhancement Program has not been going all that well? 


m I di:i have something on that but it is 


partially addresseii by what I've already said, but let me 
give you what I've got. 


We are pleased that the GAO report notes that its 
"follow up work indicates the Department has implemented 
Or is in the process of implementing our recommen- 
dations." That is a quote. The report notes that there 
are some continuing construction delays, however the 
Department is satisfied that these delays are being 
addressed to assure the completion of the multi-million 
dollar construction projects now underway. 


Under the Security Enhancement Program, we have 
made substantial security improvements at twenty-four 
posts. These include construction of improved perimeter 
controls, installation of public access controls, 
monitors, alarms and other devices. 


The Security Enhancement Program does not include 
new ofiice buildings Now, as I indicated before, the 
Department addressed Beirut's security needs as an urgent 
project outside of the Security Enhancement Program. 


I've got a little history on the Security 
Enhancement Program, if you are interested in that, but it 
is up to you. 


Q Yes, if we can have it. 


Well, let me give it to you to make sure 
everybody gets it, because there is one aspect of this 
thing, I guess, in terms of the numbers that was somewhat 
confusing. Let me just read you what I've got. 


The Security Enhancement Program was initiated in 
1980 to upgrade the security of designated overseas posts 
in the wake of the events that took place at our embassies 
in Tehran, Islamabad and Tripoli. The Security 
Enhancement Program coordinates the efforts of the Office 
of yop y Buildings, the Office of Communications, the 
Office of Security and the Office of Operations within the 
Bureau of Administration in the Department. 
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Initially the Department planned to upgrade 125 
posts within five years, but this was an optimistic 
projection given the complex construction requirements. 
Last year we reviewed the program and determined that the 
security upgrades of 62 posts we considered most 
vulnerable would continue in the program. Other posts 
apart from these 62 have received funds for enhanced 


security, and of course there are other ongoing programs 
to improve the security of other posts throughout the 
world. 


Q Alan, the money you have for Beirut 


asserted, does it include replacement for the bombed Annex 
in East Beirut, or -=- ? 


A I think, at this point, we don't quite know 
what that is. Do you mean the 366? No. I think that 
that money includes, as I say, very little money at this 
point for Beirut. I don't know precisely how, when people 
get through looking at that Annex, for example, they will 
decide they want to go: whether that building would be 
repaired or whether we get another facility, or what. I 
think all that remains to be examined. 


Q Could we have all that on paper? 
A All of which on paper? 
Q About the security posts. 


i Well, I can give you, other than what I have 
said, I can give you what I've got on paper. Put it that 
way. 


Q Alan, this is a question that is directly to 
your field of expertise. 


The Associated Press reports that when they asked 
for State Department comment on Senator Proxmire's *golden 
fleece award,” on that $400,000 spent by State Department 
people on ocean liners and aoa + et River cruises, 
--quote -- “Several aides*® -- that is, at the State 
Department -- “said that public information officers were 
busy with the aftermath of Thursday's bombing,* and my 
question is this: 


When -- I understand there is a crisis management 
team working on this bombing -- what specifically is it 
that the 27, I estimate, State Department press and public 
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affairs officers are doing about the aftermath that makes 
them ail too busy to answer such questions by Associated 
Press? 


B Lester, there are some people who work on 
some problems and others who work on other problems, and 
those who work on both the Middle Bast -- because I 
believe that Pakistan was mentioned as one of the areas 
specifically in Senator Proxmire's statement -- and also 
who work on the question of administration and security in 
buildings, had been tied up on such things as the Beirut 
bombing. 


Q All of them. I see. 


Well, we don't have that many who work on 
those specific subjects. You talking about a number which 


I believe you perhaps anonymously this morning called and 
asked for -- 


Q Anonymously? No one asked who I was. I've 
never concealed my identity. Alan, one follow-up on this. 


The Senate Foreign Relations Committee said 
this morning that it is conducting an investigation of 
what it called these outrageous State Department cruise 
expenditures, and a staffer for Senator Proxmire says that 
this ranking minority member of Appropriations will also 
be investigating. 


Question: Does the State Department give a 
damn about this, or will you respond with the customary, 
lofty evasion? Are you concerned? 


h Your customary, lofty arrogance in your 
question notwithstanding, we will have an answer which I 
believe will provide a response on this question of why 
these funds were used in this way. I hope we will have it 


this afternoon. 


Q This afternoon? Good. 


A Yes. 


Q Alan, last week I think a question was asked 
here about an alleged report in the Arab press that U.S. 
cruise missiles might be stationed in Israel, and John 
said that that was completely out of bounds, any such 
allegation. Are you aware of any reports in the Soviet 
press that cruise missiles are being, or will be 
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stationed, in northern Israel which could then threaten 
the southern Soviet Union directly? 


a I am not aware of the reports, but it 
remains as ridiculous a proposition as the other one. 


Chris? 


Q Yes. This morning, Department officials 
have been on the Hill briefing on security in Beirut, and 
other things -- 


M Right. 


Q -- and when Members emerged they summarized 
it by saying that they had been assured that from now on 
vehicular traffic would be sealed off from in front of 
embassies. 


Q Does this represent a change in security 
policy? 

a From in front of embassies? 

Q In front of embassies. 

K Wor ldwide? 


Q They were specifically just talking about 
the Middle East. 


a I don't know, specifically, frankly, whether 
that is where we are on that question. Certainly people 
are looking at the kinds of measures which need to be 
taken to protect embassies, not only the embassy in 
Beirut, but also in the Middle East and other high risk 
areas, so it may be that that was in that briefing. I 
frankly don't know. I know that vehicular traffic 
obviously is one thing that needs to be examined. 


Q In earlier briefings on this subject, the 
point has been made by John and other people that, well, 
this is a street, you know. We had to let traffic be on 
it, which struck many of us as being absurd, since there 
have been five of these horrendous car bombings in Lebanon 
in the last two years. Isn't it about time -- isn't this 
way overdue that this step be taken? 


h I am not going to try to respond to that 
sort of conclusion, Chris. 
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Q Alan, there is a report this morning from 
Israel that the new government there is giving a new 
oe SO to speak, to the President's September lst 
plan. 


Q Are you aware of this? Do you have anything 
to say about it? 


n No. I have seen the wire reports. Our 


position on it, obviously, is that we stand behind that 
proposal. As we have said many times, it represents what 


we see as the best and maybe the only workable proposal -- 
at least in our view at this point, and it remains out 


there for the various parties to come to the table and 
discuss with their own views. So, I am not going to try 


to speak for the Government of Israel or try to analyze 
what their views are on it. They apparently have made 
some statements about it, and I see those. 


Q All that you know, Alan, is what I‘ve heard 
and -- 


KR That is all I know. I don't know if there 
has been further discussion on that. 


Q A follow up on that, Alan. 


A Uh-huh. 


Q Unlike in 1982 when the plan was first 
proposed, will U.S. diplomacy this time vigorously advance 
the plan, promot it among the parties? 


aw I am not going to get into the details of 
how we might proceed from this point. Obviously we have 
indicated that it is there, that the parties in the region 
have to want to get together to talk before they will 
talk. That is self-evident. I would, I guess, take 
exception to your suggestion that the proposal wasn't 
vigorously pursued before. Jim? 


Q Can we go to Contadora? Would the United 


States stay with Contadora and still support it if no 
changes were made? 


a Well, you are asking me a hypothetical 
question and I am not going to give you an answer to it. 
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Q Can you say what changes the United States 
wants made? 


h No. I told you that yesterday. 


Q To follow on that, do you have any response 
to the Nicaraguan official who was quoted in today's Times? 

a No. 

Q Any response at all to what Nicaragua has 


been saying? 
B No. 


Q Anything on Los Angeles trips, or 
cancellation thereof? 


A No. George? 


Q You have no new language on Contadora. 

A Huh? 

Q You have no new language on Contadora today? 
nN NO. 


Q One last question. Alan, Mr. Mondale has 
charged that the lack of sufficient security at our 
embassy in Beirut is, in his words, “an atrocious 
abdication of leadership.* 


My question is: Will Secretary Shultz respond to 
this, or does he feel it is directed entirely at President 
Reagan? 


n Well, I guess we will wait and see, won't 
we, Lester? 


Q Well, yes. We can wait and see if the sun 
comes up, Alan, but my question had to do with Shultz. 
Does he feel this is directly at President Reagan, or is 
he going to shoulder part of what might be, in your view, 
misjudged blame? 


h I think tsere have been a number of 
statements made by senior officials starting with the 
President, the Secretary, and others, about what's gone on 
in Beirut. I am sure there will be more, and I refer you 


to them. 
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Q I am sure, too. Specifically, what is the 
answer to the question I have asked, though, Alan? Does 
the Secretary believe that it is entirely at Reagan, 
or -- ? 


B That wasn't your question, Lester. 
Q It was. 


a You might want to review the transcript and 
see what your question was. 


Q I really don't know if this question has 
been asked before here, but still I consider it as an 
important one. 


Q Was the diplomatic move by the United 


States, headed now by Under Secretary Murphy, as a result 
of the bombing of the embassy or was it prepared before? 


A No. I think I answered that the other day, 
to indicate that this trip by Assistant Secretary Murphy 
was undertaken specifically because of the events in 
Lebanon. I indicated that it would hardly be surprising 
that as Assistant Secretary for the region, he had in mind 
the possibility of travelling out there at some point, but 
that there was no specific plan for him to do so. And so 
he is in the region, he is taking advantage of the fact 


that he is in the region to stop at other posts and to 
talk to other governments. 


Q On that mutual withdrawal in Chad that 
reportedly got underway today, do you have anything to say 
about it? 


a I don't, sorry. 
Q Thank you. 


on you're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:48 p.m.) 
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WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 26, 1984, 12:29 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: O.K. Good afternoon. A couple of 
brief announcements and a statement. 


On the announcements: Under Secretary of State 
for Management Ronald Spiers testified today on terrorism 
legislation before the House Judiciary Subcommittee and 
the House Foreign Affairs Committee, and we hope to have 
the text of his prepared statements later this afternoon. 


Available in the Press Office is an embargoed-- 
underline embargoed -- text of Ambassador Rowny's address 
to the Chicago Council on Foreign Relations on arms 
control. I think the embargo is for 8:30 tonight our 
time. 


The statement is regarding the U.K.-PRC agreement 
on the future of Hong Kong, and it is a statement on 
behalf of Secretary of State Shultz, who is in New York: 


The United States Government welcomes the 
successful conclusion of two years of negotiations between 
the United Kingdom and the People's Republic of China over 
the future of Hong Kong. 


The Unitec States has a strong interest in the 
continued stability and prosperity of Hong Kong and 
believes the agreement will provide a solid foundation for 
Hong Kong's enduring future progress. In this regard, we 
have noted statements by both sides indicating that Hong 
Kong's way of life will be guaranteed for fifty years from 
1997, and that systems existing in Hong Kong will continue 
in the Special Administrative Region. 


We expect the American business communities, both 
in the United States and Hong Kong, will see in this 
agreement good reason for sustained confidence in the 
future of Hong Kong as an attractive and thriving 
commercial center. 


The United States will provide any assistance it 
can, in close cooperation with the United Kingdom and the 





People's Republic of China, to maintain Hong Kong's 
appropriate participation in international bodies. 


That is it. 


Q May we have a copy? 

A Sure. 

Q International what, please? 

h Bodies. That's organizations, Mike, et 


cetera. (Laughter) 


Q Jordan has decided to resume its full 


Giplomatic relations with Egypt without requesting an 
abrogation for Camp David Accords as a precondition. Do 
you have a comment on that? 


M yes, I do have a comment on that: Indeed, 
Jordan has resumed full diplomatic relations with Egypt 
effective yesterday, September 25. We welcome this step 
as helpful to the cause of peace and stability in the 
region. Secretary Shultz congratulated Egyptian Foreign 
Minister Abdel Meguid in their meeting in New York 
yesterday. Assistant Secretary Murphy is in Amman today, 
and he will personally convey congratulations from 
President Reagan for this important move by King Hussein. 
We hope other governments will see it in their interest to 
move in this direction. 


I might also note that I believe the White House 
will be commenting on some messages that were also sent. 


Q May we get a copy of that, please? 
i Yes. 
Q Why do you think Jordan took this action? 


A I'm not going to try to explain the reasons 
for it, Bernie. I think I would leave that to the 


governments concerned, 


Q Were you aware of it? (Inaudible) before? 


a I'm sorry? 


Q Were you aware of it? 











A I'm not going to get into the question of 
what diplomatic exchange there might have been. The fact 
is, we welcome it. 


Q How do you interpret it in light of the 
September One Initiative? 


a Again, Jim, I'm really going to stick with 
what I've given you on this. I'm not going to try to 
interpret it beyond what we've said, which is that we 
think it is helpful to the cause of peace and stability in 
the region. I'm not going to try to take it beyond that 
in terms of the peace process of September 1 or -- 


Q You don't think there's any relationship? 

M I didn't say that. 

Q Oh. (Laughter) 

h I said I'm not going to try to interpret it. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on the comment 
of the Israeli Government on the speech by President 
Reagan in front of the General Assembly, especially 
regarding the Reagan Initiative? 


i No. I chink I was asked this yesterday, and 
I said we've noted the various comments, but don't have 
anything to say about it. 


Q It carries a sort of reemphasis of the 
refusal by the Israeli Governments of the Initiative. 


A Well, as I say, we're aware of the various 
comments. I think yesterday I was asked about comments in 
a different direction. Our position on that Initiative 
and on the peace process remains as it has been, and I 
don't have any comment on their comments. 


Q On to another country: The New Zealand 
Parliament now has a bill before it to make New Zealand -- 
to deny any port access to any nuclear ships. Do we have 
a response? 


a I don't have a specific response to that. 
Our position on that issue is known. I think John Hughes 
addressed it in giving a readout in New York on -- I don't 





know whether it was John or was somebody else. I don't 
know. Anyway, there was a readout on this subject, and I 
would refer you back to what we've said about the 
substance, and obviously we'll be continuing to discuss 
this question with the Government of New Zealand. 


Q Has the Unitec States rescheduled any 
nuclear port calls to New Zealand? 


A I'm not aware that there are any at this 
period, and again I'd refer you -- I think the subject was 
discussed in New York and I really would prefer that you 
take your readout from what was given there. 


Q Alan, you commented the other day, but I 
wonder if you could elaborate, having had time, a little 
more time, to study the Nicaraguan government's embrace of 
the latest Contadora package for Central America. This 
Administration has all along said that it supports the 
Contadora process. 


Can you elaborate a bit on the logic of the 
initial dismissal of Managua‘s acceptance of this package? 


Bh No. I think that you're obviously quite 
right in saying we have indeed strongly supported the 
Contadora process and we do. The various words we had to 
Say about the Nicaraguan action are there; they speak for 
themselves. The fact is that the text which people are 
looking at is not an agreed text at this point, and I 
think that we will want to -- we understand, as I think 
the Secretary indicated in his briefing, that not only do 
we see some problems in that, but some of the countries 
concerned who are dealing with it as part of the Contadora 
process themselves, some of the Central American 
countries, see some problems with it. I don't want to 
speak for them, but they will be addressing this, 
obviously, and I don't want to get into specifics as to 
what those problems might be. 


Q If I could follow: In that context, is not 
he Department's initial reaction somewhat premature in 
‘at event? 

h No. I think that what our reaction 


reflected was both the facts, in terms of the Nicaraguan 
actions on elections, which I think were mentioned in our 
initial response, which are there -- it's not a matter 
whether they are premature; it's there -- but also 
reflected, as the Secretary indicated, our understanding 





not only of our own reading, but of other countries’ 
readings as well. So it's not a question of premature, 
but it isn't. 


I've declined and I'm going to, as I said before, 
going to have to continue to decline to be specific about 
which parts of the draft are problems, because that draft 
has not been made public, and obviously, the countries are 
addressing it quite intensely at this point. 


Q So your position remains that it was an act 
of hypocrisy for Managua to have accepted -- 


a Well, I refer back to what we've said; but 
there was a statement issued Saturday, there was a 


statement issued on Sunday, and refer you back to what we 
said at that time, 


Q A follow-up on Nicaragua: The Secretary of 
the Nicaraguan Foreign Ministry, Mr. Bendanas, indicates 
in the New York Times that Nicaragua might be willing to 
stop seeking jet fighters if the Central American draft 
peace treaty takes effect. Do you have any response to 
that? 





A The 21 Points, obviously, address, among 
other things, the question of weapons in the region, and 
to that extent, that is addressed in that context. 
However, as regards advanced aircraft, we have indicated 
our position on that, in terms of creating instabilities 
and the problems we would have with that, and that 
position remains as it has been. That is a matter which 
stands on its own. 


Q Alan, two things on Beirut: One, Dante 
Fascell said yesterday that the Department's bureaucracy 
involved in Security Enhancement Program and other efforts 
to provide security to embassies was a -- I guess he used 
the phrase -- “bureaucratic mess." 


Q Do you have a response to that? 


h I don't really. I gather that we got the 
report this morning. It's classified, and it will be 
studied. I have a preliminary indication from somebody 
who has gotten a quick look at it that it referred to a 
situation which may have existed previously, and so I 
don't know that I would accept that. I'd be careful in 





reporting that. But you have to talk to them if you want 
to get a comment, because we're not going to go beyond 
this. But I'd be careful to interpret that as a comment 
upon the current situation. 


Q Yesterday some Department officials, 
including Mr. Spiers, indicated that they didn't feel that 
any one individual or office had been responsible for any 
security failure in Beirut. Is it the Department's 
intention at this point not to fix accountability on any 
office or individual? 


B Ambassador Oakley has come back and made a 
report to the Secretary. I think he has reported, as I 
understand it, also to the NSC. There is a team still in 
Beirut looking at the problem. Obviously, there will be 
continuing evaluation. I don't think it would be 
appropriate -- without suggesting that there will or will 
not be a fixing of responsibility for this, that or the 
other thing -- I don't think it's appropriate to comment 
on the measures which might have been taken or which will 
be taken in the future as a result of this evaluation at 
this time. 


So I think we'll have to leave that in abeyance. 
But I think his -- he has made his remarks and those are 


clear. 


-- MORE -- 








Q Alan, can you share any of the Ambassador's 
findings with us? 


A No, I really can't. I think, as I say, that 
he's just making his reports now. There are further 
assessments being done; and Ambassador Murphy, who headed 
that team, along with Ambassador Oakley, when he went out 
there, is not back yet. He will want to make his 
reports. And I think people will want to look at this 
very carefully and not rush ahead. 


It isn't a question of trying to hide things, 
although obviously there are sensitivities on the security 
front. But I think it's a matter of proceeding in an 
orderly fashion, and we'll do that. 


Q Alan, is it of any concern that, several 
days after this tragic event, newsmen on the scene were 
able to demonstrate -- at least yesterday -- that other 
avenues of approach to that building were totally 
unprotected -- 


om Well, — 
Q -- and without cecurity at all? 
A -- yeah, that may not actually be the case. 


First of all, I'd note that we're moving rapidly 
to eliminate any security deficiencies in the West Beirut 
Embassy, which was the subject of that report. 


But I also would like to correct a number of 
inaccuracies in press accounts regarding the security at 
that facility. 


First of all, the press account of the alley: 


the question does not take account of, or take note of, 
the fact that there's a 14-inch-diameter tree which is in 
the middle of that alley. 


There are also two Embassy cars blocking the 
entrance to the alley. 


There is also a 50-caliber machine gun covering 
this area. 


And, additionally, there is under construction 
20,000-pound concrete blocks in that alley. 





Now, as far as the rocket-propelled grenade 
screens are concerned, they are, I am told, 95 percent 
completed on Building A; and on Building B, pillars are 
going up and the screen wire will be hung within one week. 


Currently, I'm told, there are no employees 
working in the West Beirut buildings, so that there is 
nobody there to -- 


Q Alan, have you exchanged any information on 
the incident with the Lebanese Intelligence Service? 


BR I don't think that would be an appropriate 
subject to get into. Obviously, the question of this 
bombing is one that, as a general matter, is under 
discussion between our two governments. It's an obvious 
subject. But I'm not going to get into the question of 
intelligence exchange. 


Q Some reports suggested that the Lebanese 
Intelligence Service had a knowledge, or have a knowledge 
at the present time, who were behind the bombing. 


y Yeah. I would -- I'm not -- let me just say 
I'm not aware of any problem in that regard. But I don't 
want to go into intelligence exchange. 


Q With reference to the Evans and Novak column 
today -- is that what you're referring to? 


h I'm referring specifically to the question 


of whether there is a problem in exchanging information 
with the Government of Lebanon. 


Q I think it alleges that the Lebanese may 
know the identity and they're not sharing it with you. 


aM Well, I'm not going to comment specifically 
on Evans and Novak. That would break our longstanding 
rule. (Laughter) But I've answered the substance of that 
point, 


Q Have you ever received a sort of objection, 


or protest, from the Lebanese Government for using 
Lebanese Forces as guards on the embassy in East Beirut? 


n Well. I refer you back to what I said the 
other day about who .Lnese guards are, and I'm not going to 
go back and rehash that. These people were hired as 
individuals, whatever faction they may have belonged to. 














I'm not aware, again, of a problem with respect to the 
guards either at the East Beirut facility or the West 
Beirut facility in the terms that you’’« raising. And I 
don't think anybody's objected to that. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on Congressman 
Alexander's statement yesterday that the Department, for 
budgetary reasons, did not spend all the money for the 
security enhancement program available to it? 


om Por Beirut? 
Q I'm not sure how specific Alexander was. 


h Well, I thought that the comment referred to 
Beirut, and I would say that my understanding is there was 
a lot going on -- that a lot had been done, there was a 
lot going on -- and that there was nothing that was in the 
plan to go on that wasn't being done, for shortage of 
funds, in Beirut. 


There has obviously been a plan to go ahead and 
do a number of other things; and we've talked about that. 
And I really have to refer you back, George, to the things 
I said yesterday, primarily, on that subject: the numbers 
and the projects -- number of projects, number completed, 
and so on. 


But the fact is that there was work going -- in 
Beirut, there was work going forward. A lot had been 
done, most of it at the West Beirut facility. I think we 
said 75 percent of the total security-enhancement work had 
been done. 


Now, as far au I know, outside, all but the one 
drop-bar question, in terms of major facilities, were 
installed --- 


Q (Inaudible) 


aK I'm sorry, East Beirut. Thank you. East 
Beirut -- And so on, 


So I don't have anything new to add to that. But 
there is no suggestion that the security enhancements in 
Beirut were being held up by a lack of funds. 


Q Is it your assessment, as reported in the 
paper today, that the British bodyguard, of the British 
Ambassador Miers, was the central player in stopping the 
attack? 
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I can't say that; I can't say that. We 
obviously know that there are the reports that he fired 
and so on, but I don't think we're in a position to make 
that judgment. 


Q Senator Specter suggested that the U.S. 
should consider kidnapping terrorists, anti-U.S. 
terrorists in the world. 


A Should do what? I'm sorry? 
Kidnap. 


We should kidnap terrorists? 


Q 
h 
Q Yes. And bring them to trial in the U.S. 
A I see, 

Q 


Do you have anything on that? 


h No. I think we've avoided the question of 
retaliation, what we might or might not do. 


Q Do you have any change on casualties in 
Beirut, or just what you said yesterday? 


Bh No, I don't have an update on casualties 
other than to note -- I think I said -- that I understood 
-- I don't know whether it was before or after -- that the 
one local -- national employee was going to be brought to 


the United States today. I think that there's been a 
delay in that for technical, logistical reasons. 


Q To Philadelphia? 


a To Philadelphia. And I think that's going 
to ve “2layed until, at this point, tomorrow. 


Q Alan, do your earlier answers mean that the 
Lebanese have certain information on who was responsible 
for the bombing? 


a It meant I was not going to go into the 
question of exchange of intelligence information at any 


point. 


Q poes the United States have any information 
on who is responsible? 








ll 


» I'm not going to get into the question of 
intelligence information. 


Q Alan, how do you characterize the state of 
relations between this Administration and the government 
of Mr. Rashid Karami, Prime Minister of Lebanon? 


h Well, our relations with Lebanon are good, 
important; and we work towards similar goals -- that is, 
the restoring of Lebanese authority throughout the 
Government of Lebanon, and protection of the security 
Situation in northern Israel, and the withdrawal of all 
the foreign forces. 


Now, obviously, there are a lot of sub-goals 


within that; but there's no difference, I think, in terms 
of those broad objectives. 


Q Again I notice that you are not saying they 
are “very good.* 


a No, I don't -- don't try and parse it. I 
haven't got my scale with me to give you one of these. 
(Laughter ) 


Q Alan, has there been any additional alert 
for embassies, posts, since we last noted one had been put 
out? 


h I'm not aware of -- 
Q Any change in security? 
h (To Mr. Matthews:) Frank, is there any new, 


broad, worldwide alert since three days ago? 
MR. MATTHEWS: No. 


A No. O.K. 


Obviously, I would caveat that by saying that all 
the time -- you like that word, Bernie? (Laughter) -- all 
the time we receive reports from all over the world about 
threats to this or that embassy or this or that person; 
and those continue, unfortunately, to flow. And so 
information is passed and action is taken to try to deal 
with that situation. 


But, in terms of a worldwide alert, the answer is 
no. 
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Q Can I go back to Central America? I 
understand that Ambassador -- Are you still? -- 0.K., sure. 


Q Just one more on Beirut. 


Can you elaborate at all on your reaction to the 
Pascell report, if necessary later in the day? 


» No, I don't think so. It's a classified 
report, and I don't think we would -- 


Q The Congressman has released, as you know, a 
summary. He made a rather extensive statement. 


B Well, all right. I'll look at it, but I'm 
not aware of what -- 


Q And his staff members -- their account of 
what the report is about conflicts with what you've told 
us. 

h Uh-huh; O.K. Well, let us take a look at it 
and see. 


Q Thank you. 


Q I understand that Ambassador Shlaudeman is 
meeting with the number two of the Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs of Nicaragua -- 


A That's right. 
Q -- for the sixth time -- 
h That's right. 


Q -- in Mexico. I know that you usually don't 
talk about this; but is it safe to assume that the 
reaction, the U.S. reaction, to Nicaragua's acceptance of 
the act of Contadora will be dealt with in those talks? 


nr I think it's safe to assume we're not going 
to talk about the substance of the talks. But I will 
confirm to you that they are meeting in Manzanillo They 
met yesterday, are meeting again today. Those talks are 
supposed to wind up today. This is their sixth session. 
And Ambassador Shlaudeman wiili then come back to the 
United States. 
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Q They continue after that? Will there be a 
seventh round? 


7 I don't have any specific word on it, but I 
have no reason to assume that those talks are stopping. 

Q How do you characterize this round, this -- 

A Again, the round is still going on. But the 


talks had been substantive, and I'm sure that is the case 
of this round as well. I have no doubt of that. 


Q If I can follow up on Mexico itself: There 
was a story in the paper today about the Mexican officials 
being angered by actions taken -- or allegedly taken -- by 
the U.S. Ambassador there. Do you have any comment on 
that? 


a yes. Simply to note that Ambassador Gavin 
has not exceeded the bounds of his diplomatic 
responsibilities and we reject the charges as totally 
unfounded. 


Q As what? 
7 Totally unfounded. 
Q I understand that Under Secretary Dam met 


this morning with the Prime Minister of Peru. DO you have 
anything on that, please? 


a yes, he did meet with him. The meeting was 
at 9:30 this morning for about a half an hour. The Prime 
Minister -- Mr. Mariategui, -- who was in New York for the 


UN General Assembly, came to Washington to join President 
Belaunde's party prior to the Peruvian President's meeting 
with President Reagan tomorrow, his call on him. And 
while in Washington the Prime Minister took the 
opportunity to call on the Acting Secretary. 


Q Can you talk about the meeting that is going 
to to take place tomorrow at the White House? I mean, was 
it to prepare the meeting? 


Bo Well, I don't think it's our custom to get 
into the question of what they may have talked about; but 
he did call on him, 


Q Do you have anything -- while we're still on 
Central America -- on the Common Market Central American 
meeting this week? 





14 


A No. 


Q One other: Do you have anything on Chad 
today, after the withdrawal? 


A Yes, I have a little bit on that. We've 
noted media reports that the French have begun 
implementation of the withdrawal agreement. We're not in 
a position at this time to comment on whether or not the 
Libyans have begun to implement the agreement. 


We're closely monitoring the situation and are in 
contact with the French anc Chadian Governments on the 
issue. 


I would note the French Government statements 


that French troops would withdraw only if Libyan forces 
withdraw. 


As we've said, we favor a peaceful solution which 
preserves Chad's sovereignty and territorial integrity and 
ends Libya's aggression. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 
M Sure. 
Q Thank you. 


A You're welcome, 


(Whereupon, at 12:52 p.m., the briefing was 
concluded. ) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. At the beginning, 


I just wanted to call to your attention an action that was 


announced yesterday by the Department of Commerce, which 


is that effective upon publication in the Federal Register 


on September 28, the United States has imposed additional 
controls on exports to Iran. 


The new controls tighten and extend the 
anti-terrorism export controls which have been appliead to 
Iran since early this year. Henceforth, a license would 
be required, and normally not granted, for any exports of 
aircraft or spare parts for aircraft, regardless of value 
Or weight, and for export of outboard motors cf 45 HP and 
above. Formerly, the controls did not cover aircraft 
consigned to a commercial carrier or which were valued at 
less than $3 million, helicopters of less than 10,000 
pounds, spare parts or outboard motors. In addition, 
exports of goods and technology subject co control for 
national security purposes, regardless of value, if 
destined for a military end-use or end-user will be 
subject to denial policy. Formerly, such items were not 
subject to anti-terrorism controls unless valued at $7 
million or more. , 


All items previously controlled under the 
anti-terrorism controls, including crime control and 
detection equipment and certain military vehicles and 
equipment on the regional stability list, continue to be 
controlled. The policy of denial for the export of 
munitions list items, chemical weapons components, and 
nuclear-related items to Iran also remains in force. 


That's it. 
Q Copy of that, Alan? 


a Yes, if we can get it corrected before I 
issue it to you. 


Q Alan, what prompted this directive? 








A Well, this has been a matter that has been ‘ 
under consideration for some time. A continuing pattern 
of Iranian support for terrorism is sufficient to justify 
those controls. I think we've talked about the fact that > 
policy on exports to Iran has been under study -- that 
should not a surprise. From time to time, you've asked 
about it. We said it was being reviewed, and so that what 
se is. 


Q Has it been determined that there was a 
great abuse of such exports that was contributing 
Significantly to the Iranian war effort? 


A I guess I'd say twe things about it. First 
of all, we've had continuing evidence of the Iranian 
Government's support for international terrorism, and we 
wanted to minimize the possibility of any legal American 
contribution to Iran's capability for engaging in such 
Support, so these new measures tighten such export 
controls. 


We think that those regulations were working 
quite well, but they did leave some latitude which we 
wanted to remove to make the ground rules clearer to U.S. 
exporters, or potential exporters, to make the system 
stronger and to demonstrate the seriousness of our 
determination to prevent the export of controlled items 
from the U.S. as long as the Iranian regime continues in 
its present hostile policies. 


Q Does this have any connection whatsoever 
with the bombings of the American facilities in Beirut? 
Indirectly, how (inaudible) 


M Well, (a) I guess I have to say you're 
asking me about an intelligence-related matter, and so I 
can't comment directly, but I repeat what I said to you 
before, that this has been under review for some time, and 
there has been a continuing pattern of Iranian support for 
terrorism. So that is sufficient to justify the controls. 


Obviously, the recent incident in Beirut serves 
to heighten our general concerns about terrorism, 


Q What examples of Iranian-sponsored terrorist 
acts can you cite? 


x Don't have anything to give you today beyond 
what we've talked about in the past. 








Q Does this extend -- just to be perfectly 
clear -- to all aircraft sales of any type and any weight? 
A I guess all I can do on this is repeat what 


I said on this, Jim, and I will do that. But also, if you 
have further follow-up questions, I think the Commerce 
Department is the place to address your questions. 


"A license would be required, and normally not 
granted, for any exports of aircraft or spare parts for 
aircraft, regardless of vaiue or weight." And it also -- 
well, I think that's pretty straightforward. 


Q Does that mean that there is a presumption 
of denial -- 

A That's what it sounds like to me. 

Q -- and that it could be overcome, with some 


kind of showing? 


a That it would require -- Well, I can't tell 
you how it would be administered; but as I say, it would 
normally not be granted. 


So, could there be an exception? There are 
always exceptions possible, but that doesn't mean that 
there will be any, in fact, granted. 


Q What influence would this have on allied 
countries who also sell to Iran? Does it have any weight 
with them? 


A Well, consideration, as I understand it -- 
and again, Commerce is the place to get the answers -- but 
consideration might be given under the new regulations to 
exceptions to the cases involving either pre-existing 
contracts or foreign-produced items with a U.S.-origin 
content of less than 20 percent. But those controls, a3 I 
say, have been issued and announced by the Commerce 
Department, will be administered by them in consultation 
with the Department of State, and I really think that if 
you have any follow-up, you ought to go to them, 


Q Nothing in there about licensing? 
A Sorry? 
Q Nothing in there about licensing? 





A About licensing? All of this is about 
licensing. 


Q Well, I know -- about parts that are 
manufactured in foreign countries under license from the 
United States. 


4 Again, let me ask you to check with Commerce 
as to how that would specifically fit in. 


Q Are you aware of any large pending requests 
from the Iranian Government that somehow would now be 
blocked by this decision? 


A I'm not; but again, let me ask you to direct 


your questions to Commerce. I'm not sure they're able to 
answer that specific one, but -- 


-- MORE -- 








Q Alan, would you be able to say which 
departments and agencies participated in this review? 


A No, I don't have that to give you, Max, I'm 
sorry. Okay, shall we move on? Anything to move on to? 


Q Do you have any information on the 
long-expected Israeli request for additional aid -- 


A No. 
Q -- to the economic crisis in Israel? 
A I keep on getting questions about it and I 


read about it in the Israeli press, but, no, I don't. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on the Murphy 
mission to Damascus? 


h No, not really. Ambassador Murphy is in 
Damascus. 

Q Who is he seeing, please? 

a I don't know precisely whom he will be 


seeing, Mike. I understood that it was likely he would 
see Mr. Khaddam, but I can't confirm to you that that has 
actually taken place. 


Q He will not see the President? 

a I can't tell you that. 

Q How long will you expect him to be in 
Damascus? 

f I don't have details, and we have not given 


you an itinerary, and I am not going to, I am afraid. 


Q Alan, is there any feeling that the renewal 
of relations between Jordan and Egypt will help the 1982 
initiatives, Mr. Reagan's Initiative? 


A I think I was asked about this yesterday, 
and aS I said then, we welcome it as a contribution to 
peace and stability in the region, but I am not going to 
try to speculate on how the peace process or the 
President's September 1 speech and proposals would be 
affected. 


ASA S0°O 





Q Would you comment on Syria's denouncement of 
it? 


A Not really directly. I don't have any . 
comment on the press articles which report that. I would 
note the United States supports the territorial integrity, 
independence, sovereignty and unique and enduring 
character of Jordan, and, as I said earlier, we welcome 
the resumption of relations between Egypt and Jordan. 


Q Alan, the Senate probably will take up the 
Kennedy amendment this evening on the aid to the contras. 
What's the posture of the Administration? Are your 
legislative people on the Hill up there trying to cet 
votes against the Kennedy amendment? 


a Max, aS you know, (a) I don't talk about all 
these stories about aid to contras, and (b) I don't talk 
about legislative strategy, but (c) I would point out to 
you that whatever the specifics might be, the President 
and the Administration stand behind the President's entire 
Central American program. So I am going to have to leave 
it at that. 


Q Do you have anything further on the Contadora 
process? 


A No. 
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you don't have any new statement at all? 
a No. 


Q You were saying that the Central American 
countries will be having something to say, but what they 
are saying is, despite suggestions in the past about 
changing it first, that they're ready to sign it, but that 
more modification will -- not modification -- but more 
effort will be needed to carry it out after the signing. 


M I guess I have seen different statements 
from the ones you have seen, perhaps. In any case, we 
have talked about it before. I haven't anything new to 
add to it. I think we can let those governments speak for 
themselves and take whatever action it is that they are 
going to take, so we will see what it is that they say. 
But I don't agree with you that that's the entire 
character of what they have been saying. 


Q Anything cn the Shlaudeman meetings? 








a No. I understand they concluded. He is not 
back, Ambassador Shlaudeman, so I don't have -- I can't 
4 say he is back here -- but we do anticipate further 


meetings. As before, that session, or those sessions were 
substantive, but I don't have a read-out; don't expect one. 


Q Did he go down to Central America? 


a Did he go down co Central America? 
Following that? 


x No. I expect he is coming back here. He 
has been -- as I think I mentioned before -- he has been 
in El Salvador. He has travelled back and forth to the 
region quite a bit, and I think it has been noted in the 
local press each time he has shown up some place, at least 
most of the time he has shown up. So his travel to the 
region is quite frequent, but I believe his itinerary is 
to come back to Washington from Manzanillo. 


Q Alan, any comment on the continuous reaction 
by the official media of the Soviet Union against the new 
language used by President Reagan towards the sort of 
reconciliation with the Soviet Union? 


M I'm sorry, reaction -- I missed the first 
part of it. I apologize. 


Q If you have any comment on the passive 
reaction by the official media of the Soviet Union to 
President Reagan's speech in the General Assembly. 


M No, I don't have anything. 
Q Nothing. 
a Jim? 


Can I go back to Central America for a 
second? There are reports that the Secretary sent notes 
to his counterparts in Europe and the European Community 
regarding the upcoming meeting in San Jose in which he 
said that he supports their efforts but that he would 
appreciate it if no money of any kind be committed to 
Nicaragua at that meeting. Can you confirm that? 


4 No. You say the President or the Secretary? 





Q My understanding was the Secretary. 
S The Secretary. Well, obviously as a matter 
of policy we don't generally comment on diplomatic , 


correspondence, but certainly the United States has 
communicated its views on the situation in Central America 
to our friends in Europe, Latin America, and elsewhere, 
and those views include our support for the Contadora 
process as a framework for the resolution of regional 
differences, and, more specifically, our support of the 
2l1-point Document of Objectives agreed upon by all the 
mine Contadora participants. We have encouraged tne 
Europeans to undertake a greater role in promoting 
economic stability and supporting the strengthening of 
democratic institutions in the region, and we hope that 
the upcoming meeting in San Jose will contribute to that 
end. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 
A Sure. 
Q More specifically, did the Secretary or the 


President send a letter to people in Europe regarding 
specifically this upcoming meeting? 


M More specifically, I don't intend to get 
into our diplomatic correspondence. 


Q Well, more specifically, or yet more 
specifically, back on Contadora for a second, Duarte said 
that he would sign the document on the basis of four 
conditions -- he said that, I guess, yesterday -- one of 
which, he said, the provisions of the treaty must take 
effect simultaneously and not in stages. Is that the 
position that the United States Government thinks is best? 


A Jim, I think I have said many times in the 


last several days, and just a few minutes ago in response 
to Jim's question, that I am not going to comment further 


at this point. We have said, I think, what we have to say 
at this point. 

Okay? 

Q Thank you. 

a You're welcome, 


(The briefing concluded at 12:45 p.m.) 
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FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 28, 1984, 12:16 P.M. 
(O@ THE RECORD UMLESS OTHERWISE BOTED) 


MR. BROMBERG: Good afternoon. Two announcements, 
or one statement : 


Ficst, on the death of Ambassador Ellsworth 
Bunker, is a statement by the Secretary: 


“I'm deeply grieved to Learn of the death of 
Ambassador Ellsworth Bunker. 


“This most distinguished diplomat served the 
nation under seven Presidents. For more than a quarter of 
a century, following his retirement from business, he 
undertook difficult assignments for his courtry. His keen 
intelligence, patience, superb negotiating skill, 
judgment, dedication and modesty were known to diplomats 
and culers around the world. As Ambassador to Argentina, 
Italy, India, Bepal, and South Vietnam; as 
Ambassador-at-Large; as U.S. Representative to the 
Organization of American States; and as chief negotiator 
of the Panama Canal Treaties. he scored remarkable 
achievements that have few parallels in American history. 


In cecognition of his exceptional service, 
Ambassador Bunker was appointed a member of the career 
Foreign Service, achieving the cank of Career Minister. 
He was proud of this affiliation, and the Foreign Service 
was too. 


“In addition to his public career, Ambassador 
Bunker found time to serve tumanity in such diverse 
activities as president of the American Wational Red Cross 
and founder and chaicman of the board of Georgetown 
University’s Institute for the Study of Diplomacy. His 
unique accomplishments pointing toward a better world will 
be his monuments -- today and in the years to come. 


“The Department of State and the Foreign Service 
join me in extending deepest sympathy to his wife, retired 
Ambassador Carol Laise, to Ambassador Bunker's children 
and grandchildren, end to all members of their families.” 








Q . Alan, you have him as Ambassador to Wepal. That 
was Carol Laise who was Ambassador to Bepal. 


A That is correct. Let's get a corrected version 
issued of this.* (1) apologize for that. 


On the arrival of injured from Beirut -- and I will 
put out the List of names so I won't go through all the 
spellings for you. 0O.K.? 


Seven of the American employees who were among the 
most seriously injvred in the recent explosion at the Embassy 
in Beirut will arrive at Andrews Airc Force Base from Germany. 
The estimated arrival time is 4:00 p.m. I emphasize 
“estimated.” 


They are -- well, Let me put out the names for you 
instead of reading them all to you at this point. 


Arrangements have been made for them to receive 
further treatment. They will be met at the airport by Robert 
Lamb, Assistant Secretary of State for Administration; 
Ambassador Henry Cohen, who is Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
Personnel and the Foreign Service; Robert H. Pelletreau, who is 
Deputy Assistant Secretary of State for Wear Eastern and South 
Asian Affaics. 


Photo opportunities will be at Andrews Airc Force Base 
only. The media center there will open at 2:30. State 
Department press credentials will be cequired. 


l understand that most of these individuals have their 
own plans for onward treatment, including hospitalization. The 
only one that I know of that is going to be taken care of here 
immediately by us will be Mr. Bigler, who is the Regional 
Security Officer. He will be going to Faicfax Hospital where, 
as I understand it, there is to be a medical briefing only -- 
not an interview orc anything of that sort -- but a medical 
briefing tomorrow, Saturday; and the contact there would be 
Judy Abbott, who is in theic Public Affaics Office there at 
698-3481. 


Q Sorry, Alan, did you say they are U.S. employees 
or Lebanese employees, or both? 


A Bo; American employees. The American employees. 





* See clarification on Page 4. 














Q Seven? 


A Seven. Yes. IL think that the -- we talked 
about one local national employee going to the eye 
hospital. I think that she already has gone there. 


Q What's this medical briefing? 


A Just for anybody who's interested in terms 
of his medical condition. 


Q You mean just on Bigler? 


A Just on Bigler. He's the only one going 
there, to my knowledge. 


Q What's the number again, please? 
A Sorry. 698-3481. O.K.? 


Q Alan, speaking of embassies, do you have 
anything about the attack on the U.S. Embassy in Lima 
today? 


A L have a Little bit on that, yes. According 
to our Embassy in Lima, shortly after midnight, four or 
five individuals fired shots at the Embassy from a park 
across the street. The Peruvian police guards, the civil 
guard, stationed at the Embassy returned the fire, and the 
assailants escaped the scene in a getaway car. 


As of this morning, no suspects have been 
arrested in connection with the case, nor has anyone 
claimed responsibility for the attack. The Embassy, which 
is normally on a high state of alert in any case, is 
taking even further precautions. There were no injuries 
at the Embassy, which was unoccupied except for the Marine 
security guard; and damage was Limited to a few broken 
windows, splintered window frames, and some damage to 
curtains. 


Q This state of high alert was the result of 
the attack on the Beirut Embassy? 


A I think that, certainly, that was the most 
recent general notice that went out to them on this, yes. 


I think I would also note that my understanding 
is that Under Secretary Spiers sent out a message 
worldwide a couple of days ago as well -- a personal 
message; it wasn't an alert of a sort of coordinated, 








interagency alert-type -- but it was a personal message to 


security officers which said to them: “Take a look at what 
you're doing.” 


By the way, I'm told, George, that this notice was 
correct, that Ambassador Bunker was Ambassador to Wepal from 
1956-1959, whereas Ambassador Laise served there as Ambassador 
from 1966-1973. 


Q Alan, did you mention India as well? 
A Yes. 


Q Alan, to follow up on the Peru thing, isn't there 
also a possibility that the attack may have been connected to 
some national political conditions there rather than just to 
Beirut? 


A Oh, I'm not trying to connect it, and I didn't 
think the question was trying to connect it to Beirut 
specifically. And if there is any implication that I was -- 


Q Well, but 1 mean the high state of alert in the 
Embassy wouvil have been a result of the Embassy's and the -- 


A All the embassies -- well, 1 say the most recent 
broad alert that was sent out worldwide was with respect to 
Beicut. I think that all of the Latin posts are on their own 
additional alert. I'm sure that other posts around the world 
are, too. It's hard to chronicle the various alerts and the 
various threats that exist, but everybody is more than well 
aware of the threats. 


Q Was this machine-gun fire at the Embassy, as 
reported? 


A The only thing I've got for you, Jack, is what 
I've just given you. 


Q Alsn, do you know if the Sendero Luminoso had 
threatened the Americans there or had even threatened an attack 
against the Embassy? 


A I guess I wouldn't talk about specific threats, 
Jim. I'm sorry. 


Okay. Anything else? 


Lester? 








Q Could you tell us, Alan, what difference there is 
between Secretary Shultz describing Mr. Gromyko's U.8. speech 
as -- and I‘m presuming this is an accurate quote in the 
Washington Post -- “Yet another misrepresentation of history 
and distortion.” 


What is the difference between this and a 
statement that Gromyko has told more lies and is, therefore, a 
liar? 

A I think that we prefer to choose our own words, 
Lester, when we makes statements -- that includes from this 
podium or from any other podium in government, including by the 
Secretary -- and I'm not going to try to -- 

Q L understand. 

A -- interpret -- 

Q 1l€ there is any -- 

A 


-- I'm not going to try to interpret remarks for 
you. 


Q Just to follow up -- 1 understand. Wow if there 
is any difference, why won't you, for the Secretary's sake, 
point it out unless you can't find any, because I can't find 
any? When he says -- 

A 1 try -- 

Q -- it's another misrepresentation and a 
distortion, that suggests to me that he is saying, in effect, 
that Mr. Gromyko is a Liar. 

A Well -- 


Q Can you tell me why we shouldn't draw this 
conc lusion? 


A I'm not trying to tell you why you should or 
shouldn't draw conclusions on -- 


Q 1 see. 


A I think that -- 





'F 





Q-- There is no difference. 0.K. 


A I think that the Secretary's words were cather 
strong, they spoke for themselves -- 


Q Yes. Marvelous. 

A So L‘'LL Leave it at that. 

Q But you won't, you can't site any reason why we 
can‘t conclude that what he was really saying is, “Gromyko is a 


liar?” 


A I tend not to interpret the Secretary's words for 
you. 


Q O.K. 


/-7'5 30 








Q..- Alan, did -- 


Q Another question on Latin America. At this time 
do you have any response or reaction to the Hondurans not 
allowing Salvadoran soldiers to be trained at the Regional 
Training Center? 


A Yes, I do have something on that. 


We've been holding discussions with the Government of 
Honduras on the establishment of a permanent Regional Military 
Training Center for use by friendly countries in the 
Hemisphere. These discussions are continuing. Meanwhile, the 
Government of Honduras has decided that no additional foreign 
military personnel be trained at the BMTC pending a final 
agreement. We, of course, respect the Honduran decision. 


Q Does that mean that -- I mean, the U.S. respects 
the Honduran decision, but will it take ne action and will 
agree to that and continue training Honduran soldiers or -- 


A Well, for the immediate future, yes; we expect to 
continue the training of Honduran military personnel at the 
RMTC. I would note that the Salvadoran units that are 
currently there will complete their training schedule. But, as 
I said, the discussion continues, so 1 would emphasize that to 
you. 


Q One follow-up on that is: If you can't train 
Salvadoran soldiers there, where are you going to train them? 
Will you increase the number of military advisors in El 
Salvador? 


A Well, specifically to answer that question, there 
are no current plans to increase the number of U.S. trainers in 
El Saivador. Beyond that, and more generally, we are 
discussing with the Salvadorans this question, and we're 
confident that we can find alternatives if that proves 
necessary. 


Again, as I say, the discussions with Honduras are 
continuing, and I just don't have any details beyond that at 
this point. 


Q Do you t. ve any information on new training 
exercises being planned for Honduras? 








A . 1 don't, and in any case, George, I guess 
I*d have to refer you to the Pentagon. But I don't have 
any information on it. 

Q What about training in the United States? 

A I'm sorry; I can't hear you. 


Q l*m sorry. What about training in the 
United States? 


A As I said, we're discussing this. I just 


don*t -- not that specific thing, but we're discussing the 


question of if it’s necesssary what will we do. And I 
don't have any details, Jin. 


Q And can you characterize in any way how the 
United States feels about this decision? 


A I'm going to have to leave you with the 
words I've already given you. 


Q One final: Will the United States seek to 
involve itself more directly in the Honduran-Salvadorean 
border negotiations -- 

A Well, again -- 


Q -- aS a result? 


A -- L just don’t have any words to offer you 
beyond what L've just said. 


Q Can you take those questions? 

A Yo, 1 don't think so. 

Q Another area? 

A Yes. 

Q Would you just heve anything to tell us 


about how the Middle East rated during the talks between 
Secretary Stultz and Mr. Gromyko? 


A Bo, 1 wouldn't get into that. There was, as 
I'm suce you‘re aware, a BACKGROUND briefing on the 
subject of those talks following the talks, and 1 refer 
you to that. But 1 don't have anything to say. 








Q.- Anything about Mr. Murphy's tour in the 
Middle East? 


A He*s in Beirut, but I don't have anything to 
give you about his onward travel. 


Q At what point does -- I asked the same 
question of John earlier in the week -- at what point does 
Mr. Murphy's mission become shuttle diplomacy? How many 
times does he have to visit different countries before you 
begin to recharacterize the fact that he's not just 
testing the waters? 


A I would not recharacterize it. As he 
himself explained it, he’s on an explorstory mission. 
He's talking about various ideas. He's visited the places 
we have indicated. But it would be incorrect to talk 
about him engaged in some sort of formal negotiating or 
mediating cole. At this point, I can't -- should it 
evolve to that -- 


Q Even though he keeps going back and forth? 


A Well, L don't think L'd quite say he keeps 
going back and forth. I think he has been to a couple of 
places twice. 


Q And three times is the charm? (Laughter) 
I'm serious. 


A Bo -- I*m serious too. And I would not 
expect that on this tcip you would find there would be a 
recasting of his mission. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Syrian 
statements about Jordan's decision to cesume diplomatic 
relations with Egypt? 


A I had something on this yesterday, Jim. 
Basically, we did not comment on those statements or the 
reports of those statements directly but called attention 
to our views of Jordan and of the agreement between Jordan 
and Egypt. And I refer you to the Press Office on the 
specific Language on that. 


Q Because the ones coming today sound pretty 
threatening. 
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A-- Well, I think again I would refer you to 
what we said yesterday. iIt‘s in the Press Office, and 
I*Ll give it to you. I don't have it with me; I'm sorry. 


Q Don*t you see any contradiction between the 
reaction of this Administration to the agreement between 
Libya and Syria -- sorry -- between Libya and Morocco, as 
two Arab countries, and the reaction to the resuming of 
diplomatic relations between Jordan and Egypt? 

A Don*t I see -- ? 

Q Any contraction -- 

A -- a contradiction? 

Q -~- im your ceaction? 

A 1 think that our concerns about Libya are 
quite of an order of their own and well- or oft-repeated. 
So I don't think that there's anything in the 
Egyptian-Jorcdanian situation which is a parallel with 
that, nor is the action the same action. 

Lester? 


Q One of the editors of the Hew Republic 
has noted that Last June Secretary Stultz indicated that 
the U.S. might make preemptive strikes against terrorist 
groups. And I cecall the President's 1981 promise that 
any terrorism against Americans would be met with “swift 
and effective retribution.” 


A As you have reminded us several times now 
already. 


Q Well, I think it was a promise made. 
A Go ahead, Lester. 
Q And that, they say, is a debt unpaid. 


Since Mr. Kondrake (sic) says that this seems 
Stultz -- 


A Since who said this? 
Q Kondracke. 


A Kondracke. I'm sorry. 











ll 


A. Yes. 


Q -- says that this seems Like talk only and 
the Administration is acting as though no one knows 
anything about this Islamic Jihad, would the 
Administration be willing to consult the Mussad or do you 
find favor in Mr. Kondrake‘s (sic) suggestion to either 
beef up our intelligence or rebuild our embassies 
underground? 


That's his suggestion -- 
A Well -- 
Q -- and not mine. 


A Fine. I don*t think we're going to respond 
to all the specific suggestions. But I would say that the 
Secretary was asked several times recently about the 
question of retaliation. He has answered those questions 
the way he wanted to, and I cefer you to the record on 
that. 


Q Well -- 
A It is essentially that we're not going to 
talk about retaliation -- about doing it, not doing it, or 


otherwise -- 


Q Sure. 


A -- we're not going to talk about retaliation. 


Q It hasn't been culed out, though. 


A 1 say we're not going to talk about it. And 
in terms of -- 


Q But that means it has not been ruled out. 


A ~~ and in terms of security, obviously, that 
is a subject of intense interest and intense activity. 


Q But you're not considering building under 
ground, are you? 


A I hadn't heard that, Lester, no 


Q Well, you haven't heard it? 0O.K. 


oo” 








A Yes. 


Q Alen, did you come to any conclusions out of 
the study of the text of the agreement between Libya and 
Morocco? 


A I haven't got anything anything new to say 
on that today. 


Jim? 


Q Do you have anything today on Wicaragua, 
either Cruz's statement or Ortega’s, or Ortega's travel 
plans? 


A Well, on the Arturo Cruz Op-Ed piece in the 
paper today, I would simply commend it to your careful 
reading, but I -- 


Q Can we get a copy of the column? (Laughter) 


A I'm afraid you have to spend money on it. 


Q Is that it? 


A lL have no substantive, detailed comment on 
it. 


As far as Mr. Ortega's comments are concerned, I 
think we have indicated before our position that we think 
there are some problems with the draft as it now stands. 
We understand that a number of the Central American 
countries share the view that there are problems, and they 
will be discussing that. I don't have a specific 


response, however. 

Other then that, clearly we have -- I think there 
was some suggestion that we have a plan to invade or 
something Like that, and that is obviously absurd. 

Q Is Ortega free to go to L.A.? 


A Yes. He applied for a visa to go to Hew 
York and to Los Angeles, and that's been approved. 


Could you be more specific this time about 
your problems with the Contadora draft? 


/- 


or) 
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A Bo. I don't 
specific. Uo, I'm going to 


Barry? 
Q 1 got the answer. 
A O.K. 


Q Why didn't you use yesterday's painstaking 
guidance on that? 


A Yesterday? 
Q During the briefing. 


A Yesterday -- what, the question about the EC 
LO meeting? Well -- 


Q Ho. The Contadora. 


Q One Last question on another subject: Since 
the Reagan Administration is very strongly opposed to the 
expansion of Marxism in Central America, why is it that 
we're still giving -- 1 think it’s $30 million -- to the 
expansion of Marxism in Zimbabwe, now that Comrade Mugabe 
has announced a Politburo -- 


A Well -- 


Q ~~ and a definite one-party system? Could 
you explain that? 


A ~~ Lester, I don't think that anybody is 
giving aid to the expansion of Marxism. But -- 


Q You think that's not a Marxist government? 


a -- im any case, there has been a lot of 
testimony in terms of aid programs; and I cefer you to 
that. | 


Q But, I mean, are you saying as the Spokesman 
of the State Department that Mugabe's Government is not at 
all Marxist? 


A I'm saying that -- 
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Q ~ Is that what you're saying? 


a I'm saying that we are not giving aid for 
the purpose of expanding Merxisn, and -- 


Q Why are you giving aid to Mugabe? 


A As I say, there's a lot of testimony on aid, 
and 1 refer you to -- 


Q And you Love to evade. 
A to, -- 

Q O.K. That's fine. 

Aa 


I just think that there's been extensive 
testimony -- 


Q l understand. It's a painful -- 
A Yo -- 
Q ~~ thing, Alan. 


a Do you want to keep on talking or do you 
want to Listen? 


Q L'a be delighted! 
A Good. 


There is extensive testimony on aid programs, and 
1 think that you ought to take those carefully considered 
words. 


Yes. 


Q Can you tell me whether the Administration 
has lodged a protest to the Chinese Government about the 
Amesty International report on tumaen rights abuses there? 


a Por those who couldn't hear it, the question 
is: has the U.S. Government Lodged a protest to the 
Chinese Government over the allegations of tuman rights 
abuses in the Annesty International ceport? 


IL think that there is some puidance on this 
cepoct that came out the other day, end I refer you to it; 


I" DS 5E 
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but essentially our view on the situation on human rights 
is explained, laid out, in the ennwal Humen Rights 
Reports, and 1 would refer you to that. 


Q But you can't say whether there was 4 
protest? 


A I wouldn't have anything on that. 


Q Thank ycu. 


(Whereupon, at 12:37 p.m., the briefing was 
conc luded . ) 
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MONDAY, OCTOBER 1, 1984, 12:18 P.M. 
(O8 THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE BOTED) 


MR. ROMBERGC: Good afternoon. A couple of 
housekeeping announcements before 1 g0 to questions. 
First, available in the Press Office is the text of the 
remarks given by Deputy Secretary Dam this morning at the 
White House to the Bational United Jewish Appeal leaders. 
Also, the text of the statement given by Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of State for European and Canadian Affairs Jin 
Dobbins, before the House Subcommittee on Burope and the 


Middle East will be available in the Press Office at 2:00 
p.m. 


Q What's that on, Canada? 


A That's a question. Brien, what is the 
subject of Dobbins‘ -- ? 


A All right. Let's get that. See if we can 
tell you. Sorry. 


Also, to tell you that while 1 will be willing to 
take some questions on the Contadora process and so forth, 
there will be a BACKGROUND briefing this afternoon at 2:30 
here in the briefing room. It will cover the Contadora 
process and the meeting of the Zuropean and Latin American 
Foreign Ministers in San Jose, Costa Rica. 


That is it for announcements. I'll be happy to 
take your questions. 


Q Aian, can you tell me what role, if any, the 
United States has regarding the six fugitives that are in 
the British Consulate in Durban? Has the Ambassador there 
received some type cf a warning, message, what-have-you, 
from the Foreign Minister not to become involved? 


A As to facts, our Embassy in Pretoria 
received a telex on Saturday from counsel for the six, 
which asks that we provide sanctuary for them. I would 








note that the same request was made to the French, to The 
Betherlands, and West German Governments as well. The 
Embassy passed the telex containing that request to us; 
we're studying it. Our policy, basically, in answer to 
questions of this sort, is that while a decision on refuge 
status must be made by san officer on the scene, it now 
eppears that at this time there is no imminent or 
immediate threat to life or safety of the six at the 
British VJonsulate in Durban. 


Q Well, what ebout the Ambassador and his 
communication with the Foreign Minister? 


A I don't think I'm going to go into the 
diplomatic dialogue between us, but that's the -- what 
I've given you is the status of where that communication 
to us by counsel and our consideration of it rests. 


Q Alan, does that policy line have any 
relationship to a case -- apparently a few weeks ago in 
East Germany, some fellow with his family went to the 
Embassy and asked for asylum and were evicted, and now 
he's been put in the “pokey” for a while. Do you know 
anything about that case -- the name of Schnappauf? 


A Yes. We've seen the reports and so on, but 
we really don't have any comment on that. Again, as I 
say, we don't comment specifically on individual cases, so 
1 guess I'm going to have to leave you with that. 


Q Is there a policy -- 
A Well - 


Q -- that applies generally to people who come 
to embassies seeking refuge? 


A 1 guess there are two things to say in terms 
of refuge policy. To go back -- well, in general, we 
consider offering temporary refuge for twmaniterian 
reasons in extreme or exceptional circumstences where the 
life or safety of a person is in imminent danger, such as 
when being pursued by a mob. Protection is normally 
terminated when the period of active danger is ended. So, 
on refuge, that is the case. 


In terms of asylum, U.S. law does not provide for 
embassies abroad to grant asylum. That can only be 





offered within the United States. We do not encourage 
people to believe that they can force their om 
authorities to grant them exit permits by staging their 
protests in a U.S. embassy. On the other hand, we deplore 
the restrictions on free travel which give rise to the 
type of case that you have just alluded to. 


Marvin? 
Q On another subject? 
Q Can we stay on this? 
A ALL right, Jim. Go ahead. 


Q Did the United States receive a message from 
the South African Government regarding this? 


A As 1 say, we're not going to get into the 
diplomatic exchange. 


Q -- just to say whether or not any message 
passed? 


A Wo. 


If 1 may go back on Jim Dobbins’ statement, it is 
on issues relating to the HATO Allience. 


Okay, Marvin? 


Q On the Middle East, is the U.S. now involved 
in supporting, perhaps even pushing a new effort, to get 
Israeli troops out of southern Lebanon based on some 
understanding with the Syrians that Syrian troops would 
not reoccupy or g0 into that erea, or Palestinian 
extremists would not go into that erea? 


A We have talked about this for some days, 
Marvin, as you know. There was a report this morning that 
the U.S. had presented a plan, was acting as a mediator. 
The fact is, the U.S. has presented no plen end is not 
acting as a mediator. 


As we've indicated before, Assistant Secretary 

Murphy took advantage of his presence in the region to 

visit key capitals and to hold discussions with a number 

of leaders on a variety of regional and bilateral 

problems. Among them was the question of the situation in 

4 Lebanon, and his talks with Lebanese leaders and with 
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others were exploratory. He has returned to the U.S., as 
the Secretary indicated yesterday; he has reported to the 
Secretary, end it rcemains to be seen whether the United 
States can play a role. 


Q When you say, Alen, that the United States 
is not acting as a mediator, is that because there is not 
yet agreement by the two parties to a U.S. role? 


A Well, first of all, 1 think that there are 
three principal parties involved in that situation. But 1 
think that beyond that, is simply a statement of fact that 
we are not. We have indicated that we would not enter 
into such a role without agreement of all the parties. We 
have said we would do what we could to be helpful, but at 
the present time the extent of what we have done is, 
during Assistant Secretary Murphy's travel, to explore 
various ideas during this trip and to have him come back 
and report to the Secretary. 


Q Well, the Secretary is meeting today with 
the Israeli Foreign Minister, and I guess will be meeting 
tomorrow and the next day with the Syrians and the 
Saudis. Are those meetings intended to try to -- 1 won't 
Say secure agreement, but to -- find out if those parties 
want the United States to become the mediator? 


A Il think that you have to look at those 
meetings in a broader context, that is to say, they were 
arranged in terms of the usual consultations that take 
place at the U.H. General Assembly. At the same time, 1 
think it‘*s quite possible, even likely, that the subject 
of Lebanon would come up in some, if not all, of those 
meetings. 1 can't predict that for sure, but it seems to 
me a logical subject for discussion. 


Q I just want to be clear, you're not shirking 
off here a willingness to play a role in this, are you? 


A Wo. We have said we would be willing to be 
helpful; but the nature of that role and whether we indeed 
can be helpful depends on circumstances which have not 
teken place yet. 


(MORE ) 








Q Do you think that the Israeli prerequisites 
that there be no new terrorism, that the Syrians control 
the terrorists behind theic own lines, be no introduction 
of Syrier. or PLO forces in the south, sre reasonable 
preconditions? 


A I am not going to get into specifics. I am 
not going to -- by the way, by saying that -- accept that 
those are necessarily Israeli positions, but I just don't 
think that at this point I can take you into the specifics 
of what various parties do believe. 


Q Alan, when you say that circumstences have 
not yet taken place and that the U.S. has indicated it 
will not enter into such a role without the agreement of 
the three parties, does that mean that, conversely, we 
have run into a rebuff from one of the parties, that they 
do not want to see the United States play such 2 role? 


A You are asking me to get into the details of 
the discussions, in a sense, or at least -- 


Q Of course. 


A -- surprise, surprise! 1 guess I1 would 
decline to get into the specifics, Bernie, but 1 would 
also say to you that 1 would not rule out a role. But I 
would -- again based on what we know so far -- but I would 
again caution you the U.S. is not playing a mediating role 
at this point. That was not what Mr. Murphy's trip was 
about . 


Q Yes, but, Alen, you ere not answering the 
question. 


A Yes, I know, but I think I have answered it 
es best I can st this point. As 1 say, based on what we 
know thus fer, 1 am not ruling out the possibility that 
the U.S. could play such a role. 


Q Well, based on what you know so far, it is 
possible that we haven't got the three acquiescences we 
need to trigger a U.S. role? 


A Well, 1 think 1 would have to leave you 
where 1 just did. 


Q Alen, the BBC said this morning that Israel 
hed agreed to withdraw the troops pursuant to an 
arrangement by the United States with Syrie. That's 
incorrect, then? 
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A Il em not speaking for the Government of 
Isreel. That is reporting en Israeli position that you 
ere telling me they have taken. I'm not going to eddress 
the specific positions et this point. I can only tell you 
where we ere, end that's where we ere. 


Q Then as far as you know, there is not such « 
withdrawal agreement? 


A 1 think the best I can do, again, I em not 
. sure that 1 read enything which se there was sny 
agreement. I think the best 1 can do is describe for you 

where we are in this process, end 1 have done that. 


Q They said there was a plen that had been 
brought -- 


A Bill, 1 just said I em not going to -- we 
have not presented a plan, we sere not engaged in mediation. 
I don’t think 1 can say it eny more plainly, but 1 am also 
not going to be able to get into more detail. 


Q Alan, you are saying that the United States 
is exploring ideas. The question is, sare you exploring 
mow ideas or old ideas, your ideas or the other's ideas? 


A Ideas. 1 really em not going to get into 
the details of the discussions. 


Q That is two words -- new or old? Yours or 
theirs? 





A Why don't we just try “ideas?” 


Q Alen, this morning, since Mr. Shamir, the 
Israeli Foreign Minister, made the statement at the United 
Bations that he asked the United States to be actively 
involved, do you consider yourself that you will be 
actively involved because you have some caveats sbout your 
involvement until there are some conditions to be met? 





A 1 think 1 have described as best 1 can, 
anyway -- end I em sorry if it is not edequate -- but I 
have described as best I can where we are in this process, 
what <Assistent Secretary Murphy was doing during his 
travel, where we are now, the fact that there are going to 
be other discussions up in Bew York end here that will 
presumably touch on this subject. That is about as fer as 
1 can go. 














Q Let me ask in a different way. Hed Lebsnon 
asked you to, at the present time, after Mr. Shamir said 
what he said in the United Uations, to be involved in 
trying to bring sbout a settlement? 


A That's getting me beck to the question, 1 
think, thet 1 indicated to Bernie is es fer as I can take 
you on it. 


Q ew subject? 
A Wo, let's finish this one. 


Q Alen, will Mr. Murphy publish the results of 
the investigation he did in Beirut lately? 


A On the bombing? 
Q Yes. 


A There are still people, as 1 understend it, 
who either are in Beirut or just recently left. Obviously 
people are going to continue to piece together the facts. 
I can't tell you what may happen to the results of those 
investigations. Obviously there is «a great deal of 
interest within the Administration in getting the exact 
facts in terms not only of what happened but also what can 
be done to prevent recurrence. There is obvious interest 
on the Hill. We know there is public interest, end we 
will just have to see what can be done within the confines 
of security considerations to make that information public. 


Q Alan, could we request a background briefing 
from Mr. Murphy sometime within the next few days? 


A Wo, I don't think so. 1 think it is pretty 
clear that that is not possible, but we will keep in mind 
the obvious interest in the subject, end es it can be 
presented publicly, we will do that. 


Q To follow up on the same question, please, 
Ur. Murphy reised the bombing question with the Syrians 
and the Isreelis during his talks? 


A Il am not going to get into the question of 
what he discussed with individual parties other than the 
fact that, obviously, we are cooperating with the Lebanese 
Government euthorities on this, but 1 don't think in terms 
of going sround end saying what he discussed with whom is 
going to be very much -- very productive. Jin? 








Q Do you have eny comment on the southern 
Lebenon ben on Beirut-based correspondents going there? 


A Wot in eny specific way. Obviously our 
views on freedom of the press sere clear end well tnow, 
but I don't have any specific comment on that. 


Q Do you heave eny comment, Alen, on the 
Buropean decision to extend economic sid to Central 
America, including Wicarague, in Light of the reported 
letter from Secretary Stultz edvising them ageainst 
reaching such a conclusion? 


A Well, it is not clear to me what 
specifically the -- cn the economic side of things -- what 
was done. 1 think that we have had parts of the 
communique that was issued, read to us over the phone, but 
to my knowledge at this point we don't have the full text; 
end in eny case 1 would say that if there is some said 
decision that has been taken by that group with respect to 
Central American, then that is their decision. 


1 might note, though, in Light of some of the 
reporting this morning, which 1 think was misleading in 
the way it described the commmnique, that we agree with 
the San Jose commmnique that the Contedora process has 
made real progress and that the second draft represents an 
important step in that process. That was the gist of the 
Secretary's remarks on September 23rd. 


At the same time, it is clear that the drafting 
process is not over. The Central Americans have been 
requested to offer their suggestions by October 15th, and 
1 understand that there may be another draft that is in 
the works already. 


A key point is the need for all of the 
provisions, including those on troop levels, sermaments, 
end foreign edvisers, to go into effect eat the same time. 
In the current draft, those issues sere left open for 
future negotiations that may or may not ever take plece. 


A second point is verificetion. Uost countries 
agree that eny treaty should provide inspection teams with 
the esuthority end the technical means to do their job. it 
would also seem that Siceragua's rush to preemt the 
process involving the Contedora Act was designed to teke 
the spotlight off one of the key issues -- the fairness 
of its elections. One mist question how sincere the 








Biceraguans sre on the treaty’s Gemocracy principles if 
they shut out Arturo Cruz end the major opposition parties 

the Coordinedora from their elections. This further 
points to the need for adequate verification. 


Q Cen we have a copy of that? 
A Yes. 


Q Alen, do you have eny comment in that 
respect with the article thet eppeared in the Post that 
the United Stetes was encouraging its allies in Central 
America to submit new proposals that may now be in the 
working? 


A I don*t have «a specific comment on that, 
Jim. 1 think 1 did indicate lest week that we talk with 
our friends end allies in various pleces, including in 
Central America, end the region in general, end also 
elsewhere about our views on things, end that is hardly a 
great surprise. 


Q Where is the new draft in the working? Is 
the United States contributing anything to this new draft? 


A Well, the draft is not « draft of the United 
States to -- of a document which the United States would 
sign. It is a document which the Contedora countries -- 
that is, the nine -- would sign. 


As 1 said, the process is now at a stage where 
comments ere due by October 15th from the Central American 
countries, so. 


Q Well, is the United States contributing 
ideas to this new draft? 


A 1 think 1 have eddressed myself to the 
question of our views end the fect that, sure, we talk 
with people, but -- 


Q Alen, ere you saying there thet we are 


reserving judgment on whether we will support the outcome 
of the Contedora process or not? 


A Bo, 1 think what 1 em saying is that we 
strongly support the Contedora process, ses we have 
consistently. In terms of the specifics of this draft, we 
have said this is a good next step, that we have said 
there ere problems, end 1 have identified to you today 
some of the areas where 
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we think scome of those problems lie; also where we 
understand a number of the Central American countries 
think probless lie. So I don't think there is any either 
purpose or really eny way to take it beyond that at this 
point. They wii' make their comments, end 1 think that is 
the next step in thic process. 


Q When did the United States begin saying they 
hed problems with the current draft? 


A Well, 1 don't have a date to give you. I 
think that our concerns, however, heve been consistent 
since we have been aware of the provisions of that draft. 


Q Prior to Wicaragua’s acceptance? 
A Oh, yes. 


Q Has Ambassador Shileudeman been talking to 
the Central American governments in the past ten days, two 
weeks, on this subject? 


A 1 don't know, George, whether he has or 
hasn't specifically. He has been in the region, 1 think, 
im that period of time, because we talked sbout it in 
commection, for example, travel to 1 Salvador in 
connection with his trip to -- his talks in Manzanillo. 
So the fact that he has had conversations is quite clear, 
but I ceally don't have anything to say beyond what 1 have 
said about talking with then. 


Q Alen, what 1 was trying to drive at is, are 


there new, strong reservations about the Contedora process 
itself? 


A Wo. As 1 say, we ere very strongly 
supportive of the process. 


Q Are you saying that until the issues that 
you outlined are completely resolved, the United States 
will mot support the Contedora treaty? 


A Il em saying thet we have reservations and 
problems ebout certain provisions of this draft. As I 
said, 1 understand there may even be another draft that is 
underway. Certainly the countries in the region who have 
been asked to comment by October 15th haven't done that, 
co let's let that process go forward. It isn't « question 
of really our teking « position beyond that at this time. 
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Q But you seem to be laying down preconditions 
for the U.S, U.S. agreement to -- is that true? 


A I em not trying to lay dow preconditions, I 
em explaining what our position is, end I think you can 
perhaps pursue this subject further et the backgrounder 
this efternoon. 


Q In Central America, since you ere talking 
about thet, do you have eny comment on « report over the 
weekend that El Salvedor has cluster bombs made in Isreel? 


A 1 believe you are ting, frankly, the 
reports. I think the reports hed to do with napalm, not 
cluster bombs, end I think -- 


Q Either way is killing. 


A 1 think that Ambassador Pickering indicated 
that to the best of our knowledge Salvadoran armed forces 
ere not using nepalm. We sre eware that they have some 
stocks, but we have no reason to believe -- on the basis 
of the evidence that we have seen -- that they have used 
then. 


Q Where do these napalm bombs -- if they are 
not made in Isreel, where do they come from? 


A You will have to ask the Saivadorans. The 
fact is we did not supply napalm to Salvador, but it is 
not up to us to comment on where Salvador gets all of its 
military equipment. 


Q Alen, before you leave Central America, is 
there any possibility that the Secretary of State will 
meet Mr. Ortega in Bew York during the week? 


A 1 guess you would have to check with John on 
thet. 1 em not eware of eny plen for such « meeting, 


though. 
Q Bew subject? 


Q Bo, on Central America, 1 would Like to ask 
one question. Do you have aenything new on where the 
Salvadoran soldiers who were supposed to be trained in 
Honduras are going to be trained next? 

















A Bo. I think 1 indicated lest week that we 
ere looking et the question of how 
1 would also emphasize, as 1 said before, that 
week, thet the discussion with Monduras ebout the use of 
the Regional Militery Training Center is, discussions sre 
still underway. 


Q Do you enticipate eny Gecision on that soon, 
this week, or -- ? 


A 1 cannot project thet for you. Bernie. 


Q Do you, Alen -- Monday, therefore, do you 
heave eny sessessment es to whet the talks thet the 
President end Stultz hed with Gromyko will lead to et this 
particular point? For exe le -- 


A Bot other then what has siready been given. 
Q You have nothing -- ? 


A Bothing new. 1 meen, you have had «4 
briefing, you have had the Secretary on television, you 
hed Mr. McFerlene on television. I think we will leave it 
with theic cemarks. 


Q Can you just teke one question on that 
area? Whether there is any specific agreement to continue 


-- I'm sorry, 1 phrased thet the wrong way -- whether any 
specific talks are scheduled? 


A 1 think that it wes made clear in briefings 
you have gotten end in the way that it was eddressed by 
the Secretery end Mr. McFaerlene that what we enticipate is 
that each side will review the record of these talks, and 
we would expect that we would be in touch through our 
embassies with the Foreign Sinistry end the State 
Department as the next step in that. 


Q There is nothing now scheduled, even on the 
cultural agreements, or enything Like that? 


A I think thet there ere « lot of things that 
ere ongoing. There is discussion ongoing, for exemple, on 
the cultural exchange egreement thet hes been going on for 
some time now, end that will continwe. So that there are 
e umber of specific things. I'm sorry, 1 thought you 
meant with cespect to the discussions held this weekend, 
but there ere various erms control Kinds of talks thet are 
ongoing, the exchanges talks ere ongoing. 
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Q On the discussions thet were held over the 
weekend, there is nothing scheduled? 


A Bothing beyond what I heve given you. Jin? 


Q Just briefly on Central America agein, today 
is the beginning of FY ‘85, so the cap with respect to 
certain kinds of pregrems in Central America hes expired. 
Cen you tell wus whet the position of the Reagen 
A@ministration is with regerd to the sbsence of « cap or 
absence of legislation now in force? 


A 1 trey not to ed@dress certain kinds of 
prograns. 


Q You have edédressed this issue in the context 
of whether or not the United States would encourage other 
governments to fill the gap, end 1 think this kind of 
falls into that seme eres, and is worthy of an answer. 


A 1 think it is feirc enough to say that the 
A@ministration is well eware of the fact that the Congress 
is still considering legislation which may be ected upon 
shortly, end I will leave it at that. 


Q Alen, sbout this napalm, Isreeli napalm, in 
the hands of the Salvedoren Government, do you mean that -- 


A 1 didn't say that there was Isreeli napalm 
in the hands of the Salvedoren Government. 1 ssid we are 
ewere that the Salvwedorens heave stocks of napalm. I can't 
telk sbout the source of it. 1 don't know. 


Q It's okey. About the napalm end the stock 
in Salvedor: you say that they didn't use it. Do you mean 
thet you don't stert to be concerned unless they are 
used? I mean the mere fect that they ere heving napela is 
not « ceuse of concern to you? 


A Well, 1 guess the question is what you would 
expect us to do sbowt it. I think that our confidence 
sbout their not heaving used it -- without getting too 
Geeply into intelligence sources end methods -- regarding 
thet 1 would say that we fly over virtually every inch of 
Sl Salvedor slmost every Gay end we have teken more 
Getailed looks «at controversial bombings, end we have 
never seen eny indication of the use of napalm or other 
incendiary bombs. 
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Q But if it extended to other kinds of 
weepons, such es nuclear, such as chemical, biclogical 
weapons, it would be « new principle? 


A There sre « lot of countries in the world, 1 
suspect including the United States, that heave nepsle in 
inventory. I think the question here really is one of 
use, end we heave no reason to believe it has been used. 


Q Ambassador Bart holomew is beck in 
Washington. Is he here on « private visit or for 
consultations? 


A You know more then 1 do. 1 em not aware 
thet he is back in Washington. Did you see hin? 


Q Bo. Some people told me that he is here. 


A L'Ll check on that. 


Q Alen, can 1 g0 back to the supposedly 
purported agreement of withdrawal? If such « unit will be 
-- 1 wnderstend that it will be «a major role for the 
United Bations forces, American forces. What role do you 
see there in that? 


A Agein, 1 am not going to try to get into the 
specifics of what might be involved in some hypothetical 
situation in the future. 1 think we will let the 
Giplomacy go forward on that end not try to pronounce on 
it publicly. Mike? 


Q Alen, & newspaper in Tokyo reporting that 
Soviet Far Eastern Forces were pleced on alert for thirty 


minutes after the President's comment regerding outlawing 
the Soviet Union. Are you eware of that report? fe you 
ewere that those forces 4id go on alert? Do you have eny 
coument? 


You ere asking me to get, I guess, into the 
question of intelligence ectivities end so on. I guess 
thet I'll have to pass you by on that one, Hike. I's not 
eware of that kind -- I's not ewere of « crisis etmosphere. 

Bill. 

Q The U.S. also went on alert following -- 


+ U.S. forces? 
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Q Yes -- following the Soviets going on 
alert. Can you comment on that? 


A Well, why don't you let Mike Burch comment 
on that. 


Q Alen, you said earlier that the U.S. law 
doesn't provide for embassies granting asylun. 


A Overseas, that's right. 


Q What's the (distinction between that and what 
Cardinal Mindszenty had and that Baptist family hed in 
Moscow? 


A I think it is a question of refuge, not 
asy lun. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on events in the 
Koreas over the weekend, and the latest South Korean offer? 


A Well, we are happy in terms of the transfer 
of goods that went on. We are happy that the transfer 
went smoothly and we welcome developments which Lower 
tensions on the Korean peninsula. 


Q Is the South Korean offer today consistent 
with that? 


A I guess you are shead of me on what that 
offer is, so 1 can't answer you. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on the 35th 
anniversary of Commmnist cule in China, end also, for the 
first time, China is telling that they have nucleser 
missiles, especially at a time thet thie Administration 
has supported a nuclear program in China. 


A You are saying for the first time they have 
muclear missiles? I don't think that is the first time, 
if they have said it today, but in eny case I don't have 
any comment on their anniversary. 

Did somebody in the back have a question? 

Q Thank you. 


a Okay, you are welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:48 p.m.) 
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MB. ROMBERG : Okay, Lt don't have any 
announcements. I‘11l be happy to take your questions. 


Q Mr. Ortega said the United States is 
planning an invasion for October 15, but he left a lot of 
questions unanswered. Could you fill in the blanks? 


A One is tempted to give frivolous answers in 
response to that, but basically, the fact is that that is 
obviously absurd. 


Q Do you have any other guidance with respect 
to his other allegations in this morning's speech? 


A Haven't had a chance, George, to look at 
it. I'm not sure that we would respond. 


I might note, though, that Mr. Ortega had a few 
other things to say yesterday, apparently, in talking with 
some correspondents in Wew York, and through his own 
words, he has only underscored the concerns which we have 
raised over the last several days with regerd to the 
sincerity to the Wicaraguans' commitment both to the 
Contadora process and rcelated to that, but also, 
specifically, to democratic elections. 


For example, although last night on television a 
Foreign Ministry spokesman here in the United States 
claimed that the Wicaragusn position on the Contadora 
process and this draft acc is not absolutist, Mr. Ortega, 
who is the Head of State, flatly says that, “There is no 
time for modifications, no time for further discussions, 
and that any modifications would only destroy the 
document ." 


Given the fact that it is well known that Central 
American countries have concerns, want to make other 
suggestions, it seems clear that this preemptive 
Bicaraguan position is a negotiating tactic and not part 
of a genuine search for real agreement. 





Beyond that, with respect to the election issue, 
when Mr. Ortega says that the Sandinistas refuse to 
consider postponing the elections because the democratic 
opposition wouldn't agree to sign a letter to President 
Reagan condemning the United States, the sincerity of the 
Sandinista commitment to fair elections is also called 
into serious question. 


Q Apparently, though, there are some kind of 
talks going on between Cruz and Bayardo Arce in Brazil at 
this point, and the Sandinistas, as I'm told, are being 
fairly flexible on the topic of extending the election 
deadline. 


A Well, let*s see. Obviously, that is a 
matter on which we see the same reports you do, that there 
are such talks going on. That is between them. We have 
-- Let's just see what happens with it. 


Q But do you see that also as another 
propaganda ploy on the part of the Sandinistas -- it's 
simply extending the deadline in the same way that they 
are playing this game with the Contadora proposal? Do you 
feel that this is also a propaganda ploy? 


A Without knowing specifically what is going 
on there, it’s obviously hard to address it in any 
specific terms. My understanding of what he said 
yesterday was that even on the issue of asking the 
democratic opposition to sign a letter denouncing the U.S. 
Administration, that he was only talking about extending 
it three weeks in any case, which 1 think Mr. Cruz and the 
Coordinadora have made clear is not adequate. 


1 can't tell you what is happening in terms of 
the conversations you have raised and whether there is a 
more meaningful postponement involved or not. Our 
position on that is clear, and if they postpone it, and 
have the other things which would make it a more 
meaningful election, then that would be all to the good; 
but let's wait and see what happens. 


Q Can you describe in a Little more detail how 
important it is to the United States that that election 
date be postponed, and why? 


A I can't ceally, Dennis. We've talked about 
it a lot. I think you had some briefing on this 
yesterday. The basic thrust of it -- and I refer you back 














because we've talked about it a fairc amount -- but the 
basic fact is that you need time to be able to have a 
genuine election campaign. And this is, obviously, not 
just our position; this is the position which the 
Coordinadora and Mr. Cruz have made clear is essential to 
then. 


It*s not easy to campaign in Wicaragua, and they 
feel they need the time to make it a genuine campaign, so 
that's basically what it's all about. 


Q Are there any plans for Ambassador 
Shlaudeman to be traveling to Central America in the 
coming days and weeks? 


A I don‘t know what his specific plans are, 
frankly. He does travel a lot to the region, so it may 
well be that he would travel in the coming days and weeks. 


Q I mean specifically for conferences with the 
parties involved. 


A I don*t know. He does talk with them -- and 
I'm not trying to hide the fact that we have had 
conversations all along, either through Ambassador 
Shlaudeman or in other ways -- through our embassies or 
here. So there is a dialogue that goes on. 


Q Alan, Ortega‘s comments seem to suggest that 
Ambassador Shlaudeman‘s conversations reached a dead end. 
Do you share that assessment? Do you expect him to still 
be having further meetings with the Wicaraguans? 


A I guess all 1 could do is really address the 
last part of it, and the answer is, yes, we do anticipate 
that there will be further meetings. 


Q Alan, a new area? 
A Sure. 


Q Do you have any comment on the statements 
made by King Hussein of Jordan regarding the Israeli offer? 


A Ho, I don't. 


Q Alan, this morning, on the Hill, the House 
Foreign Affaics Committee, Subcommittee on Europe and the 
Middle East, finally passed the sense of Congress 
resolution om moving the embassy to Jerusalem, and one of 














the points of order that was brought up by one of the 
members of the Committee was that “whereas the United 
States maintains its embassy in all countries at the 
designated capitals of those countries except in the case 
of Israel,” somebody mentioned the exceptions of Bolivia 
and Benin, apparently after consulting with the State 
Department. 


To the best of your knowledge, what is the 
situation in both of those countries? 


A Bolivia and Benin? 


Q Yes. Apparently, you know, they are not the 
designated area. 


A I'LL check on it for you. The fact is, 
obviously, that our position on moving the embassy, or on 
changing the status of our Consulate General in Jerusalen, 
has not changed, and we oppose doing that and oppose 
resolutions which call for doing that. 


Q Alan, not a comment on King Hussein's speech 
yesterday, but a State Department interpretation on a 
topic he raised: in his speech, the King said that there 
wouldn't be peace -- Israel was not serious about peace 
until every stone of the West Bank or every iota of 
territory was cegained by Jordan; and he called on Israel 
to accept U.W. Resolution 242, interpreting it to mean a 
withdrawal from all territory. 


The Israelis, at least the Labor gowe: went, have 
always maintained that 242 talks about - ° -ritorial 
compromise concerning the West Bank. What « State 
Department interpretation of 2427 


A There is a long history of this, and I cefer 
you back to the record. I'm not going to try to be an 
interpreter of what was, obviously, a very detailed and 
carefully worked out negotiation at the time of the 
resolution. I cefer you back to the text of it. We stand 
fully on that text, and obviously, what we think needs to 
be done is for the parties, all of them, to agree to 
return and talk. But i'm not going to try to give you a 
further parsing of 242. 


Q I'm not asking for the parsing of it, simply 
a chapter heading. What's the position? 


A I cefer you to a very rcich record of public 
statements on that subject. 
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Q Alan, in the ceport issued lately by the 
GAO, there is the list issued by the State Department on 
the overseas centers that are applied to the enhancement 
of the security program. The list of 62 countries does 
not include Lebanon. Do you have an explanation for that? 


A Well, I dom*t know specifically what the GAO 
report says, but I would point out to you -- perhaps 
somewhat dangerously, because I'm ignorant of what that 
report says -- that there was special funding for the 
Beicut program and that was outside of the program. And I 
think if you go back a few days and look at what I said in 
response to that GAO report at that time, it addressed the 
fact that, yes, there were a number of countries where 
there was an upgrade planned -- that Beirut had a special 
appropriation for it. 


And that was, I believe, separate from that List 
that you're talking about. So, obviously, the Beirut 
program was going forward. And, as I indicated before, 
the issue in terms of Beicut was not funding. 


Q Does this mean that Beicut has a program for 
itself, or by itself, aside from the other 62 centers? 


A Well, 1 think that that is faic. I'm just 
not -- IL ceally think that that has been addressed in the 
guidance, and let me ask you to take a look at what we've 
got in the Press Office on it. But I believe that is 
correct because there was a special measure for Beirut 
last year. 


Q Alan, when you say the Administration stand 
toward moving the Embassy, having been changed (sic), do 
you mean that you will veto the resolution? 


A Well, IL can't tell you what the President is 
going to do. I guess you'd have to ask the White House 
whether they're prepared to say whether they're prepared 
to say what the President would do specifically. But the 
fact is that firm opposition to those proposals is 
unchanged, and also unquestionable. 


Q Alan, there's a story in an Israeli news- 
paper this morning saying that the Reagan Administration 
is tcying to put a new clause in the foreign aid to Israel 
bill, saying that the U.S. can hold talks and contacts 
with the PLO if the President explicitly authorizes it. 
Do you know of any such -- 

















A I never heard of any such thing. I think I 
would simply refer you back to our very frequently 
repeated position on the PLO. That sounds fanciful, to 
say the least. 


Q Alan, W@abih Berri, the Shiite Lebanese 
leader, is supposed to be in town. Are there any plans 
for him to meet with anyone in the building, to the best 
of your knowledge? 


A Frankly, I wasn't aware that he was going to 
be in town. Let me check and see if 1 can get something 
on it. 


Q Alan, The Washington Post editorial of today 
was very critical of the posture of the United States 


Government. Do you have any comment on it, about the 
security for the Embassy in Beirut? 


A Wo. 1. think we've addressed ourselves to 
that issue several times, and I'm sure there will be 
further occasions on which to do so, but I don't intend to 
respond to editorials. 


Q There is also a twnger strike among 
Palestinian political prisoners in Israeli jails for the 
ninth day in a row -- 


A Yes. 


Q -- and there were demonstrations in the East 
Jerusalem marching towards asking the Israeli Government 
to close the new prison in Wablus, which is built 
according to the U.S. system of prisons. Do you have any 
comment or could you -- 


A Bo, I don't. 


-- look into these things? 


> ® 


I don't have anything on it. 


Q Do you have any comment on the arrests of an 
East German women and American naval analyst yesterday on 











A To go back to Central America, would you 
have any comment on remerks by officials of the Contadora 
countries that, as far as they krew, the United States had 
treated the draft document, the revised treaty as a final 
document all along up until this Last week? 


A I'm not aware of those comments, but I think 
that would be inaccurate in any case. The concerns which 
have been expressed over some period of time now, 
including perhaps more explicitly in the last few days, 
have been concerns which have existed all along. And, as 
Il think a briefer mentioned to you yesterday, what was 
called for by October i5Sth was comments on this draft, not 
agreement to this draft. So I think that will take place. 


Q Alan, also on Central America: whether any 
Gecision has been made on where the Salvadoran soldiers 
are going to be trained next. 


A I have nothing new on that, no. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on the violent 
clashes in Egypt between laborers and the Egyptian police? 


A Bo. 


Q Alan, anything on the situation in the 
embassy in South Africa and the six? 


A There really is nothing new to say about 
that, Jin. The fact is that the people concerned are not 
in imeiaent danger, so the question of sanctuary really 
doesn't arise. 


And that is consistent with our lLongstanding 
policy. It's not something new; the policy has existed 
for some time and is applied in individual situations. 














Q Can you say today whether or not the South 
Africans sent you a note about it or in any way made a 
formal demarche of any -- I don't -- 


A Wo, 1 don't think so. 1 think, as I 
understand it, that the South Africans have issued a 
statement, and I think Ambassador Wickel thas made a 
statement. I'm not sure it was directly responsive to 
what the South Africans said, but in any case I refer you 
to what's been said over there. I don't have anything 
from here to add to that. 


Q And why was it that the Embassy denied or 
said that it was misleading that this was being discussed 
or considered, and seriously -- or why was that, when you 
said that it was being considered here? 


A I said it was being studied. I think that 
what they were looking at was the words which were 
attributed to the Ambassador, which 1 think they were 
denying that he had uttered. 


Q So you are not studying it seriously or 
carefully. You are simply studying it, is that correct? 


A Well, we're studying it, but I would point 
out to you what I just said in response to your question 
-- which I'm sure you absorbed fully -- and that is that 
since the people are not in imminent danger, the question 
of sanctuary really doesn't arise at this point. 


Q So you're no longer studying it now, right? 
A I'LL just Leave you with my words. 


Q Alan, there was a story on the AP wire this 
morning that the Syrian secret service in Lebanon had 
identified the kidnappers of several Americans who've 
been missing in Lebanon for some months. 


A Ub- huh. 


Q How are we treating that information? Is it 
valid, and how do we feel the Syrians came by this? 


a All L can ceally say about that is that we 
are actively engaged in efforts to cecure the release of 
the three Americans who were kidnapped this past spring in 
Lebanon. We have raised the matter with a number of 




















governments, but I*m not going to get into detail. 


Q Alen, do you have any further information on 
the case of Meir Kahene's -- 


A Bo. 
Q -- U.S. citizenship? 


A Bo. I said, as you will rcecall, that will 
be probably a fairly Long process. So I'm -- 


Q You didn‘t say how long it would last. 
(Laughter. ) 


A Bo, I didn't. You're right. 

Connie? 

Q Do you have any guidance today on various 
statements made over the week by Wew Zealand officials 
about the defense relations with the U.S.? 


A Bo. I think we have had some guidance over 
time, if you want to check with the Press Office though. 


Q Do you want to speak about anything that -- 


A Il think you might want to checi. back with 
the Press Office. 


Q Alan, you have now enough time to study the 
Libyan-Moroccan treaty. Do you have any final comment to 
make or position -- 

A Wo. 

Q -- to express on it? 

A Bo, I don‘t. 

Q Thank you. 

a Okay. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:23 p.a.) 
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WEDUESDAY, OCTOBER 3, 1964, 12:11 P.M. 
(O08 THE RECORD UBLESS OTHERWISE BOTED) 


WR. BROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have two 
ennouncements on trips: 


Ficst of all, with respect to the Secretary's 
forthcoming trip to Panama as the President's 
representative to the inauguration of the new President of 
Panama, in addition the Secretary will depart Washington 
October 10 for El Salvador where he will meet with 
President Duarte before proceeding on to Panama that same 
Gay. On the Lith, he will attend President Barletta's 
inaugural and depart for Mexico for discussions with 
President De la Madrid. The Secretary will overnight in 
Mexico, and on October 12 he flies to Puerto Rico to 
welcome Pope John Paul Il to American soil. He returns to 
Washington that evening. 


In addition, Secretary Stultz will visit Toronto, 
Canada, October 15 and 16 to meet with the new Canadian 
Secretary of State for External Affaics, Joe Clark. The 
visit is both a follow-ur to the September 25 meeting 
between President Reagan and Canadian Prime Minister Brian 
Mulroney and a part of the Secretary's program of 
quarterly meetings with his Canadian counterpart. 
Secretary Shultz met briefly with Mr. Clark in Bew York 
furing the United Bations General Asse.>dly, but this will 
be his first opportunity to discuss a broad range of 
multilateral and bilateral issues with the new Canadian 
Foreign Minister. 


The President and Prime Minister Mulroney agreed to 
encourage exchanges of visits by Cabinet members of the 
two governments, end there have already been a number of 
euch exchanges, with more in prospect. 


As fer as that trip is concerned, a sign-up sheet has now 
been posted in the Press Office for those who wish to 
apply for a seat on the Secretary's plane. That sheet 
will be taken down and applications closed at noon on 
Tuesday, October 9, and no applications will be accepted 
after that. 


Q Alan, it's just an overnight in Toronto, 
just the night of the iSth? 











A That's correct. 

Q Ottewa or Toronto? i's sorry. 

A Toronto. 

Q Bo meetings with the Prime Minister? 

a In Canada? 

Q Yes. 

a Bone indicated here. 

Q Alan, with all of that cunning around that 
you*ve mentioned earlier -- 

A Sorry? 

Q ~~ he Literally Leaves on the LOth and 


returns on the night of the i2th? 
a That's correct. 
Q Okay. 


Q Alan, on the stop in Mexico, when will he 
see De la Madrid, on the Lith or the 12th? Is he going to 
be in there so late on the Lith he would not see him, or -- 


a 1 don’t know that we're -- we can chat about 
that maybe « little bit later, but I don't think we're 
announcing at this point specific aspects of the visit. 


9 You can't get into who he might see in 
Panama Guring the inauguration? 


a Well, I don’t know whom he might see. There 
are going to be « lot of people there, so I'm sure he'll 
see a lot of people. Whether he will have substantive 
conversations with people is enother matter. 


Q When does he go to Bicaragua? 


a Ah-hat Have no plans for a trip to 
Hicaragua. 


Q Bothing on the iSth in Managua? (Leughter) 








A Can we go to serious questions? 


Q Alan, just for the record, do you have any 
comment regarding the arrest of the FBI agent regarding 
passing intelligence to Soviet emigres? 


A Bo, I don't. 


Q Do you have any information you can divulge 
regarding those two former Soviet citizens? 


A Wo. 
Q Any role of the State Department? 
A Yo. 


Q Alan, are you aware of any plans by people 
the U.S. may be supporting for action in Wicaragua in the 
middle of this month? 


A Well, you're asking, 1 assume, about what 
would come under the heading of covert intelligence 
activities, if they were -- 


Q Bot really. They're not ali that covert any 


A -- and, as you know, I don't comment on that 
subject. 1 would repeat, though, that the charge that the 
United States is planning to invade Wicaragua is absurd. 


Q Are you aware of any plans by 
American-backed rebels to engage in military activities in 
the middle of this month in Wicaragua? 


A Well, I'm not aware of any plans by anybody, 
but it's also not up to me to comment on rebel activities, 
and so I‘m not going to comment specifically on that. 


I would also point out to you that various people 
have asked questions here about funding for programs that 
1 don't talk about, but I think you're aware of the status 
of such funding, so 1 think that there are certain things 
ts be kept in mind with respect to the status -- 


Q You mean the funding that would come 
directly from the U.S. Government? 


A Yes. 








Q There is funding that comes from U.S. 
citizens. 


4 Well, we've talked about that before. 


Q Right. But you are not aware of activities 
that are now being planned? 


A Again, you're asking about things that would 
either get into the area of covert activities or would 
have something -- or would really not have anything to do 
with us, presumably, and in either case I just don't have 
anything for you. 


g You say “presumably.” 1 would like to know 
whether you -- 


A Well, L*ve answered it as much as I can, 
Marvin. 


Q Different topic? 


Q One more -- well, not exactly on that topic, 
but on the elections. Do you take their statement 
yesterday as being the final statement that the elections 
will not be postponed, and do you have a position on it? 


a Well, I think all I really can say on that 
is that, as we have noted on several occasions, we hope 
the Sandinistas will guarantee the conditions necessary 
for free and fair elections so that the democratic 
opposition can participate in the Wicaraguan elections. 


Q Do you have a reaction to the report that 
the talks in Rio between Cruz and Arce broke down without 
such an agreement and that Arce repeated the Wovember 4 
date was the date? 


A That would be my reaction to it, Chris. 
Q Has the Herb Stein group made, or will it 


make, any report on Israel's economy to the Secretary 
before Prime Minister Peres's visit? 


A I don't know whether in fact there is to be 
a report or not to be a report, and I think that the 
nature of that activity is one that has been advisory to 
the Secretary, and 1 guess I therefore wouldn't get into 
how they are conducting themselves on this. 











Q When is the Israeli Prime Minister 
officially arriving here? 


A In terms of the protocol and so on of when 
he is actually getting here, I guess maybe we could help 
you in the Press Office, or the White House would have 
it. I don't happen to have that. 


Q And something else: There are reports this 
morning, Alan, that some Palestinians tried to reach the 
American Consulate in East Jerusalem and were stopped or 
something like that. Do you know anything about it? Can 
you tell us anything about it? 


A Well, I don't know a great deal about it. I 
think this was a couple of days ago that this happened. 
The only thing 1 really can comment on is that the reports 
apparently indicated that the Consulate General refused to 
accept a petition, and that isn't true. They apparently 
did get a petition. I don't know what the nature of it 
was. But beyond that, 1 really don't have any comment on 
it. 


Q There was a report from Jerusalem which 
mentioned that your proposal concerning the Taba issue is 
now being discussed between the Americans and Egypt. Do 
you have any information about that? 


A Bo, nor would 1 have any comment on that 
except to say that, as you are well aware, we think that 
the Egyptian-Israeli relationship is an important one; we 
would Like to see it even better than it is and hope that 
the various problems between them can be worked out. 


Q Alan, have you been asked by the Lebanese 
Government to seek any new arrangement with the Israelis 
to withdraw from southern Lebanon. 


A I don't have anything to say beyond what we 
have (said) befcre on the subject of southern Lebanon. I 
think that there was a readout given O8 BACKGROUND 
yesterday in Wew York following the Secretary's meeting 
with Prime Minister Karami, and 1 would refer you to that. 


Q Alan, back on the issue. Do you know if the 
Consulate General actually called the police to disperse 
those Palestinians? 


a 1 don't have any details on that aspect of 
it, Gasson. 





Q Alan, could this visit by the Palestinians 
to the Consulate in East Jerusalem is related to the 
question I asked yesterday about the demonstrations on the 
West Bank about the Israeli jail in Bablus and the hunger 
strike which is going on now for, since September 20th 
(sic)? 


A I don't have any comment on the substance of 
that. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on the stories 
today about the mining in the Red Sea, that the mines come 
from Libya that were made by the Soviet Union? Do you 
have any information on that general theme? 


A I have some information on that. Marvin. 
First of all, as far as who laid the mines, there is still 
no conclusive proof on that, but there is persuasive 
circumstantial evidence indicating that Libya was involved 
in mining the entrances to the Red Sea. 


As far as whether it's a Soviet mine or not, I've 
seen those reports. I don't have any reason to doubt 
them, but I guess it really is a question of what the 
British have found in examining the mine that they did 
find. So I think they should address themselves to it, 
and 1 guess 1 would leave it to then. 


Q You said before the Libyans were involved? 
There was persuasive evidence? How did you phrase it? 


A “Persuasive circumstantial evidence 
indicating that Libya was involved in mining the entrances 
to the Red Sea.” 

Q What do you mean involved? Did they do it? 


A Well, 1 think I'm going to have to leave it 
at that. I don't think there's a whole lot of difference 
between your formilation and mine. 


Q There is no difference? 


a I say I don't think there is a whole lot of 
difference. 


Q Alan, do you agree with the Egyptian version 
of the accusation of Libya? 


A In terms of the Aswan Dam? 
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Q And also of the Red Sea? 


A Well, I just addressed the Red Sea. In 
terms of the Aswan Dam story this morning, I don't have a 
specific comment on that. But plotting of this sort is 
consistent with other examples of Qaddafi‘s aggression in 
the srea. 


7 | 








Q Alan, what is the nature of the persuasive 
ciccumstential evidence, please? Could you tell us? 


A Don't have anything to offer you in specific 
terms on that, Bill. Connie? 


Q Alen, I have got a series of southern 
Afcican ones. See if I press the right buttons. 


A Okay. 


Q Anything on that Mozambique accord reached 
earlier today with the rebels? 


A Well, we don't have details of the agreement 
yet. Wevertheless, we would certainly welcome a cessation 
of hostilities in Mozambique. This would contribute not 
only to the welfare of the people of Mozambique but also 
to the achievement of peace and prosperity in the region 
as a whole. 


Q There has been some more violence and death 
in South Africa. Also there have been some decisions on 
the squatters. Anything on that? 


A I don't have anything specifically on the 
violence. Obviously we have addressed ourselves to those 
problems before. 


As far as the residency requirements and the 
removals and all that is concerned, we welcome indications 
that the government plans to amend laws which currentiy 
prohibit black South Africans from residing permanently in 
the Western Cape, in accordance with our view that all 
South Africans should have the right to live and work 
where they choose. 


However, we view with serious concern 
continued reports that the South African Government 
intends to proceed to remove thousands of residents of 
Crossroads and other commmnities near Cape Town against 
their will to specially townships fer from where these 
individuals work. 


We deplore any action by the South African 
Government to remove citizens from their homes against 
theic will or to destroy their property. We do not 
believe that such actions will contribute constructively 
to the resolution of the problems South Africa faces, 
which can only be resolved by means of dialogue between 
the government and all South Africans. 











Q Copy? 

A Sure. 

Q One last one, if 1 may? Anything on the 
by Harvard not to disinvest from companies’ 


A Bo. Mike? 


Q Alan, do you have enything regarding the 
Secretary's meeting with the Austrian this morning? 


A With the Austcien? Wo, I don't. Sorry. 


Q Can you take that, please, and give us 
something on that? 


A Well, L will look into it. I don't know if 
1 will come back with something. 


Q Do you have anything on the Vietnamese 
Foreign Minister calling for an international conference 
inviting the United States, China, Cambodia, Vietnam, the 
Soviet Union, Britain, France, India, and the ASEAN 
countries to discuss the future of Cambodia? 


A I have, 1 guess, two points on that: First 
of all, genuine Vietnamese willingness to negotiate a 
comprehensive political settlement to the problems of 
Kampuchea, based on the complete withdrawal of Vietnamese 
forces and free elections under international suspices, 
would be a welcome development . 


ASEAN has repeatedly stated its willingness 
to negotiate a settlement based on these points which have 


been endorsed by the great majority of the world's nations. 


We note that Foreign Minister Thach wili be 
meeting with the Indonesian end Malaysien Foreign 
Ministers in ew York, and we look forward to consulting 
closely with ASEAN on the results of those discussions. 


As to the question of an international 
conference, ASEAN has always made clear that it wished to 
involve interested regional countries and the five 
principal parties to the 1954 Geneva Accords in «a 
Kampuchean settlement. The United States, for its part, 
is prepared to participate fully in a conference if 
requested to do so by ASEAN. 
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vy Alan, a copy of that? 
A Sure. 

Q Same subject? 

A 


Go shead, George. 


Q I understand the Vietnamese Foreign Minister 
is erriving in Bew York today. 


A Ub- huh. 


Q Do you know if the Secretary has plens to 
meet with hin? 


A Bo plans. 


Q Alan, I just want to know, if you know why 
did the Consulate General refuse to receive the petition? 
Is that -- 


A Bo, I say, it did not. 
Q He did not? Why? 


a He did not refuse to receive it. Apparently 
they did -- 


Q Oh, he did not cefuse it. 


A The only thing I em aware of, with respect 
specifically to that, is that there were reports that they 
did not receive the petition. Those reports are wrong. 
They did actually receive the petition. 


Q What was the subject? 
A I don't have details on it. 


Q Alen, on that conference again on Cambodia, 
if the U.S. is prepared to participate fully if requested 
to do so by ASEAN, cight, and the Vietnamese have laid out 
the participants that they would like to have in there, 
doesn't that conform to what you are saying? Isn't this 
an acceptance, in fact? 


A Well, L think that -- 


Q All of the five that you mentioned are 
there, the five neighbors. 








A So ASEAN has to determine whether that is 
indeed warranted end welcome and so on. 


Q And your first statement was that if the 
Vietnamese pulled out and allowed free elections -- 
allowed free elections and pulled out totally -- that 
would be a welcome developmert and what the ASEAN people 
have always favored, right? 


A Well, their willingness to negotiate a 
comprehensive political settlement based on a complete 
withdrawal of Vietnamese forces and free elections under 
internationai suspices would be a welcome development. 


Q So, would that all have to precede «a 
conference, some kind of willingness to eccept those 
principles, or could those principles be determined by the 
conference? 


A That I am not going to try to lay out. I 
think that that is something that -- es 1 say, Prime 
Minister Thach is meeting with other Foreign Ministers 
from ASEAN countries, and we would be interested to hear 
what they have to say, but I don't have anything specific 
to offer on that question. 


Q Alan, about the story of the Aswan High Dan, 
President Mubarak of Egypt said that he got sort of 
conficmed information on the Libyan threats. Do you have 
any information to conficm what he said? 


A Well, 1 said, I don't have any specific 
comment on that story other than that this kind of 
activity is -- 


Q Do you know anything about his source of 
informat ion? 


, I don't think it would be up to us to 
comment on the sources of President Mubarak's information. 


Q Anything to say on ANZUS controversies? 
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A Well, I don't intend to get into comment on 
statements by political figures and people involved in the 
campaign. At the same time, I would refer you to what the 
President said in his September 1 speech and the 
references there to Camp David, 242, and so on; and I 
think that there is a rather fuli record of our views, and 
1 would leave you with that. 


Q Alan, you don't happen to have anything on 
the talks in Geneva today -- the United States and Vietnan 
-- on the question of resettlement of Vietnamese political 


prisoners? 


A 1 don't. 


Q Anything on the reaction to the vote on the 
Export Administration Act in Congress? 


A Bo, not specifically. 1 think that the 
Administration's position on a number of those issues is 
clear, but I don't have a reaction to what 1 gather is «a 
rather active situation up the Hill. With regard to that, 
1 think that is an ongoing matter. 


Yes, Chris? 


Q There is a report on FBIS that in Athens the 
American Embessy end other American institutions Like 
benks have been on some kind of special alert for the Last 
couple of days for a terrorist atteck. Is that something 
different from the general world-wide -- ? 


a 1 don't think it is appropriate to get into 
the question of what specific threats may or may not exist 
at individual posts. I don't think that serves the well- 
being of the people there and so on, and so 1 am afraid 1 
am going to have to stay eway from that. Yes? 
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Q Do you agree to the idea published today in 
different newspapers that the resolution to transfer the 
Bubassy from Tel Aviv to Jerusalem is « dead move? 


A Well, 1 can*t talk about the Congressional 
state of play. Our policy on that issue 1 stated 
yesterday, end that obviously remains valid, but it is not 
for me to comment on the legislative calendar and so on. 


Q Do you have eny comment on what Congressman 
Crockett said, that Israel is trying to establish its 
capitol on a foreign territory? 


a I think we have expressed ourselves on this 
several times, and I'll leave it there. 


Q Do you have anything regarding the new 
deployment. of SS-22 in East Germany and Czechoslovakia? 


A 1 think we had some guidance on this the 
other day; and if you will check in the press office, I 
think we can probably help you with that. 

Q Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:31 p.a.) 
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of Stete and Defense are 
volume, some 113 of the thousands of 
Gocuments found on the islend of Grenada after last 
October's ain at Copies of this volume, entitled 


tt 


on documents dealing with life under the Peoples’ 
Revolutionary Government and that government's involvement 
im international affairs which ere likely to be of 
interest to students of international relations. Later 
this month, we expect the Grenada documents collection to 
be available to the public generally. 


Bow, 1 offer you the possibility of a briefing by 
the suthors this afternoon. 1 would note they've hed a 
briefing up on the Hill, including before the press, this 
morning. If there is great interest, we'll be happy to 
produce them, but 1 don't want to have «a wasted effort 
here. So is there a ground swell of interest? 


Q 1*d@ like to check with the office. 1 don't 
know. 


a O.K. If there are individuals, maybe what 
we could do is put you in touch individually with thea, 
O.K.? But we will then not have « briefing. 


Q Alen, on that, the documents heave not been 
released in eny form until now? 


a To be honest, I cannot tell you whether the 
Gocuments that ere in this volume, to what extent they 
overlap the documents that we've already put out in a less 











formal way; end 1 guess I'm just going to have to leave it 
to you to do that chore. 


(Inaudible) 
Sure. 


mo F 


(Inaudible) 


A The book is sbout like that (indicating), so 
I*m sure you'll enjoy reading it tonight (Leughter) 


O.K. That's it for enmnounciments. Be happy to 
teke questions. 


Q Is there a summary at the beginning or -- 


A Il just haven't hed «a chance to take a look 
at it. 1 think that you will find that it's got analysis 
in it, es well. 


Q Alen, has there been any change regarding 
the events in South Africa on a group seeking refuge, who 
sent the telex seeking American approval for that? Have 
we responded to them in some form? 


A Yes. The American Embassy in Pretoria did 
reply to the counsel to the so-called Durban Six. Our 
reply reiterates our opposition to detention without trial 
and notes our actions vis-a-vis the South African 
Government in this regerd. The reply goes on to state our 
policy on the granting of temporary refuge, and notes that 
in our judgment, the Durban Six do not appear to qualify 
under current ciccumstences. 


You may have a copy of that reply, if you wish, 
after the briefing. 


1 would point out that the question of refuge for 
this group is somewhat moot et this point since they are 
in @ state of refuge now, having been at the British 
Consulate in Durben for the past three weeks. I would 
elso reiterate our policy on the question of refuge, 
namely that we consider such requests only in exceptional 
cases of imminent bodily here for the individual making 
the request end based on tumeniterien considerations. 


Q Can we have «a copy of your statement’ 


a Copy of the statement, sure. 








Q Alan, what have you got on the congressional 
report on the bombing in Beirut? 


A Okay. The State Department's investigating 
team is still examining the situation end has not 
submitted its final report. Our findings, of course, will 
be shared with the Congress. The Department will take 
full account of the issues raised by the Committee. 


The decision to move most of our operations from 
West Beirut to the Embassy Annex northeast of the city was 
made on the basis of the best information available, and 
all concerned agencies agreed that this was the wisest 
course of action. Even though all security measures had 
not been completed, it was judged safer to move the bulk 
of our personnel to the suburb northeast of Beirut rather 
than keeping them in the center of the city. Work on 
security measures continued after the building was 
occupied in early August, and st the time of the bombing, 
75 percent of that work had been completed. 


As we have indicated, final assessment of this 
outrage and proposals to prevent its recurrence will be 
drawn up once we have the investigating team's full 
report. As the Secretary has said, if there was 
negligence involved, we will find it. But our principal 
concern in dealing with the reality of terrorism, which is 
an affront to thwman dignity, is to protect our people 
adequately while performing embassy functions, and not to 
allow these murderers to deter us from doing what is right 
and necessary to help bring peace to the Middle East. 


1 might note in that connection that there was an 
article -- 


Copy? Yes. 


-- in this morning's Hew York Times, 1 believe, 
that had an interview, or reported an interview, with the 


Iranian Foreign Minister in which he, basically, said that 
U.S. intervention in Lebanon is the main cause of the 
bombing attack against the Embassy Annex. 


This charge is outrageous and irresponsible. 
Statements such as this which lend encouragement to 
international terrorism threaten the norms of 
international conduct. They undermine the ability of 
nations to work together for the common goals of peace and 
prosperity. The apparent official blessing for acts of 
terrorism against diplomatic establishments from a 
government official charged with directing this own 
country's diplomatic relations is nothing short of 
incomprehensibie. 





The United States will not be deterred from 
pursuing with Lebanon, and with other countries in the 
region, the goal of peace. We will continwe to assist the 
Lebanese Government in its efforts to exterd its 
sovereignty and achieve stability and peace. We will also 
continue to seek the removal of all foreign forces from 
Lebanon and to promote the security of Israel's northern 
border. 


Q Copy of that? 
A Sure. 


Q While we're on that subject, can you tell us 
whether the U.S. has presented an 8-point plan for Israeli 
withdrawal from Lebanon, according to Wabih Berri? 


Q Could we just stay - 


A Let me just answer this and get it out of 
the way. 


The fact is, as I have said before -- 1 will 
repeat it -- we have no plan, we're not engaged in 
mediation or negotiation; we have been exploring ideas. 
That was what Ambassador Murphy was doing in part of his 
conversations during his recent trip to the region. 


Q Could you give us some sense of when the 
State Department intends to complete its report? 


A Il think that that report -- the internal 
formal, ceport will be completed within -- it's due to be 
completed within the next week to ten days. 








Q Will that be made public? 


A I don't know that the report itself will be 
made public -- as 1 said, the findings. I don't 
necessarily mean the complete report, or -- I'm not sure 
what form it's going to take, Marvin; but our findings 
certainly will be shared with the Congress. 


I've indicated before we're obviously aware of 
public interest in this. We also have security concerns. 
So we have to balance those out. But I don't think that 
there is any question here of anybody trying to hide 
something. So to the extent that we can be helpful, we 
will do that. 


Q Right. Wow, what is the difference -- if 
you can help us understand -- what is the difference 
between what the Congress has already produced in the time 
that it took it to produce its report and the one that 
you're still compiling? 


A Well, my understanding of this report is 
that it was based on a Limited number of hours of hearings 
on primarily the intelligence aspects of was intelligence 
adequate? 


And while there were some comments in there about 
security, 1 think that the Committee itself made it clear 
that addressing the security issues and measures taken and 
so on was not the principal focus of their hearings. 


So 1 don't even know that you could say that “the 
Congress” had made a report on this at this point. But, 
obviously, that Committee's findings are something, as I 
say, we will take seriously into account as we are Looking 
at our own findings. But -- 


Q Alan, on the basis of what you know so far, 
do you share the burden of its conclusion? 


A Il think that I will stick with what I've 
said about -- in response to this earlier, Marvin. I 
don't have -- 

Q Do you disagree with anything? 


A Il don't have any words to take you beyond 
what I've said in response at this point. 


Q Alan, but -- 











Q Alen, on this -- 
Q Excuse me. 


A Hold it a second, Mike. All right -- 


Q But if the intelligence report, even though 
it was limited to strictly intelligence and not security 
aspects, warned well in advance of the obvious gap there 
or the need for beefed-up security, why was it not taken 
more seriously? 1 mean the -- 


A Well, 1 think I've answered it in the 
statement. 1 would ask you to examine the statement in 
term: of the views -- we've talked about this before. it 
is not a new question. The fact thet it was decided and 
was agreed by everybody -- I'm not aware of any 
disagreement -- that it was safer, even though the 
security measures had not been corpleted in Zast Beirut, 
to move to East Beirut rather than staying with the dulk 
of our people in West Beirut. 


As 1 say, we're going to have to stick on these 
words at this point. And when our investigation is 
completed and we have something more to say, then we will 
be able to say it. 


Q But, Alan -- excuse me -- but that 
notwithstanding, there's still the issue of 
accountability. I mean the -- 


A Well, you're taking -- 


Q -- Congressional Report is pointing an 
accusing finger primarily at the State Department. 


A Well, I think that the fact is, as 1 said, 
we have an investigation under way. We would Like to do 
that, complete that, and draw our own conclusions before 
trying to jump to responding to press queries about it. 
So I think we'll do that. 


Q Alan, your allusion to the Iranians -- do 
you have anything there, any sense that Iran is in any way 
responsible for this latest bombing -- encouraging this 
group, or actually assisting in some measure in the 
bombing? 


A Well, I think that we have not to this point 
said anything about what kind of evidence we may have. 
I've seen the various press reports sbout this, but i 
don't have anything to state on that subject today. 


Q Alen, you don't think that the Iranian 
statement implicates them in the bombing or not? 


A 1 think 1 would stick with what I've said. 
In terms of the Iranian Foreign Minister's statement, I 
will stick with what I've said about this today. 


Q Alan, could you confirm the meeting 
yesterday in Wew York between Wr. Ortega and Ur. 
Shlaudeman and Mr. Motley? 


A And Mr. Motley? Yes, there was a meeting in 
Bew York. 


Q Do you have anything else about that? 


a Wo, 1 don't have anything else to say about 
it. 


Q That was my part. Then you can't elaborate 
a little bit on what transpired there or was discussed? 


A Yo, 1 can't. 


0 Is there a way you can at least say whether 
it was just a continuation of the previous talks in Mexico 
or whether a new subject might have come up? 


A Yo, I'm not going to get into the subject 
matter of the conversation. 


Q Will there be other talks? 


A 1 don*t know whether there will be other -- 
you mean between those people? 


Q Motley and the Wicaraguans, or high-level 
Americans with high-level Wicaraguans. 


a Well, there are the Shlaudeman-Tinoco talks 
which, as 1 indicated at the end of the last one, we 
expect will take place again. But I don't have any other 
talks to suggest to you at this point. 








Alen -- 


Mervin? 


mo F 


-~- in terms of the FBI indictwent yesterday, 
there were Soviets named who were working in the 
consultate, the Soviet Consulate in San Francisco, as 
having been involwed in this whole affair. Is the 
Department considering the expulsion of « number of these 
people, named or unnamed? 


A Marvin, I don't have any comment of any sort 
to offer on that entire matter, so I'm just going to have 
to beg off of that -- 


Q Okay -- 


a -- whole investigation and what it 
involved. I just don't have anything for you on it. 


Hike? 


Q Alan, the Prime Minister of Greece has made 
a statement that the KAL flight was definitely on a spy 
mission for the United States when it was shot down. 


A Uh-huh. 
Q Do you have any reaction to this? 


a Yes. We have at this point only seen press 
accounts of Prime Minister Papandreou's statement and we 
are seeking official clarification. Any such statement, 
however, would be outrageous and demonstrate ao willful 
disregard for the facts. It stands in stark contrast to 
the findings of the international commnity and appears to 
be a blatant replay of the Soviet cover story to deflect 
responsibility for its action. 


There is not the slightest evidence for a claim 
of a spy mission, end any such claim can only be termed 


irresponsible. 


The KAL tragedy was thoroughly investigated by 
the International Civil Aviation Orgenization, ICAO, which 
gave no support to the Soviet disinformation effort. In 
fact, ICAO postulated after a thorough investigation that 
KAL-007 was off course in Soviet aic space due to a 
navigational error of some kind by the pilot. 








The principal issue is that the Soviets shot dow 
en unarmed civilien airliner without positively 
identifying it, without edequate warning, end without 
justification, killing 269 innocent civilians. 


Q What does it say to you that the Prime 
Minister of en allied government says this? 


A I'm not going to try to assess what itr. 
Papendreou was intending to do. And, as 1 say, we're 
seeking an official clarification; we've only seen the 
press accounts of this. 

Q May 1 have a copy of that statement -- 

A Yes. 

Q -- please? 

a Surely. 

Q And you're not going to ascribe any 
motivation. This is the same -- do you see it as the same 
argument put forth by the Soviet Government’? 


A I think that the statement 1 just gave you, 
Mike, speaks for itself. 


Q Alan, do you have any progress reports or 
anything new on mines in the Red Sea? 


A Bo, 1 don't. 
Okay? 

Q Thank you. 

a You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded = at 12:14 p.a.) 
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FRIDAY, OCTOBER 5, 1984, 12:04 P.M. 
(O88 THE RECORD UULESS OTHERWISE BOTED) 


WR. BROMBERG: Okay. Let me just give you a few 
ennouncements and then go to the very little guidance I 
have today. First, a rceminder that Monday is a holiday 
and the office will be on a Sunday schedule -- no briefing. 


Second, two briefings on Tuesday: At 1:30 p.a. 
on Tuesday, the ninth of October, here in the briefing 
room, we'll have a press conference on the formation of an 
Inter-Agency Task Force on the African Food Emergency. 
The briefers will be Peter McPherson, the Administrator of 
AID, and Julius W. Becton, Director of AID's Office of 
Foreign Disaster Assistance. It will be OW THE RECORD for 
camera end sound. Any questions, please call Sarah 
Tinsley in the ALD Public Affairs Office, at 632-4200 -. 
632-4200. 


Also on Tuesday, there will be «a BACKGROUND 
briefing here at three o'clock on the Secretary's trip to 
El Salvador, Penama, and Mexico. 


That is it for announcements. I'd be happy to 
take questions. 


Q Alan, also on briefings and things -- 
a Sure. 


Q ~- 1 missed the announcement of the White 
House Peres briefings. Do you know of any readouts of the 
Peres visit Monday, Twesday? Anything scheduled at this 


stage? 


A 1 don't know what the readout schedule will 
be. Bormally, we don't have a readout here, but there are 
usually rceadouts at the White House following meetings 
there. I guess I'd ask you to check, and we'll try and 
keep up with it, too. I'm afraid 1 wasn't eware of the 
briefing scheduled this morning either, so -- 








Va) 


Q Do you know when you'll have a schedule of 
the visit for the -- 


A There will be shortly, I think, put out « 
press release with the schedule. 


Q That would be put out here or the White 
House? 


We'll put that out, as we usually do. 
Q What time is the (trip) briefing? 
A 3:00 o'clock. 


Q Alan, there are conflicting reports about 
the extent of the assistance the United States is going to 
give Iisreel. 


a Well, let*s start in our regular order, and 
see if Hike has some questions. 


Q Yes. Wave you had a chance to consult with 
the Government of Greece regarding the Prime Minister's 
remarks, which you criticized yesterday, on the KAL matter? 


A Mike, 1 don't have anything further for you 
on that. (1) stend on the rcemarks made yesterday, 
though. 


Q Is there a plan to Lodge a protest? 


A 1 don't think, at this point anyway, we'd 
get into the diplomatic back and forth. 


Q Alen, there are conflicting ceports this 
morning in the pepers, in the Post end the Times, sbout 
the extent of the U.S. assistence to Isreel. Could you 
tell us something? I didn't go to the briefing because I 
didn't know ebout it this morning, in the White House and 
the other place ~~ the Foreign Press Center. 


’ I*m afraid 1 don't have any details to give 
you. You might be able to get « readout on that briefing 
fcom some of your colleagues or perhaps over at the White 
House, but the - I guess I will just leave it at that. 
The statements regarding the visit and what may be done 
Guring the visit ere going to be handled in the various 
briefings which will be held. 1 do think that I've cead 
eccounts of various public statements by § Israeli 








officials, end I guess I would rcefer you to those 
statements, which have contradicted some of the press 
accounts that were published previously. 


Q Alen, do we know anything about the “Party 
of God" described in a newspaper report today? 


A 1 don't have enything more to give you on 
the Islemic Jihad than we have in the past. 


Q Can you tell me anything -- the President 
at one point said that those found responsible for 
terrorist attacks would be visited with vengeance. Where 
is that policy now? 


a The Secretary has addressed this, and I 
refer you to his remarks. Primarily, what we have said 
recently is, we're not going to talk about the question. 
That doesn’t mean that there is a change in policy; it 
means we're not going to talk about the question. 


Q Do you have any comment on the proposal made 
by Mr. Peres to have a summit meeting with President 
Mubarak? 


a Bo, 1 don't have any comment on that. 

Q Alen, hes the U.S. ever made a decision on 
whether to withdraw its objection to Poland's becoming «4 
member of the LMF? 


a Ll think that the question of -- that 
question is still under review. 


Q Do you have any idea how long it is going to 
take? It's been a couple of months now already. 


a Bo, I really -- Well, I don't have any idea 
at this point. 
Q Alan -- 


a Excuse me, £0 ahead. 


Q Alen, in terms of the Department of State's 
study of the Beirut bombing September 20, is it limited to 
what happened on that day, or will it address questions 
such eas, “Should there be U.S. guards on the grounds of an 
embassy in « vulnerable situation Like Beicut?” 


Ly 1 can't tell you whether it will address 
thet specific question. That would be a unique situation 
if it were to suggest that, since U.S. Marine guards are 
responsible worldwide for internal security in embassies, 
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mot for external security. But in any case, I really 
cen't tell you what the specifics of that study will 
include, because I haven't seen it. 


Jin? 


Q Alen, I'm told that you have something on 
the meeting in Geneva yesterday on the Vietnan 
re-education prisoners. 


A You mean you've been going around sniffing 
out what it is we'll have here? (Leughter) 


Q They said, “If you want to know anything, 
ask Romber,.“ 


A During the October 3 and 4 #£Geneva 
consultations on the UW's Orderly Departure Progran, 
American officials formally presented to Vietnam the 
President's proposals for accepting into the United States 
all of the Asien-American children in Vietnam and for the 
release and admission to the United States of all 
“ce-education camp” prisoners detained because of their 
association with the United States or the former Saigon 
government . Under these proposals, qualified family 
members of both categories would also be accepted by the 
United States. The American side proposed that these 
persons be included in the already-established and 
functioning Orderly Departure Progran. 


Following the general meeting on ODP (the Orderly 
Departure Program), chaired by a representative of the 
U.8. High Commissioner for Refugees, on October 4, U.S. 
and Vietnamese representatives met alone for almost two 
hours to discuss the “re-education camp” detainees. The 
American side explained its proposal in detail, noting 
that we are ready to take all people in an orderly way, 
beginning with 10,000 in the next two years. 


The Vietnamese side did not respond to the U.S. 
proposals, but agreed to receive them. They repeated 
theic publicly-steted position that the United States 
should accept eli the Amerasien children end the 
“ce-education camp” prisoners, but did not give en 
indication of numbers or lists. 


The United States told the Vietnamese that we are 
prepered to meet azeix soon to work out «4 practical 
program to make progress on these twaaniterian subjects. 
We went to help the Asien-Americans and the “re-education 








camp” detainees to come to the United States, and we will 
be flexible about the best way to do it. 


Q Cen we have a copy of that, Alen? 


A Surely. 








Q Secondly, Alan, on a follow-up: Do we have 
any estimate as to what the overall number would come to, 
Asian-American children, the re-education people, and 
theic families? 


A Il don’t have eny numbers beyond what was 
discussed at the time of the Secretary's testimony, Bernic. 


Q Why was the 10,000 figure put in? 


A 10,000 is in terms of the numbers that would 
be -- that we would be prepared to take over the next two 
years. 1 think there is a fair emount that was discussed 
at the time, as 1 say, of the Secretary's testimony on 
this subject on the Hill, and 1 really would cefer you to 
it because it was carefully crafted and it’s a very 
complicated subject, obviously, and i'm just not prepared 
to try to go through all of that again. 


Q But the 10,000 would not leave anybody out 
who would Like to come to the U.S? They'd be in that 
package, be included in it? 


A Well, this is talking about over the next 
two years. 1 think that if you are talking -- you know, I 
can't give you a final number, but presumably we are 
talking about «a large number of people, not only in the 
camps but also family members, end so on, so I em not sure 
that the number would at all be Limited to that. 


Q One last question, please: Under the 
Orderly Departure Program, as of now, what have been the 
numbers of Vietnamese who have in fact come to the U.5.? 

» Let me try end get you a figure on that. 

Q As 1 understend it ~~ same subject? 

A Go shead, Jin. 

Q As 1 wnderstend it, the problem is the 
United States wants some procedures so it can make sure 
that they are re-education camp prisoners. 

o Ub huh. 


Q And was there eny progress on thet at the 
meeting yesterday? 











A Again, as 1 say, the Vietnamese did not 
respond to our proposals at that time. 1 really don't 
know whether the question of a definition of re-education 
camp prisoners was discussed. Obviously that is an 
important consideration, as you are suggesting in your 
question, and I agree with that, but I just don't have 
anything further at this point. 


Q When is -- om the same -- when is the next 
meeting contemplated? 


A I think, at this point, it really is a 
question of the Vietnamese having taken our proposal and 
taking a look at it and getting back to us. 


Q Okay. And just to clarify, if you can, 
questions raised by Bernie's (question): If it exceeds 
10,000, is the implication, then, that the United States 
will accept other people after that two-year period? Is 
that correct? 


A Again, our proposal -- the President's 
proposal is to accept into the United States (a) all of 
the Asian-American children, and (b) all of the 
re-education camp prisoners, subject to the point that Jim 
raised before about making sure that we agree on the 
definition of what that means. So if the number exceeds 
10,000, presumably one would have to find a way to do 
that, yes. 


Q And the Amerasian children are included? It 
was -- 


A Again, go back to the briefings at the 
time. 1 just don't have all that mathematics in my head. 


Q They were confusing, as well as complicated. 


Q Alan, in principle, the Vietnamese are -.- 
have agreed to all the Asian-American children and the 
re-educated persons? 


A That - 1 can -- they repeated their 
publicly-stated position, as 1 said, that we should accept 
all the Amerasian children and re-education camp prisoners. 


Q Has the United States decided to treat this 
as a bilateral issue with the Vietnamese instead of a UW 
refugee issue? 


r Well, as 1 say, the proposal was made and 
formally presented during the ODP consultations under the 
UWHCR chairmanship. At the Vietnamese request, we did 
agree to discuss it following the departure of the UNHCR 
rep. esentatives from the room. So this is not, as I 
understand it, a unique circumstance where you are talking 





about thumsenitarian concerns. Obviously we have had 
discussions with them about POW MIA questions and other 
tumanitarian-type questions, so the issue here really is 
to make sure we can deal effectively with what is very 
much a tumanitarian concern. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on the 
statements made by the two officials, two Lebanese 
officials, in this country, expressing willingness to get 
into discussions about the security measurements asked by 
Israel? 


A Bo, I think we will stand on the statements 
we have made before, both on the record and the background 
briefing which was provided in Wew York following Mr. 
Karami‘'s discussions with the Secretary. 


Q Alan, a couple of days ago you said 
something about there is “persuasive circumstantial 
evidence” that Libya was involved in Laying the mines in 
the Red Sea or the Suez. Do you have any more information 
to this effect? 

A 1 don't have anything. 

Q (Inaudible) have changed or not? 

A Wo, 1 don't have anything further to say. 1 


don't anticipate we necessarily will have anything further 
to say about that. 


Q The other side of the question was about the 
Aswan High Dam story, which came also a couple days ago. 
Do you have any more specific -- 


A Wo, and 1, again, don't anticipate anything 
further on that. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on the Beagle 
Channel mediation? 


A Yes, I do have something on that. 
Q What is the Beagle Channel? 


Q It is a channel in the South Atlantic and 
South Pacific. 


Q (Inaudible) 


A Let's get this done. There was a reported 
announcement that Argentina and Chile have reached full 








accord on a solution of the Beagle Channel dispute. We 
haven't seen the text of the accord, but throughout this 
dispute we have supported a peaceful and negotiated 
settlement of this longstanding territorial problem 
involving two countries who are our friends. We therefore 
welcome the reported announcement. A peaceful resolution 
of this dispute will open the way for increasing 
mutual ly- beneficial cooperation between Chile and 
Argentina and will set an important example, not only for 
this hemisphere, but the entire world. 


Q Copy, please? 

A Sure. Bernie? 

Q This story on the front page of the Times 
today in connection with U.S. suspicions as to who was 
behind the last attack in Beirut: do you have anything on 
that, please? 

A Ho, I don't. 

Q Hothing on that? 

, Wo. 

Q Anything on the article on Pastora today, in 
which he implies that the United States has ceased all 
support for his efforts? 


a In which he implies that the United States 
has ceased all -- ? 


Q Ceased all support for his efforts, 
political -- 


A Ho, 1 think that we have stayed away from 
that, but the legislative situation is as you know it to 
be. 

Q Anything on Mozambique and South Africa now? 

a Wo. 

Q Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing conc luded at 12:18 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. A couple of 
reminders on briefings: First, at 1:30, there in the 
Briefing Room, there will be an O8-THE-RECORD briefing on 
the formation of an Inter-Agency Task Force on the African 
Food Emergency. The briefers will be AID Administrator 
Peter McPherson and Director of AID's Office of Foreign 
Disaster Assistance, Julius W. Becton. 


There will also be a BACKGROUND briefing today at 
3:00 here in the Briefing Room on the Secretary's trip to 
El Salvador, Panama and Mexico. 


Further, on housekeeping: Given the fact that 
John Hughes is ill, and that 1 may therefore be 
accompanying the Secretary on the trip, we may not have a 
briefing there tomorrow. At this point, my suggestion 
would be to ste#ey in touch with the Press Office, and if 
that turns out to be the case, we will do our usual and 
make sure that you have available to you guidances in the 
Press Office to respond to your questions shortly after 
noon. 


That is it for announcements. I'‘1l be happy to 
take your questions. 


Q Alan, do you have any reaction to President 
Duarte's proposal, and the apparent acceptance of it by 
the insurgents? 


A George, 1 have the statement which we 


issued yesterday. If you want, I can read it, or 1 can 
make it available later. You want me to read it? Okay. 
Some of your colleagues want me to read it. 


As far -- let me just say -- well, let me go 
ahead and read the statement and then L'll go on with 
that. Let me ask you a question, those of you who want me 
to read it. This is all -- it is cast in terms of being 
yesterday. 


Q Put it in the present tense. 





Put it in the present. (Laughter) 


Are we managing the news? 


A 

Q 

Q A little fraud never twrt anyone. 

Q It doesn't answer George's question? 
A 


Okay. I'll get to George's question. It 
does answer part of it. 


In his address before the United Uations 
yesterday, October 8, President Duarte offered to meet the 
internal guerrilla military leaders at La Palma in 
Chalatenango, El Salvador, on October 15. 


He proposed to discuss with the guerrillas, 
without arms and in the presence of the international 
press and the Church, theic participation in a political 
process to return peace and social harmony to all 
Salvadorans. President Duarte also announced that he will 
propose to the Salvadoran Legislative Assembly a general 
amnesty for political crimes. 


President Duarte also expressed his government's 
strong support for full implementation of all 21 points 
set forth in the Contadora Document of Objectives, and 
insisted on the need for ensuring that the commitments are 
actually carried out in a verifiable manner. 


President Duarte had previously expressed his 
desire to discuss with the guerrillas national 
reconciliation based on full participation in the 
constitutional democratic process. Yesterday's offer to 
meet with the guerrilla leaders at a particular time and 
place is a major step toward that end. 


This specific offer by President Duarte is a 
clear advance in the search for peace in Central America. 
The United States welcomes this initiative. 


So far as the response, George, I've just seen 
that on the wires. If it means that the meeting that the 
President of El Salvador has suggested is, in fact, going 
to take place, then obviously we welcome that. 


Q When did the United States become aware of 
this initiative? 


a 1 don't think I'm going to get into great 
Getail on dipiomatic discussions, Jim. The fact is that 





this is President Duarte's proposal. It was prepared -- 
or proposed, rather -- in a very strong speech at the 
United Wations, and any suggestion that it's anything 
other than his proposal would be misplaced. 


Q The guerrillas today claim that this was a 
response to a proposal they made in May, and that was 
transmitted in part, or reiterated, by Jesse Jackson. Did 
the Reverend Jackson make it known to you that he had 
transmitted such a proposal? 


A I don't have information on that. 
Q Can you look into that? 


A Ho, 1 don't think L'm going to get into a 
question of dialogue. 


Q Alan, to what extent do you think -- does 
the Department think that this ¢evelopment is linked to 
the recent successes and advances of the Salvadoran Armed 
Forces as outlined recently by senior Administration 
officials? ' 


A I'm not going to try to analyze that. I 
think that Mr. Duarte answered that question in a 
television interview, and 1 would refer you to his words. 
It’s his initiative. 


Ralph? 


Q Alan, the Secretary has said, and 1 think 
other Administration officials have said on numerous 
occasions, that they don't think the Salvadoran guerrillas 
ought to expect to be able to shoot their way into power, 
and the Administration has expressed skepticism on many 
occasions about the kind of dialogue that takes place; a 
certain kind is okay, other kinds are not okay because you 
don't want to let them shoot their way into power. 


Is this the kind of dialogue that the 
Administration has wanted to see take place for a long 
time, or have things changed so that this dialogue is now 
acceptable but might not have been a year ago? 


i Again, 1 refer you to President Duarte's 
statenents in his TV interview yesterday in which he made 
clear that he was - in fact, he said it was against the 
constitution to be involved in a # power-sharing 
arrangement. What he was talking about was participation 








in the electoral process, but 1 refer you to his words. 
It*s his proposal; they're his words, but 1 think his 
meaning is very clear on that, Ralph. 


Q But how about the U.S. Administration's -—- 


A Well, we have expressed, obviously, very 
strong support for this proposal, our understanding of it, 
end what it involves is that which he also gave in that 
interview yesterday. So there's nothing changed as far as 
1 understand about that aspect. 





Q Alan, om a related subje : on El Salvador, 


The Mew York Times today has a story, 1 guess, in effect 
claiming that the Salvadorans have used napain. 


A Ub-btwh. 


Q Do you still stand by your earlier statement 
that there are no confirmed reports of that? 


A Yes. Let me give you a longer answer, 
though. While it is difficult to comment definitively on 
a veported conversation between a Salvadoran air force 
commander and a group of congressmen, we have seen press 
reports that indicate that any napalm that might have been 
used was used before 1981. 


As you know, it wasn't until 1981 that we began 
providing the Salvadoran Government with military 
assistence. In fact, press reports indicate that the 
Salvadoran air force commander credited U.S. assistance 
with obviating Salvadoran military use of napain. 


Having said that, we stand by our previous 
statement that the United States Government has seen no 
evidence to indicate that napalm has been used in El 
Salvador. 


The present government has a policy not to use 
the modest stockpile it inherited from previous 
governments. Our increased ability to monitor § the 
situation in El Salvador over the last four years enables 
us to speak with greater authority about this recent 
period than over the period before 1981. 


Q May we have a copy of that statement, and 
could we also have a copy of your statement on the 
acceptance -- 


- Yes. 
Q ~~ on Salvador? 


Q Do you have a text of Duarte's speech and 
his subsequent interview or press conference? 


. 1 chink you should get those from the 
appropriate people. The speech was given at the United 
Bations, end i'm sure the Salvadoran Government can make 
that eveileble, if not the United Sations, end the 





interview that I'm speaking of was on MacHeil-Lehrer, so 1 
think you could -- 


Q 1 didn't ask for a copy, but I'd like to. 


A I'm not in the business of providing 
interviews from networks. 


Q You won't say when we were made aware of his 
offer. Is it faeirc to say that it was discussed with 
either Ambassador Pickering or with people in the 
Department -- the Duarte proposal? 


A 1 really don't want to get into the question 
of specific discussions. I think that that -- the fact is 
that it is very clear that this is Mr. Duarte and his 
Government's proposal, and 1 think that's an obvious fact 
which stands by itself. 


Q Alan, a couple of months ago you were saying 
that the Salvador Army was on its last legs and counting 
its last bullets. What has now changed that gives the 
Salvador Army and Government this kind of confidence to 
advance on the diplomatic side? 


A Well, 1 think, again, 1 would have to refer 
you to President Duarte. He is the man who has made this 
proposal. He has explained it in interviews. I think it 
is a fact that the Salvadoran armed forces have been more 
assertive in recent weeks and possibly months -- 


Q That dramatically? 


a I'm not trying to draw a connection -- 1 was 
asked before, is the better performance by the Salvadoran 
military the reason that President Duarte has now advanced 
Lais proporsl, or did it set a framework for doing that? 
i'm not going to try to speak for President Duarte. I 
~hink you .eave to ask him or his government -- 


Q Turn it aeround to the diplomatic side: Is 
this so much rhetoric? 


a Bo. We think this is a meaningful 
proposal. 


Mike? I‘m sorry, George, you were -- 


Q Alen, will the Secretary be meeting with 
President Duarte tomorrow? 








A Will the President be meeting with -- 


Q Will the Secretary be meeting with President 
Duarte tomorrow in Sen Salvador? 


a Im San Salvador, yes. Surely. 


Q One other follow-up: I recall it was one of 
Ambassador Stone's responsibilities to try to arrange 
peace talks between the government and the insurgents when 
he was on board « year ago. 


Has Ambassador Shleudeman hed the same mandate? 


a 1 don't have any new words to offer to you 
about the mandate. I think that you would be misled, 
however, to think that the proposal or the arrangements 
for meeting were U.S. in origin -- they are Salvadoran - 
and 1 don't know what the details are of how that's going 
to be worked out, and 1 -- again, 1 think that's something 
for Mr. Duarte to talk to. 


Q On a related question to Marvin's. As you 
well know, the armed forces in El Salvador as well as the 
businessmen there are very much against, or have been in 
the past, talks with the guerrillas. 


I'm just wondering if the State Department now 
sees Duarte's political position in the country so strong 
that he puts himself in no political jeopardy by talking 
with the guerrillas. is that your analysis? 


, Well, again, you're trying to get me to talk 
about an internal Salvadoran matter, and 1 think I'm not 
going to do that. President Duarte has talked to the 
question of what kind of support he has. I've talked 
earlier sbout our understanding of the nature of this 
proposal, end that might have some implications as well, 
but I'm just not going to talk about internal political 
developments or views within El Salvador. That is not -- 


Q But there are no concerns at this point from 
the Department in looking at this situation. We're 
looking at it es a very positive development, end that's 
that. 


a We are looking at it es 4 very positive 
dev. (opment, indeed 








Jin? 


Q Alen, on this seme question, also in the 
past the State Department has said repeatedly that it 
discounts proposals for negotiations that ere somehow 
conducted in public, indicating that such public 
give-and-take is usually done for propaganda purposes, not 
for anything serious. 


Why is it that we support this proposal that will 
be in the glare of the world press, and so on and so 
forth? What's changed about this? 


A 1 think that there are cases where one may 
be true, and cases where the other may be true. In this 
case I think that it is very clear President Duarte has 
made a far-reaching and courageous proposal to go unarmed 
to an serea that is -- in en area where there has been 
certainly a proximity of guerrilla and government forces 
~~ IL cen*t speak to the specifics of who controls what up 
there -- but to talk with then. And 1 think the 
seriousness of his proposal is self-evident, and 1 don't 
have any question about that. 


Q Do you believe that the Sandinista 
Government of Wicaraguae had any influence on ‘the 
acceptance by the guerrillas to accept the Duarte proposal? 


A 1 have no idea. 


Q Also on Central America, there was an 
interview in The Hew York Times with the Foreign Minister 
of Honduras today, in which he sort of expresses that he 
~~ that his country wishes to become more independent of 
the U.S., or a less stringent alliance with the U.S. 


Do you have any comment on that? 


a The U.S. and Honduras are in continual 
contact through various channels, and we consider our 
overall celationship with Honduras to be good, dynamic and 
mutually-agreed upon. 


The bulk of our aid to Honduras has been and will 
continue to be in non-militery ereas, and we agree with 
the Foreign Minister that economic development is an 
essential foundation for the overall development of all 
the countries of Central America. 











Q Alan, that sort of skirts the question. He 
didn't say that the bulk of the aid wasn't -- at least as 
reported. The interview suggested that whatever the bulk 
of the aid was, he was interested in a smaller amount of 
military component. 


A Well, I'm not sure that I would -- well, 1 
guess I'm not going to get into parsing it, but the 
emphasis was that it should be on economic -- the emphasis 
should be on economic assistance. We agree it is, it has 
been, it will be. 


Q So your answer suggests -- 


A And we think that the relationship is quite 
g00d. 


Q Your answer suggests that there's no need 
for a change in that; that it always has been, and will 
be, and is, and so on. 


A Well, we have indicated before -- this goes 
back now several weeks, this subject of discussions with 
the Hondurans. We've indicated before that we have had 
discussions with them at various levels. The Foreign 
Minister met with the Secretary. Assistant Secretary 
Motley meets with various senior officials. There is 
dialogue at all levels. So it isn't as if we are saying 
we won't talk about the relationship. It's quite the 
opposite. We talk about the relationship all the time. 


Q Is an agreement being worked out on the 
Regional Military Training Center, and what -- where the 
Salvadorans are going to be trained next? 


A Again, that topic, or those two topics, 
remain -- 


Q It's still going on. 


A -- under discussion. 


Q You're aware of the deadline for comments by 
people on this current draft of the Contadora agreement is 
next Monday. Does the United States intend to provide its 
comments on the draft, either in a formal document or 
somehow informally to those people who are working on this 
treaty? 
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A Don, we have said before, both here on the 
record and in background briefings in more extensive 
comment, that we have had a very active dialogue with the 
countries involved, both the  Contadora countries, 
so-called, and the Core Four, and we have talked about the 
draft Acta and have expressed our views on it and gotten 
their views on it. So there has been a very active back 
and forth. 


Q Are you expecting to -- is the U.S. going to 
give them some official position? Are you going to give 
them a paper, saying this is what we -- our concern is, or 
is this just going to be a kind of informal chit-chat? 


A I will check and see what we can say on it. 
My impression is that this is -- it is a matter between 
the countries who are formally irivolved in this situation 
-- that is, those nine countries themselves -- and it 
isn't for the United States to give to the nine as a group 
a U.S. position. 


But, on the other hand, obviously, we are deeply 
involved in the region, have a lot of interests in the 


region -- 


Q Could we have a backgrounder here to explain 
what U.S. objectives are? 


A We've had that. 


Q Il say, when you have that, it doesn't seem 
to me that you can say “we're not involved.” 


A 1 say, we have had -- we have deep 
interests, we are, obviously, involved in the various 
countries in different ways. We have had extensive 


relationships with those countries, and we hawe not shied 
away from the fact that we've had a lot of discussion of 
the draft Acta, nor of our continuing very strong support 
for the Contadora process and the 2l-points. 


Q Well, can you find out if there's going to 
be some paper passed to them, or whatever? 


A I will take a look at that. Yes. 


Q Alan, can we get a copy of the Konduras 
guidance? 


A Yes. I can give you part of it. Yes. Sure. 


Q Can we change the subject? Do you have any 
comment -- 
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Q Ll have one more on El Salvador. Is 
Secretary Shultz going to meet with Ortega? 


A We're where we were on that. I think the 
Secretary said the other day, meeting with a few 
correspondents, that he had no plans at this point. I 
can't tell you that for sure that isn‘t going to happen, 
and I can't tell you particularly that at the reception 
for the Panamanian inauguration there won't be some sort 
of place where they come together. But as of this moment, 
Il have no reason to change what has been said on that 
before. 


Q 1 understand there was a story about an 
hour-long meeting, not just a meeting, an exchange at a 
reception. 


A Well, there may be a story about it, but 1 
have no reason to change what we have said from here 
before, that there is no such meeting scheduled at this 
poirt. 


Q Do you have any comment on President Mubarak 
visiting Jordan and meeting King Hussein beginning today? 


A Wot really. As you know, we welcomed the 
re-establishment of relations, and this is a natural 
follow-on to that event, so -- 


Q Can we look for Egypt to help Jordan resist 
Syrian pressure in the threats that we heard last week 
against Hussein? 


A 1 don't think that is something for us to 
comment on. 


Q Do you have anything on a Chinese visit, 
current Chinese mission here? 


A Yes, I have a little bit on that. This is 
the technical working group that's here? 


Q Yes. 


A Yes, there is a technical work group from 
the PRC that's in the United States examining marine 
engines for possible commercial purchase for the Chinese 
Wavy. But I really don't have any details beyond that. 


I-A \2 
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As we've indicated before, we always examine 
possible sales of selected items of defensive military 
equipment for China on a case-by-case basis. 


Q Are these the G.E. engines that the Post 
referred to this morning? 


A 1 really can't address -- the fact is, Il 
personally don't know, but 1 also cannot address the 
question because it would get into the proprietary 
information area, so I cannot get you any information on 
it. 


Q Well, have the Chinese applied for an export 
license on these? 


A I'm not aware thet that's the case, but 1 
also think that 1 probably am not going to be in a 
position to talk about export licenses. If we have -- to 
the extent that there cre things that can be made public, 
we'll make them public; but I think you've got a problem 
here. Again, this is a technical working group and -- 


Q Who are they meeting with? 


A Il don't have the details of whom they are 
seeing. I'm sure they're seeing people that -- Well, 1 
just don't know whom they're seeing. 


Yes, Marvin. 


Q What is the subject matter for today's 
follow-up meeting between Shultz and Peres? 


A I'm going to leave, Marvin, the question of 
the visit by Prime Minister Peres to the White House 
briefing, which is going to take place, 1 guess, in about 
an hour, following meetings over there. The general 
outline of the visit, topics, I think, has been given 
already in briefings. There will be this turther briefing 
which will get into that. There will be a further meeting 
this afternoon, as you indicate, and if there is something 
to say afterwards, presumably one side or the other, or 
both, will have something on that. 


Q Well, could you tell us whether the 
Secretary, acting on behalf of some U.S. economic group, 
is suggesting ways in which the Israeli economy can turn 
around? 
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A Il think that the fact that there has been 
discussion of the Israeli economy is no secret. It's a 
subject of great importance. We're interested in hearing 
their ideas and to see how the U.S., within the context of 
their ideas, can be helpful. But I really don't have 
anything beyond that to suggest-- 


Q Are there specific American ideas for the 
Israeli economy that have been discussed and perhaps even 
serve as a basis for discussion? 


A I think that's the kind of question that I 
guess you would have to put to your briefer at the White 
House at 1:30. 


Q Do you have anything on the moves by Israel 
to have a summit conference with Egypt? 


A Ho, I don't have anything on “hat. 


Q Alan, with respect to the Gulf, how do we 
view the latest Iraqi attack on a tanker and the death of 
six crewmen? 


A As with the other attacks, this latest 
report of loss of Life underscores the need to bring the 
earliest possible end to this tragic conflict. We have 
repestedly called for full implementation of U.8. Security 
Council Resolution 540 which calls for an immediate end to 
all hostilities in the Gulf region and security for all 
sea lanes, waterways, and port facilities. 


Q Copy of that? 
A Sure. 


Q Are we still -- In our response on the 
(inaudible) do we still, are we neutral or would we Like 
to see the Iraqis in particular call off this kind of 
thing at this point? 


A Our position of neutrality in this war has 
been quite clear; our position against attacks on this 
type of shipping has been quite clear, and don't have any 
new words to offer to you beyond what 1 just -- 


Q We're not particularly exercised at this 
particular attack by the lraqis? 
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A Well, we are exercised about the entire war 
and the fact that there are attacks on innocent shipping, 
sc -—— 


Abéulsalam, you had -- 


Q Alan, do you have -- last weekend -- I 
believe it was Friday or Saturday -- Israeli Foreign 
Minister Shamir on CW with Sandy Freeman, he was asked 
about the Golan Heights and he suggested that Israel is 
ready to talk to Syria about the Golan Heights‘ future and 
the possibility of striking a deal with Syria about the 
Heights. Do you have any comment on that? 


A Ho, I don*t have any comment on it. 


Q Was the hit against the tanker inside the 
neutral water or in the beseiged water? 


A I don't have specifics on that. 


Q Do you have any comment on the statements by 
the Worth Korean Foreign Minister that they are ready to 
talk about confidence-building measures in part of the 
three-way dialogue which they have recommended? 


A Yes. In terms of  confidence-building 
measures per se, we welcome the Worth Korean Foreign 
Minister's reported interest. Over the years, the United 
Wations Command has made a number of proposals for tension 
reduction measures, including those mentioned in the 
article, that is mutual notification of military exercises 
and the exchange of observers at military exercises. 


These proposals have been made by the U.B. 
Command directly to the Worth Korean representatives to 
the Military Armistice Commission, the WAC, and the 
proposals remain on the table and could easily be 
discussed in the MAC forum where both the Republic of 
Korea and China have representatives. 


Q What about the question of the three-way 
talks? 


A Well, we've expressed our views on this 
before, Don, that is that the important thing is that 
Borth and South Korea talk, and if it can't be worked out, 
that they, the two of them, should sit down directly -- 
our preference would be for quadrilateral talks. In any 
case, that's where we are on that issue. 





























Q The U.S. has not actually -- Have you 
actually rejected three-way talks, or ere you just saying 
something else as you preferred? 


A I'm saying that the need is for them to sit 
down bilaterally. Our preference beyond that would be for 
quadrilateral talks. It really would be premature to talk 
about other modalities, but these are the two things that 
we've been focusing on. 


Q Can you shed any light on the stetement by 
the Worth Korean Foreign Minister that in September of 
last year, the United States suggested three-way talks? 


A Bo, 1 really can't. In terms of contacts 
with the DPRK, I might note that we did make a 
notification to the PRC last year of adoption of somewhat 
more relaxed rules concerning the diplomatic contacts with 
Worth Korean diplomats, end the implementation of that 
was, and in fact remains, suspended in the wake of last 


year's Rangoon bombing. 


1 would also note that when we informed the PRC 
of the more relaxed contact guidance, we also noted our 
side's proposais for confidence-building measures remained 
on the table. 


Q Was this in September? 


A 1 don't -- This was-- as 1 say, this was 
last year. 1 don't have a specific date beyond that. 


Q Alan, sliding back to the Middle East for a 
second, the U.N. Relief Agency is complaining today that 
Israeli authorities in southern Lebanon have for some 
weeks been blocking the delivery of food shipments to 
refugee camps in the Sidon and Tyre areas. Have you been 
able to confirm that, and if so, does the Department have 
a position? 


A I don't have a specific comment on that. We 
have noted many times our hope that all the parties would 
pay particular attention to the tumanitarian aspects of 
the situation, but I don't have e comment beyond that on 
that specific thing. 


Q Do you have anything further on the report 
that is supposed to go up to Capitol Hill today that 
reportedly shows il Soviet violations of arms control 
(inaudible)? 
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A This is the GAC report? 
Q Yes. 


A Don't have anything beyond what we've said 


Jim? 


Q Anything on South Africa today with respect 
to the people in the Embassy or the seizure of documents 
by police authorities in churches, in church buildings? 


A Wo, don't have anything -- 

Q Alen, did you get the clarifications you 
said you were going to ask of the Greek Government 
concerning Papandreou's remarks last week on 0077 


A Well, 1 don't have anything to say on that, 
and I'm not sure we're going to have anything further to 
say. We have made our position clear, and 1 don't -- I 
don't think -- 


Q But you said you were going to ask for 
clarifications from then. 


A Yes. 
Q Did you get any reply? 
A Well, 1 think I'm not going to get into the 


question of diplomatic dialogue. But L'll leave you with 
what 1 said last week. 


Spence? 


Q Can we have a copy of the remarks about 
Worth Korea, please? 


A Well, part of it, yes. 
Q Alan, to come back to Abdulsalam's question, 


would the United States welcome a resolution of the Golan 
dispute within the context of 242? 


A Well, I'm not going to try from here to get 
into the question of how this all should be approached. 
Obviously, we're in favor of reduction in tensions and 








1? 


of promotion of the Middle East peace process, but I don't 
have a specific comment on those reports. I can't verify 
them; I can‘t -- and I don't have a comment on then. 


Q Would you welcome a resolution of the 
dispute within 2427 


A Our position on the Middle East peace 
process and basing our policy on 242 and on Camp David, 
which is based on 242, is quite clear. There is no 
question that that also effects the Golan -- it 
encompasses it. 


Q Alan, what is the Department's attitude 
toward Cardinal Sin? 


A I don't have anything in particular to say. 
we've talked with him on many occasions. 


Q What about the other meaning of that 
question? 


A I'd leave that to you, 1 guess. 


Q Comment -- any new status report on the 
Sino-American nuclear agreement? 


- Bo. Don't have anything on it. 
Q Thank you. 
A O.K. You'ce welcome. 


(The briefing conc luded at 12:45 p.m.) 
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FRIDAY, OCTOBER 12, 1984, 12:23 P.4. 
(O08 THE RECORD UWLESS OTHERWISE BOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. A housekeeping 
announcement and then a statement: 


Deputy Secretary Kenneth Dam will address the 
Commonwealth Club of California on Monday, October 15, 
S:15 to 6:15 at the Gold Ballroom of the Sheraton Palace 
Hotel. If you want to cover this event, please be in 
touch with the Commonwealth Club. That's Area Code 
415-362-4903. The title of that address will be 
“Challenge and Continuity: American Foreign Policy in the 
1980s," and there will be a Q6A session, and there will be 
& prepared text available. That's Monday in San Francisco. 


Secondly, a statement on the bombing of the 
Brighton Hotel housing delegates to the British 
Conservative Party Conference: 


The United States cannot emphasize too strongly 
its abhorrence of this cowardly attack and its 
condemnation of those responsible for this criminal act of 
violence. President Reagan is sending a message of 
sympathy and support to Prime Minister Thatcher. The 
Secretary of State is sending a separate message to 
Foreign Secretary Howe. 


Our Ambassador, the United States Ambassador to 
Great Britain, was in Brighton at the time of the 
explosion. He talked with Prime Minister Thatcher shortly 
after the explosion. He reports that she is uninjured, 
but obviously saddened by the deaths and by the injuries 
to her friends. 


The United States offers its deepest sympathy to 
the families and friends of those killed and to those 
injured in this brutal attack. We also offer to the 
people of Great Britain every assistance we can 
appropriately provide to bring those responsible for this 
criminal act to justice. 


Q Copy please? 


A Sure. And so far as we know, there were no 
U.S. citizens injured in the bombing. 


Ji,¢® 











That's it. 
Q That's it? 
A Yes. 


Q Do you have anything on Pakistan asking to 
buy reconnaissance early-warning planes? 


A 1 4d have something on that, Jim. Our 
current six-year program of economic and security 
assistance for Pakisten has been underway since 1981. 
That program has included the sale of a Limited number of 
advanced aircraft and other defensive systems. The 
program does not include an airborne early-warning systen, 
and no decision to sell such a system has been taken. We 
are sympathetic to Pakistan's need to improve its air 
defense system; but as I just said, no decision has been 
taken on what might be done in this regard. 


Q Have they requested the sale? 


A (I'm) not going to get into detail of any 
back and forth. 


Q Is it being considered? 

a Wo decision has been taken. 

Q Can we get a copy of that, please? 

A Yes. 

Q That sounds Like an affirmative response. 
a 


Well, L*Ll Leave you with the -- leave you 
with the words. 


Q Do you have enything on: the tensions on the 
borders of India and Pakistan, especially -- 


A Ho, not rceally beyond anything we have 
said. if you're rceferring to those earlier reports of 


rumors of en Indian attack on Pakisten, no. We have said 
before, and continue to feel, that such an attack is not -- 


Q Also, some officials in Islamabad said -- 


Q Is not what? 








A Imminent or in the making. There's no -- we 
see no such threat. 


Q Some officials said unofficially that 
President Zia is waiting for American elections before 
maybe he attacks India because he hopes for support from 
President Reagan. 


’. That*s a question? What is the question? 
Do 1 think President Zia is waiting for the American 
elections? 


Q Yes. He hopes for full support from the 
Reagan Administration. 


- It sounds like a fantasy to me, but you'll 
have to ask President Zia about his plans. 


Q This may also be fantasy. I have no idea, 
but -- (Laughter) 


A Try me. 


Q ~~ @ Lahore, Pakistan, newspaper had a 
report which is, 1 guess, creating some sensation in India 
that President Reagan has sent a letter to President Zia 
suggesting that the United States would be open to 
essentially an alliance relationship similar to that of 
WATO if Pakistan abandons its nuclear progcvam. Does that 
ting at all anything? 


A Well, there are stories about Presidential 
letters, and we obviously don't get into that. I think 
there is a very, very far-out Indian newspaper report 
suggesting that the United States has made some commitment 
to place Pakistan under its nuclear umbrella. That 
clearly is not correct. Wo such offer has been made by 
the United States, end none has been requested by 
Pakistan. But there is -- I think there is an Indian 
newspaper story circculating along those lines. It's not 
accurate at all. 


Q But this is a Little different and it comes 
from a Pakistani newspaper, which says that -- it doesn't 
say specifically a nuclear umbrella or anything Like that, 
but it says that the United States would commit itself on 
the same basis -- I'm quoting from the quote that's 
attributed to the paper -- “on the same basis as to WATO, 
if it abandons its nuclear progran.” 


I- Ploag 











a 
- 


A Uh-bwh. 


Q And then suggests that some special 
arrengements could be made beginning in -- beyond 1987. 


4 Bo, I don't have anything on that, Jim. Wo 
response to it. 


Hank? 


Q John, do you have anything on where any 
aspects of foreign aid were left with Congress’ 
Geparture? 1 assume it’s departed. 


A On the contras? 

Q Aid to Central America, the contras -- 

a Well, as you know, the President is 
committed to his overall plan for economic and overall aid 


plan ‘or Central America and 1 presume will want to return 
to thet. 








Q What does that do for the contras in the 
meant ime? 


A Well, I don't have anything for you on that, 


Bernie. 

Q Does the United States -- by signing that 
bill today, is it your understanding that the Reagan 
Administration will now -- is legally obligated not to 


provide any support, indirect or direct, to the contras 
until at least February 287 


A I can't give you a legal interpretation, 
Jim. The President has done what he's done, taken the 
action that he's done, but 1 can't interpret for you what 
the implications are. 


Q Well, for example -- 


A 1 mean, I'm not quarreling with your 
interpretation, but 1 think I'd be unwise to give you a 
legal interpretation. 


Q The -- with respect to the flap here awhile 
ago after that helicopter crash with the two Americans 
aboard, you said that a decision had been reached not to 
either encourage or discourage -- 


A Uh-huh. 


Q -- not to discourage such attempts. Does 
the fact that this is now -- a ban on aid to the contras 
has been enacted by the Congress and signed by the 
President mean that we could foresee a change in that 


policy? 


A I'm not aware of any plans to change that 
policy. You are talking about two different things. 
You're talking about U.S. Governmental aid, and you're 
talking about private aid from other sources. I'm not 
aware of any decision to change that. 


Q John, as far as the Administration is 
concerned, is the Jackson/Kissinger plan now in effect as 
a result of Congressional action? I don't think Congress 
has specifically referred to it -- 


A How do you mean “in effect,” Hank? 


Q Well, in the sense that enough money has 
been provided so that the Administration can shape the 
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program as it was envisioned under those recommendations? 


A That's a good question. I'm not quite sure 
what the definitive answer is to that. I'll pass on that 
one. 


Q Bew subject? 
A Sure. 


Q Could we finish this subject first? I'm 
sorry. Do you have any comment to the story in the Post 
today that the Coordinadora has accepted the offer of the 
Sandinistas as laid out in Rio last week? 


A Well, it*s -- 1 think it continues to be a 
somewhat confusing situation. Our policy is to support 
the growth of democracy throughout Central America, 
including Wicaragua. We hope that the Sandinistas will 
yet agree to guarantee the conditions necessary for free 
and fair elections, which would permit the democratic 
opposition to participate. 


But in the story you cite, there seem to be some 
discrepancies and some confusion and contradiction as to 
what has been agreed on by both sides. 


Q Do you have any comments there on a 
statement by Deng Kiaoping that has been interpreted as 
being menacing toward Taiwan and warning the United States 
to be careful on how it handles the issue? 


A Yes, 1 do. I think you're referring to his 
remarks to a Japanese group made in a private session. 


We note that China's official news agency Xinhua 
merely stated that Mr. Deng had answered questions from 
his Japanese guests, “including questions about Sino-U.S. 
relations.” 


China's official position on Taiwan was 
summarized by Mr. Deng himself just 12 days ago in his 
Bational Day address at Tian An Men Square, when he said 
“we stand for the peaceful reunification with Taiwan, 
which is part of our sacred territory. Our policy in this 
regard is aiso known to all and will not change. Being an 
irresistible trend, the peaceful reunification of our 
motherland will sooner or later come true.” End the 
quote; that's the quote from Deng Kiaoping. 











Wow, going back to our language, this same 
position -- that China will pursue a policy of peaceful 
reunification with Taiwan -- has been stated by Chinese 
leaders on many occasions in public and private over the 
last few years. It's also reflected in the August 19 -- 
August 17, 1982, U.S.-China Joint Communique in which the 
Chinese state it as their fundamental policy. 


Q John, as 1 understand it, there was a 
suggestion in Deng's remarks that there could be a 
situation arise where they might blockade Taiwan. 


Is that your understanding? Would that be 
interpreted as a peaceful approach? 


A As far as our position is concerned, we 
understand Chinese policy to be as 1 have just reiterated 
it. 


Q Copy of that? 
A Sure. 


Q John, on another subject, did the State 
Department receive warnings that the U.S. Embassy in 
Cyprus was potentially to come under attack? 


A 1 don't think, you know, Jim, we'll get into 
specific warnings. As I've said, they sadly are all too 
many these days. There are many such threats to specific 
embassies and specific diplomatic installations, and I 
don't think we'll get very specific about them. 


Q And on the subject of Cyprus, have you heard 
from them about the Vice President's rather slighting 
remark about President Kyprianou last night? (Laughter) 

A I*m not aware of any response. 


Q Wait. (Laughter) 


Q John, do you have comment on the World Court 
decision on the Georges Bank? 


A Yes. There is some -- we could even provide 
a map, if that would be helpful, and there is some 
background data. The fact of the matter is that this is a 
400-page judgment, and it will take us a Little time to 
digest it. But we certainly can provide some factual 
information on its implications. 








Q What was the question? 


A The World Court on the Gulf of Maine 
decision. 


Q John, do you have any comment on the signing 
of a treaty between Borth Yemen and Soviet Union lately? 


A Wo, I don't. 
Q wo? 


A There might have been something on that 
yesterday. I'm not sure about that. I think there is 
some guidance. 


Q Are there any golden goodies in that book we 
haven't already had? 


A Golden goodies that you haven't already 
had? (Laughter) Wo. I think you've -- as you always do, 
you've just drained it all out of me, 1 think. 

Q Okay. We give up. 


A You give up? (Laughter) 


(The briefing conc luded at 12:35 p.m.) 
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DPC #185 


MOBDAY, OCTOBER 15, i..., 12:09 P. &. 
(O88 THE RECORT UNLESS OTHERWISE WOTED) 


me. HUGHES : Couple of housekeeping 
announcements, end then a statement. 


Firstly, availeble in the Press Office is the 
prepared eddress by Deputy Secretary Kenneth Dam before 
the Commonwealth Club of California in San Francisco. 
That's today. The subject of the speech is “Change and 
Continuity: American Foreign Policy in the 1980's.” 
There is an embargo on the time of delivery: 5:15 their 
time, 8:15 p.m. our time. 


The Secretary will accept the Wational Conference 
on Soviet Jewry's Humaniterian Award and make acceptance 
remarks at that organization's Wational Assembly on 
Monday, October 22, 8:30 in the morning. The event will 
take place in the Federal Boom of the Capital Hilton 
Hotel. 


If you ere interested in covering, please notify 
Wancy Albrecht, Wationsal Conference on Soviet Jewry, who's 
presently at Area Code 212-679-6122. Beginning Friday, 
October 19, Wiss Albrecht and Myrna Shinbaum may be 
reached at the Capital Hilton Hotel, and that is 
393-1000. They are presently at 212-679-6122, and after 
Friday, 393-1000. 


Q Is that a Press Room or is that a direct 
number or do you know where they’re located? 


A 1 do not know what that is. 1 suspect, 
looking at that number, 393-1000, it's probably the 
hotel. So I guess you would need to ask for the suite 
being occupied by the Wational Conference on Soviet 
Jewry. 1 guess they've got an office there, or something 
like that. 


Q Wo Q6A, cight? Acceptance remarks. 


A That's acceptance remarks. That's right. 
Bo Q&A. 

















Q Are his -- the Secretary's speeches at the 
end of the week going to be piped in, do you know, here? 
Los Angeles? 


MR. BROMBERG: The L.A. speech, technical 
operations permitting. 


MR. HUGHES: The L.A. speech will be? God 
willing, the L.A. speech will be. How sbout the Rand 
speech? 


MR. ROMBERG: wo. 
MR. HUGHES: Wo. Okay. 
Q That's Thursday? 


A The Rand is Ttursday end World Affairs is 
Friday. That's right. World Affaics Council is Friday. 


Q How about the texts on those speeches? 


‘ Just as soon as they're available, as 
always, we will rush those right down. 


Q The Rand speech is open to coverage, isn't 
it? 


a 1 think that both of them are open to 
coverage, John. Yes. 


Statement on Valeriy Marchenko: The Department 
of State has learned of the death of leading Ukrainian 
human rights activist Valeriy Marchenko in a Leningrad 
prisoner's hospital on October 7. Wr. Marchenko, who had 
long suffered from a serious kidney disease, apparently 
died of kidney failure. A journalist by profession, he 
had been sentenced in March of this year to 10 years of 
imprisonment end five years of internal exile for writing 
articles criticizing the harsh conditions in Soviet Labor 
camps and deploring the violation of tuwman end national 
tights in the Ukraine. He previously served and barely 
survived eight years imprisonment and exile on a similer 
clirrge. 


At the time of his March conviction, Ur. 
Marchenko's friends and relatives hed predicted that 
because of his precarious health his sentencing to a4 
“special regime” labor camp -- the harshest in the Soviet 
system -- emounted to a death sentence. We understand he 











was transferred from this camp to the Leningrad prisoner's 
hospital on September 13. We've also received a report 
that Soviet suthorities refused his family's request that 
he be transferred to «a hospital with kidney dialysis 
facilities. 


The death of Mr. Marchenko at the age of 36* 
removes from the scene a young and powerful spokesman for 
the tumen rights struggle in the Ukraine, but his life 
will cemain an inspiration to all who care deeply about 
human rights and the Ukraine. 


The U.S. Government mourns his death and deeply 
deplores the insensitive and inhuman treatment by Soviet 
authorities which precipitated it. The death of Ur. 
Marchenko is, sadly, yet another example of the Soviet 
Union's callous disregard for human rights and human life. 


Q Can we get a copy of that? 
a Sure. That's it. 


Q So you -- that this amounts to a death 
sentence, you support that and agree with that? 


a Well, 1 think we'll Let the facts speak for 
themselves. The family predicted what would be the 
outcome of failure to provide him treatment, and that has 
been the outcome. 


Q John, is support for tuman rights in the 
Ukraine the same thing as supporting Ukrainian nationalism? 


A Il would not respond to that query from here, 
Marvin, but I'd be glad to make sure I give you some 
carefully crafted words later. That's it. 


Q Has the U.S. taken this case up or discussed 
it with the Soviets? 


A Oh, 1 think the Soviet Union is very well 
aware of our feelings in the srea of twman cights. I 
think they are raised on every occasion on which we talk 
with then. 


Q John, do you have any comment on the fact 
that the talks have now begun in La Palma between the 
rebels, including the political leaders and the military 
leaders, and the Government of El Salvador? 


*Later corrected to read 37. 
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A Well, 1 think the Secretary really sddressed 
himself to that on WBC this morning, so 1 don't know that 
we have anything more to really say. 


As you know, the United States fully endorsed, 
and endorses, President Duarte's bold end courageous 
effort to renew a process of dialogue simed at bringing 
the opposition into the ongoing democratic process in San 
Salvador. 


Just a little beckground, factual information: 
As fer as U.S. presence is concerned there, President 
Duarte has made clear his intention to Limit any official 
participation or attendance to Salvadorans -- this is a 
Salvadoran affair -- and so there will be no official 
United States Government representatives nor American 
officials at the meeting today. 1 think that's reaily 
about all 1 have to take it any further. 


Q John, on that same point, bringing the 
opposition into the democratic process, what does that say 
about the former Administration opposition to any kind of 
power sharing? Has that opposition to power sharing 


changed in any way? 


A Wo, I don't think our position has changed 
on that, and 1 don't think President Duarte's position has 
changed on that, end he has made it clear that what he is 
about to talk with the left about is a process within the 
framework of the Salvadoran constitution. 


Q So that unless the opposition were prepared 
to drop its desire for power sharing at this point, this 
negotiation may not get anywhere? 


A Well, 1 don't think we should, at this 
stage, be predicting the course of the tal):, assuming 
they take place. But the fect is, President Duarte has 
made very clear the basis on which he goes into these 
discussions with them, end President Reagan has very 
vigorously endorsed that position. So there's no change 
on either our part or theirs. 


Q John, what is your sessessment of the 
implications of these talks at La Palma to U.S. policy in 
El Salvador? is there a benefit, or are they wise, or -- 


’ Well, of course, it depends how they go, but 
even the fact that they're taking place would seem to 








underline the significance of what we have been trying to 
do in El Salvador. 


We have consistently talked about the need for 
Gemocratization there, end we have consistently talked 
etout the need for economic development. As you know, our 
aid to that country, in that area, is heavily tilted in 
the sree of economic development; end, having said that, 
we have elways and consistently said that this cannot take 
plece without a military shield. 


So that's been our policy, that rcemsins our 
policy, end it remains to be seen whether the left are 
moving into these discussions on the basis of the success 
of that policy. 


Q Do you have anything on the circumstances 
surrounding the presence in La Palma of Senator Tsongas 
icday? 


A Bo. I do not know. I heard the report that 
Senator Tsongas is there, and also heard the report that 
-- there's a Congressman. His name escapes me. 


Q Shannon, 1 gather. 
Q Who is it? 


a Shannon. Heard both those reports, but of 
our own knowledge we're not sure of that. You might check 
with theic offices. 


Q Do you have any reaction, John, to the 
apparent breakdown of efforts to involve Mr. Cruz in the 
Wicaraguan elections? 


A Well, our policy, in support of the 
Contedora process, has been to encourage the growth of 
Gemocracy throughout Central America, including Wicaragua, 
and so our hope today is, es it has been for the past 
several weeks, that the Sendinistas will yet agree to 
guerentee the conditions necessary for free and fair 
elections which would permit the democratic opposition to 


participate. 


And that's one of our problems in looking at the 
Contedora Acta. If those conditions sre not guaranteed, 
the sincerity of the Sandinista commitment to the 
Contedora precess end their willingness to abide by any 
agreement reached would be called into question. 
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Q Copy of that? 
A Sure. 


Q Just going beck on El Salvador for « second, 
some countries apparently ere sending observers in « kind 
of unofficial capacity -- that is to say, in their 
personal capacity -- end 1 guess the Vatican has also sent 
someone in its official capacity. 


If we don‘t have any officiel observation there, 
Go we have -- is snyone going to be there in his personal 
capacity who is U.S. Government personnel? 


A Bot that I'm eware of. 
Q Bobody at all, from the Embassy or anyplace’ 
A Bot that I'm eware of. 


Q John, how does that -- just to clean up the 
Tsongas end Shannon question a little bit -- if they -- 
granted that you don't know whether they're there or not, 
if they are there, if it turns out that they ere there, 
are you saying that they would not be representatives of 
the United States Government? 


A They would not be representing the United 
States Government. They would be there in their personal 
capacities eas Senator or Congressman, end, obviously, we 
Gon't dictate to Senators end Congressmen where they 
travel. 


Q You'd expect a report from them, wouldn't 
you? Wouldn't the U.S. Government -- 


A Well, as we're not -- you know, as they, to 
the best of our knowledge, have not been in touch with us, 
end all we're working with ere reports that they're there, 
it's a little premature to talk sbout getting any report 
from then. 


Q On the election negotiations, were you only 
expressing hope against hope, or do you have -- have you 
meade some analysis end believe that their categorical 
statements are not so categorical? 


a I'm sorry. You meen on the -- 


Q They said that the -- 














A In the case of Wicaragua? 
Q Apparently -- 


A Bo, no, no. 1 wasn't lesding you. I was 
indicating what our position is end what we think they 
should do. 


Q On the 19th, when the Contedora Ministers 
meet again, the four -- 


A Ubh-twh. 


Q -~- what is it, now that the Secretary has 
been down there, that the United States hopes will take 
place? 


A Well, 1 don't think we'll get into very 
great detail on that, as we have not done hitherto. We've 
made our views known to the various participants, end, as 
1 think we have said before, our particular sereas of 
concern, as indeed those of other governments, lie in this 
area of simulteneity end verification. 


You want to be sure that things agreed to are 
taking plece within an overall pattern; that one side 
Goesn't get en undue sdvantage in being able to do 
something before the other side, or vice versa. 


And then there is this question of verification. 
That's our concern sbout the election process in 
Biceragua. if you can't follow through on promises that 
the Sandinistes have made in this erea on many occasions 
to us end others, how can you be sure that promises in 
other sreas will be carried out, so that's ean important 


aspect. 


Q Can you confirm reports from Jerusalem that 
the U.S. told Prime Minister Peres when he was here that 
some of their debt repayments could be put off for three 
months? 


A Bo, 1 can't conficm that. Obviously, we've 
telked with the Isreelis on « contingency basis sbout 
problems that may develop with their economy, but I'm not 
eware thet eny such agreement has been reached. 


Q Was there on offer? 1 think the story says 
en “offer.” 




















A Well, as I say, 1 think I would cast it in 
terms of more of contingency discussion of what might be 
done. Wo decision has been taken about what moves would 
be the most desirable, or, indeed, sbout whether they 
would be needed. 


But, obviously, there has been general discussion 
in that srea, but I think I'd caution you on stories that 
there's been an agreement on such a matter. 


Q John, in another srea, sbout Iraq, President 
Seddem Wusayn lately said that they would reconsider 
resuming diplomatic relations with U.S.A. after the 
election. What -- do you have eny comment on that? 


A Bo. Our -- 1 think there is in fact some 
guidance from last week, but in essence our position has 
been very clear. There's been some talk of this over the 
months, end should that transpire, that would be very 
agreeable to the United States, but I'm not aware of any 
immediate plan to go forward with that. 














Q John, may we have something on the record on 
why the Secretary will be out -- will not be, in a sense, 
edvising the President in preparation for the foreign 
policy debate? 


A Well, I think he has been end will be. The 
Secretary obviously sees the President, talks to the 
President frequently, in terms of the formation of U.S. 
foreign policy end in terms of its erticulation, and all 
thet has been going forward on the same basis as is 
usual. However, 1 think he is involved this week. I 
think he is going to be involved Wednesday. We will be 
out of town Thursday and Friday, of course, and out of 
town today, later today end Tuesday, but I think on 
Wednesday he will be involved directly. 


Q What will he be doing? 


A 1 don't know what specifically he will be 
doing, but 1 know that's the one day he's here this week, 
and he’s going to be involved in some kind of preparation 
for the President. 


Q Will he be playing Mondale? 


(Laughter) 


A 1 don't -- 1 have no -- 1 haven't heard that 
the Secretary will be playing Mondale. 


Q Are there any other State Department 
officials more directly involved on a dGaily basis this 
week, or -- 


A Well, 1 don't quite know how to enswer that 
question, Bernie. If you mean role-playing or coaching, 
not that I'm eware of. If you mean, in the traditional 
back-and-forth between the White House and the State 
Department on foreign policy, I'm sure that continues to 
g° on. 


Q Can you confirm reports that the Israelis 
are sbout to withdraw from Lebanon? Is that your 
information? 


A Bo. There is really no change in that 
position, es we see it. There needs to be compromise on 
the part of various parties. We do not presently see that 
compromise. We see the positions as being quite far apart. 
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As you know, we have been, and still are, in an 
exploratory mode. We are not negotiating or mediating at 
this stage, but we certainly intend to remain engaged and 
to be helpful. 


Q Did you say all or both parties? There 
needs to be compromise on the parts of all or both parties? 


A Well, there are three parties. 
Q Oh. excuse please. 


A I think the positions of those parties are 
far apart. 


Q John, any ideas -- 
A Let me take the one behind you first. 


Q Yes. The reports from Israel, a press 
conference that Prime Minister Peres has given, he 
apparently confirmed that there would be a withdrawal from 
scuth Lebanon, but not from the Israeli troops facing the 
Syrian Army. Can you -- would you add anything to what 
you said? 


A Well, (a) I'm not going to -- I don't think 
it's for us to interpret Israeli statements, but I'd be 
careful about suggested announcements of timetables and 
that kind of thing. But that's an Israeli affair, not 
ours. 


Q Can you expand on the word “compromise” from 
the parties, what kind of compromise you are seeking? 


A There are obvious difficulties, mainly, I 
would suppose, pertaining to the question of preserving 
Israel's secvrity on its northern border from southern 
Lebanon. 1 certainly think that would be one area in 
which the parties would be deeply concerned. 


Q John -- 
A I'm sorry. 1 cut you off before. 
Yo, you were -- I'd like to go back to El 


Q 
Salvador and ask -- Mr. Zamora is saying that this 
initiative by Mr. Duarte was “impulsive” and “thoughtless.” 
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A Imposed by --? 


Q “Impulsive” and “thoughtless,” that he 
didn't think much about inviting the -- What's the U.S. 
assessment of that? 


A The President thas made it clear that we 
think it's a very fine and courageous initiative, and, as 
the Secretary said this morning, President Duarte is 
tisking his life to go through with this. That seems to 
us to demand our admiration. 


Q Is there another meeting scheduled between 
Mc. Shlaudeman and Mr. Tinoco or Mr. Shleudeman and any 
Wicaraguan official? 


A 1 don't know that one is scheduled, Ralph. 
I'm not aware of any scheduling, and so therefore, I don't 
have anything to -- 


Q Do you expect another meeting to take place? 
A 1 think we would expect such a meeting, sure. 
Q John, about the withdrawal from Lebanon -- 

A Yes. 


Q -- what's the difference between you saying 
that you are “engaged” and “helpful” and between 
“mediation”? What's the difference between these two? 


A I think the point that we're making is that 
the differences, the positions, are far enough apart at 
the moment that it does not, in our view, warrant U.S. 
mediation, so we're continuing to explore the positions of 
the parties and to see whether there will come a point 
when we might be more actively involved as a mediator, 
when the parties come somewhat closer together, and there 
is a real hope of a mediator being able to achieve 
something. 


Yes? 


Q John, do you have any guidance on King 
Hussein's apparent interest in purchasing more Soviet 
weapons and -- 


a Bo, I don't. 
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Q -- how much the U.S. can do to help him not 
purchase them, perhaps, or to purchase them from European 
allies-- 


A Well -- 
Q -- or even produce an American equivalent? 


A Wo, I really can't. I think the problems 
attendant upon Jordanian purchase of American arms are 
obvious -- and we certainly understand that -- but 1 don't 
have anything on where else he might acquire such arms. 


Yes? 


Q Is there any U.S. official involved at the 
moment to narrow the differences between Israel, Lebanon, 
and Syria to bring about the withdrawal or the security 
issue of Israel? 


A I'm sorry. 1 missed the first part of your 
sentence. 


Q Is there any U.S. official involved at the 
present time? 


a Well, Ambassador Murphy continues to be 
involved in the same kind of way in which he has been. 


Q There ic no shuttle diplomacy in the area by 
anyone in particular? 


A Bo. I'm sure that Ambassador Murphy has the 
lead on this, and, certainly, he continues to be helpful 
and active, but he has not upgraded, if you will, that 
activity to the point where you all would describe him as 
a “mediator.” 


Q John, a couple of follow-ups, please. The 
first one about the Egyptians were asking that the United 
States treat Egypt on equal treatment with Israel in the 
field of economic and military assistance. They are 
asking if you sre increasing the assistance to Israel, you 
ought also to increase the assistance to Egypt. What do 
you comment on that? 


A Bo, I don't have anything on a change in aid 
levels. 


Q The second follow-up, also President Mubarak 
of Egypt said that, called on the United States to warm up 
for King Hussein because he feels isolated. Do you have 
any comment on that? 
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A I'm sorry. Called for a what? 


Q Warmup, you know, to warm up for the 
Jordanians, since King Hussein feels like United States -- 


A Called for the United States to warm up 
towards Jordan? 


Q Yes. 


A Well, we think that we already have very 
cordial relations with Jordan. 


Q Besides these cordial relations, you know, 
about the field of weapons and other things that -- 


A Well, as I say, there are certain practical 
difficulties attendant upon the supply of U.S. arms to 
Jocdan. 


Q You hope that in the next Cabinet of Ur. 
Reagan that you will be able to overcome these things? 


A Well, 1 don't think the problem lies in the 
Cabinet. 


Q 1 mean, you know, in the next tenure of the 
President. 


A It wasn't the Cabinet that I had in mind 
when I was talking about the practical difficulties. 


Q What did you have in mind? 


A (Laughter) 1 think there is a Little 
problem of Congressional approval for such sales. 


Q Well, what happens after the elections? Is 
it the Administration's intention, when the elections are 
over, to provide the arms Jordan wants? 


A Well, certainly the United States wants to 
be helpful in supplying arms to Jordan, but that has to be 
within the constraints of the law and with the approval of 


Congress. 


Q Do you have anything on the apparent Soviet 
decision to deploy cruise missiles and /or Mr. Romanov's 
remarks -- 
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A Well, 1 do, although we don't, frankly, 
consider that a very new piece of information, John. The 
Soviet Union has long had an intensive program for cruise 
missile development and has previously deployed cruise 
missiles. The 1984 edition of the Department of Defense 
publication, Soviet Militery Power, reported on five types 
of cruise missile systems which were being developed by 
the Soviets, including those the Soviets have now 
indicated they are deploying. 


The United STates has proposed a global ban on 
all ground-leunched cruise missiles of the kind currently 
being deployed as part of the 1979 BATO decision, or, 
failing that, to limit them to the lowest possible 
numbers. In addition, in START, the U.S. has proposed 
limitations on air-launched cruise missiles, and offered 
to discuss sea-launched cruise missiles. The United 
States has also indicated a willingness to discuss 
tradeoffs between areas of U.S. and Soviet strategic 
advantages in the START talks. If the Soviets are 
seriously interested in limiting cruise missiles, they 
should be willing to resume the negotiations to reduce 
offensive nuclear weapons. As the President has said, we 
will be prepared to negotiate flexibly when they return. 


Insofar as the Romanian* statement is concerned, 
we haven't seen the full text, but we certainly would 
welcome any expression of interest by Soviet officials on 
resuming arms control negotiations. We would like to see 
such words translated into concrete actions. 


For our part, we ere ready to meet any time, any 
place on questions of space arms control, and, as i said, 
are ready to resume negotiations on strategic and 
intermediate-range nuclear forces. 


Q May we have a copy of that, please? 

A Sure. 

Q John, can 1 ask on another topic, please? 

A Sure. 

Q President Dos Santos of Angole had some 
interesting statements over the weekend, both conciliatory 
towards South Africa, but also said the U.S. should 


pressure South Africa on Wamibia. Do you have any 
response to his statements? 


*Later corrected to read “Ur. Romanov's” 

















A Well, we're engaged in what we consider to 
be serious talks with Angola. We're encouraged by 
President Dos Santos's reiteration that the principle of 
Cuban troop withdrawal in the context of an overall 
settlement is accepted. 


As 1 say, the discussions that we've had with the 
Angolen Government on this matter sre serious. The door 
remains open to further progress. Deputy Assistant 
Secretary Wisner is now in Luanda, again, for a 
continuation of those talks, which concern the conditions 
under which a Cuban troop withdrawal could take place. 


Q What sbout counter-charges vy UWITA that 
they sare a force that has to be reckoned with and that 
they are the legitimate government in Angola? 


A Well, 1 think our position on that remains 
plein, that the factions within Angola have to resolve 
these kinds of differences for themselves. That's an 
internal Angolen affair. 


Q On this same area, the article today about 
the joint -- the Lusaka Agreement and the Joint Commission 
and the apparent stalling at the 25 miles north of the 
border, do you have anything on that? 


A Well, the ceasefire has held and we believe 
that both sides are committed to making it work. Although 
we follow the situation, the specifics of ceasefire 
observat... are a matter discussed directly between South 
Africe u Angola; and we don't really wish to elaborate 
on it. 


Q There is an implication in the article 
that's written that the U.S. has been encouraging South 
Africa to take the final step end withdraw. Is that -- 
Would you disagree with that? 


A I wouldn't disagree with the general 
éirection you're heading in. 


Q And also, do you have anything today on the 
South African-Mozambique -- 


A Bo, I don't. 


Q John, one last question. 


NS 
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A One last question, 0.K. 


Q Beck to Soviet weapons in the Middle East: 
Is the U.S. concerned that by denying arms to countries 
like Kuwait, for example, and Jordan, that there will be 
more that may follow suit end turn to the Soviets for 
weapons, or is it satisfied that the strategic cooperation 
agreement with Israel is enough to counterbalance any 
further Soviet penetration in the region? 


A Well, that's a pretty broad question, and, 
you know, one has observed Soviet activities in Syria and 
elsewhere in the Middle East with interest, and as we've 
said before, in the case of Syria we certainly haven't 
found them to be helpful or stabilizing for the area. 


As far as arms purchases, I think in the case of 
both the countries you have mentioned, I think they have 
previously acquired arms from the Soviet Union, and 1 
don't think we have a concern about their overall 
commitment to the stability of the area or their 
particular friends. 


Q But you don't see a possible escalation or 
the fact that more Soviet weapons may end up in the region 
as a result of -- 


A Well, I suppose more Soviet weapons may end 
up in the region; but, es I said, there are certain 
realities that the United States is confronted by. 


Q Jot, tas there been any definition of the 
objectives of the strategic agreement between Israel and 
the United States? There were talks about that it was 
aimed at stopping the expansion of Soviet presence in the 
Middle East, and on the other side, the Israelis say that 
it is eimed against the Arab aggression against Israel. 


A Yeah. Wo, 1 don't have anything beyond 
we've said on the -- 


Q Thank you. 


Q Thank you, John. 


(The briefing conc luded at 12:38 p.m.) 
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TUESDAY, OCTOBER 16, 1984, 12:10 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. A few 
announcements. First, a reminder that the Secretary will 
speak before the U.S. Chamber of Commerce International 
Forum tomorrow morning, October 17, at an 86:00 a.m. 
breakfast. The Secretary will address the Forum at 
approximately 8:30 in the Chamber's Hall of Flags at 1615 
H Street, Northwest. If you wish to cover the event, 
please contact Tom Love of the Chamber at 463-5675. 
Barring technical difficulties, the speech and Q&A 
following it will be piped into the briefing room. 


Also, the Secretary will have remarks tomorrow 
when he and Or. Robert Warner, who is the archivist of the 
United States, co-host and preside at a ceremony opening 
the Grenada documents collection to the public at the 
National Archives at 2:30 -- again tomorrow, Wednesday, 
October 17. The microfiche documents being made available 
tomorrow are from the collection of documents which came 
into the hands of the joint U.S.-Caribbean forces last 
year soon after the rescue operation began on October 25. 
Any questions about that event, please contact Ms. 
Merrill, 523-3099. 


Tomorrow morning at 10:30, here in the briefing 
room, there will be a BACKGROUND briefing on the present 
situation in Grenada. 


I have two texts, or one text and one statement 
to give you: the text of a message sent from Secretary 
Shultz in Toronto to President Duarte last evening. The 
text reads as follows: 


“Last week in —l Salvador, I was deeply impressed 
by your courageous initiative to meet directly and unarmed 
with guerrilla leaders in La Palma. My prayers went with 
you today. Having learned of the success of this most 
important step towards peace, I share your well-earned 




















feelings of triumph. My heartfelt congratulations to you 
and to the people of £1 Salvador whose will has been 
heard." 


and finally, -- 


Q Alan, that release last night, was that in 
Toronto? 


a I don't believe it has been released in 
Toronto. 


Finally on the awarding of the Nobel Peace Prize 
to Bishop Tutu: We offer our congratulations to Bishop 
Desmond Tutu on being awarded the Nobel Peace Prize. This 
is a great honor for the Bishop, a champion of 
non-violence, who has devoted his life to the pursuit of a 
more just society in South Africa. The United States 
shares that goal and supports peaceful change away from 
apartheid. 


Q May we have a copy of that and the Shultz 
message? 


a Sure. O.K. That's it for now. Be happy to 
take your questions. 


Q Alan, do you have anything else you can say 
regarding the statements being made in Jerusalem that 
there is an understanding the United States has offered to 
defer payments on some $500 million in interest as part of 
the aid package? 


A Well, I quess there are two things to be 
said about it. First of all, as we said yesterday, during 
Prime Minister Peres’ visit here, a number of issues were 
discussed between the United States and Israeli officials, 
but no decisions were made. The second thing I will do is 
refer you to what the Secretary said en route to Toronto 
yesterday, in which he was asked about the question. Let 
me just read you what he did say. He said: 


"In their flow of funds which we have offered to 
look at with them, of course, they are immediately 
benefitted by the fact that the $1.2 billion Economic 
Support Fund is to be made up front, so their basic cash 
position is vastly improved by that very fact, and so we 
will look at the flow of funds and go in fer that 
analysis. I think if the strong steps are taken as Mr. 
Peres has outlined, there shouldn't be any problem. We 














have discussed various ways in which any potential problem 
might be met. And, of course, loan repayments is one way 
to get at cash flow, and there are some other ways; but my 
own opinion is that it won't be necessary to take 
additional steps.” 


So I think that that really is the totality of 
the issue. It was not -- As I say, various things were 
discussed, ways perhaps of dealing with the cash flow 
problem, but the Secretary pointed in his statement, as I 
say, to the front-loading, if you will, of the $1.2 
billion disbursement of the ESF and felt that the measures 
they were talking about would perhaps obviate other 
measures. 


Q Alan, for just a second, please -- 


Q That doesn't close the gap between the 
statements being made there, where they say specifically 
-- I mean you have an official Cabinet -- you know, people 
coming out of the Cabinet saying specifically that Peres 
reported that this offer was made by us. Is any effort 
being made to clarify this? 


a I think you might want to take a look at the 
provisions of law. I'm not sure it's a question of making 
an offer. I think the fact is that there can be late 
payment, if that's viewed as necessary. That's just a 
fact. 


Q But the Israelis describe it in terms of an 
offer. 


a Well, I don't really want to pick a quarrel 
over words. I think the fact is, the U.S. has said it -- 
within the context of looking at what Israel's own plans 
are for its own economy -- we were certainly willing to be 
helpful, and I refer you to the Secretary's words. I 
really just don't have anything further to offer you on it. 


Q Do you think they misunderstood? Alan, do 
you think they misunderstood? 


a I don't think it's a question of 
misunderstanding. I think maybe the quibble is over words 
here, like “agreement,” and things like that. I don't 
think that we're talking about an issue which even would 
require agreement. 




















Q Are you prepared to rule out the possibility 
that these loans are going to be postponed, or that the 
Treasury Department would be willing to extend its special 
line of credit to Israel or a cancellation -- 


a I'm not going to try and speculate on the 
latter kinds of questions at all. In terms of whether 
they would find it in their interest because of their cash 
flow situation to defer payment or delay payment, I can't 
tell you. 


Q Alan, are you saying that they can defer 
those payments without any U.S. approval? Is that what 
you're saying, they can just go ahead and do it? 


a I think that if you look at the law that 
that effectively is the case. There are, I think, some 
interest payments which would be due, and so on. 


Q So they could delay those 90 days, and it's 
not something that we necessarily have to offer, it's 
something that they can just routinely do? 


rs) I think that that's essentially correct. I 


think -- 

Q There would be a penalty on that, wouldn't 
there, though, an automatic penalty? 

a I say there would be interest payment. 

Q There would be an interest penalty? 


a I don't know if it's penalty. 


Q But there would be some cost to the Israelis 
after (inaudible) -- 


a I would refer you at this point, I guess, to 
the legislation which governs this, because I don't -- 


Q You seem to be -- just in your own words, 
you seem to be saying there would be some cost to the 
Israelis of taking advantage of this -- 


i) Well, as I say -- as I understand it and I 
refer you to the law -- there would be, under any 
circumstances for anybody -- and this is not a special 
deal --— there would be interest payments due on any late 
payments. You used the word “penalty;” I'm not using that 
word. O.K.? 





























Q Can we get a copy of the Secretary's 
statement that you read to us? 


a Oh, yes. 


Q Alan, this means that the time period which 
was mentioned that after the elections and the new 
Congress, the three months, is -- you cannot confirm it or 
deny that the $500 million will be repaid, or be paid to 
the United States? 


a Again, I'm not going to get into the details 
of, first of all, the discussion that took place. Second 
of all, I think I've described to you as I can at this 
point the situation regarding sort of what the 
possibilities are and pointed out ta you in the 
Secretary's statement that the front-ioading of the ESF 
payment and the measures that Mr. Peres and his government 
anticipate taking, as we understand them, may well take 
care of any problems that they have. So I don't think we 
ought to get ahead of the situation. 


Q Alan, let me follow up on that and on 
something that you quoted the Secretary as saying. He 
said, “If strong steps are taken, there shouldn't be any 
problem." There shouldn't be any problem in the Israeli 
economy, or there shouldn't be any problem in delaying the 
payments if they go ahead and take the strong step? 


a I think the question was in terms of cash 
f low. 


Q In other words, there won't be a cash flow 
problem if they take the steps? It's not that if they 
take the steps, the U.S. sees no problem in them delaying 
the payment? 


a Well, I don't know that there would be a 
problem in terms of the U.S. I don't think that that 
question arises. It seems to me that there are provisions 
for ~- if there's a late payment, I guess you pay some 
interest or you owe some interest on it. I think that's 
just a matter of fact again. 


Q Are you expecting a delayed payment? 


a I think that's something that you'd have to 
ask the Israeli Government. 
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Q And during the talks that Peres had with the 
President, did the President recommend that the portion of 
the budget that goes toward military expenditures be 
reduced or not? 


a Oh, I cGon't intend to get into the question 
of what was discussed between the Prime Minister and the 
President. I think that - 


Q What is the U.S. recommendation? 


i) I'm not going to get into the question of 
positions. There was a readout after the meeting at the 
White House, and I don't recall frankly to what extent 
that might have been addressed, but I refer you to that. 


Q Alan, let me try one more thing here: 
You're saying -- you've said again today, there's no 
agreement; you've added today the idea that maybe no 
agreement is necessary. Does the U.S. have any objection 
to Israel exercising whatever rights it may have under the 
law as it is written to do what it feels it wants to do 
regarding the payment of these loans? 


a I don't think the question of a U.S. 
objection would arise, no. I think that the issue is what 
is helpful to the Israeli economy, and I think again the 
Secretary's addressed that in terms of the measures that 
are already envisaged. 


Q The bottom line really is that if Israel 
wants to delay the payments, it can go ahead and do so? 
No U.S. approval is required? WNo objection must be 
overcome? They can simply go ahead and do that if they 
feel that their situation requires it? 


4 Yes. 


Q Well, once again, there seems to be a gap 
between what you're saying and the statements being made 
in Israel. 


i) Well, L've seen various statements. I've 
seen various statements that have been made in israel 


Q What they're saying -- L've gone over the 
area -- what they are saying there is that they would have 
to ask the United States for permission, that they have 
not yet decided whether or not they are going to ask the 
United States -- 

















a Well, I -- 
Q -- if you want to (inaudible) -- 


4 Again, Israel is going to have to speak for 
itself, John. You know, whether they have decided whether 
they would like to do this that we've been talking about 
in terms of delaying payment is -- Well, I would guess 
they haven't decided. But I can't really speak for the 
Government of Israel in terms of their decision. 


Q Well, then the statement from Jerusalem 
speaking for the Israelis, according to everybody's -- 


A I'm not going to try to address their 
statements per se. All I can do is address the situation 
as it exists. 


Q Another point, Alan, -- 


Q Is this something Weinberger would be 
talking with Rabin about, or is this not the kind of thing 
that they would get into? 


A I have no knowledge of whether that would be 
discussed between them. I don't know any reason 
particularly why it would be discussed. 


Q Do you regard your position today as 
consistent with what you were saying yesterday, Alan? 


A Yes. Absolutely. 

Q Another point, Alan, there were talks also 
about that President Reagan is thinking about forgiving 
Israel the past debt to the United States, which is about 
$9 billion. Do you have anything to offer on that? 

a I don't have any information on that. 


Q Where can we obtain the regulations 
concerning the option to delay the payment on the loans? 


A Well, I guess -- I don't know specifically. 
I suppose there are various regulations which can govern 
-- the Arms Export Control Act and other legislation -- 
which governs export of military equipment and so on, 


services. 








Q Request for a filing break on Israeli aid. 
4 Any objection? 


O.K. Go ahead. 


—~ MORE -- 




















Q Alan, can I come back for a second to the 
statement Secretary Shultz --— the message of Secretary 
Shultz to President Duarte? 


a Sure. 
Q I may not have written or gotten the exact 
quote here, but please correct me -- I think he said 


"having learned of the success of the talks" or "the 
success of the initiative," or something, you made. 


a Uh-huh. 


Q Could you help us with what he means by 
"success"? The talks were held. Does that count as a 
success, or is there some outcome that he views -- or that 
the State Department views as a success? 


A Well, first of all, let me give you a 
general reaction to the meetings yesterday. We're pleased 
that both sides havea judged the meeting to be positive, 
and we commend their mutual call for peace, pluralistic 
democracy, and social justice. We support this initiative 
and hope it is the first step toward achieving a lasting 
peace through the democratic process. 


President Duarte's offer to the guerrillas to 
participate in his country's political process, together 
with an amnesty, is an historic and generous gesture. The 
people of El Salvador and their elected leader, President 
Duarte, whose desire for peace and democracy has been 


clearly demonstrated, have our firm admiration and support. 


Q So you -- 


a With respect to your specific question, I 
think that really does answer that this -- in terms of 
what they have agreed to follow on -- they agreed in their 
description of it as positive, they had agreed on the 
language that was issued in the communique. 


Q As long as both sides see it as positive -- 
Can we have a copy of that statement? 


Q 
a Sure. 
v 


-- and leading toward the democratic 
process. Can we have a copy of that statement, please? 
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a Sure. 


Q Can I just follow up on two earlier topics? 
On the payment -- 


A No. Let's stay on El Salvador. Let's not 
jump back and forth. Go ahead, Jim. 


Q I just wanted to ask a couple questions 
relating to fairly specific events that took place and 
whether the U.S. has any reaction. 


The first is the absence of Villalobos, how the 
State Department explains that, and does it know whether 
there had been an undertaking by the Salvadoran Government 
to provide them with transportation? And a second -- 


a Well, I think that -- let me take them one 
at a time. 


Q All right. 


A I think that that is a question to address 
to the Salvadoran Government. I don't think it's for us 
to speak for them. 


As far as Mr. Villalobos' position is concerned, 
I guess it's not for us to speak for him either, but I 
have seen accounts of Radio Venceremos where he has 
indicated that he supported the process. So IL'd refer vou 
to those, but I can't speak for him. 


Q Also, Vides Casanova was quoted in The 
Washington Post today at some length, in which he 
indicated that the -- when and if the army was asked to 
take part in any negotiations or dialogue, the army would 
have to decide. 








How do you interpret that statement, in view of 
Duarte's assertion that he is commander-in-chief? 


a Well, I don't know what the exchange back 
and forth was, whether they were talking about the 
uniformed military service, or what they were talking 
about specifically. 





But I think President Duarte's position on that, 
that he is the commander-in-chief, was quite clear in his 
press conference the other day, and I'm not aware that 











Ll 
anybody, including Mr. -- the Defense Minister, Mr. Vides 
Casanova, disagreed with that. 

Q Alan, now that everybody has had a chance to 


see the statements made by both sides after the meeting, 
the rebels listed their demands. They said there were 
demands that were made. I'm curious to know whether the 
U.S. would endorse any of those rebel demands, including 
the identification and punishment of the murderers of the 
nuns and the Romero killers, and so on, the identification 
of political prisoners and the release of political 
prisoners, clarification of status of people who are 
missing, withdrawal of U.S. advisers and military aid, and 
access -- free access to the media. 


s Do you have any comment on the specific proposals 
that -- 


a I don't want to get into their specific 
proposals. Obviously, our position on a number of those 
questions has been articulated many times -- on the 
murders of the nuns, for example. You could put a book 
together on statements that we've issued on that, and we 
take that, indeed, very seriously. 


This -— the whole process of national 
reconciliation through the democratic -- through 
democratic institutions is something which we have made 
very clear we support, which we view as very much of a 
piece with the Contadora process and the 21-Point Document 
of Objectives. 


So I think that we have looked at it from that 
perspective. I don't think it's going to be particularly 
fruitful in terms of the process, as it's going to move 
forward in El Salvador, for us to look at the proposals of 
the guerrillas and try to endorse, or propose, specific 
ones. I think that is something that, indeed, this 
dialogue that they are now about to undertake, or at least 
will continue, will be about in large part. 


Q Do you envision any role for the U.S. in 
this dialogue, of any kind? 


A I -— at this point I guess I'd have to say I 
don't, but I don't know what would be asked of us at some 
point. Obviously, we have had, and will continue to have, 
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very close liaison with President Duarte and his 
government. 


But this is very much his initiative, and he 
deserves full credit for that. And he made it very clear 
that the dialogue yesterday -- and I see no reason to 
expect that it would change -- was a dialogue between 
Salvadorans. 


Q One more: You told us about a message 
Shultz sent to Duarte. Did Ouarte send any -- have any 
communication with --— directly with the United States 
yesterday after the talks? 


a I don't know, frankly, whether he saw 
Ambassador Pickering or not. He may have. I simply do 
not know that. 


Q Can I get my follow-ups, please? 
a Yes, please. 


Q Thank you. On the Tutu statement, does this 
action change American policy in any way towards South 
Africa? 


Aa No. 


Q On the Israeli repayments, would there be 
the interest repayments even if it was not delayed? 


A Well, I don't think you pay interest on 
something that you haven't accrued an interest obligation 
on. 


Q "No" is the answer? 


a Well, I don't know what their interes: 
obligations are at this point -- that doesn't chan: 
but in terms of interest which would become due on a ody 
who delayed payments, obviously, it's when you delay the 
payments that they would become due. 


Joanne? 


Q Back to Salvador for a minute. Ambassador 
Shlaudeman -- can you tell us a little bit about his role, 
if any, in laying the groundwork for this announcement of 
these talks between Duarte and the guerrillas? 


i) Well, IL guess I'm not going to get into the 
diplomatic dialogue, particularly, but I don't know -- 


lob) / 
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we've talked about the announcement in President Duarte's 
speech at the U.N., and so on, before, and I'm not sure 
that I have anything new to say about that. 


Ambassador Shlaudeman has been particularly 
active, as you know, in terms of the Contadora process, 
his own talks with Vice Foreign Minister Tinoco of 
Nicaragua. I don't know how to sort of characterize it 
beyond that. 


This was the -- the initiative was President 
Duarte's. The liaison contact that was established was 
established at his instance, and I guess it's through the 
Red Cross and the church and others, and so on, and I 
guess that's just a fact. 


Q I'm trying to understand the U.S. role, if 
any. 


A Well, I'm not sure that -- well, this is his 
-- I think the U.S. role has simply been in -- over a long 
period of time -- supporting the Government of £1 Salvador 
in its efforts to move towards national reconciliation, 
democratic institutions, and peace. And to the extent 
that that has provided a situation which has helped move 
this process forward, that is the U.S. role. 


Obviously, as I said before in answer to a 
question, we've certainly had a very active dialogue, and 
will continue to have with the Government of £1 Salvador 
on the —— there. But that is the nature of the 
U.S. role. 


Q Getting back to Mr. Shultz's statement in 
Toronto about U.S. aid for Israel, is it his position that 
the austerity measures in Israel, coupled with the 
front-loading payment mechanism for the economic aid, will 
be sufficient only through January, or through the 
remainder of Fiscal 85? 


a I don't have anything to give you on his 
interpretation beyond what he actually said. 


Yes, Jim? 


I have two questions more, again on El 
Salvador, if I may. In view of the joint statement that 
was released afterwards regarding the humanization of the 
conflict -- 


/OS*& 
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4 Uh-huh. 


Q Does the -—-— will the United States take any 
action with respect to urging, for example, a ceasefire or 
to slowing or calibrating the flow of the military aid 
that's been voted this year? Is there any position that 
it has on a ceasefire as a -- 


a I'm not going to try again to get into the 
specifics of what might eventuate in a dialogue between 
the parties. They have a -- they have set up a mechanism 
for continuing that dialogue, and I don't think it's going 
to be helpful for us to talk about specific positions from 
here particularly. 


Q Okay. One other on -- 


Q Wait, wait. That's a fair question about 
U.S. aid levels. 


ta I'm not aware of any change in the aid level 
that's anticipated. 


Q Thank you. My hat's off to AP. 


MR. MYERS: Thank you. 


Q The other question I had was with respect to 
amnesty -- 

A The UPI has demanded equal time -- 

Q I'm sorry. 

a And Reuters. (Laughter) 

Q Would you like -- 

a Go on. 


Q On amnesty, you praised a general amnesty 
which would apply to all political offenses, presumably 
those of the right as well as any others that may have 
taken place, and yet at the same time the United States 
has pushed for the prosecution of those responsible for 
certain murders. 


a Uh-huh. 


J/-2 65 4 
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Q Does -- in a sense, which is it? I mean, is 
this a matter for the parties to decide, as opposed to the 
U.S. urging the prosecution of certain assassinations? 


a Well, I don't think our position has changed 
in terms of the Americans and our concern in that 
respect. In terms of what the scope of the amnesty will 
be and how it will be applied, I just don't know, and I 
can't really speak to that. 


Q Another subject: Can I ask about whether 
you have any comment on North Korea's acceptance of 
economic talks at Panmunjom with South Korea? 


a Yes. Further direct contacts between the 
Republic of Korea and the Democratic People's Republic of 
Korea on various issues continues the momentum of last 
month's successful delivery of North Korean relief 
materials to the South. 


We support the Republic of Korea's policy of 
encouraging direct contacts with North Korea as a means of 
reducing tension on the Korean peninsula. 


Q So you think there is momentum going now? 


a That this continues the momentum of those 
other things, yes. 


Q Is it normal in U.S. relations with other 
countries to extend the grace period of a foreign debt 
without consulting Congressional committees or some proper 
authorities? 


a I'm not aware that there's anything 
particularly unusual that we're -- you're talking about 
the earlier conversation I had about it? 


Q Yes. 


“ Yes. I think it's a question of what the -- 
I mean, there is legislation that covers this. There's 
legislation that covers arrears of over a year. I mean, 
there is -- the Congress has considered these issues, so I 
don't think we're talking about something here that's 
unusual. 


Q And have you received any request from Egypt 
to extend the grac# period of some loans due to the United 
States? 


“le G0 
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a Oh, I don't know the answer to that. 


Q Alan, is there any new development on the 
nuclear cooperation agreement with China? 


A No. 


Q Specifically, have you resolved the 
differences with China on the non-proliferation clause? 


A Well, instead of talking about differences, 
Ll refer you back to the language that we've used before. 
But, in any case, I don't have anything new to offer today 
on that subject. 


Q Do you have any comment on Vietnamese 
Foreign Minister Thach's offer to talk with Reagan over 
Kampuchea? 


a Well, we have talked before about the 
willingness of the Vietnamese to talk about the 
re-education camp prisoners, and with respect to that 
subject, we welcome Vietnam's willingness to discuss with 
us our offer to accept for resettlement in the United 
States all persons now confined by Vietnam for their past 
association with the United States or the former South 
Vietnamese Government. And we hope to begin this process 
by resettling 10,000 such persons and their qualifying 
family members in the next two years. 


We hope for an early substantive response to our 
proposals so that we and the Vietnamese can begin to work 
out the details. 


I don't have anything specific at this point 
respecting the question of Kampuchea, and I think our 
position on that is quite clear. 


Q So that means you're only interested in 
speaking about that specific topic? 


rc) Well, I think we've indicated before what 
our concerns are with Vietnam's policy in Kampuchea, and 
that where we were with respect to the ASEAN countries 
taking the lead on that particular question. 


Ralph? 


/-Jboel 
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Q Do you have any comment on an announcement 
out of the Middle East today that talks will begir at 
UNIFIL headquarters next week between the Israeli military 
and the Lebanese Armed Forces on withdrawal? 


“ Don't have anything on that. Don't know. 


Q Alan, do you have any reply from Cuba to 
your communication of some technical information recently? 


a No, we're still awaiting that. 


To go back to your Vietnam question a minute, I'd 
refer you back to some guidance which we have had in the 
past about our position on Kampuchea, and so on, so you 
might get a fuller statement, if you don't already have 
that. 


Q Alan, back to £1 Salvador, what's been the 
extent of discussions between Senator Tsongas and the 
State Department after the meetings yesterday? 


a After the meetings yesterday? 

Q Uh-huh. 

a I'm not aware of what contact there may have 
been with the Embassy. I don't -- ir fact, I understood 
that Senator Tsongas was going to be back in Massachusetts 
for a press conference tonight. I mean, L've heard that. 
I don't know that. 


Q Is Senator Tsongas wanted there by the U.S. 
Government? 


a I think, as John indicated yesterday, that 
that really isn't an issue. We don't tell members of 
Congress where to go and where not to go. That was his 
decision. (Laughter) 

Figuratively? 
Thank you. 
Okay. You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:45 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #187 


WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 17, 1984, 12:24 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BROMBERG: Good afternoon. A couple of 
announcements. 


Ficst,. I am pleased to introduce to you our newest press 
offticec. Vivienne Ascher. Vivienne has served in the 
Foreign Service for five years. Her previous assignments 
include Belgrade where she was Banking and Finance 
Ofticec, Macseilles where she was a consular officer. She 
gctaduated from Georgetown School of Foreign Service and 
fcom Johns Hopkins SAIS, School of Advanced International 
Studies, in Bologna, Italy, and in Washington. Her 
specialty is economics. She speaks Italian, French, and 
Serbo-Croatian, so maybe she can translate some of the 
ques: ions that we haven't been able to get through on. 


Q ...80ome of the answers? (Laughter) 


a The answers? Those will be given in 
Serbo-Croatian and maybe they'll be clearer! Anyway. 
we're very pleased that she has joined the office and I 
know you will gmake her feel welcome. 


Q What did she do wrong? (Laughter) 


A You mean, to have to answer your questions, 
John? 


A ceminder of an Outreach, Central American 
Outreach wont Briefing today in Room 450 of the Old 
Executive Office Building at 2:30. Remarks by His 
Excellency Roman Accieta. the Archbishop of San Jose, 
Costa Rica and President of the Secretariat of Catholic 
Bishops of Central America, who will be talking about the 
pressing cealities of Central America and also Dr. Jose 
Antonio Teherino, former professor of international law at 
the University of Centcal America, who will talk about the 
ftcamework of the judiciary in the Sandinista government. 


That also brings me to give you a change at the 
same time on the Grenada documents archives opening. 
Deputy Secretary Dam will give cemarks at the opening on 








behalf of the Secretary today. The Secretary has been 
called to another meeting. The cemarcks are available in 
the Press Office and are embargoed until the tise of 
delivery which, as I indicated, is 2:30. 


Q The Secretary was called -- 
Q The Secretary's cemarcks to be cead by Dan? 


A Yes. He will give cemarks on behalf of the 
Secretary. 


Q Does that mean that the Secretary has been 
called to the White House -- 


h Yes. 


Q -- to help President prepare for the debate 
on Sunday? 


a I don't know specifically what the purpose 
is. and | guess you'd have to ask the White "Mouse what's 
going on. But in any case, he has had to ask Mr. Das to 
take over for hig on that. 


Q John said that the Secretary was going to be 
involved -- 


a Yes. he did. 





Q ~~ in the preparations. Could you take a 
question as to what involvement -- to what that extends? 


ar No. I don't think I'am going to get into the 
details of what it is. John has answered that the 
Secretary indicated in his meeting with the press in 
Toronto that he was around this week on various -- 
throughout the week, actually. beginning on Monday, the 
end of Tuesday, all day today, lots of tomorrow -- and the 
fact is that he will be involved. So I'll leave you with 
his answer on that. 


Anyway. that's it. I'll be happy to take 
questions. 


Q On the Chernenko interview in the Washington 
Post. have you had a chance to look at it and rcespond to 
it. please? 














A On that, I'm going to, I think, have to 
refer you to two other places on that, Mike. One is to -- 


Q (Inaudible) 
A That's life, Bernie. 


-- one is to what the Secretary said this morning 
ON THE RECORD (Laughter) and the other is to what -- I 
think Larry Speakes will be addressing this in his 
briefing. 


¢) When is Larry Speakes -- 
A I think he's going to brief around 12:30. 


Q The White House said earlier that the State 
Department was analyzing and that it would have a 
comment. 


A Well, I think that they indicated that we're 
analyzing it, and that is correct. But in terms of -- I 
think it's been analyzed different places, everybody 
getting together, and Larry will be addressing it, so. 


Q Can Larry speak for the cameras -- no pun 
intended. 

A I guess you'll have to ask them. Don't know. 

Q So that's it on Chernenko? 


A That's it on Chernenko. 


Q How about this article, Alan, in The Nation 
alleging that the President ignored -- 


A Well again - 
Q ~- the Pentagon and other warnings? 


A Bud McFaclane, I think, addressed this this 
morning in an interview, and would refer you to what he 


said on it. We don't tend to get into questions of 
alleged NSC discussions or things of that sort. 


Q What about Dillon's role in that? 


A Sorcy? 











Q What about Ambassador Dillon's role in that 
connection, unrelated to McFarlane‘s role. The article 
ceporcts that Ambassador Dillon had said that the Marines 
should not be used. Was that the State Department's view 
Oc was that Ambassador Dillon's view at the time, orc -- 


A I haven't seen the whole article. You're 
talking about “used" in what sense? 


Q Used -- that the U.S. ship New Jersey should 
not be becoming involved in what the Ambassador apparently 
referred to as internal disputes between the Druze and the 
Moslems. 


B I guess, as a general matter on that, Ralph, 
we're not going to get into the question at all of 
internal discussions or deliberations, and I'm not trying 
to lead you one way or another. I'm just not going to do 
that, so -- I mean, I have to -- 


In terms of talking, you're talking about talking 
with different people, or the New Jersey -- you mentioned 
the New Jersey? 


Q Dillon is quoted as saying that he advised 
the Administration not to have the New Jersey fire on the 
hills because that would inject the United States into 
internal political disputes between the Moslems and the 
Druze, and that his advice was ignored. 


A Uh-huh. 


Q And one of the quotes to him is something 
about it being “amateur night in Washington." 


A Fine. I'm going to repeat what I said. 


We're not going to get in -- I haven't seen it, but in any 
case, we're not going to get into any internal 
deliberations. 

Mike. 


Q The Office of Prime Minister Peres issued a 
statement today in which he said that Israel will welcome 
the good offices of the United States in mediating between 
the sides -- Syria, Lebanon, Israel. 


bh Well -- 














Q Have you seen this? -- and issued a 
fcamework for withdrawal, et cetera. Have you had 
comment on that? 


A No. I think we're where we were before. 
That is to say, I refer you back to what we said earlier, 
that the situation is such that a negotiated withdrawal -- 
this is cepeating what we said before -- a negotiated 
withdcawal of Israeli forces from Lebanon is possible if 
all the pacties are willing to make the compromises which 
will be necessary. The gaps between the parties are still 
very wide. The United States is willing to play a helpful 
role if all the parties wish us to do so. We are not, 
however, at the present time playing a mediating or 
negotiating role. That remains the situation. 


Q When you say “all the parties make 
compromises," can you be specific what compromises need to 
be done -- 


Ly No. I think, again, that's asking us to try 
to get into what might be a negotiating posture frop here, 
and I'm not going to do that. So I think, I think the 
fact is, however, that there are differences as to how 
this could be done, and at this point, we're not in a 
position where we feel that it would be appropriate to 
undertake some sort of mediating (inaudible). 


Q That is a sticky question, sticky problen, 
which is about the security in Southern Lebanon between 
the UNIFIL forces and Lahad forces. What is the feeling 
of the United States Administration about either one? 


A I think that the question, obviously. of 
security for Iscael‘s northern border is very central to 
this whole thing -- that's what we're talking about -- and 
it is precisely how one goes about assuring that security 
and what arcangements are made, how those arrangements are 
made, and all the cest of that that's at issue. And as I 
say, we're not just -- we're not going to talk about it, 
but there are differences of view among the parties, and 
those cemain at this point. 


Q Alan, about the Lahad Party, I mean you 
don't think that this is an internal Lebanese problem? 
Israel, America, orc anything should not interfere with 


this? 


A I'm just not going to address the questions 
of how this is all going to be worked out. I think we'll 
let the negotiators for the various parties, or the 











officials for the various parties explain what their own 
positions are, and we're not going to proclaim on that. 





Q Alan, the statement issued in Jerusalea 
today had the cast of an official statement by the Peres 
government saying that the Peres government would welcome 
U.S. mediation. I know there have been unofficial 
statements of that sort made public in the past, but has 
the Administration now received -- does it feel it has 
received an official invitation, request from the Israelis 
to become involved as a mediator? And are you, in effect, 
today saying to the Israelis, in response to this official 
statement in Jerusalem, that the United States is not at 
this time interested in playing a mediating role? 


A I'm not going to address it in terms of 
“have we received an official request," or haven't we. 1 
think it is clear that all of the parties find a role for 
the United States useful. The discussions that we've had 
with them, the explocatory talks, have, I think, made that 
clear. 


The point we're making is that there are wide 
gaps in their positions, and that we're not going to get 
into that sort of role unless it appears that there is 
agreement that there is indeed -- there is closing of 
those gaps and the prospect that there would be some 
productive outcome from that. 


So it isn't a question -- the question really 
does not arise at this point because we think that we know 
what the answer is: people welcoming a U.S. role. The 
question is what should such a cole be and can it be 
helpful? And we're where we have been on that question. 


Yes? 

Q I have two questions on El Salvador. First 
of all -- 

Q Can we stay with this for just a sinute? 

Q Okay. 

Q Let me ask you, when you say “wide gaps," 


did the United States -- 


a You can keep on asking questions about gaps. 
but I'm not going to talk about the substance of the 
issues. Okay? 








Q Well -- 


A I'm just not going to get into the 
differences that exist orc what we think about then. 


Q Has the feeling of the United States 
Government been delegated to this, and the private 
conversations and contacts with these people (inaudible)? 


A Have we expressed our feelings on these 
issues? 


Y Yes, on all your outline or plan for this -- 
to bridge the gap? 


A We don't have a plan. I think I made that 
Cleac. We'rce going back now over material we covered when 
Ambassador Murphy was in the area. The U.S. doesn't have 
aplan. We've had exploratory talks, we've discussed 
vacious ideas, and certainly we've explored the issues. 


¢] Is Under Secretary Arcmacost planning to go 
to the acea? 


A Il don't have a schedule for you. And yes, 
though he is planning to travel in the area. 1 will see 
what I can get for you in terms of -- obviously, for 
security reasons, we will be somewhat cautious about this, 
but be happy to see what I can provide. 


Q What will the purpose of the trip be? 


A He hasn't been out there since he has 
assumed responsibilities as Under Secretary to that 
cegion, and I think he wants to do that. I think, also, 
when he goes to Israel -- which he will do -- he will 
continue the series of talks which Larcy Eagleburgerc 
stacted with David Kieche on sort of global issues. You 
will cecall that there was a back-and-forth where those 
meetings have taken place, both here and in Israel, and he 
will continue that tradition, if you will. 


Q What's the time frame on his departure? 


A 1 don't have his itinerary. 


° Would this be timed with the tisging of the 
Political Military Joint Commission with Israel or outside 
of it? 











A Well, I'm not aware that there is a meeting 
scheduled of that Commission, so I'am not -- 1 don't know 
why that would be -- 


Q Will he visit the Gulf area? 


A I don't have his itinerary, and if I can 
provide you information on that, I'll be happy to do that. 


Q Will he also be discussing the other 
relevant issues -- the Reagan peace initiative and the 
Lebanon withdrawal question -- on an exploratory basis? 


A Well, without getting into the specifics, 
l‘a suce he will touch on all the issues that are of 
interest to the countries he will be visiting and to us. 


I don't think -- Well, I think I'll leave it at 
thac. I don't want to get more specific than that. 


9 New subject? 

] Will that deal with the economy, too, or are 
you basically saying that he is going to deal with other, 
with non -- not with the -- 


A Well, I don't Know whether he'll touch on 
the economy or not, Ralph. It may be that he would touch 
on it. But I don't think -- he's not going out there to 
negotiate or to -- 


Q -- being a check oc anything like that? 


(Laughter) 


Q Is it different from the Eagleburger visits 
to Jerusalem before? It is a continuation? 


A Well. I don't know what that means. There's 
a different -- 


Q New subject? 
A Go ahead. Wew subject. 


Q Since you have made some exceptions in the 
past about talking about the conica subject -- 


h 1 haven't. 








Q Huh? 
A I haven't. But go ahead. 


Q Well, I mean, are you entertaining any 
questions at all about the “How to be a Guerrilla" sanual? 


A No. 


Q Let we hit it from a different direction: 
(Laughter) 


On the 24th of June, Secretary of State Shultz, 
in a speech to an anti-terrorism conference of the 
Jonathon Institute said among other things, “It is not 
hacd to tell as we look around the world, who are the 
teccorists and who ace the fceedom-fighters. The 
resistance fighters in Afghanistan do not destroy villages 
oc kill the helpless. The contrcas of Nicaragua do not -- 


A Instead of reading into the record, what's 
youc question, John? 


Well, wait a minute. -- “or hold mass 
executions of civilians." Is that still an operative 
policy -- 


A Certainly. 
¢) -- on the pact of the Department? 
a Certainly. 


Alan, will you be more elaborate (sic) in 
saying that Under Secretary Acmacost is going to continue 
the negotiations of Mr. Eaglebucger? 


A Well, you'ce calling them “negotiations. * 
I'ma not. tI'a saying he's going out there for discussions 
and consultations. And he certainly has you know -- he's 
Under Secretary. He will follow in that same general 
path. But I don't -- different things are prominent at 
different tiges., so I don't quite know how to address it 
in teres of the previous talks. 


Mike. 


/-2 675 
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Q Alan, will we be conducting talks with 
Soviet cepresentatives here next month? 


A Will who be? 


Q United States and the Soviet Union had 
talked about a nuclear technology proliferation -- ? 


A Well, Secretary Shultz and Prime Minister 
Gromyko discussed the desircability of continued bilateral 
consultations on nuclear non-proliferation at their 
mectings last month. There had been previous bilateral 
consultations on non-proliferation, both on the margins of 
the meetings of the IAEA, the International Atomic Energy 
Agency. in Vienna and also over the past two years in 
capitals. 


We are curccently working through normal 
diplomatic channels on the next meeting and the exact 
timing and venue of that, and I don't have that timing and 
venue to give you therefore today -- but that is being 
worked on and it is, as I say, a continuation of a process 
which has been undecway for some time. 


) When was the last such meeting held? 


a I will have to try and get that for you. I 
don't have it. 


Q Who will lead these talks? 


A Well, tcaditionally, Ambassador Kennedy has. 
1 think -- obviously that is his cesponsibility -- has led 
them and I would anticipate that would be the case. 


c Back on John's question. You just said that 
the speech by the Secretary -- 


A Secretary Shultz. 


Q -- on the 24th of June is still operative, 
but would you not acknowledge that there is a difference 
between what the Secretary said on that day and the 
recommendations outlined in that CIA manual? 


A Well, you ace (a) identifying it as a CIA 
manual and I am not. I am not commenting on it in any way 
and 1 am not going to try to compare something that has 
appeaced in the newspaper with what the Secretary of State 
has said, so the Secretary's statement stands as issued. 
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Q But were the issues caised in the manual to 
be true, would they be contradicting what Shultz said? 


A That sounds like an “if* question to me. I 
don't answer those. 


Q Alan, do you have any comments on the Soviet 
official's statements about Sakharov in Copenhagen? 


A I do, but there also seems to have been some 
amendment of those statements, as 1 cead the wires. 


Ficst of all, to the best of our knowledge, there 
is no truth to the original reports that he's got 
pecmaission to go abroad and he is not going. And indeed, 
as 1 say. Mc. Polyakov apparently now has denied making 
such a statement. What he reportedly claias that he said 
was that Dr. Sakharov wouldn't want to go abroad, even if 
he were permitted to do so. 


The fact is that in the past, Dr. Sakharov has 
often indicated his willingness to leave the Soviet Union 
and travel abroad, to accept invitations from 
universities, private organizations and family members, 
but has been denied pecmission by Soviet authorities. And 
this would tend to cast doubt on the Soviet assertion that 
he doesn't want to leave the country. 


We continue to deplore the isolation of Dr. 
Sakharov and his wife by Soviet authorities, and the 
Soviet cefusal to allow contact with any independent 
Westecn observers. 


That is the only way we will be able to verify 
the cuccent health of the Sakharovs and the truth 
concerning Soviet assections that Dr. Sakharov is free to 
tcavel abroad. 


e Copy? 


A Suce. It may take a little bit. Well, I 
can give you some language. I think I am probably going 
to ask you to get that from the transcript. 
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Q Alan, India has expressed concern about U.S. 
assucances of defenses for Pakistan. There is a report 
that the U.S. Ambassador in Islamabad had prosmised 
Pakistan U.S. support in the event of any attack by 
India. Can you ctraighten that out? 


A Well, I don't have a text of what Ambassador 
Hinton said. I think, as 1 understand it, his cemarks 
were prigacily dicected to the question of problems coming 
accoss the border from Afghanistan. But I just don't 
happen to have that, Spence. 


In terms of the question of the overall question 
of a defense relationship, or something of that sort, with 
Pakistan, I think we have had some guidance in the past on 
that, and | would refer you back to the Press Office for 
that. I don't have it. ) 


Q On El Salvador, the rebels have said in 
intecviews with joucnalists after the meeting that they 
still consider powersharcing to be theic fundamental goal. 
Meanwhile, Duarte and the arcmy and, to my understanding, 
the United States. still insist that the dialogue must be 
kept within the Constitution, meaning only focused on how 
they could participate in elections. 


Now, it sounds to me like both sides are just as 
fac apart as ever, and yet the United States is calling it 
a success. 


Where do we go from here? 


A Well, I think that in terms of why we view 
this as a success, I addressed this yesterday and I refer 
you back to that. 


President Duarte has made it very clear -- he 
made it clear before he went to that meeting. in teras of 
issuing the invitation to the meeting and in teras of 
talking about it afterwards -- what the context was that 
he was meeting in, and it was within the Constitution. 


He has had extensive press conference cemarks 
about that and I cefer you to that. So there is a process 
underway. There will be further discussions, per the 
communique that was issued and the announcements made for 
@ meeting of this commission that was created, and that 
will take place in late November. Let's see what happens 
with that meeting. 
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Q Do you have any comment at all on the 
intecviews granted by the insurgents after the meeting in 
La Palma? 


A Wo. 


Q Anything on the Wisner trip today? Any 
progress on those Wamibia talks? 


A Don't have anything new for you on that. 
Ralph? 


Q Alan, there is a ceport that Iraq will be 
buying some 45 helicopters, Bell 214 helicopters, from 
Textron. 


h Uh-hua. 


Q Do you have any comment on the sale, on the 
transfer of those helicopters, whether they are civilian 
or military, and whether licenses are needed for thea? If 
so, would they be granted? 


A Okay. A few things on this. First of all, 
basically in the information cegarcding a sale is 
considered proprietary and therefore you'd have to go to 
the company that you have named for basic information. 


Our general policy is to control the export of 
aces through licensing by the State Depactment's Office of 
Munitions Control, and we do not, as a matter of specific 
policy. grant Licenses for areas exports to Iraq or, as you 
know, to Iran. 


The Depacteent of Commerce has the authority to 
license the export of civilian aiccrcaft. The helicopter 
that you have cited is ceportedly configured as a civilian 
tcansporct. Cerctain civilian helicopter gsodels are not 
subject to validated Licensing by the Commerce Depacteent, 
and I guess I have to cefer you to the Commerce Departeent 


for a detailed explanation of theic procedures and 
regulations. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 


r Well. you can have a copy of some language. 
It isn't exactly that. 








Q Certain ones are not subject to licensing. 
That's one category that are not subject to Licensing, and 
then there is another category of civilian helicopters 
that ace subject to licensing by the Commerce Departeent. 





A Militacy equipment is subject to licensing 
through the Munitions Control process. 


Q DOD. 


A No, it's State Department, Office of 
Munitions Control. You cited a certain helicopter. Our 
understanding is that helicopter is a civilian helicopter, 
civilian aircraft. Civilian aircraft are covered by the 
Commerce Department, but certain helicopter models are not 
subject to validated licensing. They don't have to go get 
a specific license. 


Having said that, go talk to the Commerce 
Depactment. 


Q So some civilian helicopters -- all civilian 
helicopters are Licensed by -- are subject to Commerce. 
Some of them -- 


iN One way oc another. 
Q -- need licenses and some of them don't. 


A I think that is a faic enough statement but 
go -- I think Commerce agrees with that. 


Q Is it correct that these parcticularc 
helicopters under the cecently modified cegulations for 
Ican would -- we would not be able to export these to 


Ican, correct? 


A I think in the case of Iran, under present 
ciccumstances, no, we wouldn't. We control export to Iran 
of all aircccaft because of the Government of Iran's 
repeated support for acts of intercnational terrorisa. 


I guess in that context, I would note that the 
Government of ican under the curcent Iranian leadership 
intcansigently cefuses to consider an immediate cease-fire 
and a negotiated settlement to the war, and Iraq has 
stated its willingness to accept a cease-fire and 
mediation efforts. 


Q You wouldn't call that a tilt, would you? 
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A No. 


Q Wo. I mean, the fact that all aircraft are 
controlled to Ican and some are not. 


A I wouldn't call that a tilt, and I think we 
addressed this in a case when we announced on the 27th of 
September the new controls on Ican, what that was all 
about. I cefer you back to that. Mike? 


Q Alan. is it corcect that - did you say -- 


A Excuse me, going back to Mike's asking was 
there more information on contract. The answer is no. 
I'@ mot talking about it. As I say. it is proprietary 
information, and you would have to talk to Bell. 


Q Is it correct that 45 helicopters are being 
sent? 


A Again. you would have to go talk to the 
manufactucer. 


Q Well. I was just wondering. doesn't that 
quantity indicate that it is not strictly for civilian 
pucposes? What kind of civilian purpose would they have 
in eind? 


a Well. 1 would ceferc you again to what I have 
said before on this subject. 


Q Well. if it is configured as a civilian 
aicccaft, it can also be used by militacy -- transport the 
mili’ cy. can't it? 


na Well, there obviously is a possible area of 
dual use, and we understand that this helicopter, as I 
say. would be configured for civilian use. 1 would also 
mote that there are helicopters that are specifically 
contigurced for military use that are available to Iraq 
fcom other suppliers, and therefore it is unlikely that 
Icaq would buy civilian aicccaft for military purposes 
over those other choices. 


Q Well, I take it the State Deparcteent vent 
into this before deciding not to have an opinion on it. 


a You are asking me to comment on something 
I've just said I won't comment on. 
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Q Well, the point is that you don't have to 
pass on every decision if you just choose not to, but I 
assume that you go into it to figure out that this is not 
civilian aicccaft being used for military pucpose, because 
if it wece military, you'd clearly have to say -- 


A If it's military and it's on the Munitions 
Control list, there is a cesponsibility in the Department 
of State for licensing it. The general policy of the U.S. 
Government is obviously to promote exports, and exports 
ace cestcicted only as necessary to meet U.S. national 
security oc foreign policy or other statutory objectives, 
and thus export controls are limited to specified items 
and/or certain countries, and items subject to controls 
ace carefully selected. 


Q May | have a copy of that, please? 


] If the Icagis use these helicopters to ferry 
theirc troops back and forth, what's -- is there a 
cestciction on the sale that it is not to be used for 
militacy purposes? 


nr As | say. you have to check on the Commerce 
Deparct@ent. 

Q Can we have a copy of -- 

nr Yes. 


Q Alan, how does this, I don't quite follow, 
how does this square with the rcecent tightened 
restrictions that were placed on exports of strictly 
non-gilitacy equipment to Ican which could bar the sale of 
helicopters of this type? 


A Let me ceferc you back, John, to what I said 
on the 27th. in gaking known what had been done at the 
Commerce Department, and it explains what was done and why 
it was done. And I think that was fairly clear. 


Q If these helicopters were military, you 
think you'll give them a license or not? 


a We said we are not exporting silitary 
equipment -- 


Q 1 am saying “if they were esilitary?”* 


nr If they'ce ewilitarcy equipment, they're not 
going to be approved, and we said that. 


Q You may have covered this, but at any point 
4id the Icagis have to tell us what theic intentions are 
with cespect to the use of the aiccrcatt? 
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A Again, let me ask you to check with Commerce 
in terms of what their regulations are and how they cover 
that. You know, if it is not designated as a piece of 
military equipment, it comes under Commerce procedures, 
and you really have to check with them in teras of what 
licensing requirements are. 


Q You said a moment ago that there are 
helicopters configured specifically for military use that 
are available to Iraq from other sources. 


Does that mean that the United States no longer 
has any problems with Western nations selling arms to Iraq 
oc Iran. 


ia I would refer you back to what we have said 
before on that subject. it is just a matter of 
observaton, a question of why they would go after a 
helicopter which is not armored, and so on and so forth, 
if they were planning to use this in a combat situation, 
Or something Like that. 


Q Alan, 1 feel strongly tempted to ask you the 
Same question as our colleague. What's the part played by 
the State Department, if any, in preparation tor the 
foreign policy debate that's coming next Sunday? 


A I said, we have indicated that the Secretary 
will be, has been, as a regular matter of dealing with his 
responsibilities in the formulation and articulation of 
policy with the President. He's participating in a 
general way and also is here and has been, I think, 
doing some other things, or will be. I am not sure what 
schedules are, so he said that, and John has indicated 


that before. 


Beyond that, I don't know specifically. There 
are obviously preparations going forth, and 1 think we 
would be careful to do whatever we do do within the 
appropriate constraints. 


Q Thank you. 


A You'ce welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:52 p.a.) 
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THURSDAY, OCTOBER 18, 1984, 12:19 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. A few 
announcements on speeches, texts, things like that. 


Available in the Press Office is the prepared 
text of the Secretary before the Rand-UCLA Soviet Studies 
Conference. I would call your attention to the fact that 
it is embargoed until time of delivery which is 8:30 p.m. 
Pacific Time, 11:30 p.m. Eastern Daylight Time. 


There will be a Q and A session following the 
Secretary's speech. The address will be given at the 
Beverly Wilshire Hotel in Los Angeles. If you wish to 
cover it, please contact Paul Weeks of Rand at Area Code 
213 393-0411. 


Q Copies of the speech will be here when? 


A Copies of the speech are available after the 
briefing. 


Q Just for the cecord, you are not planning to 
pipe in the Q and A are you? 


A At 11:30 p.m. tonight? 


Q Yes. Just for the record, just for the 
recocd. 

A I don't -- 

Q Why not? 

A I don't think so. 

Q Could you call us up and put it on the phone 
Line? 


We will give you a call-out on that. 
Will you be here? 


A I'll be here if you'll be here. Secondly, 
Secretary Shultz will address a luncheon meeting of the 





Los Angeles World Affairs Council tomorrow, October 19th, 
at the Los Angeles Hilton Hotel. The speech is scheduled 
for 12:45 p.m Pacific Time, which is, again, 3:45 Eastern 
Time, embargoed. Text will be available following the 
briefing today. 


Q Both? 


A How about that? I think we can stop the 
briefing at this point while we're ahead. 


Q Subject? 

A There will be -- it is a speech looking 
ahead at foreign policy. I don't have the exact title. 
Do you cemember the title? 


MR. CARLSON: “A Look Forward --" 


MR. ROMBERG: “A Look Forward at Foreign Policy” 
or something of that sort. 


Q (Inaudible) 
A Well, cead it carefully. 
Q Eabacgoed for tomorrow? 


A Eabargoed for tomorrow. There will be a 
Q and A following that, and in that case, barring 
technical difficulties, indeed the program will be piped 
live here into the Press Room. For live coverage out 
there, foc anybody interested, please contact Leslie 
McGhee at the Council, which is 213 628-2333. 


In addition, the Secretary will speak at the Park 
Avenue Synagogue in New York City at 8:00 p.@. on 
Thucsday, October 25th. His address will be on “Tercrorcisa 
and the Modern World", and it is a pact of the Synagogue's 
Shecc Institute of Adult Jewish Studies 1984-85 progran. 


We have been informed that the writing press is 
welcome to cover, but the evening is closed to electronic 
media because of insufficient coom. If you have 
questions, please contact the Synagogue Executive Director, 
Barcie Modlin, Area Code 212 369-2600. I understand there 
will be Q and A and we hope to have an advance text. 








Q What time will it start? 
A 8:00 p.m.., Thucsday, October 25. 
Q That text will not be available today? 


A Not today. Don't push your luck. Okay. 
Happy to take questions. 


Q Alan, speaking of tercrocisa, any comment 
today on this CIA document which is interpreted by sgany 
people as advocating terrorism? 


A Not specifically. Obviously we don't 
comment on alleged intelligence information. I believe 
that if you will check with the CIA -- and you really 
should get youc informacion from thea -- you will find 
that they cectainly will be responding to the 
Congressional Committee's request for information, and so 
they will be doing that, and obviously what I said 
yestecday stands in terms of ouc view of terrorism and the 
view of assassination, which is involved in the Executive 
Orders which obtain. 


Q Alan, two questions about that. First, Ed 
Boland, the Chairman of the Intelligence Committee, says 
that it is a foreign policy disaster, which would seem to 
be the realm of the State Department, and I wondered if 
you would have a cesponse to the fact of its publication 
if not its use? 


A Again, I am not going to comment on the 
cepocts of the existence of such a pamphlet. That gets us 
back into the area that I just am not prepared to address 
for ceasons of usual practice and principle. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on the story 
in The Washington Post today cegarding -- that this 
Administration had a specific celiable warning that 
explosives had been trucked into Lebanon, into Beirut, and 
that the Embassy was the specific target, one of the 
specific targets. 


A Actually. I think you are aisquoting the 
cepoct, frankly, because I think it talked about 
assessments, but in any case, obviously we have said 
before there were a number of intelligence reports of 
possible tercorist activity against U.S. Government 
personnel and facilities in the Beircut area. However, we 





had no specific knowledge of the time. place or method of 
the actual attack which did take place against the Embassy 
Annex. - 


I might also note that that report suggested 
there was a side coad which was unimpeded. To the best of 
ouc knowledge, that is not true. There apparently is some 
soct of a side road that goes off of a road behind that 
Annex, but, in fact, it is impeded by berm and areas that 
ace difficult to get over. So, anyway. I'll leave that. 

Q By what? 

There is a bera. 
What is a berm? 
A mound -- 


A hillock. 


ry Oo FF O F 


Thank you, George. 


Q Were you aware of a large amount of 
explosives that was brought into Beicut? 


A Il am not going to get into the specifics of 
what intelligence information is oc is not available, 
Mike. The fact is, as I say, there are threats all the 
time, and there ace reports all the time of this, that or 
the othec kind of activity in general terms that may take 
place. As I say, though, there is no specific information 
regarding the time, method, place of the actual attack 
which took place. 


Q The means, the explosives, there is nothing 
specific on that? 


A Well, there are all sorts of ceports of 
dittecent kinds of terccocist plans which may oc may not 
take place. Obviously we take seriously whatever we get, 
= I think that goes without saying and it applies in 
this case. 


Q Alan, just to clarify it, you are saying no 
specific information about place, time and method. The 
ceport says that the U.S. had -- that an intelligence 
assessment had nacrowed the targets to two. Wow, if you 
did know that it was one of those two targets, then you 
could still say, “Well, we didn't have specific knowledge 
of the target,” but -- had you narrowed it? 





A I don't have that kind of assessment to give 
you, but I would point out to you that the gmajority of the 
Embassy operation had indeed moved to the Annex. There 
was also --I think that the report this morning talked 
about the cesidence at Yarze, where there was also a 
faicly lacge American presence. So, if you want to say 
those are where Amecicans were mostly concentrated, one 
could say that; that would be fact. But the fact is that 
-- go back to what we have said before about soving from 
West Beircut to the Annex based on the judgment that 
despite the fact that all the security measures were not 
complete at the Annex, it was nonetheless safer to be 
there than to be at the -- have the majority of tie 
opecations at the West Beircut facility. 


Q Alan, has the State Department completed 
that ceport that you said started about a month ago? 


A No. There was a team which has been out in 
the acea and has come back. It has put some material 
togethec, but that effort continues, and 1 can't predict 
foc you precisely when that report will be completed. 


Q Alan, do you have anything to say about the 
individual who was quoted in The Washington Post as saying 


it was an intelligence disaster? 
A No. 


Q Alan, what is the current state of alert in 
the Beicut Embassy, and all overseas embassies? Is it 
still the same as it was a week ago when the worldwide 
alect was put out? 


A I don't cemember frankly when -- now, with 
all that has gone on -- when the last alert was. I think 
we have told you basically that people are on a very high 
state of alert. I can't compare it sort of day-to-day, 
and I don't think it is going to be profitable to talk 
about specific threats ceceived at specific posts. There 
have been ceporcts in the press about a number of such 
threats, and it just isn't, I think, in the interests of 
the safety of the people involved to be talking about 
that. But obviously, as I say, there is, unfortunately, a 
flow of this kind of ceporting -- fortunate in the sense 
that maybe it provides a warning, but unfortunate in the 
sense that maybe people wish us ill, and others. But in 
any case, all such ceporcts are taken seriously, and action 
is taken as deemed appropriate. 





Q #£ Is it true that, as suggested in that 
Woodward ceport, that anyone coming up to the Embassy has 
to disembark from his vehicle and -- 


A I guess I would have to ask you to check 
with your colleagues in Beicut, frankly. 


Q It is easier to talk to you. 


A I know, but I think you probably have folks 
on the ground. 


Q How about the statement in the piece that 
the U.S. now has another ceporct saying there will be 
another attack within the timefcame of now to November 6th? 


A As 1 say. I am not going to get into the 
question of specific ceports about specific locations, be 
it Beicut or any place else. I just don‘t think that it 
is in the interests of prudence orc safety to do that. 


Q You have talked in the past about having a 
flood, oc being inundated by rceports of possible threats 
against American officials in the Middle East and 
elsewhere. Does that characterization still hold? 


A Unfoctunately, it is still true. 


Q The moving of the Embassy from West Beirut 
to East Beicut in the Annex, was this intended to phase 
out completely the Eabassy in West Beicut, orc -- 


A No. That was maintained. The complex there 
was maintained, as you know, and there were certain 
functions that were being carried out there. 





Q Actually. it was an idea to have two 
Eabassies, one in East and one in West? 


A No. There was an Embassy Annex that was set 
up in East Beicut at that time, and we went through this. 
A lacge pact of that had to do with concerns for security, 
and we didn't have an ideal Embassy site at that point to 
go to, so that was something to be looked to, to the 
future. But this was a measure which was taken, deemed 
appropriate, in the interests of various things. including 
safety. 


Mike. 


Q Alan, new subject, on the Ican/Icaq war: 
Have you got any information for us regarding an offensive 
by Ican? 


A Not ceally. Obviously, we've seen a lot of 
media ceporting on that, but we don't have additional 
information on it. So there is quite a bit of media 
reporting and I guess it comes out of Ican and Iraq, but I 
don't have anything to add to it. 


Q Alan, is there any reconsideration of the 
establishment of the new premises of the Embassy in Beirut 
-~- aftec the bombing. I sean? 


a I don't know where we stand, frankly. on the 
question of, “What do we do now?" and where we set up. and 
so on. I guess at this point, we're not quite ceady to 
reach those conclusions. 


Q Could I ask you about the Contadorca Group's 
announcement that they would undertake to cevise the 
agreement? Do you have any comment on that? 


a Well, the Contadoca cepresentatives did 
announce in Madcid that they were cesponding in parcticularc 
to concerns caised by the Central American countries that 
submitted theic comments about the draft, as cequested by 
the Contadorca Four. The United States fully supports this 
process in the belief that the best means of resolving the 
regional issues in Centcal America is an agreement that 
seciously addresses the concerns of all the states in the 
region. 


Q Copy of that? 


; 
; 


SOTE 





A Yes. 


Q You‘ce saying that these are the requests 
made by Central American countcies. Those wouldn't be the 
same ones that the Secretary of State carried to Central 
America last week, would they? 


A Well. I've indicated before we've had 
extensive discussion with the countries involved; the 
Secretary did on his trip -- with the Central American 
states, with the members of the Contadora Four group, and 
so on. 


We've also indicated that those concerns were 
generally shaced, that different countcies emphasized 
diftecent concecns of theic own, but that in general, 
concerns on vecification, simultaneity, and so on were 
concerns that the Centcal American countcies had. But the 
concerns expressed to the Contadorca Four and the comments 
subaitted were submitted by the Central American states, 
not by the United States. 


Q Alan, anything on Papandreou's allegations 
about U.S. policy? 


A Yes, I do. First, I guess I'd have to note 
that we've only seen press rceports of the Prime Minister's 
statement, and we don't have a text of his cemarks, so I 
can only address it in a general way. 


Assistant Secretary Perle met with Prime Minister 
Papandceou and other Greek officials cecently to discuss a 
wide cange of issues. These meetings. which had been 
scheduled for several weeks, took place in a friendly 
atgosphere. 


The U.S. values its fciendship with Greece, and 
has made cleac its desire for good U.S.-Greek relations. 
What is needed, frankly. is a similac approach by the 
Papandceou government. 


Q Copy? 
A Yes. 


Q Alan, anything on allegations by some 
academic experts oc authorities on international tercrorcisa 
that the Papandreou govecnment has made a tacit agreement 
with Middle Eastern terccocists to allow Athens to be used 
as a base as long as Greek interests arcen't harmed? 








A No, I don't have anything on that. 


Q Do you have any comment on the speech of 
Egyptian Defense Minister Abu Ghazala to a joint 
Egyptian-Sudanese group about Iscaeli intentions in the 
acea and the condemnation of Israel in that speech that 
was -- 


A This was some time or some days ago? 
Q Wo, yesterday. 
A Well, mo, I don't. 


Q Alan, is there anything specific you would 
like to see the Greek Government do? You said “general 
approach" here, but -- 


A Well, I think we've talked before about 
cectain areas. I don't have anything beyond what I said 
today. 


Q There ace some cepocts that some of the 
meabers of the Coorcdinadora have been discussing the 
possibility of holding a national dialogue in Nicaragua 
with the Sandinistas after the elections. Would that 
improve the United States’ image of Nicacagua as meeting 
some of the objectives in the Contadorca process? 


A Well. I don't -- I'm not aware of those 
reports, frankly. and I don't know what that consists of, 
so I'm not ceally in a position to address it. I think 
that.ouc concerns for free and faic elections and the 
allowing of the Coordinadora to participate under the 
tecas of the agreement, which they apparently rceached, but 
was then backed out on in Rio -- backed out on by the 
Sandinistas -- that is where we would put ouc emphasis. 


Q Ace you saying an agreement was ceached? 


A Well, there were reports -- I saw the same 
cepocts you did -- that there had been agreement, that Mr. 
Acce put out some teres, and that that was agreed to, and 
I saw ceporcts coming out of Nicacagua that the 
Coordinadoca endocsed that last week. It included, as I 
cecall, delaying the elections so that there would be 
ample time for campaigning and also various tecas having 
to do with free campaigning and access to the media and to 
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the public. So it is the emphasis on that election and 
whether it is going to be free and faic that I would call 
youc attention to. 


Q May I just follow, because I's not sure I 
understand. 


A Well, go ahead. 


Q Ace you saying that last week, when the 
Coordinadorca said that it was willing to take pact in the 
elections under those teres -- 


A Uh-huh. 
Q -- that an agreement was possible? 


A I think that's something you would have to 
ask the Sandinistas, whether they were willing to go back 
to an agreement, or to tercas they apparently had put out. 
But we cectainly hope that that would be able to take 
place. 


How about, then, an ABC report saying that 
U.S. officials are expecting new attacks from the airc by 
Icanian teccorcists flying at low altitude in saall planes? 


A Again, I'm not going to get into the 
question of specific information with cespect to specific 
possible attacks. 


Q Alan, cegarcding the shooting death of the 
Chinese-American journalist by the name of Henry Liu in 
Los Angeles a few days ago -- 


A Uh-huh. 


Q ~~ the Washington Post has a story today 
quoting a State Department official as saying that the 


assassinations by Taiwan agents are “certainly a 
possibility.* 


Does this statement rceflect the State 
Depactment's position? 


A Well, we'ce aware of the tragic death of Mr. 
Liu, and we understand the police are investigating the 
ccime. We don't believe that it is proper to comment on 
pemeed es motives oc pecpetcatocs while the matter is under 
nvestigation, and any fucthec inguicies should be 
dicected to the appropriate Califocnia police authorities. 





il 


Q Alan -- 


A I aight mote that we don't have any 
inforgation suggesting that Taiwan authorities were 
lavolved in the case, but again, you've really got to go 
to the police authorities. 


Q Do you have anything new cegarcding the 
cesults of the talks held by Secretary Weinberger in 
Iscael with the Iscaeli Government regarding Iscael's 
position on Lebanon? 


A No, I don't. 
Ralph. 


Q Alan, to come back for just a second to 
something on the contra book. You said that you would not 
comment on cepocts of the existence of such a book. Are 
you trying to suggest in any way that the book doesn't 
exist -- 


a No, I'm just trying -- 
Q -- of that it wasn't published orc -- 


A No, I'm tcying -- trying -- not to address 
the issue because we don't address intelligence 
questions. I'am not trying to steer you one way or another 
on that; I'm just not -- I don't want to get into the 
question of those cepocts,. basically. ° 


Q If it existed physically in your presence, 
would it still be considered an intelligence question that 
you wouldn't be able to address? The Committee has 
practically cicculated it around town -- 

A Well -- 


Q -- quite widely. 


A That still would not be a question for us to 
addcess from here. If you wanted to address questions to 
CIA, since it's alleged that it is a CIA publication or 
document, then I would suggest you do that. 
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Q But the policy ieplied in it is a policy in 
which the State Depactment. presumably. would have had, at 
least, some input if not -- 


A Well. you could say that about anything. 
Ralph, that has any foreign implication. I'm afraid l'e 
going to have to (inaudible) 


Q Just for the cecord on that, is it still the 
U.S. policy that it is not seeking the overthrow of the 
Sandinista govecnment in Wicacagua by force? 


A Yes. 


Q Alan, we know what Iscael's demands or 
conditions ace foc withdrawing from southern Lebanon. Do 
we know what Syria's ace in any similac way, something 
solid, some definite set of conditions? 


A Well. as 1 said before, I'm not going to get 
into the question of what the various parties -- Syria, 
Lebanon, oc Iscael -- think specifically about how that 
may all be accanged, and | ceferc you back to what I've 
said now for two days. 


Q Alan, I would Like to go back to my question 
about Defense Minister, Egyptian Defense Minister Abu 
Ghazala, because his speech is in FBIS today, and two days 
ago there was in the Washington Times an article by Dr. 
Joyce Starc from the CSIS, saying that the Iscaelis are 
apprehensive that Egypt is preparing for war, and the 
Egyptians ace also at the same time saying that Israel is 
prepacing for war. 


Can you look into these things and possibly 
(inaudible) 


A No. I think that's a question -- Obviously, 
we view that celationship as very important and don't know 
of any inclination by either pacty to pull away from the 
treaty celationship that they have. 


In tecms of the state of theic celations and 
problems they have in that celationship, those are 
questions which we. obviously. would like to see eased; 
but they ace foc the Governments of Egypt and Iscael to 
address -- not for us. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on the report 
cicculating in the Acab world about -- 














13 


A I'm socry. ceports about -- | 


-- circulating in the Arab world about the 
Sycian President seeking a strategic alliance, agreement, 
with the Soviet Union? 


A No, I don't have anything on it. 


Q Alan, on Contadora, do you have anything on 
the meeting in Honduras Friday. or tomorrow, and 
pacticularcly on whether United States officials are 
involved in trying to help them work out, or consulting 
with them on how they should work out theic approach? 


A Well, I don't have a lot on it. First of 
all, I don't know at this point what the status of it is. 
I've seen ceports that Nicaragua says that it will not 
attend, and we think that's unfortunate, that Nicaragua is 
not going to take advantage of this opportunity to meet 
directly with its neighbors and negotiating partners in 
the Contadora process. 


As far as a U.S. role is concerned, this is not a 
meeting in which the U.S. is to be involved; it's a 
meeting of the Central American countries. 

Q Thank you. 


A O.K. You'ce welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:40 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: I hope you have early lunch plans. 
(Laughter) 


O.K. Let's go ahead. This should be short and 
sweet. 


Just wanted to tell you. in terms of the speech 
today that the Secretary is giving at the Los Angeles 
World Affairs Council, for the sake of time he's not going 
to be reading all the words that are written in the text 
that we have released to you on an embargoed basis; 
nonetheless, the text as prepared for delivery is the text 
that counts, O.K.? So don't worry that he isn't uttering 
all of the words that are in there. That is a full text, 
and he stands by that text. 


Q All the political words? 


A Also a reminder, because we will not convene 
again before next Monday morning, that the Secretary will 
have acceptance remarks upon receipt of the humanitarian 
award from the National Conference on Soviet Jewry at 
theic National Assembly on Monday, October 22, at 8:30 
a.m. That event will be in the Federal Room* of the 
Capitol Hilton Hotel. I think we've given you the 
information, but let me remind you that if you plan to 
cover, you should be in touch with either Nancy Albrecht 
oc Mycna Shinbaum, at the Capitol Hilton, 393-1000. 


Q When does he get back? Sunday? 


A No, he will be back early -- we can talk 
about his schedule Later. 


That's it for announcements. 
Q Is he on “Meet the Press?" 


A Well, why don't we talk about his schedule 
later? 





* WOTE: Late moved to the Congressional Room. 





Q Alan, do you have any comment on a statement 
issued, made today in Moscow by the Foreign Ministry 
briefer? 

A Excuse me, John. I wonder if I could have 


your attention. Go ahead. 


Q -- a statement made this morning in Moscow 
by the Foreign Ministry briefer, Mr. Lomeiko, saying that 
the Soviet Union would accept a mutual freeze including 
allowing the Pershing and cruise missiles that were 
installed last year by the U.S. to remain in place in 
Europe and a somewhat less definitive statement saying 
that those missiles need not be removed in order for arms 
talks to resume? 


A Haven't seen that, Ralph. 


Q Would you at least take the idea of looking 
into -- looking to see whether there is anything to be 
said about that? 


A Sure. 


Q Anything, Alan, on the ceport of an 
evacuation in Beirut of U.S. dependents? 


A Yes. We have in fact, on a temporary basis, 
removed all of the dependents from Beirut. There is a 
reorganization, obviously, of embassy operations going on, 
and there are security-enhancement measures being taken, 
undertaken, in the wake of the terrorist incident, and so 
they have been moved out during this situation. 


I think, Greg -- and the figures are a little 
squishy -- but I think six is the right number, total. 
But there may have been one -- I saw the Embassy spokesman 
said five, but there may have been one who left at an 
earlier time, and so on; but it's a small number of people 
we're talking about. 


Q Where did they go to? 


A I think that they are in various locations 
deen Lebanon and Washington. Theic orders, I think, 
#ould authocize them to travel to Washington, but they are 

free to stop along the way and set up housekeeping. 


Q Any time element in how long they're going 
to be out? 











A No. I think that, again, will depend on the 
security situation, and we will continue to review that on 
a continuous basis. 

Q Does it reflect new threats? 

A I think it ceflects the overali. situation in 
the wake of the bombing and the situation in Beirut 
overall, rather than any one specific thing. 

Q Alan, why have you waited until now? 

Q (Inaudible) 

A O.K. Sorry. 

Q Why have you waited until now? 

A It's a question of looking at the situation 
and seeing what steps seemed appropriate, and a decision 
was taken to do that. 

How many Embassy -- 


If our policy -- 


Excuse me. Go ahead, Jack. 


co ry OO DO 


How many Embassy employees are there now 
opecating in Beirut right now? 


A I don't have a number on that, and I think 
that that question is under review, too, to see what 
should be done about that. 


Q Alan, do you have any information on other 
Americans in Beirut who have left, taking a cue from this? 


A No, I don't. 


Q Is it possible they may draw down to a 
considerably smaller number? 

A You mean of the officials? 

Q Yes. 

A I think that the question of what the 


appropriate level will be is, as 1 said before, Bernie, 
under review, and | just can't predict for you what the 





number will be. I don't -- I'm not trying to hide 
something from you, but I just -- that decision hasn't 
been taken. So, clearly, 1 think one will want to look at 
the possibility of reducing excess personnel. On the 
other hand, we obviously also are going to maintain that 
Embassy and perform the Embassy functions. 


Q Can you take for us the question of how many 
people are there now? Is that a difficult number to 
acquire? 


A I will see what I can get on numbers of 
people. 


Q Can you expand on your phrase “security 
enhancements" in connection with this decision? 


A No. 
Bill. 
Q l was just going to ask you, if you were 


taking that question, Alan, if it were at all possible, if 
somebody's doing the research, how many employees did we 
have at the Embassy during normal times -- that is to say, 
you Know, two years ago -- relatively normal times. What 
was considered to be the full complement of how many 
people were needed in Beirut? 


A Uh-huh. O.K., well, let -- 


Q Say two years ago, so you know -- the top of 
ouc -- when Dillon was Ambassador, for example. 


A O.K. I'LL check on that. 


Q What is the distribution of personnel now? 
The Annex is still closed down, cight? 


A I'm not sure if there is anybody actually 
operating because I don't think that that eatirce building 
was made unusable, so there may be a few people who are 
operating out of part of that. 1 don't Know at this point. 


Q So the Ambassador -- the people at the 
Ambassador's cesidence -- 


A Mostly they'ce operating out of the 
residence. 








Q Also, but still at the Embassy in West 
Beirut, too, cight, or is it closed? 


A I'm not aware that they've rcesumed 
operations in West Beirut. 


There was a report in the last day or two 
that there is a new threat, some new threat. Was this 
addressed at all? 


A Yesterday. 


Q And are you expecting an escalation in this 
situation there? 1 mean, can we understand that, an 
escalation in the Beirut area? 


A I‘m sorry. I can't hear you. 


Q Are you expecting an escalation of the 
security problem or any problem in Beircut? 


A I don't have anything -- I don't have 
anything new to say about that. As I said earlier, the 
movement of the dependents out is not related to any one 
specific thing. It's celated to the general situation, 
the general reorganization, thoughts going into the 
Embassy operation, and the security situation in general. 
So I think 1 would peg it to that cather than to a 
specific thing. 


Q Was this a cecommendation made by the daily 
meeting group rere, or was this a cecommendation made by 
the Embassy -- by the Ambassador? 


A It certainly is something that has been 
discussed both by the Embassy in communications with 
Washington and in the morning meeting, so 1 can't tell you 
where what originated and so on, but it's been thoroughly 
vetted. 


Q l guess the reason I'm asking is to 
deteimine whetherc this is something that, on the ground in 
Lebaron, they felt you needed -- it would be better to 
have tower people, oc whether as a policy matter, dealing 
with teccocism in general and dealing with the Middle East 
and with the Lebanon negotiations and so on, whether at a 
broadwt level it was decided that since personnel sight be 
reduced, you ought to get the dependents out first? 


Ls 1 would peg it to what I just said, which is 
the cecduction of the -- the departure of the dependents is 





related to the factors that I've just given you, rather 

than trying to broaden it out beyond that. But I don't 

think I'm going to get into, specifically, who made what 
recommendations when on that thing. 


Q When did they leave? 


A I don't know precisely when they left. It's 
been over the last several days, I guess. 


Q This week? 


a It may go -- no; well, the process goes back 
over a week. But when people actually left Beicut, I 
don't Know. 


Q They take scheduled airclines, cight? They 
don't take military planes or -- 


A Well, IL‘m not sure how they go. I'‘a@ not 
sure of that, Jack. 


Q Alan, just to make it clear what -- ay 
request a bit more precise, let us say if we could get a 
figure of before the first terrorist attack on the U.S. 
Embassy in April of ‘83. What would have been the 
complement before terrorist attacks began? 


A Uh-huh. 
Q That's what I'm looking for. 


Q Aftec the explosion, the last explosion, you 
said you had 99 Americans in the Embassy, 1 mean in the 
Annex, and you moved them to the Ambassador's cesidence. 
Is that cight? 


A Well, I don't know how many are still thece 
at this point. As we pointed out at that time, there were 
quite a number of temporary duty personnel there, a number 
of them, in fact, in connection with the Embassy security, 
or the Annex security enhancements as well as at the 
downtown facility. So I just don't know what the number 
is at this point. 


Yes? Did you have a question? 





Q On El Salvador, the New York Times today 
ceported that -- quoted Colonel Monterrosa as saying the 


offensive going on in Morazan, one of the ideas was to 
captuce guerrilla commanders ceturcning from La Palma. 


Il have two questions about that. One, can we 
assume that that was under Duarte's instructions; two, 
what does that say about good faith in hum: zing the war 
and all that, if the guerrilla commanders ate going to be 
captuced when they leave the talks? You know, can you 
really expect to have future talks, and what is the U.S. 
position on this? 


A Well, you have to talk to the Salvadorans 
about theic commands and who made what decisions. I guess 
one could ask the same questions about the guerrillas’ 
announcements that people should stay off the highways. I 
don't think L's going to get into the question of who's 
doing what at this point. The fact is that they've met; 
they've agreed to meet again. Humanizing the war is one 
of the issues they're going to talk about. 


Ralph? 


) Can we assume that these five or six 
dependents that have left Beirut are now here in the 
United States; and, if so, where? 


A No, I don't think that. Wo. As I say, they 
could be anywhere, and I think they are between Lebanon 
and Washington, and I'@ not going to provide information 
where they are. I think they can be left to theirc 
privacy, but they have authorization to travel as far as 
Washington; they can stop off along the rcoute. 


Q Alan, would you Link this to Secretary 
Mucphy's tcip out there in any way? 


A Not specifically. The fact is that he is 
the Assistant Secretary for the rcegion, so -- 1 mean, it's 
hacd to detach it from Assistant Secretary Mucphy. per se, 
but I don't knew what you'rce trying to get at. 


Q I mean, did he recommend this? 


na Oh, l'a@ not going to get into the question 
of who cecommended what. Max. Il'am not trying to lead you 
way oc another, but I'm just going to stay away from -. 





9 Is that security ceport done yet -- the 
State Deparctment ‘s? 


A I was asked about that yesterday, and I 
indicated that therce had been some work on it, that the 
team had been out, had come back, and that there was other 
work which is yet to be done. I don't have a time yet. 


Q Do you happen to know, in the wake of the 
Gromyko visit here, whether there have been any follow-up 
talks with the Russians either in Moscow or here? 


A I think that Rick Buct indicated, in a 
television interview the other day, that we anticipated 
that the Secretary would be following up. as was 
indicated, indeed, during the time of Mr. Gromyko's visit 
here. I don't think that's taken place yet. But 
obviously there are always talks at various levels, so I 
don't want to leave the impression that there's no 
contact; but in terms of, say, that level of talks, that 
hasn't -- that's anticipated. 


Q What about Moscow? 


A 1 don't know whether Act Hactman's talked 
with people. 


9 Alan, have you caught up with these reports 
of new Soviet suggestions or proposals of something made 
today. one of which is -- 


Ly I think this may be what Ralph asked before 
~~ the Lomeiko press briefing. 


Q I came in late. It may well have, yeh. 


A Okay. I said I would take a look and see if 
there's anything to cespond to. I wasn't aware, frankly. 
of that press briefing. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on this report 
coming from Iscael saying that the U.S. Administration 
leaders made it clear to Prime Minister Peres that they 
underci ore that the Reagan initiative had already been 
dead, a * that they considec this one of the sain 
achieverasts of the Israeli delegation here? 


A No. L‘'@ not aware of the ceport, but 
obviously we don't consider the President's initiative 








dead. It's out there, it's a serious proposal, and we've 
talked about it many times. I don't have anything new to 
say about it today. but it certainly is considered the 
basis of the U.S. policy for those issues. 


Q Alan, aS a general -- back to El Salvador -- 
if, indeed, the General was quoted correctly in El 
Salvador that one of the goals was to deal with guerrilla 
leaders as they were leaving the La Palma area, is that an 
acceptable approach for the United States? I mean, 1 know 
it's theic war. 


A Yeah. You'ce asking me about a newspaper 
report about a quote that may or may not have been 
accurate from a Salvadoran who may oc may not have said it. 


The fact is, of course, that meeting took place 
several days ago, and there has been a lot of military 
activity on both sides since then. 


As 1 said, in cesponse to the earlier question, I 
think if you want to raise questions about what is 
happening in the wake of that meeting, you might want to 
ask the same questions about what the guercillas have said 
about people staying off the highways and the operations 
that they've launched. So 1 don't think that, really, 
it's going to be fruitful for us to address it in those 
terms. 


Obviously, they did not reach any agreement nor 
am | aware they particularly discussed a cease-fire at 
this point, 680 that's something for them to address for 
themselves. 


Q On another topic, Alan, have you got 
anything on -- 


Q Same subject? 

a Go ahead, Greg. 

Q Just on that, as long as we're on the 
subject. do we consider that there is an offensive 
underway on the pact of the Salvadoran gwilitarcy? 


A I don't know. I can't give you a definition 
on it. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on a U.S. 
silitacy cescue gsission in the Persian Gulf today, a U.S. 
Naval rescue sission? 
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A I don't know. I guess I'd have you ask you 
to check with the Pentagon. 


Q Do you have information -- 


Q Do you have anything on Murphy's travel 
plans in the neac future? 


A We had something on that. I don't have 
details. I think, in fact, all I could ceally give you at 
this point is that he has gone out to the region. He 
left, I think, yesterday and he is going to Colombo, I 
think. 1 don't know whether he has a stop before he gets 
there, but he's going there for some consultations with 
both Sci Lanka and, 1 think, Amecican officials. I don't 
have an onward schedule. We will, I think, do our usual 
and not try to project specific stops for obvious reasons. 


9 Will he be going to the Middle East or to 
South Asia? Can you be that specific? 


Ls 1 think he's probably likely to go to both 
South Asia and some stops in the Middle East, but I don't 
have a specific itinerary at this point. 


Q Would he be expected to Link up with 
Acmacost? 


A 1 don't think so, Mike. 


Q Is the Secretary going to see the President 
before the debate Sunday night? 

A Well, the Secretary is, of course, in 
California. He comes back -- he will come back during the 


course of the weekend, but I don't know what the 
President's plan is. He saw the President, I think, a 
couple of times in the Last couple of days. He saw hia 
yesterday and the day before. I'm not aware of another 
planned meeting, but I may be -- I may not be totally up 
to date. 


Q Alan, do you have anymore information about 
the clashes between Icaq and the Icanians at the beginning 
of the big attack? 


a 1 don't have anything on that. 


9 Anything on the paaphiet? 
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A No. 


Q Alan, do you have any updating on the status 
of the Ras Banas bases or facilities in Egypt? 


A No, I don't. 


Q No talks going on between the United States 
and Egypt regarding the base? 


A Well, it's an Egyptian facility. in any 
case. I'm not -- I don't have any update on it at this 
point. 


Q Administration officials have said that the 
pamphlet was produced by a contract employee of the CIA. 
The cartoon book that came out a few months ago, was that 
also by a cartoon -- by a -- 


A Excuse me, I think I've said I didn't have 
anything to say about all of that. 


Yes, Bill? 


Q Anything on a status report on the talks 
with the Vietnamese Foreign Minister on both the Amerasian 
children and the political detainees? 


A Well, there was, as I think you're aware, a 
meeting between Mr. Childress of the National Security 
Council Staff and Foreign Minister Thach. 


Just to review where we were on that particular 
meeting, our agenda for that meeting was Limited to 
humanitarian issues of concern to the United States in a 
bilateral context with Vietnam. Those included the 
POW/MIA issue, Amerasian children and persons who are 
still held under detention by the authorities in Vietnam 
because of their association with either the former 
Government of South Vietnam or with the United States 
prior to 1975. 


Those subjects had been previously discussed, 
both in Hanoi in February and earlier this month in Geneva. 


All I ceally can say at this point is that Mr. 
Childress' meeting with Mr. Thach continued the progress 
on these issues, but I don't have a specific state of play 
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to give you overall on where we stand on those issues 
except that we are -- we have had discussions, there is 
progress, and that's sort of where we are. 


Q lI guess they obviously didn't agree to a new 
weeting? 


A Well, I don't have anything on where we are 
in terms of follow-up on these issues at this particular 
moment. 


Qo A point of procedure. I think that people 
ought to be allowed to finish theic questions even if you 
don't Like the questions, with respect to the one that is 
being asked here. 


A Yeah. I hear you. I'll also make a 
judgment on how I will rcespond, Greg. 


Q Alan (inaudible) question. Is there any new 
consideration of Lifting the ban on Aeroflot flights to 
this country? 


A Don't have anything new on that for you. 
Bernie? 
Q Did you have any report on Mr. Wisner's 


Visit to Angola: 
A Don't have anything on that. 


Q Did you say that the return of the detainees 
was discussed in February, or did you say that the return 


of the detainees, the Amerasian kids, and -- all three had 
been discussed -- 


A No, these subjects -- that's right. 

Q Alan, do you have anything on the next 
meeting of the military/political committee between Israel 
and the United States? 


A The -- which committee? The joint 
political/military committee? 


Q The joint political/military committee. 


A I don't have anything on that. As you know, 
they agreed initially to meet about twice a year, and I 
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guess the last one was in June. But I don't Know when the 
next formal meeting is scheduled. 


Q Alan, I came in late so this may have been 
asked. But, again, back on Lebanon, what other measures 
are being taken to safeguard the lives of the personnel in 
the Embassy? And are there other types of plans now to 
have some come back to the United States, not only family 
members but also employees? 


A Well, I did indicate earlier that the 
question of the staffing of that Embassy is being looked 


at, and I don't have anything to give you on that at this 
point. 


In terms of specific security measures, that I 
would not go into. I won't do that. 


8) Thank you. 
A Okay. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:21 p.m.) 
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MR HUGHES: I have a housekeeping announcement 
and a couple of statements. Available in the Press Office 
are the remarks of Secretary of State George Shultz before 
the National Assembly of the National Conference on Soviet 
Jewry this morning. The subject of his cemarks was Soviet 
Jewry and U.S./Soviet Relations. 


I have a statement about a kidnapping in Poland of Father 
Jerzy Popieluszko. With respect to reports that Father 
Jerzy Popieluszko, a noted human rights activist in 
Poland, has been kidnapped by unknown individuals, the 
United States Government wishes tc state its concern in 
this matter and express the strong hope that the Polish 
Government will ensure Popieluszko‘s speedy release. 


Finally. a statement on the death of yet another 
Ukcainian human cights activist. On Monday of last week, 
we reported the death of noted Ukrainian human rights 
activist Valeriy Marchenko in a Soviet prison hospital. 

It is therefore with special sadness that we must announce 
the death in prison of yet another prominent Ukrainian 
human cights activist. He was Yuriy Litvin, a former 
member of the Ukrainian Helsinki monitoring group who was 
serving a fifteen year sentence for his human rights 
activities. Reliable sources have informed ouc Embassy in 
Moscow that he died sometime in August in a Soviet labor 
camp. He ceportedly took his own life. 


Yuciy Litvin was a poet and joucnalist who spent 
most of his adult Life in Soviet prisons due to his 
persistent and courageous struggle for human rights in the 
Ukcaine. He served sentences from 1951 to 1953, from 1955 
to 1965 and from 1974 to 1977. Soon after his release 
from prison in 1977, he joined the group set up by 
Ukcainian human rights activists to monitoc Soviet 
compliance with the human rights provisions of the 
Helsinki Final Act. His activities with the group led to 
his arccest in 1979, and he was tried and sentenced to 
three years in prison. Then, cruelly, five months before 
his scheduled release, he was retried on a more serious 
charge and sentenced to a further ten years in prison 
followed by five years in internal exile. 


At the time of his death, Mr. Litvin had spent 20 
of his 50 years in the harsh bleakness of Soviet Labor 
camps. We do not know what special despaic led him to his 








final desperate act. But we do know that he had been 
badly mistreated in prison in the past and had suffered a 
perforated ulcer due to willful neglect while imprisoned 
in 1977. We can only surmise that continuing and willful 
mistreatment by Soviet authorities finally broke him in 
the end. 


Mc. Litvin is one of three prominent Ukrainian 
human cights activists to die in a Soviet prison in the 
past six months. His fellow Helsinki monitor Oleksiy 
Tykhy died last May and Valeciy Marchenko died on October 
7. All three deaths can be attributed to the brutal 
conditions in Soviet labor camps which fail to meet 
minimal standards of human decency. The United States 
Government deplores the systematic persecution of 
courageous Ukcainian human rights activists like Yuriy 
Litvin, Aleksiy Tykhy and Valeriy Marchenko. And we 
condemn the cruel and inhuman treatment they are subjected 
to in prison which so often leads to serious illness and 
death. Once again we call on the Soviet Union to end its 
callous disregard foc human rights and human life. 


Q John, on this, how do we find out this 
infocmation, and do we take this up directly with the 
Soviet Government? Have they cesponded to these 
pacticulac cases? 


A I guess we can't get into the manner in 
which this infocmation comes to us, but, as I said, I 
think ouc Embassy in Moscow is totally convinced of the 
celiability of that information. 


On the question, I won't get into specific 
back-and-forth with the Soviet Union, but I don't think 
there is any question that the Soviet Union is very well 
aware of our concerns and feelings on this and similar 
issues. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 
A Sucre. 


Q John, (inaudible) on both of these, do you 
see any role by the Government in Warsaw and the 
kidnapping of this gentleman? 


A We don't know who is cesponsible for the 
kidnapping, and we ace not making assertions or 
allegations. 


Q A government spokesman said that the 
govecnment had a tip that he had been seen. Do you have 
any credibility in that statement? 


_ 





A No, don't have -- well, it is not a question 
-- it is just simply not being able to comment on such a 
statement. 


Q John, can I caise something that the 
Secretary mentioned in his “Meet The Press“ appearance 
yesterday? He was asked about a published report that Mr. 
Weinberger at an NSC meeting had specifically called for 
the withdrawal of the Marines from Lebanon -- the report 
said five days before the actual bombing there last year. 
The Secretary seemed unusually fuzzy on this subject, 
saying he couldn't remember one meeting from the other, 
but it was quite possible since Weinberger had been 
against the Marines in Lebanon. 


Has he had a chance to think about this or look 
in the cecord? 


A I don't Know that he has taken it any 
further. I think basically what happened was, he was 
asked very specific questions about timing and dates, and 
I suspect, Like most of us, we would find it difficult to 
recall what we were doing on a specific date last October, 
or what specific decisions, but I don't think there is any 
question that the Secretary wasn't responding, and indeed 
is not accepting that there was a specific request. 


What he was doing was offering a general 
assessment of Secretary Weinbergerc's views. 


Q John, what do you mean, “He is not 
accepting?" 


Q Yes, I got caught in that double negative. 
A Sorry. what did I do? 


Q You said, “He is specifically not accepting 
that there was a specific request." 


A Well, what he was not -- first of all, you 
are absolutely correct in saying he couldn't specifically 
remember a meeting on that day, and therefore he wasn't 
addressing that particulac issue. He, at the time, 
couldn't rcemember it. 


Point number two, he is not in any way suggesting 
that there was such a request, because there apparently 
was not. 


Point number three, he was offering a general 
characterization of Secretary Weinberger's views of the 
Macine presence in Lebanon. But in terms of a specific 








request, he was in no way confirming that, because there 
Was not such a request. 


Q Well, he said at the time that there may 
well have been or there may well be. or something like 
that, didn't he. in answer to this question? 


A Well, I think I would go back and look at 
the specific language that he used, but he certainly was 
not conficming such a request. What he was doing was 
characterizing Secretary Weinbergerc's view. 


Q Since he has now characterized Secretary 
Weinbergerc's view, what is his view on -- what was his 
view at that time on the Marines in Lebanon? 


h Well, I think I would refer you to the words 
he used in a number of settings around that time. 


Q John, what is today's headcount at the 
Embassy in Beicut? How many American employees are there? 


A I don't know that we have a specific number 
foc you. I don't Know that I can really take that auch 
fucthec than Alan did last week. I think he gave you a 
review of what we are doing there and what the situation 
is. 


Q You moved some people out during the weekend. 


A Yes. 


2 What is the cange of employees who are there 
now, and why are these -- 


A I can't give you a number, and I don't know 
that anybody ceally wants to be very forthcoming on 
movements of individuals or the presence of specific 
individuals oc numbers in Beirut. I think clearly it is 
prudent to keep those numbers as low as possible at the 
moment, and that is what we are doing. 


Q John, can I ask you about the Secretary, one 
of the Secretary's comments, also that was ceporcted this 
morning, about Israel's request to reschedule or stretch 
theic repayments to the United States? He is quoted as 
having said, “Over my dead body." Did such a thing -- 


A Ah, the Evans and Novak column. 


Q Well, I Knew you wouldn't answec it if I 
said Evans and Novak. 


A That is why I said it was in the Evans and 
Novak column. Well, (a), you Know our feelings about 














Evans and Novak columns, but, (b). I think the Secretary 
has cesponded. I am not aware of such a phrase, and it 
cectainly doesn't seem to be in character with the 
Secretary's comments that he has made about that, which 
are there for all of you to read. 


Q Okay. can I then just follow up? What is 
the Secretary's view if Israel, or not if, actually, it's 
reported it has requested to reschedule its payments to 
the United States? What are the Secretary's views of that? 


A Well, the Secretary's view is that clearly 
the United States wants to be helpful to Israel in its 
time of economic need. Discussions certainly have taken 
place during the visit here of the Israeli Prime Minister 
and the Israeli Foreign Minister. There were general 
discussions about contingencies. a variety cf steps that 
conceivably might be taken, but I think the Secretary has 
made clear that we did not expect those contingencies to 
acise. 


Q John, one other point, is it tcue that the 
West Bank was not discussed in the conversations or the 
talks between Mr. Peres and Mr. Reagan and Mr. Shultz? 


A I cannot answer that because I wasn't here 
at the time, so I honestly don't know. 


Q It is very common -- 

A Let me take a look and see what we might 
have for you on that. 

Lesterc. 

Q Yes. John, last night, as you know, 


President Reagan said, with cegard to the Marines in 
Lebanon, “I will never send troops anywhere on a mission 
of that kind without telling them that if somebody shoots 
at oe they can darn well shoot back, and this is what 
we did." 


Captain J. Fercrcac of the Marine Corps Public 
Information, who was there in Beirut, cecalls that the -- 
what he called the cules of engagement carried by every 
Macine there, cequirced among other things that Marines not 
shoot back unless they could determine who fired, and even 
in this case, they couldn't fire back with a weapon of 
lacgec caliber than used by the snipers, and since Mike 
Bucch of the Department of Defense has admitted during the 
briefing that these cules of engagement for the Marines 
were a mattec for the Regional Security Officer who was a 
State Depactment employee and the Ambassador and the 
Senior Military Officer. In cthec words, you had input 
into these cules of engagement. 


~ 


~S7/¥ 
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Was Secretary Shultz' gracious offer to let his 
own head roll due to the obvious difference between what 
the President wanted if the Marines were fired upon and 
what the State Department ordered in their cules of 
engagement? 


A Somehow in all that, Lester, I lost the kind 
of theme of your question. 


A Well, simply. it is obvious that -- I will 
rephrase it. The State Department helped formulate those 
cules of engagement, which were not what President Reagan 
said he wanted last night. He said, “I would never tell 
the Marines not to fire back if you were fired on." The 
State Department told them exactly the opposite, and I 
Want to know. is this the reason that Secretary Shultz has 
offered graciously to let his head roll? 


A Well, I think you are confusing a couple of 
things. 

Q I might I am here to get cid of confusion. 

A Well, I am not suce I can help you. I don't 


think the President's general commitment to the 
authorization to Marines to defend themselves in general 
is a contcadiction of specific cules of engagement issued 
by commanders in an operational setting at the scene. 


I don't -- I am a little puzzled as to why you 
find such a contradiction. 


Q You see no difference between where he said, 
"... without telling them that if somebody shoots at thea, 
they can darn well shoot back." If they are shot at in 
the night, how can they determine exactly who did the 
shooting if it is dark? 


A Well, I think that is why the commander on 
the scene would make operational judgments as to the cules 
of engagement. 


Q That is different from what the President 
said, but that is all cight. I appreciate your efforts. 


A All cight 


Q John, if I could go back to Friday evening 
foc a moment, I'd like to try to clear up some different 
vecsions of events in El Salvador. Fircst, by asking you 
to offerc the Administration's view of what happened with 
the CIA plane in El Salvador on Friday night -- which 
mountain did it crash on? 





A Il can't because I thought that that had been 
satisfactorily covered over the weekend, so I don't have 
anything -- 


Q You call that -- That's all been resolved 
about why there were two different reports about where it 
had crashed. what it was doing? 


a Well. a difference as to whether the spot 
was some 10 miles from where it -- 


Q -- oc three miles. 
A -- thought it was, in heavy storm weather. 
1°) Yes. 
, BR No. I don't have any. I'‘a@ sure the Embassy 
i ion 
Q Can ycu offer an explanation for why it -- 
A I can't. 
° -- what it was doing in -- 
A I'm suce the Embassy in San Salvador may 


have some clarification. 


Q Can you explain what the plane was doing so 
close to El Salvador, to San Salvador -- 


A I can only ceitercate that it was doing what 
we told you it was doing on Friday, and there certainly 
has been no change in that. 


Q In eithec location, no gatterc which location 
it was actually in, it would have been doing the same 
thing? 

A It was on the mission as we described it. 


Q Was it chasing anothec plane, as has been 
repocted over the weekend? 


A If that's how we described the mission? We 
didn't say it was chasing anothec plane. 


Q That's cight. But ovec the weekend, there 
were subsequent cepocts fcom El Salvador that it was 
chasing another plane. Do you have any comment on those? 

A No. 


Q Do we have any kind of economic analysis of 
what an OPEC production decrease, if it takes place in the 





next week or two to keep prices up, would have on the 
economic recovery here or in Western Europe? 


A I don't, but I'm sure that somewhere in this 
Warren there are people working on such things. 


Q John, Mr. Wisner has returned from his 
latest mission to Angola. Do you have anything on it? 


A Well, I can give you what we have. He came 
back on Thursday evening, had a series of discussions with 
senior Angolan Government officials. The discussions 
tocused on Angolan proposals for a teasonable settlement 
based on Security Council Resolution 435. We consider 
that the talks were constructive in moving the peace 
process forward. We are reviewing the Angolan proposals 
in the expectation of further talks in the near future. 


Q Who are these senior Angolan officials? 


is I don't have a ceadout, Don, on who he spoke 
with. 


Q Can you find out? 


A Let me see whether we can -- let me see if 
we can amplify this furcther. 


Q Is there some further -- You say you're 
thinking about it and all, but is there some other trip orc 
meeting oc something planned now? 


A I think that, given the language we've 
offered you, that's a reasonable deduction. 


Q John, can I ask you just one more thing? We 
take foc granted the fact that you were not going to 
answer questions celating to Evans and Novak. Is this -- 
I @ean is this something that you will not answer, 
questions about columns in the newspapers, orc is it only 
Evans and Novak? 


A Well, one nevec says “never” about anything, 
so 1 presume what may come one incautious day when we 
might be persuaded to respond. I think the fact of the 
mattec is, one ceally isn't interested in pursuing a 
nuaber of highly speculative stories that tend to appear 
in that column. 


Q John, last Wednesday oc Thursday -- I guess 
Wednesday -- when the Secretary was at the Chamber of 
Commerce, rceferccing to the Chernenko interview, he said 
that he planned to follow up on it. 


A Uh-huh. ~~ } 





Q Anything on that? And anything gore on the 
Lomeyko briefing on Friday? 


A Nothing more on the briefing and nothing 
ceally I can give you on the follow-up. I think it 
obviously is a faic inference that at some appropriate 
time the Secretary would meet with Ambassador Dobrynin to 


Q Buct caid that they'd meet this week. 


BR I think he probably did. I don't have any 
date for you. 


Q John. do you have comments on two events in 
Nicacagua? One is the return of Brooklyn Rivera, head of 
Misucasata, to Nicaragua for discussions with the 
Sandinistas. And the other is Virgilio Godoy's 
announcement that he will mot take part in the election 


A Yes. I do, and so far as Brooklyn Rivera is 
concerned, noting that the OAS Interc-Amecican Human Rights 
Commission in June reported that the Sandinistas have 
repeatedly violated the basic cights of the Miskitos, we 
would hope that Mc. Rivera can persuade the Sandinistas to 
cespect human cights, political and individual cights, not 
only of the Miskitos, but of all Nicaraguans. 


And then insofar as the election is concecned, 
we've consistently urged that the Sandinistas establich 
conditions for faic and free elections. Mc. Cruz and his 
supporters have evidently not been satisfied with theic 
efforts to persuade the Sandinistas to guarantee the 
necessary conditions. Now the independent liberals, whose 
candidate for President is a formec Sandinista Cabinet 
Minister, have also ceportedly decided that the 
Sandinistas have still not provided the conditions for 
genuine elections and have authocized theirc leaders to 
withdcaw from the elections unless those conditions are 
established. 


Q Just to follow up, any comment on the ceport 
in The New York Times yesterday that the CIA was 
encouraging Cruz not to take part in the elections, the 
Coordinadora? 


A No. I'll ceply to that in two ways: 
Ficstly. we don't -- we're not spokesmen for the CIA, so 
we don't talk about CIA matters; but secondly, the fact is 
that the United States is not attempting to block 
anybody's pacticipation in the election. Quite to the 
contcacy, we ace for elections, although obviously 
elections conducted within a format that permits freedom 
of assembly. freedom of choice, freedom of the press -- in 
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other words, the kind of normal democratic conditions that 
you would expect if there is to be a truly free election. 


Do you have anything on a meeting that -- 


Can we have a copy of the two? 


y» © 0 


Sure. 


Q Do you have anything on a meeting that the 
U.S. is supposed to have with Vietnam some time this week 
on the MIA issue? 


B There was some guidance last week on that. I 
think, and I don't believe we have anything beyond that to 


STAFF: On a technical meeting? 


MR. HUGHES: Was this a technical meeting between 


the -- 
Yes. Anything beyond last week's? 
A You can pick up the guidance in the Press 
Office. 
Lester. 


Q Last night, President Reagan was asked if, 
as the oldest President in history, he has any doubt about 
his being able to function in time of crisis. I'm sure 
you saw that didn't you, John? 


A Uh-huh. 
(Laughter) What's the next question. 
Q That was the preface. 


A I know. Those are always the set-up ones. 
(Laughter) 


Q Since this question was asked not by a White 
House coccespondent, but by a State Department ceporterc 
with apparent sources in this building, could you assure 
us, ofc could you tell us, John, do you Know of anybody in 
this building who is contending. oc would contend, what 
Mc. Trewhitt suggested as a possiblility? And I have one 
tollow-up. 


A No, I don't know of anybody who is 
suggesting that. 


9 Do you, as a former editor, think that 57319 
there was any possibility that the President would have es 
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waited until this debate to confess his inability to 


function? 
A I‘m not here as a former editor -- 
Q Oh, yeah, I Know, but I'm -- 
A -- I'm here as a spokesman and -- 
Q I'm drawing on youc expertise. 


A Well, I would simply refer you to the 
President's cemarks, -- 


Q Oh, yes. 


A -- but he does not plan to make either age 
Or youth a political factor. 


Q In other words, there was nothing from the 
State Department that would ever suggest to Mr. Trewhitt 
there was any possibility that the President is unable to 
function? 


A Mc. Trewhitt is a very able correspondent, 
and L've not usually been aware that he takes his 
guestions from the State Department. 


Q Well, the question was, nothing from the 
State Department, to your Knowledge, would ever lead Mr. 
Trewhitt to such a suspicion? 





A Not to my knowledge, but -- 
ie) So that it's really -- 


A -- I testify to the sturdy independence of 
Mc. Trewhitt. 


Q It could be described as “Baltimore 
balderdash," couldn't it? 


A You might describe it -- 
Q I, well, I might. 


Q Anything in the security situation in 
Lebanon? 


A No, nothing beyond Alan's readout on Friday 
on numbers. 


Q John, do you have any comment on Egypt's 
guarantee to the freedom of navigation in the Red Sea, 
according to a story this morning? 








12 


A No, I don't. 


Q Do you have any situation report-on the 
Ican/Icaq front? 


A No, I don't. 


Q John, one other debate-related question. 
With cegard to the Philippines, I'm not sure whether it 
Was the way the question was asked or the way people, 
including high officials, talk “off-the-cuff," the upshot 
of what was said in the debate, especially by the 
President, suggested that the alternatives were, in the 
Philippines, for Mr. Marcos or the Communists. 


Does U.S. policy see that as the alternatives in 
this case? 


A Well, I don't think the President was 
narccowing on the situation that fac. I mean, I think 
there is ceéctainly recognition on everybody's part that 
there are other forces working for democratic change in 
the Philippines. I think what the President was saying 
Was that the Philippines have been a sturdy ally of the 
United States, and his policy is to try to work with 
President Marccos' government for the kind of change and 
reform that we would like to see. 


Insofac as the Communist possibility was 
concerned, he is, was, referring, I think, to the facts, 
that there is a very vigorous Communist insurgency in the 
Philippines, and if one were to look for a non-democratic 
change of govecnment, it would come Likely from that 
pacticulac source and, clearly, that would not be 
something that the United States would find satisfactory. 


Q I guess, to put it more sharply, does the 
United States Govecnment see any alternatives to Marcos 
other than the Communists in this situation? 


A Well, as ! say, I think there certainly is 
recognition that there are other forces in the Philippines. 


Q John, as a follow to that, you said in yourc 
response to Don's first question that, “It is a policy to 
try to work for the kind of change we would like to see." 
Is it understood we would like to see a change? 


A Oh, I don't think there is any question that 
there are certain aspects of Philippine policy that have 
caused us concern from time to time. 


Q Anothec on the debate -- I don't Know how 
you'd get into this, but with cegard to the question of ~ dune 
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whether Soviet strategic forces are heavily lLand-based, 
the President suggested that not only he, but -- I think 
he said, “I wasn't the only one,“ orc some phrase like that 
-- were surprised that the Soviet Union during the 
negotiations on -- it seemed he was talking about START -- 
had indicated its priority given to land-based -- 


A Uh-huh. 


Q -- missiles. 
A Uh-huh. 
Q It's been commonly held that everybody Knows 


that the Soviet Union's forces are heavily land-based, and 
every chart that you might pick up in any magazine would 
show you that. 


A Uh-huh. 


Q Can you amplify at all what he may have been 
referring to about the degree of surprise that people had 
that the Soviet Union was more -- giving a greater 
emphasis and priority to land-based missiles? 


A I ceally can't because, cleacly, he was 
talking about a Soviet conclusion with which we were 
presented, and I don't think he or anybody else was 
guarrelling with the analysis of the numbers. 1 think, as 
I listened to what he was saying last night, he seemed to 
be saying that the Soviets themselves had placed this 
pacticulac emphasis -- as distinct from numbercs -- that 
they had placed an emphasis on land-based versus sea and 
aic. That had been surprising to a number of people in 
the government and outside of it. 


Q I guess it's the surprise factor I wonder if 
you could amplify. because it was generally accepted, by 
laymen anyway, that they did have this attachment because 
theic forces are so heavily land-based, and it's hard for 
people to see why they were surprised. 


A Well, numbers, yes. But I think what the 
President was saying was that, iccespective of the 
numbers, the Soviet celiance and the significance to which 
they attach to land-based certainly came as a surprise to 
some people. 


Q Did it come as a surprise to anybody in the 
State Department? 


A I don't Know. Haven't talked to anybody 
about it. 


Q John, will you Look into the question of 
whether there is a study on OPEC's options in price and 
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production being prepared, and if it will be released? 


A Let me see whetherc we might have something 
on that. 


Q John, you said that there were some other 
aspects in the Philippine policy that have caused us 
concern. Could you just elaborate on what those aspects 
are? 


A No, I can't. I think we have made a number 
of statements over the past, I suppose, year in which we 
have drawn attention to processes that are underway 
there. We've been enthusiastic about some of the steps 
that President Marcos has taken in the democracy area and 
in the electoral area, and we have had statements to make 
on other occasions when we have been less enthusiastic. 


Q Well, John, there was one report that we 
were so concerned that we had some fallback positions from 
Clack and Subic, and so forth, and that there was some 
difference in perceptions between the Defense and the 
State Departments on this subject? 


A Well, I don't have anything on that. I 
don't want to lead you down the wrong road here, but I 
would assume that the Pentagon -- I would assume that, as 
I assume that there are people in this building working on 
oil prices, I would assume that there are contingency 
planners at the Pentagon -- in fact, they would be catherc 
derelict if there were not such a process going on 
underway -- which would be looking at U.S. bases and theirc 
availability acound the world and contemplating 
alternatives. That's not to say that a change is 
imminent, oc even expected, but I certainly would assume 
that there are some planners looking at that kind of thing. 


Q How much urgency do we attach to this 
research on contingency plans, as far as the Philippines 
is concerned? 


A Well, that's why I said I don't want to 
steer you down the wrong road, because I'm not suggesting 
there is, but I'm just assuming that there are bright 
people at the Pentagon looking at bases all around the 
wocld and contemplating what alternatives the United 
States might take were those bases not to be available. 
But I'm not in any way suggesting that I'm aware of such a 
process, oc that there is an urgency about it. 


Q John, in view of President Reagan's public 
exposition last night about a gentleman under CIA contract 
dicecting military operations in Nicaragua, do you feel 
the yoke of secrecy is now Lifted from youc shoulders 
(inaudible) -- ~17999 
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A Not so far as I'm concerned. There's a 
little matter of going to jail for revealing classified 
information. 


Q Are you suggesting that the President ought 
to go to jail? 


(Laughter) 
A No, I'm not suggesting (inaudible) 
(Laughter) 
(The briefing concluded at 12:42 P.M.) 
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DPC #191 


TUESDAr, OCTOBER 23, 1984, 12:03 P.M. 
(O8 THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE BOTED) 


MER. HUGHES: Good morning. I have a couple of 
statements: One on the Agrava Board findings in the 
Philippines, and the other on the anniversary of the 
bombing of the Marine barracks in Lebanon. 


Ficstiy. the Philippines and the Agrava Board 
report: We note that President Marcos has taken swift 
action on the report issued by the Chairman of che Agrava 
Board, Mrs. Agrava, today. 


We expect that the Philippine Government will 
take cqually swift action following the submission of the 
majority report which we understand will be issued 
tomorrow. 


We trust that, as President Marcos has prumised, 
those responsible for Senator Aquino's murder, no matter 
who they may be, will be held accountable for this 
terrible crime. 


Secondly, Beirut: We continue to mourn the 
tragic loss of life which resulted from this vicious and 
unwarranted attack on our Marines and the French 
contingent of the Multinational Force. This anniversary, 
and the recent attack on our Embassy, are grim reminders 
of the obstacles we face in our pursuit of peace in the 
Middle East. 


The Marines went to Lebanon as instruments of 
peace, and we mist honor their sacrifice in that cause. 
We have pursued this objective because it is what America 
stands for and because it is in America's interest. 


This anniversary reminds us that our road will 
not be easy. Wevertheless, we will not be diverted from 


pursuing a just, honorable and lasting peace in the Middle 


East. We will persevere. 


Q Copy? 


’ Sure. 
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Q Copy of one of those, please? 
A Sure. 


Q On the Philippine report, do you have any 
comment or reaction to the substance of it, which would -- 
of the Chairwoman's first report, which seems to be that 
the involvement of the Philippine military was very high 
in rank? 


A 1 don‘*t think any comment. Firstly, this is 
the minority report. 1 think we would want to wait for 
the majority report tomorrow; but I think, basically, our 
position is that the judicial process should now go 
forward effectively and fully in the Philippines based on 
the findings of these Commissionc. 


Q John, on that point, you say that you take 
note of the action by President Marcos who confined these 
people, who were named in the report, to their quarters 
and ordered court proceedings begun in the civil court 
apparatus there. 


And you say we expect the government will take 
equally swift action following the majority report. This 
implies that you expect them to take the same action with 
regard to the army Chief-of-Staff, General Ver, who is 
very well known -- is the person who's named in the 
majority report that icn't named in the minority report. 
Is that what you were indicating? 


A Well, you're going a Little farther than 1 
think we're able to go today because the majority report 
hasn't been issued. 


Q But everyone knows what's in it. 


A Well, perhaps unofficially everybody knows 
what is in it, or everybody says they know what is in it. 
What I'm suggesting is that when that majority report is 
available, we expect that just as effective and 
comprehensive action will be taken in the courts against 
anybody named in the majority report should those names be 
different to those named in the minority report. 


Q Well, if the -- as is widely anticipated by 
the courts in the Philippines, the majority report 
involves the head of the -- chief person of the uniformed 
military in the Philippines. Will this have any effect on 




















the relationship between the United States and the 
Philippines, especially in the military area, since there 
are so many military ties between the two countries? 


A Well, the fact is that what we support in 
the Philippines is the cule of law and justice. And we 
would expect that President Marcos would pursue the rule 
of law and justice in this case. 


Q Copies of the two? 
A Yes, sure. 


Q I guess what I'm getting at is that a good 
many of the relationships on the military side between the 
United States and the Government of the Philippines have 
been through the man who is about to be named, if all 
reports from the Philippines are correct, as the person 
behind the assassination; and who may if your advice, at 
least by implication is followed, be suspended and sent to 
court. Will this have an effect on the relationship, or 
does this throw some kind of cloud over the relationship 
that has been had between the United States and the 
Philippines in the military area? 


A Well, one cannot project, but the fact is 
that what we support in the Philippines is the rule of law 
and order; and we certainly hope that that will be pursued 
vigorously. 


Q Can 1 put Don*s question, perhaps, in 
another way? Other than exhorting the Philippine 
Government to pursue a policy of law and justice, is the 
United States prepared to do anything if it is not pursued? 


A Well, I think in terms of the kinds of 
statements we have consistently made during the 
investigation of Senator Aquino's murder, we have made 
clear what our views are, and we certainly hope that these 
would be taken into account. 


Q In other words, would the Philippine 
Government, and specifically the military branch of that 
government, be less worthy of American support if this 
policy of law and justice were not pursued? 


a 1 think we're entering the hypothetical 
here. What we have today is a minority report; what we 




















will have tomorrow is a majority report. We're making 
clear what our feeling is about how the process should go 
forward after those reports are received. But I think we 
would be unwise to speculate on the future beyond the 
action that will be taken by the Filipino Government 
tomorrow. 
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Q John, setting aside for a moment the 
question of General Ver, which obviously will be dealt 
with tomorrow in your view, what does the report that's 
out today say to the United States about all of the 
statements made by the Marcos Government immediately -- in 
the immediate days and weeks after the incident, 
attributing it to the -- to this individual who was shot 
on the -- Communist individual who was shot on the runway, 
and so on? What does it say sbout the security forces in 
the Philippines who have now, by today's report, been 
implicated, aside from General Ver? 


A Well, as 1 say, we support the process of 
justice in the Philippines, but I think it would also be 
unfortunate to find people guilty before that guilt is 
proven by the judicia! process. We have a Commission 
report at the moment, and the judicial process will now go 
forward, and I think when that -- when the courts have 
finished that process anc made findings, that's the time 
to ascribe formal guilt. 


Q Does that statement also -- can we read that 
statement to also mean that the U.S. believes that the 
attribution of the crime to someone else early on was also 
improper in that it found guilt before -- 


A It*s not a question of the U.S. pronouncing 
on comments made outside the Commission, outside the court 
process. The fact is the U.S. is taking note of this 
Commission report, both the minority and the majority 
aspects of that Commission activity, and will support the 
court process in the Philippines. That should go forward. 


Q Can 1 try once more on a -- perhaps on a 
broader scale? Will the actions of the Philippine 
Government in pursuing this affect the overall climate of 
U.S.-Filipino relations? 


A As I say, I think you're venturing into the 
hypothetical. We have not had the majority report of the 
Commission presented yet. We have not had a reaction from 
the Government of the Philippines, and until they react, 
take the action that has been promised, I think it would 
be unwise to speculate on the future. 
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Q John, has the Presidential visit been 
rescheduled since it was postponed? 


A I’m sorry? 


Q Has the Presicential visit been rescheduled 
since -- 


A I'm not aware of eny Presidential plans that 
are scheduled after the election, any travel plans. I 
Gon*t -- 


Q Have you had eny discussion with the 
Philippines of a schedule for the -- 


A 1 do not think the President has scheduled 
any travel after the election. 


Q Yew subject, John? 


Q On Lebanon, on television this morning, Ur. 
McFarlane said -- 1 believe this is accurate -- that he 
expected further terrorist acts, or he said there was a 
high degree of probability -- 1 think he said 70 percent 
-- that there would be additional terrorist acts against 
the United States in the Middle East region. 


Can you give us some idea what's being done to 
forestall this at the moment? Any further drawdowns in 
other countries? 


A Wo. 1 don't think we're going to be very 
specific. Embassies in that area and in other areas 
around the world are on a high state of alert, es would be 
expected in view of various cumors and various threats 
that have been circulating. 


As I've said before, sadly, threats and 
intelligence relating to possible attacks on U.S. missions 
and U.S. embassy offices are all too frequent, as they are 
against the diplomats and missions of other countries as 
well. But I don't think, given the climate, we're going 
to go into great detail about various actions being taken. 


Q Can you relate the timing of these threats 
to the American election? 




















A Bo. I don"t relate them to the American 
election. These threats, sadly, have been snowballing, I 
would say, over the past year, perhaps a little longer. 


Q John, is there the possibility of closing 
our embassy in Lebanon now an active option? 


A Bot that I'm eware of. I don't know of any 
plans to close the Embassy. As I said yesterday, we are 
keeping the permanent staff there, plus the temporary 
staff that goes in and out, to the minimum level that is 
prudent and necessary to conduct business for the 
foreseeable future. But 1 know of no plans to close the 
Embassy. 


Q Would it be fair to characterize the force 
that remains there, the diplomatic force, as a skeleton 
crew at this point? 


A Well, it*s the minimum necessary to conduct 
necessary business there. I don't know whether you'd call 
that a skeleton crew -- I‘1ll let you make that judgment -- 
but it is smaller than it has been. 


And we are conducting business there? 


Q 
A Yes. Sure. From the Ambassador's residence. 
Q How big is the current staff? 

A 


1 don't think we're going to give numbers, 
Jin. 


Q In addition to the embassy staff, there's 
still a group of military advisers? 


A i'm not sure about the military advisers. 
Does anybody -- we think there are, but I guess you better 
check with the Pentagon on that. 


Q well, one person committed suicide this -- 
or shot himself, killed himself by accident this weekend, 
John, so -- 

A Really? Hadn't heard that. 


Q A colonel, a corporal. Sorry, a corporal. 


A 1 hadn't heard that one. 
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Q Se there are, obviously -- 
A There may be. 

Q -- Marines -- 

A 


There may be, but I think the Pentagon can 
better respond to that one. 


Q On another subject, do you have any comment 
on what seems to have been some kind of outbreak of 
hostilities betweer India and Pakistan along the border 
overnight? 


A I don't. Seen the reports on that, but 
don*t have anything to offer on it. 


Q What is the latest status of the concern of 
the United States regarding the tension between those two 
countries? 


A Same as we indicated about ten days ago. Wo 
change. 


Q Is there any response to the Indian 
Government's protest to -- delivered to Secretary Murphy 
about U.S. aid to Pakistan? 


A Well, Ambassador Murphy is -- has been in 
India and is today in Islamabad, and I'm sure the overall 
relationship between the United States and India, United 
States and Pakistan, and between India and Pakistan, would 
be something that would have been discussed. 

















Q One of the stories were they presented him 
with a protest about the -- 


A 1 don't have any details, but i think it 
would be unusual if the relationships had not been 
discussed. 


Q How about Armacost's whereabouts? 
A Armacost is in Israel today. 
Q Yew subject? 


Q Wo. One more on this. Can you tell us 
today wnat the state of play is on our effort, if you 
agree there is an effort, to get Israeli troops out of 
Lebanon? Anything new happening there? 


A It's as it has been. We are engaged in that 
issue. We want to be helpful, but there is no major new 
U.S. initiative underway, and our position is as it has 
been that we would like to see the various interested 
parties move closer, and 1 think that would need to happen 
in the case of Lebanon before we would contemplate 
mediation or something of that nature. 





Q Is this subject in Armacost's portfolio? 


A I'm sure that it would be something that he 
would be discussing. 


Q Mr. McFarlane this morning, in an interview 
with Buss Howe, our diplomatic friend, he implied that the 
United States anticipates a new peace move or initiative 
in the Middle East next year. Can you elaborate on such 


reports and anticipations in The Washington Times? 


A Wo, I can't. I think Mr. McFarlane's words 
speak for themselves. 


Q Can you look into that interview? It's very 
important. 


a Ho, 1 don't think so. You have an 
interview. You saw what he said. 


Q John, is it a practice of the U.S. 
Government to pay for favorable overseas reporting? 
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A Bot that I'm aware of. 1 think you're 
referring to a story relating to an earlier administration 
and citing CIA projects, and therefore, I would exclude 
myself from discussion on both of those grounds. 


Q Would you disown that sort of activity? 


A Well, I'm not aware of -- I'm not aware of 
-- There is certainly not any such activity coming out of 
this building that 1'm aware of. 


Q Do you have anything regarding some 
westerners who may have been kidnapped by some rebels, 1 
believe, in Ethiopia -- Tigrean rebels? 


A Yes, 1 do. Our Embassy in Addis Ababa has 
received reports confirming the recent capture by rebel 
forces of a number of non-Ethiopians including two 
American citizens. Although we have no independent 
confirmation of this information, it appears that the 
rebels of the Tigre People's Liberation Front captured the 
Ethiopian town of Lalibela last week and in doing so 
seized a number of captives including ten foreigners, two 
of whom are reported to be American citizens. At this 
time, we are attempting to confirm the identity of the 
American citizens involved and have been in contact with 
Ethiopian authorities as part of an effort to assure the 
safety of the Americans. 


Due to the Privacy Act, we are unable to disclose 


any further information about the U.S. citizens thought to 
be involved. 


Q Copy. 

A Sure. 

Q Anything on contact with the rebels as to -- 
A I don't, no. Sorry Wo.. 

Q -- what their -- 

A Wo. 

Q That's all you have? 


A That's all I've got. 
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Q John, the British Defense Minister is in 
Jordan today. Will we be supportive of a sale of 
Stinger-like missiles by Britain tc Jordan, if that's 
being discussed -- if it takes place? 


A Well, I think we've discussed the realities 
of our own involvement in possible U.S. arms sales to 
Jordan, and I don't think we really want to go beyond 
that. 


Q Do you have anything on a visit in late 
Wovember being discussed with the Iraqi Foreign Minister? 


A Ho, I don't. 


Q John, has the U.S. changed its policy in 
dealing with Polish refugees and Polish immigrants and 
things -- people who were stranded here in the U.S. after 
the martial law was in effect? 


A Don't know that there is a change in policy, 
but there was some rather Lengthy guidance yesterday, and 
that will be in the Press Office, so you can get it. 1 
don't happen to have it with me, but we had it yesterday. 


Q They've given this extended voluntary 
departure -- The guidance deals with 2,000 Poles. 


A Yes, that's what the guidance deals with. 
Yes, Connie. 


Q Anything against the police and military 
action against the black township in South Africa? 


A Yes, I do. Just setting the scene, we 
understand that the South Afri an army surrounded the 
township of Sebokeng early this morning while police 
personnel conducteé a search for arms and ammunition, 
banned literature, stolen property and illicit drugs. 
Ard, it's our understanding that some 347 residents were 
arrested. 


The United States deeply regrets this latest 
action by the South African Government. These repressive 
measures are bound to obscure and put into question South 
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Africa's professed intentions of dezling with the problems 
of the country by reform and consensus. It's the earnest 
hope of the United States that the South African 
Government will attach proper weight to the internal and 
international costs of this action. We continue to urge 
the South African Government to open a meaningful dialogue 
with the leaders of the non-white commmities, especially 
the black community, to establish mechanisms for airing 
gctievances without resort to violent or repressive 
measures and at the same time to open the way for 
political participation by South Africans of all races. 


Q Has the United States delivered a personal 
protest to the South Africans? 


A Well, 1 don't think we'll get into the 
specifics of exchanges, but I think the South African 
Government is well aware of our thinking and feeling on 
this. 

Q Can we have a copy of that, please? 

A Sure. 

Q O.K. Thank you. 

A O.K.? 


(The briefing concluded at 12:21 P.u.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good morning. I've got a housekeeping 
announcement and then a statement on developments in the 
Philippines. 


Firstly, Secretary Shultz will represent the United 
States at the Fourteenth General Assembly of the Organization 
of American States that will be held in Brasilia, Brazil this 
year. The Secretary will meet with other participants on 
November 11 and will attend the formal opening and address the 
General Assembly on November 12. As soon as we get more detail 
on his program, we'll give you that just as soon as we can. 
We're going to post a list for correspondents who are 
interested in traveling with him, and we will take that down at 
close of business on Monday. 


Q Is he still coming straight back on the night of 
the 12th” 


Me Don't have -~ I think what you can sort of count 
on is a Saturday departure and a return early Tuesday, but I 
don't have those times finalized yet. 


Q There are no intermediate stops? 


A Just picking up some fuel on the way down and on 
the way back. 


Insofar as developments in the Philippines are 
concerned, the Agrava Board, whose deliberations we have 
followed closely, has carried out an impressively thorough 
investigation and addressed many of the questions surrounding 
the brutal murder of Senator Aquino. This is testimony to the 
vigor of democratic traditions in the Philippines and to 
Philippine respect for the rule of law. 


We note that President Marcos has taken the same swift 
action on the majority report of the Agrava Board, which was 
submitted on October 24 in Manila, as he did with Mrs. Agrava's 
minority report yesterday. 


We ..iew President Marcos' transmittal of both the 
minority and the majority reports to the special prosecuting 
body as a positive development. 

















We find it noteworthy that an independent civilian 
board was empowered to investigate allegations of criminal 
activity on the part of the military. 


We also note that President Marcos has called for the 
immediate trial by a civilian tribunal of all parties who may 
be held responsible in the two reports. He has also authorized 
the Agrava Board members and the Commission's legal staff to 
assist in the prosecution of the case. 


The United States trusts that, as President Marcos has 
promised, those responsible for Senator Aquino's murder, no 
matter who they may be, will be held accountable for their 
crime. 


That's all 1 have for you in way of -- 


Q Copy? 
ig Sure. 
Q Are you prepared to go any further than you were 


yesterday on whether the actions of the Philippine Government 
will affect the climate in which the relations between the two 
countries are carried on? 


A I don't think I'm prepared to go any further, 
Jim. As has been said by the President, as has been said by 
Secretary Shultz, we've long had a good relationship with the 
Philippines, the people of the Philippines. No reason why that 
shouldn't continue. 


I really don't think 1 want to go beyond the remarks 
I made yesterday. We have now seen the work of the Commission 
completed. We see the judicial process underway, and I think 
we should wait for that to go forward. 


Q You mentioned the positive sides of this as the 
judicial inquiry took place. What comment would you have on 
the fact that Marcos announced that it was a lone gunman who 
was a Communist who shot Aquino, when his Board says it wasn't 
true, that it was one of the Philippine military, that the 
Philippine military announced this, and the whole Board says 
that was a lie also, and that the government is stuck with 
having said a lot of things which its investigating Board says 
is completely untrue? 


a Well, but I think the fact is that this 
Commission has been permitted and has indeed carried forward 














its investigation apparently unfettered, has come to objective 
conclusions, that a report has been presented, and no matter 
what various people have said earlier about responsibility and 
so forth and so on, you now have a Commission report with 
specific charges and documentation, and that is going to be 
processed through the court system in the Philippines, so we 
think that is a positive development. 


Q Was President Marcos acquainted by the Embassy, 
or some other means, with the U.S. posture yesterday about what 
the United States hoped he would do with the second part of the 
report, on the majority report as you called it? 


a I don't know what communication there was, if 
any, through diplomatic channels. I don't know whether our 
Ambassador was in touch with President Marcos yesterday or not; 
but I don't think there is any question that the Philippine 
Government has been aware of our view throughout the course of 
the investigation, and certainly was aware yesterday of the 
views we expressed here. 


Q John, do you have any comment on the two members 
of the Agrava Commission who were being detained when they 
tried to leave the country? 


A Yes. We understand that is a situation that 
developed temporarily, that Luciano Salazar and Dante Santos, 
both Board members, were apparently stopped at Manila 
International Airport October 24, on the basis of a letter from 
the legal counsel to the Aviation Security Command which stated 
that he intended to file certain legal charges against some 
Board members. We understand that the hold order has been 
lifted and that the two Board members are free to depart. 


Q Copy of that, please? 
a Sure. 


Q John, are you not going out of your way by not 
saying that this is an internal matter of the Philippines? You 
are going into details in a matter that I don't see the United 
States (inaudible) -- 


A No, I don't think so. I don't think there is a 
contradiction between our traditional posture that we don't 
meddle in the internal political affairs of another country, on 
the one hand, but also the acute concern of the United States 
Government, of various administrations, with human rights 
throughout the world. I think the latter and the comments that 
we have made concerning the course of this investigation 




















purport to the latter. I think the fact that we are now saying 
that a judicial process has started and is going forward and 
should be allowed to run its course indicates that we are not 
meddling in the internal affairs of another country. 


Q Your comments have increased after the last 
Sunday debate between Mondale and President Reagan because he 
made it an issue, almost an election issue -- Mr. Mondale, 
(inaudible). 


A Well, I don't know that our comments have 
increased. I think somebody here asked me a question about the 
Philippines after the debate, which I tried to answer, and the 
fact is that the Agrava Commission has reported. I'm sure 
you're not suggesting that we orchestrated their timetable or 
the day on which they would deliver their report. 


Q John, do you have anything on the -- 


A Hold on. I've got one up here. 

Q Sorry. 

Q Aquino himself was convicted of what many people 
think were charges -- a political crime, and imprisoned -- 

i Uh-huh. 

Q ~~ by courts that many Filipinos thought were 


under the control of the government. What confidence do you 
have that this civilian tribunal will be free of undue 
political influence from the government? 


i) Well, I think we will maintain a healthy interest 
in the progress of this case. 


Q Do you have anything there on the status of the 
economic program for the Philippines which has been under 
negotiation with the IMF and with the United States Government, 
with U.S. banks, and all this? 


a I don't have any update, Don, on where we are. 


Q Do you anticipate, John, that the healthy 
interest that you're going to keep on the progress of this case 
will affect in any way the Administration's budget proposals, 
foreign aid budget proposals, in the coming 6-8 months or so? 


i) Well, we tend not to operate on that kind of 
basis. I think that the question of observing the judicial 
process in the Philippines will be quite separate from our aid 
program. 




















Q If I may make the comparison, in the case of £1 
Salvador, human rights concerns with regard to El Salvador 
played a very significant role in the Administration's own 
attempt to secure continuing funding for various purposes in E] 
Salvador. Wouldn't that be the case also in the Philippines? 


t Wel), I guess I'd refer you to the history of 
that. You say the “Administration's efforts;" I think there 
were other forces involved in that ongoing situation, too. 


Q Well, the Administration now voluntarily reports 
to Congress under an agreement which it reached with Congress 
and signed with Congress on that score. 


is I hear you, but I think to compare *+he -- 


Q O.K. 

i) -- to compare £1] Salvador with the Philippines is 
not a very realistic kind of comparison. 

Q On human rights and aid, it's not the same sort 
of issue? 

A I don't think it's a realistic comparison. 

Q The Aquino family is saying there is a cover-up 


about Mr. Marcos’ involvement in this and is asking for his 
resignation. 


if I'm sorry. Who is saying? 


Q The Aquino family. 


A Yes. I've seen some of those reports. 
Q How do you respond? 
a I think we have to wait and see what the courts 


do with the Commission's report. But certainly, there doesn't 
seem to be such an allegation in the report of the Agrava 
Commission. 


Q John, on another subject, do you have any 
information from the Embassy in Beirut that journalists are now 
being targeted as -- by the terrorists? 


A Well, I think that Beirut is a dangerous place, 
has proved to be a dangerous place for diplomats, newspapermen 




















and women, and indeed other Americans. We do have an advisory 
out which is still in force, warning Americans about the 
dangers that exist in Beirut and Lebanon. A number of news 
organizations represented in this room have had correspondents 
seized, or in some cases seized and then released, or as 
recently as today, taken, I gather. by forces unknown -- and 1 
don't know whether there has been any resolution of the case of 
the AP correspondents this morning. But I think all of this 
points up that it is a pretty hazardous place in which to ~ 
operate. 


Q Is there new information now indicating that 
there is a special current threat? 


a I don't know of information which would indicate 
specific newsmen or specific organizations targeted, but I 
think there is new information concerning the threat 
across-the-board to Americans, including newspaper 
correspondents and newsmen. 

Q Would you expand on that? 

a No. I don't think that would be prudent. 


Q New information since yesterday, since the 
bombing, since -- 


a Oh no, I'm not making it that recent, Ralph. I'm 
talking over the past couple of weeks. 


Q John, you say there was an advisory out. When 
did that advisory go out? 


Q I may just have that with me, Bill. Let me take 
a look. I don't think I do, but certainly we can produce that 
for you later. 

STAFF: In May. 

a May? May of this year? 

STAFF: Yes. 


a O.K. 


Q But if you've had something within the last 
couple of weeks, John, is there any -- I mean, I don't know 


what the bureaucratic process is -- is there any way of 
updating or raising the level of an advisory? 


~{ 
XY) 























i In legislative or bureaucratic terms, I think 
not. I think that is the level to which we go. In terms of 
word-of-mouth and friendly information, obviously, we are doing 
that. 


Q John, The Times today has published a figure of 
100 threats a week against military -- U.S. diplomatic 
installations around the world. Is that a good figure? 


a Well, I sort of hesitate to use that figure. I 
think I would -- and I'm not suggesting that it's inaccurate by 
that response. I guess I simply would go back to what I've 
been saying for the past couple of weeks, namely that the 
volume of threats against posts, individuais and specific 
Ambassadors is very great. Whether it's 100 in every week or 
whether it's less than that in some weeks, or more than that in 
some weeks, is kind of hard to categorize. But certainly, the 
amount of information that flows through U.S. and other 
channels about potential terrorist activity against individuals 
and posts is very substantial. 


Q Why is it hard to categorize? 1 mean that seems 
to me to be pretty “cut and dried.” 


a Well, it isn't “cut and dried.” It is 
information of varying quality; it is information sometimes 
that disappears into the wind and nothing ever develops. In 
other cases, it is information where we take action ourselves 
of a preventive character; in other cases, it is information in 
which local governments and local security organizations take 
action, and nothing develops. In other cases, there are 
specific instances of activity, so it is a very mixed bag. 


There is a great deal of information -- some of it 
unsubstantiated, some of which proves never to result in an 
activity -- about the movement of people, money, and resources 
around a region. 


Q Has the volume of those threats increased since 
the bombing of the Embassy, as indicate. by some sources? 


a I don't know whether it's increased since the 
bombing of the Embassy. I would say that the volume of those 
threats has been high for the past year. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q John, are you coordinating your steps with the 
Lebanese Government one way or the other, or will you just take 
it as an American -- 


6 No. 
Q -- affair? 
i) We work very closely with the governments of 


these countries in these high-threat areas, and, indeed, 
there's a very practical reason for that, in that our security 
precautions and defense of our Embassies basically extends to 
the building. 


In most cases the perimeter or the streets outside the 
Embassy are protected by the host government. 


Q John, are you still cooperating also with 
militia, local militia, in these areas -- 


i Surely. 
Q -- in the West and East? 
) Surely. 


What do they mean when you say “high-threat 
areas"? Do you include other regions like Central America and 
Latin America as well, as reported tov. in the Times? 


rs) I don't think we will really get into much more 
detail than I've given you. If -- I don't know, 1 think I'll 
let you use your own judgment, but if you get too specific in 
indicating which areas we think pose specific risks, that's not 
-— there's no reason for us to be helpful to those who wish us 
harm. 


Q Did the Lebanese Government express its concern 
for your -- about your steps drawing out some of your -- 
withdrawing some of your diplomats? 


A I really don't know what kind of diplomatic 
exchanges there have been about that. Certainly, the Lebanese 
Government expressed its great sympathy and compassion and 
understanding at the actions that were taken against our 
Embassy Annex. 


Q What do you mean “suddenly?” 


A Sorry? 

















What do you mean by “suddenly?” 

Sorry? Suddenly? 

You said “suddenly.” They expressed their -- 
Sympathy -- 

Sorry. Sympathy. 


-- and compassion. 
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John, does the level of -- when you talk about 
the level of threats being high for the past year, is it fair 
for us to draw the conclusion, then, that the same sort of 
difficulty that the U.S. has in dealing with sorting out which 
ones amount to anything and which ones don't -- the same sort 
of difficulty that U.S. officials have talked about prior to 
this most recent bombing still exists at this moment, or has 
there been a qualitative change of some sort -- 


a No. I don't -- 


Q -- in the ability of the Administration -- of the 
Government to deal with this level that has existed for the 
past year? 


6 No. I think each threat has to be weighed by the 
experts, and, as you all know, the threats vary. Sometimes 
it's a question of a phone call received by a wire service or 
newspaper. It may be American, maybe not. So you've got to 
make an assessment as to whether that is -- all of these 
threats are taken seriously, but you've got to make an 
assessment as to whether that is a hoax or whether some 
specific activity is planned. That's one level of threat. 


Another level of threat is someone calling an Embassy 
and saying, “Clear the embassy, there's a bomb in the 
basement.” That is taken very seriously. And, as we all know, 
that happens in a number of buildings. It happens in news 
organizations. It's a great inconvenience. You have to make 
judgments about that kind of thing. A lot of that goes on. 


Q John, what I was getting at -- 


A A lot of it is more serious. 


" 
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Q What I was getting at was, has there been any 
change in the way the U.S. Government is handling that volume 
of information -- 


a Taking each one seriously and trying to analyze 
what it means. There is clearly a worldwide increase of 
terrorism, not only against the United States but, sadly, 
against the British Government, against other governments, 
Saudi diplomats, Kuwaiti diplomats -- a number of people have 
either been hurt or given their lives in such incidents. 


Q John, I think there is a report that Gemayel is 
visiting or is about to yv.sit Libya. Do we have any comment on 
that? 


A No. I think he's -- I actually think he's back 
in Beirut, or very shortly will be back in Beirut, but we don't 
have anything on his visit to Libya. 


Q In view of Libya's involvement in the region ina 
negative way for our interests, do we consider this an adverse 
development? 


A Well, I -- you know, that's hard for me to 
comment on the visit without knowing what transoired, and I'm 
sure our Embassy in Beirut and our Ambassador there will be 
pursuing this with the Lebanese -- 


Q Gemayel visited the United States three times 
during the major involvement of the U.S. in Lebanon. Has he 
been invited back here? Would he be welcome to come again? 


fs I'm sure he'd be welcome, but I don't know of ajy 
specific invitation. 


Q Is Richard Murphy going back to the Middle East 
from Islamabad? 


i He may well do that. I don't have an onward 
itinerary for him, but he may well do, Jim. I wouldn't be 
surprised, while he's there. 


Q For any particular purpose? 


A Well, he's the Assistant Secretary for that area, 
and it would be -- I wouldn't be surprised. I don't have 
specific information that he will, but I wouldn't be surprised 
if he does a tour of the region. 


is 
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Q John, has the Secretary arranged to see 
Ambassador Dobrynin this week? 


4 Nothing set that I can tell you about as of this 
morning. 


Q Will something be set this afternoon, do you 
think? 


fi I do not think there will be a meeting today. 


Q John, is there an explanation for our vote last 
night in the U.N., the South African vote? 


i) Well, as I think Ambassador Kirkpatrick made 
clear, our -— the fact that the apartheid policy of South 
Africa is repugnant to us and we abhor it, that's well known. 
That's established, and there certainly isn't any dilution of 
our feeling about that. 


But in practical terms, the resolution on which we 
were asked to vote contained language that we thought was 
extreme, and so while making it clear that there certainly 
wasn't any question of our feelings about apartheid, we could 
not vote for that resolution. 


Q Just for the record, have we ever voted in the 
U.N. Security Council for a resolution calling for an end to 
apactheid? 


A I hesitate to answer that question from the 


podium without doing a little research. Let us see what we can 


find. But the fact is, our policy and our declarations about 
apartheid are very clear. 


Q On the same subject, any additional -- any 
follow-up to yesterday's statement? Has the South African 
Government responded to it, or have we called the Ambassador 
in, or anything like that? 


A I'm not aware of any diplomatic activity. 
There's some developments on the ground which all of you have 
been reporting on. I gather there's been a sort of pullback 
today. 


Q John, you indicated there was new information 
about across-the-board threats in Beirut, and you said that 
this has come to light in the last couple of weeks. 
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4 Uh-huh. 


Q This is not on the basis of any more threats, but 
you believe that qualitatively these threats are more 
frightening, more believable, than previous ones? I'm trying 
to understand what you're -- 


A Well, it's a high-risk area. We have suffered 
tragedy in that area. We're particularly alert and trying to 
be prudent insofar as government personnel are concerned. As 
you know, we are trying to keep the number there to a minimum, 
and trying not to be helpful to those who wish us harm. And 
it's our belief that certainly there have been actions against 
newsmen, and it's our belief that newsmen, too, should exercise 
prudence. 


Q John, on another matter related to newsmen, 
yesterday the International Press Institute issued a statement 
regarding this French journalist -- who I believe is named 
Abouchar -- who was seized by the Soviet troops, or maybe it 
was the Afghan troops in Afghanistan, calling on various 
parties and governments and countries to do something about his 
case. 


Do you have anything to say on him? 
A Yes. We believe that the freedom of journalists 


to report significant stories, such as the Soviet occupation of 
Afghanistan, is a basic and important human right, and we urge 


the immediate release of Mr. Abouchar by the Afghan authorities. 


Q Is there any U.S. official reaction to the 
statement of Spanish Prime Minister Felipe Gonzalez of keeping 
the country in NATO? 


a Yes, there is. The United States has long 
believed that full Spanish participation in NATO is in the best 
interests of Spain and the Alliance, and so we welcome this 
endorsement of Spain's membership in the Alliance. 


Q The Prime Minister also said, however, in the 
course of his speech that he thought that U.S.-Spanish 
relations ought to work toward a reduction in U.S. military 
presence in Spain. Do you have any comment on that portion of 
the speech? 


fa Sure do. We believe that U.S. military presence 
in Spain makes an important contribution to Spanish, to 
European, and to Alliance security. We will continue to work 
closely with Spain in the context of the 1982 U.S.-Spanish 
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Agreement on Friendship, Defense and Cooperation to secure the 
security of both Spain and the Alliance. 
Q Can I follow up on that? The speech -- 
Could we have copies of that? 
Sure. 


Both of those, please? 


> © rye ® 


Sure. 


Q The speech also, I thought -- I read it quickly, 
but I thought he said that Spain should not become a part of 
the integrated military structure of NATO. While his comments 
on NATO in general were more positive, that part was not, as 
far as the U.S. was concerned. 





ry Well, as far as the U.S. is concerned, we believe 
that full Spanish participation in the Alliance is in the 
interest of both Spain and the Alliance. That's. of course, a 
matter for discussion between Spain and all its allies, but 
that's where we stand. 


Q Can we have copies of all of those? 
2) Sure. 


John, Ma'Ariv newspaper in Tel Aviv on August 
17th of this month ran a story which leads, "U.S. 
Administration leaders made it clear to Prime Minister Shimon 
Peres and Vice Prime Minister Yitzhak Shamir in their recent 
talks in Washington that they realize the Reagan plan is as 
dead as its predecessor, the Roger Plan. Therefore, it will 
not be raised after the U.S. Presidential elections and Israel 
will not be pressured to accept it." What do you comment on 
that? 


A Well. I think the Israeli Foreign Minister has 
already suggested that that story is nonsense -- I think 
already issued a denial. 


Q Can we go back to South Africa for one second? 
a Sure. 
Q You mentioned language in the U.N. resolution 


that was found unacceptable. 


a Uh-huh. 
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Q Could you specify what that language was? 


a No, I can't. I think I'd refer you to the U.S. 
Mission at the U.N. on that. 


Q Do you have a comment on the crash of the 
helicopter in El Salvador, and what is the U.S. 
interpretation? Was it shot down by the rebels, or an accident? 


A Well, I don't think we know, and I think 
basically you have to go to the Salvadoran authorities for 
that. The cause of the crash is still not certain. The 
Salvadoran armed forces have stated that it's their 
government's belief that the helicopter crashed as a result of 
mechanical failure. And, so far as we know, there's nothing 
yet that would indicate otherwise. 


But, as I say, I think that basically is a Salvadoran 
inquiry, and you'd really have to stay with them on that. 


Q Could I follow up on that? 
i Sure. 
Q The Washington Post a few days ago quoted 


Pickering as saying in this -- all this discussion about the 
travel of U.S. advisers to areas that might be combat -- 





a Uh-huh. 


Q He said that the advisers were safe with Colonel 
Monterrosa. Given the light of what has recently happened, do 
you foresee any tightening on the restrictions on the movement 
of advisers? 


A I don't think so. I think the military 
situation, in fact, has been improving in Salvador. Obviously, 
it's very hard to draw with certainty lines around combat 
areas. You have to use your best judgment and common sense as 
to what is a combat area and what is not a combat area. 


I'd just remind you that Ambassador Pickering -- his 
own helicopter has been fired on in areas considered to be 
non-combat areas, and I think members of the Congressional 
delegation flying in an area considered to be a non-combat area 
in Salvador -- I think their helicopter was fired on. 


So it's hard to guarantee that there will be no fire 
from an area considered largely safe, but I think you just have 
to use judgment on a case-by-case basis. 
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Q John, do you have any comment on Nicaragua's 
protest over the manual -- the assassination manual? 


a Well, there's a wire service story out there that 
there's been such a protest. In fact, no such protest has been 
received by us. Our Ambassador was summoned yesterday to the 
Foreign Ministry. He arrived there. I think, somewhat to his 
surprise he found a room full of reporters and photographers 
whose mission apparently was to photograph him arriving. He 
waited what he thought was a reasonable amount of time while 
this melee continued -- surged around him -- and he thought 
that the appropriate thing to do was to leave at that time. 


So he left, and we all note with fascination this 
morning a report published in Nicaraguan newspapers of this 
protest. Sut so far we have not received it, although it has 
been published in the Nicaraguan press, and so we wouldn't 
dream of commenting on a note we haven't yet received. 


Q How long did he wait? 





ts I don't know how long he waited. I'm sure it was 
a reasonable amount of time. 


Q Where was that? The Foreign Ministry? 

a At the Foreign Ministry. 

John, I want to go back -- 

Did they receive him at the Foreign Ministry -- 


John -- 


> © 45 


I'm sorry? 


Q Was there no escort at the Foreign Ministry to 
take him into the room where he was going -- 


i Not that he could perceive. He thought it 
smacked of somewhat unusual behavior on the part of a Foreign 
Ministry. 


Q With whom was he supposed to have ar interview? 
is) I don't know with whom the interview ws set. 


Q John, I want to go back to that story of 
Ma'friv. What do you see the trend? A couple of stories 
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coming out from Israel, the first one which was on the front 
page in The Washington Post, about the United States deferring 
the payment of the debt, the $500 million, to Israel, which was 
not agreement, and then coming to ancther story about the 
Reagan plan which had proved to be not accurate. 








What do you see? Are you concerned about such -- 


A Well, I don't think there's any link between the 
two. I think on the first story there was a misunderstanding. 
Certainly, we want to be helpful to the Israelis in terms of 
their economy, and while their Prime Minister and their Foreign 
Minister were here, certainly contingencies were discussed. 


I think the view of the Administration was that those 
contingencies probably would not be necessary if the Israelis 
were to undertake the kind of action that they were 
contemplating with their economies, and even if those 
contingencies were to be necessary, no decision had been made 
on which one might be appropriate. 


There seemed to be a little confusion as to whether in 
fact that discussion represented an offer, a formal offer, 
which we did not think it did. There were some statements out 
of the Israeli Government, but I think the last one is that, 
offer or not, or however you want to describe those talks, the 
Israelis were not taking us up on them. So I think that story 
is put to rest. 


Why a newspaper would publish a report which was later 
denied by the Israeli Government, and certainly would be denied 
by us as to the course of the conversation, I don't know. I 
guess you'd have to ask them. 


Q According to them, this is the central 
achievement of Mr. Shamir and Peres' visit -- 


f You're talking about the peace plan statement. 


Q Ma'Ariv, yes. Yes, yes. 


a And the fact that the Israelis said during a 
meeting with the President that it was dead? Well, the 
Israelis deny that they said that, and we certainly deny that 
it's dead. 


Q What are your thoughts about the Reagan plan 
yourself now? 
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A I don't know of anything that anybody else has 
suggested that is more meaningful or that is being acted upon. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 
(The briefing concluded at 12:46 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, everybody. (I've) 
got a couple of sort of housekeeping and logistical 
announcements up front, and then a brief statement. 


Firstly, the Secretary will address the Park 
Avenue Synagogue in New York at 8:00 this evening. His 
speech will be on “Terrorism and the Modern World." We 
hope to have a prepared text available in the Press Office 
later this afternoon. It will be embargoed until time of 
delivery. There will be a Q&A session after the 
Secretary's address. The writing press is welcome to 
cover, but the evening is closed to electronic media due 
to insufficient room. That is the call of the sponsoring 
organization, not ourselves. If you have any questions, 
please be in touch with Synagogue Executive Director Barry 
Modlin, and he is at 212-369-2600. Mr. Modlin, at 
212-369-2600. 


This afternoon at 2:00 o'clock here in the 
briefing room Peter McPherson, Administrator of AID, will 
hold a press conference. The subject will be the famine 
in Africa and the U.S. response. That's ON THE RECORD for 
camera and sound. (for) any additional information, call 
Kate Semerad at 632-4200. 


Finally, a statement concerning Nicaragua: 


The United States has learned that the Government 
of Nicaragua is encouraging foreign media to cover a 
demonstration being organized against the United States 
Embassy in Managua scheduled for this afternoon. The 
United States wishes to make clear that it holds the 
Nicaraguan Government totally responsible for the safety 
of U.S. Embassy personnel and property. 


That's all 1 have for you. 


Q On that demonstration, do you have any 
indications that there's any violence planned? 
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& No indications that there is violence 
planned, Jim, but 1 think this is a little unusual to have 
a government encouraging press coverage of a demonstration 
outside a U.S. Mission, and so therefore we just want to 
make our position crystal clear. 


Q Is this protest also being given to the 
Nicaraguan Government? 


6 I think the Nicaraguans are very well aware 
of our views, and the local security forces are very well 
aware of our position. 


8) Is that a “yes,” there was a protest? 
i That's a “yes." (Laughter) 


What precautionary measures is the Embassy 
taking? 


is I won't get into our own measures, but we 
obviously are alert. 


Q Does the U.S. believe that the Nicaraguan 
Government, in addition to encouraging coverage of the 
demonstration, is sponsoring the demonstration itself? 


a Well, 1 suppose that implication is 
certainly out there I won't go so far as to make that 
assertion, but certainly there is advance knowledge of 
such a demonstration and there is encouragement of foreign 
correspondents to cover -- and local correspondents -- to 
cover such a demonstration, and I let you draw your own 


conclusions. 5 


Q John, will you be more elaborate about -- 

Q (Inaudible) as far as we know? 

I) It is -- as distinct from the weekly small 
demonstration outside the Embassy in Managua by a small 
group of U.S. citizens in Nicaragua, we understand this /s 
@ Nicaraguan demonstration. 

Q Spontaneous? (Laughter) 


a Well, spontaneous with considerable advance 
warning. 

















Q Can you be more elaborate about encouraging 
-- how are they encouraging the demonstration? 


i They're calling up your colleagues up in 
Managua and saying, “Hey, why don't you run around to the 
American Embassy; it looks like a pretty good 
demonstration there today.” 


Q Have they said anything about putting on 
extra security for the Embassy? 


ft. Well, I'm not going to get into that, Mike. 


Q John, on the subject of Nicaragua, is there 
anything that you can give us on this Bulgarian freighter 
that may or not not be at El Bluff on the Caribbean side 
of Nicaragua unloading crates of we don't know what. 


a Yes. there is. Our information obviously 
indicates a continuing flow of Soviet-—bloc arms into 
Nicaragua, including a current shipment. We deplore the 
continuing military build-up in Nicaragua, especially when 
that country has already created an overwhelming military 
imbalance in the region. 


We have no indication Nicaragua has received 
advanced aircraft, but, as we've indicated before, the 
addition of advanced combat aircraft to the Sandinista 
military arsenal would be a serious development which we 
would view with utmost concern. 


Can you be more specific about how big the 
freighter is, where it's coming from, it’s name, what is 
in the crates? 


A No, I can't. I wouldn't direct you away 
from reports concerning the vessel itself. I guess what 
I'm urging a little caution on is the assertion that it 
contains advanced aircraft. 


Q A copy of your statement on that? 

i) Sure. 

Q Back to the demonstration for a moment, John. 
a Sure. 
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Q Has there been a history in terms of 
violence there? Have there been any, during the last 
really five years, any violent attacks of any kind on the 
Embassy? 


os I can't answer that of my own knowledge. 
Let me see if we can produce something for you on that. 


Q On another subject, John, have you got 
anything on the mall_Street Journal's article today saying 
that President Reagan on the 12th of September sent a 
letter to Pakistan's President Zia al-Hugq, cautioning him 
on proceeding with the Pakistani nuclear program? 


a Well, you know, we're always a little 
unforthcoming on Presidential communications. The 
President corresponds regularly with a number of foreign 
leaders, including President Zia, but we tend not to get 
into the content and the frequency, so I'll stay away from 
that. 


On the general question of nuclear programs in 
Pakistan, let me say that the U.S. has expressed its 
concerns to Pakistan over the Pakistan nuclear program on 
several occasions. As we've repeatedly stated, we do have 
assurances from the Pakistan Government that its nuclear 
program is entirely peaceful in intent and that it does 
not seek to acquire nuclear explosives of any kind. 


The United States believes that a program of U.S. 
military support enhances Pakistan's sense of security and 
may help remove the principal underlying incentive for the 
acquisition of a nuclear weapons capability. 


Over time, we hope to persuade Pakistan that the 
pursuit of such a capability is neither necessary nor in 
its broader interests. 


Q A copy of that? 
is Sure. 


Q I take it, John, you don't mean that the 
policy of military support would be the Indian allegation 
of the nuclear umbre'la? 


i) No. No. 








Q On another nuclear matter, have you got 
anything on a French Socialist politician's statement that 
the Chinese leadership told him of their concern that the 
Soviets are storing or using Camranh Bay as a nuclear 
weapon base? 


iJ No. I simply saw the report, but we don't 
have any response or comment on that. 


Q Would you take that question? 


‘ Let me see what we might be prepared to come 
up with. 


Q Getting back to -- 


Q There is a report of American officials in 
Hanoi today to discuss the MIA problem. Is that accurate? 


‘ I just don't have in my head the latest 
state of play on -- 


SIAFF: Why don't you check with the Pentagon. 
(It's a) technical mission. 


MR. HUGHES: Yes. I think that may be the 
technical talks that we've been suggesting might take 
place. I1 think the Pentagon may have something on that. 


Q Getting back to Pakistan, if Pakistan were 
disposed to give up its nuclear program, or at least those 
aspects of it which cause continuing concern in the United 
States, would the United States be disposed to take some 
further kind of action to ensure their security or do 
something of a reciprocal nature? 


A To ensure their security in what regard? 


Q Well, they have a neighbor which has 
exploded a nuclear device -- 


a Uh-huh. 


Q -- some years ago, if you will recall]. And 
you were just talking about the buildup, military buildup, 
being a way to improve Pakistani security. 


There have been reports that the United States 
might consider some kind of a quid pro quo. They give up 




















their nuclear drive and in return the U.S. would do 
something further, either substantial or in terms of some 
kind of commitment if they were threatened by some other 
country that has a nuclear weapon. 


f Well, I think our position is that our 
existing military assistance program provides the kind of 
assurance that you're sugaesting, so I'm not aware of any 
additional program that is contemplated. 


Q What has happened regarding the AWACS? 


a) Nothing further that I know of, Don. That 
is still something that is being considered. 


Q Don, you're not talking about AWACS; you're 
talking about the Hawkeye. 


\ Well, it's AWACS-type -- 
a AWACS-—-type aircraft. Yes. 


Q John, have you received any new requests for 
increase in the aid to Egypt in accordance with the 
increase in aid to lsrael? 


f 1 don't know whether we've received any 
requests. I think there was some kind of statement in the 
public domain by President Mubarak within the past day or 
so. I think the fact of the matter is that aid levels for 
next year are some distance away, and there certainly 
isn't any development on that, on our side. 


Q But is there --— is this rule to prevail in 
the relations between the United States and Egypt, Israel 
and Egypt? Each time Israel will have increase in aid, 
Egypt will be valid to ask for such an increase (sic)? 


A Well, Egypt would not be alone in asking for 
increases in aid levels of the United States. I guess 
anybody's able to ask for increases, but that is something 
that we have to decide as a matter of policy and as a 
. Matter of consultation with Congress. 


Q John, what's your understanding of the 
status of the Belgian-Libyan nuclear agreement? 


A I don't have anything on the reports that 
have been circulating on that. But, as a matter of 











policy, the United States is opposed to nuclear supply to 
Libya. 


Q Could you take the question and -- 


A Let me see whether there is anything beyond 
the “no comment” on the report. 


Q While we're in that neighborhood, John, is 
there any motion at all in the nuclear agreement with 
China? 


fa Nothing moving, Jim. 
Q Why is that? 


i) 1 guess the same kind of factors that 
prevailed earlier are still in play. 


Q Do you have anything, any comment, on the 
Polish Government's investigation into the disappearance 
of priests? 

fe No. 1 don't have anything further on that. 


-- MORE -- 

















Q John, do you have any comment on the Greek 
Prime Minister's statement that Jaruzelski is a patriot 
and that Greece would serve as a mediator between Poland 
and the West to ease sanctions against Poland? 


Well, you know, we've been noting Mr. 
Papandreou's statements in connection with Poland, and we 
think that his views indicate a total misunderstanding of 
U.S. policy as well as current realities in Poland and 
Eastern Europe. He has put himself in opposition to the 
views of the Polish people, to the Roman Catholic Church, 
and to trade unions, actually, throughout the world. 


The United States, along with the overwhelming 
majority of its allies and the international community as 
a whole, reacted strongly against the imposition of 
martial law and the subsequent outlawing of Solidarity. 
The U.S. policy towards Poland was then, and continues to 
be, designed to encourage genuine national reconciliation 
between the government and people. So it is not a 
question of mediation. No mediation is required. Ample 
avenues of communication already exist between Poland and 
the West. 


Q Copy of that? 
f Sure. 


Q Could 1 ask whether -- it seems as though in 
the last 2-3 months, the U.S. and Mr. Papandreou have had 
a number of misunderstandings, or at least the U.S. has 
suggested that the Prime Minister has been under total 
misunderstanding on a few points. What's the status of 
Greek-American relations diplomatically these days? 

What's the status of our ability to get along with the 
Greek Government and accomplish U.S. goals? 


A Well, as I think we have said, we're working 
to achieve a more constructive relationship. We have had 
a good relationship in the past. We're working to ensure 
that that is constructive, cordial; and obviously that 
calls for a similar effort on the part of Mr. Papandreou. 


Q That implies that you have not had a similar 
effort from Mr. Papandreou. 


A Well, I think we've had some problems with 
various statements that he made during his trip to Libya, 
for example, and now during his trip to Poland. 











Q Do you have any comment on Duarte's 
reprimand of the U.S. Embassy over this death-squad 
killing of a son of a Duarte supporter? 


é I don't think sc. I think that's something 
the Embassy is looking into down there. Obviously one 
would be glad if the murder of a child had not taken 
place. Obviously, one would be horrified and sickened if 
it had taken place. But 1 think the Embassy there will be 
clarifying the situation. 


Q You can't clarify what happened? The father 
seems to have disappeared. 


A I can't clarify what happened, but in 
general I think the first suggestion was that a teenager, 
a young man, had been killed, and now there is the 
suggestion, happily, that that didn't take place. But I 
can't give you the hour-by-hour account of how the Embassy 
came into the possession of that first report or what the 
Situation is now. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q John, on a related question on Nicaragua, 
has Nicaragua officially communicated its complaints 
concerning the guerrilla warfare manual to any U.S. 
diplomatic personnel? 


i Yes. They delivered the protest note, I 
think, about 3:30 p.m. yesterday afternoon. That was the 
day after our Ambassador had been summoned, as you recall, 
to the Foreign Minister to find about fifty cameramen 
awaiting his arrival. As I think I told you yesterday, he 
waited for about ten minutes or so. No Foreign Ministry 
official arrived, so he thought that it would be 
appropriate and tasteful and prudent to leave, which he 
did. Some twenty-four hours later, a protest note was 
delivered to our Embassy in Managua. 


Q What do you think of that protest note? 


A Well, as a rule, we don't handle protest 
notes through the press, although the Nicaraguans seem to 
have elected to do that in this case, so I guess we will 
handle it diplomatically, Ralph. 


Q What do you think of the published reports 
of Nicaragua's attitude toward the manual? 


i) Il am sure people are checking them to make 
sure the published ones are the same as the ones they have 
communicated to us diplomatically. 


Q You won't comment on the published reports? 
It is not that you are not commenting on the diplomatic 
communication? 


ig Not going to comment on them, that's right. 


Q Can you say whether you have responded to 
the manual -- to the note? 


a No, I can't. 


Q You can't? 

A I can't because I don't know whether we have. 
Q But you would if you knew. 

A Not necessarily. 


Q 


Oh. (Laughter) 
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Q John, do you have anytiiing on the Iraq 
attack again today? 


6 No, I don't. Sorry. 


Q John, the Contadora Four have called for 
acceptance of the latest draft Central American peace 
treaty, as is, up at the UN. Mexico apparently has 
introduced a resolution to that effect. Do you have any 
comment on that? 


os I don’t, George. No, I don't. 


Q John, a quick question on the Pegard case. 
At last report, the check was in the mail. 


ia I'm sorry. Which case is this? 


Q Peagard of Brussels, the Belgian sale to the 
Soviet Union. 


f. Oh, yes. Yes, yes. Right. 


Q At last report, the check was in the mail on 
that, but there had been some question over five 
additional machines that the Belgians have licensed to the 
Soviet Union. Does the U.S. have any further information 
on those, or -- 


A Let me take a look and see. 
Q Okay. 
Q Do you have any observations about the 


demonstrations today in the Philippines? 

A No, I really don't think we have anything 
more to say than we did yesterday, Jim. I think we will 
let the judicial process take its course now. 


Q John, anything further on the Dobrynin 
visit, Dobrynin meeting? 


ba No. 
Q Not today? 
ig No. It won't be today. 











12 


Q Any comment on the British security incident 
reported this morning? I don't know whether you would go 
so far as to suggest -- 


‘ You mean the French explosives and the 
British sniffing dogs and the French sniffing dogs? No, 
don't have any -- 

Q No comment on that. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:27 p.m.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: I guess it is with some sadness that we 
say “Au revoir” to Jim Anderson today. 


Q (Inaudible) “Au revoir?" 


a Well, “Au revoir,” yes, because it's not 
necessarily “Good bye,” as I understand it. Our sadness is 
tempered only by the knowledge that he's going off to Jamaica 
for at least three months (laughter) -- 





Q A rough assignment! 
i -- to help -- 


MR. ANDERSON: I'11 read the weather reports every 
day, and I'll think of you. 


MR. HUGHES: Anyway, Jim, we all wish you well while 
you're there -- 


MK. ANDERSON: Thank you. 


MR. HUGHES: -- and we hope that we will see you back 
here. 


MR. ANDERSON: Thank you very much. 


MR. HUGHES: I just have a little announcement on the 
Secretary speaking at the U.N. Association next week. The 
Secretary will address the United Nations Association in New 
York, Thursday, November 1, at 1:00 P.M... The subject of his 
speech is “Nuclear Non-Proliferation."” That will be a 
luncheon, will take place in the Trianon Room of the New York 
Hilton Hotel. If you want to cover that, please be in touch 
with William Powell of the U.N. Association. He is at 
212-697-3232. William Powell -- 


Q Would you give us that last name again? Powell? 


a Powell. P-o-w-e-l-1, at the U.N. Association. 
(212) 697-3232. 
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Barring technical difficulties, the Voice of America 
will pipe the Secretary's speech live back to the Department. 
and there will be a Q&A session following his speech. 


That's all I have for you. 


Q On the speech that the Secretary gave last night, 
the Vice President, Vice President Bush, gave an interview this 
morning in which he appears to disagree with some of the 
philosophy behind the speech by the Secretary last night. 


Has this been discussed? Was the Secretary stating 
an Administration position last night? 


4 Yes. I'm not aware of the Vice President's 
interview this morning, so 7 really can't comment on that, but 
certainly the speech was cleared by the White House and was 
circulated at the Pentagon, and certainly the Secretary was 
voicing the Administration position. 


Q Does he have any specific place, any specific 
organization in mind when he talks of “retaliation” or 
“preempting”™? 


A Well, as you know, Jim, we've been reluctant to 
-~- I quess I'd like to answer that in two ways: in a general 
sense and then in a sort of advisory sense. We've been 
reluctant to discuss this question of retaliation, and 
certainly have been, and would be, reluctant to talk about 
specific organizations, or targets, or locations, or 
operations. But if you're -- I would not direct you to the 
view that the Secretary had a specafic operation in mind when 
he was speaking last night. 


Q John, on Sunday in the debate, President Reaga:, 
in explaining why we hadn't retaliated for the terrorist 
attacks in Lebanon, cited among the reasons the danger of 
hurting, killing innocent persons. 


6 Uh-huh. 


Q Shultz now, in stressing the need in some 
instances to retaliate, is saying we may have to take innocent 
lives. Isn't there a contradiction there? 


a No, I don't think there's a contradiction at a)l, 
because both the President and the Secretary were talking, 
among other things, of the need for more precise and better 











intelligence information which would permit you to make the 
proper judgments about those who had undertaken acts against 
the United States, or who were about to undertake acts against 
the United States. 


The Secretary wasn't flagging that it would be 
necessary to kill innocent people. He was raising the question 
that, in an operation, there conceivably could be a loss of 
innocent life. 


Q But wasn't that all Reagan was saying in his 
debate is, we didn't want to create a situation where we would 
be endangering innocent persons? I don't see that much of a 
difference there. 


“ I think the Secretary and the President were 
absolutely in line Nobody wants to create a situation in 
which innocent people would be at risk, and that is not the 
intent But I think you -- given the evolution of our thinking 
about the way to handle terrorism, the recoonition that 
terrorism is in fact a kind of warfare, and therefore, may have 
to be responded to with war-like action, or military action, 
there is the possibility that civilians who may be innocent 
might be involved. 


1 think that's what the Secretary was saying. But he 
wasn't suggesting that it was inevitable that civilians would 
be killed. 


Q Let me ask a question: Were the Secretary's 
views as expressed in the speech last night part of «a enerally 
accepted policy in the Administration, would we have a ready 
retaliated for any of the three bombings in Lebanon? i ask it 
in this context, when we know from people in this building and 
elsewhere we have a pretty good idea who carried out those 
bombings, who was behind them. 


Shultz was saying last night we don't necessarily need 
to have a case against the terrorists that we could pr:ive in a 
court of law, meaning there may be -- there obviously «ould be 
still some doubt, some degree of doubt, when we retali-te, 
whether we were retaliating against the right people. So were 
this now the generally accepted framework for response, would 
we have responded? 


A Well, as I say, we're really not going t address 
specific cases and specific operations. I think what the 


Secretary was doing was saying, yes, it may be very dif icult 








if you @cquire good information about a threat that either has 
taken place. or an operation that has taken place against the 
United States, or a threat that is imminent, you may not have 
the kind of evidence that you could produce in an American 
court of law. 


But he wasn't ignoring the question of the quality of 
the intelligence, the verification of the intelligence, and of 
course, the morality of moving in a particular instance without 
the kind of evidence that you would be able to produce ina 
court of law. And that is all part of the mix, all part of the 
discussion that we're engaged in, and obviously would be the 
kind of factor that would determine what action the President 
would authorize in any specific instance. 


Q One final question (inaudible): In making the 
speech, what is he looking for in the way of a national 
consensus or public approval? Are we looking for some sort of 
a resolution by the Congress that would sort of provide a carte 
blanche power for the Administration to respond? 


i) No. I think what has been happening .- the 
Secretary, as you know, has been as concerned as has the 
President about this burgeoning question of terrorism, which 
has certainly become graver in the past year and more obvious, 
and in volume much greater. It's an alien kind of activity to 
the United States, and I think that the thinking of the 
Administration has been evolving on this -- certainly, the 
thinking of the Secretary has been evolving on this. On a 
number of occasions, he has sought to stimulate and encourage a 
public debate and exchange of views on this whole « estion, and 
I think has been raising what is very obvious -- tht the 
United States has to devise and tailor new kinds of responses 
to a new kind of threat, which is, in fact, part of ¢ war 
against the United States and others. 


Q John, can 1 come back to the question of 
circulation for just a second -- and it really follows on this 
last answer as well. You said that the speech had been 
circulated at the White House, that it had been clesred by the 
White House, and that it had been circulated at the Pentagon. 
And now you're saying that the President's thinking and the 
Secretary's thinking have been evolving -- 


(3) Yes. 


Q -- over a period of time, which we car assume 
began early in this year. 


Has the thinking of this Administration evi lved, and 
is it now -—- was it as of yesterday afternoon, whe. this 
speech was made public -- had it evolved to the point where the 














Administration, including the Pentagon and perhaps including 
consultation with Congress, had reached the point of agreement 
on this policy? Or was this speech an expression of Secretary 
of State Shultz's evolution on the subject of terrorism? 


6 Well, I think in terms of discussion with the 
public, I think that has been an evolwing process. In terms of 
the President's authority, and willingness, and determination 
to act against terrorism, not to permit terrorists to attack 
Americans, and American installations, without the possibility 
of retaliation, that has been in place for some time. 


Q But the mechanics of responding to it have not. 
‘ That's right. 


Q So my question is, are these mechanics as 
expressed in Secretary Shultz's speech now, was that agreed 
upon as of the time of the Secretary's speech, or does it 
reflect his evoltuion on it? 


is As I say, I'm not going to give you specifics on 
specific terrorist operations and whether we would respond and 
when we would respond and where we would respond. 1 think both 
the President and the Secretary have made clear that they are 
simply not going to discuss that kind of detail. But if you're 
asking, does the Administration feel that it has the authority 
and the capability to respond, I think that is clear that it 
does. 


Q And that it would use, or should use, military 
force? 


ia Well, as 1 say. we're not going to discuss what 
the € ~ainistration might do in @ given situation. 


Q (Inaudible) That's not specific. That's what 
Shultz said in his speech. 


A Well, 1 think -- it is clear that there ere a 
variety of ways of responding to a terrorist attack. and one of 
them is certainly with military force. 


Q John, can I ask you several questions here? Some 
are specific and some are more general. One, can yu say that 
the Secretary has the support of Secretary Weinberg: . f the 
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs, General Vessey, and of th CIA 


Director, Mr. Casey? 








is Well. I do not know, and even if I did, probably 
wouldn't tell you which Cabinet ministers the Secretary had 
discussed a particular speech with. The fact is that the 
Secretary's speech last night represented Administration policy 


Q You say it represents Administration policy, that 
the Administration has decided on the steps outlined by Mr. 
Shultz, or is it agreed on a general approach outlined by Mr. 
Shultz, which is, as he states at some length, the necessity of 
getting a public consensus beforehand on various actions he 
spells out? 


A Well, you have to be careful about that. The 
Secretary made a number of points there, and on the question of 
public consensus, he wee talking about the evolving views of 
the Administration and the evolving views of the public, and 
the desirability of national debate, but 1 think also elsewhere 
in his speech he was suagesting that there may not always be 
the opportunity or the desirability for public debate about a 
U.S. response in a given situation before that takes place. 


Q That's correct. But he said in the speech that 
the way has to be found to get the public to understand 
beforehand that this might happen, and -- 


i I think what has been happening over a period of 
Six to nine months is what 


Q Does he mean that he now has this public 
understanding? 


i) Well, 1 would say, judging by the reception that 
the speech got last night and judging by public response to the 
kind of murderous and barbaric actions that we're seeing around 
the world, there certainly is a Neiaghtened public consciousness 
on this particular subject. 


Q John, on that point, what he says in the speech, 
and I quote it: “What will be required,” -- in the future 
tense -- “however, is public understanding, before the fact, of 
the risks involved of combatting terrorism with overt power.” 


Now, he's putting that in the future tense: “What 
will be required” -- 


i?) Uh-huh 


Q -- “is public understanding, before the fact." 


a Uh-huh. 











Q Are you now suggesting that he has the public 
understanding before the fact that is necessary to take the 
actions that are outlined in the speech. 


4 I think public understanding has been 
developing. I think he was talking about a continuation, a 
broad debate on this matter, but I don't think any terrorist 
should assume that any action taken against the United States 
would entail, necessarily, a protracted public debate before 
there might be retaliation. 


Q Do you think, in response -- if I could clarify 
your -- or ask for clarification of a response you made to an 
earlier question: Does the Administration believe that any 
authority is needed from Congress before taking military, or 
paramilitary, actions in foreign countries, of this nature? 


A I can't answer that, Don. In a broad sense, 
obviously, in the event of action such as we're discussing 
here, that would be the President's decision, and he would make 
that decision and take the kinds of questions that you are 
raising into account at that time, given the particular scope 
of the action. 


Q By saying it's the President's decision, are you 
suggesting there is no Congressional input into this? 


fe) No. No, I'm not suggesting that at all. I'm 
suggesting that nobody is going to take any action against a 
terrorist organization without the sanction of the President of 
the United States. 


Q But what about the Congressional side of it? 


A That's what I said, the President will certainly 
take that into account at the time he considers such action. 


Q And a moment ago, you referred to the President 
having the authority to take these actions. 


Aa It depends on what action we're talking about. 


Q Well, you're talking -- I'm talking about attacks 
outside the United States against foreign nationals, possibly 
foreign civilians, for the purpose of preemptive action against 
terrorism. 


fa And that's the kind of action I'm saying that the 
President wou!ls decide on, and he would take into account at 
that time (inaudible) -- 








Q But you said a while ago, I thought, that the 
President had the authority to take these kinds of actions. 


5 Well, I'm sure he has authority to take certain 
kind of actions, such as have been undertaken overseas. 


Q Could you answer -- or if you can't answer now, 
which you probably can't, since neither one of us is a lawyer, 
could you obtain an answer -- under what authority of United 
States law could the United States Government mount attacks 
overseas against foreign civilians in a country where the 
United States is not at war, before those people take some 
action against U.S. forces or U.S. civilians? 


fs I don't think so, because you're talking about a 
hypothetical situation and pinpointing certain specific 
actions, and I think 1 would prefer to leave to the President 
of the United States the range of activity from which he would 


choose. 

Q Let me ask a@ secona question: As 1 understand 
it, there is a law in the United States on the books -- not a 
Presidential directive or something that can be changed in a 
simple way -- which forbids a conspiracy in the territory of 
the United States which is aimed at killing people overseas, or 
anywhere. 

is Uh-huh. 

Q How could the government deal with this law in 


planning an operation of a preemptive nature against people 
overseas which involves, as the Secretary says, possibly 
foreign civilians as well as, maybe, innocent people? 


rs) Well -- 
Q Has this been taken into account? 


A Your first point was right, that neither of us 
can answer it because neither of us are lawyers. However, 
speaking as a non-lawyer, it does not seem reasonable to me to 
assume -- talking in the hypothetical sense -- that a specific 
action taken to prevent a truck bomb blowing up a U.S. facility 
and possibly killing a large number of Americans, of action 
taken to forestall that, could by any reasonable person be 
called a conspiracy. 


Q I guess what I'm trying to get at is, the 
Secretary has called for a public debate on this whole matter 
and public airing of it. And we have here in his speech, and 








in several earlier speeches which he made on the same subject, 
a statement of the problem, basically, and some suggestions 
that we may not be able to live totally within the earlier 
parameters of what this country has done in the past. But 
what, it seems to me, having raised this subject, the Secretary 
or somebody has some responsibility to provide, is more details 
about where the law stands, what are the kinds of facts which 
have to be taken into account, or which the government may have 
taken into account, in determining how far the United States 
can go in these kinds of things. 


So I'm asking, really, till you, or the Secretary, or 
somebody, explain more clearly how these kinds of actions which 
he is saying “may be necessary" fit into the scheme of American 
law, of Presidential authority, of Congressional authority, of 
what kind of public means of acquiring this -- what kind of 
means of acquirine this consensus the government feels is 
necessary? 


A Well, 1 think that's a fair point and I think the 
Secretary and others may well do that, and I think probably 
what you're doing is contributing to what he's asking for, 
namely, public discussion of these issues and the raising of 
public consciousness on the subject. These are fair points. 


Q John, in the realm of retaliation, there are bis 


bangs and there could be small bangs. Has the Secretary's 
thinking about retaliation evolved to the point where he is 
reconsidering the prohibition against assassination? 


A Not that I'm aware of. 


Q John, there are less than two weeks before the 
election. 

fs Uh-huh. 

Q The Secretary's speech would have to be, you 


know, viewed as at least somewhat unsettling. Why would he not 
wait until after the election to give this speech? 


id Why would the Secretary's speech be viewed as 
unsettling? 
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Q Well, it seems to suggest a possible change in 
our policy -- 


A Then you haven't been listening to what the 
Administration -- 


Q I think -- 
6 --— and the President have been saying. 


Q Well, I think it's a front-page story in both 
newspapers because someone thinks that it's a new expression of 
policy. Now, why would he -- 


fs Well, 1 won't get into -- 


Q Why would he make this comment right before the 
election? Does he feel it can't wait -- that sometting may be 
happening? 


6 Well, 1 won't get into a discussion with you on 
the merits of why some newspapers run some speeches on page one 
and others put them on page 14. That is the healthy expression 
of journalistic independence. 


Q Well, may I follow up, though: Is this something 
that the Secretary felt must be said now for some particular 
critical reason of timing, it cannot wait? 


A Well, the topic of this particular speech to this 
particular audience on this particular occasion had been 
selected some time in advance -- maybe a couple of months in 
advance -- and, even if it had not, 1 wouldn't see any 
particularly unusual aspect about him continuing to develop the 
discussion of anti-terrorism measures. 


Q John, could I follow that up in a different way? 
Would it be fair to look at the Secretary's speech as a kind of 
warning to international terrorism and the people who practice 
it, that they cannot expect to always operate, in the future, 
with impunity? 


A I think there are certain warning implications in 
that. That's not to say that we're projecting impetuous or 
necessarily universal action, but, nevertheless, I think there 
are warning implications in what the Secretary said, yes. 


Q John, I would like to rephrase the same question, 
please. It's not clear from the speech of the Secretary if he 
is trying to mobilize the support of the U.S. public opinion 
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for retaliation action for what had happened already, or for 
what could be a swift retaliation action against what could 
happen later. 


6 Well, I guess your surmise is correct that I'm 
not going to respond to questions about specific actions, 
either past or future. That's correct. I think the Secretary 
was doing two things: He was seeking to continue to encourage 
the public debate about the changing manner in which the United 
States must respond to terrorism, and he was articulating U.S. 
policy on this question. 


Q John, doesn't this speech, which gives the idea, 
or the thought, of retaliation or military action against some 
people, some countries, some organizations, give a pretense to 
other countries in the Middle East to follow a hot pursuit 
method against so-called terrorist organizations inside 
independent countries, which will be another act of terrorism 
atself committed by such country or countries? 


4 I don't know about hot pursuit, but I think, 
obviously, we strongly encourage the ideas of governments 
taking action against terrorists on their own country and we'd 
like to see more concentration on that particular activity. 

Q Arother area, please? 

Q No. Follow on this topic yet, John? 


A Excuse me. George? 


Q Don Oberdorfer, I thought, raised some good 
questions -- 


A Uh-huh. 
Q -- and you praised him for making some -- 
fa Good, thoughtful points. Sure. 


Q -— some provocative insights. I notice you 
didn't promise him any answers? (Laughter) 


fa I think Don has performed a worthy service in 
raising questions which certainly the American people will be 
raising, but I don't happen to have a pocketful of answers for 
those thoughtful questions today. 


Q No. But normally you “take” questions when you 
don't have the answers. 








-12- 


rs I don't think those are the kind of questions -- 
I think those are the kind of questions that feed into this 
ongoing debate, and I will certainly draw attention to those 
with the capacity to answer them. 


Q John, this increase in terrorism that we're 
noting, do we consider it primarily of the state-sponsored 
variety, or of organizational, largely due to non-state 
organizations? And if it's state-sponsored, is the Secretary 
standing behind his definition at the Jonathan Institute of the 
unholy alliance of Syria, Libya and Iran as the sponsors? 


q Well, I think those countries are certainly 
countries that have been named by the Secretary before, and 1 
don't know of any change in his thinking. But I think that he 
was referring in general both to individual terrorists, to 
terrorists encouraged by organizations of different kinds, and 
also the problem of state knowledge or sponsorship of certain 
individual and group terrorists. 


Q John, you said the speech was cleared by the 
White House and circulated at the Pentagon. Did the Pentagon 
express any opinions one way or the other about the views in 
the speech? 


A Well, perhaps that was a careless description of 
the process. The fact was that the speech was submitted to 
both the White House and the Pentagon and went forward with the 
full clearance and authority of the Administration. 


Q Can you be more explicit what that means? 
Aa No. 
Q The reason I ask is, as we aficionados of George 


Shultz speeches have noticed, that when he enunciates 
Administration policy, he usually has the President's name 
endorsing it. This speech, as his other terrorist speeches, 
have always -- have all had an exhortatory quality to them, in 
which he's urging action be done. And the President, as far as 
I can remember, is not mentioned as having enunciated this 
policy, nor has the President in fact enunciated this policy. 
And in fact on Sunday night the President was going in the 
other direction and asking Mr. Mondale, "What would you do?" 


a I don't agree with that, Bernie. 1 don't see any 
contradiction between what the President was saying on Sunday 
night, which was, you need a well-focused intelligence 
operation to pinpoint the kinds of people who are acting 














-13- 


against you, and what the Secretary was doing; he is certainly 
urging that as part of the campaicn. 


I guess mv Z7eeling is that the speech was both 
exhortatory and explanatory, but that doesn't mean that because 
the President wasn't named in it -- I don't know whether the 
President and the Secretary discussed the details of this 
speech before it was given, and I guess if I did, we generally 
don't tell you what -- 


Q The Vice President seems not to agree with it. 
He's quoted as telling an interviewer in a Cincinnati radio 
station that he doesn't agree with Shultz. 


é Okay. Well, you have -- 


Q And that would raise the question in my mind as 
to whether or not either the Vice President doesn't know what 
Administration policy is, or there's some problem in here. 


A Well, you have the advantage of me, because I 
haven't seen the Vice President's interview. 1 certainly will 
take a look at it after this session. (Laughter) 


But on the question of consultation and coordination 
between the Secretary of State and the President on the 
question of terrorism, Bernie, I don't think you should think 
there is any daylight or lack of such coordination and 
discussion. 


Q John, one more on the subject of terrorism: Do 
you -- does the State Department have any comment on the 
Foreign Relations Committee report put out this morning, saying 
that, in effect, the steel barrier should have been in place? 


fa Yes, we do have some comment on that, Jim. 


We've been cooperating with the Committee in its 
inquiry into the bombing. This is a serious endeavor, and 
we'll study the report with great care. Based on a quick 
review, we note that the staff members found that the partial 
success of the attack was not due to a premature move into the 
Annex building, to the withdrawal of the Marine unit, or to 
basic lack of equipment. And so we have no reason to challenge 
the staff report conclusion. 


Our own investigation of the attack is continuing, and 
until that is completed and we can compare our findings with 
those of the Committee staff, we don't plan to comment further 
on the report. But in the meantime we'll continue to cooperate 
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with the Committee's review of the Department's oversight of 
the security function. 


Q John, can we have a filing break? 

i Filing break? Sure. 

Q Could we ask again whether that report -- the 
Department of State review -- will be completed before November 
sixth? 

f I don't know when it will be completed. A 


considerable amount of material -- physical material, among 
other things -- has been shipped from Beirut to Washington and 


other points. Investigation of -- sometimes of a scientific 
nature is going on, and just when that will be completed, I 
don't know. 


Q Will that report be made public when it's 
finished? 


is I don't know what -- I can't guarantee what kind 
of format it will be and what degree of classification, but I 
certainly think we would be prepared to discuss it. I know the 
Secretary's whole thrust on this is to be as forthcoming as we 
possibly can. 


Q John, could you say whether -- 


‘ There may be parts of it that may give us some 
problems in terms of the manner in which information was 
collected. And, as I say, I'm not going out on a limb on the 
classification of it. 


Excuse me. Yes? 


Q Could you say whether the State Department has 
learned anything about these reports that journalists are in 
danger in Beirut? And, if you did intercept any form of 
communication on that, would the State Department somehow warn, 
particularly American journalists, that they have been targeted’ 





(3 Well, I'm mot going to talk about the manner in 
which we acquired and are acquiring information, but 1 think we 
did try to be helpful in a warning to news organizations in 
Beirut, and I think we have tried to be here, and I think those 
warnings are still well heeded -- should be well heeded. 


Q John, do you have any comment on the report by 
the investigators in Italy on the assassination attempt against 
the Pope? 
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. Yes, I do. The investigating magistrate's report 
is an important step in the process, in which the United States 
has full confidence. We have and will continue to avoid taking 
any public position on the merits of the case as it proceeds 
through the Italian judicial process. 


There should be no mistake as to the gravity with 
which we view the attempt on the life of the Pope. During the 
investigation the United States has been, and remains, prepared 
to offer the fullest possible assistance to the Italian 
authorities. 


Italy and the United States share deep concern over 
international terrorism. We applaud the determined and 
conscientious manner in which the Italian Government has 
pursued its responsibilities in this and other matters related 
to international terrorism. 


Q 1 think you -- can we have a copy of that? 

o Sure. 

Q 1 think you answered the question, but I want to 
ask whether the U.S. -- Secretary Shultz has been asked on 


numerous occasions about his conclusions as to the Soviet role, 
if any. 


fre you prepared, as a result of this report, to draw 
any conclusions? 


i No. I don't think so. I1 think what we have seen 
is a very effective Italian judicial process under way, and I 
think we will want to -- we will certainly be watching that 
process closely, but we will want to make sure that that 
process comes to a conclusion and the judgments emerge from 
that court before we make judgments outside the judicial system. 


Q John, in an interview yesterday, President Reagan 
was asked about United States citizens aiding Nicaraguan 
contras in Honduras and inside Nicaragua. He cited Americans 
who worked -- who fought in the Spanish Civil War, volunteered 
for the Flying Tigers, and he said there is a “long and 
honorable tradition.” He said he'd never been asked about the 
“actual legality of such activity.” 


What is the actual legality of such a -- 


) I don't know. It's a complicated legal question, 
and I suppose the Justice Department would be the appropriate 
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agency to rule on that, as they traditionally have done in a 
number of other parts of the world where Americans have either 
sought to fight or have thought about fighting. So I think 
Justice would be the right place to go for a legal opinion. 


Q John, another question about the timing of the 
speech of the Secretary: It looks somehow strange for me -- 
the Secretary is trying to mobilize the support of the public 
opinion, and he chooses a time when the Congress is not in 
session? 


é Well, I -- you know, the Secretary doesn't 
determine the timetable of Congress. The Secretary was offered 
to -- was invited to give the Sherr Lecture. He contracted 
some time ago to do that, and that's what he did. 


I don't know, when he accepted that invitation, 
whether he gave any thought to whether Congress would be in 
session or not. 


Q John -- 

i Yes. Sure. 

Q Let me go back to the speech for my ritual trade 
question. Could you take a question whether in light of this 
speech the Administration is reviewing or planning to modify 
its anti-terrorism trade controls? 

A Let me take a look at that. 


Q Thank you. 


Q John, can we assume that any retaliation will be 
on these three countries -- Syria, Libya and Iran -- in the 
future, I mean? 

is) Nice try, but we're not going to respond on any 
detail. 

Q John, there were -- there was a report that 22 


Ambassadors, U.S. Ambassadors, entered the political fray, 
endorsing Senator Helms. 


A Uh-huh. 


Q Is there a State Department reaction, and has 
this happened before, where there's been outright polit.cal -- 


a I don't know whether it's happened before The 
Secretary early this year, after reviewing the situation with 
the White House legal authorities, gave his view to Ambassadors 
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anc to other State Department employees about their role in the 
election process, and I think followed that up later in the 
year specifically with a cable to Ambassadors. So they're well 
aware of the Department's position on this. 


The U.S. Ambassadors who have endorsed Senator Helms 
are among those who are not subject to the Hatch Act -- they're 
all Presidential appointees -- and they've made their decision 
strictly on their own responsibility as individuals. 


The Department of State is not involved in any 
political campaign, nor does it endorse any Senatorial 
candidate. Secretary Shultz has stressed to our Ambassadors 
that they are full-time Federal employees whose primary task is 
the timely and successful completion of their official duties. 
That's in -onformance with the policy, as 1 said, established 
by the White House and in accordance with longstanding 
tradition which has discouraged Ambassadors from participation 
in partisan political campaigns. 





While it's not unlawful for non-career Ambassadors to 
engage in some form of partisan political activities, the 
Secretary reminded them in his communication that their first 
responsibility is to the nation and the execution of our 
foreign policy. 


Q Can we get a copy of that? 
” Sure. 


Q Do you interpret from that that he disapproved of 
this? 


A I think I'll let you make your own interpretation 
of his words. 


Q Is there going to be any disciplinary action? 


i) No disciplinary action is needed. These 
Ambassadors certainly have not taken any action which is 
unlawful. They've taken an action which is their right to take 
as individuals. 


Q Apart from any disciplinary action, did the 
Secretary, upon learning of this, correspond in any way about 
this subject with these 22 Ambassadors -- 


a Not that I'm aware of. 


8 -- either to remind them of the earlier policy or-- 
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i I'm not aware of such correspondence. 


Q John, I understand the American Foreign Service 
Association has distributed to some of us in the press room 
their statement on this whole thing -- 


i Uh-huh. 


Q -- this morning, in which they say. in essence, 
that it's wrong for Ambassadors to do this because an 
Ambassador is the, « effect, the Ambassador of all the people 
and not of some who ‘avor one political candidate or another 
political candidate. 


ve Uh-huh. 
Q And that it is against the wise public policy of 


the United States for Ambassadors to be so engaged in partisan 
politics. 


2 Uh-huh. 
Q What is your response to that? 
a I don't have a response on that. I think we 


stand by what the Secretary has said. If you pressed us, we 
might be persuaded to make available the communication. 


Q Could 1 press you on that? 
a Sure. Let's see what we can give on that. 


Q John, I'm told by a colleague that Ambassador 
Dobrynin saw the Secretary this morning. 


i) Yes, he was in this morning. 

Q Do you have anything to say on that? 

i) No. 

Q John -- 

Q No read-out on that? 

Q What did they discuss? 

a I'm sure they discussed matters of mutual 


interest, Bernie. 
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Q How long did they meet? 


s I don’t know how long they met. I think the 
Ambassador was in about ten o'clock. I don't know what time he 
left. 


Q Did he meet with anyone other than Shultz as well 
or -- 


6 I'm sure there was not another -- well, I 
shouldn't say I'm sure. I guess it's always possible. But I 
do not think there was any other meeting, and I'm not aware of 
who was in the meeting. 


Q Last week you suggested, in answer to questions 
about this, that this meeting might be a follow-up to Mr. 
Chernenko's statements -- 


‘ Sure. 

Q -- by the Administration. Is that still a fair 
conclusion for us to draw? 

if Yes. That's a fair conclusion. 

Q John, do you have any comment on the reported 


killing of POW in Iran -- of Iraqi POW? 


a Yes, I do. The United States supports the 
efforts of the International Committee of the Red Cross to 
relieve the suffering of Iraqi and Iranian prisoners of war and 
their families. 


We condemn the current Iranian regime's execution and 
mistreatment of prisoners of war as tragic violations of the 
Geneva Convention. 

Q Confirmed them? You confirmed them? 

a Uh-huh. 


Q John, is the United States ready to resume 
relations with Iraq? 


i. Well, we have made clear over a period of time 
that we certainly are prepared so to do, and there have been 
some public statements by leaders in Iraq that they're 
contemplating that. But I don't have anything for you on when 
that might take place. 
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Q I have another question -- 
Q John, do you have any words there on the -- 


Q Specifically on that, John, how about the seeting 
at the U.N.? 


- Excuse me. 


Q -- on correspondents to, American correspondents 
-- American troops to El Salvador for exercises and their 
proximity -- 


6 I think that is a non-story, and I think that the 
Pentagon is knocking it down today 


Sorry. Ralph? 


Q John, can 1 just follow on -- I'm sorry -- on the 
Iraq question? Would you take the -- would you -- I'd like to 
ask the question about the meeting Secretary of State Shult7 
had with the Foreign Minister in New York. 


a Uh-huh. 
Q In the context of the United Nations. 


a Uh-huh. 


Q Was that a topic of discussion -- relations 
between -- restoring diplomatic relations? 


a We're not really prepared to get into, you know, 
the subjects that they covered, but I think you can assume that 
this has been discussed over a period of time. 


Q Well, you've just said that there were public 
statements from Iraq -- 


a That's correct. Those differ from private 
discussions. 


Q Right. I understand that. So my question is, 
have there been private statements, even if you don't want to 
discuss what they are? 


A Well, if we discussed private discussions, they 
wouldn't be private any more. 


Q Thank you. 
(The briefing concluded at 1:07 p.m.) 
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MER. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. A couple of 
announcements. First, that the Secretary will address the 
Miami Conference on the Caribbean, which is sponsored by the 
Caribbean/Central American Action, in Miami on Thursday, 
December 6. December, that is. Okay? 


The luncheon event will take place at the Hyatt 
Regency Hotel Ballroom. If you plan to cover or wish further 
information, please contact Susan Kohler in Washington at 
466-7464. She's with the Caribbean/Central American Action; 
that's Susan Kohler, 466-7464. 


1 understand that although we're obviously some weeks 
away from that, we expect, barring technical difficulties, to 
pipe that speech in. 1 don't know whether there will be Q's 
and A's, and we would hope to have an advance text. 


Q What's the time on it? 

A That's Luncheon. 

Q But there's no time? 

a Don't have a specific time at this point. 
Q How do you spell Kohler? 

A K-O-H-L-E-B. 


Second, the Secretary will meet this afternoon at 
3:00 with Dr. Arturo Cruz and other members of the Bicaraguan 
Democratic Coordinator Group. Although there's no formal 
agenda for the meeting, the Secretary will be interested in 
hearing of the continuing efforts of the Coordinator Group to 
persuade the Sandinistas to establish the conditions necessary 
for free and fair elections. 





That is it for announcements. I'll be happy to take 


questions. 
Q Wait a minute -- he's meeting this afternoon? 
A This afternoon. 
Q A time certain? 
A 1 said 3:00. 
Q I'm sorry. Alan, do you have any comment 


regarding the investigation into the apparent mirder of a 
priest in Poland? 


A Don't have anything on that, Mike, no. 


Q Are you following that, or is there any concern 
about unrest it may cause? 


A Well, obviously, we're following it, and we had a 
statement on this the other day. But at the moment we don't 
have anything further to say about it. 


Hank? 


Q Alan, what is the relationship of this meeting 
with Cruz to the November 4 elections? Does this in anyway 
Signify that the Coordinadora still thinks there's a 
possibility of postponing the elections, or does it have no 
relationship -- 


A I guess you'd have to ask them what their view on 
that is. As 1 say, thousn, (a) there is no agenda for the 
meeting; (b) the Secretary will be interested to hear how their 
efforts at seeking conditions which will provide for free and 
fair elections in Wicaragua are coming. 


Q Have you any comment on the meeting in Italy of 
Western European Foreign Ministers reviving the Western 
European Union? 


a Yes. The United States supports efforts to 
strengthen the European pillar of the Atlantic Alliance and 
will examine the cesults of the Western European Union 
Ministerial Meeting in that Light. 


FRG Foreign Minister Genscher, who represented the 
Presidency of the WEU, stated at his October 2? presse 
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conference, “It is not that America is too strong in the 
Alliance, but Europe must step up its own contribution.” We 
welcome such statements and efforts to devote greater attention 
to defense issues within the framework of the Atlantic Alliance. 


Q Copy, please? 
A Sure. 


Q On Africa, the Ethiopian famine. At one point 
the government there accused -- said there had been 
international foot-dragging -- to paraphrase -- to getting aid 
to those starving. 


That point, any thoughts on that? And, secondly, on 
whether the form of U.S. aid will change in a way that they 
seem to want? 


A There was a briefing on this, 1 think, the end of 
last week, Dennis, and I'd refer you to that briefing. 
Certainly, the U.S. has been quite active in providing 
humanitarian assistance and in working with others in that 
endeavor. But I think that, again, Peter McPherson gave a 
briefing on the subject, and 1'd refer you to what he said. 


Q Are there any thoughts since then about changing 
the form of the aid or -- 


A Since Friday? 
Q -- with transportation. 
A Since Friday, I'm not aware -- 


Q Is there any consideration of that; let me 
rephrase it? 


A I*m not aware of any changes in where we are. 
But I'm not sure why one would look to reconsideration. The 
fact is we've got a rather forthcoming position on that. 


Q Alan, do you have any reactions to reports of 
redeployment of SAM-és -- Syrian SAM-6s in the mountains of 
Lebanon -- Dahr Al-Baidar -- and what do you read into that? 


a I*m not aware of such reports. 


Q Do you have anything on the Israeli Cabinet 
or > intment of Yitzak Rabin to be the negotiator with the 











-4- 


Lebanese, and an apparent appeal to the United States to play a 
more active mediating role in trying to secure an Israeli 
withdrawal from Lebanon? 


A As far as appointment of Minister Rabin, no, I 
don't; and I*ve got to confess I guess I missed that part of 
it. But, in general, as to the mediation, as we've said 
before, we are willing to play a helpful role if all the 
parties wish us to do so, but in order for such an effort to 
successful the parties must be prepared to show flexibility in 
narrowing the substantial differences that currently exist in 
their positions. 


So that position is unchanged. And 1 think -- while I 
don't have a schedule to give you, it is possible that in his 
onward travels, Ambassador Murphy may be traveiing further in 
the region, and I'm sure this would be a logical -- in general, 
a logical topic for discussion. 


Q Copy of that. 


Q What are the -- are there other conditions 
attached beyond this to -- an American mediation effort? Il 
guess it was Weinberger who was quoted today as saying that -- 
having said in Israel that the United States would not get 
involved in anything before the election but might consider 
doing so after November 6. Is that -- 


A Well, I'm not aware of what Secretary Weinberger 
said specifically, but 1 think our position on this is 
unchanged. It's just. as I articulated it to you today and it 
has been consistent, and we are, of course, not at the present 
time in a mediating or negotiating role. 


Q Also on this, there are reports from Israel that 
@ group of American Arabs and Jewish personalities, with the 
approval of the Secretary and the Under Secretary for Political 
Affairs, are trying to act upon what the Secretary called 
“improving the quality of Life of Palestinians and the 
territories.” 


Are you -- I mean, they said it was with the 
Secretary's approval in the State Department. Are you aware of 
this, and do you have any comment sbout it, end can tell us «a 
Little more about it? 


A 1 don’t have «a formal response at this point, and 
maybe we'll have something later. 


The fect is that that group is « private group; it is 
not sponsored by the U.S. Government, and so I just would point 
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that out to you. 1 don't -- if we have something further on 
that later, I*1l be happy to provide it. You started out 
saying, “with the sponsorship of the Secretary and the Under 
Secretary,” and so forth, that would not be really an accurate 
statement. But they certainly have kept us apprised at 
different stages of some of the things they had in mind, but 
they were acting on their own initiative. As 1 say, it's a 
private group and that's simply a fact. 


Ralph? 
Q Can you give us Murphy and Armacost‘s whereabouts? 


A They're -- as I have it here, they are both in 
Saudi Arabia at this point. 1 don't have an onward schedule 
for then. 


Lester? 


Q Could you give us -- you're aware William Vanden 
Heuvel, and along with 36 other Ambassadors -- or 35 other 
Ambassadors -- and the American Foreign Service Association 
protested the endorsement by the ambassadors to Senator Helms. 
And Vanden Heuvel said, “1 can't think of an occasion when a 
singl« Ambassador, much less 22, has joined in a partisan 


campaign.” 
Can you think of one, Alan? 


A Lester, 1 don't know. But in any case, our 
response to that whole matter was given to you last week by 
John. 


Q But there's another development. What is the 
State Department's reaction in view of the Curtis case in 1980, 
or the Young case in 1978? 


A 1 don't know what the Curtis case -- 


Q The Washington Post on February 6, 1980, page 
A-8, said, “The extent to which the Carter forces are prepared 
to go to insure a victory was indicated by the decision to call 
Kenneth M. Curtis, Maine's popular former Governor, back from 
his duties es Ambassador to Canada last Thursday for a week of 
campaigning on behalf of the President.” That's Carter of the 
Carter-Mondale team, and that was just before the Maine 
Presidential primary? 


A Don’t know what the facts ere, Lester. 
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lf you're going to respond. 
I always respond, Lester. 


Q Do you have any comment on that? 
A May 1 respond? 

Q Please. 

A Thank you. 

c 

A 


Don't know what the facts are. Our attitude towerds 
participation in the political process were given to you -- was 
given to you last week. 


Q One other one. The Washington Post reported in 
May of ‘78, that theic Ambassador -- 


A lf it's the same issue, it‘s the same answer. 


Q Bo, no, wait a minute. This is a different -- 
this is a different one -- that Ambassador Andrew Young twice 
appeared in Borth Philadelphia with the Reverend William Grey, 
who was campaigning against incumbent Congressman Robert Bix. 


a Again, I'm not speaking for the Carter 
Administration. 


Q Well, this would be political involvement, isn't 
it, Alan? 


A Connie. 


Q Do you have anything on these Cape Verde talks 
with Secretary Crocker? How decisive are they expected to be? 


A Well, as you indicated, Assistant Secretary 
Crocker will be meeting. He's leaving today to meet with South 
African Foreign Minister Botha in the latest round of South 
African neyotiations. 


This meeting follows two trips by Deputy Assistant 
Secretary Frank Wisner to Luanda. And, as you know, the 
Angolens presented us with some proposais during the last 
Wisner visit. And on the basis of that situation, and the new 
situation, Assistant Secretary Crocker will discuss next steps 
im the negotiations. 1 don't have a characterization of the 
sort that you're seeking, though, to give you. 
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Q Will Angolan officials be brought in or will it 
just be South African-American officials? 


A Bo, 1 think they're bilateral talks. I'm not 
aware of any plan to meet with Angolans, at least, at this time. 


Q One last point, do you have any comments on Chief 
Buthelezi‘s article in the Washington Post, some of the points 
he raised? 


A Bo, 1 don't. 


--MORE-- 
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Q Alan, on the Middle East again, on the wide gaps 
separating the parties between Israel, Syria and Lebaton, how 
are you expecting those gaps to be narrowed without ai, 
mediation from a third party? 


A Well, 1 think, agein, that we have indicated 
before that the question really is that there should be «a 
negotiated withdrawal of Isreeli forces. For this happen there 
has to be from all parties a willingness to show flexibility 
and adopt a practical problem-solving approach to the issues. 
So that process, obviously, needs to be worked. 


Q Can 1 follow up on that? What -- I mean, who are 
the parties who are not flexible? I mean, is it Israel and 
Lebanon or Syria, or -- 


a I'm not going to try to describe the positions of 
the various parties and to weigh them on cert’:* scales. We've 
indicated before, though, that the parties’ -- hat we're 
talking about here -- involvement include Israel, Lebanon and 
Syria. 


Q All of them. You mean they are not helpful -- 
all of them? They are not helpful. 


a As 1 say, I'm not about to give you a description 
of their positions or weigh them on any scale. I'm simply 
indicating a general position and who the parties are, but I'm 
not going to try to describe or analyze or critique the 
position of each party. 


Q It seems to me, Alan -- 1 asked you this question 
before -- that the issue of the Antone Lahad Lebanese forces in 
southern Lebanon -- Syrian or the Lebanese army -- Southern 
Lebanon Army, SLA -- 


A Uh-twh. 


Q -~ is one of the major points that is going to be 
@ stumbling block. What's the thousht of the United States 
Administration about employing this force instead of employing 
the UNLFIL forces in southern Lebanon? 


A Well, again, that, obviously, is an issue that is 
out there for discussion and for resolution, and it’s not going 
to help for us to be laying out positions from here. But, 
obviously, it's something that has to be worked on. 


Q Alan, enother question -- 
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Q Excuse me. If 1 can follow on this: Is the 
United States Government now in complete accord with Secretary 
Stultz speech on terrorism that he delivered last week? 


A Is the Department in accord with Secretary 
Stwltz? I think so. 


Q Bo, no, mo. The United States Government. Hot 
the Department. Wot the Department. I'm not talking about the 
Department. The United States Government? 


A 1 believe so, and I think that has been said on 
several occasions from the White House. 


Q Alan, a leading Egyptian newspaper has an 
editorial urging Egypt to follow a military buildup in response 
to Israel‘s military buildup. Do you read anything into that? 
How we -- 


A Don't have anything specific on it. As we have 
said many times before, we hope that the relations between 
Egypt and israel will improve. That's a very fundamental 
relationship. They, obviously, are both dedicated to the peace 
agreements, treaties, but that is a relationship which has some 
problems. We hope it will improve. 


Q However, that transcends a diplomatic 
relationship -- that's strictly military. 


A Well, I'm not aware of any particular military 
tension between those two countries. 


Q Alan -- 
A I*Ll come back to you in a second, Lester. Ralph? 


Q Alan, Go you have any comment on the -- or 
readout on the MIA talks that ended on Friday Last week in 
Hanoi? 


a 1 don't. Again, 1 think, as John indicated, 


those were technical talks. You might want to check with the 
Pentagon and see, since they were military people who were 


meeting. 
Q And any comment on the OPEC discussions? 


A OPEC? 


Q On the OPEC. 








-10- 


A Don‘t. 
Go ahead. 


Q Im regard to this gentleman's question, 1 gather 
that Vice President Bush's revised statement on the Secretary's 
terrorism (speech) has pretty well clarified the issues when he 
said, “Under the able leadership of Secretary Stultz, the State 
Department is focusing as never before on terrorism and what 
can be done about it.” 


There*s no question of Mr. Bush's accuracy in this 
statement, is there, Alan? 


A 1*m not aware of any, but I -- 
Q Okay. One to follow up -- 


A ~~ think you also should check with the Vice 
President's office on what he said. 


Q 1f€ you're certain that this is accurate, you can 
tell us, Alan, what the phrase “as never before” means. Does 
it means “as never before” the Reagan Administration came into 
office, does it mean “as never before” this latest Embassy 
bombing in Beirut, or does it moan “as never before” the three 
Beirut and one Kuwait bombings? What does “as never before” -- 
if you said it clarifies it, what does he mean by “as never 
before”? 


A If you -- well, two things, Lester. One, if you 
listen to the rest of my statement instead of being interested 
in reading into your tepe recorder, I think you would have 
found 1 said on the statement you might want to check with Vice 
President Bush's office. 


Secondly, it is no secret that terrorism is a growing 
and perceived to be a growing threat all over the world, and 
particularly the United States, and growing attention ic being 
paid to it. 


Q Well, Alan, the only reason I arked this question 
is because in 1981, as you know, I've noted a number of times 
in this room and the White House, Mr. Reagan said any tc rrorica 
will be met with swift and effective retribution. That was 
1981. 


a Vh-twh 
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7 This is 1984. When is the “as never before?” 
Does that mean last week, or what? 


A Well, again, I think that over a long period of 
time this problem has grown. There‘s no inconsistency, 
obviously, between what the Secretary said and what the 
President said back then. 


Q Of course, but it's an evasion, Alan. 


Q 1 have another question on Shultz’ speech. In it 
he praised -- 


A On whose speech? 


Q On Stwitc* speech last week on anti-terrorisn. 
In it he praised Israel's handling of terrorism, and -- but 
just yesterday there was a murder by @ Jewish terrorist of an 
imnocent civilian Arab. Uo you have eny comment on that? 


A Well, yes, and I think that the Israeli 
Government has indicated that they are going to move forcefully 
and swiftly to do whatever they can to bring those responsible 
to justice Obviously, we deplore that attack. So does the 
Israeli Government. 


Q There seems to be an air of sympathy for acts of 
terrorism against Arabs in Israel by the people in sympathy for 
the 20 Jewish terrorists on trial. In view of our support of 
Israel as the major democratic country in the area, there seems 
to be a contradiction. 


a Well, you're making that judgment about an air of 
sympathy. 1 think that the Israeli Government has spoken quite 
forcefully on this issue. 


Connie? 


Q Anything today to announce on pending U.S. dairy 
sales to Iraq, end is this part of our closer relations with 
Iraq? 


a Don't have anything today. 1 don't know if you 
got what we had last week. There is something on that subject 
which 1 guess you could get from the Press Office. 


Go ahead. 


Q Do you nde any comment on Marcos’ speech and 
particularly the things he had to say sbout the State 
Department's comments? 
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A Wo. 
Q How about -- (general Laughter) 


Q One other thing. Anything on the report in the 
Post sbout Bicsraguae seeking L-39 aircraft from Czechoslovakia? 


A Bo. I really don't have enything on that. 


Q Would that be considered the same level of 
seriousness as KIG's? 


A 1 don’t think I'm going to try to get into a 
definition of different kinds of aircraft from here. 


Bill? 


Q On the Arturo Cruz visit, is it the Department's 
position that he was excluded by the Wicaraguan’s from that 
election or that he abstained to partake in that election? 


s Well, 1 suppose you can use your own words. The 
clear fact is that apparently there was -- he agreed to term: 
that were put forward by Mr. Arce in Rio, and those terms were 
then withdrawn. So 1 leave it to you to give your judgment on 
that. 


Q One follow-up question. 
Okay. 


Q You're saying he was excluded. if he is not part 
of that election, which looks Like it will go forward Sunday, 
does the Department have a position shead of that election on 
how free and fair it will be without Arturo Cruz? 


a 1 think that we have indicated before our 
concerns sbout the current ground rules, and the fact that that 
makes it very difficult, to say the least, to hold e.ections 
which anybody objectively looking at them would consider free 
and fair elections. 


Obviously, we would still hope until the event that 
the Sandinistas would reconsider and would hold elections 
which, indeed could be considered free and fair by the 
international commnity as well as by the people of Wiceragua. 


Q Are we still pushing «@ postponement? 
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A It's not a question of our pushing 2a 
postponement. It's a question of what the various competing 
Wicaraguan political parties have called for. 


Q What is the ettitude -- 
Q Alan -- 


Q Can 1 follow that, Alan? What is the attitude 
towards the various international bodies of various kinds that 
the Wicaraguans have invited to monitor the election? Do we 
have any -- 


A Well, Z don't know what -- who all has been 
invited. Obviously, one would hope that anybody who does go to 
monitor that would, indeed, Look on those elections and take 
into account the entirety of the circumstances surrounding then. 


Q Alan, can I -- 
A Excuse me. Go ahead. 


Q In light of a series of terroristic activities on 
the part of Jewish settlers in the West Bank which mostly are 
European or American dual-citizens -- and the last thing was 
this attack on the bus yesterday, which was in a launcher. It 
looks like it wasn't a small weapon. It wasn't a gun. It was 
sort of -- 1 don't know if it was a missile or it was from a 
canon, or something Like that. 


Are you concerned, or the United States Government is 
concerned that many weapons are roving around in the hands of 
these settlers in the West Bank cities and towns and never 
issued a demand or appeal or request of the Israel Government 
to stifle these type of elements and let them go unchecked, 
unrestrained, by any means? 


Do you have any comment on this? 

A Well, there obviously are a lot of weapons around 
lots of places in the world. And, as 1 said before, we deplore 
and condemn this attack, and the Isreeli Government has done 


Likewise. 


Ghassan? 


Q Alan, can you say if the Secretary did taik to 
Prime Minister Peres about my question that 1 asked you about 
the improving the quality of Life and this private group, 
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because it is reported that the Secretary and Prime Minister 
Peres did talk about this? 


A The fact that they've talked about the quality of 
life is not news. They did talk about that. I1 don't know 
whether the -- this group was mentioned or not, and 1 don't 
know that I would get into what the discussions were, but I 
would re-emphasize to you what I said before, which is that 
that group is a private group, it is not a government-sponsored 
group, and that is a fact which I gather from your question is 
important in defining precisely what the circumstances are in 
terms of the press reports you're reflecting. 


Q You said that you would look to see if you can 
provide us with something? 


A Yes. I'm not sure -- well, beyond what L've 
said, I'm not sure whether we'll have anything here. If not, 
you might want to check later this afternoon and see if there's 
anything further. 


Q Has the Secretary got any scheduled speeches 
between now and election day? And, if he does, will you be 
sure that copies of the speech get to Vice President Bush on 
the campaign trail? (Laughter) 


A Without rising to the bait of your second half, 
of course, we have announced a speech this week -- 


Q Advance copies will go to Bush? 


A -- and I'm sure you have paid attention to that, 
Lester. 


Q Is there any comment on the tunger strike of the 
President of Bolivia? 


A Bo. I don't have any comment on that. 
Q Thank you. 


A Okay. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:36 p.m.) 
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TUESDAY, OCTOBER 30, 1984, 12:00 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good mornine. You may deduce from the 
fact that this briefing is starting promptly at 12:00 and I 
have no announcements that it is a very lean day. (Laughter) 


Q: Why don't ycu just tell us what you've gct, then, 
and lay it out here? (Laughter) 


‘a What would you like? 
Q Anybody have any questions? (Laughter) 


Q Anything on the Hedrick Smit! column in today's 
Times, suggestirnc that the CIA manual proves that the real 
intention of the Unitec States as the overthrow of the 
Nicaraguan Government, contrary to the stated public policy? 


6 Well, as you know, the President has ordered an 
investigation into the manual, so I don't have anything to say 
on that But the suggestion that the policy of the Unitec 
States is to overthrow the Sandinista regime is not correct. 


There has been no change in our basic policy 
objectives, and I'll just go through them again for you. 


Number one, the recuction of Nicaragua's expandec 
military apparatus to restore military equilibrium among the 
Central American nations. 


Number two, the removal of Soviet and Cuban military 
personnel and termination of their military and security 
involvement with Nicaragua. 


Number three, the termination of Nicaraguan support 
for subversion in neighboring countries. 


And number four, the implementation of the 
Sardinistas' democratic commitments to the OAS. 


So our policy is unchanged. The goais remain constant. 








Q A copy of that, John? 


fs Sure. 


Q Are the talks underway again today between 
Shlaudeman and Tinoco? 


4 Yes. Ambassador Shlaudemen met at Manzanillo 
yesterday with Mr Tinoco, and that went into a second day's 
session today. We expect they would end today. We would 
expect Ambassador Shlaudeman back in Washington tomorrow. 


Q That sounds like a more fulsome elaboration of 
our goals down there. Is that so? 


fs If it is, it is not by design. It is intended t: 
be a very accurate restatement of unchanged goals. 


C John, on the talks, the Nicaraguans published or 
broadcasted an item that's on the FBIS, suggesting that the 
talks had moved into a new phase, that they were no longer 
discussing, I guess, shape-of-the-table issues and 
shape-of-the-agenda issues, but have begun to discuss the 
Contadora agreement itself and the specific -- the substance of 
that agreement. 


Do you have any conment on the nature of the talks? 


A No. The agreement between ourselves and the 
Nicaraguan Government was that those talks would be 
confidential, and so far as we're concerned they remain 
confidential. 


Q Would you have any comment on the Nicaraguan 
reporc or those talks? 


ia) No. 

Q John, the manual goes into various formulations 
on ways the Sandinista Government can be destabilized or even 
overthrown. What would -- would we be pleased if the 


Sandinista Government were overthrown? 


A Well, I think the Secretary from time to time ha 
expressed his views about the kind of system that the 
Sandinistas have initiated and are implementing in Nicaragua 
But our goal, nevertheless, remains free and full elections 
involving all parties that want to participate, given the kind 
of environment that one would expect for such a free contest, 
which would include access to the press, would include freedow 





of assembly -- which certainly isn't being provided the 
opposition at the moment -- and those goals are out there. 
What the choice of the Nicaraguan people would be in the end, 
of course, is their decision. 


Q Do we think it's possible to achieve those goals 
under this particular government? 


os Well, if you had the kind of environment that 
we're suggesting, which would permit free elections -- not 
predicting what the outcome would be -- but, nevertheless, you 
would afford the people of Nicaragua the opportunity to vote on 
the kind of system that they would really like to see in 
control in their country. You haven't had such a test yet. 


Q Do vou nNave any comment on any of these reporis 
suaqgesting that tne Unitec States has been paying opposition 
party leaders monev «a. @n inducement to get them to not 


participate in Sundey‘s elections? 


6 1 don't, and it certainly would run totally 
counter to what the Secretary has been saying and what -- to 
various leaders As you know, he met some of the opposition 
leaders yesterday, and what he has been underlining is the 
commitment of the United States to a free electoral process in 
Nicaraqua. 


We want to see free elections, and we want to see 
everybody take part in those elections under the kind of 
conditions they would deem satisfactory. 


-- MORE -- 








Q John, is there any readout on that meeting 
yesterday in terms of what the Secretary may have learned or 
what he now thinks about the elections? 


i Yes. 1 think we posted some brief words 
yesterday after that meeting; and of course Mr. Cruz, I think, 
had some words to say when he came down. 


Q Do you have any comment on some statement made bv 
Mr. Brzezinski over the weekend to the effect that State 
Department officials have been witting or unwitting dupes -- 
that's not his word, but essentially -- in the case of coverine 
up for the Bulgarians and the Soviets in the Italian case? 


f 1 don't, and that would certainly run counter to 
the kind of position that we have taken and the way we have 
responded to such allecations in the past. There's no reason 
for the State Department to cover up in that case. What we've 
been doing is carefully monitoring the judicial process and 
awaiting the outcome of it 


Q fave you any comment on the people slain in 
Guatemaiea over the weekend? There was a deputy to the 
Constir.uent Assembly, two economics professors, and a Peace 
Corps person I -- 


fa We may have had something on the Peace Corps - 

Q Yes There was just a -- 

A -- volunteer yesterday 

Q -- recognition of it happening 

is 1 don't have any more. 

Q Do you think that the United States might do som 


kind of investigation into the Peace Corps -- 


A Oh, I think our Embassy there is following that 
very closely. 


Q Staying on that region, do you have any comment 
on the apparent crackdown in Chile yesterday and today? 


a Yes The steady increase in terrorist bemrbings, 
efforts by non-democratic sectors to foment violence, and 
yesterday's announcement by Chilean authorities that 
promulgation of a law legalizing political parties is being 
postponed indefinitely are of deep concern to the United States 





We regret both the increasing violence of the 
non-cemocratic left and the failure of the authorities to 
respond clearly to the desires of the vast majority of Chileans 
for a peaceful return to democracy. The United States 
sympathizes fully with these desires. We are reviewing 
carefully how recent developments may affect U.S. interests. 

We continue to believe that dialogue between the government and 
the democratic opposition is an essential step to reverse the 
trend toward polarization and to develop the internal consensus 
essential to the transition to democracy in Chile. 


Q May we have a copy of that? 
A Sure. 
C Can you spell a little bit that "reviewing 


carefully?” 


f- 1 think not at this stage, Marvin. It's 
something that, a review that 1s going on within the State 
Department, and 1 don't really have anything to take that 
any turther. 


Q When did that begin? 


“ It's within the past several days I don't know 
exactly when 


Q And trigaered by what -- these reports? 

fa By reports of what is happening in that country 
Q Aimed at what? 

A Sorry 

Q Aimed at what? 

A Seeing how that impacts on American interests. 
Q But when you say "American interests," do you 


mean diplomatic interests, business interests? 
A I think both, and perhaps other as well 


Q Any comment there on the sendine of Chilean 
dissidents or others to internal exile? 


A No I think our overall response is an 
all-embracing kind of response. 


ARO 











Q John, do you have anything on an apparently 
home-made grenade launcher found near the Embassy in Lisbon? 


ra Yes, I do. The police in Lisbon discovered and 
dismantled a device about a 100 meters from the Embassy 
compound consisting of two bazooka grenades inside long metal 
tubes which were linked by wire to a motorcycle battery. The 
device had failed to work apparently as the result of a 
technical malfunction. Portuguese authorities are now pursuing 
an investigation of the incident. 


We don't have any information at this time that would 
identify those involved. A number of news organizations in 
Lisbon are reporting they've received calls from individuals 
claiming to be members of FP-25, a local, far-left terrorist 
organization; anc apparently in these calls to various news 
organizations this terrorist organization is claiming credit 
The device was ciscovered on October 27. 


Q Copy of that, John? 


A Sure 
Q Alona those lines -- 
Q Did the Embassy receive a call on this? 


-- MORE -- 








Q Aiong those lines, as we get closer to election 
day, are you finding any pickup in the number of terrorist 
threats around the world, and specifically in Beirut? 


4 Are we seeing any? 

Q Yeah, uh-huh 

‘ I don't know that I can give you a kind of 
day-to-day tally. but certainly I think the reports have been 
on an upward curve for sometime, and 1 think we are obviously 
exercising considerable vigilence in obvious high-risk areas 
around the world 


Q John, has the Embassy in Lisbon received a cal) 
on this launcher, or had it -- 


6 Not aware of any such calls. 


Q -- had it been receiving a number of cails of 
potential attacks? 


A In advance? 

Q Yes 

” Not aware of any 

Q Weeks, whatever? 

ia) Not aware of any, Mike 
Q John? 

te Yeah? 


Q Yesterday, in the Wall Street Journal, Gerald 
Seib had a story about the Congressional Research Service study 
about Israel being the leading threat to both begin testing and 
to produce nuclear weapons followed by South Africa, India, 





Argentina and Pakistan. Do you have any comment on this report? 


ts No, 1 don't. 


Q Can you look into this if there is a possibility 
of sending a letter like you sent to Pakistan? 


bs No I think you ought to ask -- I think you 
ought to pursue it with the Wall Street Journal, not uw.th us 
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Q So, the report -- I mean, you couldn't comment or 
the report itself? 


a Not aware of it 


Q Mexico is not an OPEC member, but it's been 
apparently participating in the talks about production 
cut-backs. How would we feel, or how would we deal with a 
possible Mexican production cut-back? Would we try to dissuade 
them? 


i) No, I don't think so. I don't think we're 
involved in such activity 

Q John, could 1 just come back to the 
non-proliferation question a moment? 

- Ui -hu? 

Q The report issuec this morning by the Carnecie 


Institute, although I haven't read it from cover to cover, 
seems, to suggest that Libya has achieved something in the past 
year with regard to a creation of nuclear weapons 


A Uh-huh 


Q Do you nave any comment on Libya, specifically. 
with regard to nuclear -- 


A I don't We're obviously taking a look at the 
Carnegie report, and I'm not (a) aware of that. In general, 
our position on Libya and any nuclear activity by Libya and ary 
cooperation on the nuclear front with Libya is, of course, we)] 
knowr: We're opposed to it 


0 Okay. But you're not aware of any new 
development along those lines? 


is) No. 
Q Okay. 
Q Do you have anything on the -- any reaction to 


the OPEC cutback? 


a l don't. WNo 


Q Regarding terrorism, the Secretary in his speech 
last week seemed to be calling for a kind of public debate or 
public discussion of this whole question of what should be done 

















about international terrorism and as we have noted here. 
there's a lot of debate some of it within the U S Government 
about what the hell should be done 


Q Some of it in the U.S. press, too 


6 Some of it in the U.S. press Now, several day< 
have gone by Does he have any assessment, or do you, about 
the response to the speech that he made or what this tells us 
about the consensus or lack of consensus in the country? 


A No, not that I'm aware of 


Q viould he be likely to update his view of this in 
some forthcoming address? 


A Well, 1 don't know One sees columns and 
editoriels raising various points, some supportive, some 
critical That goes on I'm sure there's mail, although |] 
haven't «een a taliy on it yet; but I'm not aware of any plan: 
by the Secretary to make any additional remarks in the light « 
any reaction there's Deen at this stage 


‘ 





. Will the Secretary be making any speeches before 
election day or is he pretty much -- 

A Ye 1 thank he's giving one in New York on 
Thursday 

\ Can you characterize whether it'll be 


non-partisan or not like his previous speeches? 
bs It's on the question of nuclear non-proliferatin: 


Q So it will be non-proliferation Will he, or are 
you ready to say where and when you will have the next roun 
with the Soviets on that subject, since we seem to be concerned 
about proliferation 


ne Well, as you know, the Secretary met with 
Ambassador Dobrynin last week 


Q yes 
A But beyond that 1 don't have anything ‘or you 
e) You don't have -- you don't know if it will be in 


Moscow or Washington, nor when in early December yet? 


Aa On that specific topic, 1 don't have anything for 
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you. but | think Ambassador Hartman is due to meet with Foreig: 
Minister Gromyt« Perhaps he even has met with him this weet 
1 don't knou 





Q John. while you're back here, I don't think 
anyone askec for you language on Chile Would you let us have 
that. please?’ 


A Sorry’ 


~ I don't think anyone asked for your language o: 
Chile Would you let us have that please?’ 


is They dic. yeah Sure. you're welcome to it 


Q John. do you have anything at all today on that 
Missing Polish priest 


é A 
Q Anvtwina at all on the situation there?’ 
f A We're obviously watching that situation ver, 


caretully 


Q John any comment on King Hussein's remarks about 
anyone in the Arab world can't trust that the U.S is able ti 
act as a fair arbitrator in the Middle tast? 

i's N haven't seen that 

v Or for hi} vou haven't seen his remarks at a) 

A Uh-ul 

Q Would you take that question, take a look at hi: 
speech -- his interview’ 

a I don't think so Il think King Hussein has mad: 


a@number of speeches along -- 


Q He has renewed his call for a Soviet-American 
conference on the Middle East 


is) Uh-huh 

Q Would vou take that aspect of the question? 

A Don't need to take it Don't think it's @ very 
good idea 








{| 


v Do you have any comment on the warning to Western 
news correspondents in West Beirut? 


4 Beirut is obviously a high-threat area It 
continues to be thus. and I would urge correspondents there tc 
proceed with caution 


Q Have we squeezed you dry? 
a Squeezed me dry 
Q Thank you 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:15 p.m.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: A couple of announcements. Firstly, 
Deputy Secretary Kenneth Dam will leave Washington tomorrow for 
a visit to Peru, Bolivia, and Argentina. In each of those 
countries, the Deputy Secretary will meet with senior host 
government officials to discuss economic, political, and social 
matters of mutual concern. He will also attend a meeting of 
the Atlantic Conference in Argentina, and he will return to 
Washington on November 11. 


Q Who is this, John? 
4 Ken Dam. Deputy Secretary Kenneth Dam. 


On Friday, at 2:00 in the afternoon in the briefing 
room, there will be a BACKGROUND briefing on the current status 
of the Namibia independence negotiations and our ongoing talks 
with the Angolan Government on regional issues. This 
BACKGROUND session is being held in response to requests from 
many of you for an update on the southern African 
negotiations. 


tT don't plan to read them, but I would just refer 
anybody who hasn't seen it to the Secretary's statement this 
morning on the assassination of Prime Minister Gandhi. I think 
the White House also a few minutes ago announced that the 
Secretary will, at the direction of the President, lead the 
U.S. delegation to the funeral ceremonies in New Delhi. 


I would also like to refer you to the statement we put 
out last night on the death of Father Popieluszko. 


That's really all I have for you in the way of -- 
Q When will the Secretary leave for the funeral? 


fe) That is still being worked on, Bernie. Can't 
really give you a departure time. 





Q Is it possible there may be a change in his 
schedule tomorrow? 


a That is also something that is being worked on. 
As of now, the Secretary hopes to continue with that commitment 
to speak at the U.N. tomorrow, Dut keep in touch with u. as the 
day and arrangements unfold. 


Q Will he add any stops, do you know, on that? 
a Certainly no thinking at the moment that he would 
Q Will there be any press on the plane? 


a) That is another question that is apparently 
presently under review We expect that the Presidential 
delegation will be fairly large, and there will also be 
considerable security involved, so we just don't yet have a 
feeling on whether there will be press on that trip or not. 


Q John, what impact will the assassination have on 
relations between the United States and India? 


a Well, I don't -- I can't speculate on that The 
fact of the matter is that we expect India to undergo a 
democratic orderly transfer of power as it has in the past, and 
the relationship, so far as we can see, between the United 
States and India will remain good 


Q Will remain what, please? 
H Good. Good. 
Q Do you see a leadership struagle developing 


there, or do you -- 


4 Well, I don't think that is something that we can 
speculate on. We have seen the reports that Rajiv Gandhi has 
been sworn in as Prime Minister. I think insofar as the facts 
of the situation on the ground are concerned, you are aware of 
them. The official Press Trust of India carried extensive 
reporting on the assassination of Mrs. Gandhi. They reported 
that Sikhs certainly were involved in the assassination attempt 


The Secretary has sent a message of condolences to the 
chairman of the Ministry of External Affairs Foreign Policy 
Planning Board -- that's Mr. Parthasarathy. The situation in 
Delhi appears to be calm although there are some fragmentary 
reports that some violence has erupted there, and so based on 


ved 





this information, we've issued a travel advisory until the 
Situation becomes clearer. That advisory, in essence, says 
that based on, as I say, this rather limited and fragmentary 
evidence, there appears to be some violence in New Delhi and 
other urban areas of India following the assassination of Prime 
Minister Gandhi, and so we have suggested that Americans 
traveling within India should exercise caution; they should 
avoid crowds; they should contact the American Embassy or the 
closest consulate if the situation appears to warrant it. 


People about to travel to India might wish to consider 
deferring their travel until the situation becomes clearer. but 
this is simply an advisury which we consider to be prudent at 
this time, and in no way suggests that we are privy to or 
expect wide-scale violence. 


Q Is Ambassador Barnes in New Delhi? 


a) Ambassador Barnes is in New Delhi. The telephone 
communication to India is pretty difficult at the moment. 
There is a lot of traffic, but nevertheless, we are in contact 
with the Embassy by cable. 


Q John, some weeks ago you -- 


Q (inaudible) fragmentary in limited reports that 
you have? 


a I think there have been some -- You probably, I 
think, are better aware of them than we are. IL think there 
have been some instances of hostility towards Sikhs and some 
stone-throwing, that kind of thing in Delhi. 


Q Some weeks ago, you -— or maybe it was Alan; I 
forget which -- on behalf of the Department expressed some 
concern about the state of tension between India and Pakistan 
which the U.S. Government was concerned about. How would you 
describe the relationship between them now? And do you have 
any sense of how this latest action might affect them? 


a No, I don't. I think our appreciation of the 
relationship between Pakistan and India is the same today as it 
was several weeks ago. There's no suggestion that that has 


changed, nor do we have any indication that that is changing. 


Q Well, several weeks ago, it wasn't so good. 1 
mean, you were worried about it. 


3) Well, I think several weeks ago we raised some 
obvious points of disagreement but al:ro were quite emphatic 








in rejecting some of the more sensational suggestions about ‘ 
that relationship. 


Q John, when you say that you expect the Indians 
will undergo an orderly transfer of power, as they have in the 
past, are vou referring to the hand-over that occurred today, 
or are you suggesting that there ought to be elections or 
something else? 


a In general, there is a procedure -- and really 
that is not for us to chronicle -- that is for the Indian 
Government to explain and to follow through on; but it is a 
fairly clear-cut procedure, and all the indications are that 
that process is going forward. 


Q John, have you seen the numerous reports from the 
Soviet Union regarding the assassination attempt? And do you 
have any comment on the Soviet allegations about U.S. 
involvement? 


a I think they are outrageous and irresponsible 
It is really quite a disgusting line of argument to suggest 
that the United States somehow is involved in this very tragic 
development So, as [ say, we consider them to be outrageous 
and extremely irresponsible 


Q Jonn, hasn't this Department suggested to 
President Zia, to transfer the power to the civilian, as a 
democracy, as you said, that we expect India to transfer power 
as a democracy. 


a Have we suggested to President Zia this? 
Q Right 
) I'm not aware of any communications following the 


tragic events in india with President Zia, but President Zia is 
well aware of our confidence in the democratic system in India 


Q According to today's Washington Times, Pakistan ° 
is close to completing the nuclear, I mean the atomic bomb Do 
you have any comment on that? 





a None, other than the statements that we have made 
over the past months of our concerns about development in 
Pakistan towards nuclear armament and the reassurances that we 
have had from Pakistan, which of course we accept 


Q John, a Sikh leader in Los Angeles called Amrich 
Singh (phonetic) has gone on record saying that this is just 





the beginning, and that if Rajiv comes into power, that he will 
meet the same fate. Is che United States contemplating any 
action of threats made here in the United States by individuals 


here? 
a Well, L'm not aware of that statement, and 


therefore, I can't comment on action: but clearly, the United 
States would deplore any hint of further violence in India 


-- MORE -- 





w John, was there ever any confirmation of the -- 
by this government that a lot of the weapons uncovered by the 
Indian Government in the attack on the Golden Temple bore 
Pakistani and Chinese markings? 


a I'm not aware of that. John. I'm just really not 
briefed on any findings that might have been made. 


Q John, was the U.S. aware last week, or in the 
last couple of weeks, of any threats, specific threats, by 
Sikhs to go to New Delhi and attempt an assassination attempt? 


a Not that I'm aware of. 


Q John, when was the Secretary notified of the 
assassination? When did he come in the building; what was his 
routine? 


a I can't give you exact -- I'm sorry, Mike, I 
didn't mean to cut you off. Go ahead. 


Q What nappened once he was notified? 


a I don't quite know what time Sometime during 
the course of the night he was notified, and at his direction 
offices of the State Department dealing with that area, of 
course, were in the building and were closely monitoring the 
Situation. He has met with a number of officials this morning 
involved in that particular region 


As you know, he went over to the Indian Embassy. He 
was with the President there, and he certainly has talked with 
Bud McFarlane this morning 


Q Is there a special working group? 

A Not a working group, Bernie, in the traditional 
sense in the Op Center, but nevertheless, obviously, key 
officials (were) working on this through the night and 
continuing to work on it. 

Q . When did he first speak to the Pre ident on this? 

a I do not know whether he spoke to the President 
before they went over to the Indian Embassy I'm not sure 
about that. 


Q When did he come in the building? 


A He was in the building sometime around 7:20, 
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something like that, this morning. 


Q John, have you had any chance to talk to -- or 
has the Secretary talked to Ambassador Lewis in Israel fora -- 


a The Secretary has not talked to Ambassador Lewis. 


Q And is he satisfied with what he said, or -- I 
sew the guidance that came out last night. 


I You saw the guidance that came out last night? 
Q That's it for today, too? 
A I would stand by that guidance. 


Q Do you have a copy? Did the Embassy send you a 
transcript of -- 


is) Have not received a transcript yet. We have 
asked for a transcript and have not yet received it. 


Q Who did talk with Ambassador Lewis last night? 


A I think officials in NEA talked with Ambassador 
Lewis. 

Q John, what is the -— I mean, I understand that 
there was a statement, John. Maybe we could have a copy of it 
later. But do you -- although the Ambassador was expressing 


his own views, or private views, what in particular does the 
Department disagree with what he said? 


I mean, do you care to actually comment on the aspects 
that he mentioned as “abysmal,” “worse,” and “nil?” 


A Well, the fact of the matter is that President 
Reagan is deeply committed to the peace process with the 
various ramifications that we have traditionally outlined and 
within the parameters we have traditionally outlined. And even 
an Ambassador voicing personal opinion, suggesting that that is 
not the case, is clearly not voicing an opinion with which the 
State Department agrees. 


Q Is he -- has Ambassador Lewis informed the State 
Department that he's retiring at the end of the year? 


A I don't quite know what his plans are, John. 


Q Has he met with -- discussed this with Secretary 


- ms > _ 
/ CFA? 











Murphy? 


i) Secretary Murphy is in Israel. I do not know of 
my own knowledge that they met, but they were to have met at 
the airport last night, and I assume that this has been a 
matter of discussion between them. 


Q John, generally speaking -- I'm not aware of what 
the answer is --— the ambassadors clear certain speeches with 
the Department, or they actually do not? 


4 Well, this one wasn't. 
Q Was not? (Laughter) But generally they do? 


a I'm not sure that I would agree with that 
"generally." L'm not sure that I would agree with that. 


John, are you consciously leaving the impression 
that Ambassador Lewis is now in disfavor with the 
Administration as a result of this speech, or are you trying to 
leave the impression that this speech, or these comments are 
not in agreement with the Administration view but that, in 
general, there's no portend of dismissal or retirement or some 
other action to come 4s a result of this speech? 


A Well, as I say, the Department has asked for the 
transcript. I think that will be looked at carefully, and one 
wants to make sure that reports of what Ambassador Lewis said 
are correct. 


Ambassador Lewis has been a key and respected 
Ambassador in the Middle East. But I think, clearly, there are 


aspects of his remarks that are troubling to people in 
Washington. 


Q John, there are reporis that this speech is a 
prelude to amend the Reagan initiative after the election, to 
put another initiative, or to frame it? 


A I think you would be very wrong to suggest that 
there is any amendment or dilution of the President's Middle 
Fast initiative. 


Q John, your statement just now is somewhat 
different from the guidance that was issued last night which 
was -- had no problems at all with his remarks. 


A I wouldn't say “had no problems with the 
remarks." I think after discussion with Ambassador Lewis, I 
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think what the statement we issued last night was trying to do 
was to amplify what he had said, make the point that his 
remarks were made in a broader context, that he was talking 
about lost opportunities in the Middle East for a number of 
parties. But I think the fact is that people here will want to 
take a look at that transcript and review what the Ambassador 
said in its overall cor.text. 


Q John, you say that the President is deeply 
committed to the peace process. And, without questioning his 
intentions, what evidence do you have in mind of late that 
indicates this? 


A Well, I think there's been a continuing 
diplomatic activity even in the face of intransigence and 
obstacles. And, once again, I'll remind you that the 
President, at the time he launched his intitiative, made the 
point that he was in this for the long haul; that Americans 
sometimes are criticized for a limited focus on a problem, but 
that he recognized that peace had been a very elusive prospect 
in the Middle East and he was determined to pursue it down what 
probably would be a long road in the face of many obstacles 


So he hasn't been fainthearted because peace has not 
yet emerged in the Middle East. He's keeping -- 


Q Who is the U.S. -- is there a U.S. mediator or 
negotiator or an envoy now who's -- 


A There have been in the past. [here is not at the 
moment But I'd point out that Ambassador Murphy is currently 
in the area. lL'd point out that (Under) Secretary Armacost has 
just returned; Secretary Weinberger was in the area earlier, so 
it is not as though there's no dialogue. 


Q John, there was a bit of a scir the other day 
when 22 political appointee ambassadors got involved in the 
political process. 

Is there any concern on having a career ambassador get 
involved with remarks that could be interpreted, at least, as 
critical of the President? 

8 You're back on Ambassador Lewis' remarks? 

Q Yes, yes. 


3) Well, I think it is fair to say that there is 
some concern in Washington about his remarks as reported. 








a, 


Q John, does the guidance last night -- 


Q Could I follow up? Is that concern in this 
building or is it concern in another building, or both 
buildings? In the White House or the State Department? 


a I would say that there is considerable interest 
in this building and other buildings in clarifying what it was 
Ambassador Lewis, in fact, said. 


Q John, the guidance last night left the impression 
that the State Department felt Ambassador Lewis had not 
criticized the substance of the President's September 1, ‘82 
initiative, but the guidance notably ignored the question of 
the timing and presentation of that initiative. 


Is it fair for us to conclude that those are the 
issues around which the people in Washington are interested in 
checking tne transcript? 

A Well, you know, as I say, we haven't seen the 
transcript, but I couldn't engage you in a violent argument to 
deter you trom that conclusion. (Laughter) 

Q I would never engage in a violent argument anyway. 

Or even an non-violent argument. 


Q John, who is reviewing the statements now? 


a I don't think I will go into that. I think we 
will wait until we see the transcript and see who reads it. 


Q Is there any consideration cf recalling the 
Ambassador for consultation? 


A I'm not aware of any plans for Ambassador Lewis 
to return to Washington. 


Q John, do you know if these were prepared remarks, 
or was it a Q&A situation? 


a I think that some parts of that meeting were 
certainly spontaneous. I'm not sure whether the Ambassador was 
speaking from notes or a text. 


Q Was Secretary Murphy at the same place, or the 
same -- 


a No. He had not arrived in Israel at that time. 




















ott. 


Q John, could I ask if Ambassador Shlaudeman is 
back in Washington, and whether he was in the NSC meeting 
yesterday afternoon at the White House? 


a He was due to be back in Washington. I 
personally haven't seen him, so I of my own knowledge cannot 
answer that, but he was due to be back. Whether he was at that 
meeting yesterday, I don't know. 


Q And do you have any statement on the dialogue 
that's supposedly taking place in Nicaragua today, or anything 
new on the crates that were unloaded in the eastern part of 
Nicaragua last week? 


A Nothing new on the crates. Insofar as the 
dialogue is concerned, we understand the Coordinadora has 
decided to meet today with the Sandinistas in a further effort 
to obtain adequate electoral conditions which so far have been 
rejected by the Sandinistas. 


The United States has consistently supported the 
opposition's efforts to participate in free and fair elections. 


Q Copy, please? 
4 Sure. 
Q One other thing. Do you have a statement on a 


visa that was given to [talian playwright Dario Fo, and why 
that visa was given now? 


A Yes, that visa was granted. I'll give you the 
background on it. Mr. Fo and his wife, Franca Rame -- I may 
have that pronunciation incorrect -- have applied for 


non-immigrant visas to visit the United States in connection 
with their work in the theater. 


Although they were found excludable from the U.S. 
under Section 212 (a) (28) of the Immigration and Nationality 
Act, the State Department has recommended that the grounds of 
ineligibility for a visa be waived because the applicants’ 
entry into the United States is deemed to be in the public 
interest. 


Since the Justice Department has concurred in this 
recommendation, it's expected that single-entry visitor's visas 
for temporary workers in the arts will be issued shortly, if 
th.y have not already been issued. 





~12- 


You probably will ask, “What are the grounds for 
ineligibility?” They were found ineligible for visas under 
Section 212 (a) (28) which section excludes from admission to 
the United States aliens who advocate anarchism, communism or 
terrorism, or who are members of or affiliated with anarchist, 
communist or terrorist organizations. 


The findina of ineligibility was based on the 
applicants’ past activities on behalf of such organizations 


Q Can we get a copy of that? 
2) Sure. 
0 Was the fact his play was opening on Broadway 


have anything to do with the fact that he got a visa? 


a Il think the Department and the Justice Department 
reviewed the situation and decided there was just cause for a 
waiver in this particular instance 


-~-MORE -- 
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Q John, on the topic of Nicaragua, the Nicaraguans 
have been complaining in the last two days or charging that 
U.S. planes have flown over the port of El Bluff, apparently on 
a surveillance mission, looking at a Bulgarian freighter which 
has been offloading for the past week. There may be two 
Bulgarian freighters. I don't know. 


“4 Uh-huh. 

Q Do you have any comment on that? 

i) No. 

Q Neither admitting it, or no comment whatsoever, 
or -- 

i) Let me see what -- 

Q Cac you elaborate a Little? 

A -- what words we might come up with on that later 
in the day. 

Q John, there has been a long article in the Times 


this morning out of Managua, suggesting, once again, that the 
Embassy has sought to discourage the opposition from taking 
part in the elections, and I'm curious, especially in 
conjunction with the issuing of this “Resource Book (on) 
Sandinista Elections in Nicaragua" -- 


a Uh-huh. 


Q - because it does draw the conclusion that the 
process is fatally flawed and says for many Nicaraguans the 
elections will offer mo real choice at all -- 


I'm just wondering if you could indicate just what is 
the Embassy's role in this? It seems like the Administration 
has decided, in putting it in writing, that those elections 
hold no prospect and so, therefore, it would see it to its 
advantage to convince the others not to take part. 


Aa No. I don't think that's correct. I think the 
Embassy has denied reports that it pressured in any way 
opposition officials to boycott the election. Don't 
misunderstand me -- the United States is not in favor of a 
phony or a fake election, which is what we seem to be heading 
for in Nicaragua. But the United States is very much in favor 
of a free election with the kind of conditions there that would 
permit the opposition to put its case. And you all know what 
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that means. It means freedom of assembly, freedom of access to 
the press, which the opposition certainly doesn't have at the 
moment. 


Insofar as Secretary Shultz's own meeting with Mr. 
Cruz and other leaders, the fact is that during that meeting 
the Secretary underlined tne importance of the free electoral 
process in Nicaragua, and that's what we want to see. And we 
hope that even at this late date -- although one recognizes 
that the Lights are going out or the sand is running out -- 
even at this late date, we would hope that the Sandinistas 
would agree to establish the necessary conditions which would 
permit a free contest of wills in Nicaragua. 


Q This pamphlet, which has no named author and has 
ne footnotes, or -- 


a I think it says “Department of State" on the 
cover. 

Q Yes. But no individual, and has no footnotes 
about what the sources are. [t just raises the -- has the 


implication that there is a kind of a campaign here that - 
wiich has previously been a question of the President's 
rhetoric, but here it seems like a full-fledged campaign by the 
Administration to discredit those elections. Is that the case? 


ts I don't think the Administration needs to mount a 
campaign to discredit the elections. I think one only needs to 
read the kind of dispatches tnat have been appearing in major 
newspapers in the United States in the past several weeks -- 
the reporting by your own colleagues of facts. The fact seems 
to be that we're heading into a phony election in Nicaragua. 


Q Why issue this, then? 


A We traditionally have in cases of elections in El 
Salvador on previous occasions, but if you think it is not 
helpful, we will pass the word back that you do not wish such 
documentation. 


Q John, on a related issue, do you have any reason 
to believe that Soviet-bloc arms supplies to Nicaragua or 
transshipments to El Salvador have not reached the levels that 
you expected for this -- 

m4 No. 


Q ~- for this time of the year? 


A No. Have no such evidence. 





Q No such evidence. What about -- do you have any 
evidence, as reported, that Mr. Castro has said to some other 
Bloc officials, "Let's cool it in Central America for 
awhile..."? 


a I am not privy to such communications, but 
certainly in terms of the evidence on the ground, there doesn't 
seem to be much indication of change of heart. 


Hank? 


A John, just to be clear about a point, you say 
that you still hope that the Sandinistas will establish 
conditions for free and fair elections there. Are you still 
suggesting that this might technically be possible before 
November the 4th? 


a I think it would be very hard for them to turn 
that society around by the present projected election date. 


Q So that, implied in that, then, is the notion 
that the elections should be postponed, is really what ['m 
getting at. 


A Well, you know, if you -- obviously, I think that 
is a fair implication. If you cannot provide the conditions 
under which there could be a fair test of opinion by that date, 
that seems a pretty pointless exercise. 


Q John, just come back to the Indian thing again 
for a moment, just to follow up Don's question: Is there no 
concern -- if I understand correctly -- in this building that 


what happened might lead to increased tension between India and 
Pakistan? 


a) Well, I think that is a very speculative type 
question, and I think we would be unwise to respond ina 
speculative way. We've had a great tragedy in India. The 
Indians are proceeding with the kind of orderly transition 
process that one has come to expect and respect in India, and 
we expect that democratic process of transition to go forward. 
I think that's about where we are and what we look for. 


Q There are no special messages being sent to the 
Pakistanis or communication or -- 


) Not that I'm aware of. 
Q Or travel, or anything of that sort? 


4 Not that I'm aware of. 
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Q What would the extent of the U.S. commitment to 
Pakistan be in the event of a conflict over there? 


a I =hink that we have issued specific words on our 
commitment to Pakistan and to India, our involvement with both 
countries, the relationship between Pakistan and ourselves, and 
India and ourselves. I'm sure the Press Office would be glad 
to pull out those policy statements for you. 


Q John, how long will the Secretary stay in India, 
and will the issue of terrorism be discussed with Indian 
officials, and is there any possibility that he might stop in 
the Middle East? 


a) I don't -- I think -— the answer to the first two 
questions: I don't know how long he will stop in India. The 
ceremony is, I understand, on Saturday afternoon around 4:30, 
their time. I think they're ten and a half hours ahead of us. 
So how many hours or nights he will be in India, I don't know. 
We don't even know the time of departure yet. It will be a 
very brief visit. 


I dv not know what Indian official -- with which 
Indian officials he may or may not talk, or, indeed, officials 
of other governments. IL don't know who will be there and who 
he will see at this stage. And, I'm sorry, the third part of 
the question was? 


Q Is there any possibility that he might stop in 
the Middle East? 


A Oh, Middle East? Certainly no plans. Certainly 
no plans. 


Q Do you have anything more today on Chile, first 
of all? 


p No, I don't. 


Q And do you have anything to say about a reported 
mediation between the Sudanese Government and southern rebels? 


a Yes. Ido have something on that. The United 
States is encouraged by this evidence of serious reconciliation 
etforts by the Sudanese Gervernment to end the conflict in 
southern Sudan. 


The Government's announcement indicates that a group 
of southern insurgents led by Abdullah Shol Deng and an 





=| = 


armed forces committee have been conducting peace talks, and 
that a tentative agreement has been reached. 


We hope that this develooment will encourage a similar 
dialogue with other rebel groups. 


Q Copy? 

A Sure. 

Q John -- 

a Are we done? 

Q John -- 

a) I think we're done. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:14 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. A couple of 
announcements: 


First, available in the Press Office is the prepared 
text of the address by Secretary Shultz before the United 
Nations Association in New York City at 1:00 p.m. today. The 


topic of the speech is Nuclear Non-Proliferation. There will be 
a Q&A session following the speech. 


Barring technical difficulties, the address will be 
Piped here live into the Briefing Room. 


Second, Peter McPherson, the Administrator of the 
Agency for International Development, will be available here in 
the Briefing Room at 2:00. That's going to conflict, 
presumably, with the feeding in. I guess we will do that in 
any case, but beware of that. 


He will provide further background and respond to 
questions on this morning's White House press release on the 
U.S. response to the African crought situation. Mr. McPherson 
has had preliminary meetings with Ethiopian Commissioner Dawit 
this morning. Those negotiations are on-going and not expecte. 
to conclude until tomorrow. We will make available to you i: 
the Press Office the text of that White House release in case 
you don't already have it. 


Q Alan, can we get the text after this briefing? 


q Yes. 


Q And will he be ON BACKGROUND, did you say, or ON 
THE RECORD? 


A No, he'll be ON THE RECORD. 


Q Why is he giving his briefing today instead of 
waiting until the end of the talks? 




















a Whetner he will have something to say further at 
that time, I don't know. But the fact is there has been an 
announcement made at the White House, and so to pick up any 
questions that might arise out of that instead of trying to 
deal with them at a briefing by people who don't really have it 
in their heads, that seemed the best way to do that. 


Okay. That's it for announcements. I'll be huppy to 
take questions. 


Q Alan, do you have an assessment of the political 
conditions unfolding in India, the unrest? 


a I don't really have an assessment of it, Mike. 
You're as aware as we are of the press reports, and we have 
some other sketchy information. There are, as you know, 
unconfirmed Indian press reports that curfews have been imposed 
in some cities, but I don't really think we can take you beyond 
what your colleagues have already reported. 


Q Do you have anything to say on the succession to 
Mrs. Gandhi? 


“ No 


Q Alan, has the United States protested to the 
Soviet Union the allegations of U.S. involvement? 


A Yes. As we said yesterday, we strongly resent 
the Soviet allegations that the United States, and specifically 
the CIA, were involved in or inspired this act of political 
terrorism. We reject in the strongest possible terms the 
outrageous Soviet allegations. They are absurd and 
irresponsible. 


The United States has protested strongly, both in 
Moscow and here in Washington, against the Soviet media and 
official suggestions of U.S. complicity in this tragic event. 


Q How did we protest -- a copy of that, please, 
Alan? 

A Sure. 

Q How did we protest here and in Moscow? Who did 


what to whom? 


4 [I guess we don't usually get into the question of 
who does what to whom, and I think I will follow that pattern. 











But there's no mistake in the context and content of those 
protests about how seriously we regard those accusations. 


Q Alan, was anyone from the Soviet Embassy in the 
building for a meeting today? 


4 I don't know the answer to that. 
Q Could you take that question? 


A No, I don't think so. We have a lot of 
back-and-forth with the Soviet Embassy. 


Q Some of which you do tell us about. 


A Well, if the Secretary has a meeting, we have 
acknowledged those things, but I think that otherwise we 
generally do not. 


Q So there was no meeting with the Secretary this 
morning? 

o There was no meeting with the Secretary. 

Q Were the protests delivered today or yesterday? 

4 The protest was, I think -- the protests were 


made both days. 


Q Alan, what about this report of a possible 
meeting between the Secretary and Mr. Tikhonov? 


A I don't have anything specific to give you on 
that. There have been some soundings made about possible 
meetings with some of the delegations that will be in New Delhi 
in addition, of course, to possible meetings with the 
Government of India. But since no meetings have been set, I 
don't think I'm in a position to comment on which countries, 
and so on. I think we'll just have to let that unfold. 


Q And is there a particular sounding as to a 
meeting with the Soviets? 


A As I say, I think until any meetings are set I 
would not comment on which countries would be involved in that. 


Q The same question. 


4 Okay. 








Q There's absolutely nothing to these press 
accounts that indicate that that meeting between Shultz and the 
Russian has already been squared away? 


a To my understanding -- and I've checked on this 
-- there are no meetings that are actually set at this point, 
though, as I say, we have sounded out some of the countries as 
to possible meetings. 


Q Among those countries, the Soviet Union is one of 
them, I assume? 


2) To repeat myself for a third time, L'm not going 
to get into which countries we've sounded out. 


Q How long do you expect the Secretary to be in 
India? When do you expect him to return? 


fe) He will be there, I guess, a little bit over 24 
hours. He gets there late on Friday and will leave late on 
Saturday. 


Q Alan, can you tell us if Richard Burt will be 
accompanying the Secretary on this trip? 

3) I think he is on the aircraft, yeah. 

Q Can you make a list available of the delegation 


and the Secretary's staff? 


A No, I don't think the staff. The delegation, 
I'll be happy to make available. I don't think we would 
normally make available all the staff who are accompanying him. 
But Rick Burt will te -- 


Q How about Assistant Secretaries of State’? Will 
he meet with Richard Murphy, for example, on the trip? 


4 I don't -- my understanding is that Ambassador 
Murphy, who has just been in that region, as you know, will 
probably not go back to New Delhi at this point. 


Q Alan, have you been in consultation with the 
Pakistani Government regarding the situation in India? 


a I honestly don't know the answer to that, but I 
guess even if I did we would not get into the question of what 
diplomatic discussions we may have held. 


al 














Q Alan, forgive me for following up on that other 
thing -- that Murphy will not go back to Delhi. Will he meet 
with Shultz in any other area? 


A I'm not aware of any plans for him to meet. 
Q (Inaudible). 


A No, I'm not trying to be tricky about any 
possible stops, although I've got to say to you that there 
obviously will be a fuel stop some place and --. 


Q Cairo? 


a I don't know where it will (be). And whether 
Ambassador Murphy would seek to see him at that point, I 


honestly don't know, and I don't know that we will have that. 


Q Is there any change in yesterday's forecast that 
this trip is basically a trip to and from New Delhi? 


i) No. 

Q No change? 

2) No change. 

Q Alan, another area? 


Still with India, still. Alan, by the criteria 
of the State Department or the U.S. Government, do you consider 
the situation in India as an emergency situation which 
necessitates sort of an emergency committee or commission or 
some such thing? 


A I don't think it's up to us to characterize it 
one way or another. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on the Israeli 
Foreign Minister's statement that he is surprised about why 
United States Jews would contribute money to improve the 
quality of life in the West Bank? And I have another part of 
this question. 


4 No, I don't have any comment on it. 


Q And can you elaborate on what Mr. Howard Squadron 
and Steve Cohen from Queens College, together with Mr. Najib 
Halabi, former Director of Pan Am, and others, who in 
coordination with Mr. Peter Rodman in the State Department are 











planning to do in the West Bank? 


a Well, I think I answered this the other day -- 
maybe you weren't here -- that the group you're talking about 
is not an official group; it's a private group. They have kept 
us apprised of some of their activities. But their activities 
are just as I described them: private. So the question the 
other day, I think, suggested that perhaps there was U.S. 
Government sponsorship. That is not the case. It is a private 
organization, and you should ask them about their activities. 


Q But I understand that they are in coordination, 
or they coordinate their activities or their movements with the 
State Department? 


Aa No. I say they have kept us apprised of some of 
their activities. But I think it would be wrong to suggest, as 
your question does, that there's some sort of linkage, official 
sponsorship, with them; that's not right. 


Bill? 


Q Any reaction to the direct -- prospect of direct 
talks between Israel and Lebanon on an Israeli withdrawal? 


Q What? 

a The question is, “Any comment on the prospect of 
direct talks?" I assume you're talking about the U.N. 
announcement about direct talks between Israel and Lebanon. 

Q Uh-huh. 

A We welcome this development as an important step 


toward working out security arrangements leading to an Israeli 
withdrawal from southern Lebanon. 


--MORE -- 














Q Alan, do we have any reading on why the Syrians 
would now give the Lebanese the go-ahead to talk to Israel? 


a Well, you're making a lot of assumptions in your 
question, and I'm not going to comment on those assumptions; 
but anyway, let the Syrian Government speak for itself and let 
the Lebanese Government speak for itself. 


Q Did the U.S. have any role in arranging or 
facilitating this meeting between Israel and Lebanon? 


4q We have supported the U.N. effort, but I'm not 
going to get into the question of what diplomatic dialogue 
there may have been. But it's clear the announcement is a U.N. 
announcement. 


Jack. 


Q Two questions on Lebanon: First of all, has the 
United States requested the Government of Lebanon to restrict 
air traffic over U.S. Embassy facilities? 


a I don't think we would get into the question of 
security-related measures, either that we would take or ask 
others to take. 


Q Our correspondent in Beirut says that the Press 
Officer in Beirut is no longer answering any questions from the 
press. Is that a policy on the part of the government to 
divert all questions back to Washington and not answer them on 
the scene? 


A No, I don't think that that's the case. I don t 
even know if he's there or on leave, I mean, so I can't answer 
that question. 

Q He's there 

A He's there? O.K. No, there's no directive that 
he not answer questions. I think in terms of questions about 
security issues, if that's what they're asking -- 

Q No, no questions about that. 


i) Well, anyway, the answer is as I've given it to 
you. 


Samir 


Q Is Ambassador Murphy going to visit Damascus? 








a I don't have his onward schedule to give you; and 
as you know, we have not done that. He is in Israel today, but 
we have not tended to give -- 


Q Is he involved with these talks that will take 
place on Monday? 


4 Is he involved with them: 
Q Yes. I mean, is he discussing -- 


a well, I think, again, we have -- to go back to 
what I said before, in a broad sense, we have supported the 
U.N. effort, and obviously the issue of southern Lebanon and 
the total withdrawal of all forces from Lebanon and so on has 
been something that has been of great interest to the United 
States and part of various discussions. I'm not going to go 
into the specifics of what he might discuss here or there. 
There will not be U.S. participation in those talks. 


Q The timing of his visit there (inaudible) 


Q No, the timing of his visit to the region is 
really related to a couple of meetings that he attended first 
in Colombo, with attendant stops in the region in Islamabad and 
New Delhi and then also in Saudi Arabia. Those were Chiefs of 
Mission meetings which he attended, and he is doing some other 
consulting and meeting while he's out there. 


Q Alan, do you have anything new on the new meeting 
of the U.S.-Israel political/military commission? 


4 No, don't have anything on that. 
Q Neither the economic one, the new one? 


4 No. I don't think that they've had a meeting 
yet, but don't have anything on the schedule for them. 


Mike. 


Q Alan, have you had some communication from 
Ambassador Lewis? Have you got a transcript of his remarks at 
Tel Aviv University? 


A Well, the answer to the first, or the second 
question rather, is that, yes, we do have the transcript 
We're not joing to make it available because they were not 
official remarks. 














As we said yesterday -- John indicated -- Ambassador 
Lewis’ comments were personal views about obstacles and missed 
opportunities in the peace process since Camp David. I would 
note that he emphasized at the outset of his remarks, which 
were informal and made at a university seminar, that he was not 
speaking on behalf of the United States Government and was 
offering strictly personal impressions. 


Q What is your judgment of his overall remarks, now 
that you have looked at the transcript? Are you concerned, as 
you expressed yesterday or -- 


4 I think that we're not going try to get into -- 
Since they were personal remarks, we're not going to get into 
them. I think John expressed yesterday, again, nothing new in 
what he said what our policy is; but I don't think we're going 
to try to analyze personal remarks. 


Q Has he been chastised in any way not to speak in 
such a -- 


A Oh, I don't think we -- 
Q -— clear manner, or is that -- 


a I don't think -- without leading you to that 
conclusion, I would not get into the question of communications 
between any ambassador and the Department. 


Q Alan, John made some pretty tough statements 
yesterday. Are you now going back on those? Is Ambassador 
Lewis in disfavor? Do you expect him to come back after the 
election or what? 


A I don't have any information suggesting that he's 
going to come back after the election, no. I think that the 
Secretary regards Ambassador Lewis as one of our ablest 
diplomats and as an important contributor to the U.S.-Israeli 
relationship and to our thinking about the peace process. 


Q Is he disappointed by the remarks? Did he make 
any -- 


A Again, I'm not going to get into the question of 
the remarks and specific reaction to them. 


Q Your comment is a lot different from what was 
saic yesterday. Are you sending signals? 


A I'm not a parser of tones. (Laughter) I'll 
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Q Regarding the talks between Israel and Lebanon, 
does that mean that we have found or seen some of that 
Flexibility between the parties that we've been talking about, 
or you've been talking about, the last few weeks? Is there 
some new flexibility somewhere? 


A Well, I think that is up to the parties to 
eventually demonstrate. The fact is that we welcome this, as I 
said before, and let's see what comes out of it. 


Ralph. 


Q Alan, yesterday the State Department said that 
both the Department and people in other buildings in Washington 
were concerned by Ambassador Lewis' reported remarks. Have 
those concerns now been resolved as a result of the receipt of 
the transcript, and do you consider the matter closed as far as 
Ambassador Lewis’ reported remarks are concerned? 


A Well, it's closed as far as I'm concerned. I'm 
not going to have any further comments to make on them, so -- 


Q You just spoke about the Secretary's feeling for 
Ambassador Lewis. Is it closed as far as the Secretary is 
concerned? 


A I think, again, as far as anything we have to say 
about that, we've said it. 


Walt. 


Q Yes. Some questions on Secretary Shultz's speech 
on non-proliferation. (At the) top of page 13, he says, “We're 
convinced that nuclear cooperation with China, grounded on an 
agreement that satisfies all the requirements of our law and 
policy, will advance our world-wide proliferation objectives." 


a Jh-huh, 
Q Is this a new agreement yet to be negotiated or -- 
A No. This is the agreement which has been 


negotiated and which, as we've indicated many times before, we 
think is a good agreement, meets the requirements of law, but 
we're in the same situation we have been with respect to moving 
ahead with that agreement. 


Q It still has to be ironed out? There's still 
work to be done on it? 
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a In the terms that we have mentioned before -- 
Q Any time -- 
A -— not in terms of any textual changes or 


anything of that sort, but I refer you back to what we've said 
before about that agreement. 


Q Any timetable on when this will be finished? 
a I doen't have anything on that. 


Q O.K. Another point: On the previous page, he 
says that the Chinese say that they “would refrain from 


assisting other nations to acquire.” That's the same issue 
that's -- 

a Uh-huh 

Q -— being ironed out, is that correct? 

2) Well, we haven't -- beyond the words that we've 


offered you before about implementation and making sure that we 
don't have any misunderstandina- and so on, we've not attempted 
to get into the specifics of wk it we're talking about, and I'm 
going to leave it, I'm afraid, te that degree of generality. 


Q Alan, the New York Times has an interview 
published this morning with a Mr. Chamorro, who claims to have 
had U.S. Government support for his family in Miami for a year 
and also claims that the U.S. Government instructed him in how 
to assist in the overthrow of the Nicaraguan Government. Do 
you have any comment on Mr. Chamorro's reported remarks? 





fe) I don't, except to say two things: One, 
obviously,the context of the article was presumably 
intelligence activities, and for that reason I wouldn't have 
any comment at all on those remarks. 


As far as our policy on Nicaragua, I stand by what we 
have said before. It is not the policy of the United States to 
seek the overthrow of the Government of Nicaragua. 


Q Uh-huh. So if he says that it was, then he is 
wrong? 


a I think I'll stand on what I just said. It's 
fairly unambiguous. 
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Q Has that policy been made clear to the CIA? 
(Laughter) 


a I'm sure that everybody in the United States 
Government is aware of that policy. 


Q Alan, when will Tarig Aziz, the Foreign Minister 
of Iraq, come to visit Washington and meet with President Reagan 
where expected restoration of diplomatic relations between Iraq 
and the United States will take place? 


A I don't have anything on a specific visit by the 
Minister to the United States. I think we've talked before 
about the state of the relationship, the fact that they've said 
-- he and Saddam Hussein have said -- that they would seek to 
upgrade the relationship. We've said for a long time we would 
welcome that. But I don't have anything specific about a visit. 


Q On Chile, John Hughes said the other day that we 
are reviewing the situation in Chile; and in the light of that 
fact would you have any comment on the article today saying 
that the human rights situation is worsening in Chile? 


a No. I think that the statement the other day 
indicated our concerns, and I don't have anything to add to 
that. 


Q What do you think about the government spokesman 
saying that these actions are necessary to act tough against a 
communist threat? 


A Well, again, I think that in that statement, if 
you'll look at it, it expressed concern with both actions by 
terrorist organizations, on the one hand, and also some actions 
taken by the authorities on the other; so I think that that 
statement adequately covered that situation. 


Q The official also said that he really -- he 
dismissed the U.S. statement and said that he didn't think the 
U.S. was actually going to do anything. 


A Well -- 


Q What action is the United States prepared to take? 


a Don't have anything for you beyond what we said 
the other day. 


Yes. 
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Q That was the same question I wanted to ask. 


4 O.K.? 
Q Thank you. 


a You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:42 P.M.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. f couple of 
announcements before I take your questions: 


First, to remind you that at 2:00 this afternoon here 
in the Briefing Room there will be backgrounder on the current 
status of the Namibia independence negotiations and our 
on-going talks with Angola 


Second, as you know, AID Administrator Peter McPherson 
and the Ethiopian Commissioner, Dawit Wolde Giorgis, are 
meeting today to continue discussions on famine aid to 
Ethiopia. We had hoped to be able to provide a briefing for 
you this afternoon on the outcome of those talks, but because 
the meeting has been delayed until somewhat later this 
afternoon, the timing of that briefing is uncertain, and I 
would therefore ask you to be in touch with the Press Office 
regarding when, or indeed if, Mr. McPherson will be able to 
brief you 


So with that, I'll be happy to take questions 


Q Alan, are you concerned about -- do you have 
fresh threats against the Ambassador in —1 Salvador, or any top 
officials in the Embassy there? Have you taken increased 
security measures because of that? 


fa Well, we have consistently not talked about 


specific threats, Mike, and I think we will continue to do 
that. So 1 don't have anything to -- 


Q Have you issued any fresh restrictions or 
cautionary notes on travel to El Salvador by American officials’? 


i) There is -- as a matter of long-standing policy, 
we have a general understanding that travel of U.S. Government 
employees to high-risk areas should be limited to essential 








ho 


business, and we conduct periodic assessments and cut back 
temporary-cuty travel of U.S. Government personnel to E1 


Salvador, cut them back to those which are, indeed, essential. 
So that is being done. 


There's no ban on travel; it's a matter of just making sure 
that those who need to go, go, and those who don't really need 
to go, don't. And we are constantly monitoring that situation, 
and when we determine that the situation no longer requires it, 
then we would lift that restriction as well. 


Q Is this the restriction that's been placed for 
two years, or is that the other travel advisory for U.S 
citizens? 


A No, the citizens -- in terws of the advisory for 
citizens, as we, I think, have indicated before, citizens 
should -- and this is not new -- citizens should make 


themselves aware of the possible security risks wherever they 
travel. And given the existing security situation in £1 
Salvador, travel in that country does carry certain obvious 
risks, and should not be undertaken casually. This is, as I 
say, doesn't represent any change from our previous position on 
that. 


Q Have you tightened the screening process for 
essential business? Is that what you're indicating in -- 


Q We always are careful in a situation where there 
is @ “isk, and where we do want to look et necessary travel, 
sure, would want to take a look at it and make some 
judge as to whether, indeed, such TOY travel was 


necessary. So, obviously, in a case of a restriction like 
this, we would look at it; whereas, in a case where there was 
no restriction it would be, perhaps, looked at in terms of 
availability of people down there, or hotel rooms or something, 
so this is a little different. 


Q Alan, isn't this an old warrina dating back to 
June? There is nothing fresh in this, is there? 


i) No, 1 think this -- there is -- this is done 
periodically. I think I would mislead you if I said there 
hadn't been some recent review of this ano a decision to try 


and restrict TOY travel to essential tre 1 at this time, as 
we 1] 


Q De you have any idea of the ‘olume of temporary 
travel there at all -- 


A I don't 








Q -- or also, how many American citizens are 
travelling to El Salvador these days? 


a I don't have a figure on either of those. Ralph? 


Q To follow that question, I don't quite knew how 
to get at it, but if there were not any plans to send lots of 
TOY people to El Salvador anyway, then the restriction, 
although it was reviewed and perhaps implemented in a fresh 
way, would not have any effect? 


A No, I think -- 


Q Can you give us some idea, or could you at least 
take the question of -- to give us some idea of what the flow 
has been and what it would be under this -- 


a No, I don't think I will do that. First of all, 
I'm not sure how available it is and, secondly, I don't think 
we're going to be trying to give out numbers of American 
officials who might be around in areas where we think there is 
some risk 


The introduction of your question, though, suggested 


something to me. What was -- ? 
Q It was just that I'm trying to get a feel tor - 
if there was nobody -- if there were no plans to send a lot of 


TOY people down there anyway, then reviewing this policy would 


A It's not -- 
Q lt might be a good thing to review, but -- 


Q There are all sorts of agencies in the U.S. 
Government who send people all around the world. = And so 
sometimes that is essential travel, and sometimes it's a good 
thing to do but it isn't really essential. So, it isn't alweys 
known what people may be going to visit any civen count: y, so 
or would tighten up that procedure, as Jack was asking about 
before. 


Q Making it harder? 


A Sure, and we would be making some decisions about 
that. 


Q Alan-- 


A Excuse me. Go ahead. 





Q On a subject related to that area, I have a 
couple of questions on the plot in Honduras. One is, is the 
United States seeking the extradition of this general from 
Chile for some prosecution, or -- 


A General Bueso? 


Q General Bueso-Rosa. Or is he going to Honduras 
to be tried there? What is the indication there? 


A Well, his situation is under discussion between 
the Government of Honduras and the Government of Chile, or 
rather with the Government of Honduras and with the Government 
of Chile. We're involved in discussions as well, and it's 
really too soon to get into that question 


Q You said you are involved in the discussions? 
4 Well, sure we have been, yeah. We have -- I 
ought to note that he was the -- as I'm sure you're aware -- 


the military attache, Honduran military attache, in Chile, and 
we have been in contact through diplomatic channels with the 
Government of Honduras and with the Government of Chile. 


The government of Honduras has terminated his 
diplomatic status and immunity and has formally requested that 
he be provisionally detained, and we have also made such a 
request. So that's where we are at this poirt. As 1 say, 
we're in discussions with them. 


~-MORE--- 











Q Also, you're in touch directly with the Chilean 
Government on his case, or just dealing through the Hondurans? 


A No. We're discussing the matter with the 
Government of Honduras and the Government of Chile. 


Q Alan, a related question to that is, some of 
these people have been identified as associates of General 
Alvarez, the former Armed Forces Chief in Honduras. Is there 
any information that may be available to the Government of the 
U.S. as to whether Alvarez is actually implicated in this plot? 


A I don't have any information, and I guess I would 
have to refer you to the Justice Department on that 


Q Okay. Do you know of any arrests in Honduras 
related to this case? 


A 1 don't. 


Q Do you have any update on the content of those 
crates that -- 


re On the update on the -- 


Q On the crates that were disembarked in £1 Bluff, 
in Nicaragua’? 


A Not specifically. 


Q You haven't had any recent information about 
exact <- 


3) You asked me if I have anything for you on that 
I say I don't have anything for you specifically. Obviously, 
we indicated that there is a continuing flow of military 
equipment, and that is the case. 


Q Alan, has Svetlana Alliluyeva renounced her 
American citizenship? 


A Well, IL just would say that we're aware of the 
TASS announcement that Svetlana Alliluyeva has returned to the 
Soviet Union, and that the Presidium of the USSR Supreme Soviet 
has considered, and complied with, her request to restore to 
her the citizenship of the USSR, as well as her request for 
granting Soviet citizenship to her dauu iter, Olga 








We don't have any independent information concerning 
the circumstances surrounding. this development. As you know, 
she was living in England for some time, and, as a private 
citizen, she's at liberty to travel to the Soviet Union. 


As far as U.S. citizenship, I really just don't have 
anything at this point. 


Q Would it be possible for her to have both 
citizenship of the Soviet Union and the United States -- 


a) Well, there are questions about what governments 
recognize what citizenship and so on and so forth, but in terms 
of whether she would lose U.S. citizenship or something like 
that, I think we've talked about those kinds of things before, 
and there are various circumstances that would have to obtain 
before that were the case, so I just don't have anything on 
that today 


Q Isn't it easier to lose, though, when she has a 
naturalized citizenship rather than a native -- 


A 1 think you've got me over my depth in terms of 
the law, and I would refer you to the law on that. 


Q Another area? 

A Yeah, sure. 

Q Would you confirm this report attributed to the 
Israeli Embassy in Washington, saying that Israel had already 


initiated contacts with the United States Administration to 
receive more financial aid? 


A I don't know what discussions, informal 
discussions, may have taken place. I think that, in terms of 
where the formal aid process -- that's quite clear as to where 


we are, and I'm not aware of any change beyond what already has 
been programmed and talked about publicly before. 


~-MORE -- 














Q It is only because this came just after the 
report saying that the U.S. transferred already $1.2 billion to 


rs) Well, that's the disbursement of the 
already-approved funding. 


Q Yes, I do understand this -- 


a i'm not aware of any -- I may be uninformed on 
this, but I'm not aware of a request for further funding at 
this time. 


Bill? 


Q Back on Nicaragua, do you have any statement orn 
the breakdown in the talks between Mr. Tinoco and Ambassador 
Shlaudeman in Mexico? 


A Yes. The fact is that those talks have been 
going on. We consider the meetings between Ambassador 
Shlaudeman and Vice Foreign Minister Tinrco to be serious, 
substantive, confidential conversations, supportive of the 
Contadora process, and we don't discuss their substance 


I would note that at their last meeting in Manzanillo, 
Messrs. Shlaudeman and Tinoco agreed to meet again in two or 
three weeks, so we don't accept the characterization in the 
story in this morning's Times that those are stalled 


Q What about the characterization in the story that 
in fact the United States isn't looking for an agreement? 1 
believe there was several quotes -- 


Aa I think, as 1 say, these are serious, substantive 
conversations, and they are designed to support the Contadora 
effort, and there's no change in that. 


Q Alan, can you take us beyond yesterday on the 
question of a meeting between Secretary Shultz and Soviet 
officials in India? 


A Only to the extent of saying that such a meeting 
is under discussion with the Soviets, but I would note that the 
schedule in New Delhi is very tight, and at this point 1 really 
cannot confirm that a meeting is going to take place 


Q Is Tikhonov the individual Shultz would like to 
meet with? 














a Well, I think he certainly -- if Mr. Tikhonov is 
leading the delegation, which I understand he is, he would be 
the appropriate person to meet with. 


Q Aian, could I follow on «hat? I've seen 
conflicting reports about whether Gremyt:s is in the delegation 


“ Don't -- I don’t -- 

Q Can you shed any light on that? 

‘ I don't know 

Q Alan, do you have any comment on what Radio 


Moscow announced, that USSR is constructing a nuclear pover 
plant in Libya? 


a No Don't have anything on it 

Q 1 have a follow-up to my question about the aid 
to Israel Would it be correct to say that this is a first 
time in history -- in the history of the U.S. aid to foreign 
countries -- to just give this lot of money to a country or - 

I don't know. It was, as I recall it, mandated 


in the legislation, so there's nothing new or unexpected about 
the disbursement 


Q Alan, do you have anything else there on Svetlana 
beside what you gave us? Was there any general comment on her 
returning to the Soviet Unio ? 


is) There's not a general comment, no 1 think that 
if one were to ask, did we have any indication that she 
returned against her will, we don't have any information at 
this time that wouid indicate that she returned involuntarily 


Q Are you seeking information about the 
circumstances of her departure? 


a I don't know that we are, particularly lL mear 
as I say, we have no indication that there was anything 
untoward about it 

Okay? 

Q Thank you 


a You're welcome 


(The briefing concluded at 12:36 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good morning. I guess that's one of the 
few occasions on which I can say that. We are very timely 
today. 


A little housekeeping announcement up front in 
connection with the Secretary's visit to Europe in December. 
On December 13 and 14, Secretary of State Shultz will 
participate in meetings in Brussels with NATO and with the EC 
Commission. He'll attend the semi-annual fall meeting of NATO 
Foreign Ministers. 


The U.S. and the Commission of the European 
Communities will hold ministerial-level consultations in 
Brussels on Friday, December 14. A Commission delegation 
chaired by President Gaston Thorn will meet with the U.S 
delegation. The U.S. delegation will be made up of Secretary 
of State Shuitz; the Secretary of Agriculture, Mr. Block; 
Secretary of Commerce, Mr. Baldridge; and the U.S. Trade 
Representative, Ambassador Brock. The Treasury Department will 
be represented at a senior level. The agenda for the meeting 
will be determined in the coming weeks 


We're going to have a sign-up sheet -- I guess it has 
already been posted in the Press Office -- for those of you 
Wishing to apply for a seat on the Secretary's plane That 
sheet wiil come down and applications will be closed at 12 
noon, on Wednesday, November 28. And it says here, 


pre-emptorily, “no applications will be accepted after that 
time." Hard ball! (Laughter) 

Q Tell us about the beginning and the end of that 
trip. 

4 The beginning and the end of it? 

Q Yes. The Department has nothing to do with what 


you've just told us? 


A As distinct from the middle part? 








NR 


2 Yes. 


é You mean whether there'll be anything else? Let 
me chat about that a bit later, after this session. 


Q That's it? 
4 That's it. 


Q Just remind me, the Secretary has this address on 
the 6th of that month? 


- It's the preceding Sunday, I think it is, yes 
Yeshiva. 


Q John, have you had a chance to look over the 
election returns in Nicaragua? Do you have a judgment on the 
validity of the election? 


a) What election? (Laughter) 
Q Next subject? That's all you have? OK 
A Well, I do have some words on that. Regrettably, 


the Nicaraguan people were not allowed to participate in an 
election in any real sense of the word. The Sandinista 
electoral farce, without any meaningful political opposition, 
leaves the situation essentially unchanged. The democratic 
opposition continued, up to the last moment, efforts to 
convince the Sandinistas to establish conditions for a free and 
fair election 


The United States consistently supported the 
opposition efforts to participate in a meaningful electoral 
process. Unfortunateiy, those efforts went unheeded. Without 
the participation of any significant opposition, the 
Sandinistas continued to manipulate every aspect of the 
electoral process, including the police, the army, the media 
and mass organizations in an attempt to project the illusion of 
popular support. So, as far as the United States is concerned, 
November 4, 1984 was a lost opportunity for Nicaragua. 


Q Copy of that, John? 
io) Sure 
Q Well, is the U.S. position better that they had 


it or didn't have it? 





fs) Well, the U.S. position is that what is required 
in Nicaragua is a free, fair election in which the forces of 
the opposition would be permitted to offer their opinion about 
the kind of government under which they are prepared to serve 


Q John, is an election like this better than no 
election at all, or worse than no election at all? 


I don't think, you know, we want to parse all 
that. The fact is, this wasn't a very good election. In fact, 
it wasn't an election; in fact, it was a kind of piece of 
theatre for the Sandinistas to manipulate 


Q John, how was this -- I mean, given your 
reaction, how is it gving to affect talks with the Nicaraguan 
Government and the United States? 


A Well, they go forward We have pledged ourselves 
to continue serious talks with the Sandinistas, and those 
centinue to go forward 


Q The overall state of relations between the United 
States and Nicaragua? . 


a Well, 1 think it underiines our concern with 
verification. I mean, I suppose you may say, “Well, if you see 
them behaving like this, why pursue the talks?" But 1 think 
you pursue the talks because we have a very real desire to see 
an improvement in that relationship and to see the kind of 
objectives that we have discussed on a number of occasions be 
implemented and to see that country take the kind of actions 
that we have consistently urged, and indeed which they have 
pledged in the past, so we continue to make the effort. 


I think in light of the broken promises and the kind 
of performance we've seen in this election, however, that 
underlines our concerns about verification and being able to 
confirm and prove out the kind of commitments that they might 
make 


Q John, do you have anythinoe on the grenade attack 
against Alfonso Robello in San Jose last night? 


4 I don't, Mike, no. 


Q Can you take that? 


A Sure 








Q John, do you view this as the end of the process 
there, or do you envision the possibility of a dialogue going 
on there after the election, possibly leading to a more . 


democratic election sometime in the future? 


= I think that's up to them. I think Mr. Ortega 
said something about the Assembly having to take some decisions 
on future elections. Obviously, that's their decision. But if 
you mean as far as the Contadora process -- Is that what you 
had in mind, the Contadora process going on? 


Q Mine is just a question of whether or not you 
view this as the end of the opportunities for elections in the 
near term, or whether you foresee a possibility of (inaudible). 


A One always hopes for that possibility, and one 
continues to urge it. 


Q Could you flesh out what you mean by verification? 
“ On, I think that's clear. I think we've made 
that very plain in terms of reduction of advisers, in term. of 


limiting the flow of weaponry into Nicaragua and out of 
Nicaragua into £1 Salvador; 1 think general verification of the 
kind of steps that the Contadora process is seeking to bring 
about 


Q John, something on India? 

Q Could we stay -- 

A All right We'll come back to India 

Q Will you recognize -- will the United States 


recognize Mr. Ortega as now as the President of the country? 


A Well, I think Secretary Motley applied himself to 
that question on one of the morning shows and made the point 
that as far as recognition is concerned, the position is 
unchanged 


Q The question is, will you consider him the 
President of the country rather than the head of the junta, as 
we was before today? 


A Let me take a look at that one for you, Don 


Q John, while the U.S. has strongly denied Soviet 
allegations that it is supporting Sikh extremists, sympathizers 





of an vutlawed Dashmesh Regiment which was started by the slain 
terrorist leader Bindranwale have been openly demonstrating in 
places like New York, and in fact with insignia too, and 
threatening that they would be assassinating Rajiv Gandhi next. 


How does the U.S. react to these demonstrations, and 
does the U.S. take these threats seriously made by people over 
here in the -- 


A Well, I want to be careful how I reply because 
I've been out of the country for a few days, and I'm not sure 
what specific instance you're talking about. The fact is that 
in this society people clearly are free to demonstrate within 
the confines of the law and free to make their views known. 


If you are talking about threats of further 
assassination or enthusiasm for the very tragic assassination 
that has just taken place in India, the United States 
Government, obviously, views those with abhorrence and 
repugnance and has said so. 


Q I've got a follow-up The London-based Sikh 
separatist leader Chauhan is in touch with Senator Jesse Helms, 
and last year Senator Helms circumvented a refusal by the State 
Department to issue him a visa by getting Chauhan to come and 
testify before a Senate agriculture committee. 


A Uh-huh. 

Q How does the U.S. view this Senator Helms—-Chauhan 
relationship? 

fs We have -- I'm not -- again, Ll'm not responding 


specifically to this case, but we have not granted visas to 
extreme Sikh leaders in the past, and there certainly will be 
no chante in that position. 


And insofar as this case, although I'd like to take a 
further look at it, I doubt that there would be any change in 
this case either. 


Q Have you seen President Chernenko's remarks today 
regarding pluralistic -- 


ie) Yes. I1 saw @ wire service report on them, Mike, 
but I don't have any reaction. 


Q Do you want to take that and see if there is 
anything new in them or -- 








‘6 Should, in the course of the day, anybody went to 
respond, we'll make something available, but I don't think we P 
likely would. 


Q Does the Secretary have any comment about talk of 
a possible “czar” in nuclear arms negotiations? 


4 He hasn't commented on it in my hearing 
Q What's your comment? 
“ I don't have any either I guess this is the 


time of year when all kinds of speculation about personnel 
changes and restructuring, and so forth and so on, go on, but 1 
think I won't have any comment. 


Q John, do you have any comment on the meeting of 
the Secretary with Moshe Arens today? 


“ Not really Mr fArens is in the United States on 
a private meeting -- for private reasons, I should say. (He) 
Asked to see the Secretary, and, of course, the Secretary was 
happy to see him, but I don't have anything beyond that 


Q It has nothing to do with Richard Murphy staying 
in Israel five days, or anything like that? 


A No Not that I'm aware of Mr. Murphy is in 
fact in Jordan today He was -~- 


Q Can you confirm that President Assad refused to 
meet Murphy when he was -- 


a 1 don't know whether he refused to see him 1 
think, in fact, Mr. Murphy saw Vice President Khaddam in 
Damascus He did not meet with President Assad 


Q He did not ask for a meeting with President Assad’ 


i I don't know what ‘the arrangements were or why he 
did not meet with President Assad. 


Q Anything on the delay in the Lebanese-Syria talks’ 


ns No, we think that -- what they have in mind is a 
good process, and we'd like to see that meeting go forward a: 
soon as possible, but I understand it's apparently a temporary 
hitch 





Q John, you've said that the U.S. is not involving 
itself in any mediation effort at the moment. 


a Uh-huh. 


Q But Mr. Murphy has spent a good bit of time there 
in tne last five or six weeks, I guess. What is the general 
underlying and important purpose of all of these? 


os Fact-finding. 

Q Was he really that uninformed before? (Laughter) 
o Quite good, Marvin; quite good! (Laughter) 

Q What are you after; what are you up to? 

A We're looking to see what the mood is, what the 


positions are, of the various parties. As you know, there's 
been a little movement on the question of the Lebanese and the 
Israelis talking at a certain level. But, basically, the 
process of fact-finding continues. 


.Q Will you still qualify it “exploratory mission?" 


fe I think it's exploratory and fact-finding. It is 
not mediating. 


Q But, John, can you say it is in the term -- 1 
mean, it's for Middle East peace in general, or Lebanor and 
Israeli withdrawal? 


a I'm sure that both subjects are matters for 
discussion. 
Q John, on this subject, is Murphy, in addition to 


fact-finding, is he carrying positions from one capital to the 
other, talking to different countries, looking for flexibility, 
etc? 


i) I'm sure that in the -- under the mantle of his 
exploratory mission, I'm sure he would be exchanging ideas. I 
don't know that I'd say he's carrying messages or carrying 
positions. I think it's more a sounding out and testing kind 
of -- testing of opinion mission. 


Q On that general area, has the Department now sot 
the transcript of the famous speech made by Ambassador Lewis? 


ia) Yes, it has. 





Q And what is your reaction to it now that you've 
got it? 


‘ Well, we're not going to distribute it because as 
we and Ambassador Lewis made clear, those were personal remarks 
and were not a statement of government policy, so we're not 
going to distribute the transcript. 


Q Well, are you going to -- has the Secretary or 
somebody else in the government had any further exchange with 
Ambassador Lewis now that you've looked at the text about what 
they think about it all? 


i I'm sure the Secretary has not spoken with 
Ambassador Lewis. Others in the government may, but I think on 
Friday Mr. Romberg gave you an indication of the esteem in 
which the Secretary of State holds Ambassador Lewis, and I 
think made clear that we would have no comment beyond that, and 
so I don't. 


Q Thank you 


fe Okay 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:15 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I have no announcements. 
Q Who are you voting for? 


I have no news, but maybe we can string this 
charade out for five minutes. (Laughter) 


Q John, in what way will American foreign policy be 
enhanced by the prospective victory of the President? 


A Well, I think there's been a -- I think there's 
been a constancy to President Reagan's foreign policy, Marvin, 
which L'm sure will be demonstrated after the election, should 
he be re-elected. 


Q And what would happen to American foreign policy 
if Walter Mondale were elected? 


a 1 don't have any comment on that. (Laughter) 


Q John, there is a story in today's Post on a paper 
regarding Nicaragua and how we were handiing the elections and 
the Contadora treaty. Is this true, and would we do such 
things? 


i) Well, as you know, Greg, we never discuss alleged 
secret documents, and so we won't discuss this particular 
alleged one. But, in general, insofar as the U.S. position on 
Nicaragua is concerned, that position is very clear. We have 
supported the Contadora process, and our attitude towards the 
Nicaraguan election is a matter of record. 


On Contadora, we supported the process as the best way 
to achieve a verifiable and peaceful resolution to Central 
American problems. Specific steps taken to assure that the 
process moved forward, addressing the concerns of the countries 
involved, should be agreed upon by the participants. 








U.S. concerns in the areas of verification and timing 
have been openly stated; and, as I said earlier, so far as the 
election is concerned, we do not consider that the process the 
Sandinistas went through on November 4 was a free and fair 
election. 


Q What is the status now of the proposed Contadora 
treaty and the process that might evolve -- the follow-up 
document? 

a Well, I think the various countries concerned are 


continuing to work on the proposed Acta; and, as you know, 
Ambassador Shlaudeman and Minister Tinoco have been meeting in 
support of the Contadora process on the Acta, and that is 
continuing to go forward. 


Q But various qualified recommendations for change. 
have been filed -- 


A Yes. 

Q -- by Contadora countries. 

i) Yes. That's right. 

Q Where does that stand? Is that -- 


PS) I don't know where the process is at the moment. 
I don't know where the next meeting is to take place and what 
the drafting process is specifically. 


Q John, I think one of the main points in that 
story was that the United States was not following the lead of 
the countries in Central America as it has professed to be 
following, but rather setting the tone and setting the agenda 
and, in effect. pressuring the governments in Central America 
to pursue that particular American line. Is that correct? 


A Well, with the proviso that I'm not talking about 
a specific alleged document, the fact is that we have made -- I 
don't think we have been reticent in indicating our concerns 
Various countries have had concerns. We have talked with 
countries involved about our concerns. They have talked to us 
about their concerns, and nobody is suggesting, I hope, that 
only the United States has concerns. That is not factually 
correct. Different countries have different gradations of 
opinion and reserve about the draft Acta. 


-~- MORE -- 
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Q But have we been suggesting to others that they 
should register their concerns in -- 


4 We have certainly talked to other countries 
within the diplomatic confines, explaining our position, and 
I'm sure we do it skillfully. 


Q The gist of the article, however, was that we 
"blocked" the September 7 treaty, and we “trumped” the 
Nicaraguan-Mexican effort to go ahead and sign that early draft. 


a Well, as I say, I'm not going to talk about a 
specific alleged document, but the fact is, as we have -- 
there's no problem about our concerns. We have aired them 
publicly. I think that certainly the other Central American 
countries have discussed publicly some of their concerns, and 
I'm not going to get into the question of individual drafts 
The drafting process goes forward; but the point is that we 
would support an ultimate treaty that would meet the various 
points that we have outlined as being our goals and which would 
fulfill the 21 points that the Contadora process has indicated 
should be met. 


Q Another part of that document talks about what 
really is an orchestration of denegrating the Nicaraguan 
election -- talking to intellectuals in Europe, getting 
academic people to write articles and give speeches against the 
election. 


A Uh-huh. 


Q Has there been, in fact, a major orchestration on 
the Nicaraguan election? 


A I don't know of any such orchestration As l've 
said before, one hardly needs to have orchestrated the kind of 
international view that has been expressed of those elections 


Q John, since the U.S. is not going to be a party 
to this treaty, as I understand it, why should we be taking 
such a lead role in helping to shape it? 


a Don't know that it's a lead role, but I think it 
is totally credible that we would be interested in the kind of 
resolution of the situation in Central America It is in our 
backyard. We need to be assured that it is a stable area 
insofar as United States interests are concerned; and while we 
may not be a signatory to a treaty, I think we would be 
derelict if we did not try to ensure the kind of stability and 
economic growth that we have been urging in that area. 








Q Another point: Ortega is quoting as saying the 
U.S. should make up its mind soon whether it's going to invade 
or not. Do you have any comment to that? 


(Laughter) 


ia The President has made very clear, the Secretary 
of State has made very clear, Assistant Secretary Motley has 
made very clear that there is no such invasion planned. It is 
absurd. We have listened to Mr. Ortega make predictions. I 
think October 15 has come and gone, and I guess there have been 
revised predictions, but there is no such pian. 


Q No such what? 
i) Plan 


Q I wasn't here at yesterday's briefing, but we 
have a written response to a Monday request, “Will the United 
States recognize Mr. Ortega now that he is President of the 
country? Will you consider him the President of the country 
rather than the head of the junta, as he was before today?” 


The response says: “The United States, in maintaining 
diplomatic relations with other countries, normally refers to 
officials of foreign governments by the titles bestowed on them 
by their governments This does not constitute a judgment as 
to the legitimacy of a title or an endorsement of any political 
system or procedure.” 


All right, I put this out this morning Now, we have 
an awful lot of Latin American clients, UPI does, and 
every. hing else, and they say there is an ambiguity in there 
Now, we recognize the head of the Soviet Government; we 
recejnize the head of the Polish Government; and we recognize 
Is uhere an ambiguity in this thing of recognizing what is 
apparently an electoral victory? How it was borne out, we 
don't know 


i) Don't think so I got asked that question 
yesterday, and I made the point that it wasn't a question of 
recognition. Our attitude towards the Nicaraguan regime would 
remain the same after the election as before 


The specific question yesterday was, “Well, how will 
you address Mr. Ortega?" 


Q That's right 








os And I took that question in order that the 
Department could do a little research on it, and in essence the 
answer is we will call Mr. Ortega what he calls himself after 
this election. And so if he chooses to refer to himself as 
President, presumably we will use that form of address, as we 
do other dignitaries in regimes around the world whose ideology 
is not particularly attractive to us. 


Q I’ve got a follow-up on that one, too, which I 
put in early this morning. There have been some reports from 
the Middle East -- from some of our Middle Eastern bureaus 
anyway -- about new plots. You don't know how hard they are or 
how soft they are or anything else, particularly in Kuwait? 


a Take them all seriously -- 

Q Yes, well -- 

A -- in the light of events. 

Q And the question was put to us by several 
American newspaper clients: “What are we going to do about 


this thing?" Well, it's a very difficult area and it's a very 
security (sic) area. 


i Uh-huh 
Q We realize that, you know. And also, I noticed 


up on the bulletin board that we take these threats very, very 
seriously and we're doing the best we can. 


a Take the threats seriously and -- 

Q But the imperative part of this thing mostly came 
from the Middle East, and it said that three key embassies in 
our Middle East area, Kuwait, Beirut, Cairo, and Amman -- 


A Uh-huh 


Q -~ were really drastically being drawn down, as 
far as Americans are concerned, you know 


“ Uh-huh. 
Q They wanted to know, is this true or not? 
A Well, given the current situation, we're really 


not going to comment on security measures -- 





Q No, I understand -- this is a security matter. 
6 -- taken at specific embassies or indeed in 
general. fhere are threats; they are serious, in our estimate; 


and we are taking the kind of measures that we consider to be 
prudent at a number of embassies. But I'm not going to discuss 
them. 


-— MORE -- 





Q Do you have any comment on the resignation of the 
Cabinet in Chile? 


a We've seen that report. I understand that a new 
Cabinet is going to be sworn in at 4:00 p.m. EST today. Don't 
have anything further on it. 


Q Well, in general in Chile, would you say say that 
-—- would you tend to agree with former Interior Minister 
Jarpa's assessment that terrorists and the Catholic Church are 
the main blocks to democratization? 


o I don't have any comment on that statement. 


Q John, do you have anything on yesterday's meeting 
between the Secretary and the ‘former Israeli Defense Minister 
Moshe Arens? 


‘ I really dun't have a readout. As I said 
yesterday, Mr Arens was in the United States on a private 
Visit, asked to see the Secretary, and did. But I don't have a 
readout on that meeting for you. 


Q John, can we attach any particular significance 
to the Secretary's meeting this afternoon with the Italian 
anti-terrorist team? 


A Well. that's a group that is here for the kind of 
activity and consultation and exchange that a number of groups 
and governments, and ourselves, are involved in. 


The Secretary, as you know, has a very keen interest 
in security and so is meeting with them, reiatively briefly, 
this afternoon in pursuit of those interests. 


Q (Inaudible). 


sy Let me give you a somewhat more precise reading 
on the composition of that group. 


It's an Italian anti-terrorism delegation composed of 
members of the Italian Ministry of Foreign Affairs and other 
Italian Government officials. The delegation is here for 
consultations with the U.S. on the subjects of common interest 
in this field, such as overall policy, the protection of 
embassies and the prevention of hijacking. It's another 
indication of the excellent cooperation between the U.S. and 

talian governments in combating terrorism. 


Q Does that have to do primarily with the 
assassination plot against the Pope? 








A I think this is -- 
Q Or is that part of that -- 


mn I think this is a delegation which is discussing 
terrorism ina rather broader framework. 


Q Are there other meetings with other groups from 
other countries on this? 

A Oh, I'm sure there are; yeah. It goes on all the 
time. 

Q But you haven't announced them, have you? 


ra No, I don't have anything on any others. 


'@) There are reports from the Middle East that the 
Secretary of State is in consultation with former Austrian 
Chancellor 8runo Kreisky, in the way of planning for any new 
peace initiative in the Middle East after the elections and 
after -- Do you have any -- 


A I'm certainly not aware of such contact. The 
Secretary has met Mr. Kreisky in the east, but I'm certainly 
not aware of any recent contact, and I keep on giving you our 
view of the reports about a new Middle East initiative. 


Q Anything on the violence in South Africa? 


A Yes, i do have something on that. We're, of 
course, saddened by the violence and deaths in South Africa. 
We do not believe that violence holds the solution to the 
complex problems of South Africa. Rather, as President Reagan 
stated in his letter to Bishop Tutu on winning the Nobel Peace 
Prize last month, “We continue to urge the South African 
Government to engage in a meaningful dialogue with all its 
citizens aimed at accomplishing a peaceful transition away from 
apartheid." 


U.S. policy of constructive engagement is intended to 
accomplish just that, to help foster peaceful non-violent. 
change in the system of apartheid in South Africa which the 
President has called repugnant. 

Q Can we have a copy of that, please? 


a Sure. 


Q Back to Nicaragua. How could be affected the 





credibility of the U.S. support to the Contadora initiative if 
the National Security document is not denied? 


ss) Well, that's a very odd-ball question. We never 
confirm or deny the correctness, accuracy, or otherwise of 
secret government documents. So you're setting up a stalking 
horse; it's just a non-question. 


Q If I could ask that another way, perhaps. How 
can —--— how does it square American support for the Contadora 
process with news that, in fact, we blocked, and tried to 
block, the first treaty to come out of that process? 


A I wouldn't think that enthusiastic U.S. approval 
of a treaty which is considered to run counter to our national 
interests would be very intelligent or, indeed, would be within 
-ne spirit of the Contadora process. There's no point in any 
country agreeing to a treaty which is not enforceable, which is 
not going to be adhered to. 


Q One other question on that. The Mexicans could 
not have been very pleased to read this morning's story in the 
Post. Have we heard from them or other Contadora nations about 
this? 





i) I keep on returning to the point that I'm not 
going to talk about a specific alleged document, but I'm not 
aware of any approach from the Mexicans this morning. 


Q John, anything new on india? 

a No, nothing more on India. We're looking into -- 
I understand that some news magazine photographers had some 
problems in India, and we're looking into that. Obviously, our 
attitude towards freedom of the press is well known. 

Q Murphy's whereabouts? 

) Murphy is in Israel today. 

Q Any plans for him to return here soon? 

a I don't know what his onward travel is, Greg. As 
you know, he pretty much indicates what that is on a day-to-day 
basis. 

Q Thank you, John. 


a Okay. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:27 p.m.) 
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WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 7, 19864, 12:10 PM 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Don't have any announcements. 


Q What co you have on what's on board the Soviet 
vessel which apparently docked last night in Nicaragua? 


a I would be careful about that report that that 
ship had docked. 


Q Okay. Can you tell us what happened? 


A Well, you know, obviously we're not going to get 
into the intelligence ramifications of this particular case 
The fact of the matter is that there is, as we have indicated 
frequentiv, a continuing flow of Soviet-bloc arms into 
Nicaragua, including current shipments 


We've made it clear that we deplore the continuing 
military buildup in Nicaragua, especially when that country 
already has created an overwhelming military imbalance in the 
region. And as we have indicated before, and made very clear 
to the various parties concerned, the addition of advanced 
combat aircraft to the Sandinista military arsenal would be a 
serious development which the United States would view with the 
utmost concern, and we are monitoring the situation carefully 


Q John, when you say “careful that the ship has 
docked," is it -- are you being very careful there with your 
words? Is it possible that that ship came in and left again, 
or has not, you know, in a strict narrow sense, docked? 


is) I'm not going down that direction What I'm 
urging you to do is be scrupulously careful as you proceed with 
this story. There's a lot of speculation out there that the 
ship has already docked, I think some people have reported I 
would be very careful about that suggestion that it has been in 
and out or that it has docked And, of course, I would be 
careful about flat statements as to what is on that -- what is 
aboard that ship 








fw 


Q What is the -- the Administration, 1 guess -- and 
you used the term this morning again --— has cautioned the 


Sandinistas against deploying advanced aircraft. Is that the 
phrase? 


ms That is correct. 

Q What does that mean’ 

a It means advanced combat aircraft 
Q Does that mean all MiG's? 

n It means advanced combat aircraft 


Q What about helicopters, John? Are they included 
in “advanced combat aircraft?” 


A Well, we're concerned about the overall supply of 
weaponry to Nicaragua But I don't think you should 
necessarily include helicopters in the description “advanced 
combat aircraft." I think we're talking about high-speed jet. 
aircraft 


Q John, there's a distinc.ion between advanced 
aircraft and helicopters, granted. Nevertheless, there has 
been in the last couple of weeks an apparent escalation in the 
kind of equipment that the Nicaraguans are receiving -- the 
attack helicopters, some fairly sophisticated anti-aircraft 
systems 


Do we anticipate reacting to that sort of escalation 
short of some receipt of advanced fighter planes? How is -- 


is I'm not going to get into the question of a U.S 
response I think there isn't any question that the Soviet 
Union and Nicaragua are aware of the gravity of the statements 
we have made hitherto, and have again made recently And those 
statements are there to be listened to carefully, but I'm not 
going to go beyond that and talk about response 


Q Have those been reiterated within the last 24-48 
hours? 


a Yes 


Q John, will you consider the using of the 
helicopters, the attack helicopters, against the contras within 
the borders of Nicaragua as a step further in the Sandinistas' 
aggressive policy? 








A Well, as I have said, we're concerned about the 
flow overall, which we do not believe to be necessary, and 
believe certainly to be destablizing in the area. But I want 
to be careful that I don't mislead you into including certain 
items in this description of advanced combat aircraft which are 
not included. 


Q John, can you -- 


A That doesn't mean that we consider the flow of 
other equipment to be something of which we take no notice. 


Q John, just to be clear on this When you say 
“which are not included,” are you saying that in this reported 
shipment, not included are advanced combat aircraft? 


) No. I'm not saying that about this particular 
shipment If you're asking me whether we have any indication 
that advanced combat aircraft have yet been landed in 
Nicaragua, the answer to that would be no; we have no 
confirmation. 


Q All right To follow that up, do you have any 
indication that such combat aircraft may now be on freighters 
heading for Nicaragua? 


a That's the kind of thing that we are monitoring 
That is the kind of thing that we are not prepared to discuss, 
but I continue to urge you to be cautious and clinical as you 
pick up speculation as to what might or might not be on that 
ship 


Q You yourself -- 1 mean, the government itself 
does not know at this point what is on it? When you say we're 
monitoring it very carefully -- 


a We're monitoring it very carefully 


Q That still doesn't indicate whether you know 
what's on board the ships? 


A No, and 1 guess I'm really not responding to that 
question. 


Q John, can you go to the question of L-39's? I 
mean, what category do they fall into? 


A No, I don't think I'm prepared to break down what 
kind of fixed-wing jet aircraft we're talking about 





Q John, could you say exactly what our concern 
about drawing that distinction is, the distinction between 
“advanced combat aircraft?” 


What exactly would the capabilities of an advanced 
combat aircraft be that we're so concerned about? 


A Well, 1 presume that they would have a pretty 
demoralizing and destabilizing effect on some of Nicaragua's 
neighbors. 


Q Are we concerned about their capabilities against 
our own naval forces in the area, for example? 


fs I'm not going to speculate beyond where l've gone 


Q You said the U.S. position has been reiterated in 
the past 24 to 48 hours To both the Nicaraguan and the Soviet 
governments? 


A It certainly has to the Soviet Government, and I 
don't think there's any question that the Nicaraguans are aware 
of our long-standing position on this. 


Q What prompted this reiteration of the position -- 
of the U.S. position? 


A Well, there are reports of a Soviet vessel in the 
vicinity of Nicaragua 


Q What reaction did you get? Can you say -- 
A I'm not going -- 
Q Can you say what level the protest was? 


i No, I don't think I really will. It was both 
here and in Moscow 


Q In written form? 
a I'm not going to get into it, John 
Q John, why are we drawing a line at combat 


aircraft and not at ground combat vehicles like tanks? 


a I think that our position has been consistently 
to take particular exception to the advanced combat aircraft, 





which we consider to be particularly destabilizing, and 
obviously having an offensive reach beyond the boundaries of 
Nicaragua 


Q John, since this ship apparently left in 
September from a Soviet port -- 


“ I'm sorry, John, I didn’t catch the beginning 


Q Since the vessel apparently left in September 
from a Soviet port, have we previously, before this last 
24-48-hour notice to the Soviets, said anything to them about 
this -- 


a Let me go a little bit further and say, not only 
are we monitoring the situation carefully, we have been 
monitoring the situation carefully 


Q John, the Nicaraguan Embassy sort of denies that 
they are even looking for advanced aircraft 

6 Yes. I've seen that, and I think there is also a 
junta statement of denial, too That's why -- it's probably a 
good idea for everybody to take this story step-by-step and 
very carefully until we see --~ until it is established -- 

Q My question then is, what evidence do we have 


that they are even desiring to get advanced aircraft, to make 
this an issue? Why -- 


a You're asking me what evidence we have 1 mean, 
Il have to point out that it is not us, not the United States 
Government, that initiated this story 


Q John, are you in @ way saying that we're hoping 
to use -- that yes, indeed, there may be MiG-2]l's in those 
crates marked "MiG-21" and they may be near a Nicaraguan port, 
but that we're hoping to use diplomacy to make sure they're not 
of f-loaded? 


A Well, we're certainly hoping to use diplomacy in 
the general sense, and have all along, in the hope that 
diplomacy would prevent any shipment. 


As to the specifics of whether there is anything on 
that ship or not, I'm not going to go into that. 


Q But even, let's say, dealirg with the fear of 
what's on that ship, are we using diplomacy to make sure that 
nothing we don't want off-loaded is of f-loaded? 


a Concerns have been raised, obviously, about the 








contents of that ship And certainly we are reiterating our 
position and underlining how imprudent it would be for 
aircraft, should they be on that ship or any other ship, to 
arrive in Nicaragua. 


Q Have those concerns been raised directly with the 
Nicaraguans, or are you just talking about what you're saying 
publicly? 


p They certainly have been raised with Nicaragua in 
the past. 


Q John, just to try to get a little closer Do you 
know what is on the ship? 


A I think that I'm just going to pass on that 
question, Marvin 

Q You've dene so well on some of the others 

“4 Sorry? 

Q You've done so well on some of the others 

a I've been so forthcoming on all the rest that 


L've passed the limit 


We are looking at that We're continuing to look at 
that situation very closely 


Q I know, but you're leaving us with the impression 
that you must know what is on it because you've gone to the 
Russians; you've explained to them that -- 


a Well, one -- I don't think -- 


Q I mean, if it was loaded up with stacks of hay, 
you wouldn't have done it 


A Well, let me help you a bit with that I don't 
think you would need necessarily to have proof of what was on a 
certain vessel to underline one's concern to the Soviets about 
what might be on the vessel 


Q You're not positive but you suspect? 
i) I think I gave you good words in what I just said 
Q John, how do you characterize the Soviet 


response, if any, to your presentation? 








a I'm not going to characterize it 

Q Do you have any comment on Mr. Gromyko's speech 
yesterday -- 

Q Before we leave that, can you just clarify on the 
last question? Are you saying, in effect -- I mean, there have 


been some reports that the crates are crates that would have 
carried MiG-21's and are so marked, but that the U.S 
Government does not know, in fact, what is inside the crates 
for sure. Is that, in effect, what you're -- 


A Well, I mean stories since last night, now in the 
public domain, that there are crates on that vessel. There's 
speculation as to what might be in the crates I quess there's 


some speculation as to whether there, in fact, are crates on 
that ship 


Q But where are you taking us here? That towards - 
“ I'm not taking you beyond the speculation 
Q You're not suggesting that the U.S. Government at 


this point knows what is in the crates, are you? 
a I'm not suggesting that 


Q You could end the speculation rather quickly by 
just telling us what you know (Laughter) 


~-MORE -- 





Q John, just two small points Do we know what 
port the ship departed from and what the name of it is?’ 


A (Pause) We do know that. (Laughter) We do know 
that 

Q You said a while ago that this -- 

(Laughter) 


“ Thank you, Don. Very helpful 
(Laughter). 


Q Would you like to tell us the name? Let's just 
start with that 


be Let me take a look at that for you 


Q You said a while ago these stories were not 
originated by the U.S. Government Where do you think they're 
coming from 


p l think the initiator was a network report last 
night 


Q Don't you think they've got it from somebody 
some government somewhere? (Laughter) 


i) I know not I'm continuously bemused by sources 
for stories, Don 


Q Do you have any idea what the motivation might 
have been? 


is) No, 1 don't have any idea what the motivation 
wa S I mean, I really think we all have to take this story 
step-by-step and be careful about it 


Q John, do you have any comment on Mr. Gromyko's 
speech and/or the statement by the Soviet Government to the 
President today? 


6 I do have some comment on Mr. Gromyko's speech 
The United States certainly agrees with Mr. Gromyko that there 
are real possibilities for improving relations between our two 
countries The Administration has been urging the Soviet Union 
for some time now to join us in capitalizing on those 
possibilities 





The United States has put forward numerous practical 
proposals for forward movement in all areas of our 
relationship. including arms control. We are not the ones who 
have intransigently refused to negotiate practical solutions to 
our problems. 


At the same time, we disagree fundamentally with Mr 
Gromyko's very distorted version of recent history. We are 
Gisappointed by the repetition of the Soviet view that it is 
incumbent on the United States to pay a price so that the 
Soviet Union will come back to the nuclear negotiating table 


We recognize that negotiations will require 
Give-and-take We are ready whenever the Soviet Union is, but 
we cannot accept Soviet insistence that all the give must come 
from our side 


It will take concrete deeds to improve our relations 
When the Soviet Union is ready to negotiate, they will not find 
the United States wanting 


Q Copy, please? 


" Sure 

Q How about the other part of Bernie's question? 
fs) That's all L've got on it right now 

Q To go back to the Nicaragquans, the Nicaraguan 


Embassy has said that the story originated from a campaign 
official in California, who cited an intelligence source in the 
U.S. Government 


fs Uh-huh 

Q Is that incorrect, as far as you know? 

a Don't know Don't know where it came from 

Q John, usually, or at times, you characterize a 


Soviet reply Can you tell us in this case whether they just 
out-of-hand refused, contradicted what we said to them. or 
whether they just listened carefully and said nothing, or -- 


a No The answer to your question, John, is no, I 
can't 


Q You won't characterize that? 
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A "Can't" I prefer better than “won't." 

Q New subject, John? 

Now that the election is over, is there any change in 
the status of alert for U.S. embassies abroad, especially in 
the Middle East? 


A I'm not aware of any change in the alert status 
as of today. 


Q Wouldn't you expect to see, perhaps, a change in 
the next -- or is this -- 

A I gue:s we'd have to wait and see. 

Q How aoout the level of threats yesterday, John? 


As we monitored them coming in on election day, was there any 
change in the level, or pitch, or number? 


f No, not that T'm aware of. 

Q Still pretty hich? 

A Still pretty high. 

Q Have you any comment on the story in the 
Washington Post vesterday saying that the Egyptian authorities 


are permitted, or gave permission to a U.S. nuclear—-powered 
cruise to cross the Suez Canal? 





A No. Il think probably the Pentagon would be the 
place to answer that question. 

Q What is the personnel situation here? Do people 
Fave to, who are Presidential -- political appointees, are you 


all supposed to submit resignations? 


a I don't know what the situation is concerning 
Presidential appointees across the board. I believe there is 
such a provision concerning ambassadors, and I'll be glad to 
look inte that to see what has happened, if anything, about 
asking for their resignations 


Q John, can you comment on the report from the 
Middle East that you evacuated, the United States Government 
evacuated, most of its diplomats from Beirut, Amman, and Kuwait 
Embassies? 
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ns No, I don't think we're really going to get into 
avery detailed discussion of what is going on in embassies in 
that area where the risks are high, but obviously, the 
ambassadors in those embassies, and others, are being prudent 
about the current threat. and I presume are not anxious to 
provide a lot of targets for would-be terrorists, so they are 
taking the kind of prudent activities that you might expect. 


Q Do you see anything significant in Syria 
forbidding the flight of Iranian airlines over it to prevent 
the coming to Syria of terrorists or something like that? 


A No. 

Q Now that the election ended, do you expect the 
Situation about terrorism to be more relaxed? 

hs well there is no evidence that the terrorist 
threat has relaxed today -- let's put it that way. 

Q Do you have any -- 

Q Is Murphy still out there finding facts, John? 

A Murphy is in Iraq today 

Q Iraq? 

A Yes. 

Q Is there a threat that you're aware of in the 


last three or four days against the President in California 
that led the Secret Service to ask for the registrations of 
every single vehicle owner in the State of California? 


A I'm not aware -- I mean, I don't know. L1'm not 
aware of such a specific threat. I guess there were some 
statements issued in the Middle East including the President in 
the suggested targets, but I'm not responding to a specific a 
threat in the way you posed the question, John. 


Q John, is there any plan to introduce a new 
approach to resolve the Middle East issue, or will it be 
pursuant to the old initiative? 


A I think the President's 1982 initiative is very 
appropriate, and I don't know that anybody has taken it any 
further or offered any particularly good alternative. 


Q Do you have a comment on the imposition of the 
State of siege in Chile? 
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= Yes, I do. Over the past year, the United States 
has repeatedly emphasized its support for a dialogue between 
the government and democratic forces to develop a consensus on 
the orderly return to democracy in Chile. The growing cycle of 
violence by the extreme left and repressive measures by the 
government reinforce the need for such a dialoque. 


We are not in a position to offer a comprehensive 
analysis of the ultimate implications of the latest 
developments in Chile. It is clear from events of recent days 
that there is a growing terrorist problem, but the question is 
whether this problem is of such dimensions as to justify the 
extreme measures associated with a state of siege. 


We appeal to both the government and the democratic 
forces outside government to overcome their differences and to 
move ahead toward a consensus on the transition to democracy 


Q What do you mean by the “democratic forces" in 
Chile? 

A Il think the words speak for themselves 

Q Copy? 

Q It's a little bit ambiguous, the bit about "the 
question is whether or not these terrorist acts" -- 

A The question is open 

Q Huh? 

A I think the point is, the question 1s open 

Q But is that to be read as a criticism or a 


condemnation of -- 

os It's not to be read as a criticism; it's simply 
raised as a question, as to whether the extent of the violence 
justifies the extent of the response. 


Q So we're not condemning the imposition of the 
state of siege? 


A I think I'd prefer to leave you with my words 


Q Could we have a copy of that, please? 


A Sure 
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Q John, last week, on the subject of Chile, you had 
another statement -- I think it was last week -- 

A Uh-huh. 

Q --— which said among other things that because of 


the actions being taken down there, the United States was 
reconsidering its interests in Chile. 


A Uh-huh. 


Q How is this reconsideration coming along? Is it 
finished? Or, does the fact that this statement does not 
mention that suggest one thing or another about it? 


QA I think it's a matter that is still under review. 


Q Do you mean that it's left to the Chile 
Government to decide whom to get into contact with, or whom to 
negotiate with? 


A i think the forces in action in Chile know who 
they are and know who they need to engage in a dialogue with. 


Q If the Communist Party of Chile is considered out 
of these democratic forces, so do you think that this would be 
a negotiation with the opposition? 


2) We're not seeking to mastermind or tailor a 
solution, we're making some observations about the general need 
for dialogue there. 


Q John, you said Ambassador Murphy was in Iraq. 
There were reports, including some by the Iraqi President, that. 
after the November election, Iraq would take up the question of 
formal diplomatic relations with the U.S. 


6 Uh-huh. 


Q Is Ambassador Murphy empowered to rea any kind 
of agreement while he's there on this question? 


A That statement is out there by the Iragis, but I 
can't take it any further, and don't really have any comment on 
it, Bernie. He will be discussing matters of bilateral and 
regional interest with the Iraqis. 


Q Has he ever extended an invitation to Tariq Aziz 
to visit the U.S.? 
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He's discussing matters of bilateral and regional 
interest. 


(Laughter) 


Q Do you have the dates of the visit? (Laughter) 
A Don't have any dates for a visit. 
Q Is he also studying the situation, or 


fact-finding? 


fi He's studying the situation and fact-finding, yes 

Q Is that date of November 28 the date for the 
talks on non-proliferation with the Russians? 

a Yes, that's a good date, yes. 

Q What about the trade talks mentioned in today's - 

ts) Yes, sure. I mean, do you want something on trade 
talks? 

Q Yes, please 

A Sure We are planning to have a meeting of a 
working group of American and Soviet economic and trade experts 
in Moscow in early January. Commerce Under Secretary for 


Internationa’) Trade Lionel Olmer will head the U.S. delegation 
to these talks. 


We expect our experts to review various aspects of the 
U.S.-Soviet trade relationship and hope that this will result 
in better contacts and an increased flow of commercial 
information between us We do not expect a sharp rise in trade 
as a result of the meeting but believe that it will have a 
positive impact on our trade relations. 

Q Copy of that, please? 

A Sure. 


Q Thank you. 


A O.K. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:35 p.m.) 
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DPC #203 


THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 8, 1984, 12:00 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: I have some housekeeping announcements 
and a very lean book. 


A couple of BACKGROUND briefings: First, one on the 
Secretary's trip to Brazil. On Friday afternoon at 2:30, we'll 
have a BACKGROUND briefing here on the Secretary's trip to 
Brazil to attend the 14th General Assembly of the Organization 
of American States. That meeting will take place in Brasilia 
between November 12 and 17. The Secretary, obviously, will not 
be there for that entire period -- that's the meeting period 


An ON-THE-RECORD briefing on the drought situation in 
Ethiopia: AID Administrator Peter McPherson, just back from 
Ethiopia, will hold a press conference on the drought situation 
in Africa. That will be on Friday at 1:30 here in the brietings 
room. That will be ON-THE-RECORD for both sound and camera. 
And somewhat in connection with the Ethiopian situation, 
journalists who are planning to go to Addis Ababa to cover the 
famine should be aware of the extremely difficult conditions 
under which they will have to operate. Hotel reservations are 
controlled by the Ethiopian Government and are almost 
impossible to obtain, particularly during the upcoming OAU 
Summit Meeting between November 6-15. 


Journalists should also arrange for visas beforehand 
and expect delays, not only with visas but with transportation 
arrangements inside the country and permits to travel within 
the country once they arrive. Our Embassy, our mission there, 
will be as helpful as we can. But this is by way of warning 
that there are some problems attendant upon covering the 
Situation in Ethiopia. 


Q Other than that, they are welcome. (Laughter) 


Q John, a procedural question: Will the briefing 
tomorrow be limited to the Brazil trip? 


A It will be limited to the Brazil trip, that's 
correct. 











Q What will he (the briefe:) do if we ask a Centra) 
America auestion? 


Q Run. 


A I imagine he will handle that with his usual 
aplomb. 


{_aughter) 


Q In that regard, do you have any of that for us 
today? A plum? 


A A plum? (Laughter) No, no plum. 


Q -~ regarding the delivery of high-performance 
aircraft to Nicaragua? Can you -- 


f Nothing. Can't take you beyond where we were 
yesterday. We continue to monitor that situation very 
closely. We would, obviously, continue to be concerned about 
the possibility of delivery of high-speed combat aircraft, but 
I don't have anything to go beyond yesterday. 


Q What about Nicaraguan claims that we've been 
monitoring the situation with overflights and even with a ship’ 


fe Weil, 1 think the Pentagon has responded very 
directly to suggestions that their vessels have encroached upon 
Nicaraguan territorial waters, and 1 think I'll refer you to 
the Pentagon on questions concerning ships and flights in that 
area. 


Q Has the Soviet Union responded to your words of 
concern of the other day? 


A Don't have anything further on that, Bernie. 
Q Can I get, can I ask something further on your 
initial statement -- and forgive me if I cover ground that you 


covered yesterday? 
Aa I forgive you. 
Q You said you're monitoring the situation 


carefully. Are you telling us that you're monitoring this 
delivery carefully to see whether it has MIGs in it, or are 





you telling us that you're monitoring the general situation of 
delivery of MIGs in general? In other words, are you stil) 
holding out the possibility that there are MIGs or 
high-performance aircraft aboard this particular ship? 


be Well, obviously, we are paying close attention 
overall to the possibility that MIGs or other high-performance 
aircraft might be delivered; but I think that the ship that is 
in port is the particular focus of our interest. 


Q So you still believe there is a possibility that 
those high-performance aircraft may be aboard that ship? 


6 Still taking a -- still monitoring that 
particular ship and its unloading pattern and plans carefully, 
yes. 


Q Has it unloaded yet, to your knowledge?’ 
fe Don'c have anything more for you. 
Q John, this morning Senator Moynihan said on a 


television appearance that the issue of introducing MIGs into 
Nicaragua is mot really one between the U.S. and Nicaragua, but 
one betweer the U.S. and the Soviet Union because the Soviet 
Union would thereby be introducing strategic weapons into the 
region. 


Is that a view shared by this Administration? 


A Well, certainly, if those aircraft came from the 
Soviet Union, obviously we would be making clear, as we have 
done, our views to the Soviets. That's not to say that we 
haven't made our position very clear to the Nicaraguans in 
addition. 


Have you received a protest note from the 
Nicaraguans? 


A Yes, we have received -- 

Q -- on the overflights? 

f -~ a protest. 

Q Have you replied? 

fa No. 

Q Nicaragua has warned that this is all a prelude 


to an American invasion of Nicaragua Do you have any comment’? 





if As the President and th. Secretary have 
consistently said, there are no plans for an American invasion 
of Nicaragua 


Q Today. 
A Well, let me -- let me -- I think you have to see 
those -- you have to recall the sequence of the statements. 


There are no plans for an American invasion of Nicaracua At 
the same time, we have used serious language in expressing our 
concern about the consequences of landing in Nicaragua 
high-speed, combat aircraft. 


——— 


Q John, could you take another crack at answering 
Greg's question? I have the impression that you gave an 
answer, but it might not have been directly in response to his 
question 


6 Well, if you -- I'm not quite sure where the 
question was going. If the question is, do we deal only with 
the Soviet Union on this question, the answer to that -- 


Q No, no 


Q Is it chiefly a U.S.-Soviet issue rather than a 
U.S.-Nicaragua issue? 


A I think that obviously a principal thrust of any 
exchanges we might have on this issue would be with the country 
supplying the aircraft; but that's not to say that we wouldn't 
make our conceris and the implications of such an action known 
to the Nicaragquans in addition. 





Q But the problem is essentially a U.S.-Soviet 
problem, since Nicaragua in this case -- all we're ta!éit« 
about is -- they are the recipient. 

a) Well -- 

Q It says a great deal about the Soviet Union who 


provided the (inaudible) 


A Well, I think you're splitting hairs. I mean if 
the aircraft were to be delivered to the Nicaraguans, it seems 
a little fanciful to say that they would be the innocent, 
unwilling recipients of these aircraft, thrust upon them ty 
another power 





Q John, what did you mean ty saying “introduction 
of such aircraft would be introduction of strategic weapons 
into the area?" I mean, they're certainly -- 


te When did I say that? 
Q Moynihan said that this morning. 
Q Oh, I'm sorry. Excuse me. All right. 


John, can we pursue that and just ask you about 
the nature of the problem that you would foresee developing? 
Is it a strategic problem? Is it a threat to Nicaragua's 
neighbors? What kind of problem does it create? 


fs I think Nicaragua's neighbors would see it as a 
threat to themselves. If you look at the range and the speed 
and the distance in which even an aircraft would need to turn, 
an aircraft of that caliber, I'm sure that Nicaragua's 
neighbors would consider it to be a destabilizing introduction 
of sophisticated weaponry 


Q But since you don't speak for Nicaragua's 
neighbors, what does the U.S. view the situation as? 


fs Well, 1 don't think there is any question about 
the United States' concern in such an area very close to our 
own borders 


Q So you -- 


A We have compelling national interests in that 
area, and the suggestion that we would be unconcerned by that 
event is ludicrous, it seems to me. 


Q John, you may be concerned, but what would the 
justification be to say that they do not, they cannot take 
delivery of those planes. It seems to be the U.S. telling 
another country what sort of weapons it can buy somewhere? 


A it certainly would be the United States' warning 
of the implications of introducing that kind of aircraft so 
close to our own borders and in an area in which we have an 
acute interest. 


Q How would we justify -- can we justify in terms 
of international law, saying that we would not tolerate their 
taking such aircraft? 





a I don't know what our legal people would offer 
you in the way of words on that, but the fact is that we 
consider that that would have a destabilizing influence in the 
area. 


Q John, how would you answer the Nicaraguan 
argument that they have the right to buy any weapons they want 
to defend against U.S.-backed guerrillas who are killing their 
people? 


ia Well, I guess you have to look at the role of the 
weapons that they introduce, and make your judgments about the 
defensive and offensive capacities of those weapons. 


Q John, were you saying in answer to Phil's 
question that you would consider the introduction of these 
weapons to be an act taken by the Soviet Union, or the supplier 
of those weapons, against the United States or against 
Nicaragua's neighbors? 


6 No, 1 really wasn't responding to that. I was 
simply saying that the Soviet Union in this case, were it 
proved to be the case, would be the supplier, and obviously, we 
have made known to the Soviet Union our concerns There is no 
question that those concerns are also known to the Nicaraguan 


Q Have you been in touch with the Nicaraguans over 
the past day or two, as you have been with the Soviets? 


a I'm not sure that we have been in touch with th: 
Nicaraguans in the pest day or so, but there's no question 
about their awareness of our view 


Q fre we interested in any kind of mutual defense 
pact with Honduras? 


A That relationship between the United States and 
Honduras is a good one and a dynamic one -- has been, continues 
to be -- and if they have any particular concerns or interests 


we certainly would be very willing to sit down and discuss 
those with them. 


Q Do you think that -- Is there a likelihood that 
Shultz and McFarlane will meet with them, as the Washington 
Post reported they're seeking such a meeting? 





a I'm not aware of any such meetings scheduled, bu! 
I can't speak for what the calendar might be in days ahead 








Q John, one of the concerns you expressed was the 
proximity of these aircraft, if they were to be delivered, to 
our own borders. 


6 Uh-huh 


Q I wonder if you could elaborate a little bit on 
that and say whether or not that fact might justify some sort 
of unilateral action on the part of the United States? 


a Well. as the President has said, he is not going 
to get into the question of how we might respond to such a 
delivery, and certainly, I'm not. 


Q Could I take you back -- 


fi Sure. 

Q -- though, to the first part of the question -- 

f. Right. 

Q -~-and ask you to elaborate on the significance of 


the proximity of these aircraft to U.S. borders? 


f. I think we have an acute interest in what goes on 
in our own back yard. 


Q Would these planes, if they existed, pose any 
manner of threat to -- 


fs They might 
Q Sir. Sir. 


is Yes. 
-- MORE -- 

















Q Could one say -- could one not say that this -- 
if M1Gs should be landed, would this not be another blow at the 
Monroe Doctrine? I know there have been so many blows. Would 
this not be another strike at the Monroe Doctrine? 


‘& Well, I think what I will do is refer you back to 
the words the President has used. And I think it has been made 
clear by the Administration that this would be considered a 
destabilizing action. 


Q John, when you talk about a threat by the MIGs, 
are you referring to the U.S. mainland, or are sou referring to 
Nicaragua's neighbors, or are you referring to the Panama Cane)” 


i) I wasn't getting specific. I was simply making 
the point that it is considered to be in the national -- thet 
area features in the national interest of the United States 

Q But when you talked about “national interests" 
down there, can we say that one of those interests would be the 
Canal? Is that one of your -- 

“ I think our interest extends throughout the area 


Q Has anything happened today that -- 


Q Can 1 ask you about something that I'm not clear 
about. 

fo Sure. 

Q When you're talking about -- is it the view of 


the Administration that the Soviet Union by introducing MIGs, 
should it occur, into Nicaragua, is introducing offensive 
strategic weapons against the United States, or do you see the 
introduction of MIGs as an attempt by Nicaragua to have an 
offensive capability against U.S. allies in the region? 


if Well, I don't think we can be in a position of 

analyzing their motivation and intent. I think what we have to 
do is look at the possible consequences and formulate our own 
response, and I think that's what we're doing. We're saying we 
do not think the presence of high-speed aircraft delivered to a 
regime of that character, given its activities and its proven 
record of subversion outside its own borders in the area, we do 
not consider that to be in the national interest of the United 
States, or in the interest of other countries in the area. 


Q John, has there been a serious intelligence 
breakdown here in that it seems that the Administration was 











aware of these things being loaded in the Soviet Union and yet, 
in the most heavily surveyed sector of this hemisphere as far 
as American intelligence is concerned, you seem incapable of 
telling us whether these things have been delivered or not? 





i) I didn't say we were incapable of telling you. | 
said I wasn't going to tell you. 

Q Do you know? 

i I said I wasn't going to discuss intelligence 
activities. 


Q John, is there anything more today that has 
occurred between what you knew yesterday and what you knew 
today that would lead you to repeat the caution and the 
warnings that were delivered yesterday? 


a There's nothing new that would lead me to repeat 
the caution, but I would repeat the caution. I think we all 
should proceed step-by-step as the story develops. 


Q I ask the question because I understand that the 
Soviets have reassured the Administration personally in two 
cases -- fairly senior officials -- that these MIGs were not 
being delivered on this ship. Do you have reason -- indeed, 
one Soviet official apparently is quoted as telling an 
American, "You have nothing to worry about." Do you have 
reason to doubt that today? 


A Well, I'm not going to respond to purported 
conversations between ourselves and the Soviet Union. 


Q Have you received an answer to the warnings fron. 
the Soviet Union? 


fi As I said earlier, I'm just not going to get into 
our exchanges with the Soviet Union. 


Q Are you worried -- are you as worried about the 
helicopters that Nicaragua has as you are about 
high-performance aircraft in terms of their offensive 
capability against neighbors if not against the United States? 

A I think we went over that ground yesterday. 

Q Okay, sorry. 


Q John, the Nicaraguans say that the ship has been 
unloaded. I think they say military supplies have arrived 


¥ » 
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They say there are no MIGs among the supplies. 


Is your information such that you, too, believe that 
the ship has been unloaded? 


és Not going to get into that, Marvin. 
Q You don't know at this point? 


Not going to get into that, Marvin. 


Q You know where the ship is? Is it still in fort? 
i I think we know where the ship is. 

Q Is it in port? 

a I think we know where the ship is. (Laughter) 

Q John, was there anything unloaded, as far as you 


know, that would indicate that the Nicaraguans are preparing to 
receive MIGs at some point in the future? 


A I think where we are, John, is exactly where we 
were yesterday when you pressed me whether we had any 
information that would confirm that these aircraft have been 
landed. And my answer to that yesterday was no, and my answer 
to that today is no. We do not have information which would 
confirm that such aircrart have been landed in Nicaragua. 


\ Do you have information today that would indicete 
that those aircraft were actually loaded onto that ship? 


fi Watching the situation closely. 


Q Do you have any evidence that the Nicaraguans are 
preparing in any way to receive aircraft? Besides this 
business of the ship, have you seen activity at airfields or 
anything else that would indicate -- 


A Not specific activity at airfields. Obviously, 
over a period of time, we have drawr attention to the length of 
the runways and the capacity of air‘tields in Nicaragua to 
handle high-speed aircraft. 


Q John -- 


Q And that capacity -- excuse me -- and that 
capacity has been increasing, concerns you? 
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os Over the months, yes. 


Q John, there was a shipment that received this 
sort of attention last June. I believe it was in early June, 
and I'm not sure which port it was at, but is there something 
different about this shipment from that one up until the point 
where we now know what was unloaded in that one but we may or 
may not yet. 


Is there anything different about this shipment at 
this point that leads you to be any more suspicious? 


A I don't quite follow the thrust of your question 


Q Well, at the time that other shipment was being 
moved, everybody was watching it carefully, and the same 
warnings were issued about MIGs, and so on, and then it was 
unloaded and there wasn't anything on it. There weren't any 
MIGs on it. 


At this point, a.suming that the ship has not yet beer 
unloaded, is there any more reason to believe that the -- to be 
suspicious of this shipment than there was to be of the 
shipment in June? 


A I'm really not going to get into why you are mor: 
suspicious of one ship than another. 


Q But are you, as opposed to why are you? 


A My guess is that the amount of time we've all 
devoted to this yesterday and today underlines that we at least 
have had some suspicions about the contents of this vessel 


Q Have you -- have other governments in the area 
supposed a threat -- supposedly threatened by this development, 
if it occurs, sought your advance and requested that you do -- 
you talk to the Russians and to the Nicaraguans about it? 


a I'm sure there have been such discussions in the 
past. I'm not aware of what may have taken place recently. 


Q John, would it be correct to characterize the 
current situation now around Nicaragua as a sort of partial 
naval blockade? 


a No, I don't think that would be correct. 


Q How will you -- 
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4 I think it would be very incorrect. 
Q Well, how do you characterize the situation where 


the Nicaraguan naval movement is now under surveillance by the 
United States? 


a Well, I haven't said it's under surveillance. 


Q John, do you expect that the Secretary will meet 
with Foreign Minister D'Escoto this weekend in Brasilia to talk 
about this? 


fs Don't know whether that may happen or not. 


Q Do you plan to raise the issue at the meeting of 
the OAS in Brasilia? 


) I'm not aware of any plans so to do. 
Q John, in general, would you -- 
fs You have to bear in mind this stcry's not played 


out yet. I mean, you seem to be reaching conclusions about 
what is being delivered, and 1 continue to urge you to be 
careful about that. 


Q One way or the other -- careful about it? 


A Well, I think we should all be clinically 
objective and careful about this story. 


Q John, the Foreign Minister of Nicaragua has been 
very categoric in denying this MIG story 


i) Yes, that's right. 


Q Is there any evidence to disprove him at this 
time? 


fa I think that those statements have certainly been 
listened to and taken into account, but that doesn't mean that 
our monitoring of the situation isn't continuing. But I think 
that is certainly a factor, the Nicaraguan denials. 


Q Well, John, regardless of the fact of whether 
there are or are not advanced aircraft underway to Nicaragua, 
what do we know insofar as Nicaragua's procuring advanced 
aircraft? 


fa Don't have anything that I could offer you on 


that. 
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Q New subject? 
i Sure. 


Q Do you have any comment on an Israeli teievision 
report that says that Ambassador Lewis will leave his position 
to be replaced by Ambassador McFarlane with Ambassador 
Kirkpatrick moving into McFarlane's position? 


‘6 Yeah, I think that report has been very strongly 
refuted at the White House. 


Q John, there have been some reports in the Middle 
East speaking of the Murphy pian and Reagan plan. Is there 
such a plan carried by Murphy to resolve the Middle East issue 
and Lebanon? 


A Well, I heard somewhere that Mr. Murphy was 
poised in Israel to engage in a shuttle, but, in fact, he's in 
Iraq. 


Q Anything on the Israeli-Lebanese talks that began 
today? 


A No We've been for those talks, and so I think 
that's a positive development. 


Q Any change in U.S. participation, observation, 
whatever you want to call it? 


is] No 


Q John, do you have any further views on the 
situation in Chile? Apparently more -- 


Q Wait. Can we stay on the Middle East? 
i] A plea to stay on the Middle East. 


Q Thank you. With whom is Secretary Shultz meeting 
today among the Jewish leaders, and why? 


A He is having lunch with some Jewish leaders, but 
I don't have a list of the guests with me. Let me see what we 
might have on that. 


Q John, on that, is he going to be talking at all 
about the Israeli free trade area? 
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a I honestly do not know. T know he's meeting with 
some Jewish leaders, but I don't know what the subject is. 


Q Can you find out? 

A Let me see what we might have for you. 
Q John, you said Murphy is Iraq now? 

a Murphy is in Iraq. 


Q Is he discussing the cestoring of relations 
between Iraq and the USA? 


A As I told you yesterday, he's discussing matters 
of bilateral and regional interests. 


Q Can we consider that the USA would have more 
positive position in the Iraq-Iran war than ever now? 


A Our position on the war is unchanged 
Q Thank you 


fe Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:25 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS SRIEFING 


DPC #204 


FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 9, 19864, 12:06 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: A couple of housekeeping announcements 
and then a statement on the persecution of the Baha'is in Lran 


Firstly. briefings: at 1:30 this afternoon, here, an 
ON-THE-RECORD briefing by AID Administrator Peter McPherson 
He's just back from Ethiopia. That will be on the drought 
situation in Africa That's ON THE RECORD 


Here this afternoon at 2:30, a BACKGROUND briefing on 
the Secretary's trip to Brazil That's for his attendance at 
the OAS meeting 


Thirdly. also this afternoon -- Busy afternoon - 
BACKGROUND briefing at 3:15 here on the visit to the United 
States of Grand Duke Jean of Luxembourg That also is ON 
BACKGROUND 


And, finally, a reminder that since Monday is a 
Federal holiday. the Press Office will be closed and operating 
on a Sunday schedule 


Now, on the Baha'is, we have recently received 
additional disturbing reports of the Khomeini regime's severe 
persecution of Iran's Baha'i community According to these 
reports, five more Baha'is have died in [ranian prisons Three 
cof them were apparently executed, two died in prison under 
circumstances which suggest death as a result of torture 
Three of the five deaths were of individuals who had been 
included among 32 Iranian Baha'is condemned to death in 
mid-summer 


Since coming to power, lran's revolutionary Ls lami: 
government is believed to have executed approximately 175 
Baha'is in an apparent attempt to eliminate Baha'iscm reaarded 
by the mullahs as a heresay rather than a separate religion 


These further deaths cause grave concern for the fate 
of the over 750 Baha'is who remain in Iranian prisons fhe 
United States wishes to take this occasion to reiterate what 











President Reagan said in May 1983. “America anc the world are 
increasingly alarmed and dismayed at the persecution and severe a 
repression of the Baha'is in Iran.” 


Furthermore, we call upon the Iranian authorities to 
abide by the Declaration on tne Elimination of All Forms of 
Intolerance and of Discrimination Based on Religion and 
Belief In November 1981, Iran, under the present regime, 
joined in a consensus of the U.N. General Assembly in the 
adoption of this Declaration affirming the principle of respect 
for the right of religious freedom 


Q May we have a copy of that? 


a Sure 

Q John, can you bring us up to date on what you 
have concerning the Soviet vessel or vessels of fF the Nicaraguan 
coast? 

a Can't really take it much beyond yesterday 


We're continuing to watch the unloading process in which that 
ship is engaged very closely It has unloadec a number of 
crates There are other crates on the dockside alongside that 
vessel, and we're continuing to observe the situation very 
carefully 


Q John, is the State Department backing of F from 
its original or the Administration's original statements thet 
were awfully strong in the beginning?’ 


I'm sensing around, talking to people, that the State 


Department is less sure about the intelligence information that 
there are MIGs there 


Aa Well, I don’t agree with your question l don't 
-- the premise [I don't agree that the Administration was 
"strong " In fact, quite to the contrary we have 
consistently urged From the very beginning that everybody take 
acool, clear, clinical, objective look at this story 


The Fact is that the Administration was observing a 
vessel proceecing from the Soviet Union in the direction of 
Central America That vessel went around Latin America, and we 
were particularly concerned when it appeared to be heading for 
Nicaragua That process of monitoring was going on when the 
story was Droken, and | do not think the Administration can 
Fairly be accused of starting a scare or seeking to publicize 
the situation 








The fact is. From the beginning we have consistently 
said we are looking at that particular ship. and inceed other 
ships. but particularly that ship because it is conceivable 
that it might have been carrying high-speed performance 
aircraft -- 4igh-performance aircraft 


Q Do you think that there's a possibility that the 
Soviets were bluffing the U S.. testing our resolve by placing 
crates where our intelligence people could see them that might 
have contained MIGs but. in fact, did not? 


a Well, that's always a possibility I don't think 
we can explain Soviet motivation, but I guess that's always a 
possibility 


G John, has the United been assured by the Soviets 
that there were not MIGs on the ship? 


a Well. as you know, we don't care ery much to get 
into detail of our exchanges with the Soviet ’i10n, but I 
wouldn't steer you away from the theme on that particular 
subject of a story in the New York Times this morning 





Q John, just out of curiosity. do you have any -- 
does the Government of the United States have any idea what 
might be causing sonic booms in Managua these days’ 


“ I guess | would refer you to the Pentagon on 
allegations of U.S. military movements in that area 


If your question has any relationship to 
reconnaissance aircraft or -- 


Q They might be passenger planes; I don't know 

a -- obviously, we wouldn't respond to that kind of 
Question 

Q Do you have any comment on the exercises that are 


now going on? 


a No, but I think the Pentagon has lL gather 
there's a Fair amount of hysteria abroad about exercises and 
troop Movements which tne Pentagon is explaining very 
forcefully 


Q What do you think about the hysteria that's been 
generated that you mentioned? 











a Apparently it's misplaced 
9 why? 
“ Well. if there's a suggestion the United States 


has embarked on an invasion of Nicaragua, that is manifestly 
not the case 


Q John, how does this situation get resolved? The 
ship leaves port at some point will we ever know whether 
there were MIGs on board that boat if they don't unloac the 
crates that we saw before?’ 


a Well, I think some crates have been unloaded - 

Q Do they -- 

” -- but we will continue to monitor that situation 
) The crates that have been unloaded so far are not 


the kind that would contain MIGs? 


a Well. you're making that as a statement 

~ I'm asking you 

a I wouldn't respond to that question There are 
crates -=- some crates are alongside that ship of varying sizes 


~-MORE-- 








Q In other words, we're still in the process of 
analyzing what those crates look like and therefore what they 
might contain? 


£ Still monitoring the situation 
Q John, do you have any comment on - 


Q What is the U.S. position regarding the UN 
Security Council meeting asked for by Nicaragua? 


a I'm not -- there may have been a formal request 
I haven't seen it yet, Don, and I'm sure our people at the UN 
will be ta-ing that up But I'm not aware of a formal 
Nicaraguan request yet 


Q Does the United States believe there is any 
reason for a meeting of the Security Council to investigate 
threats to Nicaragua’ 


“ I don't know what our response will be on a 
meeting of the Security Council, but there is no US. threat to 
Nicaragua 


Q John, on a related question, there are new 
reports that Salvadoran Commander Monterrosa and a couple other 
high-level officials, when they went down in that chopper, that 
apparently Field inspectors down there now say it was sabdvtage 
and they were blown up Can you comment on that? 


4 I don't think [I can, really That was a 
Salvadoran Government inquiry, and it is their finding, and I 
think you ought to ask the Selvadoran authorities about that 


Q John, do you have any comment on the TASS 
statements today about the preparation for an armed attack 
which TASS warns could have far-reaching consequences for the 
United States? [s that what you were referring to when you 
used the word “hysteria’” 


i An armed attack on -- 

Q Nicaragua 

a Well, they are obviously not correct 

Q Is that what you were referring to when you used 


the word “hysteria” earlier? 








a Well, no. I guess I was really responding to 
Robin's question, or suggestion which -- and I may be unfair -- 
implicit in the question that the Administration had fomented a 
lot of speculation about high-speed aircraft going to Nicaragua 
and now is backing off, which [L think is a very unfair 
characterization of what has happened. I think we've tried to 
be objective about these reports. 


Q Given what you know about the exchanges between 
the United States and the Soviet Union through diplomatic 
channels in recent days, how should we read the public 
exchanges of strong warnings on the part of the United States 
and strong warnings now on the part of TASS? Is this merely a 
war of words at the moment, or are the two sides escalating 
their rhetoric over Nicaragua? 


a I don't know that there has been any escalation 
The United States has simply reiterated its concerns about Lhe 
introduction of high-speed aircraft into Nicaragua. That is 
not a new position; we have done it before We have done it 
for over a period of almost two years, I think it is. 
They were always intended to be words of gravity, treated 
seriously, and we have repeated them. 


Q John, can you comment on -- there is a report 
from the White House, a senior official, at least in the 
Washington Post version, saying the Sovlets are showing some 
interest in the “umbrella” talks proposal and talks last week, 
I presume, between either Ambassador Dobrynin and the Secretary 
or Hartman and Gromyko. 





Can you bring us up to date where that proposal 
Stands? Is there some optimism about 1ts being accepted? 


fe) As you know, the Secretary basically has wanted 
that diplomacy to go forward on a quiet basis, reasoning that 
would be the most effective way to move things forward But | 
think, basically, those remarks really relate to the 
Giscussions that certainly took place on the “umbrella” talk 
concept when Foreign Minister Gromyko was here and talked with 
both the Secretary and with the President, and related to the 
kind of follow-up meetings which you know have taken place 
between Ambassador Dobrynin and the Secretary here and 
Ambassador Hartinan and Mr. Gromyko in Moscow. And I think the 
suggestion of probing or clarification refers basically to 
those follow-up meetings. 


Q John, could you be a Little more clear than you 
were the last time this question came up, about the United 
States regards the introduction of L-39s to Nicaragua? 





4 No, (I) cannot. Don't intend to specify what 
aircraft give us particular concerns. 


Q John, can we go to a new subject? We don't have 
much time today. We have a luncheon. 


a You have a lunch? 

Q No, not 1. I mean everybody In here 

4 I don't have a Lunch. 

Q You suggested on Tuesday that the United States 


would not view with equanimity the introduction of advanced 
Soviet helicopters into Nicaragua. Can you be at all more 
specific on what the reaction might be? 


fs) No. I think I was fairly careful in the language 
I used then about the difference, and I think ['ll just refer 
you back to that language I tried to be careful in the use of 
that language. 


Q I'd like to go back to the question of the 
hysteria abroad. If you're defending the Administration's 
handling of the situation, who would you think is responsible, 
ther, for the creation of this hysteria or stirring up the 
hysteria? 


A Well, it's hard to pinpoint, but I guess what I 
basically was doing was refuting the suggestion that the 
Administration has whipped up feeling. The Administration has 
consistently made clear its position about the introduction of 
this type cf weaponry into Nicaragua There's no change in 
that. The new development is the movement of a ship towards 
Nicaragua which conceivably could have -- and conceivably still 
could be carrying -- this particular aircraft that gives us so 
much concern. That was the new development 


You have all written about that and broadcasted it, 
and there has been reaction to that, L suppose fomented by the 
Nicaraguan administration which keeps on saying the United 
States is about to invade Nicaragua And the fact is, that's 
not the case. 


Q John, is there a second Soviet ship approaching 
Nicaragua, about which you are now concerned? 


2) T really won't get into other ships, but | think 
you may take it that, obviously, we will be taking an interest 
in the general movement of Soviet and East-bloc shipping to 





Nicaragua, given the fact that they clearly -- whether they are 
about to receive advanced aircraft or not -- given the fact 
that they clearly are receiving considerably larger amounts of 
military equipment. 


Q John, do you have any reaction to reports from 
Nicaragua that they are arming up to some 20,000 of their 
youths now? 


” No. L've seen their announcement that they're 
doing that. 
Q Do we have any confirmation or -- 


a No, I don't. 


Q What about the report that a CBS camera crew was 
fired at today?’ 


a (1) saw that. That particular organization has 
not been in touch with us or sought our help in any way, but it 
may well be the case. 


Q Is there a travel advisory in effect for Managua 
-- for Nicaraaua these days? 


fe) For Nicaragua? 


Anybody know that, off the top of their head? Let me 
check that one for you. 


Q John, is there a feeling over here that there has 
been a serious intelligence failure in all this, that clearly 
this is -- if the MIGs were being delivered, it would be a very 


serious development, and yet there seems to be an awful lot of 
gaps in terms of what is known about either where the crates 
are or what's in the crates. 


Is there annoyance, unhappiness, displeasure over here 
over the gaps and the lack of more thorough intelligence on 
this? 


A I, personally, haven't heard annoyance 
expressed. One follows these things as one is able to do 


-- MORE -- 

















Q John, the front-page story of the Washington 
Times this morning claims that the Administration is preoaring 
a military operation in Nicaragua -- 





a Uh-huh. 


Q -- while the Washington Post has a different 
story saying that there is not enough evidence for them to 
accumulate the facts on the ground. 





a Uh-huh. 


Q What do you comment on the Washington Times 
story, especially, which is more affiliated or close to the 
Administration than the Washington Post story? 








A I don't know. I guess you'd have to ask the 
Washington Post and the Washington T.mes how they come to the 
-- [I haven't seen the Times story -- Sut how they come to those 
contrary viewpoints. 








Q John, have you been -- 


a I mean, the fact is that there is not an invasion 
planned of Nicaragua; that stands there. fhat is not to say 
that we have not expressed concern specifically about the 
question of high-speed jet aircraft arriving in Nicaragua But 
there's -- 


Q To say there's not an invasion planned 15 
different from saying there won't be an invasion 


fe) Well, L'm not aware of any invasion that is 
taking place or is adbcut to take place. 


Q Does that include the possibility of air 
strikes? IL mean, when you talk of invasion, is that an 
all-encompassing term, or is it - 


i) I was trying to divorce -=- [I was trying to allay 
fears, concerns, allegations that the United States is 
preparing an invasion of Nicaragua, and that stands there as a 
statement. 


When you look at the question of aircraft, the 
President has specifically declined to indicate what action the 
United States might take in the event that the aircraft we're 
concerned about are landed in Nicaragua 


Q But you are making a distirction then - 
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a We're making a distinction? 
-- between a possible air strike and the term 
invasion? 
o No, I'm not -- 
Q And the term “invasion?” 
a No. I'm talking about an invasion in general, 


broad terms; and I'm talking about specific action that there 
might be in response to the landing of a specific type of 
weapon. 


Q John, do you include a “surgical” air strike in 
the definition of “invasion” or is that something you haven't 
thought about? 


a I think I'm going to rest where I am. 
Q How do you respond, John, to charges by Minister 
D'Escoto in Nicaragua that the United States -— well, not maybe 


the United States -- but there is already an invasion of 
Nicaragua’? And he points to the contras and the manual, etc 


a IT suspect that the news organizations represented 
in this room have more manpower on the ground in Nicaragua than 
the United States Government. And we haven't seen it, but 
maybe you have perceived such an invasion. 


Q John, let's talk for a second more about what 
they have been doing in terms of sending in helicopters - 


a Uh-huh. 


-— and air defense systems. Why do we think at 
this point the Soviets and their allies have chosen now to 
sharply increase the quantity and quality of what they're 
sending? 


a I can't speculate on the motivation of the Soviet 
Union. 


Q Do you see anything unusual in the timing - | 
don't mean “unusual” but out of character with what they've 
been doing for the past three years in the timing of the 
deliveries? 


a I don't see anything out of character with what 
they've been doing in the past three years, which has been to 
cause trouble in the area, export subversion and revolution 
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Q And to continually deliver military supplies 


a And to continue a flow of arms into Nicaragua and 
onward to El Salvador. 


Q I guess what I'm getting at is the premise of 
Phil's question, which was that there's some kind of step-up in 
that flow. Is there? 


a Well, you'd have to ask -- well, 1 think there 15 
no question that there is a step-up in the Flow. But as to the 


reasons for that, I guess you'd have to ask those who are 
shipping it and receiving it. 


Would the Reagan Administration rule out the use 
of military force to deal with MIGs if they were delivered? 


a I think the President has spoken to that 
question. I leave you with his words 


Q John, do you have any knowledge of a proposal 
being prepared for a large-scale increase in foreign economic 
and/or military aid on the fart of the Administration, as being 
suggested by some officials with the President in California? 


Il personally don't, Don, but I'd be glad to take 
a look at that 


. Would: you? 

a Sure 

Q John, do you have any comment on the East Germans 
seeking refuge in West German embassies in various countries in 
Europe? 


a) No, I don't 


Q Do you have any comment on the new Contadora 
draft treaty proposal? 


a Yes, (1) do have something on that 


We view the tabling of a new draft by the Central 


Americans as @ positive and constructive step in a negotiatina 
process that we strongly support It's long been the position 
of the United States Government that regional problems in 


Central America will only be resolved through Frank, open and 
honest dialogue among the countries involved 


oe 
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The Contadora process provides the best means of 
arriving at a peaceful settlement in the region, and the United 
States is gratified by the steps taken by the Central American 
countries and the Contadora states to develop a mutually 
acceptable agreement. 


Q Can we have a copy of that, please? 
Q Do the terms of that draft satisfy you now’ 


a Sorry? 


Q Do the terms of this draft satisfy you’ 

a I'm not sure that we're aware of what is in that 
draft 

Q Can we have a copy of that statement. please, 
John? 

Q John, do you have anything to report now on the 


Secretary'< call a couple of weeks ago on a consensus to combat 
terrorism? 


a No, I really don't have anything -- 


+ Are you likely to have something, say. in the 
next couple of days? 


a I don't know Il assume the Secretary might 
respond in a speech at some time, but [ don't think he is 
planning such @ response at the moment, though 


Q Well, yesterday you said that you would look into 
the meeting of Jewish leaders with the Secretary 


a Uh-huh 


Q Do you have something to tell us about that? 
a I don't know whether we were able to develvup 
anything on that during the -- I don't, but I don't know 


whether we posted anything 
Apparently we didn't have much to offer 


Q Can we have something Later today on it’ 


a If we weren't able to produce it yesterday, | 
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doubt that we will be able to produce it today; but we will do 
our best on your behalf. 


Q Richard Murphy -- where is he? 


a Sorry? 

Q Richard Murphy -- where is he now? 
a Cairo 

Q Richard Murphy is in Cairo’? 


a Uh-huh. 


Q Anything on the reports of full diplomatic 
relations between ourselves and Baghdad? 


a Nothing to offer you on that 
Q All right 
Q Jonn, do you have any comment on the creation in 


China of a nuclear watchdog group? And has anything changed on 
the status of the nuclear -- 


a No 
w -~ agreement with China? 
rs) Nothing changed Still where we were 
+ - John, given the fact that both the Times and the 


Post Have characterized what's happening in Chile as the 
largest crackdown since ‘73 and the United States is reviewing 
its interests there, do you have more, further comment on it or 
analysis of the situation? 


os Nothing at the moment It's conceivable we might 
have something during the course of the day 


Q O.K., thank vou 
a 0. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:29 pm ) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
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DPC #205 


TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 13, 1984, 12:09 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORT UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have no 
announcements. I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Alan, what can you tell us regarding the visit of 
the Iraqi Deputy Prime Minister next week. and what do you 
expect to come out of that -- those talks? 


fe Mike, I don't have anything on that subject, so 
I'm afraid I can't answer the second par of your question. 


Q Okay Is he coming at all -- 


a As I say, I -- 
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Is he not coming? (Laughter) 


I just don't have anything on that subject. 

Q Do you expect to have something later? 

A Don't know that I'll have something later, no. 
Q The White House have something later? 


A I don't know that the White House will have 
something later. 


Q Alan, concerning the information that came from 
sources in the Administration on the possible presence of MIGs 
in those crates or off-loaded from the ship in Nicaragua, did 
Shultz consider the leak of that information "criminal"? Has 
that word been attributed to him? 


A Well, I think that he did talk about it in those 
terms. I can give you the exact quote ina second. But I 
don't know whether he was considering it in terms of the exact 











provisions of law or what he had in mind. But, obviously -- I 
mean, I don't have any problem with that characterization, and 
he and others have clearly expressed their concern about these 
leaks. They're unauthorized, they are detrimental to our 
foreign policy and to the national interest, and he, indeed, 
has a serious concern about a matter which has adversely 
affected, or does adversely affect, the effective « -eration 


both of the Executive and Legislative Branches of + 
Government. 


So there's no question about the seriousness with 
which leaks, in general, and a variety of leaks that have 
occurred over the last week or so, in particular, are being 
viewed. 


Q Will there be any -- two questions: Does he know 
where that leak has come from, and what sort of follow-up will 
there be? 


i) 1 don't think anybody at this point knows 
specifically where the leak has come from. In terms of 
follow-up, I can't be specific for you but I think you can 
taken it as a given that his concern and the concern of other 
senior Administration officials is not momentary. 


Q Do you have that exact quote? 
Q Yeah, we would like the exact quote, yeah? 


A I'll see if I can find that. The question that 
was asked of him was whether he was unhappy ebout the leaks, 
and whether he was unhappy about the intelligence analysts and 
their summation of the information they had availabie. And he 
indicated that, "There is nothing wrong with the way the 
intelligence community handled the situation. They described a 
variety of things accurately and with the proper caveats. The 
process by which things became known, I don't know. You people 
in the news business have a better idea than I do about that. 
But I would say that those activities were criminal, and I use 
that word advisedly. Whoever leaked that material engaged in a 
bling ag act in my opinion, and there is absolutely no excuse 

or it. 


Q When was this that he said this? 


a This was on the flight between Washington and 
Puerto Rico on the 10th, Don. 


Q If he considers it that serious, Alan, surely 
he'll want a follow-up, an investigation of some sort, won't he? 








f Well, I've given you some indication -- 
Q I wasn't sure -- 
“ ~- that this is not a momentary concern. I'm not 


going to get into the question of specific investigations which 
may or may not be conducted, but the issue is not a passing one. 


Q If an investigation is not conducted, then I 
would consider the rest of the Administration didn't take it 
quite so seriously as the Secretary? 


A Well, I don't think I would -- first of all, I'm 
not going to talk about investigations, but I also don't know 
that you can draw conclusions about the seriousness. 


I think that everybody views it seriously. I refer 
you to Secretary Weinberger's remarks on Sunday, and I think 
those views are shared universally through the senior levels of 
the Administration. 


Q Alan, speaking of Secretary Weinberger, he used 
the Monroe Doctrine, or cited the Monroe Doctrine, as a 
justification for the United States possibly taking some action 
if MIGs were involved in Nicaragua. 


Is this building citing the Monroe Doctrine as a 
rationalization for doing -— thinking about future action? 


3) I think John got asked about that last week, and 
I refer you to what he said. The fact is that we're not going 
to speculate about the legal basis for actions which are quite 
hypothetical, so I'm not going to respond to the legal basis 
for any action. 


Q You won't provide any legal thinking as to how we 
can impose -- when we say it is not acceptable for us that MIGs 
be delivered to Nicaragua -- 


A You're then asking about what action we might 
take, and that, I'm saying, is in the realm, at this point, of 
the hypothetical, and so I'm not qoing to respond to that. 


Q We've stated specifically that it is not 
tolerable for the U.S. Government, in the U.S. Government's 
mind, that MIGs be delivered to Nicaragua. Now, what is the 
legal justification for us saying it's not tolerable? 


i) I don't think there's a legal justification 
necessary for making a policy statement If you're then going 








to follow on and there were some action, then one might need to 
look at the legal basis for it. 


I don't think the question arises in terms of the 
statements we've made. 


John? 


Q Alan, what is the status today of the presence or 
not presence of those MIGs? Have we concluded now that they 
were not on that boat or that they still may be but have not 
een unpacked? 


a Well, we do not know the full nature or size of 
recent arms shipments to Nicaragua. We have evidence that 
recent shipments from the Soviet Union and other Bloc countries 
have included more advanced weapons systems than the 
Sandinistas previously had. We do not have evidence that 
advanced combat aircraft are presently in Nicaragua. Any 
indication that the Sandinistas were adding advanced combat 
aircraft to their military arsenal would be a serious 
development which we would view with utmost concern. 


As the Secretary and other Administration officials 
have indicated, we are concerned about the continuing flow of 
weapons into Nicaragua, which began in the fall of 1979 and 
which is contributing to the already overwhelming military 
imbalance in the region We continue to monitor this situation 
carefully. 


Q Can we have that statement? 
a Sure. 
Q Alan, that doesn't address the question of 


whether these MIGs, or parts of them, might still be on the 
ship. Is that a possibility? 


is) I'm not going to get into what we miart know 
avout what's on ships. As I say, we have no evidence that 
acvanced combat aircraft are presently in Nicaragua. 


Q Alan, what is the Administration's «valuation of 
the apparent delivery of MI-24 helicopters that D'Escoto has 
declared? 

is) What is our -- 


Q Opinion about them? Do they change the military 
balance or -- 











a I think I'd refer you to what I just said on 
this, Walt. As 1 say, the evidence is that they have gotten 
more advanced weapons than they had before, and we're concerned 
about it. But I'm not prepared to take it beyond that at this 
point. 


Q 1 feel obliged to ask you the following 
question. You say there's an “overwhelming military imbalance 
in favor of Nicaragua." If the Sandinista government has not 
been able to defeat the Contra effort within its own borders, 
isn't it logical to presume they would continue to buy weapons 
until they reach the point where they are able to defeat the 
guerrilla movement? 


a Well, 1 think that the question of what is 
necessary to defeat the efforts of people whom they have 
alienated is not one 1 guess I'm going to go into. I think if 
one looks purely at the numbers of people, one looks at the 
numbers of tanks and other heavy equipment which have been 
breught in -- which clearly, if you look at the statements 
coving out of neighboring countries, have an effect on the 
neighbors, are viewed as threatening -- that there is no 
question that it does indeed contribute to such an imbalance. 


You're raising a question as to whether certain kinds 
of equipment are -- part of your question implicitly raises the 
issue of whether certain kinds of equipment are effective in 
fighting in certain kinds of warfare, fighting against the 
Contras, for example, as opposed to their utility in other 
modes. I'm not about to get into that. But that certainly is 
an issue to be asked when looking at this kind of heavy 
equipment 


Q A follow-up on that: I1f you were -- just 
hypothetically -- I know you don't like these sort of questions 
-- but if you were a Sandinista leader, wouldn't you feel 
threatened at this point in time both from outside and inside? 


a Well, I'm not going to get into their internal 
situation. 


Aas far as the situation with respect to potential or 
alleged U.S. invasion of Nicaragua, John has made clear, the 
Secretary has made clear, the President has made clear that 
there is no plan to invade Nicaragua. So I can't comment about 
what drives them and what their motives are. I can only tell 
you what our policy is. 








Q Alan, would it make a difference to “15 country 
if an upgraded flow of weapons into Nicaragua was primarily 
defensive or offensive in nature, or is it all to be viewed the 
same way? 


A You're asking me to try to define weapons systems 
as defensive or offensive, and I don't think I'm in a position 
to do that. 


Q Well, can you, in general, take a view toward -- 


A I that it has been -- in general. the point is 
that it is clearly our assessment that the level of weaponry, 
particularly heavy weaponry which has come into Nicaragua and 
which is continuing to come in at a rapid pace, exceeds 
anything which is justifiable in purely defensive terms. 


Q To follow that up, has -- you've noted a couple 
of times that this is clearly having an effect on Nicaragua's 
neighbors. 


is) Uh-huh. 


Q Have any of those neighbors at the OAS meeting 
reflected that concern to the Secretary? 


A 1 wasn't there. 1 don't know, John. 


Q Alan, could you -- on the question of whether or 
not Nicaragua should feel threatened, could you explain what 
exactly did Shultz mean when he said that, "We will work in 
every way that we can to cast this aggression and -.cbversiv» 
influence out our hemisphere"? 


A I think it -- I haven't talked with the Secretary 
about that, but it's very clear from the context, and going 
back over our policy over a long period of time, that the 
United States has been working in supporting the Contadora 
efforts, for example; and in stating what our four principal 
policy objectives are with respect to Nicaragua, which includes 
removal of the Soviet and Cuban military advisors ard 
reductions and controls on the types of weaponry, enounts of 
weaponry brought into the region; that what we are seeking, 
obviously, is to eliminate the kinds of activities in respect 
of Nicaragua's neighbors that has been commented uprn very 
frequently from here. 


Q Alan, the Secretary is quoted as saying that, 
"The U.S. will work in every way to cast Nicaragua’. ag yjres*ive 
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A Yeah, that was just the question I answered. 


Q Can I follow up on that? Do you have any -- what 
do you think about the comments of the President of the 
Democratic Coordinator Rivas Leiva, saying that, “The U.S. 
campaign in recent days hasn't done us any good"? He's 
referring to -- 


A Well, I don't -- first of all -- that the U.S. 
campaign? I'm not sure what campaign we're talking to. I'd go 
back to what John said last week -- and I think that there's 
been a fair amount of mischaracterization of the 
Administration's position even after he made it clear that the 
Administration has not mounted a campaign -- that we have 
sought to make sure that in addressing the MIG issue, for 
example, that we were looking at it very carefully ana very 
coolly, and we were not hyping this story, that we did not 
assert that MIGs were on the ship. And yet a number of 
correspondents went ahead and talked about the U.S. "claim" 
that there were MiGs on that ship, which there never was an 
Administration claim of, and so on. 


So I don't know what "campaign" that refers to. There 
certainly has not been one. 


Chris? 


-—-MORE-- 





Q Summing up, could you say we're back now, as 
regarding Nicaragua, to where the situation was prior to last 
Tuesday? 


a Well, I think as far as the concerns over the one 
ship are concerned, I refer you to the statement that I made, 
including the statement about advanced combat aircraft. But it 
is also clear that that ship brought military equipment to 
Nicaragua, that there are other ships heading for Nicaragua 
that are bringing more military equipment. 


So terms of returning to the situation, the problem I 
have with that characterization is that the situation continues 
to advance in terms of a continuing flow of this kind of 
military equipment. 


Q What is the necessary -- 
Chris --— I'm sorry. Chris? 
Q I was not aware that any news report ever said 


there were MiGs on those planes. I don't think there ever were. 
From election night, CBS's report, which was the first one, 
which said “Administration officials believed there may be," I 
think was the -- 


A Well, I think -- 


Q So, if 1 may just ask the question -- that is, if 
from that podium you had reacted to these stories by saying "I 
have nothing for you on that," wouldn't this story have had a 
shorter run? 


A Well, I think that the fact is there wu ~e 
concerns. That's not a wrong reporting story. 411 
characterization that “there may be" -- there was concern tat 
"there may be" or “may have been" or whatever -- MIGs on that 
ship is not an inaccurate characterization. That is not what 
everybody said in reporting that story. 


So -- and I think if you check it out, you'll find 
that I'm right about that. 


George? 
Q With respect to these other ships bringing 


military equipment to Nicaragua, could you tell us how many and 
what the nationality of these ships is? 








No. I think that, as the Secretary indica‘’ed on 
his trip, we're not going to get into what we do or don't know 
about ships which are heading for Nicaragua, except that it's 
obvious that this fiow indeed is continuing. 


Yes, go ahead, 6ill. 


Q Could you tell us anything, Alan, about Murphy's 
talks in Damascus? Did he meet with Hafiz al-Assad this time? 


A Well, I think I saw a wire report which indicated 
that he had, so I refer you to that. I haven't seen a report. 
But, in any case, he is in Syria. During the weekend he was in 
Egypt, Israel, and Lebanon. But I'm not going to get into the 
details of the discussions. But, as I say, indications were 
from wires that indeed he did meet with President Assad. 


Q Do you know where he goes from here? 
Q Would you acknowledge he's mediating now? 
is) No. No. 


Q Because the Israelis seem to be under that 
impression, that he's been talking to the Lebanese on their 
behalf. 


A Well, I think you're talking -- well, the fact 
is, aS a general characterization, the answer to your question 
is "no." The general purpose of his mission, of course, 
depends on where he is and what issues are relevant. But in 
terms of the broad construct of our concerns about southern 
Lebanon and so on, he is still in an exploratory mode. He is 
not mediating. And that continues. 


Q Alan -- 

Q You're saying that -- 

a Excuse me. 

Q You're saying he's not operationally trying to 
resolve the problems which have suspended the talks between 
Israel and Lebanon? 

i) Now you're getting into a specific issue which 
has come up in terms of those talks, and I'm not going to get 


into the specifics of his conversations. But, as I say, in the 
broad construct of our concerns and our policy towards southern 
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Lebanon, his mission is not a mediating mission; it is an 
exploratory one. And it continues. 


Q Alan, an Assistant Secretary of State does not go 
on a two-week guided tour of the Middle East like that, does 
he? I mean, he's -- 


A Well, that's true. 
Q -- and he is presumably -- 


fa I'm not suggesting that this is not a serious 
effort that he's undertaking, so -- 


Q Can you give us a better idea of how to describe 
this effort, and how long will it go on? 


a I thought what I said was perfect. (Laughter.) 


Q Well, it's somewhat less than perfect. I hate to 
say. 


fs I'm sorry. 


No. It is an accurate characterization. I refer 
you back to what we have said before -- that the gaps are 
obviously wide between the various parties; and that while we 
remain ready to play a helpful role, that until all of the 
parties indicate that they want us to play a role and that 
there is a prospect that those gaps indeed will be narrowed and 
that there can be progress, we will have to continue in this 
mode . 


Q So this is open-ended as far as Murphy is 
concerned? 


A Well, I don't know that I want to try to indicate 
what the end date might be of this particular trip, for 
example, or of what future steps might be. I don't think I can 
do that at this point. 


Q Alan, your answer just now carries the 
implication that there are some parties or a party still not 
being helpful, in addition to being wide gaps between their 
positions. Are there parties or a party that is being an 
obstacle, or is it just that they are far apart in their -- 


A Well -- 


Q -~- initial positions? 
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is I didn't make the statement that you asserted 
that 1 implied at the beginning. I will stick with the words 
that I've used and not use yours, if I may. 


Q If he's not mediating, is he trying to narrow the 
gaps between the parties? (Laughter. ) 


i) As I say, he's on an exploratory mission, and he 
continues to talk with the various parties. And obviously one 
hopes that, not only in the course of those talks but in 
others, that one will see some way of moving ahead; but the 
fact is he is not in a mediating role. 


Q Alan -- 


Q Does the United States have any views about the 
substantive matter that seems to be the hangup right now -- as 
to whether [srael should release these people who were -- 


a Don, 1 don't think -- 
Q -~-arrested in southern Lebanon? 


i) Yes. I don't think it's going to (2 helpful for 
us to make any comment about that. We obviousl. jiave viewed 
the arrangement of those talks as a positive step, and we hope 
that they will be able to go forward without being sidetracked 


Q There have been reports of intimidation of the 
media covering the aftermath of the Indira Gandhi assassination 
-- the refusal of satellite feed, the confiscation of film, 
etc. At the same time there have also been reports that the 
Indian authorities have protested to the U.S. Embassy in Delhi 
about the media's activities. Is this correct? Has there been 
any protest by the Indian authorities? 


A I think we had some guidance on that at the end 
of last week, and I'd ask you to check in the Press Office on 
that. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Prime Minister's 
speech on foreign -- 


a No, don't have one. 


Spence? 
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Q Alan, it's been reported that a compromise 
agreement has been reached with Japan on the International 
Whaling Agreement adherence. 


fe Well, 1 don't think -- 
Q Does this have to be approved by the Senate? 


A I don't know, if there were an agreement reached, 
what the requirements would be in that respect, Spence. As of 
the time I walked out here, my understanding was there was no 
agreement reached. 


I would stress that the purpose of the U.S. Government 
in its recent consultations with the Government of Japan has 
been to encourage adherence by the Government of Japan to all 
of the provisions of the Convention -- that is, the 
International Whaling Convention's schedule. So that is simply 
our objective 


But, as 1 say, my understanding, as of the time 1 came 
out here, is that the report of an agreement was not accurate. 


Please. 


Q Has there been any concern about the Soviet 
bombers flying cover Japanese airspace, and when will there be 
talks with the Premier of Japan? 


A Well, I think in terms of the Soviet intrusions 
into Japanese airspace, I will leave that for the Japanese 
Government to comment upon. 


As far as any talks or meetings with Prime Minister 
Nakasone, I don't have anything to give you on that. 


Yes? 


Q Could you comment on the OAU's decision to give 
Polisario a seat as a republic? 


A I don't really have any specific comment on that 
move. Obviously, the United States continues to support a 
peaceful resolution of the dispute over the Western Sahara 
along the lines that were endorsed by the OAU, and that calls 
for a negotiated cease-fire, followed by a referendum. 





13 


Q What about the implicit recognition of the 
Polisario as a republic? 


A Well, as I say, our policy is along these lines, 
and I don't have any comment beyond that on that. 


Q Does it have any implications for U.S. military 
aid to Morocco, if the OAU is in effect calling Polisario a 
republic? 


A I don't have anything for you on that. 


Q Alan, just to come back for a minute to 
Nicaragua, you said that the Secretary has made clear and the 
President has made clear there's no plan to invade Nicaragua. 
Do you then regard this state of emergency that is taking place 
in Nicaragua as unnecessary and perhaps motivated by another 
reason, not that of concern about an American invasion? 


fe I can't speak to other motivations, John. As far 
as whether it's unnecessary, if the supposed cause -- as we're 
all reading -- is because of a fear of U.S. invasion, yes, it's 
unnecessary. 

Q l'm sorry? 

A Yes, it's unnecessary, if that's what -- if 


they're saying it's a fear of a U.S. invasion. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on Shultz-Gromyko, 
January, Moscow, which Soviet sources are apparently talking 
about? 


A Well, again, the Secretary addressed this on his 
trip; and when it was suggested to him that there was a 
Yugoslav report saying that Soviet sources were saying that he 
was expected in Moscow in January, I think his response was. 
"They must know know something I don't know" or something like 
that. Maybe I can find the exact words for you. 


But I think that gives you a sense of where that issue 
is. 


Q Alan, you're not -- 


A "They must know something I don't know,” was his 
exact quote 


Q You're not denying, though, that the subject of a 
return visit has been discussed? 
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‘ I'm not getting into the question specifically of 
whether there has been a discussion of a return visit. And 
don't take that as confirmation, John, that there has been. 

But there certainly is no plan at this point for a visit. 


Q A couple of weeks ago a senior official here said 
that the U.S. expected an early response from South Africa on 
some Angolan proposals. Is anything in the works to get that 
reaction or has it been received yet? 


a I don't have any update to give you on that, 
Bernie. 


Q Thank you. 


a You're welcome 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:34 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #206 


WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 14, 1984, 12:06 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Just one little announcement and then we 
can move right along. 


Ambassador Zhang Wenjin of the People's Republic of 
China will present his government's letter of accession to the 
Biological Weapons Convention to the United States as 
depositary for the treaty. He'll do that tomorrow, November 
15, at a brief ceremony from 10:00 to 10:15 a.m. in the 
Jefferson Room -- that's on the eighth floor. Under Secretary 
of State for Political Affairs Michael Armacost will preside at 
this ceremony. The press is invited to attend, and Mr. Carlson 
will, during the course of the day, have any more details on 
press arrangements, cameras. 


Q Is that tomorrow? 
A That's tomorrow. 
Q Tomorrow morning? 
4 Yes. 


Q What is on the Secretary's schedule, that he will 
not attend? 


te I'm not aware the Secretary is going to attend 
that. I think, as I say, Under Secretary Armacost will be 
presiding. 


Q John, where is Ambassador Murphy today, Secretary 
Murphy? What role does he plan in (inaudible) -- 


A Ambassador Murphy today is in Paris. He earlier 
during the day was in Rome. 


Q What is he doing in Paris? 


i) He is consulting with various of our allies in 
Europe -- 


Q This time he's fact-finding. 
A -~ still fact-finding and being helpful. 


Q When do you expect him here? 



























4 Don't have anything to -- 


Q Would you lead us away, John, from speculation 
that he's in Paris to get the French and Egyptians to lay off 
on the revised 242? 


a To do what? Sorry. 
Q To lay off on their plans for a revised 242? 


a I really don't have a readout on what he's doing 
in Paris. 


Q Speaking of France, John, there's a story in the 
later editions of the Times today saving that Libya has not 
pulled all its troops out of Chad, as had been reported 
earlier. Do you have any update on that? 


A Well, yeah, I do. Substantial Libyan forces do 
remain in Chad, south of the Aouzou Strip I can't give you any 
more precise details. We are, of course, consulting with both 
the French and the Chadian Governments about this -- what it 
means . 


Q John, yesterday a senior official at the White 
House compared the buildup in Nicaragua to that preceding the 


Cuban missile crisis. Does that square with the State 
Department view? 


i) Oh, I think so. I think you need to read what 
Mr. Speakes said in the total context of his briefing, and he 
was drawing attention to what we have drawn attention to, 
namely, the fact that there is an unwarranted military buildup 
in Nicaragua which we consider to be far in excess of 
Nicaragua's defensive needs. 


Q And the buildup is as great, the number of ships 
coming in, the amount -- 


a No, I don't think he was making that comparison. 
I think what he was saying is, they appear to be developing a 
military establishment far greater than is needed, clearly far 
in excess of anything else that exists in Central America. 


The shipments are coming in in Soviet ships. That 
hasn't always been the case. Sometimes they've been East-bloc 
ships. But there does seem to be a procession of 
Soviet-registered ships to Nicaragua, and I think what he was 
doing was making the case that that seems to be inordinate. 


But I don't think he was comparing levels with those that were 
moved into Cuba at the time of which you're speaking. 


Q What is the significance, do you think, of the 
fact that these are Soviet ships now? 


a It seems to me the Soviets are more directly 
involved in the shipping. 


Q John, what level of comparison or measure do you 
use to determine what you think is in Nicaragua's interest, 
military interest? You say that what they are doing now far 
exceeds what the United States believes they need. How do you 
figure out what they need? 


A I think if you look at the threat in the area, 
look at the capacity of other nations in Central America, you 
will see that there is an extraordinary imbalance between the 
size of Nicaragua's army and people they have under arms in 
addition to the number of Cubans, Soviets, and other advisers 
they have there Also, the weaponry -- armor and helicopters 
far outmanning and outgunning what others in the region have. 


Q John, is the Administration considering 
recommending any change in the character or amount of military 
aid to other Central American countries to resist this buildup? 


a I don’t know that there is any change 
contemplated. The Administration plans to proceed with all its 
requests, both economic and military, that it has outlined for 
Central America. I think the Administration will continue to 
move forward on that front. 


~- MORE -- 














Q John, what the senior official in the White House 
said yesterday was that there were similarities in Soviet 
behavior to the months preceding the 1962 Cuban crisis. Do you 
see the same similarities, and which would they be? 


( Well, in the sense that they are clearly not 
being helpful in the kind of actions on which they are 
embarked, are destabilizing to the area, yes, that's the 
similarity. But I don't think the White House Spokesman was 
suggesting similarity between weaponry necessarily that was 
introduced into, or was intended to be introduced into Cuba. 


Q What about similarity of U.S. reaction? 


f I think we have been very clear in our statements 
about our concern 


Q Is quarantine is still a possibility? 


a Don't have anything on that. We have made clear 
what our position is, but I'm not going to amplify those 
statements beyond those that were made over the past week. 


Q John, several Salvadoran rebel officials have 
been granted U.S. visas and will be traveling, in some cases, 
to Washington, this week. 


a Uh-huh 


Q Does that indicate any kind of change in our 
political treatment of the Salvadoran rebels? 


a No. I think those visas are looked upon on a 
case-by-case basis, and I think we had something earlier in the 
week indicating that four out of five, I think, have been 
granted visas. 


Q Are any meetings planned with them? 


a I'm not aware of any meetings. You mean with 
Administration officials? 

Q Yeah. 

a I'm not aware of any. 

Q Do you know for how long the visas were granted? 


eee ee 





Q Could you take that, please? 
a Sure. 


Q John, can you say anything about the Secretary's 
meeting with the President today, what this plan is that he's 
presenting to him? 


A Well, the Secretary meets regularly with the 
President. I think this is an expanded meeting, and I think 
Larry Speakes had some words this morning on what is on the 
agenda. 


Q Can you tell us anything more about the imminent 
resumption of diplomatic relations between this country and 
Iraq? 


A I don't have anything -- no, I don't have 
anything for you on that continuing story. 


Q Have you got anything, John, on the U.S. Embassy 
in Moscow looking into the status of Olga Peters? 


be We are discussing that case with the Soviets 
through diplomatic channels, but I don't have anything -- 


Q Why are we doing that, John? 


fa Because of interest in the case. The daughter is 
an American citizen, holds American citizenship, and I think 
her father has requested that the State Department look into 
this case, and so we're doing that. 


Q What sort of concerns were raised? 
A I'm really not going to go beyond where I am. 
Q John, to get back to Nicaragua, are there any 


plans in the Administration for talking directly with the 
Sandinistas under the aegis of the dialogue which had begun 
before the election to discuss the current situation, the arms 
flow into Nicaragua? 


is) Well, if you mean are more talks planned between 
Ambassador Shlaudeman and Mr. Tinoco -- Foreign Minister Tinoco 
-- yes. 


Q Can you give us any kind of a framework of time? 





a I can't. I guess our routine on that has been 
not to give you the date before the meeting is actually held 


but to you let you know when it is taking place, and we'll do 
that. 


Q John? 

A Yes? 

Q On Murphy again? 
A Yes? 


Q Does his consultation with allies have anything 


to do with the European initiative on resolving the Middle East 
issue? 


6 I think you should see it within the framework on 
the meetings that *raditionally he and others have had in 
Europe in the cc -se of, or at the end of, various travels to 
the Middle East. It is a fairly usual thing to confer with 
other interested parties. 


Q Because there have been reports from London, 
actually in Arabic magazines, of an imminent European peace 
initiative similar to the Reagan plan. 


6 I'm not aware of it. 

Q Are you aware of any? 

fe No, I'm not. Haven't seen those. 

Q John? 

fe Yes? 

Q Does the new whaling agreement with Japan require 


Senate approval? 


A Basically, I'm going to refer you to Commerce on 
whales, Spencer. As a matter of fact, I guess I am going to 
refer you directly to Commerce because I don't seem to have 
anything on whales in my book. (Laughter) 


Q You're not spouting on any of that? 


A Not spouting. Enough of this blubber. 











Q Do you have anything on Prime Minister Trudeau 
and his remarks regarding the -—- 


A Yes, I do have something on that. Obviously, our 
appreciation of NATO's political consultations differs from Mr. 
Trudeau's. WNATO has preserved peace for over three decades. 
During this period it has dealt regularly and intensively with 
the questions of war and peace in a variety of fora -- at 
meetings of Heads of Government, at meetings of Foreign and 
Defense Ministers, and through bilateral contacts among NATO 
member's. 


These consultations within the Alliance have been 
intense and productive. Major defense and arms control 
initiatives, for instance the December 1979 decision on 
intermediate range nuclear forces, have emerged from these 
meetings. In 1983, NATO Defense Ministers, meeting in Canada, 
agreed upon a unilateral reduction in NATO's nuclear stockpile 
by 1,400 weapons. Last May, allied Foreign Ministers reviewed 
the course of East-West relations of the past decade and put 
forward a comprehensive program for their improvement. And, of 
course, we support efforts to further strengthen them. 

Q Copy, please? 

ve Sure. 

Q So you disagree? 

fa Sorry? 

Q Is that the answer -- 

A That's the answer. 


Q Has Mr. Trudeau requested a meeting with 
Secretary Shultz? 


a Not that I'm aware of. 
Q Thank you. 


A Okay. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:16 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Nothing for you today. Be glad to take one or two 
softball questions. (Laughter) 


Q The usual. 


Q Okay. Let's start with Chile. Do you have any comment or 
any concern about the mass round-up, detention of young males in 
Santiago? 


6 I don't really have anything beyond the words of sadness 
that the Secretary expressed when he was asked about the situation 
in Brasilia, and I'd refer you to his words. I think he said that 
what was happening in Chile today was disappointing and sad. And 
I'm sure that events of the past day or so simply have underlined 
his feeling about what is happening there. 


Q Have you expressed your concerns to the Government in Chile 
regarding this? 

A I'm sure they're well aware of our feelings. 

Q Do you have anything, John, on the reported comments by an 


unnamed Soviet Embassy official and Dobrynin reported in the Post 
today? 


a Yes, I do. We're not going to get into the specifics of 
our diplomatic exchanges with the Soviets. In the high-level 
discussions that took place between President Reagan and Mr. 
Gromyko, and Secretary Shultz and Mr. Gromyko, we've described our 
thinking on the idea of umbrella arms control talks, and, indeed, 
that was outlined by the President in his speech at the U.N. General 
Assembly, and we responded to questions from the Soviet side. 


Our overall objective remains the same: the resumption of a 
serious arms control dialogue with the Soviet 








Union. Obviously, there's going to have to be give-and-take if 
we are to move forward, since the results will need to reflect 
the interests of both sides. It's not simply a matter of 
accepting or rejecting ideas put forward by the United States. 
To date, the Soviets have not indicated whether they are ready 
to join us in such discussions. 


Q Copy of that, please? 


a Sure. 


Q John, the Soviets still seem to have some 
questions about this. Have they put these to you, or have they 
only given them to the American press? 


fe Well, I wouldn't -- I think the words I have just 
used would not deter you from -- I said we're not going to get 
into the details of the diplomatic exchanges. But since the 
Gromyko visit here, Secretary Shultz has meet with Ambassador 
Dobrynin; Ambassador Hartman has met in Moscow with Foreign 
Minister Gromyko, and I think you can take it as a given that 
this kind of further exploration and probing has been taking 
place in those sessions. 


Q Well. have they compared them in a jocular way -- 
“umbrella” to a “mackintosh?" They understand a “mackintosh;" 
they don't understand an “umorella?" 


i) I wasn't privy to the Secretary's discussions 
with Ambassador Dobrynin, so I don't know whether the Soviets 
used the word “mackintosh”" in those negotiations. 


Q John, I don't mean to be -- I certainly don't 
mean to be facetious about this, but the Soviets have had 
questions. Have we had answers? This Administration does seem 
to be still to-ing and fro-ing about its approach. 


A I don't think it's a question of to-ing and 
fro-ing. I think it's a question of continuing through these 
quiet diplomatic channels, of which the Secretary has spoken so 
often, the kind of questions that undoubtedly were raised 
during Mr. Gromyko's visits here. 


Q Are you distressed that the Soviets are not 
respecting the quiet diplomatic channels? 


A I'm not aware that anybody has -- first of all, 
we're talking about statements by unnamed officials, but I'm 
not aware that anybody has expressed their concern about that 
story. 











Q Does the Secretary intend to meet any time next 
week, whatever, with Ambassador Dobrynin; and a tentative 
schedule for him? 


i) I'm not aware of a meeting set, Mike. I'm not -- 
as always, a meeting can be arranged at very short notice, but 
I'm not aware of one scheduled at this stage. 


Q John, one of the questions was what the umbrella 


talks could deal with first. Any idea what they would deal 
with first? 


is No, I don't have anything on that. 
Q You've mentioned in your statement, “resumption 


of the arms talks." Obviously, you wouldn't go right to those 
first. 


a Well, the umbrella talks are arms talks. I mean, 
that's in the range of arms control talks. That's what 
umbrella talks are. 


Q Imp lying-- 
f°) It's not the whole range of U.S.-Soviet relations. 


Q But you're implying nuclear reduction talks in 
your statement? 


A Well, the President has said very clearly that 


one of his goals is reduction of nuclear weapons; elimination 
as opposed to -- 


Q But you would start with less than that? 

i) I'm not going to outline how they would progress. 

Q John, has the Secretary been asked to stay on as 
Secretary of State? I mean, you haven't had any formal 
statement to that effect. 

A Well, the Secretary continues to feel that it's 
an honor to serve as Secretary of State, a privilege and an 
honor, and he is honored to continue in this office as the 
President has requested him. 

Q What does that mean? 


A The President has asked him -- ' he 








Q Does he mean to continue beyond January 20? 


i I don't know that any dates were suggested, and 1 
think you'd be misled if you suggested ~~ if you wrote or 
inferred that any date was discussed. The President has asked 
him to stay, and he is honored to stay on. 


Q and when did he ask him? 

A I do not -- there have been a number of 
conversations between the Secretary and the President. I do 
not know specifically in which one of those he was asked. 

Q Was it before yesterday, do you think? 


i) I don't know. He's talked to him by phone, he's 
seen on a couple of occasions since the election. I don't know 


when. 

Q Are you going to stay at his side, or are you 
going to leave? 

iz) Sorry? 

Q Are you leaving or staying? 


A Oh, well, I'm a Presidential appointee, and I'll 
let the President know what I'm doing. 


Q John, you say the expression of the President's 
wish came after the election, but you can't pin it down as to 
which day that the President asked him -- 


a No, I don't think so. 


Q Did the Secretary have any discussion with the 
President, about how the foreign policy set-up of the 
government is going to work when he stays on, that you could 
enlighten us about? 


a Well, as you know, the Secretary and the 
President and the National Security Advisor met yesterday for 
about an hour and twenty minutes and clearly discussed the 
course of foreign policy. And I understand the White House 
described that as a “rich discussion of a broad range of 
foreign policy matters." 


Q Could you be anymore specific about this "rich" 
agenda, or whatever it is? 








A (Laughter) No, but I gladly endorse the White 
House's words. 


Q What is it -- in what sense do you mean “rich?” 

Q Like fat? 

ts I guess I'll ask you to ask the White House if 
they want to elaborate further. I think they meant it was a 
very satisfactory and fuli discussion. 

Q Has the Secretary asked his senior advisors in 
the Department to stay on, or how has he described what he 
would like them to do in this next term? 


a I do not know what individual discussions he 
might have had with individuals in the Department. 


Q Has he said anything to you generally, 
collectively? 


A Not that I'm aware of. 


~-MORE-- 








Q New topic? 
a Yes. 


Q On South Africa, has the U.S. received any 
replies from South Africa on Angola? And do you have anything 
to say about the recent violence or about the naming of Bishop 
Tutu to head the conference? 


i) I think we might have had something earlier on 
Bishop Tutu. As far as the violence is concerned, the United 
States deeply regrets the recent police and army raids and 
crackdowns on those involved in work stayaways in South 
Africa. These actions by South African authorities are 
attempts to suppress manifestations of legitimate, deep-seated 
grievances which blacks in that country have toward the 
apartheid system. We do not condone the violence and 
intimidation that were associated with black protests. 
However, we do believe that nonviolent expressions of black 
opinion are legitimate. They point up once again the critical 
need for the establishment of a dialogue between the South 
African Government and the black community; such a dialogue is 
the only means to address the causes of this unrest. 


We believe that recent statements by top South African 
leaders, including the President, indicated that tne government 
is seeking to open up lines of communication and pursue a 
dialogue; but the actions of the government in detaining 
individuals, raiding homes and offices of organizations, 
including unions, which oppose apartheid run counter to those 
goals. 


Q A copy of that, please, John? 

i) Sure. 

Q One more: What exactly is going on in these 
talks in Europe this week? Who is representing the United 


States? And do we expect a response from South Africa at that 
time at the -- 








“ Well, as you know, Assistant Secretary Crocker 
will be in South Africa later this week -- tomorrow, I think. 
But I don't have anything beyond that. 

Q In the country of South Africa? 

A In the country of South Africa. 


Q Did he participate in talks in Europe first or is 
it indirectly -- 


6 He was in Europe on his way over there, but I'm 
not quite sure what his participation was. 


Q Any other countries on his trip -- South Africa 
alone? 


A I guess we don't have anything on his onward 
trip, but 1 wouldn't be surprised. 


Q Can you check that for us? 


A Let's take a look, although these days, we're 
pretty reluctant to pinpoint where people are going. 


Q John, on southern Africa, have you seen a report 
about North Korean troops in Angola? 


a 1 have not, no. 

Q Also, North Korean troops, according to Reuters, 
in Uganda? 

A It seems to me I saw something on one of the wire 


services this morning about that. 
Q But you have nothing on it? 
if I have not, no. 


Q John, what is the purpose of Crocker's trip to 
South africa? 


a Pursuing the overall goals that we have had for 
that region. 


Q John, a couple of questions about Nicaragua: 
Ambassador Cruz is suggesting, it seems, that there be a period 
of grace given to Mr. Ortega by the United States in order to 
let him consolidate his power and deal with the hard-liners. 


— .2a2ga 





i Uh-huh. 
Q What is your reaction to that advice? 


A Well, Mr. Cruz has said a number of things over 
the past several days, and certainly that was one of them, and 
we have a lot of respect for him, obviously. The fact of the 
matter is that the United States has been pursuing the path of 
peace very vigorously in Central America and particularly with 
regard to Nicaragua. That is why we have been working so hard 
to help the Contadora process, and that is why we are 
enthusiastic about a treaty emerging from that process which, 
obviously, would have to meet U.S. requirements for 
verification and that kind of thing which we have expressed on 
a number of occasions. 


Ambassador Shlaudeman has been vigorously involved in 
this process, as you know, has had a number of meetings with 
Mr. Tinoco. There are further such meetings set, and we'll 
tell you about them on the day they take place, as is our 
custom. So there isn't any question that the United States has 
been very vigorously trying to bring peace to that are 


Now, having said that, and at the very time the wu ited 
States is doing this, we have seen this in-flow of Soviet 
weaponry into Nicaragua, and that certainly doesn't help the 
cause of peace and stability in the region along. So I think 
what we have been doing is simply addressing the realities of 
the situation as they have been produced by the Soviet Union 
and the Nicaraguan junta. 


Q You mentioned the Contadora process. The 
communique issued, I guess yesterday, by the four countries 
said that the demands of several Central American countries 
were a valuable contribution, but they could alter the balance 
achieved, and only some would be adopted. 


Now, since the United States has put itself behind 
those demands and endorsed them, do you consider this to be a 
step forward or backward or what? 


A I consider that people are still working at that 
process. Different people have different views. Clearly, 
Nicaragua has some different views to the other countries in 
Central America. There may be different views and differences 
of nuance among the Contadora nations. 


Q These are the four countries agreeing. 














i Yes, but it isn't easy to get the kind of treaty 
or agreement that would be honored by everybody involved. It 
isn't easy, and that's what we're working on. 


Q Another svestion is that the Nicaraguan results 
seem to be in now, anc the Sandinistas won 63 percent, which is 
a all that much more than President Reagan won in his 
election. 


) Under somewhat different conditions. 
(Laughter) 


Q Weli, I was just wondering, in light cf the fact 
that it's only 63 percent and that there is a fairly large 
other group there, whether it's still regarded as a pure sham 
or whether there is any legitimacy to it. 


(. Still regarded as a sham. It took place without 
freedom of assembly, took place without freedom of press, took 
place with precinct captains who were responsible for issuing 
food ration books -- one or two little things like that. I 
think those are some of the differences between our electoral 
process and the Nicaraguan. 


Q Essentially, then you're regarding -- you're 
rejecting Ambassador Cruz's advice? 


vs I'm not rejecting his advice. I've given you 
some words which I thought responded to your question. 


Q John, can you confirm that Lebanese employees of 
the Embassy in Beirut did fire at a civilian airliner? 


a There was an incident yesterday. An aircraft did 
fly in the direction of the Residence. We're really not going 
to talk very much about the response. I think that you should 
ask the Lebanese Government, basically, for an accounting of 
what happened. Insofar as our own personnel at the residence, 
including contract guards, they carried out the orders under 
which they are operating, and we're not going to get into what 
those orders are. 


Q Anything on a meeting between Mitterrand and 
Qadhafi on the question of Chad and U.S. reaction to that 
meeting? 
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2) Seen the reports; had no previous knowledge of it 
and don't have any comment on it. 


Q The U.S. is not irked by the fact that Mr. 
Mitterrand is meeting Qadhafi? 


a Well, people can meet other people, and there's 
no reason for the United States to’ be “irked.” 


Q How does this square with your comment yesterday 
that, “We have indications that there are still substantial 
numbers of Libyan troops in Chad?” 


6 I don't know. Maybe that would be something that 
would come up in -- ' 


Q Is this what they're discussing? 


fs I have no idea, but I suppose it is conceivable 
that it is something that might come up in the discussion. 


Q What is your reading today on Libyan troops in 
Chad? 


& As it was yesterday. 
Q "Substantial numbers?" 
A Uh-huh. 


Q King Hassan of Morocco said in an interview 
yesterday with Le Monde that Qadhafi respects his word, and he 
will withdraw his troops from Chad. Do you believe King Hassan? 


rs) Do we believe that Libyan troops are all out of 
Chad? Wo. 


Q Whet King Hassan said? 


a I haven't seen King Hassan's interview, but if 
you're asking me whether we believe that there are still Libyan 
troops in Chad, the answer is yes. 


Q On Nicaragua again, do you have anything on the 
Soviet charge that the United States is guilty of state 
terrorism down there? It's the second day in a row they have 
accused the United States of state terrorism. 
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fs Well, what did they have in mind? 
Q Weil, they just said state terrorism and -- 


A Yes, but what are they suggesting constitutes 
state -- I don't know what they're referring to. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:35 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: A couple of announcements concerning 
speeches and visitors: 


Deputy Secretary of State Kenneth Dam will address the 
Washington World Affairs Council on Monday, November 19, from 6 
to 7 o'clock at the National Theatre, 1321 Pennsylvania 
Avenue. If you want to cover this event, please contact Julie 
Chitwood of the World affairs Council, 293-1051. No advance 
text available. I understand the Deputy Secretary will be 
speaking from notes. The topic will be “Latin America: the 
Struggle to Restore Economic Growth." 


The Deputy Prime Minister of Malaysia, Dato Musa 
Hitam, will be coming to Washington on a working visit November 
20-21. He will meet with Vice President Bush, with whom he met 
Guring his visit to Washington last year. The Deputy Prime 
Minister is scheduled to attend a working lunch hosted by 
Secretary Shultz for senicr U.S. officials on Tuesday, November 
20. He'll also meet with the Attorney General, the 
Commissioner of Customs, and the Acting Director of the Drug 
Enforcement Agency. 


His visit is a welcome opportunity to review the range 
of issues we have with Malaysia and the Association of South 
East Asian nations, ASEAN. Discussions at the Justice 
Department will focus on anti-narcotics enforcement, treatment, 
and rehabilitation, in line with the Deputy Prime Minister's 
special responsibilities as head of the Malaysian Government's 
anti-narcotics task force. 


Prior to his Washington program, Dato Musa will give 
the keynote address at a conference on Malaysia to be held at 
the Fletcher School of Law and Diplomacy, Tufts University, in 
Medford. Mass., November 18-20. 


Also, French Foreign Minister Claude Cheysson will be 
in Washington from November 18-20. He will meet with the Vice 
President, with the Secretary of State Shultz, with Secretary 
of Defense Weinberger, and Director of Arms Control and 
Disarmament Agency Kenneth Adelman, as well as other senior 
government officials. The Foreign Minister's visit is part of 
the ongoing high-level dialogue with major allied partners. 





That's all I have for you. 


Q Any more details on the Cheysson visit, the 
actual date of the meetings, the activities? 


i I don't have anything else on his schedule, Mike, 
I'm afraid. No, that's it. 


Q O.K. 


Q In Little Rock, Congressman Alexander of Arkansas 
said the Administration has an agreement with Cuba on the 
exchange of political prisoners and Cubans held in U.S. jails 
and mental institutions. 


a Uh-huh. 

Q Do ycu have anything on that? 

A That's not correct We certainly have had 
continuing exchanges with the Cubans, and certainly further 


exchanges and meetings are planned. But that story is not 
correct. 


Q Well, is it incorrect only that you do not have a 
formal agreement -- 


is] Yes. 
0 -~- or how close are you to getting it sealed? 
A Don't have any prediction on how close we are, 


but I wouldn't make any assumptions about the closeness of an 
agreement. 


Q Can you tell us about the next meeting? 


i) I can't, Greg, because I don't know -- I just 
can't quite remember whether dates are set or not. 


Q Have they been meeting in New York ? Is that -- 
A I'm a little -- 


MR. ROMBERG: They've only had the two rounds. We've 
talked about (inaudible) -- 


MR. HUGHES: Two rounds. O.K. And where were those, 
do you remember? They were both in New York? Yeah. 





Q Those two rounds that were held last summer? And 
there have been no talks since then? 


i) I think there have not been talks since August 
-- I think I'm correct in -- 


MR. ROMBERG: Rounds. No actual face to face. 


id Rounds? Yes. No face-to-face, but continuing 
exchanges. 


Q Did Congressman Alexander brief this Department, 
anyone, regarding his trip to Cuba? 


fo I can't answer that, Mike. I don't know. 

Q Wou'd you see if you -- could you take that -- 

i Sure. 

Q -- to see if there has been any exchange between 


the Department and the Congressman? 
be Let me take a look. 


Q Alexander is actually quoted, John, as saying 
that the agreement is “on the verge" of being signed. 


A Uh-huh. 


Q Is there anything that you know that would give 
credence to that? 


is) No. 


Q Do you have anything on the Cuban troop 
withdrawal agreement that Granma, the Cuban press, has 
intimated? 


i No. There have been a number of stories about 
the form of any such withdrawal; but, no, I don't have anything 
beyond it. Some of those stories have been wrong. We've seen 
speculation before, and I'm sure we'll see speculation again, 
but don't have anything on any specifics. 


Q What is happening in terms of the negotiations? 


a Chet Crocker is in South Africa. 








Q Would you say they're close to an agreement or -- 


I wouldn't say “close to an agreement"; I would 
say the process continues. 


Q who has he seen so far? 


a I think he arrived in South Africa today, so I'm 
not sure that he's seen anybody yet. 


Q On South Africa for a second -- 
fe Uh-huh. 
Q -- there have been more roundups reported and 


Alan Boesak has been apparently ordered arrested. 


fs Uh-huh. 
Q Do you have any comment? 
fe No, not beyond our statement of yesterday. 


Q Do you think there is any relationship between 
Crocker's arrival and this crackdown on Boesak? 


i I can't see any such connection. 
Q John, do you have anything on -- have the U.S. 
and the Soviet Union spoken or are there plans to talk about 


joint space rescue missions? 


A Might have something for you later in the day on 
that Might have some words on that later in the day. 


-~- MORE -- 





Q Would you like to try to take a shot at 
clarifying who's in charge of arms control? (Laughter) 


“ I tnink Larry Speakes addressed that question 
this morning, Bernie. 


Q Is it your understanding that the Secretary of 
State is the “point man?" 


i) I think Larry Speakes addressed that question 
this morning. 


Q Can you -- let me try again. Is there still any 
consideration of appointing a messenger of some sort? 


A Il think Larry Speakes addressed that this 
morning. (Laughter) 


Q John, any word on when Mr. Murphy will be back to 
Washington? 


A He'll be back this weekend. He's in London today. 

Q (Inaudible). 

A Il don't know whether he will -- 

Q Will he see the President upon his return? 

A I don't know; I don't know 

Q Can you say anything about the visit of Pakistani 
Foreign Minister in terms of the particular issue of that 
letter that the President wrote? 

A Il assume there will be a readout at the White 
House. I don't quite know who will do that, but I assume there 
will be a readout at the White House after that visit. 

Q John, do you know anything about these three 
Soviet ships maybe headed for Nicaragua? Did they -~ was there 
-~ did it (sic) declare their cargo when they went through the 
Canal, and was it just trucks and tractors and things like that? 


A I think L'll leave that one to my colleagues at 
the Pentagon who, 1 think, have spoken to that question. 


Robin? 


Q John, on Nicaragua, apparently the Nicaraguans 
have made -- a Nicaraguan official has made some statement 








indicating that if Secretary of State Shultz would be 
interested, they, the Nicaraguans, would also be interested in 
having Foreign Ministry-level meetings. 


Has there been any thought or talk about that on this 
end? 


o Haven't seen that statement. 
Q It's in FBIS. 
i Okay. We'll take a look at it. 


Q John, do you have any decision yet on the visa 
applications by the four Salvadoran women? 


A No. I think those are still under consideration. 
Q John, the only thing your colleague at the 


Pentagon had to say on those ships yesterday was that, yeah, at 
least one of those three had gone through the Canal. 


A Uh-huh. 

Q Do you have anything else on the manifesto of the 
ship? 

6 No. 

Q Back on the Salvadoran women, they are due here 


in about 48 hours. Could tell me what the reason is for the 
delay in making up your mind? 


A I don't know that it's a delay. I know that it 
is still under consideration. 


Q Do you know why --— you're not acknowledging 
there's a delay? Is there a problem with these visas? 


A I don't know that there's a problem. The 
applications are certainly under consideration. 


Q The Palestine National Council is supposed to 
meet in Amman next week. Do we have any feeling on whether 
that's a good thing for Jordan or for the peace process in 
general? 


fi I'm not sure that is -- that there's an official 
announcement -- I've seen some reports on that, but I don't 
know that there's any announcement by the Jordanian Government 
on that. 





Q Speaking of Jordan, King Hussein is quoted today 
as saying he will not seek any American arms because of 
conditions attached by Washington. 


‘ Uh-huh. 

Q Do you have any -- 

A No, no comment. 

Q There are reports today on Libyan radio that a 


suicide Libyan team has assassinated the former Prime Minister 
of Libya in Cairo. Do you know anything about that? 


fs Don't know anything about it. We've heard those 
reports. 


Q Do have anything more on Soviet—American talks 
over “umbrellas” or “mackintoshes," or anything of that sort? 


6 No. 
Q Any comment on the Mitterrand-Qadhafi talks? 
6 No. 


Q John, are you satisfied that President Mitterrand 
said that Libyan forces do remain in Chad? 


a He said that Libyan forces -- 
Q Do remain in Ched? 


A I know nothing that would contradict President 
Mitterrand's assessment of the situation. 


Q John, what is the status of the Secretary's 
meetings with Ambassador Dobrynin? Has he met at all in the 
last -- 


A To my knowledge, he has not met except socially 
with Ambassador Dobrynin since we last informed you of that. I 
forget just when that was -- about a week, ten days ago. 


Q Has there been any discussion of a visit to 
Moscow by the Secretary? 


A Well, as you know, there was a Tanjug report 
suggesting there was such a meeting, and the Secretary 








responded to that by saying the Soviets must know something 
that he doesn't know. 


Q Since then? 

i Nothing has changed since then. 

Q Chile? 

fs Chile? No, nothing on Chile for you. 

Q Mr. Yaqub Khan, Foreign Minister of Pakistan, is 
here in town and meeting with officials this afternoon. This 
is his second visit within a month. 

Can you tell us why he -- what is he doing in town? 
Is it related to the F-)6s supposed to be delivered next month 
to Pakistan? 

fa Well, I think, as I say, you'll get a readout on 
his meeting with the President after that meeting, and I'm sure 
that will explain all about his visit here. 

Q F-~16s are going to Pakistan next month? 


fe I don't know what -- certainly, there have been 
F-16s in the past. I don't know what future delivery dates are. 


Q Thank you, John. 


a Okay. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:20 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good morning. I have a couple of -- 
three statements, to be precise. 


The first is on the Vietnamese attack on Nong Chan. Three 
weeks ago at the United Nations, the international community 
overwhelmingly called on Vietnam to end its illegal occupation 
of Cambodia and to restore to the Cambodian people their 
inalienable right to self-determination. At that time, Hanoi 
sought to convey an impression of moderation and 
reasvnableness. Actions, however, speak louder than words and 
on November 18, Vietnam responded, as it has to so many other 
calls for peace, by shelling and attacking a Cambodian 
encampment near the Thai border, containing some 20,000 
civilians who have sought refuge there from Vietnam's 
oppression of their country. 


The United States condemns Vietnam's attack on Nong Chan near 
the Thai-Cambodian border. We again urge Vietnam to reconsider 
its failed policy of military conquest and allow the Cambodian 
people to rebuild their country free from outside 

interference. The United States also pledges its continued 
support to the efforts of the United Nations and the 
International Committee of the Red Cross to assist the Khmer 
people uprooted by invasion and war. 


I have a statement on the -- 
Q Can we have a copy of that? 


a Sure can. A statement on an inaccurate statement 
in CBS “60-Minutes” report last night. Last night, on 
60-Minutes, Monsignor Robert Call appealed for approval of 
pending Catholic Relief Services’ request for additional food 
aid for Ethiopia. We wish to state for the record that the 
commodities for CRS were among those for which approval was 
announced last Friday by ALD Administrator, Peter McPherson. 
Therefore, all current CRS requests have been acceeded to. 





And, finally, a statement on the assassination of a Turkish 
diplomat. The United States strongly condemns those 
responsible for the murder today in Vienna of another Turkish 
diplomat. This tragic incident is the most recent in a long, 
sustained terrorist campaign against Turkish citizens, and the 
second fatal attack on a Turkish diplomat in Vienna since June 
alone. In all instances Armenian terrorist organizations have 
claimed responsibility for the act. 


These attacks must be condemned as vicious, senseless 
and contemptible. The United States calls on all nations to 
take strong action to stop acts of this kind. 


That's it. 
Q Copy of that, please, as well? 
& Sure. 


Q On the Cambodian thing. Two questions: Do you 
have a casualty figure (a); and (b) was this strictly a refugee 
camp or was there any capability at this camp for launching 
military attacks into Cambodia? 


A I cannot answer either of those questions, but 
let me take a look at that for you, George. 


Q Where does the discussion with the Vietnamese -- 
between the United States and Vietnam now regarding the 
immigration here of people in re-education camps or these other 
humanitarian matters stand? I think a delegation went over 
tnere not too long ago; what is the perceived result of it? 


Aa Let me see if we can get an update on that for 
you; sure. 


Q John, Mr. Cheysson, before leaving Paris, 
compared, in a sense, the United States actions to Nicaragua to 
how it is -- to discussing with France how it should act in 
Chad. Are you aware of those comments -- 


A I'm not aware of those comments. 
Q -- or see any correlation between those? 
(7) No. 


What is the current state of matters in Chad 
regarding withdrawal of Libyan and French forces or incursions? 





o Unchanged beyond where we were, in our view, 
beyond last week 


Q John, have you had any discussions with the 
Egyptian Government over this rather bizarre episode of last 
week on the -- 


Q Can we stay with Chad for a second? 


Q Well, it's Libys and Chad. I don't know what the 


Q Okay. 


Q Do you have anything to say about the reported 
Libyan attempt to assassinate its exile leader, and this 
hijacking of a U.S. plane? 


A Well, on the events that took place in Egypt 
itself, and what has gone back, what was reported back, and so 
forth and so on, to the Libyans: no, 1 don't have anything on 
that 


Insofar as the overall question of Libya's involvement 
in assassination plots, Mr. Qadhafi's regime repeatedly has 
sought to assassinate both Libyans and others in the past. 
These plots have been well-documented, and we certainly do not 
rule out the possibility of additional assassination plots, and 
we're always on the alert for indications of such activity 


The United States is appalled that the Libyan 
Government is prepared to brag that it is responsible for 
killing its opponents, and, furthermore, brag that such 
killings will continue. 


Q Do you think that the western governments should 
have dealings with Qadhafi's government? 


A Well, 1 think our views about dealings with 
Libya, insofar as our government is concerned, have been made 
plain over the months, and I think we'll leave to others how 
they deal with them 


Q Can we go back, John, to the French-American row, 
if there is one? What has the Secretary got to do tonight 
that's so important that he couldn't go to the -- couldn't 
accept the invitation offered by Cheysson to dinner? 


A Well, the Secretary frequently does not attend 








dinners at that level in foreign embassies in Washington. The 
fact is, the Secretary is seeing Mr. Cheysson this morning, is 
hosting a lunch for him, and I think may see him again this 
afternoon. 


Q So you wouldn't think it unusual that when the 
foreign minister of a ally invites the Secretary to dinner, the 
Secretary can’t make it? 

A I'm told that it is not unusual. 

Q Uh-huh. 


Q Will there be a stake-out this afternoon, 
involving one or both? 


A Will there be a stake-out? 


Q Alright, well -- 


A That's up to you. (Laughter) 

Q Do you know if any arrangements are being made 
for -- 

A A readout? 

Q —-- for the foreign secretaries to -- 

A I'm not aware that the Secretary will come down 


with Mr. Cheysson. If we have anything to report on the 
meetings later in the afternoon, we'd make that available. 


Q John, could you answer the question about what 
the Secretary has to do this evening that's more important? 


a) I don't know what his schedule is for this 
evening. 


Q How would you characterize the current state of 
Franco-American relations? 


A I think our relations with France are sound and 
good. 

Q How about with Cheysson? (Laughter) 

A I think our relations between Mr. Cheysson and 


the Secretary are sound and good. It doesn't mean that there 
aren't differences of opinion from time to time. Have been in 
the past; probably will be in the future. 





Q Do we have any attitude toward the reports of 
French reconnaissance missions now overflying Chad? 


“ Do we have any reaction to that? 

Q Uh-huh. 

a No. 

Q Are the French sharing this data with us? 
Aa Never talk about intelligence matters. 

Q You did last week, John, didn't you? 


A Did I? I must of slipped. 


Q John? 
A Yes. 
Q On terrorism, on the question of terrorism, the 


New York Times, as you may know, has published a report that 
the State Department Legal Advisor, Davis Robinson, has been 
secretly promoting Jimmy Carter's 1977 Protocol's addition to 
the Geneva Convention, which the Senate has not ratified and 
which would give to such terrorists as the PLO and SWAPO the 
status of “parties to an armed conflict." 





My question is, since Secretary Shultz has been very 
outspoken on the need to take action against terrorists, did he 
know what Mr. Robinson was up to or not, or has the New York 
Times published false information? 


A There was press guidance on that last week; refer 
you to that, Lester. 


Q You've already dealt with that? 


a Uh-huh. 

Q Okay 

Q John, I'm surprised you say you don't know about 
Cheysson's comments. They were widely reported in the morning 


newspapers They were on the radio this morning. 








A 


on my part. 


Q 





Yeah. I haven't seen them, Don. Must be lapse 


What about his remark that the United States 


Government is carrying on a press campaign to embarrass France 


about Chad? 


A 


Q 
. 


A 


You seem to be the subject -- 


Do I seem to be the villian? 
-- of the remark. 
Target? 


Well, I'm not carrying on a press campaign 


against anybody 


Q 


A 


them at me. 


Does it seem to you out of order to -- 


I'm seeking to answer your questions, as you 


-~-MORE-- 


toss 











Q John, has the Soviet Union followed up its 
Washington Post suggestion that it needs to know more about 
umbrella talks by officially advancing questions through 
diplomatic channels? 


A Well, as I think we have said, I think you may 
assume that that kind of exploration has been going on in the 
talks between Secretary Shultz and Mr. Dobrynin here and 
between Ambassador Hartman and Mr. Gromyko in Moscow. 


Q Well, have there been any new questions advanced 
since that Post article? 


fs I'm not aware of any protracted exchanges since 
the Post article. 


Q John, do you have a readout -- 


Q Can you tell us anything about Hartman's call on 
Gromyko today -- 


re I can't. Sorry. 

Q Was it about arms? 

f Is it the what? 

Q About the arms question. 

A I don't know what they'll be discussing. Sorry. 


John, do you have any readout about the meeting 
this morning with Ministry of Finance Director Sharon? 


A No, I don't. We have some guidance on the 
various, or the two I guess, Israeli meetings that are taking 
place today, but I don't have any readout on them. 


Q Could you tell me anything on the U.S. Naval 
blockade of the Columbian Atlantic coast? 


A I'll give you what little I have on that drug 
program. We're not going to talk about an ongoing operation, 
but we understand the beefed-—up Coast Guard operation to 
interdict drug trafficking is occurring in the Caribbean at 
this time. Inquiries should be directed to Meredith Armstrong 
in the Vice President's office, who is working with the 
National Narcotics Border Interdiction System. I think that's 
the one you -- 





Q How long will it -- 
A Why don't you talk to Miss Armstrong. 


Q John, I didn't to get to finish my -- Is this 
Guidance today that you can read to us? And do you know 
whether the talks on the free trade zone have completed? 


fe On the latter question, I do not. I can give you 
what I have on the meetings, which is very pro forma. I'll be 
glad to give you that: Two separate sets of meetings will be 
held this week between Israeli and U.S. officials. On November 
19 and 20, U.S. and Israeli officials will meet to discuss 
various bilateral security assistance issues. The Israeli side 
in the Joint Security Assistance planning meetings will be led 
by Ministry of Defense Director, General Menachem Meron. The 
U.S. side will be led by Under Secretary of State William 
Schneider. 





Meetings are also scheduled for November 19 and 20 for 
the Joint Economic Development Group. The Israeli side will be 
led by Emanuel Sharon, the Director of the Israeli Ministry of 
Finance. Under Secretary Allen Wallis will lead the U.S. side 


Q What is the Joint Economic Development Group? 


A That is, I think, the precursor to later meetings 
that are going to be held, I think 


Q Could you explain a little more what you mean by 
that? 


> 


Let me see what 1 can produce for you on that. 
John, on AID -- 


Who is on it; while you're at it? 


> © 


Let me see what (inaudible) 


Q I think this is the first time we've had a 
meeting of this group, or maybe even announcement that it 
exists. 


Hn Yeah I'm not sure about giving you names, but 
let me see what we can do on that. 


Q John, on aid, can you address this question that 
was in the Washington Post on Saturday that says that Shultz 





and McFarlane are talking about a 7-8 billion dollar increase 


: 


in -- 














A I can't. Don't have anything further on that for 
you, Bernie. Be glad to take a look at it for you. 


Q Will you? 


i Sure. 
Lester? 
Q What is —--— Has the State Department commented on 


the Los Angeles Times report that in South Africa a 
considerable number of blacks have been murdered or 
fire-bombed, or assaulted by other blacks who have judged them 
as insufficiently militant? 





A Had a number of statements on the situation -- 
Q You have made? 
is) -- in South Africa during the past week. 1 don't 


know -- 
When was this incident? 
i) Well, I just ~-— It was in the Philadelphia 


Inquirer. It was a Los Angeles Times report that I got over 
the weekend 








A Uh-huh. Why don't you take a look at what we've 
said about the South African -- 


Q You have spoken to this? 


A We have spoken -- I don't know about this 


specific incident, but certainly to the violence in South 
Africa for the past several weeks, we have, yes. 


Q O.K. One other follow-up, if I can: Since the 
Washington Post reports that the White House has just lifted 
the pass of a stenographer who was adjudged a security risk 
because he's a practicing homosexual, will the State Department 
adopt a similar standard, or have you developed some way to 
protect your personnel against AIDS? 





A You have gone to the extent of my expertise on 
this particular area. I just can't answer your question 


Q Well, I mean, you're aware of the story? 
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oI I'm aware of the story. 

Q Does that procedure by the White House signal to 
you, in the State Department, that you should have the same 
standard or do you have a different standard? 


a It hasn't signalled to me anything yet, but I'll 
be glad to take a look at it. 


Q You'il look into this? 
A I'll be glad to look. 


Q John, anything to report on Murphy's trip to the 
Middle East? 


A No, 1 really don't. 

Q Thank you. 

Q Wait a second. A couple more here. Can you go 
beyond your earlier statement, beyond the need for vigilance in 
dealing with Libyan assassination threats? Can you go beyond 
that in any way? What can we do about Qadhafi? 


A No, 1 don't think 1'1ll go beyond that. 


Q John, there's some tension building up in Limni. 
There's a game plan of Papandreou. 


A Sorry There's tension building up where? 


S In Limni, L-i-m-n-i-, down south in the Aegean -- 
about NATO Headquarters -- 


A Uh-huh. 

Q -- being turned between Greeks and the NATOs into 
NATO hands. Today General Rogers had an announcement. Do you 
know about that? 


A I do not, no. 


Q All right. Well, I would like to know what the 
American point of view is. 


q Well, what's the question? 


Q The question is that Papandreou wants to turn his 
forces to NATO and operate under the NATO command there, and 
General Rogers says -- 














11 


A Papandreou? 
Q Yes. And General Rogers -- 
a Wants to transfer his forces to NATO command? 


Q Yes. Yes. 


A I hope whoever is taking this question down gets 
it down right (laughter) because I'm lost already. 


Q This morning General Rogers did announce in 
Brussels that this was exactly an issue of the two countries 
that should, you know, solve between themselves, and NATO will 
not be involved in it. And Lord Carrington has a different 
view. What is the American view? 


) Let us take a look at that? (To staff:) Have you 
got that? 


Q John, do you have anything on the reports of 
Marcos' illness? 


fa No. He certainly is not in the United States, to 
our knowledge, but we are aware of all the speculation there is 
about his health. 


Q Has there been discussion between the U.S. and 
the Philippine Government about his coming to the United States 
for some medical treatment? 


A I do not think so. There was a report 
circulating we were asked about suggesting there had been such 
contact between the White House and President Marcos. Those 
who are in a position to know and who have checked the records 
do not believe that that is accurate. There is nothing to 
indicate that that took place. 


Q Do you have anything on the assassination of 
Cesar Climaco in the Philippines? He's the third notable 
opposition leader, I think, who has been killed? 


a No, 1 do not, Spence. I'm sorry. 

Q No comment? 

A No. 

Q How about on the Contadora peace process talks in 
Mexico -- any decision? 
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“a Ambassador Shlaudeman is meeting with Mr. Tinoco 
today and tomorrow in Manzanillo. We would expect Ambassador 
Shlaudeman to be back here late tomorrow. 


Q John, do you have a comment on the report in the 
Washington Post today quoting the Salvadoran Bishop who has 
been an intermediary between the government and the rebels 
saying that the time may not be right, that it may not be 
possible to have the next talks in November. 





Does the United States have a position as to the 
postponement or non-postponement of the Salvadoran peace talks? 


a No, that's for the Salvadoran Government to work 
out. 


Q Alse, I don't know if this was asked in the last 
few days, but a rebel spokesman on Friday said that the rebels 
were interested in meeting with Shlaudeman and had put some 
feelers through, and why had the United States not responded to 
this? 


A Hadn't seen such a report -- not aware of it 


Q Would Shlaudeman be open to such a meeting if it 
were proposed (inaudible) 


A I don't know. 1 guess we've had to wait to see 
whether such an approach was made. 


Q John, going back to the Shlaudeman-Tinoco meeting 
in Mexico, is there a possibility that you might give us a 
readout on that this week -- say, Wednesday? 


A Don't think so. Don't think so. Both we and the 
Nicaraguans have an agreement not to discuss those talks, and 
as long as that agreement is in effect, I think we probably 
wouldn't. 


Q That means that you anticipate more meetings. 
then, after this one? 


a Well, no reason to think that there wouldn't be 
further meetings 


Q John, on Mexico, do you have any readout on that 
natural gas explosion? Are there any Americans harmed? 
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o I do not. I'm sorry. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:30 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: A couple of comments, really, up front. 
In line with our joint pursuit of truth here in this room, I'd 
like to draw your attention to the results of the lawsuit by 
Korean Air Lines against the British magazine Defense At tacne. 
The results corroborate what the United States Government has 
been saying all along. There is absolutely no evidence that 
the Korean Airliner O07 was anything but a civilian airliner 
off course. The statement attributed to the editor of Defense 
Attache says as much. Any allegations to the contrary are 
simply wrong, and we are glad to have this underlining of what 
the United States has consistently argued to be the case. 


Secondly, a short piece on The New York Times 
editorial page this morning talked about “Bad Raps." I think 
probably the United States Government got a bad rap on that 
piece. It has to do with the Salvadoran Mothers' Committee 
visas. The New York Times piece on recent visa cases involving 
Salvadorans is inaccurate in substance and incorrect in the 
conclusions it draws. 








With regard to the Salvadoran Mothers’ Committee, five 
representatives of that organization applied for visas, not 
four as reported by the Times. One representative was issued a 
visa and four of them -- not three -- were denied visas, but 
not on the grounds reported by the Times. The visa denials 
were based upon the applicants’ personal advocacy of acts of 
violence and actual participacion in terrorist activities. 
That's under Immigration and Nationality Act Section 212 (a) 
(28) (F), not on the grounds that applicants’ presence in the 
U.S. would be prejudicial to the public interest of security -- 
that's 212(a) (27), or because of links with anarchist or 
communist parties -- that's 212(a) (28) (A) and (C), as 
reported by the Times. The one Mothers’ Committee member whose 
personal history did not make her ineligible for a visa, has 
been able to come to the U.S. and speak freely on political 
subjects. 


In the recent visa case of Salvadoran leftist leader 
Ruben Zamora, also mentioned in the Times, the visa denial was 








based on his personal advocacy of violence -- that's 212(a) 
(28) (F). Four other leftists politically associated with Mr. 
Zamora who had not personally advocated violent acts were found 
eligible for visas and entered the U.S. to air their views 
fully in a televised debate. 


In all these cases, the political views of the 


applicants and their political affiliations played no role in 
the visa decisions. These decisions were not capricious or 


un-American, as claimed by The New York Times, nor were they 
based upon political tests, as claimed by the Times. The 
decisions stemmed from the particular actions of the applicants 
which made them ineligible for visas under the law. 

These decisions have not prevented the presentation in 
the United States of the full range of political positions 
espoused by the organizations of which the various applicants 
are members. 

Q Copy of that, please? 

6 Sure 

Q Did you want a copy of that, Bernie? 

(Laughter) 

Q Isn't that longer than the story? (Laughter) 


a Just an observation. 


Q How was the rest of the paper, John? (Laughter) 


Well, I made a careful distinction between the 
editorial page and the news columns, which -- (Laughter) 


Q Can we expect you will always be as forthcoming 
on the reasons for denial of visas as you are today in this 
case? 


i Well, 1 don't -- I think what we were doing is 
clarifying the section. We continue to be reluctant to discuss 
specific, particular acts which, obviously, is a matter we're 
not particularly anxious to discuss. But as far as clarifying 
the section, when a newspaper mistakenly reports a section 
under which they were excluded, we feel that is worthy of a 
correction. 


Q Have you considered if you were more forthcoming 
with some information as to why visas are denied or considered 
to be denied -- (inaudible) 





i I think we always tell you under what section 
they are denied, but I don't think we necessarily go into 
detail. For example, where someone has espoused terrorism or 
violence, there may be good reasons for not going into that. 


Q Might you in this case, John, release the 
details. is that it? 


q No. That's as far as I'm prepared to go -- not 
aware of any predelection to go further. 


Q Is it safe to assume, for those of us who have 
been out for a couple of days, that everything you've just said 
has already been stated ON-THE-RECORD by the State Department 
in the recent past, and that the Times somehow just misstated 
those facts. or is it possible that the information in these 
cases was distributed on a BACKGROUND basis by sources who 
decline to be quoted on the record, and then perhaps the 
information (inaudible) -- 





fa I don't want to get into internal machinations of 
the New York Times on why -- 

Q ~~ or of the State Department. 

is -=- the editorial writers sometimes get things 


wrong, but I think that everything 1 have said is, basically, a 
matter of public record. 


Q It is a matter of public record? 

a I think if you collect what we have said on this 
over the past week or so, I think you'd find it's all in there 

Q As long as you're on El] Salvador, do you have any 
comment in general on the action of the Salvadoran court in 
regard to Lt. <-=- what is it? -- Lopez Sibrian? 

6 Yes. 


Q And also specifically, do you have anything on 
how this affects the Congressional legislation which ties a 
certain portion of the aid to a successful prosecution of that 


case? 

ia Don't have anything on the linkage, if any, with 
the program before Congress, but certainly do -- or did \ 
yesterday -- and 1 don't happen to have them with me, but the 


Press Office, I'm sure will be very happy to produce them, 4 





which basically underlines our concern about the manner in 
which this case is progressing or not progressing, and also 
details the manner in which we plan to proceed. 


Q Would you ask about the question of how this 
bears? As I under ¢*:.d $5 million was -- Congress instructed 
it not be used for aid to El Salvador unless an acceptable 
conclusion of the case regarding the AID workers whom this man 
is accused of having killed -- 


a Uh-huh. 

Q -- or ordered there to? 

A I haven't researched that particular point, but 
be glad to. 

Q John, could you comment on today Rose Styron, a 


judce at the Kennedy Memorial, said that the State Department 
by alleging that these women, Salvadoran women, had taken part 
in terrorist activities, but without naming them, was 
endangering them in their own country; and that if they had 
actually been guilty of these acts, they wouldn't be alive 
today? 


f I do think we do have some guidance, again which 
I had with me yesterday, which the Press Office will be glad to 
produce in respo:.se to -- 


Q But specifically about the charge that -- this 
charge was made today that the State Department was endangering 
the lives of the four women, whose visas were denied, by saying 
that they had engaged in terrorist activities? (inaudible) 


A The United States must rule on visa cases on a 
case-by-case basis. And we're simply -~ as I said, we're not 
going to go into detail about the reasons for rejection, but we 
certainly will tell you under what section they were rejected, 
and that was -- the case was thoroughly researched, and that 
was the reason they were not granted the waiver. 


Q John, would you consider releasing specific 
information in any single one of the cases, since there is 
really no proof offered now other than the opinion here that -- 


AQ Well, I doubt -- I think the process has gone on 
at some length; the investigation has gone forward; the 
government has come to the conclusion it has; I doubt that it 
will offer any additional information, but I'll certainly pass 
that on. 





Q Right, since the accusations obviously are rather 
harsh, and proof would be helpful. 


ns It's a case of their meeting the requirements of 
U.S. law. That's what's at stake here. 


Q John, has there been some message from the Soviet 
Union in the last few days suggesting timing on a meeting with 
Mr. Shultz and Mr. Gromyko? There was a report in The Wall 
Street Journal that I saw. 








A Not going to have anything for you on a Moscow 
meeting, and obviously, not going to get into private exchanges 
with the Soviet Union. We will say that we remain deeply 
interested in improving our relations with the Soviets and 
resuming an arms control dialogue. 


As Secretary Shultz told NBC on Friday, we are ready 
to sit down and engage in real negotiations with the Soviet 
Union on arms control, and seek concrete results to work out 
our problems 


Q Copy of that, please? 


6 Sure. 

Q Is it envisaged, John, that the Secretary might 
get those negotiations underway in some more formal sense? 

A John, simply don't have anything for you on that. 

Q You specifically said you wouldn't have anything 


for us on a Moscow meeting. How about a meeting in some other 
place, other than Moscow, like Eastern Europe, for example? 


A Let me broaden my non-response. I don't have 
anything for you on any meetings in any capital. 


Q John, anything on preparations for the Secretary 
to visit Eastern Europe? 


6 No. 
Q Was such a trip being planned or considered? 
A There have been -- I've been asked about such a 


trip by various gentlemen in this room, but there's no planning 
for such a trip this year, certainly 





Q Not this year? 


A I haven't seen any plans for the Secretary's 
travel for next year. I'm not misleading you. I'm not 
suggesting there's something to it, but I just haven't seen 
what he may be thinking of for next year. 


Q John, anything on the relations with the 
Government of France? 


A Excuse me, let me go over here. 

Q To follow that up, if the suggestion were to be 
made that such a trip is being discussed for some time in 
January, would you be able to deny that? 


fs I'm not aware of any planning for the Secretary 
to go to Eastern Europe in January. 


Q Anything on the relations with France? 
0 They are as sound today as they were yesterday. 
(Laughter) 


The Secretary met with Mr. Cheysson, had lunch with 
him, and met again after lunch. I think the Secretary stopped 
over for the reception at the French Embassy last evening. 


During the course of the day, during these various 
settings, there was discussion of the East-West relationship; 
some discussion of the situation in Chad; some discussion of 
Central America. 


Q Does the United States Government feel] that the 
situation in Chad now is evolving in a way that is 
constructive, that's going to improve the circumstances in that 
country, or what? 


A Well, we don't think it's constructive that 
Libyan forces remain in Chad. That is clearly not a 
constructive development. 


Q What about the question of the French position? 


A Well, I think we would -- we should leave to 
France any comment on French intentions 








Q Do you believe the Libyan forces left Chad and 
then have come back, or were they just remaining there «11 
along? 


R Well, I suppose -- I'm not going to get into the 
detail -- but I suppose there could be a combination of 
things. Some could have left and returned, and some could have 
stayed there. 


Q Is there any indication the United States 
Government has that the Libyan forces basically all withdrew 
and then some came back? 


A I'm not aware of any American feeling that all of 
the Libyan forces withdrew and then returned. 


Q Do you have anything to confirm reports, or 
unconfirmed reports that Libya could get acceptance from France 
that the Libyans has the right to be -- to intervene in case of 
a third party -- will try to intervene in Chad? 


fi I don't know quite how you're relating that to 
France, but obviously -- our views on Libyan intervention and 
Libyan behavior around the world are very clear. We do not -- 
we are obviously not supportive of Libyan intervention. 


Q John, some French sources are saying that the 
real problem here is that Libya receives a tremendous amount of 
money, Oil revenue, and it comes from United States, 
basically. Why doesn't the U.S. cut off, they say, purchases 
by American companies of the oil and therefore dry up Qadhafi 
if the U.S. is so upset about it? O° you have a response to 
that? 


fi Well, I think the Uni ies States has tried to take 
measures insofar as Libya is concerned that are effective. 
You're aware of the measures we've taken insofar as travel by 
U.S. citizens to Libya, the validity of U.S. passports insofar 
as travel to Libya is concerned. You're aware of our own, 
insofar as they can be effective, trade measures affecting 
Libya, and certainly precluding the importation of Libyan oil 
into the United States. You're aware of measures that we have 
taken which are actually harsher in the case of Libya 
concerning transfer of technology than the rules governing 
transfer of technology to the Soviet Union. 


But I think you also have to be realistic about where 
the markets are for Libyan oil, and where that oil goes I 





think 60 percent of it, or so, goes to Western Europe and I 
think some 40 percent of it goes to Eastern Europe and the 
Soviet Union. 


Q Why do you permit American companies to do that 
business? 


fe Well, as I say, I think obviously one continues 
to review the situation, but I think the measures that have 
been taken to date are considered by the Administration to be 
the kinds of measures that are most effective. 


Q Is the U.S. Administration ready to respond to 
Mr. Backouch and his appeal for assistance and his appeal for a 
boycott, a world boycott against Libyan oil, and all that? 


a I can't respond specifically on that, but I think 
this Administration continues to consider the most appropriate 
ways to restrain Mr. Qadhafi. 


Robin? 


Q Anything on the Manzanillo talks in Nicaragua, 
and anything on the, I would guess, the still increasing 
military buildup in that country? 


A Nothing on Manzanillo. It's the second day of 
the talks. They presumably will end today, and we will hear 
from Ambassador Shlaudeman, get an account from him of how they 
progressed. Nothing further on the buildup, but it continues, 
I guess. 


Q There's no hint of any kind of higher level 
meeting between Nicaraguan and U.S. officials? 


A No, not that I'm aware of. 


Q John, do you have any comment on the report about 
Honduras asking for F-5s, and , if so, would the Administration 
apply the same standards to the transport of high technology 
fighter aircraft to Honduras as it does to Nicaragua? 


A Sure. We usually don't discuss details of 
security requests from other countries. A point of fact: I 
don't think there is such a request before us but at any rate, 
we can say that, at present, we have no plans for providing 
F-5s to Honduras. We're concerned about the threat and the 
arms buildup in Nicaragua poses to the entire region, and we 
are pursuing various paths to reduce that threat such as 





supporting the Contadora process and providing military 
assistance to Honduras and other democratic states in Central 
America. But no plans to equip Honduras with F-5s. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 


i) Sure. 


Q And alsc, how about other -- another military aid 
request? Have you received a request for a substantial 
increase in military aid to Honduras, like a doubling of their 
aid level? 


hs I'm not sure about that. Let me take a look at 
that for you and see whether there's anything we might say. 


Q John, do you have any readout on the talks, the 
Middle East talks, today with the Israeli officials? 


é 1 do not, no. 


Q Is it possible to get us some by the end of the 
day? 


Rk Was there a readout yesterday that we -- no? I 
guess nothing forthcoming. 


Q Can 1 just have another question on Malaysia? 
Can you give us any detail of the Malaysian talks today? 


fa I do not know whether any readout is planned 
after the Malaysian -- 


Q John, have you received any expressions of 
concern from Israel regarding the requests by Saudi Arabia and 
Jordan for U.S. arms? 


fs Well, L'm -- (a) I'm not going to get into the 
requests, and (b) I'm not going to get into diplomatic 
exchanges with Israel. 


Q John, has Mrs. Kirkpatrick informed the Secretary 
that she intends to return to private life? 


A I'm not aware of any such conversation. I mean, 
I just don't know. They talk, but I'm not privy to what they 
discuss 


Q John, in view of a number of reports, can you say 
whether the United States is discussing with the Soviets at any 
level the possibility of a summit meeting? 
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A No, I'm not going to get ~-- well, “summit 
meeting?" 


Q Not a Shultz -- 


fs (A) I'm not going to get into exchanges with the 
Soviet Union. But on the question of a sumait, if you're 
coming off the NBC report, just to clarify, I think the NBC 


report of a summit was picking up on a suggestion made by Mr. 
Allen. 


Q No, that was -- 
A If that's feeding into confusion about this story. 


Q No, I thought it was picking up on a new attitude 
within the Administration that a get-acquainted meeting between 
the two leaders might make more sense now than it perhaps in 
the past has -- 


f No, no change in the President's position on a 
summit. I think he outlined it at his June 14 press 
conference, and that's where he is. 


Q And what is that? 


A I don't have his words here. But the June 14 
transcript will give it to you. I think it's June 14. 


Q In general, has there been any new discussion oft 
the possibility of arranging such a meeting? 


6 I'm not going to get into our discussions with 
the Soviets. But on the question of a summit, if you're 
looking for a little help, I'd point out that what was said 
yesterday on the NBC report should not be confused with the 
President's earlier position as outlined in his press 
conference. 


Q Or with the note that was received on Saturday? 


" I'm not talking about notes that may or may not 
have been received. 


Q John, back on the Israeli talks, could we get 
some sort of readout at the end of the day, please? 


A We'll try. I wouldn't be too optimistic. 


Q Does the Secretary plan to see the Deputy Prime 
Minister of Iraq? Is that still set on Monday -- 





ll 


A week -- next week, yes. And the question is -- 


Q Is he still seeing him on Monday? Do you have 
anything on plans -- 


A I think that's still set for Monday, but maybe 
Brian Carlson can confirm - at for you. I think that's still 
set. 


Q Any announcement of resumption of diplomatic 
relations, then? 


fe I don't have anything to say on that subject. 


Q Has the United States heard anything from Marcos 
about his health? 


A President Marcos talked with Ambassador Bosworth 
by phone yesterday. 


Q And can you fill us in on what he said? 
A No, I can't. 


Q Does he plan to come to this country for some 
medical treatment? 


fs No suggestion that he's coming to this country 
Q Is he still alive? 


A Il assume the telephone conversation is the answer 
to that question. 


(Laughter) 

Q John, anything on the report, on the FBIS, about 
Soviet construction of air fields in Afghanistan near the 
Iranian border? Is there anything -- 


fs I don't have anything on it. I sawit. It 
certainly does not auger well. 


Q You don't know whether they are major air fields 
or whether this is just -- 


A It's part of their continuing process -- 
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Q John, would you have a comment on Congressman 
Michael Barns’ suggestion that the United States should oppose 
the loans at the IDB to Chile? 


A I don't I think until the vote comes up on 
that, which I think may be later today, we won't have any 
comment on that. 


Any comment on the Heritage Foundation report 
that the U.S. should use broader paramilitary means to alter 
other governments? 


A No. 


Q How about southern Africa? The announcement that 
South Africa and Angola are going to meet for the withdrawal of 
the South Africa forces from Angola, or what Mr. Crocker, what 
he's doing? 


fs Sure. We welcome that development. We believe 
that the -- as soon as I can read a small insert here I have 
a feeling Mr. Romberg may have been at work on this. Why don't 
we give you this from the Press Office. There's a little 
scribble over this. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:35 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PKESS BRIEFING 


DPC #209 


WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 21, 1984, 12:25 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: If I can get through this without 
falling into a coughing fit, we'll all be in good shape. So 
let me try and be brief, and maybe you can, too. 


First, the Press Office will be on a Sunday schedule 
tomorrow, Thanksgiving Day. On Friday, the office will be open 
as usual, but there will be no briefing. 


In connection with the visit of Iray's Deputy Prime 
Minister and Foreign Minister, Tariq Aziz, there will be a 
BACKGROUND briefing for all accredited State Department and 
White House correspondents on Monday, November 26, at 12:00 
noon in the White House Briefing Room. 


Finally, there will be a handout available in the 
Press Office following the briefing on disinformation 
qGuestions. As you know, we've made clear previously our 
concern over groundless Soviet accusations of U.S. complicity 
in the assassination of Prime Minister Gandhi, and despite our 
denials, the allegations have continued and provide a case 
study, in fact, of how the Soviets attempt to manipulate public 
opinion through an active campaign of disinformation. So we're 
making available, as I say, a compilation of media reports 
demonstrating how such falsehoods are spread through the 
international media. 


I would note that legitimate papers and journals can 
unwittingly become caught up in such campaigns even though they 
cite the Soviet source of the allegations and question their 
veracity. I think you'll find that's a self-explanatory 
document. 


That really is all I've got. Be happy to take 
questions. 


Q Alan, can you enlighten us on the announcement in 








Australia regarding the United States sending a team to brief 
Australians on nuclear arms issues? 


os Yes. During a press conference in Melbourne, 
Foreign Minister Hayden noted that, in an exchange of 
correspondence with Prime Minister Hawke, President Reagan had 
offered to send a high level arms control team to Australia to 
review U.S. arms control policies and progress. The offer was 
accepted, but no timing has been set as yet, other than that 
the visit will be in the first half of 1985. 


The composition of the team and the agenda have not 
yet been determined, and we welcome Australia's interest in the 
President's arms control initiatives. 


Q How does this involve the Soviet Union, 
particularly in regard to negotiations that are stalled with 
the Soviet Union on arms control issues? 


6 Well, Il think there's -- the fact is that Foreign 
Minister Hayden also mentioned that he expects a Soviet arms 
control team. According to our information, his statement made 
clear that two separate sets of meetings at different times -- 
between Australian officials and the American team, and 


Australian officials and visiting Soviets -- were envisaged. 
Q So there's no mediation role, third party -- 
A No. 
Q How high level do you expect the American 


delegation to be? 


A As 1 say, I don't have the composition yet, 
Connie, so I can't answer that question. 


Q Alan, 1 may have missed the exact language. You 
said that what, basically, the U.S. will be doing is reviewing 
the Administration's arms control policy and progress with the 
Australian Government. So if this is a review of past things, 
it's not an effort by the Australian Government and the U.S. to 
break new ground on arms control? 


ig I don't think it's an effort to break new 
ground. I'm sure, however, that the Australians will have 
comments, observations, questions. There will be a back and 
forth. So, in that nature of things, obviously there would be 
discussion. 


Q How does this differ from similar reviews of U.S. 
arms control policy that are conducted from time to time with 














Western European nations, for example, such as West Germany and 
France, Britain? 


ne I'm not sure I would try to make a distinction 
between them. I don't know who's going to go and who goes to 
Europe, and so on, but I would not just abstractly draw a 
distinction between those. 


Q Would the Americans go if the Soviets do not go? 


os Our offer, the President's offer to send out 
people was totally unrelated to any Soviet team going, 59 -- 


Q Alan, on the subject of U.S.-Soviet -- 
ia As 1 said -- just to repeat, as I said before, we 


welcome Australia's interest in the President's arms control 
initiatives 


Q Could we have a copy of your comments there? 

a The first one? 

Q Yes. 

A Yes. 

Q A propos of today's stories in the The New York 





Times and the Washington fost, Alan, do you have anything more 
on U.S .-Soviet contacts edging towards talks? 





A I don't. Just refer you to what John said on 
that yesterday. 


Q Can you tell us if Mr. Chernenko has sent a 
letter to President Reagan about a meeting of Secretary Shultz 
and Foreign Minister Gromyko? 


fs As I say, Don, I don't have anything to take you 
beyond what John said on this yesterday. 

Q Do you have any comment on the Heritage Study on 
ANZUS? 

fa No. 

Q Do you have any comment on the Jane's report 


today on the MIGs having been off-loaded in Libya before 
getting to Nicaragua? 


a No, I don't. 




















Q No comment on that at all? 
a No, I don't think -- to comment -- 
Q Am I asking the wrong question? 


A No, you're not asking the wrong question. To 
comment on that would take us into the question of what we know 
about Soviet ships and what they're carrying in detail, and I 
think we'd prefer not to -- 


Q It does sort of suggest, though, that the 
information the U.S. had at the time the ship arrived in 
Nicaragua may have been outdated? 


A If Jane's -- if that report about Jane's is 
correct, that might be an inference one would draw. But I 
would not necessarily draw the inference. 


Q Can we have a request for a filing break on 
Australia, arms? 


A No objection? Sure. Filing break. 
Q Do you have anything on the Manzanillo talks? 


A Very little, as usual. That is to say that 
Ambassador Shlaudeman and Vice Foreign Minister Tinoco met in 
Manzanillo on November 19 and 20 for their eighth round. The 
talks were serious and substantive, and we anticipate that 
there will be further meetings. As has been agreed with the 
Nicaraguans, we will not discuss the details of those talks. 


Q You do anticipate further meetings? And some 
suggestions there might not be any more are not well-founded? 


A Well, I think the words speak for themselves. 


MORE 

















Q Are the talks between the United States and 
Israel over the economic matters now concluded, at least this 
round of them? And can you tell us what it is -- where they 
are? 





“ Very briefly, I can Don. As you know, there have 
been two parallel sets of talks, and both are part of an 
ongoing series of discussions. The first was a preparatory 
meeting of the U.S.-Israeli Joint Economic Group. The 
discussions were a useful exchange of ideas and have set the 
stage for a plenary session of this group -- which is known as 
the JEDG, Joint Economic Development Group -- which would be 
held in December, I believe, in Washington. 


The Joint Security Assistance Planning Group has 
reviewed Israel's defense procurement requirements and 
financial arrangements in the context of Israel's overall 
security needs. They have been productive discussions, and 
they also will be continued in December. And T understand, but 
can't guarantee you, that they also will be held nere. 





Q Well, this suggests that they've now finished for 
this round. 


A This round is over, that's correct. 


Q Can you tell us what it is, this U.S.-Israel 
Joint Economic Group? 1 don't think it was ever really 
announced. 


fe 1 thought we -- 
Q Who is on it, and what is it? 


A Well, I thought we provided something the other 
day -- 





Q Well, I asked for it, but I don't think -- 

A -- in response to your question. 

Q Well, 1 asked for it, but I don't think -- 

A (To staff) It was posted? 

Let me ask you to check the board on that, Don. 

It was a group announced, I think, at the time when 
Prime Minister Peres was here, and it was explained at the 


time. As I recall that posting, it does explain what the 
issues they are to address are. 
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Q Alan, do you have anything on the Libyan media 
threats to the life of Hosni Mubarak? 


i) This, I think, goes back to yesterday. 
Obviously, if those threats are accurate, it is outrageous that 
they should do that. But I guess I wouldn't have anything 
beyond that. 


Go ahead, Stan. 


Q Alan, on the question that you raised in your 
announcements on the Gandhi assassination, has the United 
States taken any position on the request of the Government of 
India that Chohan Singh be extradited from Britain to India? 


fe I'm nut aware that we've taken a position on that 


Q Has the United States taken any action to 
disassociate the Administration from people like Lane Kirkland 
in the United States who have publicly promoted Chohan Singh 
and the assassins of Indira Gandhi? 





A Well, you're drawing all sorts of connections 
which I'm not prepared to draw. 


Q I'm not drawing connections. Lane Kirkland drew 
the connections -- 


A Let me -—- We have made -- 
Q -- and you drew the connections to him. 
4 Would you like an answer, or would you like to 


make a speech? 


Q I just wanted to clarify the question. Now, you 
can answer it. 


fi O.K. Let's go on. 
Q (inaudible) Do you (inaudible) to answer that? 


f°) Oh, no. I already did, and I refer you back to 
the record. It's been addressed. Our attitude towards -- 








Q Do you deny -- (inaudible) to answer that? 


J//., 
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4 Our attitude towards the comments which were made 
about the events in India is on the record, it's very clear, 
and I invite you to read it if you can find it -- 


Q If I can follow up, the question I'm trying to 
get at -- 


a No, no. 


Q The question I'm tryirg to get at is that you 
talk about Soviet disinformation -- 


a Uh-huh. 


Q -- but the Soviets also operate by actually 
tainting policy circles in the United States, and the fact of 
the matter is -- 


A Now, let's -- 


Q ~~ and the fact of the matter is that policy 
circles connected with this Administration were involved in the 
assassination, and unless you disassociate yourself from those 
policy -- 


A Il hope that your lawyers are ready to deal with 
whoever is going to sue you. 


Q How about the other sets of talks that have been 
taking place here in D. C., in Washington, D. C., between the 
United States and Israel on the Joint Economic Zone? 


A On the free trade area? 
Q Yes, the free --— excuse me. 
2) Let me see if I can get you an update on where 


that stands. I'm not sure where that is. 


Q Anything to give us a status report on the 
upgrading of the C-47s in El Salvador? Has that been 
accomplished now? 


A Don't know the answer to that. You might want to 
check with the Pentagon on that. 


Q Concerning Libya, the Foreign Minister of France, 
Mr. Cheysson, in his press conference yesterday, said the 
United States has notabiy different ideas from his, or 
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France's, regarding how to handle Mr. Qadhafi. He suggests 
that the U.S. is not interested in having France carry on 
discussions with Qadhafi. 

o Uh-huh. 


Q What is the U.S. attitude on this? 





A Well, I think the fact is that our attitude 
towards Libya is well known, and I understand that in his press 
conference yesterday, Mr. Cheysson also indicated that 
U.S.-French relations are on a good footing, which is what 
we've been saying to you now for the past several days. 

Nothing has changed with that, and 1 think that's all I really 
have to say about that. 


Q Weill, your attitude toward Libya is well known, 
but your attitude toward French discussions with Libya is a 
little bit less well known except by Mr. Cheysson's press 
conference. 


A Well, 1 guess that’s something we will leave to 
discussions with the French rather than here. 


Q Alan, in his campaign appearances, the President 
made it clear that he didn't believe in the over-population 
thesis of Parson Malthus. However, this Department is on the 
record supporting the view that population expansion is a 
contributor to economic difficulties. Your Emergency Disaster 
Relief group on Africa has been telling the public that the 
cause of the current economic problems in Africa is over- 
population. 


Is there any plan to move this Department's policy 
position in line with that publicly-stated policy of the 
President? 


a I think the policy statements have been quite 
consistent. 


Robin. 
Q Can you explain the consistency? 
A No. I think I'1li go on to another questioner, 


Stan. 


Q On Chile, apparently the United States through 
the Inter-American Development Bank will be making some kind .|' 
statement on our policy and the reason why we are either vo cing 














for moneys for Chile or not, through the IDB. Can you give us 
any information on that? 


A No, I can't. I'm not aware that necessarily 
there would be, or what kind of a statement might be made once 
the votes have been held. My understanding is that they -- 
actually there are two loans for Chile that are scheduled for 
consideration by the IDB, but neither has yet been approved. 
And since the vote hasn't been taken and is still under 
consideration, I'm not going to address it. And I think, in 
terms of any details about those loans, I guess I would have to 
refer you to Treasury 


Mike. 


Q Alan, is this government considering, or has it 
sent any special aid to Mexico, assistance regarding the gas 
explosion, anc medical treatment? 


a Well, we certainly lament the tragedy that has 
befallen the Mexicans in this gas explosion, but I think that 
Ambassador Gavin already indicated that we have offered 
assistance should the Mexicans wish to have it. I don't have 
an update on where that stands. Our Embassy in Mexico may, but 
I don't have anything today to bring you up to the minute on 
that. 


Q Do you have any comment on a report in the FBIS 
wire from the rebel radio station in El Salvador saying that a 
third member of the U.S. Embassy security staff has been killed? 


A I don't have anything to give you on that at this 
point. I'm aware of the reports. If we get anything later, 
we'll be happy to provide it to you. 


Q Do vou have anything on the AP report that 
Israeli troops opened up on West Bank Palestinian students 
demonstrating their support for PLO Leader Yassir Arafat, 
killing one and wounding five? 


fa Well, I think the reports on that are not 
entirely clear. I gather that there was a lot of confusicn and 
violence and so on going on. In any case, obviously, we 
deplore violence from any quarter, but I think given the 
confused circumstances, I wouldn't have any comment beyond that. 


Q Thank you. 
a Sure. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:40 P.M.) 
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DEPARTMEN! OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #7) 
MONDAY, NOVEMBER 26. 1984, 12.07 PM 
(ON THLE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 
MR ROMBERG Good afternoon I have one statement 


on the Uruguayan election, and then 1 will be happy to take 
questions 


We welcome Uruguay's return to democratic rule and 
congratulate the Uruguayan people for the way in which the 
elections were conducted yesterday In returning to its 
democratic traditions, Uruguay 1s joining other countries in 
our hemisphere in which the people vote to select their 
governments’ leaders 


That's it Be happy to take questions 


Q Nlon, tart can ue have a copy of that 
a Cure 
Q An? dw you have any comment on the World Court 


ruling today’ 


a Yes 1 do, Geora: We @re dcisappointed with tt 
Court's decision We believe that we presented to the Ccur! 
compelling arguments, including a demonstration that Nicarea 
had deliberately failed to accept the Court's compulsory 
jurisdiction and was thus seeking to sue when it could not be 
sued We continue to believe that the Court is not the prop: : 
forum, either as a matter of law, or for helping to achieve a 
peaceful resolution ot the conflict in the region 


Q Alan, does that mean that the United States will 
abide by the ruling of the Court and will adhere to any 
decisions made in this case, including the one that was mad: 
several months ago -- l've forgotten when -- regarding U.S 
activities in and around Nicaragua? 


oo Well, I think we've addressed the question of the 
temporary measures before, and 1 refer you back to what we said 
about that In terms of the future and your question with 
regard to that, we can make no specific comment in that 
regard We only just received the opinion, and as I said, we 














continue to believe the Court is not the proper forum, either 
as @ matter of law or for helping to achieve 4 peaceful 
resolution of the conflict in the region 


I'm going to have to leave you at the moment with thet 

Q Alan, when you say “as a matter of law.” you mean 
the old poirt that you were making, that it does not have the 
proper jurisdiction for issues like this? 

“ That's right 


Q You're not questioning its ability to reach lega) 
decisions? 


i No lam --— At this point, I'm addressing what 
we have said before T'm not talking to the future 

. Wili there be any further U.S action at the 
Court to appeal this to attempt to appeal this decision at 


the Court itse,* 


fs l'm not sure what the next steps are, Ralph l'n 
not sure whether ar eppeel of any sort, in fact, is possible 
My impression as that in that respect, the Court has reached a 


judgment with respect to its jurisdiction, and 1 think that 15 
as far as they will go on that side of it 


Q Can we have a copy of the statement? 

A sure 

Q As long as you're on Latin America, unless there 
has been a move for postponement, the Inter-American 
Development Bank is scheduled to vote today on -- I believe 


it's a $125 million loan to Chile Do we have a position yet 
on how we will vote, or anything you can tell us about it? 


*) I don't have anything I can tell you, John 
Frankly, Ll'm not familiar with the schedule of the vote, but in 
any case, we have tended not to speak ahead of time about our 
votes. 


Q Well, it was due last Monday and was postponed 
for seven days -- 


hs Uh-huh 


Q ~ which means it's today 








a Yes Fine But I think once we have voted, 
normally tren we would comment, but not beforehand 


Q If there is a vote later today, could you issue a 
statement explaining your rationale? 


6 I'l) pass on the interest in getting that, sure 
4) Alan, on Iraq -- I'm sorry. 
o Marvin, go ahead. 


Q On Iraq, has it been the U.S. position all along 
that it favored a reestablishment of relations with Iraa, and 
that it was [raaq's decision to come forward at this time? 


A Well, in terms of “this time,” I think that I'o@ 
not going to announce or talk about the events surrounding 
Tariq Aziz's visit to the United States But, yes, our 
position all along has been that we were prepared to resume 
relations an?’ that that was, therefore, a matter for the 
Government o* Iraq to decide 


Q And why do you think they came forward at this 
time? 

A Marvin, 1 think that there is probably right now 
going on a briefing at the White House following the Minister's 
meeting with the President I think 1 would leave those 


questions to the briefer 


Q Can we talk for a moment -- A lot of water has 
gone under the bridge since there has been a State Departmen! 
briefing, and maybe we could just talk for a minute about the 
announcement that was made on Thursday of Secretary Shultz’ 
meeting with Foreign Minister Gromyko in January I don't knou 
to what extent you're prepared to discuss that here, but since 
there hasn't been an opportunity, I'd like to ask a couple of 
Questions about it 


First of all, can you tell us whether the talks in 
Geneva will involve substantive discussions on nuc) ar arms 
reductions, or will they involve discussions on foi: 5 for such 
negotiations and agendas for such negotiations? 


A Ralph, I am going to beg off answering questions 
basically on the grounds that Bud McFarlane had an extensive 
ON-THE-RECORD briefing on Thursday, and 1 think he addressed 
all of those kinds of questions, and I will leave you with his 
words on that There also have been appearances since then, 
but that was a rather extensive briefing 








Q Alan, on the situation in Ethiopia. Somalia is 
charging that Ethiopia will be responsible if anything happens: 
to those 108 hostages that are still held on board the plane. 
Do we have any comment on that? Do we either support their 
view, or do we disassociate ourselves from it? 


A I don't have a particular comment on that 
aspect. Our focus has been on working on the situation 
itself. We have been in constant touch with the Ethiopian 
authorities in monitoring the situation. Our influence with 
the Ethiopians, however, is limited, and we've not been allowed 
to talk to the passengers who were released. 


I've got 2 little sit-rep if you want, but 1 suspect 
that your wires have brovaht you up to date. 


Q The specific question I have to deal with has t 
do with the possible release of the 21 political prisoners 
Have we had disrussions with the Somalis on that in the past 
about - 


ms Again, I don't think 1l'm going to get into the 
question of what diplomatic exchanges we may have had I'm 
going to not address that 


Go ahead 


Q One other question This 18 on Namibia The 
Portuguese newspaper Expresso had an article last week, and it 
said that the US. had mediated an agreement between Angola arc 
South Africa which would call for the disengagement, the final 
disengagement to begin on December 25. Do we have -- do you 
have any statement to confirm or deny that? 


fe No, I don't have any statement on that We have 
been working very hard on various aspects of the southern 
Africa situation and have been involved in mediating efforts to 
facilitate a settlement, and we will continue to work on this 


Q Alan, D. C. Delegate Walter Fauntroy and others 
say it is going to be a continuing tactic of civil disobedience 
at South African Embassies and Consulates around the country 
Does the Department have a view on that? Do you intend to do 
something about that? For instance, there is a demonstration 
scheduled for this afternoon at the South African Embassy here 


A Well, I don't have something specific. There was 
some guidance available last week, at the time of the incident 
at the Embassy itself. Obviously, there are certain 








regulations which apply to demonstrations, and I would expec! 
that those would apply in this case as well. But 1 don't hav: 
anything specific in response to your question. 


George 


Q Is there a visiting Honduran delegation here? 
And if so, do you have any idea what they're up to? 


4 I think there is going to be; I'm not sure 
whether a delegation has actually arrived. An official 
Honduran delegation will visit the United States this week to 
discuss economic and security topics. Meetings with U.S. 
oftacials are scheduled for November 28 and 29, so that's 
Wedne<cdey and Thursday 


hes. meetings are part of an ongoing series of 
discussions between the United States and Honduras, which 


reflect the @ oc relationship between our two governments 
Q At what level will they be represented? 
A The heac of their delegation will be the Minister 


of the Presidency Arriaga 


Q Alan, do you happen to know if General Lope? is 
part of that delegation? 


fi 1 don't have details on who's in the delegatio: 

Q On Nicaragua, do you have anything on L-39s? 

A No, not beyond what we've said before on the 
subject 

Q What have you said about that? 

A Marvin, I don't have all in my head what we have 


said. We've been asked questions about L-39s -- 


Q There is something new and specific. Wasn't 
there a -- 

fa Well, there was a report in the -- 

Q -~— shipment -- something about Libya? 

A There was a report in the weekend press about 


L-39s, but I don't have any response to those reports. 





Q Alan, what about the situation in Colombia? Have 
American diplomats or dependents been withdrawn from Bogota? 


A Yes. I think probably it has been indicated in 
various conversations, since the press has carried a lot of 
this. Obviously, I can't go into a lot of detail for security 
reasons, but the terrorist activities in Colombia have been a 
concern for some time, and security arrangements at our Embassy 
have reflected that. 


It's our view that recent deveiopments and our 
continuing cooperation and cooperative efforts with the 
Colombian Government to address problems of drug trafficking 
warrant particular vigilence at this time. And in this context, 
our mission has been on a heightened security alert, and we are 
in the process of lowerinc our official profile in Colombia on 
a temporary basis, doing this by authorizing departure of a 
small number of Embassy employees and their dependents. 


It's not, 1 would stress, an evacuation. It's a 
slight trimming of the staff until we can get a better handle 
on the situation, and the Embassy program activities will 
continue 


Q May we have a copy, please? 

a I think you're probably going to have to get thal 
from the transcript 

Q Was this announced by the Embassy in Bogota 
earlier? 

iz l'm not sure whether there was an announcement on 


it, George. There has been a lot of press coverage of it, and 
I don't quite know how that came about. 


Q Alan, on the World Court again, is the decision, 
as you see it, simply on the narrow issue of whether the Court 
feels it has jurisdiction? Or is it that the Court finds in 
your view that the U.S. is in violation of international law? 


A No. I think that it was quite clear that the 
question was on jurisdiction and acceptability of the Court of 
the case in the Court. 


Q But there is still] -- 


fs) It was not addressing itself to the merits. 





Q So that there is still the Nicaraguan issue to be 
resolved by the Court because they they went to the Court to 
accuse the United States -- 


fs Right. 


Q -- of being in violation of the law. 


A Right. And as I say, with respect to future 
activities, I don't have any specific comment at this point. 


Q So you can't say whether you'll participate in 
those hearings should the Court schedule them? 

rf I don't have anything further for you at this 
point. 

Q Thank you. 

A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:20 P.M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #211 


TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 27, 1984, 12:01 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. 


I have one announcement on the death of the American 
Ambassador to Trinidad and Tobago. It's with great sadness 
that the Department of State announces the death this morning 
in St. Croix, Virgin Islands, of the Honorable DOr. Melvin 
Herbert Evans, who had served as United States Ambassador to 
Trinidad and Tobago since 1981. The cause of the death was a 
heart attack. The Ambassador was 67 years old. 


Dr Evans was named Ambassador to Trinidad and Tobago 
after a distinguished career in medicine and public service. 
He was delegate to the United States Congress from the Virgin 
Islands from 1979 to 1980, and was Governor of the Virgin 
Islands from 1969 to 1975 


Further biographical data on Ambassador Evans is 
available in the Press Office 


That's all 1 have in the way of announcements. 


Q Any reaction to Chernenko's statement of 
yesterday? 


a) No I think Larry Speakes, at nis briefing at 
the White House, will be responding to that particular question 


Q Do you have any comments on Moscow's defense 
budget increase, more than 12 percent? 


is) No 

Q Any reaction to the explosion at the Embassy in 
Bogota? 

“ Yes, I do have something on that. That was a car 


explosion. It took place on the street behind our Embassy in 
Bogota at 3:55 p.m. local time yesterdav. The debris recovered 
at the site indicates that dynamite was used. 








According to preliminary reports from the Colombian 
police, one passer-by was killed and six were injured. There 
was damage, the extent of that as yet undetermined, to an 
office building which faces the Embassy. Insofar as the 
Embassy itself is concerned, there were very minor injuries to 
two Embassy gardeners and minor damage to the Embassy building 
and to cars parked in the Embassy compound. 


That's really about the extent of what I have. The 
Embassy was open as usual at the time. The Ambassador was out 
of the building at the time. The Colombian authorities are 
investigating this incident. 


Q Do we see this as linked to our efforts to 
curtail the cocaine trade there? 


A That obviously is a possibility, Greg, but I 
think the fact of the matter is that we don't know who did 
this, and IL find it really tough to speculate at the moment 
But, obviously, that is a possibility. 


Q John, just for the record, do you consider this a 
case of state terrorism? 


A I suppose one would have to be sure of who did 
this before one could describe it as “state terrorism." 


Q That's not always the case, though You don't 
always wait for that, do you, or -- 


A I think it's a good idea to find out which state 
was involved before you accuse anybody of state terrorism. 


Q Do you have any reaction today, or any decision 
to tell us about the United States -- what the United States is 
going to do now in the World Court? 

a) No, I don't. 


Q Do you have any indication how long it is going 
to be -- 


A No, I don't. 
Q ~~ before the government decides what to do? 
A No, that's a fairly extensive judgment, and we'll 


be needing to take a look at that, but I don't have a time 
Frame. 








Q Can you give us some indication of the options? 
os No. 
Q John, do you have anything on the possibility 


that the Secretary, when he's in Europe in December, may choose 
to set up a meeting with Gorbachev who will be in Great Britain? 





os I'm not aware of any such plans, Marvin. I do 
not believe that there's any such planning under way at the 
moment. 


Q Any consideration being given to that? 
A Not that I'm aware of. 
Q There is consiceration, though, of a stop in 


London Is that where the confusion may arise from? 


A Have we announced the trip yet? as we haven't 
announced the trip, I -- 


Q I said “consideration.” 
ms -- I find myself in a somewhat difficult position 
discussing stops, John. 


--MORL-- 





Q Theoretically or hypothetically, if he stopped in 
London, would he enjcy having the opportunity to meet with Mr 
Gorbachev? 


A Well, I know nothing about a Gorbachev meeting, 
but why don't we chat a little bit about the schedule 
afterwards -- the schedule of the trip we haven't announced. 


(Laughter) 


Q Is the Administration about to sign an M.0.U. 
with India on technology? 


A On that question, let me just say that the United 
States has sound commercial relations with India. In support 
of that trade, discussions between the two governments have 
been ongoing in a number of areas including high technology. 
Since the discussions are continuing, we are not in a position 
to comment further at this time. 


Q Can you give us any indication of -- I mean, it 
says in the Post this M.O.U. is going to be signed within the 
next day or two? 


A I saw the story 
Q Can you give us any hint that -- 
a No, I can't. 
Q -- something might happen in the next couple of 
days. 
ro No, can't. 
Q Can we have a copy of that statement? 
Sure. 
Q Copy of the statement on the Ambassador, please? 
4 Sure. 


Q Do you have anything on the Israeli air attack 
into Lebanon? 


A No comment on the Israeli air attack 














Q John, on the proposed Iraqi pipeline through 
Jordan, was there any discussion between the United States and 
the Iraqis on a joint ownership of the line, of the pipeline, 
through Jordan -- between the United States, Jordan and Iraq? 


a I don't know. I think there was a briefing on 
the Iraqi visit yesterday, and I'll simply refer you to that 
record. 


Q John, in the restoration of relations with Iraq, 
did we discuss this beforehand with the Saudis? Did we get 
their input in any way? 


A As 1 said, I think there was a BACKGROUNDER on 
this yesterday and L'1ll refer you to that record. 


Q Well, we were there, and there was nothing 
mentioned on that. 


a) Ah! You didn't ask the right questions 
(Laughter) 
Q Any comment, John, on the Post story that we were 


prepared to retaliate around [Thanksgiving -- 


A No 

Q -=- in Lebanon? 

ms No 

Q Any comment, John, on a FBIS report this morning 


about a rather large capture of Soviets by Afghan rebels inside 
Afghanistan? 


A No. As a matter of fact, I haven't seen that, 
Ralph. Sorry. 


Q Could you perhaps take that question and see if 
there is anything to be said on it? 


A Let me take a look. 


Q John, yesterday at the briefing the restoration 
of ties with Iraq was described as the culmination of the long 
process that had begun with relatively low-level dialogue and 
over the years built up. Do we have any kind of process 
underway now to improve relations with Iran, or perhaps restore 
relations with Iran? 


<7 j Z 














4 Well, there's no change in the position vis-a-vis 
the United States and Iran, and there is no change in our 
posture of neutrality in that war. 


Q But I didn't really ask about the war. Are we 
talking either with them or through third parties, or is there 
a process? 


fs No, I don't have anything on that. 


Q John, do you have any comment on Senator 
Kennedy's call for U.S. support of the peace effort for 
Nicaragua's Indians? 


A No No, I don't. 


Q Thank you. 

a You were trying to get in here? 

Q I wanted to ask you -- 

Q We're not privileged to have him here every day 
Q I wanted to ask you a question about trade with 


Nicaragua In May of last year, the Administration cut off or 
reduced the sugar quota trade into this country from Nicaragua 


A Uh-huh. 


Q A White House statement said it was because of, 
you know, their export of subversion and violence. etc. When I 
look at the trade figures from '81 to ‘84, trade going from 
here to Nicaragua and from Nicaragua coming here, there has 
been no effort besides sugar to restrict it. 


i) Uh-huh. 


Q In '83-864, tractor parts are being sold to 
Nicaragua, millions of dollars worth; millions of dollars worth 
of lubricant oils. They are importing into this country 
millions of dollars in bananas, beef. 


Why was there a restriction on the sugar that comes 
here, but there has been no effort by this country to restrict 
any of the other trade that either goes to Nicaragua or comes 
here from Nicaragua? 














“ I can't answer that question off-the-cuff, but 
let me do a little research on that for you, and see if we can 
-~- I suspect there was some guidance on that at the time we 
made the announcement on the sugar quota But let me take a 
look at it. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:10 P.M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
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DPC #212 


WEONESDAY, NOVEMBER 28, 1984, 12:00 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: A couple of announcements. Firstly, 
there will be a BACKGROUND briefing on the November 30 State 
Visit of Federal Republic of Germany Chancellor Helmut Kohl 
He's coming to the United States tomorrow, November -- or, I 
guess the briefing is tomorrow, the 29th at 10:00 a.m. in the 
White House Briefing Room 


Q This is 10°00 a.m. tomorrow? 

fs 1c O00 «& @ tomorrow for Kohl 

Q In advance, in other words? 

A ln advance 

Q And, secondly, I have a statement from the 


Secretary of State, which I have special pleasure in readins 
because it concerns my successor 


Secretary of State George P. Shultz today announced 
the appointment of Bernard Kalb as Spokesman for the Department 
of State The White House has authorized the State Departmen’ 
to announce the President's intention to nominate Mr. Kalb a: 
Assistant Secretary of State for Public Affairs, in which 
position he will serve concurrently 


Mr. Kalb wili succeed John Hughes, who has resigned 
from government effective January 1, 1985 


Mr. Kalb, a longtime and cistinguished print and 
television journalist, has most recently covered the State 
Department for NBC Born in New York City February 4, 1922, 


Mr. Kalb attended New York public schools. Graduated from City 
College of New York in 1942. He spent two years in the United 


States Army, mainly in the Aleutians. Joined The New York 
Times in 1946 











He worked for The New York Times radio station, then 
as a city reporter in New York, then at the United Nations, anc 
on assignment to Antarctica before becoming a foreign 
correspendent in Southeast Asia. (Laughter) Kind of cools you 
off before you go to Asia. 





He went as a foreign correspondent to Southeast Asia 
from 1956-61 for the Times. Then he was an Edward R. Murrow 
Fellow at the Council on Foreign Relations in New York from ‘'6) 
to '62. Joined CBS in '62, serving as a correspondent in 
Southeast Asia, and as Paris bureau chief through 1970. In 
that year he became Washington anchorman of CBS Morning News, 
then moved to the State Department in 1975, covering, in the 
ensuing years, Secretaries Kissinger, Vance, Muskie, Haig and 
Shultz 


Mr. Kalb it© the author of two books, one on Henry 
Kissinger, and anott.er, a novel, The Last Ambassador. He's 
written prolifically tor various magazines. He's married anc 
has four daughters 





A note about Mr. Hughes, who is a former editor of the 
Christian Science Monitor, Pulitzer Prize winner and former 
President of the American Society of Newspaper Editors: He ha» 
been the State Department Spokesman and Assistant Secretary of 
State since July of 1982 Before that, he was Director of the 
Voice of America and Associate Director of the U.S. Information 
Agency, and he is leaving government to return to journalisn# 





Q John, couldn't the Secretary have chosen someon: 
with some experience to do this job? (Laughter) 1 mean - 


A Let me just say personally that I think this is a 
very good appointment for the State Department, and I think 
it's a very good appointment for this press corps, which will 
be served well by Bernie, so I think it's a very, very happy 
appointment. As you all know, he's a man of great 
professionalism and integrity, and who knows, he even may add 
some sartorial excellence to the podium. 


~-MORE -- 








Q Personally, I'm delighted. 
Q Congratulations. 


Q What are you going to do in the field of 
journalism, John? 


a Oh, I'll chat about that a little later on. 


Q Have you thought about joining the State 
Department Correspondents' Association? 


6 No I did -- 

Q -- anc working here? 

fs I Gic think that on Bernie's first day at the 
podium it might be mice if 1 were accredited to somebody and 


sé@t in the Bernie Aaib Memorial Seat and enjoined him to cut 
the ambiguiti+. and the nuances and get more directly to the 


(Laughter) 
Q This is effective, you said, January first? 
A Well, I'm leaving -- I have sent my resignation 


to the President effective January ] 1, in fact, will leave 
the State Department December 21, which happens -- 
coincidentally happens to be just before Christmas, and bernie 
will be here on the 16th which will be the -- that week before 
1 leave 

Q Of December? 

A Of December. 


Q Ke'll be at the podium, or he'll be sitting in 
the room? 


4 I cannot speak for the new Spokesman, so 1 do not 
know when he will assume the podium. He may want to spend a 
week finding out how it all works. 

Q Okay 

Q It will be interesting 

Q (Inaudible) 


fa Sorry? 








Q Will you be going to Brussels for the NATO -- 
A Yes, I'll go to Brussels. Yes. Yes. 
Q Will Mr. Kalb? 


A I don’t know whether Mr. Kalb will be in 
Brussels. I don't know. 


So that's all I have for you today, and a lean 


book. 
Q Copy? 
o Copy of the announcement? Sure. (Leughter) 
Q Do you have a reading on what is happening in the 


Kremlin regarding Minister Ustinov? 


A Well, only that our Embassy reports that 
suggestions that flags are flying at half-mast proves not to b: 
true, if that helps. (Laug'iter) 


Q What about the Minister? Does he -- 

Q They're all the way up? 

A 1 don't know that anybody from the Embassy has 
seen -- 

Q Pardon? 

A 1 don't know that anybody from the Embassy -- 1 


do know that nobody from the Embassy has seen Mr. Ustinov, but 
I don't know what his status is. 


Q Do you have anything on the agreement between 
Spain and Britain on Gibraltar? 


a Yes. That is something that we applaud. Wwe 
welcome the sincere and statesmanlike efforts that each side 
has shown in dealing with this question, and that have made 
this agreement possible. The United Kingdom and Spain are 
close friends and allies, and we are very pleased at the 
agreement between them. 


Q John, do you have anything more on the Italian 
arrests of those Lebanese = 








a) Not really, Bernie. 
Q Any definite links to the terrorist organization? 
i Not really much beyond where we were yesterday. 


I think we're particularly appreciative of the efforts that the 
Italian authorities have taken in this case. They seem to be 
really out front in this area of terrorism and charting a very 
fine path, so we applaud that. But I don't have any more 
details. 


Q Do we have any indication, John, that this group 
may be the same one involvec in the attacks in Lebanon? 

A No, ' don't have anything on that. 

< bo we hope to question these people? 

A 1 don't know whether we will. I think our 


position will be that the Italian authorities have the 
Situation in hand 


Q Do you have any indications the Italians are 
seeking other members of this group, or is this the core, the 
only members involved? 


A We have worked very closely with the Italians in 
the area ot terrorism, and they -- we have worked with them in 
general very closely, but particularly closely in the past 
several days, and that cooperation -- closeness of cooperation 
will continue I'm sure they are actively looking for others 
who would seek to perform acts of terrorism in Italy. 


Q John, as the investigation unfolded, were we kept 
apprised of it, one? And, two, did we take any special 
precautions at the Embassy, such as evacuating any personne)? 


A I think we'll pass on the question of special 
precautions. As you know, we're a little diffident about 
discussing security these days, but we certainly have had very 
close contact with the Italians in the past several days. 


Q Well, you have been able to say that we've 
withdrawn some diplomatic personnel from Bogota in the face of 
the threats there. 

re Uh-huh. 


Q Why couldn't you say the same thing about Rome? 








A I'm just not going to respond on Rome. 

Q These people apparently had a map of some sort -- 
Uh-huh. 

Q -- of the Embassy and the persons there. 

is Uh-huh. 


Q Do we have any idea how they might have come to 
obtain that? 


‘ No, although I suppose the presumption is by 
observation and reconnaissance. 


Q John, the use of the phrase “past several days" 
leads me to conclude that the period of intense cooperation 
with the Ltélians on this particular case has been since the 
arrests were made on Saturday, but not before the arrests were 
made. 


A No, I wouldn't read that interpretation into what 
I said. 


Q John, do you have any comment on the -- so mary 
statements made by Libya's Qadhafi yesterday on the 
"Nightline," especially those relating to -- 


i) A suggestion that France reneged on the deal anc 
kept their troops in Chad, so reluctant Libya had to go back i: 
there? That? I think it's ridiculous. 


Q Aare Libyan troops still in Chad? 
Q -- his position to being anti-terrorism himself? 


A Well, I've -- we certainly would applause his 
stand against terrorism. That's just fine. (Laughter) 


Q John, are Libyan troops still in Chad? 


A I think Libyan troops are still in Chad. Yes, 
Bernie. 


Q Are they still at the number of about 3,000? 


m I'm not going to get into numbers, but I wouldn't 


== well, I guess I just won't get into numbers. 











Q You won't argue with that? 


A I wouldn't engage in a great argument with you on 
that number. 
Q John, do you have any comment on the statement by 


President Reagan on six more Soviet ships headed for Nicaragua’ 
A No. 


Q ls there any additional information on that? 


6 No 
Q Are those the same six ships that were being 
referred to after the -- about @ weer or two ago after the 


a@allecec MIG shi; out there? 


q 1 don't Quite know what the -- I don't have in my 
head, Ralph, whether any of the six ships that were referred to 
earlier have docked and whether there are more -- I just don't 
know what -- 


Q l'm just trying to get an idea as to whether 
there are 12 ~- there have been @ total of 12 ships over the 
past two weeks, or -- 


“ 1 can't answer that one But, you know, the 
flow of weaponry continues to be high to Nicaragua 


Q Is there any more suspicion about the ones 
President Reagan was referring to than there was about the ones 
that succeeded the one ship that we were all paying a lot of 
attention to a couple of weeks ago? 


a We remain interested and would be concerned anc 
have so indicated, as you know, should there be 
high-performance aircraft shipped to Nicaragua, and we have 
made that plain. And I think you may take it as a given that 
we are following the situation as closely as we are able. 


~~ MORE -- 





Q John, is the U.S. going to issue a visa to the 
Nicaraguan Vice President-elect Ramirez? 


a Yes. Yes. Has done so. 


Q John, would this new Libyan anti-terrorist 
position open the door for new relations with the United States? 


a Well, I didn't say it was a new anti-terrorist 
position. I was asked to -- 


Q They described it like that. 


2) If Mr. Qadhafi is now taking a position against 
terrorism, that would be a welcome development, and would seem 
to run counter to his previous positions. 


Q But if that was the case, would that open the 
door for them? 


a ] think, as always with Mr. Qadhafi, one wants to 
take his statements very cautiously and make sure that these 
statements are followed by specific action, constructive action 


Q John, anything on the Honduras delegation meeting 
with Secretary Shultz this morning? 


A Nothing beyond what we have already given you, no 


Q John, the Angolans and the South Africans have 
made public their relative positions on the withdrawal of 
Cubans in Namibia Do you have any comment on how you 
describe, how you would interpret these various positions? 


fe I don't think so, Bernie. I think our position 
is that we would like to pursue what I think we feel is a 
progressing situation, but we'd like to pursue it quietly and 
through diplomacy. 


Q John, a similar topic: Do you have any 
statements on the comments by Ambassador Fourie yesterday 
comparing his Embassy's situation with that in Iran? 


A Well, the situation is totally different. In the 
case of Tehran, you had seizure of the American Embassy, 
clearly with the support of the authorities there. The 
Situation is quite different here, and obviously, this is a 
country in which people who feel very deeply about such issues 
as apartheid in South Africa, as does this Administration, have 











the right to demonstrate. They also have the obligation to 
heed the laws, and the laws are being enforced around the South 
African Embassy. 


We have had no suggestion of criticism from the South 
African Ambassador here of the manner in which the various 
law-enforcement authorities have been handling that situation. 


Q Is the State Department upset by his remarks? 
Have you said anything to him? 





te It's not a question of being upset; it's a 
question, 1 think, of that particular comparison being 
inappropriate. I*+'s just not accurate. 


© John. an the arrest of the Czechoslovak spy 
yesterday if Weu Yor» the UW S Government culled him, in the 
press releas« “ar itlilegal officer of the Czech intelliagence 
service." 


is] Uth-hut 


Q l may have missed something, bdDut are there any 
legal officers of the Czech or any other Soviet-bloc 
intelligence service allowed in the U.S.? 


3) I think that you would have to ask the head of 
the Czech intelligence agency that and see whether he can 
define that. I can't 


Q What is meant by that? What -- 


A I can't answer that. Who put -- who called him 
an “illegal officer?" 


Q The FB1, the Justice Department. 


‘ Why don't you go back to them and ask them what 
they mean by it? 


Q John, back here. Do you have anything on the 
situation today in Chile? Are we still concerned by -- 


fs) Yes, we are concerned by the situation in Chile 
We view the situation with growing concern. A cycle of 
terrorism, repression, arid protest is developing in Chile. 
This cycle threatens the transition process. It impedes the 
development of a political consensus between those forces in 
government that favor a transition to democracy and those 
Outside of government that favor discussions and dialogue on 
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this issue. Previous discussions and dialogue have resulted in 
an impasse, both on a timetable and procedures for initiating 
the transition to democracy. Clearly, some initiative is 
necessary to break this impasse. And so we again appeal to 
those forces which favor a return to democracy to renew efforts 


to open discussions on a timetable and procedures for returning 
to democracy in Chile. 


Q Copy of that? 
Q What do you see in Pinochet's attitude? 
a Pardon? 


Q What do you see in Pinochet's attitude? Is he 
amonce those whe are for shifting to democracy? 


AQ l‘a mot going beyond the words we offered here, 
which 1 thir+ express our position quite clearly. 


Q Copy of the Chile? 

i) Sure 

Q Also, John, tentatively at least, there are two 
loans at the Inter-American Development Bank to Chile that are 
tentatively scheduled to come to a vote today 

fs Is it today or tomorrow? 

Q Well, my information is that today it is -- if 


they are among the things slated to come up before the Board 


today Do we have a position yet on what our representative 
will do? 


A Well, I don't think we will indicate our position 
before the vote. 


Q Is it your information that it will be tomorrow? 
fe I thought it was Thursday, but I may be wrong. 

TO STAFF: You thought it was today? 

Mr. Romberg thinks it is today; I think it is tomorrow 


Q Well, it's today, but if they don't get to it in 
the order of business, then it goes over till tomorrow 


A So both Mr. Romberg and 1 are right (Laughter) 














ll 


Q A follow-up on the Chile question is: When you 
speak of an “initiative,” is there a possibility that the U.S. 
may be involved in -- 


6 No, I wouldn't read that into this. I think what 
we're -- we're not suggesting that. We're suggesting that 
those forces who are for progress and democracy undertake that 
kind of initiative. 


Q John, has Ambassador Theberge been instructed to 
talk to the government along this line, and to encourage such a 


ia l'w sure the government is very well] aware of our 
thinking on this 

Q frnvthing on the election of Yasir Arafat? 

A His election? You mean his resignation and his 
speedy re-election? No (Lauchter) 

Q John, can I get back to the Czech spy for just a 


second? Ils there @ damage assessment that has been concluded 
since -- 


A Sorry, on -- ? 

Q -- @ Gamage assessment on the Czech spy? 

6 Il think you'd have to talk to the FBI on that, 
Ralph 

Q A U.S. intelligence damage assessment would be an 


FBI matter? 


A 1 think you'd have to talk to the FBI on the 
question of the Czech -- 


Q One more on the Middle East? 


“ Sure. 
Q Anything on Iraq's statements regarding a 
rapprochement between Jordan and Israel -- or just general 


comments on Israel? 
fa No No Nothing specific 
Q Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 12:17 p.m...) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS @RIEFING 


DPC #213 


THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 29, 1984, 12:25 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have a few 
announcements. First, to tell you that Deputy Secretary 
Kenneth W. Dam will address ON THE RECORD a joint luncheon 
meeting of the Dallas World Affairs Council and the Rotary Club 
on Wednesday, December 5, from 12:00 to 1:15 p.m. at the Union 
Station, which is 400 South Houston Street, in Dallas, Texas. 
(Laughter) I've never been to Union Station. I don't know 
quite what that's about. 


Anyway, if you want to cover the event, please contact 
the Dallas World Affairs Council at (214) 827-7960. The 
subject will be “Latin America: the Struggle to Restore 
Economic Growth," and there will ode an advance text, so L'm 
told 


Q The title? 


A "The Struggle to Restore Economic Growth." 


Q Thank you. 
A You're welcome. 


Available in the Press Office is the testimony this 
morning by Deputy Assistant Secretary of State For European and 
Canadian Affairs John H. Kelly before the Senate Permanent 
Subcommittee on Investigations, Committee on Governmental 
Affairs. The subject is "Child Pornography And International 
Efforts To Impede The Flow of Such Materials Into fhis Country.” 


And finally, a statement about international narcotics 
efforts and relationship to recent violence in South America 
The Department is making clear that the recent violence in 
South America has not, and will not, diminish the high priority 
which the United States assigns to its international narcotics 
control objectives. 


In testimony before the President's Commission on 
Organized Crime on November 28, Assistant Secretary Jon R. 
Thomas said, “Anti-narcotics efforts will not be slowed We 
and our South American colleagues will not be deterred by 














the cruelty, torture, bombings, or threats from any source. 

The issue goes beyond narcotics control. These traffickers and 
terrorists are striking at the very foundations of democratic 
government.” 


The Department welcomes the strong statement issued by 
Colombian Minister of Justice Enrique Parejo-Gonzalez in Bogota 
on November 27, in which the Colombian Government condemned the 
criminal bombing of the U.S. Embassy i* Bogota in which an 
innocent bystander, a mother of five children, was killed and 
six other people injured. 


The Minister said: “The terrorists have to realize 
that they are sacrificing human lives that have no connection 
whatsoever with the problem that they allegedly tried to 
vindicate through this type of reprehensible actions, which are 
criminal and rejectable in every sense. These terrorist 
actions will in no way discourage the Colombian Government, nor 
will they make us deviate one inch from the line of conduct 
that we have adopted in our struggle against all forms of 
crime, and especially against all forms of organized crime such 
as drug trafficking. We will continue to severely repress and 
prosecute drug traffickers with legal mechanisms we have at 
present and with extraordinary: legal measures if we see fit to 
adopt them." 


The Colombian Embassy in Washington has also expressed 
its deep regrets at this criminal action and stated its 
certainty that Colombian security forces will continue to act 
against narcotics traffickers." 


That's the end of the statement. I have to check, I 


think, Brian, where the quote From yesterday's statement begins 
and ends. It's unclear in this. 


That is it for announcements. ['1ll be happy to take 
questions. 


Q Alan, can you confirm the resumption of 
U.S.-Cuban immigration talks? 


A Yes The talks on immigration issues resumed 
yesterday, on November 28. This is on the return. to Cuba of 
Mariel excludables and related migration issues. Those talks 
are continuing today. 


Q Will they end today?’ 


a tL don't know whether they will end today [ 
can't tell you that 

















) 
“ 


Could you give us the -- 
In New York City. 
-- the participants? 


The heads of the delegation are Michael Kozak, 


the Deputy Legal Adviser of the Department of State, and 
Ricardo Alarcon, Vice Minister of Foreign Affairs of Cuba 
These are the same two gentlemen who headed the delegations 


previously. 
y 


a 


Q 
on the quote, 


Is this the third round? 
This 1s. 


Alan, could I just ask that on your point there, 
you may not know the answer. It's obvious you're 


not sure of it. 


A 


~ 


Right. 


When you started saying, “These terrorist 


incidents will not deter us," do you know whether you were 
saying “will not deter the U.S." or “will not deter Colombia?" 


) 


Y 


quotes. 


Q 


A 


Oh, I see. No. This is part of au.S. <-- 
The last section of the statement -- 


Uh-huh. We're going to have to check on the 


That's what you don't know? 
Yes, check on these quotes. 
Il didn't know what -- 


Maybe we can do that while we are still here 


(TO STAFF:) Can we get somebody to do that? 


Q 


Alan, can you confirm a story in the Boston Globe 





today saying that any officials who are involved in planning 
for the arms control talks must sign some pledge of secrecy? 


4 


['m not going to get into the specifics, [ guess, 




















are very sensitive issues involved in these negotiations, and 
there is nothing unusual in limiting access on sensitive 
subjects such as this, either in written ways or other ways, 
and so IL guess I would leave you with that thought. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment -- 
Excuse me. 

Q (Inaudible) 

a) Well, I think it really depends on the 


circumstance and who is administering it. I can't speak for 
each agency and how they might be, in specific circumstances, 
requiring people who have access to sensitive information, and 
there are various kinds of categories of this 


Usually, or often, there is a written requirement if 
the feeling is that the specific information concerned is 
ic 


sufficiently sensitive to merit that. 
Q Requirement that what happen? 
a) Well, it depends on the circumstances, but 


basically, that people who have access to the information will 
treat it with due sensitivity. It is a reminder to people of 
their responsibilities to treat the information properly and 
not to disclose it. 


Obviously, that doesn't subtract from the idea that 
any classified information should not be disclosed improperly, 
and that remains; but there is a long history in the government 
oF having, on special kinds of issues, special reminding kinds 
of procedures. 


Q Is Secretary Shultz -- 

Q By “requirements” do you mean signed -- 

A Excuse me. 

Q Is Secretary Shultz ready to sign a pledge that 


he won't blab this all over the place? 
(Laughter) 


fe) Well, IL don't know that that issue has ari-en, 
Don 


Q When you say “written requirements, 
slgned statements? 


you mean 





4 In some cases it is signed statements; in other 
cases, it may not necessarily be. I don't have information on 
the specifics to follow up on the piece this morning; but ['m 
not taking you away from the fact that this particular 
negotiation obviously does involve very sensitive information, 
and that that fact affects the way the information is being 
treated. 


-~- MORE -- 





Q So you are saying that something is being 
required beyond what routinely is required? 


A I think that that is a reasonable assumption, but 
T'm not going to get into the methods of how that's being done. 


Q Alan, do you have any views about -- 

Q What is the difference between “usual” and 
"unusual?" You said "it was not unusual for this to be done." 

A Well, not unusual -- 

Q Either it is or it isn't unusual. 

A It is not unique. It is -- there are a number of 


circumstances in which people are required toe do something of 
this sort. 


Q So you don't call it a secrecy pledge; you call 
it something else? 

a I don't know what I would call it. 

Q That's basically what it is? 

fe) I'm not calling it anything particularly, but it 
is -- I mean, that's simply the fact. 

Q Can you give any other examples in recent years? 


You say it isn't “unique. " 


A Well, I'd rather not because it gets us, among 
other things, into the question -- certainly, there are various 
kinds of information. I don't know if the Pentagon would be 
willing to go into thei procedures, but they certainly have 
some. The intelligence community certainly has some. There 
are various kinds of things, and I'd rather not go into the 
specifics. (Inaudible) 


2) Procedures are one thing, but what I thought this 
addressed was cases where there is some particular unusual 
degree of sensitivity that goes beyond the normal procedure. I 
assume everybody who gets employed and who gets a security 
clearance has to routinely sign something or other that he 
won't divulge. 


Q As I say -- LI was talking to Marvin before, in 
answering his question, there is obviously not a detraction 
from the concern about disclosure, improper disclosure of 








classified information in any case. But there are, in certain 
kinds of circumstances, where the information is very sensitive 
and is held on a very close need-to-know basis, a procedure 
that is adopted that goes beyond the usual confidential or 
classified non-disclosure requirements. 


Q In this instance, is it the same procedure for 
the various agencies of the government? 


A I can't tell you for sure that each agency is 
going to do this exactly the same way. I think the thrust of 
any concern obviously would be the same throughout the 
Administration, but I don't know specifically whether each 
agency has to follow a specific format. 


Q Alan, just to give some context to this, when the 
U.S. Government was deeply involved, for example, in 
negotiating the Camp David agreement, would people have had to 
have signed this kind of pledge? 


A I don't know, Marvin. I don't know the answer 
the answer to that. 


Q Do you have anything -- a follow-up on Don's 
question -- anything that suggests a parallel for this? 

4 Well, I think, I gave you, in general, a couple 
of areas where this is -- I think this type of procedure has 


been followed before. I'm just not able to cite them to some 
extent as a violation of the kinds of restrictions that there 
are. But LI cited, for example, certain kinds of intelligence 
information, which require that kind of special attention. 


Q What do you mean when you said, in answer to my 
earlier question, about Shultz, that it hasn't arisen? I 
thought he was being asked to sign it. 


4 No, L'm not aware that he's been asked to sign it. 
Q Would he? 


A I have no idea, but I don't think -- as I say, I 
don't think the question really arises. We're talking abcut 
the Secretary's efforts coming up at the President's direction 
in Geneva and that whole topic, and I'm just not aware that 
that issue arises. 


Q Can you say whether it was Secretary Shultz who 
directed that this nok unique but somewhat unusual procedure be 
adopted in advance of his meetings with Gromyko, or was this a 
directive -- 





4 I don't know that he got into the specifics of 
techniques. I think --— everybody has been concerned, as we 
have talked about before, about the problem of leaks. So that 
concern is shared by the Secretary; it's shared by most 
officials I know. 


Q So he might have expressed his concern about 


leaks in this specific case but not saying "I want you to sign 
a-- 


Aq I'm not going to -- I guess I'm really not going 
to go down the road of what happened in this specific case. 
But the general concern about leaks is real, and so that's a 
factor. 


Q Do you know which agency initiated this? 
Q I don't know what the specific mechanisms are; no 
Q No. IL say which agency -- 


Q I know, but that's part of the mechanism, and I 
don't know what -- 


Q Does the document outline penalities? Does it 
give blanket ability to submit to lie detector tests? What 
kinds of things are they -- 


q Well, you're talking about the document. IL'm not 
taking about a document. I'm not aware, of my own knowledge, 
of any -- well, I just don't know what the various agencies 
night be doing in terms of -- 


Q So you're not acknowledging this specific 
instance; is that what you're saying? 


a I'm not addressing it really, Jack. I'm going to 
stay away From the specifics. 


Q Staying away for a second from -- you keep 
bringing up what other agencies are doing. If we don't ask 
about other agencies --— we're asking about this agency. 


) Well, L'm not going to get into the specifics of 
what mechanisms might be used. The fact is that in cases like 
this -- ['m not saying that this is not a case where there is 
attention to the sensitive information. L'm not steering you 
away From that idea. 


Q Other agencies -- 





4 And so the fact also is that, as has been 
indicated, the interagency procedures on this are being run, as 
I think Bud McFarlane indicated in his briefing, the 
interagency committees and so on, are being run out of -- under 
his direction. So I don't think it's up to me to address that. 


Q Other agencies of the government have provided 
the consent forms. For example, when you get a secret or top 
secret clearance, the Defense Department and the DIA will 
provide you with the olank form that yor would have to sign. 
Me, as a reporter. If IL ask for it, they will provide it. 


You will not provide the document, or whatever it is 
in question, for us to just look at -- the blank, with the 
words, unsigned? 


4 Well, I will take back your interest in knowing 
precisely what procedures are being followed in terms of 
anything that --— any written documents, or whatever. I don't 


know whether I can produce that. I'm somewhat skeptical, but [| 
Will pass it back. 


Q Alan, do you have any information on whether Mr. 
Adelman is continuing in his post as Arms Director? 


A I do not know. I guess you'd have to ask his 
press office. I don't know. 


Q Alan, to go back to your statement on the drugs 
and terrorism, you say that this is basically a statement that 
says that the U.S. will not be intimidated by any kind of 
violence. But when there was an attack on the Peruvian Center 
recently that the U.S. was funding, the U.S. immediately 
stopped the funding or pulled back. Is that correct, or -- 


fe) I don't know that that's correct. IL saw some 
press reports which indicated that there was some temporary 
review of how to deal with the problem. I wasn't aware of any 
reporting that there had been a cessation of any particular 
program or the intention to proceed with programs, but I don't 
have specific information before that, Alfonso. 


Q Can you explain why it is the United States voted 
for a loan for Chile while they're beating up people down there 
and you're objecting to what they're doing. 


fe) The United States yesterday voted in Favor of the 
loan in question on the basis of economic considerations The 








10 


$125 million loan is primarily for health, education and 
sanitation projects in small cities in the most impoverished 
parts of Chile. 


We are satisfied that the government and people of 
Chile understand clearly our support for the return to 
democracy. We do not believe that efforts to promote econom- 
development in Chile are inconsistent with the policy of 
uncompromising support for democracy. 


Q Do you think maybe this sends the wrong signal to 
the Pinochet government? 


“4 As I say, “We don't believe that efforts to 
promote economic development in Chile are inconsistent with the 
policy of uncompromising support for democracy." So the answer 


to that is clearly no. 


Q Would there be anything the government could do 
no matter how repugnant that would get the United States 
Government not to vote money for that government? 


a) Well, I would point out, Don, that our position 
on this loan was arrived at only after a very careful review of 
the economic merits and the requirements of U.S. law. And in 
the context of those requirements, we will be continuing to 
look closely at the situation, and the serious human rights 
Situation in that country, and weigh the economic and 
humanitarian benefits of the development loans to the people of 
Chile. 


~-MORE-- 
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Q Less than two weeks ago, if I recall, you said, or 
maybe John said, that as a result of what was going on in 
Chile, which it wasn't as bad as it is now -- 


a Uh-huh. 


Q The U.S. was reconsidering its whole “interest,” 
I believe the word was used, in that country. Does the fact 
that you voted for a loan despite the actions of the government 
down there indicate that this reconsideration is all over and 
it’s all right for them to go ahead? 


a No. I wouldn't put it in those terms. I think 
the -- as I say, we will continue to look closely at this 
serious human rights situation and the economic benefits of 
various loans and the humanitarian effects. And I would not 
draw the conclusion that you did. 


Q Well, is the -- are you doing anything about it? 
| a) I think we're still continuing to look at that 
issue. 

Q Is Mr. Michael going down there? 

fe) Yes. He is 

Q When? 

re) I think he may already have gone. He's traveling 


there, L guess, going to a number of countries in the Southern 
Cone. I don't have a complete itinerary, but he will meet with 
a number of different people in various countries. 


Q Asking Don's question another way, is there any 
price the Pinochet Government will have to pay in its relations 
with us for doing something that we very much disapprove of 
down there? 


) Greg, I think we have addressed this subject 
previously in terms of our concerns and our looking at that, 
and I don't have anything new to say today about that, and I 
don't think [I can address it in the terms you're trying to 
today. 


Q Alan, last week, speaking on the Soviet 
disinformation campaign vis-a-vis complicity in the 
assassination of Mrs. Gandhi -- 


QA Uh-huh 
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Q -- you said that the legitimate media were also 
running such allegations. In the compilation of media reports 
you attribute an interview with Or. Ralph Buljens to the 
Hindustan Times that's about CIA penetration, etc. 





How do you react to the fact that this was based on an 
interview on a wire service report of an interview that Dr. 
Buljens gave with the New York-based Channel 477 Has there 
been some sort of Soviet penetration of the U.S. media? 


) I -- well, [I -- I'm not suggesting that. I would 
go back and refer you to the exact words we used on that 
occasion. [ don't have anything new to add to that. 


Q Alan, a senior Israeli official said that 
Washington has promised Israel that no arms will be sent or 
sold to Lraq as a result of the resumption of -- 


a) Well, [I think we have -- 

Q ~- diplomatic relations. Do you have comment on 
that? 

A I don't think there's anything secret about the 


Fact that we have made clear that in the course of 
re-establishing diplomatic relations with Lraq we were 
maintaining our policy on arms sales. So that was made clear 
at the time this was made public, so it's not a matter of 
telling somebody else; it's a matter of having said it 
publicly. 


Q This may implicitly be understood as a sort of 
promise to [srael that Iraq will not get American arms? 


A No. I think it's a question of what our position 
has been, and I don't have anything to take you beyond that 
But we have a very standard, longstanding position in terms of 
the Lran-I[raq war and arms sales. 


Q Alan, do you have anything more on that India 
agreement? 


a [ don't. 

Q Do you have anything on the Honduran meeting 
yesterday? 

a I don't have anything on that. 

Q Do you have anything on the [ran 9OW situation, a 


further assessment by our government? 
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4 This is on the ICRC charges? 
Q Yes. 


A We wholeheartedly endorse the efforts of the 
International Committee of the Red Cross to relieve the 
suffering of Iraqi and Iranian prisoners of war and their 
families. We also condemn the current [Iranian regime's 
execution and mistreatment of prisoners of war as tragic 
violations of the Geneva Conventions and call upon it to 
observe international norms. 


Such incidents demonstrate the need to bring the 
Fighting between Iran and Iraq to an early negotiated end 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 
a Sure. 
Q Alan, do you have any comment on the Gulf 


Cooperation Council statement -- summit meeting? 
A I don't. 


Q Do you have any situation report on the Naqura 
talks between Lebanon and Israel? 


A No, IL don't. 


Q Any comment on the French-Syrian talks? 
q No. Don't have anything comment 
Q Alan, these continuing demonstrations at the 


South African Embassy are intended in part to try to secure the 
release of 13 labor leaders. 


A Uh-huh. 
Q IL know you said before that the Administration 
has abhorred apartheid and doesn't -=- expressed concern about 


the way the South African Government is handling the present 
situation. 


“4 Uh-huh 


Q But have you spoken specifically to them about 
the 13 Labor leaders? 


A Il don't think L would get into the question of 
what our diplomatic dialogue would be, but I don't think that 
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there's any mistaking the fact that the South African 
Government is aware of the concerns that we have in this 
respect. 


Q Alan, did Secretary Shultz read Secretary 
Weinberger's speech yesterday, or hear it, or see it? 


a He, as I understand it -- he saw Secretary 
Weinberger yesterday morning, and I think they may have had 
breakfast together. And Secretary Weinberger gave him a copy 
of that speech for his information. The Secretary was glad to 
get it. 


Q Did he read it, and did he have any reaction to 
it? (Laughter) 


9) Well, I -- he doesn't -- didn't have any 
particular reaction to it. 


Q Alan, on the -- 

Q Then you can't say whether or not he agrees 
wholeheartedly with this policy of the government as stated by 
Mr. Weinberger? 


a Well, as I say, he didn't have any particular 
reaction to the speech. 


Q Will you take that quection? 
A No. I don't think so. 


Q Are the United States Navy ships on @ maximum 
alert on the international waters facing Lebanon, facing Beirut? 


4 Uh -- 

Q There was report about -- 

2) Well, [I guess, without -- [I'll refer you to Mike 
Burch and let him deal with questions of states of alert. 

Q Any change in tlhe situation -- 

Q Can we get a list of which Ambassadors -- 

q Excuse me. George had a question. 

Q Any change in the situatien on the ground in 


Chad, vis-a-vis the presence of Foreign forces? 
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a I don't have any changes to report to you. 


Q All right. As John described it yesterday, I 
believe, your position is that Libyan troops remain, no French 
troops there, the statements by Qadhafi to the contrary 
notwithstanding? Right? 


A That's -— yes. That's my understanding. 
Q Sorry, George. Is it possible to get a list of 


which U.S. Ambassadors have offered their resignations or don't 
plan to continue in their posts? 


a No. I don't think that would be appropriate. I 
think those are individual decisions for Ambassadors to take, 
and as they -- as people resign, obviously, and are replaced, 


those announcements would be made. 


Q Isn't a blanket resignation routine in these 
circumstances? 


a Not necessarily, Hank. 

Q Alan, do you have any comment on the reported 
arms sale between Israel and the Republic of China --— the -- 

a) No. 

Q ~~ well, with Red China, as reported ir the 
British press? 

A No I don't 

Q What if such a sale will be -- what will be the 
position of the United States -- 

A I don't have any views to offer you on it. 

Q Do you have anything on the upcoming visit of the 


Soviet Minister of Agriculture, especially whether he will meet 
any other high-ranking government officials than his partner? 


A I would -- I thought we had something very brief 
on that some time ago, but I guess I would ask you to check 
with the Department of Agriculture and get anything they might 
have on that. 


y Could we have a copy -- 
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Q Thank you. 
4 Excuse me -- 
Q Anything on U.S.-Polish relations in light of the 


press conference of -- 


a Yes. Ido. We have not seen the text of the 
press conference, and consequently are not in a position to 
comment on its contert I would note, however, that while we 
disagree with some o* the comments reportedly made by the 
General -- for examp.e, his suggestion that the U.S. believes 
"Poland can be deleted from the world scene” -- we welcome his 
interest in improved U.S.-Polish relations. 


Furthermore, in accordance with the President's 
step-by-step policy, the United States is ready to respond to 
positive steps by the Polish side. 


Q Copy of that? 
a Sure. 
Q Alan, can IL go back to the question about the 


demonstration at the South African Embassy? 


a You can go back to it. I don't have anything new 
to say about it. (Laughter) 


Q Well, the story -- the editorial in The 
Washington Post today answered the charges of the Ambassador of 
South Africa In view of the thrust of the article that you 





have done your best -- or the editorial -- to protect the 
Embassy -- 

a Were you here yesterday? 

Q Tuday's paper. 

A No Were you here yesterday? 

Q No. 

A John addressed this Let me ask you to look at 


the record on that. Was there a hand? 


wy A copy of the Chilean and Colombia drugs -- 


4 Yes 
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Q Thank you 
4 
Okay You're welcome 


(The briefin 
, g concluded at 
12:50 p.m 
.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Two statements, one on Bolivian 
democracy: 


Q Bolivia? 


a Bolivian democracy. The United States Government 
views with concern the current economic end political crises 
afflicting the Republic of Bolivia and the constitutional 
democratic government headed by President Hernan Siles. 


Particularly distressing is the hardship caused to the 
Bolivian people. We hope that leaders of the various groups, 
sectors, and political parties involved can move from 
confrontations and threats of force toward agreements on 
actions that will begin to correct the economic crisis, slow 
inflation, restore productivity and enable the country to carry 
out successfully Presidential elections in June 1985, as 
recently proposed by President Siles. We wish to reiterate 
once more the strong support of the United States Government 
for constitutional democracy in Bolivia and in this hemisphere. 


Second, a statement on passport controls for Libya: 


The Secretary of State has determined that the 
continued unsettled relations between the United States and 
Libya and continued threats of hostile acts against Americans 
in Libya reguire extension of the restrictions on the use of 
United States passports for travel to, in or through Libya. 


Accordingly, the Secretary on November 29, 1984, 
signed a public notice for publication in the Federal Register 
extending the existing restrictions on the use of United States 
passports for an additional year. 





That is it for announcements. I'1l be happy to take 
questions. 





Q Can we have copies on both? 


“ Sure. 
Q And on Bolivia, it sounds as though you're 


expecting a coup of sorts in Bolivia. Is that what prompted 
this statement? 


Q Well, I think that the statement is reasonably 
self-explanatory. I offer you the following additional on 
this, George: 


Faced with a grave economic crisis and mounting 
political pressures, President Siles responded to a 
Church-sponsored mediation effort November 19 by offering to 
advance Presidential elections from May 1986 to June 1985. 


Despite the President's announcement, the atmosphere 
in the country remains tense and confrontational as elements of 
organized labor are stepping up protests against a set of 
economic measures announced by the government on November 23. 
An indefinite general strike has been in effect for the past 
three days, causing serious disruptions in the availability of 
food, gasoline and other essentials. Protesting workers and 
students have erected road blocks, and clashes between police 
and demonstrators have occurred. 


Q Copy of that? 
A Sure. That's all I really have on that. 


Q On the Libya statement, Alan -—- 


A Sure. 

Q -— nothing has changed; just extending the things 
as they are for another year? 

4 That's correct. 

Q Alan, do you have any update on the talks between 


the United States and Cuba? 

A I don't. Those talks -- the talks we -- the 
so-called Mariel talks are continuing today, but LI don't have 
any readout to give you or any prognosis on when they will end. 


Q Do you have a reaction, Alan, to the Gulf 





Cooperation Council decision yesterday on the rapid deployment 
force, or whatever you call it? 


a On the rapid deployment force? I don't, really. 
Frankly, we've seen the reports, but we don't have particular 
information on this reported decision. Nonetheless, measures 
that contribute to the security and stability of the Gulf are 
obviously welcome. 


Q Alan, there's an announcement in Moscow today 
about nuclear non-proliferation talks between the Soviets and 
the U.S. Do we have any reaction to that? And was that 
supposed to be a joint announcement? 


- I don't have details. I saw the wires on that, 
and I have not seen reporting coming back. As you know, there 
were talks going on in the last three days headed by Ambassador 
Kennedy. I just have not seen beyond the wire service reports, 
Greg, what has come out of that. 


I assume, based on those reports, that there is 
briefing going on by both Soviet and American briefers. So I 
think we're going to have to depend for the moment on that, and 
we'll also look into the possibility of getting some sort of a 
briefing here at the beginning of next week, if that's do-able. 


Q But whatever announcement is being made is being 
made in Moscow at this point? 


a At this point, that's correct. That's where the 
meetings are. 


Q But, Alan, as a practical matter, haven't the 
talks been held approximately every six months anyway? 


a Yes. 


Q So if -- I know you're not confirming or anythine 
that this is so -- but if the reports are true, then, again, 
it's a matter of no change in the existing thing except perhaps 
to say, as a policy, they shall meet every -- 


te I understand that, and as I read those that is a 
possible explanation for it, Ralph, but I hesitate to give you 
a readout because I just don't know. 


Q Bolivia just for a second. Do you have anything 
on some reports L've seen of a famine situation in the 
altiplano section of the country where two years of drought 
—— areal serious situation. Do you have anything on 
that’ 


(fa 
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I don't. 

Q Nothing on that? 

Q Anything on Chile? 

- Ron --— excuse me. Ron, did you having something? 


Q Yeah. Asking about Honduras, they say there will 
be another meeting of the commissions. I believe they gave the 
17th of December as the day, with Ambassador Motley as heading 
the American side. Do you have anything to confirm that? 


A Well, I think there will be some meetings coming 
up at that time. During the meetings that were held November 
28 and 29 with the Konduran delegation, it was agreed to form a 
commission, formally chaired on the U.S. side by Assistant 
Secretary Motley; and that commission will deal with economic 
and security matters of mutual interest to the two 
governments. And, as I say, I understand there may be 
working-—level meetings in the middle of December, but I don't 
have details. 


-~ MORE -- 





Q Do you have any comment on the suggestion by the 
Armed Forces Chief of Staff of Honduras to the effect that the 
establishment of a permanent U.S. military base in Honduras is 
a possibility? 


a Well, I'd refer you back, George, to what we said 
the other day on that, which is that the United States has no 
plans for establishing permanent bases in Honduras. 


Q Anything on -- 


Q Alan, anything on Chile? Any update at all? Are 
you -- are we -- 


” On the general situation in Chile? No, I don't 
have anything. 


Q Do you have anything specifically on the 
expulsion of a UPI reporter from Chile or other measures of 
cracking down on the press? 


rs) Yes, I do have. U.S. Government support of 

: freedom of the press includes freedom of foreign correspondents 
to cover developments in any country and to send their 
despatches out of that country without censorship. 


We strongly object to any infringement of the 
legitimate rights of foreign correspondents by the Government 
of Chile. We are communicating our views to this effect to the 
proper Chilean authorities. 

Q Can we have a copy of that? 

a Sure. 


Q Can you also tell me, is this something that Mr. 
Morley (sic) will be bringing up today with Chilean authorities? 


A I don't have specifics about how we are handling 
this with the Chileans 


Q Alan -- 

A Bernie, did you have a question? 
Q No. 

a Okay. 


Q Alan, there's a report on the FBIS this morning, 
quoting President Habre of Chad as saying that he's agreeing to 
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going into a -- to having French troops come back into Chad, 
ana that his government believes there are five to six thousand 
Libyan troops still in Chad. Do you have any comment on either 
of those developments? 


a No. I don't have anything beyond what we've said 
on that previously. 


Q Apparently Belgium has delayed making a decision 
on deployment of cruise missiles. Any comment on their delay? 


eS) No. I don't have a comment on the delay. I 
think that the issue was addressed in a background briefing at 
the White House the other day on -- 


Q The overall -- 


A -— Chancellor Kohl's -- the overall question. 
But I don't have anything on that specific -- 


Q Do you have anything on The Washington Post 
report that the United States is against the talks of Brooklyn 
Rivera with Nicaraguans? 





i) Well, we've, I think, had guidance on this 
before. I don't recall, to be honest, whether we used it in 
the briefing, but I will simply repeat what we've had for some 
time. 


Noting that the OAS Inter-American Human Rights 
Commission in June reported that the Sandinistas have 


repeatedly violated the basic rights of the Miskitos, we would 
hope that Mr. Rivera can persuade the Sandinistas to respect 


the human rights, political and individual rights not only of 
the Miskitos but of all Nicaraguans. 


Q Why does The Washington Post report that the U.S 
is against those peace talks? 





A Well, I'm telling you what our position on it 
is. I'm not trying to tell you why The Washington Post reports 
what it reports. 





Ann, did you have something? 


Q Yes. Do you have anything on the report that 
Duarte has asked for the dismissal of Lopez Sibrian? 


A I don't really. I've seen the reports. I am not 
aware of any announcement at this point by the Government of £1 





Salvador, and I think that therefore we wouldn't have any 
comment at this point. 


Q Alan, back on Libya, there's no change in your 
earlier position that Libyan troops remain in Chad. Is that 
correct? 


a Correct. 


Q Alan, anything on the -- to explain the meeting 


between Secretary Shultz and the Ambassador of Ledanon? 
Actually, I may not -- I may be wrong about who he's meeting 
with. There's an appointment on the schedule today with the 


Ambassador of Lebanon and the Arab League Ambassador. I guess 


it's with Murphy. Do you have any -- 

a I don't have anything on it. Sorry. 

Q Alan, yesterday the Secretary met with Lane 
Kirkland on the issue of South Africa. Did the Secretary 
indicate any position on the arrest of the labor leaders and 
American interests? 

A Frankly, I don't have any -- 

Q Nothing on that? 

A -- information on that meeting at all. Our 
position on the labor leaders was made public, I think, some 
time ago, but I don't have anything on that meeting. 


Q Do you have anything on the dismissal of the 
charges against Ferreira Aldonate in Uruguay? 


A Against Wilson Ferreira? 
Q Yes. 
a) Yes. Our Embassy in Montevideo has confirmed 


that the Uruguayan Supreme Court has nullified the two 
principal charges -- that is, assistance to subversion and 


exposing the country to reprisal by a foreign power -- against 


Mr. Ferreira. 


We welcome these developments and hope that Mr. 
Ferreira will soon be released. 


Q Do you have anything on the Saudi newspaper 


account that the Secretary is planning to go to the Middle East 
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shortly and that revisions are contemplated in the 1982 peace 
proposal? 


a (Laughter) No. I don't know of any plans for 
the Secretary to go to the M.ddle East, and I don't know of any 
proposals that the 1982 Presidential Initiative be amended. 


Q On the Colombian situation -- 
rs) On the what? Colombian situation? 
Q On the Colombia situation, there were reports in 


Bogota that two high U.S. officials were kidnapped. Do you 
have anything on that? 


“ No. 
Q By the drug traffickers. 


_Q One month to go and still U.S. withdrawing from 
the UNESCO? (sic) 


A Uh-huh. Well, our -- 
Q Or where does the membership stand today? 


i) Our position is what it has been. I don't have 
anything new to announce to you today. 


Q Alan, anything new, Alan, on the U.S.-China 
nuclear agreement? 


a No. 


Q Anything new on the South African Embassy 
demonstrations? More and more black leaders are going to get 
arrested, including Jesse Jackson and Marion Barry and -- 


a I've addressed this before. I don't have 
anything new to say about it. 


Q There's a report on the FBIS that there was a new 
attack on the U.S. Embassy in El Salvador. Do you have 
anything on that? 


A I have a little bit on it, I think probably not 
much more than you have from reports in the press. 


Our Embassy in San Salvador was hit by some M-16 
rounds yesterday at approximately 3:30 p.m. local time. The 





shots appear to have been fired from about a block and a half 

away. There were no injuries, no damage to the Embassy 

building. No groups or individuals have claimed responsibility 
Q Thank you, Alan. 


a Okay. You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:16 p.m.) 
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MONDAY, DECEMBER 3, 1984, 12:23 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Gcod afternoon. I have a couple of 
announcements. There will be a BACKGROUND briefing on the 
State visit of President Lusinchi of Venezuela. It'll be at 
3:00 this afternoon at the White House. 


Secondly, a statement on the appointment of CDE 
working groups. The 35-nation Conference on Confidence and 
Security Building Measures and Disarmament in Stockholm has 
today adopted a working structure which we hope will] encourage 
detailed examination of the possible areas of agreement. We 
are pleased to join in this decision We look forward to the 
flexible give-and-take negotiating process called for by 
President Reagan. 


We hope serious negotiations on the concrete and 
practical confidence and security building measures introduced 
by the West will no longer be delayed. Our efforts to move 
forward in CDE are part of the overall arms control objectives 
of the Administration, which we are pursuing both in 
multilateral forums and bilaterally with the Soviets 


The United States believes that tangible progress in 
the Stockholm Conference can contribute significantly to an 
improved East-West relationship and enhanced security for 
Europe 


That's all I have for you. 


Q Can we have a copy of that, please? 
ve Sure. 
Q John, regarding talks, what can you tell us about 


the talks with the Cubans? 


‘a They began on November 28. They recessed Sunday 
but are meeti.3 again today. 





Q Could you characterize them -- 
Q How are they going? 
“ I don't think I will be any more forthcoming than 


we traditionally are, and so therefore I will characterize them 
as businesslike. 


Q Is this the longest session? 


A I don't know that this is the longest session. 
They traditionally have been two-day meetings. Maybe we can 
check. I think this is the longest session, but let me check 
that for you. 


Q Shall we read anything into that, John, or out of 
it? 


a Not other than the fact that the sessions are 
businesslike, and an effort, clearly, is being made on both 
sides to reach an agreement, as it has been in the earlier 
sessions. 


Q Is that going to run all day tomorrow? 


a I don't know That I don't know -- whether 
they'll get through today 


Q When the talks come to some result, do you plan 
to then immediately announce it, or wait a few days, or what? 


a I suppose that would depend on what the parties 
agree to concerning an announcement, if any. 


Q (Inaudible) obviously would? 


A Obviously, if the outcome were positive at some 
stage, an announcement would seem to me to be fitting, but I 
have become versed in the diplomatic tradition in the past two 
and a half years, and I suppose we have to negotiate that with 
the other side. 


Q No sooner have you become conversant, you're 
leaving. 


(Laughter). 


Q John -- same subject? 











Q New subject There were reports last week, John, 
that put the Libyan troop level in Chad at 5,000 to 6,000, and 
had the Libyans building an airport in the north of the 
country. Do you have anything on that? 


I was out for a couple of days last week. That 
goes further than my own knowledge, and I guess it goes further 
than Mr. Romberg's knowledge, too, because he's nodding. That 
sounds -- that figure, although we haven't discussed figures, 
that figure sounds a little high to me. 


Q As far as you know, it means that the troops are 
still in Chad’ 


io As far as I know, yes. 

Q No Libyan withdrawal has begun? 

A 1 don’t know whether any Libyan withdrawal has 
begun. Again, let me see if there's any late -- no, there is 


no new chapter on that since when I left you all on whenever it 
was -- Wednesday or Thursday 


Q Sut we have nothing new to -- 

“ Nothing new 

Q John, i1¢ Roberto D'Aubuisson coming to the United 
States? 

A 1 think he is already in the country, Mike He 


was given a visa, and I can give you the details on that He 


was issued a visa December 2 That visa is a single-entry 
visitor's visa for tourism and private business. It's a 


B-1/8-2 visa It was valid for entry into the United States 
for five days after the date of issuance, which was, as I savy, 
December 2, and it bears the annotation “for a stay of seven 
days.” which we consider to be a sufficient peri: d for the 
activities Mr. D’'Aubuisson ingicated he had planned 


Q What can you say about those activities? 


i) I guess what we need to do is ask you to talk to 
him atout the purposes of his visit. 


Q Is anyone in this building involved? 


a wu, there are no plans for anybody in this 
Department to meet with Mr. C'Aubuisson 





Q What is the reason for the reversal of the 
position whereby the last time around, if we recall right, he 
was denied a visa’? 


A These cases are treated on a case-by-case basis, 
Don, and in this particular instance the reasons, I guess, that 
he indicated for his visit here were absorbed and weighed and 
analyzed, and the judgment was that he should be issued a visa 


Q The Department rejected the visa applications for 
four Salvadoran members of a Mothers' Committee on grounds that 
they advocated violence. 


6 l'm not sure your number is right, but there 
certainly -- was it four rejected? Okay, you're number is 
right; be@ your pardon, George. 


Q How about the rest of my premise that -- 

» What's the rest of your premise? I can hardly 
wait to -- 

Q It the four mothers were denied entry on grounds 


that they advocated violence, how can you grant a visa to 
Roberto D'Aubuisson? 


A Well, because, as 1 say, these are looked at on a 
case-by-case basis and that was the judgment in the case of the 
mothers 


Yes, Ralph? 

Q Do you have any comment on King Hussein's remarks 
yesterday in the Eaoyptian Parliament about the Camp David 
Accord? 

A No comment on King Hussein's remarks. 

Q Or President Mubarak's follow-up statements in 
which he -- King Hussein criticized Camp David; Mubarak avoided 
the topic? 

A Il assume that means that the Egyptian Government 


remains firmly supportive of the Camp David process 


Q It they say nothing in the face of a pretty harsh 
criticism, live on national Egyptian T.V.? 


fa 1 think our assumption is that the Egyptian 
Government remains fully supportive of the Camp David process 





Q What's tne status oft the negotiations with India 
on the M.0O.U. on technology transfer? 


a I don't have any update on that. No, nothing new 
on that. Sorry. 


Q John, do you have anything on a U.S. official 
being expelled from Laos? 


a Yes, I do. The Government of Laos requested the 
recall of Robert C. Porter, First Secretary at the United 
States Embassy in Vientiane. Mr. Porter decarted Laos on 
November 24. A Second Secretary of the Lao Embassy in 
Washington, who held a position equivalent to Mr. Porter, 
departed the United States on November 29 


we have had extensive discussions with the Lao 
Government through diplomatic channels, and we now regard the 
matter as closed. S#oth governments have agreed to continue to 
work for improved relations between the two countries 


Q why was the original expulsion? 


A well, I'm not going to get into -- As I say, we 
regard the incident as closed, but I would just say that we are 
absolutely sure that Mr. Porter's activities during his 
assignment in Laos were completely compatible with his status 
as a diplomat 


Q ls that also true of the Lao official who lett 
Washington, in your view? 


oe I'm not going to get into the question of his 
departure, but I simply underline that his position is 
comparable in rank to that of Mr. Porter. 


Q Your statement said that he left Washington 
is) Yes 
Q Can we assume that fhe was asked to leave? 


A Well, I'm just going to -- as I say, we regard 
this matter as closed, and I'll let you draw your own 
conclusions. 


Q John, I have another question on the D'Aubuisson 
visa To some people it might look like there is a bit of a 
contradiction here in granting a visa to D'Aubuisson, given his 





history, and denying visas to the four women who were coming 
essentially to receive a human rights award. I was just 
wondering if you want to go into a little detail as to why he 
is entitled to one and they are not. 


A No, I don't think I will go into detail, but I 
mean, there are some differences. For example, from the 
Mothers’ Committee there are some preposterous charges that two 
young men were lured into our Embassy in San Salvador and 
disappeared and all kinds of odd and -- I shouldn't say odd; I 
should say simply outrageous allegations. 


Q But having said that, there have been some 
allegations against D'Aubuisson for rather preposterous 
behavior, too, including his possible association in the murder 
of the Catholic bishop. 


A As I say, we look at those visa applications at a 
Given point in time, taking into consideration the reasons for 
the visit and the other circumstances surrounding the applicant 
at a particular point of time, and in this instance, the 
cecision was to admit him 


Q John, now that the PNC has ended in Amman, do we 
have a view as to whether or not the results, the outcome, were 
helpful for long-term peace prospects -- 


A No, I don't 


. -- and whether or not this was a good idea for 
Jordan to have hosted? 


A No, I don't have anything on that I'm sorry 


Q Any comment on the attack by an Iraqi fighter 
against a Cypriot tanker today? 


A Seen the reports; can't confirm that for you, 
Ralph. But seen the reports. 


Q John, on the question that relates to The New 
York Times series on terrorism, could you confirm for us 
whether Ambassador Bartholomew was, in fact, whisked out of the 
country just before the election, I believe, because of 
terrorist threats? 








A Well, let me answer that in two ways. We're very 
reluctant these days, understandably, to talk about the 
movements of ambassadors or personnel. But having said that, 


you should not take that as a denial of the story that the 
Ambassador may have been out of the country. 





Q Is it your belief that as a result of the efforts 
that were described in the Times story that an attack upon the 
Ambasscdor's residence was forestalled? 


A Obviously, those who planned such an attack would 
be able to answer that question better than ourselves. The 
facts are that an attack did not take place. The facts are 
that the United States had introduced a number of heightened 
security measures at its installations in Beirut, and 
particularly at the Ambassador's residence. Now, what 
conclusion you draw, juxtaposing those two facts --— I mean, 1 
guess we could all draw conclusions. But the fact is, we took 
precautions, and the fact is an attack did not take place 


Q That also would depend on the information that 
you had prior to the talked-about attack, wouldn't it? 
I mean, it just doesn't go on that. It depends on what 
information you had earlier. 


o Well, 1 don't think anybody is denying rumors 
that those who seek to do us harm, were planning an attack on 
American installations. 


Q Was it the same group responsible for other 
attacks? 


fa I'm not going to get into any further detail] on 
this. 


~~ MORE -- 





Q And one other detail: It was said in one of the 
stories when the Secretary returned from India, he expressed 
unhappiness about the state of security around the U.S. Embassy 
in New Delhi. Is that correct? 


fe Well, again, I don't think we're going to 
pinpoint these days embassies where we think the risk is high, 
embassies where we think security precautions could be improved. 


Having said that, the fact is that in every capital 
that we have visited in the past couple of months the Secretary 
has had a security briefing from the Ambassador and the 
security officials at that site. Certainly had discussed 
existing arrangements and what improved arrangements might be 
made, and he certainly has participated in discussions and 
recommendations concerning our embassies in a number of 
capitals. 


Q Do you expect Secretary Shultz to respond to 
Secretary Weinbercer on this subject of terrorism? 


A I thought that Mr. Romberg had handled that whole 
situation masterfully at the end of last week, so I didn't 
really have any plans to take it any further, and the Secretary 
hasn't indicated that he plans to respond. 


Q Which kind of leaves the public with the two 
members of the Cabinet taking two opposite views in some of the 
most important aspects of a subject raised by Secretary Shultz 
in the first place. 


Don't you think that maybe somebody ought to clarify 
what the Government's position is? 


A Well, 1 think the White House responded to that, 
and I think Mr. Romberg responded to that, and with that 
combination, who could ask for any more? (Laughter) 


Q Do you have any situation report about the 
economic talks between Israel and the United States, and does 
the United States Government see the measures undertaken by Mr 
Peres' Government as adequate, or would you like to see more 
drastic reshuffling of Israeli economic structure? 


A No I don't have any readout on those 
discussions. Obviously, the Secretary has indicated his 
concern over the economic situation in Israel in the past, and 
has welcomed various steps that the Israelis are taking. But I 
don't have an update for you on where we stand today. 





Q John, on the Armand Hammer visit with Mr. 
Chernenko tomorrow, will he have a message from the United 
States Government? 


4 I don't think he's bearing any message. I think 
in the way of things, as people who are going to see the Soviet 
leadership sometimes come in and talk to us before they go, I 
think h was in, and I think saw Mr. -- I think he saw Under 
Secretary Armacost, but he's not bearing a message. 


Q Will he see Secretary Shultz after he comes back? 
A I don't know I really don't know. 
Q John -- 


Q After the --— when the Supreme Court of €E1 
Salvador said that all charges against Lieutenant Lopez Sibrian 
would be dropped, the United States said that we didn't 
consider that matter to be finished 


Now that Duarte has dismissed him, does that satisfy 
our concerns, or are we still going to press for a further -- 


fa 1 think we're waiting I don't -- I think the 
fact of the matter is that we have not had an official 
announcement of Lopez Sibrian's dismissal, so I think we won't 
-- until we get that, we will not have any comment. 


Q But will you take that question? 


A Well, as I say, I think come the time when we're 
satisfied that there is such an official action, then I'm sure 
we might have something to say 


Q Do you have -- do you know why -- I mean, this 
was reported in the press three or four or five days ago -- 


A That's a@ question I've asked myself. I don't 
have a good answer for you on that, but sometimes the 
government-to-government channels take a little longer. 


Q John, there were reports in Israeli newspapers 
that a -- the possibility of appointing a new Middle East 
negotiator. Who are the candidates? Can you elaborate on 
that? (Laughter) 


A I think you have your hands on a fanciful report 





0 


Q Fanciful report? This was reported -- 


6 Yes. I'm not aware of any plans to appoint a 
special Middle East negotiator. 


Q Any plans for Ambassador Murphy to return back to 
the Middle East, and do you have any assessment or comments 
about the talks between Israel and Lebanon? 


‘ No. I don't on the latter point, and I'm not 
aware of any specific plans for Ambassador Murphy to go back to 
the Middle East, but it's always possible. I wouldn't -- I 
certainly wouldn't rule it out. 


Q John, last week the Ambassador from South Korea 
sent a letter to Senator Kennedy in which he made some 
statements about the probable future of Mr. Kim Dae Jung if he 
goes home 


4 Uh-huh. 


Q He would have to serve the rest of his prison 
term for 20 years, and so forth 


A Uh-huh 
Q Does the Department have any reaction to this? 
ve No 


Q Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 12:40 p.m.) 
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DEPARIMEN!T OF STATE 
DALLY PRESS BRIEF LING 


DPC #216 


‘ TUESDAY, DECEMBER 4, 1984, 12:24 P. M 
(ON THE RECORQ UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG Good afternoon. [ have a number of 
announcements and statements 


First, to remind you, 1 guess, because JI think you 
probably know, there will be a BACKGROUND brieting on the visit 
of the Venezuelan President, President Lusinchi, at 3°00 p.m 
today at the White House By that time President Lusinchi will 
have met with President Reagan and Secretary S*wultz 


Available in the Press Office are copies of Foreign 
Relations of the United States, 1952 to 1954, Volume ILI, 











National Security Affairs Please note on the press release 
the embargo date of December 6, 1984, 6:00 p.m One copy per 
organization A summary prepared by the Office of the 


Historian is available with the volume 


Also available in the Press Office is the prepared 
address by Deputy Secretary Kenneth Dam today*® at 1:30 p.m 
before the Dallas Council on World Aatfairs and Rotary Club 
Please note the speech has been embargoed until the time oft 
delivery 


l also want to remind you that the Secretary will 
address the Miami Conterence on the Caribbean sponsored by the 
Caribbean-Central American Action in Miami on Thursday 


December 6 fhe luncheen event will take place at the Hyatt 
Regency Hotel ballroom Lf you plan to cover or wish further 
information, please contact Julia Golding - G-o«-l-d<-i-n-g 


of the organization in their press room, which is the 
Gardenia-A at the Hyatt, Area Code 305-358-1234, extension 
4729 That's 305-358-1234, extension 4729 


Q What time is that speech? 


A I don't know exactly It is & luncheon speech, 
Bernie, but L don't have a more 


*l omorrow 





Q It will be piped in here? 
Q Do you know the subject, Alan? ) 
4 Let me just go -- finish what L've got 


Following the lunch the Secretary will meet with Dominica Prime 
Minister Eugenia Charles and £1 Salvador President Jose 
Napoleon Duarte Darlene Kirk of our Press Office will be at 
the Hyatt, working out of Gardenia Room A beginning Thursday 
morning, December 6, to organize photo opportunities in 
connection with these two meetings 


Barring technical difficulties, the Secretary's speech 


will be piped back Live to the Department Thece will be no 
Q4A following the speech So we'll try and get you tomorrow, 
if we can, a more exact time on that Now, was there another 


Question on that? 
Q Anything on the subject? 


a I think [I'd simply say the subject is - the 
conterence 13 on the Caribdbean, and you can assume that the 
speech is relevant to the conterence topic 


Q And you will have an advance text? 


A I don't know vet when that text will be 
available We're working on it, Mike 


The Secretary will deliver a foreign policy speech at 
4 special convocation of Yeshiva University on the occasion of 
receiving an honorary Doctor of Humane Letters degree lhe 
convocation will be held in the Grand Ballroom at the 
Waldort Astoria Hotel in New York City on Sunday, December 9, 
beginning at 4:00 p.m 


Among others receiving honorary degrees is Israeli 


Foreign Minister Yitzhak Shamir lt you wish to cover this 
event, please telephone Sy Schwartz at Area Code 1?~-489-6900 
489-6900 -- or Roy Campbell at 212-960-5285 - 960-5285 


Secretary Shultz will hold bilateral taiks with 
Foreign Minister Shamir at the Waldort-Astoria immediately 


following the Yeshiva Convocation And, again, Darlene Kirk of 
the Press Office will coordinate a photo opportunity of this 
event She will be available in the West Foyer of the Waldort 


after 2:00 p.m. on Sunday, December 9 


A statement regarding the CSCE semiannual report on 
behalf of President Reagan, Secretary Shultz on December 4 





transmitted the 17th semiannual Report on [Implementation of the 
Helsinki Final Act to Chairman Dante Fascell of the Commission 
on Security and Cooperation in Europe 


These reports are submitted to assist the Commission 
in its Function of monitoring implementation of the Helsinki 


Accords The present report covers the pericd April 1, 1984, 
to October 1, 1984 [t provides a factual survey of 
developments in the area covered by the Final Act human 


rights and humanitarian concerns; security: economic, 
scientific and technological cooperation; and educational and 
cultural exchanges 


The report concentrates on Soviet and Eastern European 
compliance with the Final Act and the Madrid Concluding 


Document Although the record of compliance varied among the 
Eastern States, performance was in general tlawed in the human 
rights and humanitarian area ihe report documents the 


persecution which many Soviet citizens, including Nobel 
Prize-winning sciencist, Dr. Andrei Sakharov, have suffered for 
focusing attention on and attempting to alleviate the violation 
of human rights in the Soviet Union 


fhis report is an important element in the United 
States Government's effort to assess the progress and 
shortcomings in achieving the Final Act's goals of 
Strengthening security, expanding cooperation, building mutual 
confidence, and protecting human rights 


Q Copy of that? 

A Copies of that, and copies are available of the 
report 

Regarding violence in Sri Lanka The United States 


Government wishes to express its deep concern over the recent 
escalation of armed attacks on both government targets and on 
innocent civilians in Sri Lanka Our sympathy goes out to the 
families of those who have been killed or wounded We deplore 
these attacks as a serious and unwarranted challenge to the 
government of a practicing democracy at a time when eftorts are 
underway to address the Legitimate aspirations of the Tamil 
community in Sri Lanka 


The United States firmly supports the Government of 
Sri Lanka in this endeavor and supports Sri Lanka's 
independence, territorial integrity and democratic institutions 


Q Copy, please? 





A Copy 

And, finally, on the Grenada elections The United 
States views with satisfaction yesterday's elections in 
Grenada Support for democracy and the democratic process, as 


demonstrated by elections, is one of the cardinal points of 
U.S. foreian policy 


initial.reports indicate that a high percentage oft 
Grenada's registered voters went to the polls in that country’ 
first elections since 1976 The balloting was conducted 
peacefully in 135 polling places scattered throughout Grenada’ 
15 parliamentary constituencies 


By their enthusiastic participation, Grenada's voters 
have brought to a successful conclusion a year-long process 
aimed at putting Grenada firmly back on a democratic path 
Governor-General Sir Paul Scoon and the interim government 
“under the leadership of Chairman Nicholas Brathwaite, are to be 
commended for their skill and determination in preparing the 
country tor a return to democratically elected government ihe 
interim government conducted a remarkably successful voter 
registration campaign, signing up over 90 percent yf those 
eligible 


lt also established conditions for a truly tree and 
democratic electoral contest , ame lud ing freedom oft speech, 
press, assembly and political affiliation Candidates 
representing all viewpoints could and did participate, otfering 
Grenada’'s voters a full range of political choices 


The United States congratulates the New National 


Party, which was the choice of an overwhelming majority of 
Grenada's voters We look forward to cooperating with the now 


government as it tackles the Island's many remaining problems 
particularly of an economic nature 


() Copy? 

A Copy of that, too And that i186 it for 
announcements Happy to take your questions 

Q Alan, regarding the hijackina in Tehran, do you 


have any information that any Americans are abvard the plane 
specifically any U.S. Government employees? 


A we understand, Mike. that several uy .% ritizyens 
may be on the plane, but Privacy Act constraints prohibit us 





from identifying the U.S. citizens, and I have nothing tor you 
on the question of employees 


Q Alan = 

Q No indications of who the fatality is? 

A L*ve got to tell you that our tndications ar 
mixed as to whethir indeed there even is a tatality lt may 
well be that there is. but the reports that we have are b: 
ves and no on that score. $0 we can’t contirm that 

Q Alan, a follow-up on the guestion of the U.%S 


citivens in Sri Lanka 
A Uh-huh 


Y Author Arthur Clarke is lives there Do you 
know if he’s there or if he's 


A -Lxcuse me 5S citizens in Sri Lanka? 

v Well, he's not 2u.S. citizen hat’ s right 
But | mean. the author aArtrur ( Clarke lives in Seri tanka 
Do you know what his status is? Ls he 

A No l have no idea 

Q Do you have anything on the criticism by two 


senators vyvesterday in this letter to the President on the U 
yoing ahead with compliance with the SALT agreements even 


> 


though the Soviets are reportedly violating it? 


2) Yes [| do have his 13 the Syvewms-Fast Letter 

Q Yes 

A we have not received the letter that you 
mention However. the President's po] icy On interim restraint 
has not changed As he has stated many times the United 
states 16 continuing to carry out its own obligations and 
commitments under relevant agreement « Ihis policy does not 


diminish in any way our commitment to press the Soviet Union 
tor clarifications and corrective actions in areas wher 
questions of Soviet arms control compliance have arisen 


Sea trials for the seventh Trident submarine are not 
scheduled to begin until late 1985 The issues this event 
raises regarding the SALT L and SALT LL agreements will be 
addressed at the appropriate time [t would be misleading to 





inter that te adsense * or 4 ce is ion pbetore one is reauired 
implies anything’ about what course of action will eventually be 


taken In the meantime, we are preserving the programmat 
> lexibdi | ity r eaquired DY our oo lie d When the ? 1 whe c Ome ¢ 4 . " 
decision, it will be taken in the context of the internationel 
situation and US nat ional ;fc ur ity requirements Amn , ot 
r? ings ut asses ment or >see Soviet comm * ment ay " 
corresponding policy will be relevant to our consideration 

. Copy of that? 

A iif + 

in other words, you're the two Senators To 


that they had oOeen intormed that the Government was wing to 
begin dismantling six Poseidon submarines to take into account 
the Tridgent (ea testina are you saying that decision has not 


: 


been made > 


A Well | can't really take you beyond this in 
terms ofr what decisions have been taken on dismant] ing Bernie 
but LL think this issue i¢ not a new one and we addre<sed 
it [ think, several months ago, very much in the terms [ have 
today, and I just as l say the issues regarding SALT 1 and 
ALT IIT will be addressed at the time it's necessary to addre 
thom and vou shouldn't just to repeat my cele shouldn't 
infer anything from the fact that a decision won't be taken 
until that time So 1 think you can inter some thinas trom 


that answer 


q Along those same lines you probably have the 
,alhe answer but iat ne ack the guest Lon iivway 

A Sure 

W As you know, the whole SALT LL treaty expire at 
the end ao? nex? year What | 4 he government going he do 7 


there’ 4 ne extension of it ; ] ’ i? go Lng tt” still keep ‘>t 


: 


observing it 


a Wel] again you ' re asking ior eden is ions washed ™ 
would be addressed in the future, Don ind [| don't have 
anything 


QQ Alan can you 
A (40 ahead 
Y Do you have anything on chemical warfare weapon 


in the hands of the Nicaraguan f,overnment ? Can vou ‘hed ny 
light oT those report ¥, 





y [ ion’ t Nave any jLicdance at the noment on that 
i think that we may have something later the Pentagon may have 
something later on that [ think that report's been in the 
press the last tew days and } pased as)h(6dld« understand it in 
; : . , 
iat 4,” Dat r T) a Vat Ace will 1 ry r x Di 1. & LT early eptembd *f 
unoer : The? tr Bit PS ae Gi »Pi iV {) wny cq, tT) t vt ij hye, “ i. | , 

, : 
yirTn j later yr heck with the Pent aon and »2e what Ait? 1y 
nave i)T rna?t 

Q an you firm report im the x ted travel | 
vr Murony : My) . " , 4 

4 | 4 rf ly 4} V , Litt] Dit ina i t , 
Assistant retary Murohy will » leaving tor the region 
- he ney t Py gay . Hut Lf kKeepina sith our UJ ua | pract _* 

5 
ry nA a any i?@TaLLs ? 1 | 1? j j woe an Lt inerary NP j | 
try ft Keep you intorm i best we can on hy wher 1 t 
, 

¥ Al aft 

wv Al if ' : 

J wi a? ry hy > 

Q | joing out there to do, I thir : number 
things [ think f w 1 >with specific regard | -. 
t ] sue anict yt i) Ne peen important that ihe 
7 ry r) ‘>? oOurners } Hart r) aji?* art ‘>? AG ! } ; } 
wediatior we a ale ‘f be] mm gt would bi i ! t ay 
n touch with the parties a be helpful where we can in 

rer rtina >? ’ a lution » 7 ’ mie gmgitter mya s 
| AJ ig ’ ipnea >LZ7eP rhat anv ai cuss 1Tonse ue 1) j " 
| ’ 

WOuld be supportive of the talks taking place at Naqura ut 
inited Natior IUSPiLce 











Q Alan = 

Q Can we have a copy of that, please? 

Q Alan, the Chief of the FBI has called in the 
(inaudible) for an international campaign to go fully ahead 
with the implementation of the SDI in echoing the recent 
statement of Defense Secretary Weinberger 

How does the State Department express its commitment 
in Light of the upcoming Geneva talks? 

q Well, L think that the position on SDI is clear 
lt 1; @& research program which 15 going to go ahead at this 
pon and no decisions beyond that have been taken nor could 
they be until the results of that research program have come it 

Q Alan, back on Murphy Can you tell us the 
countries he will be visiting, please? 

A No, L can't As L Say we'll try to do it as he 
is some place, or by the time we get out here, has been some 
p | Ace, ye ' |] try tao ado that [hat . 5S our usual pr Act lL‘ : 

) You indicated a number of Lssue Can you expand 
alittle Sit on that? 

A No I think that, obviously, there are a number: 
oF issues which you've talked about trom time to time here that 
are of importance in that region that we tollow, and 1 would 
assume that he would be talking about various issues al 
dcoitterent ;tops 

Q Would the development of the Reagan peace plan be 
one ofr them? 

A L'm not going to go into the details | think 
that it's quite clear that the September l initiative remair 
our policy but L'm not going to try to talk about what the 
agenda in] ht He 

(J Will he be visiting Jordan and Laypt 

A AgaLn, [i'm not GOLNG ta try ta give you 7) .* 
hbefore he has Heer tay place 

) It | might tellow lt seems trom the tory of 
(sf) Ako Lf mal Times this Wey? ming tha Waa ington ), | } 
morning that rye ] saor't ‘yt a sem neagyot Later hayr Tyga Vv / 

Fast fan vou just pit th} deseription that he’ qoina 
the huttle diplomat ‘>t 
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4 [ think L've indicated to you that the effort 
we're not engaged in a mediation effort so far as southern 
Lebanon 15 concerned He's the Assistant Secretary for the 
region 50 it's pertectly natural that he carry out 


conversations, but L think he's not a special Middle East 
negotiator, or something of that sort, but he's going out and 
he's going to be traveling in the region 


7 At the present time, right? 

q Sorry? 

v At the present time? 

q [ leave you with what [ said 

Q Any surprise on President Mudarak's endorsement 


of this international 


A Of the International Conterence? 

(Y Yeah 

Q Wel | lI don't know if it's a question of surprise 
rnot surprise But as we have said before, we don't believe 


that such an international conterence would lead to productive 


result > 

We are in tavor of what 15 realistic and teasible, and 
we continue to think that the most practical course 15 direct 
negotiations between Lsrael and the Arab parties directly 
concerned as envistoned in the Camp David tramework 

Q) Can we have a copy of that? 


re Sure 


lnonnathan? 


() Have we heard trom the Government of EL Salvador 
jet regarding the status of Mr. Lopez Sibrian? 

A Don't have anything new tor you on Lopez Sibrian 
today 

() And do you have anythina to say about Bishop 
futy’ . q aromeant . thy . wor ming Hearore Longqre . % : 


A Not a areat deal | think that there was ' 
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briefing yesterday at the White House which went into, [ think, 
great length about our approach to southern Africa, and I refer 
you to that. 


As you know, Bishop tutu has had contact with American 
officials Frequently, ¢o [ think that there's been an exchange 
there 


Bill? 


Q Alan, have you got anything on the status of that 
young Soviet defector in Korea? Is he on his way to the 
States, do you know? 


A lL don't have anything on him Let we just check 
and see if L can get something tor you 


Q Do you have any comment on the allegation by the 
Sri Lanka Government that the terrorists are Launching the 
attack from Tamil Nadu? And, also, why did the Sri Lankan 
Ambassador meet with Mr. Armacost last Monday? 


A Well, I really don't have anything for you on 
either otf those [ have no comment on the First one: and on 
the second one, we have frequent contact with the Ambassadors 
in town, but L'm not going to get into the specitics 


Bill? 


Q Do you have any update on the number of Soviet 
S$S-20s? The last figure was 378, and the Detense Secretary said 
there were more, without being specific? 


Q Yes Since we last briefed the press on this 
subject, after the November 20 SCG meeting, another S5S-70 base 
has become operational Thus, we are raising the number ihe 


number of deployed SS-20s 18 at least 387 


I should note that while the number of SS-?0s 
currently associated with bases is 387, the SS-20 is an 


inherently mobile system and mo’ te launchers can be moved to 
and employed trom the field an er locations In addition 
other SS-20s not currently ass ted with a base could be 


available in time of crisis 


And, tinally, as we have indicated, the number of 
operational SS-20 bases ould tluctuate if the Govutets convert 


ft 


any turther 5-70 bases to other purposes However. the 


c- < 


Soviets have more than ten additional SS-20 bases under 


construction Given the scale of this construction program tale? 





Ll 


expect that the 387 umber will go up, not down. 


In any case2, the SS-20 1s, as I said, an inherently 
mobile system and «any SS-20 launchers from converted bases will 
remain capable of operation in time of crisis, and we 
anticipate that they will be relocated to newly-constructed 
bases 


Q Can we have a copy of that, please? 
2) Sure. 
Q Do you have any comment on the comment by Armand 


Hammer tollowing his meeting with Mr. Chernenko; talks about 
Mr. Hammer's view, and apparently shared by the Soviet 
President, of the desirability of a no-first use declaration? 


4 I don't really, Don Ll think that Larry Speakes 
addressed it this morning, and he indicated that there 15 no 
change in our policy on the issue of no-first use nor is there 
any change in our view toward a summit. 


Q Cuba talks -- update? 


Q Cuba talks? Will continue again today, but | 
don't have anything beyond that 


Q No progress report? 

9 Don't have @ progress report to ofter Sorry 
Ralph? 

Q) [here 15 a report on the FBIS this morning trom 


Jerusalem radio saying that the Egyptian Charge has cont irmed 
that a summit meeting between Mubarak and Peres i185 beina 
prepared [Is the U.S. aware of that preparation, and wil] 
Assistant Secretary Murphy take part in the advance work on 
that at all? 


A I don't have any comment on that report at all 
[ think you'd have to address your questions to the governments 
of Eqypt and Lsrael 


Q tLagleburger says that in the Mideast 
i) Excuse me, you had a question? 
Q Ihe Cubans said that the agreement with the 


United States 15 Lwaminent Do you have any comment on that 





a My comment is that the talks are continuing 
today, and | don't have any prognosis to give you on what the 
next step will be 


Q Eagleburger said that the time is not ripe for a 
major U.S.-Mideast initiative; that [Israel should First solve 
its domestic problems Could you comment on that, and is that 


in congruence with what Weinberger is going to discuss about? 


A lL don't go into the question of what Secretary 
Weinberger will or won't discuss In any case, our view on the 
question of the Middle East peace process is clear We have 


said that the September 1 initiative is out there and we're 
willing to be helpful at such time as the parties want to move 
on that 


Connie? 

Q Yesterday, [trade Ambassador Brock made a clear 
linkage between a nation's policies and its etfect on their 
trade in this country Do we have any comments on that? 

A ['m not aware of what he sa so L just can't 


comment on it 
Q Could you look into it and take it? 


. Well, I think L'd probably - L' Ll pass on the 
interest in ait, but 1 don't know that we have the exact text of 
what he may have said 


Q Any comment on reports that a prominent Hungarian 
dissident has been placed under house arrest? 


A Don't know anything about it; sorry 
Ralph? 
Q Alan, do you have any do you draw any 


conclusion trom the SS-20 report that you just issued as far as 
the Soviets’ intentions in advance of the Shult2-Gromyko 
meeting? 


A L'm not going to try to draw those kinds of 
cone lusions, Ralph ihis program otf construction obviously ha 


been on-going tor some time, and we've telked about it as an 
on-going program, so [| think that's simply a tact 


Q) Anything on the Jordanian diplomat in Bucharest 
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Q Yes Very simply, we have seen the reports 
Don't have any additional information to provide you beyond 
what has been in the press 


We strongly condemn such a despicable act 


Q Can L just get back to the earlier question on 
this “continuing to abide by the SALT rules.“ Why does the 
U.S. abide by the SALT rules if, in fact, various reports have 
been submitted to Congress saying that the Soviets have 
violated aspects of these accords? 


A Bernie, L'm not going to 


Q Doesn't it really amount to, as the Senator said, 
cc » 


a unilateral act of disarmament by the U.S 


q No, I don't think it does [Instead of trying to 
wing words, we have talked about this before 


Q But not for a long time 
Aa Well, the view hasn't changed 
Q No, but the reports have increased in trequency 


and with more accuracy on the alleged violations 


A The last detailed report LT recall from the 
Government was in January As you know, a letter went up 
recently saying that the issue is still being worked, and that 
there are some reports required in February and so there wil! 
be reports going up at that time ['m not aware of any 
government reports that have been issued other than that 


Q Alan, going back to your original statement on 
Sri Lanka, does the State Department have evidence of any 
foreign involvement in these attacks? 


f Again, Bill, 1 don't have anything to take you 
beyond the statement L'm just going to have to leave you with 
that 

) What time do you expect the Venezuelan President 


downstairs atter the Lunch? 


f Check in the Press Office atterwards and see if 
lie in help you with that 


Bill? 
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Q Alan, do you have any idea when the final 
decision on the U.S. pullout of UNESCO might come? [here was a4 
press conference this morning; they suggested it might be in a 
couple days 


fn Well, I saw a press item which suggested that 


but [ think -- [ don't have anything to signal you in Lerms of 
when a decision will be announced on that 


Q Can you - there's a meeting of the U.S 
Commission on UNESCO next week ls it possible that a decision 


would come before that? 


A Bill, L just don't know; don't have anything for 
you on that 


Jim? 


Q Alan, are the SS-?70 bases in both the Fast and 
the West, or more in one or the other? 


A Certainly, the construction 18 taking place in 
both places [ don't have details to give you on where the 
additional base that we've (inaudible) 


Q [Is the new one in the West? 


A As Ll say, | don't have details to give you on 
that spec ifically 


Q Or 15 there one new one and ten being built? 
A [ will repeat The construction 18 going on both 
fast and West I do not have details to aive you on where the 


additional number has come From in this case 


Q Can you take that question? 
A No, ['m not going to get into that kind of detail 
Q Was the strong statement on Sri Lanka that you 


made a consequence of the meeting of the Ambassador with Mr 
Armacost? 


A | will repeat what 1 said betore on that i'm 
not going to get into the question of the conversation between 
Mr Armacost and the Ambassador Obviously it's a ret leetior 


or US policy 


7 


©) Alan, do you have any quidelines on the meetina 





tnis morning at 11:00 between Mr Armacost and the Minister of 


the Court of Jordan. DOr Acnan Abu Odeh? 

4 Yeah | ton’ + have | readout Mr ADU Ode? l 
taking advantage of his presence in the United States on a 
Private. unorr is ial vi sift ae ithe t with the Under ePcrertary 
Obviously, we don't get into the Question of the specifi 1 


_ 


the discussion believe that they met when Under Sec; tary 


Armacost was in the region some weeks ago 


A You're welcome 


(Press brief ing core luded at La » ym.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #217 


WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 5, 1984, 12:06 P. M. 
° (ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good morning, all. Got a few 
announcements: 


Available in the Press Office is the corrected text of 
the address by Deputy Secretary Kenneth Dam today before the 
Dallas Council on World Affairs and Rotary Club. The first two 
lines on page 2 were dropped in the copy that was handed out 
yesterday. 


Also, there will be no press briefing tomorrow. The 
Secretary will be in Miami, but, as usual, the Press Office 
will be available to answer all your questions with dispatch 
and comprehensiveness. 


9 John, we've had briefings before when the 
Secretary is out of town. What's the occasion? 


A Well, the problem is that I will be with the 
Secretary, and Mr. Romberg will not be available tomorrow. 


Q Nobody trustworthy in the Department? 

Ma Oh, I wouldn't put it in quite those terms. 

Q B. Kalb available? 

4 The fact of the -- B. Kalb is not actually in the 
employ of the United States Government yet. 

Q He could wing it. (Laughter) 

Q No Q&A tomorrow, rcight? Is that correct? 

A Sorry? 


. Still no Q6A scheduled for tomorrow? 











a No, there is a Q&A after that speech, as I recall, 

9 There is? 

a is there not? Did I not see something yesterday? 

9 Yesterday you said no Q6A. 

A I said no Q&A? Is that what I said? Then I must 
be cight. There's no Q&A. (Laughter) Actually, there was, 


> 


but we've just killed it, Ralph, to conform with what I said 
yesterday. No, there's no Q6A. 


9 Will there be any readout after the Duarte 
meeting? 


x I don’t think so, because we will leave right 
after the meeting. 


Q Do you have a time on that meeting? 
nm On Duarte? 

Q Yeah. 

a (To staff) Time on Duarte? 


Do not. Haven't seen the schedule. 
Q Even an approximate time would help. 


by (To staff) Is it morning or afternoon? 
Afternoon. After lunch. 


Q The speech delivery is at what time? 

A Now you know all I know. 

9 Could you fill us in on what time the speech is? 
a The speech is 1:15. 

2 So it's a 30-minute speech. 

x Yes. 

. Will we get that speech in advance? 

a The speech is going to be piped in, and we 


certainly hope you'll get an advance in addition. 





Q Any chance of getting Sunday's speech on Saturday? 

a Oh, we're working night and day to produce that, 
Bernie. 

Q On Friday? . 

x As soon as we can. Seriously. Yes. AS soon as 
we can. . 

Q Is that the announcements, John? 

A Yes. Like to announce that the Secretary of 


State has accepted an invitation from BritiSh Secretary of 
State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs Sir Geoffrey Howe, 
to stop in the United Kingdom for informal talks on his way to 
the North Atlantic Council Ministerial Meeting in Brussels. 


Secretary and Mrs. Shultz will be guests of Sir 
Geoffrey and Lady Howe on December ll. 


Finally, there will be a BACKGROUND briefing on the 
upcoming North Atlantic Council Meeting, which will be held in 
Brussels December 12-14, and on the travel of Secretary Shultz 
to the U.K. December 11, and to the Federal Republic of Germany 
December 15. That briefing will be held here tomorrow at 11:00 
a.m. 


I guess that concludes everything that I have to 
announce. 


Q John, what can you tell us about the hijacking in 
Tehran, particularly regarding the number of U.S. diplomats and 
total number of Americans on the plane? 


4 Okay. Give you what we have. Communications are 
not particularly good, and we have no presence there, the 
weather is bad, so there are a number of complicating factors. 
But as of 9:00, Eastern Standard Time, this morning, the 
hijacked Kuwaiti airliner was still on the ground in Tehran. 
That is in contrast to some reports that it had left. As I 
Say, as of three hours ago, she was still there. 


The hijackers have apparently released 66 people, most 
of whom are women and children, and two of those released are 
American citizens. In addition, the hijackers reportedly 
permitted an injured airline security guard to be taken to the 
hospital. 


We've seen reports that a medical team has been given 
access to those passengers remaining on the plane, but we can't 








confirm that. 


A number of U.S. citizens were reportedly on this 
flight. Among them, so far as we know, three USAID officials, 
and those are not, so far as we know, among the two that -- the 
women who have been released. We're talking about two American 
citizens released among the women and children and a possible 
three AID officials still on the plane. 


We are obviously working to get confirmation of 
numbers and identities. We believe that one person was killed 
during the hijacking. We're working to find out the identity 
of that individual, but we are unable to confirm name or 
nationality at this time. 


Insofar as other efforts are concerned, the Kuwaiti 
Government has been in continuous contact with Iranian 
authorities in an effort to impress on them the need to release 
the plane and the passengers expeditiously. We are also 
working through the Swiss, who protect U.S. interests in Iran, 
to seek assurances on the status of any U.S. nationals. 


Obviously, the United States is strongly opposed to 
the sort of terrorism that is occurring in Tehran. Citizens 
are involved from at least five different nations -- Kuwait, 
Pakistan, the United Kingdom, the United States and West 
Germany. 


This demonstrates that terrorism is, indeed, an 
international problem which must be faced with joint and 
steadfast resolve among the community of nations. We fully 
Support the Government of Kuwait in its efforts to secure the 


safe release of those remaining on the aircraft. 
Q What about -- 


Q What concern do you have that the American 
diplomats have been singled out for especially harsh treatment, 
or they have been punished? What knowledge do you have -- 


My Well, obviously, we're concerned about the safety 
of everybody on that plane, but, obviously, we're particularly 
concerned about American citizens. 


Q What warnings nave you given -- passed on, and so 
forth? 


a It's not a question of warnings. We're working 
through the Kuwaitis and through the Swiss and other friendly 
diplomats in Tehran, and, obviously, the Iranian regime 
understands our concern and our expectations that they will 


SOF , 

















take the kind of -- discharge the kind of responsibilities 
under the Geneva Convention, to which they are a signatory. 


Q How much credibility are you giving to the rumors 
that an American diplomat was the person killed? 


Q Well, as I say, I can't confirm that. We are 
working with others to try to confirm the identity. That body 
was dumped out of the plane without any identification, so we 
are working with others to try to identify that individual. 


Q If that was the case, would that be another AID 
diplomat, or are we talking about someone else? 


A If it were to be an American, it is possible that 
it could be one of the three AID officials. Yes, that's 
correct. 


Q Well, just to clarify now -- there are three AID 
officials, plus -- 

A We think. 

Q You think. Plus two additional America women who 
have been released, so that -- a total of five Americans 


involved. Is that -- 


A Well, as I say, it's difficult to communicate. 
We're not there. But that is the best information we can give 
you at the moment. We're not sure how many Americans were on 
that plane or are on that plane. 


In addition, I understand that even those who were 
released were not bearing identity papers. They had been 
removed. But, so far as we know, among the women and children 
that were released, there were two American citizens, and we 
think that there are three AID officials on the plane. It is 
conceivable, I suppose, that there could be others. 


-- MORE -- 








Q John, through the Swiss or through anybody, have 
you been able to talk to the two released women passengers? 


A I'm not -- I just don't know that. I just don't 
know. 

Q They would be a possible, or the best source of 
information, wouldn't they -- first-hand information -- at this 
point? 

“ Well, information is coming back as to what 


transpired on the plane; but, of course, that was an earlier 
stage, because I think these were released yesterday. 


Q Does the physical description of the corpse saatch 
in any way the physical description of the known AID officials? 


A I think that's obviously the kind of thing we 
would be working on now. 


Q John, when you say you don’t know how many 
Americans are on, I can understand you're not knowing how many 
Americans of any soct would be on; but I can't understand why 
you wouldn't know how many American diplomats would be on. 


x We're fairly confident that there were three AID 
officials. 


Q And no more? 
A So far as we know. 
Q O.K. 


Can I just check one technicality there? You 
mentioned the Geneva Convention. Is that The Hague Convention 


on Hijacking, or is there a separate -- is there something else 
there that -- 

a I gave you a phrase that I have here, and I'll -- 
it is on hijacking; yes, that's correct -=- or at least that's 


the phrase that I have here. 
Q O.K. 


Q John -- 


Q -- do you have anything on the gas leak in India? 


OOF 




















om I'm sorry? 
Q The gas leak in India. 
A No reali update. The United States has offered 


its services both to the Union Carbide Company in any way it 
could be helpful in their investigation and also to the 
Government of India. There have been --those requests have not 
been taken up so far, but the offer stands. 


Q Also on Nightline the other day -- that some of 
the equipments and material are not allowea to be use in this 
country but -sold overseas. Is that the case in India? Might 
-- has this -- 





x I don't know. I can't answer that of my 
knowledge. 


Anything, John, on Chernenko's latest message to 
the International Physicists, in which he places top priority 
on getting rid of space weapons? 


A No, I haven't seen that one, Bill. I'm sorry. 
Q Anything on the Cuban-U.S. talks? 

4 They continue. 

Q Continue today? 

M Continue today. 


Q Anything on the South African -- 

Q Do you think they might be continuing tomorrow? 

4 I guess we'll know that at the end of today. 
(Laughter. ) 

Q John, anything on ceports of harassment of a 


prominent Hungarian dissident? 
M yes, I do have something on that. 


We've learned with great disappointment of recent acts 
of Hungacian Government harassment of dissident intellectual 
Gyorgy Krasso. We understand that on November 22, Mr. Krasso's 
home was searched by police, his personal papers confiscated, 
and he was placed under indefinite police surveillance. He is 
forbidden to leave his home at night and may not appear in 
public places. These actions against Mr. Krasso reportedly 
derive from his involvement with various samizdat publications 
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in Hungary. The United States deplores all such actions aimed 


at suppressing the freedom of expression of any individual. 


At 


a time when Hungary is preparing to host the Budapest Cultural 


Forum, a follow-up to the Madrid Review Conference of the 


Helsinki Final Act aimed at promoting better communication and 


understanding among peoples, this is particularly disturbing. 


Q A copy of that, please? 
"% Sure. 
Q John, any comment, anything new on the 


demonstrations at the South African Embassy and consulates? 


a No, nothing beyond what we have said over the 
past several days and what Assistant Secretary Crocker said 
after his visit to the White House. 


Q Are we doing anything new regarding the jailed 
labor leaders in South Africa, to gain their release? 

f Oh, I think you may take it as a given that the 
South African Government is very much aware of our concern. 

Q Concern to what end? 

om Concern -- well, I think we offered you some 


specific words last week, but obviously we're concerned about 
theic detention. 


Q John, can I ask you to take the question on 
Checnenko's statement on militarization of space? 


A Take a look at it. 


Q Take a look -- 


A Sure. 

Q -- and see whether there is -- 

A Sure. 

Q -- see whether there is anything there. 
A Sure. 

Q O.K. 


Can I also ask you another question related? There’ 








Seen a lot of discussion, obviously, as the White House 
prepares its budget and so on, with the Hill over what steps 
are going to be taken to cut the deficit and cut the budget and 
so on. A number of statements from the Hill in the last few 
days have been very strong along the line of, if you're going 
to have cuts in domestic spending you" re going to have to have 
cuts in military spending. 


Does the State Department have a view on how such 
Statements and the debate over the defense budget at this 
moment might or might not affect Secretary Shultz's dealings 
with Gromyko in January? 


4 I haven't heard such a view expressed, but 
obviously the Secretary is involved in the overall discussion 
of the budget situation, and I'm sure he's made his views known 
abouc various aspects on it to the President. 


Q Will the Scate Department budget be affected in 
any way by those discussions? 


4 I don't know; I don't know, George. 


Q Anything on Murphy's travels? 


A He's still here at the moment. 

Q And tomorrow? 

4 Well, when he goes we'll get back to you and let 
you know. 

Q John, yesterday I asked for further comment on 


this question of why the United States continues to abide by 
the -- 


Q -- SALT agreements even though there are reports 
of Soviet violations -- 


Q -- and I -- no one was able to come up with any 
new words yesterday. Do you have anything? 


A I don't; I don't. 


Q Any comment on the NATO 7.8 billion dollar pledge 
on -- 


y AQ , 
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A No, I don't. 
Q -- conventional forces? 


a I think Secretary Weinberger had some comment 
this morning, but I don't. I can't take it any further. 


Q Anything new on a decision on UNESCO -- where 
that decision stands? 

M No. As you know, we took that decision -- or 
gave indications last year -- that we would leave. I think the 


expiration date is December 31. We've been looking at the 
measures that have been taken so far this year, and the 
question of the United States‘s departure is something that's 
being looked at, and I suspect we'll have something soon on 
that. 


Q Any consideration being given to put that date 
off? I understand some of the European countries have asked us 
to postpone our decision. 


oy I'm not aware of any consideration to postpone 
the decision. 


Q John, do you have anything on why the UNESCO 
chief cancelled his planned trip to the United States? 


A The UNESCO chief? 


Q Yes. 

A Mc. M' Bow? 

Q Right. 

A Cancelled his trip ts the United States? 

Q Yes. He's supposed to be here. 

A I didn't know that. Didn't know he had. 

Q Will it be announced this week, do you think, or 
is it -- Where does that decision stand? 

4 This week -- no, I would think not this week. I 


would think next week. 


Q Do you have anything on President General Hag in 
Pakistan? He called for a referendum on December 19. Now, 








ll 


he's the only one candidate. He doesn't allow anybody else to 
be in the referendum. 


oe Uh-huh. I think we had some guidance on that 
earlier this week. Won't take you very far, but you can take a 
look at what there was. 


Q He didn't (inaudible) showing the worid that he's 
really a dictator. 


y Why don't you take a look at the guidance we 
already produced on that? 


Q Do you have any more on the Howe meeting? Is the 
purpose of that to consult on the Gromyko meeting? 


f No. This is something that Sir Geoffrey and the 
Secretary had talked about over the months, making available 
time for such a discussion, and it was raised again when the 
Secretary met with Mrs. Thatcher in Delhi for Mrs. Gandhi's 
funeral. But I don’t have anything on the agenda. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:23 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #218 


. FRIDAY. DECEMBER 7, 1984, 12:25 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: I've got a couple of housekeeping or 
planning announcements for you up front: 


Firstly. at 2:00 o'clock this afternoon there will be 
a BACKGROUNDER in this briefing room on the upcoming visit of 
President Seyni Kountche of Niger. 


Announcement on an in-house conference on 
International Human Rights Day: Monday, December 10, is 
International Human Rights Day. That day, in recognition of 
the 36th anniversary of the signing of the U.N. Universal 
Declaration of Human Rights, the Department's Bureau of Human 
Rights and Humanitarian Affairs will host a conference to 
discuss the impact of the “Zionism Equals Racism” Resolution 
passed by the U.N. General Assembly nine years ago. The 
conference, which is being sponsored by the World Zionist 
Organization in cooperation with the World Jewish Congress and 
the International B'nai B'rith, will be held in the Loy 
Henderson Auditorium from 10:00 o'clock in the morning until 
§:00 o'clock in the afternoon. 


Among the guest speakers will be Ambassador Jeane 
Kirkpatrick, Assistant Secretary of State Elliott Abrams, 
Senator Patrick Moynihan, and Israeli Ambassador Meir Rosenne. 
Members of the press will be welcome. That's Monday, December 
10, International Human Rights Day, conference from 10:00 
o'clock til 5:00 o'clock. 





That's all I have for you. 


Q Do you have a detailed schedule of that or will 
you have it released later -- speaking times and such? 


A I don't know whether we have a detailed schedule 
at this stage, but we'll certainly work on it for you. 


Q Okay. John, can you give us what update you have 
on the hijacking? 





x Well, I'll give you what we have. The 
terrorists’ demand that they be allowed to broadcast has 
apparently been met, and that broadcast has been made. 


They promised that after that broadcast they would 
release more prisoners. As of a few minutes ago when I came 
out here, there was no evidence that any further prisoners had 
been released. Indeed, there were some disturbing press 
reports that there has been further shooting in or around the 
aircraft. 


The terrorists claim that they have killed five 
people. They claim that among those five are two Americans: 
Charles Hegna and William Stanford. There is some confirming 
evidence that these two AID officers might be those who are 
‘Killed, but we are etill not at the stage where we can offer 
positive identification. 


Data which would identify them has been acquired by 
the Swiss who represent our interests in Tehran. That material 
is in process of being sent to us for our examination. 


In addition, the Swiss have asked that the bodies be 
turned over to them for shipment to the United States, and we 
continue to work on all of that. 


That's really about all I have for you at this stage. 
Basing our analysis on the various reports that are available, 
we think that between 53 and 60 hostages are still aboard the 
aiccraft; and, of course, the President and other officials in 
the government have been working closely with other governments 
and individuals in an effort to resolve this tragedy. 


Q John, in that statement that you mention, the 
terrorists listed four names -- one American and three Kuwaiti 
officials -- and they said they would kill them. You dida’'t 
make reference to that. 


A No. What I was speaking to was a report that we 
had indicating the terrorists had broadcast -- 


Q But you've also seen the -- you've also seen a 
copy of that broadcast report on FBIS, and it lists the name of 
a Stanley Stevers, a U.S. AID employee and a worker at the 


White House, according to the terrorists, even though garbled -- 


A Well, we think -- 


Q -- and three Kuwaiti names. 


/ 
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a We think from what they have said -- and there's 
a garble in one of the names -- but we think, from what they 
have said and some evidence that we think corroborates that 
Claim, that two AID officials -- and we think those two are 
Charies Hegna and William Stanford -- we think the probability 
is quite high that those have been murdered. 


As I say. we are looking at obvious further data that 
is on its way to us that would help us make a final judgment.f 


Q John, I hate to press you on this, but so you're 
not acknowledging that they have in fact in theic broadcast 
statement said that the cemaining Americans and others would 
never leave the plane alive, that they would be killed or 
buried under the wreckage of the aircraft. I think that was 
the -- 





A I'm not going to discuss the status of any other 
Americans who may be on that plane. 

Q Is it true -- 

Q Well, how many Americane are on board, as far as 


we know, still on board? 


n I'm not going to get into how many Americans we 
think are on the plane, for cather obvious reasons. 


Q John, Ambassador Oakley suggested last night on 
ABC's “Nightline” that he believed the Iranian Government was 
in collusion with the terrorists. 


Is that a State Department view? 


a I think the President addressed that this 
morning, and I think you should go back and look at the 
President's exact words. But I think the President made the 
point that there was no evidence, that he was in a position to 
offer, of direct complicity; but I think the President also 
said that he felt there were certainly areas in which the 
Iranian authorities had not moved with dispatch or had not been 
as effective as we would like to see happen. 


Q John, what areas might those be? 


A Well, I think that in the past the Iranian 
authorities have proved themselves capable of acting forcefully 
and effectively in the case of hijackers. and I think there are 
also -- there is this question of the way events have been 








handled. It is not usual in hijacking cases to permit 
hijackers the kind of access to the media that has taken place 
in this particular case. It is not generally thought to be the 
most efficient way of dealing with hijackers to permit 
photographers to board the plane and photograph corpses. So 
those are some of the areas in which we think the procedure has 
not been as efficient as we would like. 


Q Can © follow on that? Bota you and Ambassador 
Oakley appear to be saying that the view of the United States 
is that the Iraniars should have taken military action by now. 


A Well, I don't think we're saying that. We're 
saying that there are a variety of ways of handling hijacking 
statements, and I don't think it's for us to say at what stage 
you assault an aircraft. However, this has been going on for 
some time. There have been threats to murder individuals. 
Those threats have teen carried out, and murders have taken 
place. And I'm not pinpointing the time at which other methods 
should be overtaken by military action, but I certainly -- thac 
is something that the experts would take into account. 


Q John, have they met the requirements of the Hague 
Convention in ail atpects in this? 


A Well, I think [I'll leave you with these words 
I've offered today in the areas where we think they could have 
been more effective. 


Q John, who have you identified -- 


Q What is the nature of our contact with the 
Iranian Government? Is it only through -- 


A Well, we have no direct presence there, but we're 
-~- preimacily the Swiss, but of course there are other presences 
there, and, of course, there are a number of other leaders to 
whom the President has spoken and who are making their views 
known. 


Q John, in reference, in fact, John, to a message 
to the leader of Kuwait, is there anything you can tell us 
about the nature of that message and whether or not the United 
States has sought the release of anyone? 


A Well, the United States’ position in hijacking 
cases is not one of compromise, and I do not think the poe ion 
of Kuwait has been one of compromise, and we certainly hav 
supported Kuwait's position. 








Q How would you describe the negotiations now going 


Q (Inaudible) -- 


A Not really. There has obviously been a lot of 
back and forth between ourselves and a variety of goverments 
who are in touch with Iran, who might be in touch with Iran, or 
who could be helpful in this case. There are, of course, other 
governments whose nationals are on that aircraft, and they're 
making similar contacts. So there's a lot of activity. 


Q John, how would you characterize the negotiations 
now going on between Kuwait and the hijackers? 


A Well, I don't think I would. I think I'd like 
the Kuwaitis characterize those negotiations. 


Q Are you more pessimistic than previous -- on 
previous occasions, or more optimistic? 


A I don't think we'd use that characterization. It 
is a very, very difficult and dangerous situation. 


Q John, what other information do you have on -- 


Q John, can you tell us who else the President -- 
you said the President -- 


A Excuse me, Ralph. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q What information do you have on who these 
hijackers are, and what connection they may have with any 
groups in Iran that bombed our -- 

A Nothing for you on that. 


Q Can you take that? 





A No. I don't think we'll have anything on that 
for you. 


Q You said the President had spoken to a number of 
leaders. 


A I did. He may have spoken to some by -- you 
know, person-to-person. I don't know. I really was referring 
to cabled messages. 


Q Okay. 

Q John, whom do you have -- somewhat different from 
Mike's question -- whom do you hold responsible for the 
hijacking? 

A I assume the individuals who have murdered a 


number of citizens and who are presently holding that aircraft 
illegally on the ground. 


Q But do you know -- what's theirc name? Whom do 
they belong *» 


A No, I don't have anything for you on that. 
Q The hijackers say they are not responsible, John. 


A Oh, really? It seems rather an astonishing 
statement. 


Q John, what role does Algeria is playing in this 
matter? (sic) 


A I'm not going to get into what countries we're 
involved with or not involved with. 


Q John, I understand the State Department has 
direct contact with the control tower in Tehran. What kind of 
message are you getting? 

A I'm not aware of such direct contact. 


Q Would you characterize Iran as being 
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cooperative or uncooperative with U.S. efforts to gain 
information about the Americans or about the hijacking? 


A Well, as you know, we have no direct American 
presence there and there's no direct contact with the Iranians, 
so our discussions are going on through the Swiss. 


It is not the easiest capital in the world i which to 
operate. It is the Islamic Sabbath today. There are a number 
of complications. Telephone lines are sometimes cut. There 
are all kinds of complications to what is going forward there. 


Q You say that any cooperation the Iranians may 
have been providing is now suspended because of the Sabbath? 


A No, I'm not saying that. I'm saying that insofar 
as reaching government officials and that kind of thing, I'm 
just pointing out to you that it is their Sabbath. 


Q John -- 
A John? 
Q To go back to the original bombing in Kuwait, 


what ‘position did we finally arrive at about Iranian complicity 
in that? 


A I'd have to go back to whatever words -- I'm not 
going to wing that one, John. We'd go back to whatever words 
we used at the time. 


Q Can you be helpful at all in terms of what 
response we've had, if an’, from the Iranian Government to our 
pleas through the Swiss and other governments for them to take 
more positive action? Have they given us any kind of -- 


A No, I don't really think I can. 
Q But we have had a response from them? 


A Well, we haven't -- obviously, various parties 
are in touch with the Iranians and urging them to bring to an 
end this -- 


Q Can you say whether the responses we've had from 
the Iranian Government through these other parties tends to 
confirm the belief that there is some complicity on the part of 
the Iranian Government? 


A No, I can't. I'm just going to leave you with 
the President's words of this morning. 





Q John, there was a report that the Iranian 
negotiator, Mr. Mir-Salim, had initially taken the tactic of 
attempting to persuade the Kuwaitis to accept the hijackers’ 
demands rather than to persuade the hijackers to give up. Do 
you have anything to confirm that on the record? 


A ‘No, I don't. I'm not aware of that. 


But I think the fact is that the Kuwaiti Government's 
position has been made very clear by the Kuwaitis. 


Q If we find out at some future point who's 
responsible as an organization, or even a country, would we 
consider responding against the organization or country, not 
the individuals directly involved now? 


A I think that's the kind of decision the President 
would make. 


Q John, in the first part of your statement, you 
used the word “prisoners,” referring to hostages. 


A Uh-huh. 


Q Was that the language of the hijackers, or the 
language used by you, referring to them? 


A I guess I was using the term interchangeably -- 
hostage and prisoners. 


Q Why is that? 


A I guess because I feel that are both prisoners 
and hostages. I'm not sure I see the subtle distinction. 


Q If it has any political significance, I mean? 
When you use the word "prisoners" maybe you mean prisoners of 
war? 


A No, I would not read that -- I certainly would 
not read any suggestion that there is any legality attached to 
the action that these terrorists have taken. 


Q John, has the U.S. asked any of the governments 
it's been in contact with on this episode to express to the 
Government of Iran just how deeply the United States feels 
about this incident? 


A Oh, I think that's a given. I think that various 
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governments whose nationals are held on that plane have 
indicated how deeply they feel. 


Q John, do you have any indication -- 


Q Do we have evidence from some of the people who 
have been released that the hijackers indeed are members of 
this extremist Hizballah, Party of God, Shi'ite group? 


A No. We have -- I think those who are released 
have indicated that all of the discussion, or all of the 
language used by the hijackers, has been Arabic, that they do 
not speak much English. And, of course, you've seen the same 
reports that we have of roughing up and abuse on the aircraft 
and the separation of Americans and Kuwaitis from others in the 
plane. 


Q But is there anything more to indicate -- you 
know, this party has threatened American interests for a long 
time, and indeed a lot of the threats you've picked up were 
traced to this one. Anything more to indicate that this group 
is responsible? 


A No, I don't have anything that we can offer you 
on that, and I'm not aware that any of those who have come off 
the plane have identified the hijackers as belonging to a 
specific group. 


Q John, on the basis of your -- of the same reports 
that you just referred to, do you have any indication of how 
the remaining Americans on the plane are being treated or have 
been treated so far? Have they been subject to abuse and 
torture, and so on, or do you have any indication about that? 


A I think the indications are that prior to the 
apparent killing of two Americans, and probably continuing 
after that, the treatment has not been good. 

Q Of the Americans? 

A Yes. 


Q John, on the basis of contacts with the Iranian 
officials, have they asked for anything in return to cooperate? 


A Certainly not to us, but I'm not aware of such 
requests. I mean, it is the hijackers who have laid down 
demands. I'm not aware of any Iranian request. 


Q John, you have now a special working group 
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dealing with this issue? 

4 Yes. 

Q And without mentioning any countries -- you don't 
want to mention countries which are interceding into this -- 
are you in consultation with just about all countries 
surrounding this area? 

A A lot of interchange going on. 

Q And where did the broadcast that you just 
mentioned earlier, where did it originate? Did it originate 
from Tehran or Kuwait? 


hr That is -- what we have, I think, is an Iranian 
news agency account of that broadcast. 


Q But it was originated from Tehran or -- 
A I think so; yes. 

Q Not from Kuwait? 

A I think from Tehran: yes. 


Q Where is Ambassador Murphy? Is he playing any 
role in this -- 


A Ambassador Murphy is in Saudi Arabia today. 


Q Is he playing any role in this incident? 


A I'm not aware of any role, but of course he's in 
the area and I'm sure he's abreast of what is happening. 


Q John, what can you say to families of members of 
the Foreign Service or Diplomatic Corps about the U.S. response 
to terrorism directed at them which seems to be escalating in 
the last couple of years? 


A I would say that it is escalating in the past 
couple years. 


Q Well, perhaps -- is there nothing -- no new 
American response that may come out of this increased terrorism? 


A Well, a great deal has been done, as you know. 
Secretary Shultz is very deeply involved in this himself 
insofar as the physical protection of our Embassies and the 
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physical protection of Foreign Service Officers, Foreign 
Service Nationals. The aim, however, is not to turn those 
embassies into redoubts, into fortresses. The Foreign Service 
has a job to dv; it has to interchange with people in that 
area. People have got to come to those embassies, so you have 
to protect them in such a way that you maintain that access and 
keep them open for business, which is -- 


~ -MORE - - 
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Q Is there any way to protect them when they're 
traveling in two's or three's, or individually, throughout 
commercial airline routes? 


A Well. a lot of thinking is being done, and 
obviously a lot of emphasis is being devoted to intelligence, 
but obviously incidents like this will occur. 


Q John -- 


Q Has there been an abandonment, John, in your 
policy in what the President enunciated as "swift and effective 
retribution?" 


A I don't think I'm really going to address the 
question of what the United States might or might not do in any 
given situation. 


Q No. I just wondered -- that policy is not 
inoperative, is it? 


aq Everybody's statements are out there. and you 
have read them and they're still operative. 


Q The only reason I ask, John, once again, here's 
another terrorism against Americans. And in 1981, the 
President promised there would be swift and effective 
retribution, and there hasn't been to my knowledge. Now, you 
correct me if I'm wrong. 


A No. But I did say in the beginning of my answer 
to you, in the light of each case you have to make that 
decision; you have to look at what the area is that you're 


talking about, what the conditions are there, and what the 
options are for response. 


Q Well, in other words, the policy is still there, 
it's just never been put into action, has it? 


A Well, the policy is there. 

Q Right. 

Q John, in this broadcast, I see that the hijackers 
have demanded that their statement, which was broadcast over 


Iranian radio, also be broadcast over Kuwaiti radio -- 


A Uh-huh. 


Sin” 
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Q -- that if that is done, they will release 
another group of passengers. Does the United States think that 
would be helpful or not? 


A I’m not aware of that, Terry, and I don't know 
what the Kuwaiti response has been. 


Q How do you characterize the Kuwaiti position? 
Are they cooperative with the U.S. Government in this regard or 
less cooperative? 


A Well, if you mean, has there been a lot of 
interchange and is there a lot of common concern and a lot of 
common action intended to bring this to an end, the answer is 
yes. 


Q How about the other Arab governments in the area? 


hr. There is such interchange and there is such 
cooperation, but I'm not going to give you a country-by- country 
list of who we are talking to and who is helping. 


Q Do you mean that they have different positions 
towards the episode? 


A I didn't say that. There are people who 
obviously have better access to the Iranian Government than 
others, not only in the Arab world but elsewhere in the world. 
And I think it is logical that one would tend to work with 
those who have access and influence. 


Q May I go back to my question about Algeria, 
because the wire says that the Algerian Foreign Minister, I 
believe, has summoned the Iranian Ambassador to the palace or 
to his office to talk about the issue. 

A Uh-huh. 

Q Can you, because Iran played a role -- 


A No, I just said I'm not going to identify 
specific countries. 


Q John, is the U.S. planning to go to the United 
Nations at all with this? 


A I'm not aware of any thinking about that this 
morning, but obviously one never rules anything out. 


Q Is there anything you can tell us about U.S. 
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movements of military bardware, either for rescue or removal 
purposes or for any other reason in the region? 


A No., no. 


Q Has there been any movement in response to this 
incident? 


A Not going to answer that question. 
Q New subject? 
A Yes. 


Q John, what can you tell us beyond what has been 
said about the talks with the Cubans? Where do we go from here? 


A It seems to me that there was some guidance on 
that yesterday. 


Q Yes, but would you like to go beyond your 
guidance? 

A I was in Miami all of yesterday -- well, not all 
of yesterday 
Q It's close to Cuba. (Laughter) 

A It doesn't help my knowledge. 

Q What can you tell us about Secretary Shultz's 


meeting with President Duarte? 


A They met for about 50 minutes. They discussed 
the economic situation in El Salvador. They discussed the 
initiatives that President Duarte had taken in terms of 
dialogue with the guerrillas, of which, as you know, the United 
States has been very supportive. And certainly the fact that 
the guerrillas were as intransigent and hard-l.ned as they were 
at the last meeting was very disappointing to us and obviously 
disappointing to President Duarte. 


Q (Inaudible) 

A Did not discuss Lopez Sibrian -- 
Q There were no -- 
A 


-- aS I recall. 
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Q John, any further information on new requests 
from Israel for increased aid? 


A I don't, no. 


Q Mr. Hughes, the arrest and later release of the 
gentleman from Union Carbide in India, what do you Know about 
what happened in communications between the two countries? 


A I'll give you what I have on that. We understand 
that officials in the state where Bhopal is located issued an 
order calling for the house arrest of Mr. Anderson, Warren 
Anderson -- he's the Chairman of Union Carbide. That order has 
been rescinded, and he has proceeded to New Delhi where he is 
-- this says “scheduled to hold a press conference,” but in 
fact I think he has held a press conference. And I guess we 
should refer you to Union Carbide for anything further they 
might want to offer. 


From an official U.S. perspective, the Centers for 
Disease Control is dispatching a team to India to assist with 
public health assessments, and of course we remain in regular 
contact with Indian officials and are prepared to assist as 
appropriate. 


Q Mc. Speakes spoke of some kind of communication 
between the two countries. What was that communication? Was 
there a role played by the United States? 


A Oh, I'm sure our Embassy in Delhi was in touch 
with Indian officials on a matter like this, but I don't have 
anything further on it. 


Lester. 


Q Yes. John, today, 13 of President Reagan's 
fellow Republican conservatives who are directors of 
Organizations that strongly supported his reelection took out a 
full page in the Washington Times charging that Chester Crocker 
is, in their view, pursuing a policy that is likely to 
consolidate a Marxist dictatorship in Mozambique, undercut 
Savimbi in his efforts to defeat a Marxist-Leninist tyranny in 
Angola and install the pro-Soviet terrorists, SWAPO, in Namibia. 


A Uh-huh. 
Q And my question is, what is the State 


Department's response to these serious charges by the 
President's fellow conservatives? 
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A Don't have any responses to those charges, but I 
know what Secretary Crocker has been doing, and that is to try 
to help bring peace to southern Africa. 


Q O.K. Could I follow up? I have a -- the reports 
of Bernie Kalb's succeeding you said that you are going back to 
the newspapers that you own on Cape Cod. 


A Hm-mm. 

Q For human interests’ sake, could I ask how many 
are there and where? And this gives you an opportunity to 
advertise. (Laughter) 


A Well, I don't want to be promotional, but they 
are a small group of community newspapers. 


Q How many? 


A There are five. 

Q Five? 

A Yes. 

Q What are they called? The Hughes papers? 
A I'll give you this in a somewhat less -- 


Q Do your reporters ever have problems with 
Massachusetts state or municipal government press secretaries 
who show favoritism toward the big media such as the Boston 


Globe and the New Bedford Standard? 


Just human interest, John 


A Our reporters are incisive and unbending in the 
pursuit of news. (Laughter) 

Q Anything on -- do we expect a UNESCO announcement 
soon? 

Nn I would look to next week for that. 

Q Sometime next week? 

nN Early next week. 


Q Anything on a U.S. pullout from the Food and 
Agriculture Organization? 
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, x Well, I think I would pursue that with the White 
House. That obviously is in the area of the budget cuts the 
President is seeking to make, and I think we will refer you to 
the White House on that. 


Q Has the State Department been consulted about 
that, John? 


x I think I will refer you to the White House on 
that. 

Q How about the text of the Secretary's cemarks 
Sunday? 

By Working like beavers on that, and the beavers 


have not produced anything on that. (Laughter) 

Q They look asleep. 

N The beavers are doing that. (Laughter) 

Q John, as to your announcement about the 
conference December 10 on the International Human Rights Day, 
who will be footing the bill for this conference? Is it the 
State Department of the World Zionist Organization and B'nai 
B'rith? 

a I don't have that at the back of my head. 

Q Well, could you check on that, please? 

N Be glad to take a look at it for you. 


Q Mc. Hughes, back on India for just a moment, does 
the United States consider the arrest of an American who is the 
head of a multinational corporation something within the 
legalities of world law? 


KR Well, I think our Embassy in Delhi -- that's the 
kind of question that they would be looking at, if they are 


looking at it, in the light of Indian law, given the fact that 
this seems to be a closed chapter. 


vyhank you 


(The briefing concluded at 12:52 P.M.) 
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MR. HUGHES: I guess we ought to get this show on the 
road I have a couple of announcements. 


Available in the Press Office is the prepared 
statement by Assistant Secretary for International 
Organizations Gregory Newell. That was before the Senate 
Committee on Labor and Human Resources Testimony is on UNESCO 


Secondly, regarding the siagn-up list for the 
Secretary's trip to Geneva on January 7 and 8 for his meetings 
with Foreign Minister Gromyko, we've posted a sign-up sheet in 
the main Press Office for those of you who are interested in 
applying for a seat on board the Secretary's plane, but don't 
everybody get too excited. Although we've posted the sign-up 
sheet, we really don't have a decision yet on whether press 
will be going, or if press will be going, how many seats will 
be available for the press so it's a kind of provisional thing, 
to let you do a little advance thinking and let us get an idea 
of how many would like to go. And that List will be taken 
down, applications closed at noon on Wednesday, December 26. 


Q What's the -~-- do you have any sense now of 
whether that will be -- will there be any other stops on that 
trip? 

A I don't have -~ I don't think there is any firm 


plan, but I wouldn't rule out the possibility that there might 
be. 


Q But there will be no major -~ you don't think 
there will be -- it would tie the Eastern European (inaudible) 
to that, or any of that sort of thing? 

“ No, no. That's all I have. 


Q Are we satisfied with the Iranian performance in 
the hijacking incident? 





a Well, as you know, Greg, we have two Americans 
still in Tehran. And I think what we would like to do is wait 
until they are returned to American soil and we have had an 
opportunity to talk to them before we offer any further comment 
about the details of their treatment. 


Let me follow up. Mr. Oakley had suggested on 
"Nightline" on ABC the other day that the Iranians were in 
collusion with the hijackers I'm just wondering if, in fact, 
the [ranians helped to free the hostages that we still feel 
there might have been collusion? 


A Well, [ think the President addressed himself to 
that last week and I think we'll remain with his language. 


As I say, obviously, we are interested in further 
details of what took place and how people were treated, and so 
forth and so on. So I think we would like to see those two 
Americans out of Iran and in a position where we could talk to 
them before we offer any further comment on that. 


Q Do you see any difference in -~ yet -- in the way 
the Americans are being treated in comparison with how the 
Iranians are treating the other hostages? 


A You mean post release? 

Q Post release. 

A I guess I won't get into that insofar as the 
Kuwaitis are concerned. As far as the Americans are concerned, 


a representative of the Swiss Embassy, which represents U.S. 
interests in Tehran, has visited the two who are free: Mr. 
Charles Kapar. He's a Foreign Service Officer with AID. He's 
Stationed in Karachi. He's a regional auditor. And Mr. John 
Costa, who is a private business man. We have biographic 
information on the three AID employees, the one now being 
treated medically in Tehran and the two others who we believe 
to have been killed. As you know, those are Mr. Hegna and Mr. 
Stanford. We're still not able to offer final confirmation on 
those two until we -- until the remains are returned to the 
United States But we believe that they are Mr. Hegna and Mr 
Stanford, and obviously our sympathies go out to the families 
of both of them. 


As I say, we have biographic information on all three 
of the AID employees in the Press Office. Mr. Costa is not a 
U.S. Government employee, and we have no biographic information 
or, indeed, any further details on him. 








The arrangements for the return of the remains and the 
two Americans who are alive are presently going on. Don't have 
any conclusion on that for you. Our initial report, which 
appears to be verified by television footage, is that both Mr. 
Kapar and Mr. Costa have no debilitating physical injuries, 
although, of course, there have been these reports of ill 
treatment and cigarette burning. But, as I say, we would Like 
to wait for more detailed information until they can be 
returned to U.S. custody ard we have an opportunity to debrief 
them 


Q Is it likely they will go through Pakistan? 


a A number of ideas and options are being worked, 
but as of the time I came out here, nothing had been firmed up. 


Q John, has there been anything in the way of a 
message from the Secretary, or from anyone else, to the ILIranian 
authorities? 

fs Not that I'm aware of 


Q Do you now know anything more about the identity 
of the hijackers? 


A No, they are in the custody of the Iranian 
authorities. 
Q What do you have to say about what you expect to 


happen to them? 


a We expect that Iran would carry out its clear 
obligations and either try them or see that they are extradited 
to a country where they would be tried. 


Q What are your concerns that they took so long to 
storm the plane? 


ms Well, as I say, I think we have two Americans in 
Tehran, in Iranian facilities, and I think we will wait until 
they are back in U.S. custody and we can talk to them before we 
have any further comment on the handling of the situation. 


Q John, when you say “Either try them or extradite 
to a country that would try them," would you expect that 
country to be Kuwait, because of the route of the plane or 
would you -—- 


A Well, I'm not a lawyer. 





Q -- think the United States would be a possibilit\? 

A To the where? 

Q Would the United States be a possibility? 

a I'm not aware that the United States -- 

Q Because of those murders? 

A ~- is a possibility. That seems to ine 
unthinkable. I'm not a lawyer, but I would think Kuwait is the 


appropriate country. 


Q John, last night on the networks were a story 
that -- implying that the whole hijacking was coordinated or 
possibly concocted with the Iranian Government, and when the 
Iranian Government saw that there was a lot of pressure from 
Algeria and Syria, and other countries, that they changed the 
course of the whole thing and they did what they did in the 
last 24 hours; can you comment on that? 


A Well, only to confirm the obvious. That there 
were a lot -- there was a lot of international diplomatic 
activity going on; that we were in touch with a fair number of 
governments as were other countries who had nationals on that 
aircraft. And, undoubtedly, a number of governments were 
making their views known and making our views, and the views of 
other governments, known to the Iranians. 


Q So you'll not give any substance or you'll not 
comment on this -- in the story that the [ranian Government or 
the whole hijacking was in coordination with the Lranian 
Government from the beginning? 


A No, I'm not commenting on that. 


Q John, there was talk around the fringes of this 
whole thing for several days about the possibility of 
retaliation; is that now unlikely in the view of the way -- 


) Well, you know, I think we have taken the 
position, John, that we simply don't talk about the possibility 
of retaliation, and I think we will continue to hold that line. 


Q Do we know anything more about, you know, what 
kind of a target that would exist, who these hijackers are? Il 
mean, is there any -- 








a Well, I don't have anything more to offer -- 


Q John, do you consider this a “rescue” last night 
of the Americans -- of the two Americans -- and others? 
a I don't know quite how to describe it, Ralph. I 


think, as I say, for more specific details, we'll wait until 
our nationals are back in our custody. 


Q John, do we know why the Americans did not go out 
with the first group of hostages who were released and left 
Tehran this morning? 


A Let me be sure I understand your question. Are 
you suggesting that all the others who were released yesterday 
have now left? Because, if you are, you're ahead of me. I 
don't know that. 


Q I don't know that they've all left, but I 
understand that a planeload of hostages has left Iran. Do you 
know if that's true? Is that -- 


A I do not know if that's true. [t is possible, 
but I think the negotiation is involving -- 


Q Larry Speaks at the White House this morning 
indicated that a plane had gone from Tehran to Pakistan. 


4 Well, maybe he's ahead of us. I don't -- [I'm wot 
aware of that now. We don't seem to know that here. 


Q So you don't know why then the Americans have not 
left, presumably? 


A No. I wouldn't try to draw a conclusion though, 
if that is the case. 


Q John, two follow-up questions of what you said 
earlier. If I understood you right, at the beginning you said 
"you did not want to say anymore until they were on American 
soil;" later, you said, “until they were in American custody," 
or another phrase, "had left Iran." 


a American custody, [ think, was probably the best 


Q What does that mean -~ “American custody?" Some 
place out of Iran, like an air base in -- 





A Well, I think it's unlikely we'll be able to 





interview them in Iran, so I think we'll wait until we are ina 
position where we can talk to them. 


Q And, secondly, with regard to contacts with other 
governments, did the United States, at any time, send a message 
specifically to the authorities in Iran, addressed to them? 


A I'm not going to get into the various channels 
that we used, which were numerous. But if your question 
basically is, could there have been doubt in the Iranian 
authorities mind about the seriousness of the situation, the 
seriousness with which we considered the whole matter, the 
answer to that is no. 


Q I wasn't asking you about the channel; I was 
asking you about whether the United States Government addressed 
itself to Iran and said, “we make this de marche to the Iranian 
Government...“ through whatever channel was used? 


A I think the Swiss -- while not responding to that 
question, we are represented in Tehran by the Swiss, and they 
did represent us and our views. 


Q But did they present something from the U.S 
Government to the Iranian authorities? 


a I just really am not going to get into detail. 


~-MORE-- 






















Q John, is there any problem at this point over the 
-- the negotiations .hat deal with the release of the two 
living Americans, is there any distinction between the 
negotiations going on over that and the release of the bodies? 


At one point last week, I thought at least, that one 
of the bodies had in fact been released to the custody of the 
Swiss and the other had not. 


A No. That's not true. 


Q So at this point the Americans -- the living 
Americans and the remains are all in the custody of Iran at 
this moment. 


a That's correct. 


Q And are the negotiations all one set of 
negotiations, or is there some distinction being made by the 
Government of Iran over return of -- 


A No. I wouldn't say there's a distinction being 
made by Iran. I think the Iranian authorities feel that the 
two Americans who are alive would be best served by remaining 
in -- under medical observation for 24 hours. 


Q John, what issues do you hope to learn more about 
by talking to the surviving hostages? 


A I think we would, if they are prepared -- 
certainly in the case of the non-Government official, if he is 
prepared to talk with us -~ but presumably in the case of the 


AID official, they might be able to offer some more details 
about the hijackers, about what happened, about what happened 
when, about their treatment, and negotiations that might have 
taken place between the hijackers and the -- 


Q So it's your view that they could shed more light 
on the Iranian conduct of -- 


A Well, one doesn't know. It depends where they 
were in the plane, depends what they saw, depends what access 
they had to events and to the back and forth. 


Q John, I draw from an earlier answer that we had 
asked for the quick release of the Americans -- the two live 
Americans, and that the Iranians said, "No, we're going to keep 
them for 24 hours for medical observation." Is that a correct 





4 It's a little more complicated than that, Hank. 
I'm sure you're aware of the kind of environment in which 
discussions go on in Tehran between Western Governments and the 
Iranian authorities. Beycnd that, there are some complications 
about transportation, about what aircraft, about whose aircraft 
people would move out on. 


I mean these are simply -— I'm not suggesting anything 
sinister here. I'm suggesting there are just some practical 
arrangements, given the number of flights, given the countries 
whose aircraft fly into Tehran, given the kind of clearances 
for various people's aircraft that fly into Tehran. So there's 
a fair amount of negotiating to be done. 


Q Why has it taken so long to get return of the 
bodies? Are they to be considered part of a single package 
return, or why has that been held up so long, John? 


A Well, it -- as [ say, it is part of the 
environment of doing business in Tehran. There have been. some 
complications, one of which, as you know, was the holy day, but 
the Swiss are doing the best they can on our behalf, and we 
hope that that will be brought to a conclusion soon 


Q Do you think the two living Americans are lucky 
to get out of there alive, and just how thankful are you for 
their release? 


A I guess you'd have to ask them when you're able 
to get your cameras on them. 


Q Well, what's your answer? 


a Well, I assume they're lucky. Two suffered a 
very tragic fate, and two are alive. I'm sure they're very 
grateful. 


Q John, do you have any readout on the Secretary's 
meeting with Mr. Shamir yesterday? 


A Well, it went on for about an hour. I would say 
that a lot of the discussion centered on Israel's economic 
Situation and continuing consultations that we are having with 
the Israelis about that. 


There was also, as one might expect, a general 
discussion of events in the region and developments in the 
region. 








Q John, did the Israelis make a specific aid 
request at this meeting? 


is] I guess I would like to answer that in two ways. 
Basically, I'd like to steer you away from that story, without 
responding in very great detail to what was discussed. 


Q John, did the Israelis offer to assist in any way 
in connection with the hijacking incident? 

i) I'm not going to get into that. 

Q Did they discuss the negotiations in Lebanon now? 

A There was a general discussion of the Lebanon 
situation. 

Q Did Israel ask the United States to make some 


statement or assurance regarding its attitude toward Mr. 
Mubarak's recent statements about the next steps in the peace 
process? 


A No. Not that I can recall. No. Not a request 
for a statement. No. 


Q What is their attitude regarding what the US 
might find to be helpful in this situation? 


A Well, 1 think -~ you know, as always I guess I 
should observe the Secretary's rule, which is that the Israelis 
have to talk for themselves, and we will talk -- 


Q All right. What is your attitude toward Mr. 
Mubarak's recent statements? 


ie) There was a general discussion of the 
relationship, obviously, between Egypt and Israel. No secret 
that we would like to see that relationship stronger than it is. 


Q John, do you have an idea how long will Mr. 
Murphy be in the Middle East touring the area? 


A I don't know how long he will be there He is in 
Lebanon this morning. He was in Israel over the weekend. 


Q John, yesterday's Soston Globe says that the 
Secretary of State may offer a three-year moratorium on 


anti-missile testing to the Soviets, but in the last two weeks 
hath Uice Precident fF h and =" ae . , 
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indicated that the defensive weapons won't be a bargaining 
chip, there will be a new context. 


Can you comment on that Globe report? 
A No. Don't have anything.on that. 


Q And a follow-up: Are you aware of the reports 
that the Soviets are in the middle of implementing what is 
known as the Ogarkov Doctrine, a reorganization of Soviet 
strategic war fighting to carry out a one-week takeover of 
Western Europe? 


a I don't have anything on that either. 


Q John, getting back to the Mideast for just a 
second, is President Mubarak coming to visit Washington in 
February? 


A I don't have anything on that for you. 


Q There's a story in the Times -- Washington Times 
this morning to the effect that a retired Air Force officer 
claims to have access to the remains of nine MIA's. Do you 
have anything on that? 





A I don't. No. We, obviously, continue to monitor 
such reports carefully, but I'm in no way suggesting that we 
have such evidence. 


Q John, you mentioned UNESCO at the outset of the 
briefing Has a final decision been made, do you know, on that? 


A I don't know that we have a final decision on 
whether -- you might look to us for something later in the 
week, I think. 


Q It will be announced, do you think -- 

a I think it will be announced. 

Q Here? 

fa Don't know where it will be announced 

Q Back on the MIA's -- do you have any comment on 


the propriety of freelance efforts to locate MIA's? 





A Well, I think the Secretary, 


over the months and 
years, has addressed that particular ques . 
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Q You don't care to paraphrase his remarks? 
a I don't care to paraphrase what he said. No. 


Q Jehn, anything on the Manzanillo talks? When do 
they -- is there another session under way? 


a They're being held today, and I would expect them 
to end tomorrow. That will be the usual pattern: two days of 
taiks. 


Q Any substantive comment on them? 
a No. 
Q John, in the Secretary's remarks in New York -- I 


came in a little bit late. This may have come up before I 
arrived. If it didn't I'd like to ask the question. 


In the Secretary's remarks in New York yesterday, is 
he taking a different posture toward the use of American power 
than Secretary Weinberger? 


a No. (Laughter) 
What aspect did you have in mind? 


Q Well, you seem to be saying that he didn't think 
it would be necessary to develop consensus of public opinion to 
support the use of American power around the world, where 
Secretary Weinberger in a speech a couple of weeks ago at the 
National Press Club seemed to be saying something quite 
differently. 


A Well, Secretary Shultz doesn't see a 
contradiction between what he said and what Secretary 
Weinberger is saying. Both the Secretaries agree that there 
has to be public support for the use of American force under 
the conditions that Secretary Shultz set out, and the use of 
force is a last resort. 


I think Secretary Shultz's view is that there is not 
always the opportunity to conduct a national referendum before 
the use of force in those limited situations which he set out 
in his speech yesterday. 


But I think the point he's also making is that the 
Administration has to gti .tself, has to operate in such a 





manner +hat 44+ Ans . 7" 
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I guess what I'm focusing on is the specific question 
of whether you have a referendum before that force is used, or 
whether the use of it is clearly in line with American 
interests and carried out in such a way that you can count on 
public support. So I don't think the Secretary sees a 
contradiction between himself and Secretary Weinberger on that. 


Q John, has the United States offered India any 
emergency help for this tragedy in Bhopol? 


2) The answer to that is yes. I['m not -- I can't 
Quite recall what the specifics are, but certainly the offer of 
assistance has been made, both to the Indian Government and to 
Union Carbide, and I guess we have dispatched a team to India. 


Q There is a team on its way? 

A Yes. And the exact description of that I think 
we gave you on Friday of last week. The Press Office will have 
it. 


Q John, any comment -- 


A (To Staff) ODOid we not do that? Mr. Romberg 
assures me we did, and, therefore, it must be so. 


Q Any comment on the Chairman's release -- in fact, 
being flown out of India? Union Carbide Chairman -- 


A No. I think we said everything we had to say 
about that last week. 


Q On Lebanon again -- 
i) Yes. 
Q Any comment on the Israeli threats to break off 


relations concerning its withdrawal from southern Lebanon? 
A No. 


Q John, considering what you just said about there 
has to be public support for the United States' policy 


a Uh-huh. 
Q Do you consider the results of the elections, the 


landslide that Mr. Reagan received, as confidence in the 
President and his direction of foreign policy, that the public 
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to go -- the Reagan Administration doesn't have to go to the 
public again asking for more support, or the same support? 


A Well, I mean, I think the answer to your question 
is in two parts. Yes, clearly, the election would appear to 
indicate rather significant support for the President's 
policies, and, obviously, that would include foreign policy 

If you mean, is that to be taken as an indication of 
specific public support for any particular military operation, 
I think that is not necessarily the case 

Q Thank you, John 

A Okay. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:27 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I don't have any 
announcements. I'll be happy to take questions. 


Q Do you have anything on the reported agreement 
between the United States and Cuba? 


a Not a great deal, George. As you know, we've had 
three rounds of talks with the Cubans on the subject of the 
so-called Mariel issue -- immigration issues. All of them were 
businesslike ihe third session was the longest and 


considerable progress was made. 


We do not yet, however, have an agreement, and until 
we @o there's no point in speculating on how close we might be. 


Q There is no, then, plan for a formal announcement 
of the agreement out there? 


fs As 1 say, we don't have an agreement, and 
presumably one doesn't announce things one doesn't have. I'm 
not saying that -- I'm just not going to speculate at this 
point on where we are. 


Q Well, I don't think it's a matter of 
speculation. I think that there is an arrangement already 
reached within the government, and certainly including the 
Justice Department, which is planning for an announcement on 
Thursday 


A Well, I can't tell you what people may or may not 
be planning for, Marvin. I'm telling you what the state of 
play is. 


Q Well, is there -- the story in the paper today 
speaks about an agreement in principle. You're speaking about 
an agreement, and there is a distinction between the two. Is 
there an agreement in principle? 








m I'm not going to get into the question of 
agreements in principle, yea or nay. The fact is we don't have 
an agreement yet, and I'm not going to speculate -- 

Q What's holding it up? 

A I'm not saying necessarily anything's holding 
anything up, but the fact is there were discussions, 
considerable progress was made, and that's where we are. 

Q Alan, when the last session of talks ended, the 
State Department said further discussions would be -- were 
expected or anticipated, or something of that sort. 


Are further discussions with the C::,ans still 
anticipated? 


A 1 would eapect that there probably would be a 
further session. 


Q Do you know -- do you have a date yet when this 
session might be? 


f4 No. 
Q Will it be -- 


A No: And we would not, in accordance with our 
previous pattern on this, give you advance notice of that. 


Q Are there talks under way today? 


A I don't know whether there are any communications 
under way today, but there are no meetings. 


Q But the session that you spoke of, is that under 


way? 
f There's -- no. 
Q Would that session involve the same principals? 
6 Don't know that for sure, George. I wouldn't see 


any reason why it wouldn't, but I don't -- 
Q Could you characterize -- 
A You know, before a session is held, one -~ it's a 


little hard to speculate necessarily who would be there, but 
I'd think that that's a logical assumption. 











Q Would you characterize this session as a signing 
session or as a negotiating session? 


oy I don't think I would characterize it. 


Q Well, put another way, is -- you've had three 
negotiating sessions so far. The last made considerable 


progress. Do you need another session of this sort to complete 
the deal? 


” Well, I understand what you're trying to get at, 
Marvin -- it would be a little hard not to -- but I can't 


really take you beyond where I have at this point. 


Q Alan, last Thursday when the Department put out a 
statement on the third round of talks, it said, “Another round 
of discussions is foreseen." Does that continue to be the case’? 


‘ Well, I just, I think, addressed it to the extent 
that I can at this point, Don. 


Q Are you backing away from what was said last 
Thursday? 

A I'm not -- I don't have in front of me what was 
said. 

Q Well, I have it right here. 

A Well, good. I've given you what I've got on it 
for today. 

Q Do you -- is another round of discussions 
fBreseen? 


fa I say, I think that there will probably be 
another session, but I don't have any details on it. 


Q Would you take the question of whether or not you 
stand by the statement that was issued -- 


m No. 
Q -— on --— last week? 
a No. 


Q After you've had a chance to look at it? 





a No. I've given you what I have for you today, 
and that's where we are. 


Q Okay. All right. Well, let me ask you this: Is 
there any significance to be drawn from your intentional change 
of the word from "discussions" to "session"? 


A I'm not going to try and parse the words that 
fine. 


Q Well, then, will you -- if you -- 


fs I'm going to leave -- I've given you what we have 
to say about it today, and that's as far as I'm going to take 
you, and I'm not going to take questions on it, I'm not going 
to try and speculate about when another meeting might be held 
or what would take place at that meeting. Where we are is 
where I've described it. 


Q Another area? 
i) Yes. Sure. 
Q Do you have anything new on Mr. Murphy's 


activities today? 


" He is in Damascus today. I don't have anything 
beyond that, though. 


Q What he is doing in Damascus? 
A Sorry? 
Q What he is doing in Damascus? 


fs Holding talks. (Laughter) 

Q Alan, do you have anything on the.-- 

Q About what? 

A Subjects of mutual concern. (Laughter) 


Q Do you have anything on the Times piece about 
Shultz and Weinberger? 


A No. I really don't have any comment on that. 


Q Anything on a shaken-up of Ambassador in Latin 
America?.(sic) 














A No. I don't have anything on that. Obviously, 
any -- without giving credence or addressing the piece that was 
written on this, any announcements on Ambassadorial 
appointments, obviously, would come from the White House, in 
any case. I'm not suggesting they're about to make some, but 
I'm -- 


Q Alan, again with the Middle East, would you 
confirm the report by Egyptian press that President Mubarak is 
invited to visit Washington by the third week of February? 


A No. I think if there were such an announcement 
to be made, obviously, it would be made from the White House 
also. 


Q There is another report in the Egyptian press 
coming from Al-Ahali. I[t is an opposition weekly in Egypt 





a Uh-huh. 


Q Saying that Egypt is protesting the United 
States' taking pictures by satellites and conveying them to 
Israel. 


A Well, I don't know anything about it. 

Q Pictures of military installations. 

A But, in any case, I don't think I would address 
it for a number of reasons, having to do (a) with satellites, 


(b) with diplomatic conversations, and so on. But I just don't 
know anything about it either. I can't help you. 


Q Alan, reports from Pakistan of interviews of some 
of those who survived the hijacking of the Kuwaiti airliner say 
that, quote -- some of those on the plane as saying that the 


Iranian authorities gave arms and other aid to the hijackers 
while they were on the ground in Tehran. 


Can you comment on that, or do you -- what can you 
tell us now, since the two Americans have left Iran, about the 
U.S. attitude toward the whole affair? 


A Okay. Let me do one thing first which may be 
something of a repeat in terms of a sitrep of what you had 
before, and then let me address your question. 


We have received confirmation that the remains of the 
two murdered Americans have arrived in Frankfurt. The remains 
will be identified by U.S. military forensic specialists. 








After identification, tentative plans call for the bodies to be 
transported to Andrews Air Force Base, but that will all be 
forthcoming and details will be provided as we have them. 


Messrs. Kapar and Costa are being flown, I think at 
this point have been flown, by a Kuwaiti aircraft to Kuwait, 
where they will be transferred to a U.S. Air Force medical 
evacuation aircraft and will be transported to Frankfurt, West 
Germany, shortly. & determination of their onward itinerary 
beyond that has not yet been made. 


So far as the issue of the Iranian handling of the 
hijacking is concerned, while we have not yet had a chance to 
debrief the American survivors, the Government of Iran's 
handling of this situation clearly raises disturbing questions, 
to which we are seeking answers. 


The fact of the matter is that two passengers were 
murdered by the hijackers, more were tortured, and many were 
brutalized for an extended period of time without any effective 
measures being taken by the Government of Iran. 


Granting selective media access, broadcasting 
statements and screams of tortured passengers, permitting 
photographers aboard the aircraft all clearly encouraged 
extreme behavior by the hijackers. The passengers, the 
families of the murdered passengers, and the world deserve 
answers from the Government of Iran. 


Now that the hijackers are in its custody, the 
Government of Iran has very clear obligations. Under the Hague 
Convention for Suppression of Unlawful Seizure of Aircraft, to 
which Iran is a party, the Government of Iran has an obligation 
to submit the hijackers' case to prosecutorial authorities, or 
to extradite them to another country for trial. Iran's failure 
to date to try or extradite several previous groups of 
hijackers reinforces the impression that it is sympathetic to, 
and provides a safe haven for, hijackers. 


The American attitude and actions toward the 
Government of Iran in the aftermath of this tragedy will be 
conditioned by whether Iran meets its obligations and by our 
assessment of its role during this tragic incident. We have 
been and will continue to watch Iranian actions closely. 


~~ MORE -- 
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Q A copy of that? 
a Sure. 


Q Alan, just to be clear, that is the statement 
that Speakes read as well, is it not? 


6 This morning or at noon? 

Q A couple of minutes ago. 

A He may have used the same statement at noon 

Q Alan, will we press for those answers from Iran 


through any established budies? How will we go about it, and 
do we really expect answers? 


A 1 don't have details as to what discussions may 
be held with other governments at this point, Jim. But, 
obviously, some Iranian authorities have been quoted to saying 
there will be an open trial. If that takes place, presumably 
we Will all know that, and we'll know what takes place. 


Q Will you send an observer to an open trial? 


A Well, I'mne aware that Iran would welcome a 
U.S. observer at its tris 


Q Will you ask it? 


A Switzerland is protecting U.S. interests in Iran, 
and I don't think that that question really arises. 


Q Let me follow up. From all of these statements, 
and there are press reports, you are not pinpointing a direct 
complicity of the Iranian Government with the hijackers? 


A I'm going to stick on what I've just said on this 
at this point. 


Q I realize this may duplicate the last question, 
but you never did answer Don's original question -- 


A I don't have anything I can specifically say in 
respect to that. I saw the report on it; I'm going to have to 
again stick with what I've got on this at this point. 


Q Alan, what about the speculation that there was a 
lot of play acting Sunday? 
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A Well, I saw that and I don't really have anything 
to say. I guess, again, as with everything else, one will want 
to talk with the passengers and get some views about that and 
make assessments based on that and other information we may be 
able to come by. 


Q Alan, now that the tragic event came to an end, 
will you be more forthcoming telling us about the countries 
that were in diplomatic contacts with the United States on this 
problem? 


A No, I don't think we would want to be too 


detailed about that. It's a private matter -- official contact. 
Q It was understood -- 
A I think it's up to other governments to talk 


about what they did or didn't do, and it's not up to us and 
there would be a suggestion that if we talked to somebody and 
they aren't saying something, that maybe they didn't follow 
through, and I don't think we need to leave suggestions of that 
sort around. 


Q It seems you have the sort of conception that 
maybe Iran --— any other government than Iran would have behaved 
in a different way in such a difficult situation. Why do you 
have this? , 


fs I think I will leave you with what I said about 
Iran's -- the questions we have at this point and Iran's 
behavior towards hijackers that they have had on their 
territory before, and let you do some comparing with the public 
record on others' actions. 


Q Do you know by now whom the hijackers belong to 
-- like to which organization? 


A I think that this is something which the 
Government of Iran might be able to provide some information on 
if they interview them, or as they interview them. 


Q Secretary Shultz was quoted as having said in 
London -- I can't tell whether it's when he arrived or on the 
plane on the way over -- that the Kuwaiti security was 
extremely lax. 


a Don, I saw -- 











Q Would you amplify that? 


Well, I can't. I saw the wires. I don't have 
the transcript of what he said, and I leave you with his 
words. I don't have anything to add to what he said, and I 
can't provide you the exact words because I don't have them. 


Q The reports possibly in the Jerusalem Post today, 
quoting Washington sources, that the Administration will 
increase aid to Israel next year by $500 million to a total of 
$3.18 billion, do you have anything or. that? 





No 
Q That's all 1 have. There's no further details. 


A This story, I think, has been bouncing around in 
various stories for a long time, and I don't think we've had 
anything to confirm that. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on the -- 
Q As a follow-up -- 
i) Excuse me, I'll come right back in just a second. 


Q Do you have any comment on the explosions in 
Belgium today at the NATO facilities? 


i Very briefly, that we understand the Belgian 
authorities are investigating the bombings and the terrorist 
group which has claimed responsibility for these and similar 
acts in Belgian during the past months. That is, they're 
investigation that group. 


Because the installations that were attacked belonged 
to NATO, we would refer further questions to NATO authorities. 
Sorry. Sir? 


Q Do you view this as a case of state terrorism, 
Given the nature of the group that claimed responsibility? 

A I don't have any characterization to offer you on 
that. 

Did you have a question, sir? 

Q Yes, I do, I have a question. There are units of 
the U.S. Navy which are at the Israeli ports now. Is this part 
of the rapid -- the Memorandum of Understanding for strategic 
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cooperation between Israel and the United States that these 
units of the navy are out there stationed for the next few days? 


a I think in terms of -- I don't have any 
information on U.S. Naval ship movements, and I guess you 
better ask the Pentagon about that. 


Q I was just asking if you have anything on Mr. 
Shamir's visit? 


2) No, I don't. I think that, as I recall, John 
gave a brief response yesterday to that -- about that 
conversation, but I don't have anything further to give you. 


Q Alan, why you have three ambassadors today 
visiting the State Department, three Arab Ambassadors -- the 
Algerian and the Moroccan and the Egyptian? Is there anything 
special? 


A Ambassadors visit the State Department all the 
time. No, I don't have a specific set of subjects to share 
with you about their conversations. As I recall, the Egyptian 
Ambassador has not called on Under Secretary Armacost before. 


Q Are those related -- are those meetings by any 
chance related to the hijacking incident? 


A I really don't want to get into the subject 
matter. . 

Q Is it a sort of coincidence that three of them - 
the Arab Ambassadors -- are having meetings on the same day on 


the same occasion? 


A Well, I think various ambassadors come in at 
various times. I wouldn't draw any conclusions. 


Q What about the Algerian? Always they have helped 
you in dealing with Iran. 


a Again, I say, I'm not going to get into the 
subject matter of those meetings. 


George? 


Q Any comment on the allegations by the Greek 
Communist Party concerning American activities in terrorism? 
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i] Yeah. I think I do have something brief on 
that. I think that the U.S. Embassy has issued a statement on 
that. 


The U.S. Government fully shares Ambassador Stearns’ 
indignation at the false charge made by the General Secretary 
of the Greek Communist Party. We find the accusation 
particularly outrageous coming as it does at a time when 
Americans are being singled out as targets for international 
terrorism in many countries including, in the recent past, 
Greece itself. 


Just so you know what it is we're supporting. the 
following statement was issued by the Embassy in Athens on 
December 10. 


The American Ambassador expressed to the Greek 
Government his indignation at the attempt by the General 
Secretary of the Greek Communist Party in a press interview to 
implicate the United States in a recent bomb, excuse me, in 
recent bomb incidents in Athens. 


The Government of the United States is categorically 
opposed to terrorism in all its forms. The statement of the 
General Secretary and the sensational treatment of it by the 
newspaper are a particularly disgraceful example of 
disinformation designed to serve political ends. 


Q Copy of that please, Alan? 


a Sure. 


Q Alan, in the last issue of Middle East Policy 
Survey indicates that the United States supplies the French and 
Hassein Habre in Chad with pictures of the movement of Libyan 
forces inside Chad, including the moving of some of their 
ammunition and equipment. Do you have any comment on that? 


9) Well, I wouldn't comment. That would obviously 
involve questions of intelligence information, and I wouldn't 
comment on it. 


Q Alan, can we have a copy of your statement on the 
Cuba talks, please? 


Aa Sure. 


Q Alan, about the so-called Final Report of Mrs. 
Kirkpatrick to the President about the United Nations -- U.S. 
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relations to the United Nations, is it expressing the 
Administration's point of view regarding the United Nations? 


“ Frankly, I don't know about that report. I know 
she's going to see him, but I don't know -- and I guess you 
better check with the White House on that. 


Q Do you have anything to say on a successor to 
Mrs. Kirkpatrick? 


“ No. 
Q Thank you 
A You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:35 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #221 


WEONESDAY, DECEMBER 12, 1984, 12:10 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. A couple of brief 
announcements: 


First, today at 2:30 here in this room Peter 
McPherson, Administrator of AID, will be holding a press 
briefing on the Ethiopian famine ON THE RECORD. If you have 
any questions, call David Loveday at 632-4274. 


I'm also told that we have a witness going up to the 
Solarz Subcommittee to talk about the Bhopal tragedy and that 
we will try to have a prepared statement for you some time this 
afternoon on that. That is, this afternoon in any case. So 
we'll be working on that. 


And I quess that really is all I have at the moment 
for announcements. Happy to take your questions. 


Q Do you have any updates you can give us on any 
aspect of the hijacking situation, including perhaps the travel 
plans of the survivors who are now in West Germany? 


a In terms of Messrs Kapar and Costa, they have 
indicated a desire, which I think is quite natural, for 
privacy. So it is not clear at this point, George, that we 
will be able to provide you any information on their arrival 
here since that would tend to conflict with that. We'll be 
cht acter pet to take a look at that, but I think that your 
understanding would be requested in that respect. 


In terms of anything else really, no, I don't have 
anything new to say. Cbviously, as we've indicated before, we 
will want to talk with them and also talk with other 
governments who have talked with people who were on the plane 
And before we've done that, I think we would withhold any 
further statements beyond what we said yesterday. 


Q Alan, one would assume that that talking has been 
underway, at least since you said it would take place 
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yesterday. Both the gentlemen who are in Frankfurt are 
presumably conversant and not physically impeded. 


. I'm not sure how much -- I'm sure there's been 
some discussion; but also, of course, the principal purpose of 
their going to Frankfurt was for a physical exam on their way 
home. And so whether there has been conversation with them or 
not -- I presume to some extent there has been, too, but I 
don't know that for a fact, frankly -- I'm sure there will be 
further conversations with them. We would want to evaluate 
that. I don't have a report on that. And, as I say, we would 
want to talk to other governments about what they have learned. 


Obviously, we've seen on television and in the 
newspapers, and so forth, some different views of what 
happened, and I think we would want to be careful about that 


Q Could [I follow that up? Have you obtained any 
information, either from governments which are talking to the 
Iranian Government or from other sources, as to the identity of 
the individuals who perpetrated the hijacking and the murders, 
and specifically whether or not they may have been involved in 
other hijackings or incidents of this type? 


a I don't know the answer to that. I saw a wire 
just before coming out here in which some -- I guess it was a 
Tehran -- news agency indicated they did not have information 


on the identity at this point So that's really the only thing 
I've got to go on as of this moment. 


Q But, Alan, as a matter of policy, would you 
expect the Iranian Government, as ore of the questions that you 
hope it will answer, would you expect the Iranian Government, 
which now has custody of those hijackers, to make public the 
identities of the hijackers and their affiliation, if any, and 
their past records, either in preparation to or during the 
course of a trial? 


fs I can't tell you specifically what would or would 
not be appropriate. Obviously, I would think that that sort of 
information, at least in terms of identity and affiliation and 
purposes, and so on and so forth, would be the kind of thing 
that one would look for. 


An Iranian official -- at least one apparently -- has 
said they would hold an open trial. We've talked about that 
before, and I don't have anything new to add to that. So I 
think we really ought to wait to see what happens. But, as we 
have indicated before, there are obligations that Iran has in 
this respect, and we will be watching very closely what happens 





Q Can you say anything about the departure plans as 
opposed to the arrival plans that you declined to talk about? 


i No. I think that tends to give you information 
about the arrival which, as I say, at this point, consistent 
with their request for privacy, we're withholding. 


Q In its effort to pursue the survivors' privacy, 
will the U.S. Government whisk them out of the U.S. Government 
facilities in West Germany in a surreptitious manner to prevent 
coverage of their departure and their arrival? 


I have no idea what the arrangements are. 


Q Will you confirm their arrival after the fact, 
sort of like the Manzanillo talks? 


i) I think we could probably arrange that, yes. The 
purpose is not to keep the basic information from you, George; 
it's to respect their request for privacy, so -- 


Q Alan, do you have any information about the 
contradition in the statements of the two survivors about the 
role of the Iranian Government contrary to what other people 
are saying? 


A No. As I said to Bill before, the question of - 
we've all seen these different versions of what happened, and 
we will want to talk with the Americans, and we will want to 
talk with governments who have interviewed other people who 
were on board that plane and try to come to the best judgments 
we can. Before doing that, we're really not going to have 
anything further to say. 


Q And to follow up, the statement in the front page 
of the papers -- all papers today -- that the President is more 
angered and concerned about, you know, the Iranian Government. 
he almost coming out and saying that they didn't do their job 
or possibly there was some complicity. 


Wiil there be any further statement coming out after 
you have the information from these survivors? 


A Once we have made our evaluations based on the 
various factors I've cited now, I can't tell you whether we 
will have something further to say. It's possible. But we 
certainly will be also following, as I said before, the 
question of what the Iranians do with these hijackers. 








Q Alan, you've called for prosecution of these 
hijackers. I wonder in the two previous cases -- the Air 
France and the Saudi plane, both in the last six months -- they 
obviously --— those hijackers haven't been prosecuted. What is 


the status of those people? Are they running around free? Are 
they in Iran? Are they out of Iran? 


a I don't know the answer to that question. But [ 
think we pointed in the statement yesterday to that fact, so 
it's obviously something that concerns us as we look at this 
event. 


Q Alan, you said that the U.S. is going to watch 
the situation in Iran, what they're going to do with the 
hostages now -- the hijackers. Now, how long are you going to 
wait until you take any decision to -- 


A I'm not going to try to set calendars. 


Q Alan, as a matter of the international law and 
our view of the situation, would we rather see these hijackers 
taken to Kuwait for trial or tried in Iran, or -- do we have 
any feeling on that at all? 


6 The obligation that Iran has under the Hague 
Convention is either to try them or to extradite them some 
place where they will be tried, and I think that that is what 
everybody who signed has agreed to do, and I don't think we are 
arguing for one course or the other But we are arguing that 
at least one of those two courses be pursued. 


Q We don't have a particular preference, though, to 
have them in Kuwait, for example? 


A I don't have a preference to offer on that, no 


Q Even if they are Iranian, they should be 
extradited to Kuwait? 


i) Well, I'm not sure anybody's ever said they were 
Iranian. The point is that Iran has committed itself to do 
certain things with regard to hijackings, and those are the tw 
options. So the answer to your question is, whoever they are, 
they've got to do one of those things if they're going to live 
up to their obligations. 


Q Alan, yesterday, the United States Government 
criticized the Iranian Government for certain acts. For 
example, selected media access. 





Does the United States have an agreed set of 
principles of what to do, what not to do, what's helpful, 
what's complicit in a case like this? 


A I don't have a list that I can offer you what the 
-~—- J think that there are certain procedures which those who 
are involved with trying to deal with terrorists and 
hijackings, specifically, normally do. There are things -- 
there are procedures. They follow things that -- there are 
do's and don'ts. I don't have a list. and I'm not going to try 
to get such a list. 


But, obviously, providing them access to the world's 
press and giving them that kind of publicity is not consistent 
with what the experts have felt is conducive to a satisfactory 
and quick resolution of such a situation. 


Q Before we leave this subject, I'd like to just 
raise a point on the information about travel plans and just 
ask you to at least take it into consideration as you pursue 
this matter within the government. 


I'd like to ask whether you think --— don't you agree, 
or wouldn't you agree that there is a public interest in 
knowing the same sorts of details about what was going on on 
the plane as the government has in knowing those details for 
the simple reason that the U.S. Government was intimately and 
to a large extent involved, in its hopes and its diplomatic 
efforts to secure the release and the safety of two American 
citizens? And for that reason, don't you think that -- would 
you take into account that public interest as you decide, as 


you make decisions and balance that with the legitimate privacy 
rights of the individuals involved? 


A Well, I think that we would tare into account 
obviously, there is a public, and a legitimate public, interest 
in what went on in that plane; no question about that, Ralph. 
The kinds of information that we would obtain from our 
conversations might or might not always be the kind of thing 
that should be released, in terms of helping others who would 
seek to do the same thing again. So that obviously has to be 
taken into account. 


At the same time, these are private individuals in the 
sense that they can talk to -- I don't know -- talk to anybody 
they want to, presumably, and I don't know any restriction 
that's going to be placed on them. 


So, in terms of our own judgments at the end of the 
line, I'm sure that in one way or another those judgments will 





be made known and the reasons for those judgments, but I can't 
tell you how or when or anything else. But I take your point; 
I think it's a valid point. 


Q Alan, given that different hostages on that plane 
seemed to have seen different things at different times, does 
the government plan to interview firsthand hostages other than 
these two Americans? 


= I don't have any indication about that, frankly. 
But, as I say, we are planning to be in close touch with other 
governments. I think it's rather obvious that other govenments 
will be talking to their own citizens. I'm not aware of any 
plans for us to talk to citizens of other countries. So that's 
the best I can represent it to you at this point. 


Q Have any decisions been made concerning the 
future of these two -- actually there is just one with AID, 
right? 

is Correct. 


Q About his future with the Agency? 


a I don't know of any plans. I mean -- [I'll just 
leave it at that. 


Q Anything to report today on the UNESCO decision, 
where that stands? 


is) No. 


Q Do you have any update on the U.S. and Cuban 
negotiations? Have they resumed or are they going to resume 
soon? 


is) No, I don't have any update to give you. I 
would, I guess, go back to the discussion of yesterday and 
clarify, as I think some reports did this morning, that, yes, 
there is fur-her discussion to be carried out, and there will 
be a further session -- further meetings. But I don't know - 
I don't have anything to give you at this moment. 


Q If I could follow up. I think one of the news 
agencies yesterday -- Agence France Presse -- reported from 
Havana that a government delegation from Cuba was on its way to 
New York today, and that -- 





A Well, our practice on this has been, as you know, 
not to announce an advance of those sessions, and so [I'm going 
to follow that practice. 





Q Can you shed any light on the stories late 
yesterday of a large-scale shakeup among American Ambassadors , 
especially in Latin America? 


A No, I really can't, Don. Actually, I think that 
story was working throughout the day. But, as I -- 


Q I just heard about it late in the day. 


a I think the point is that Ambassadorial 
appointments are a matter of Presidential action, and so I 
would refer you to the White House on that. 


I think that the White House indicated somewhat 
yesterday that should there be any such changes that it would 
not be suggestive of any policy shifts or anything of that 
sort, so I would refer you to that. I think that some have 
interpreted remarks that were made at the White House to 
suggest that if there were any shifts, it would also be because 
of threats to individuals, and I don't think that's quite what 
they were saying. I[ think that they were pointing out that, 
indeed, there are some difficult posts, not only in that region 
but other places in the world, so that's simply a fact. 


Q Well, can you say whether or not concern about 
Mr. Pickering's safety may be the reason for him to go 
someplace else? 


i I'm not saying that Mr. Pickering is going any 
place else, so I don't see how I can really address that except 
to suggest to you that I don't think that anybody was saying 
that that is -- if there such a change, that that would be -- 
the reason for the change. Okay? That isn't to say that, as 
we all know, there haven't been threats. That's very clear 


Q You don't think they were saying it then, and - 
well, how does that apply to you now? 


a Well, I'm not disagreeing with what they said, as 
I interpreted it. 


Q You were stressing the difficulty of some of 
these posts around the world. Would you expect that some 
political appointees would be replaced by career people? 


A I'm not going to try to predict anybody being 
replaced by anybody. I think that, again, is something that 
the White House would announce. 





Q Would that be a logical thing to think about, if 
you're talking about the stress and the difficulty of posts? 


A I wasn't stressing the difficulty in terms of any 
replacements. I simply was saying that they were pointing that 
out as a fact of life. And I think, in answer to Don's 
question, I was suggesting that I don't know anybody who would 
be suggesting that in the one particular case as the reason, if 
there were to be a change. But I'm not going to try to address 
your question about career and non-career appointments. 


Q Alan, what was the purpose of General Walters' 
visit to Sri Lanka? There have been reports in the government 
media that the main topic of discussion was the military 
Situation and U.S. assistance to Sri Lanka. 


A Well, I think it would be more accurately 
described to say that General Walters was in Sri Lanka, has 
been in Sri Lanka and India, to discuss the situation in Sri 
Lanka. I'm not going to go into any details, but I would think 
that would be a more accurate rendering of the situation than 
what you just gave me. 


Q Do you have a response to the Vietnamese Foreign 
Minister's remarks on the release of political prisoners? He 
says they won't be allowed to go unless Vietnam receives 
guarantees that they won't be used for subversion? 


6 Yes, there is some guidance which exists on 
that. I don't happen to have it with me; but if you check with 
the Press Office, I think they could make that available to you 


Q Alan, when you -- when the rebels in £1 Salvador 
refused to accept the full cease-fire after the most recent 
meetings with the government, you issued guidance critical of 
that. 


Do you have any comment now on their unilateral 
decision to call a cease-fire, a truce, during the vacations? 


A Well, I think that the proposal for a general 
Christmas cease-fire was first made by the Salvadoran church 
authorities and officials during the Ayagualo talks as a step 
towards what was termed “humanization" of the conflict. And 
during the talks, that was accepted by the Government of €1 
Salvador and rejected by the guerrillas. 


President Duarte obviously has publicly stated his 
support for that proposal. I understand he's studying this 





specific response at this point on the assumption that this is 
a meaningful proposal, and I don't know the details of it so we 
can't really comment. 


Obviously, we would be pleased if the guerrillas had 
finally indicated their willingness to go along. But I think, 
again, the details are not entirely clear so I can't go beyond 
that. 


~-MORE-~ 
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Q Alan, as a follow-up to the Walters’ visit, does 
the visit constitute a change beyond the statement made by the 
United States last week? Does it constitute a change in U.S. 
policy beyond the statement made last week? 


‘ A change? 


Q Yes. 
ia No. I would not think it constitutes a change. 
Q And was it on the request of the Sri Lankan 


Government, or was he in the region when he made that visit? 


i) Well, I don't think I'd go into the details of 
the arrangements for his trip, and so on. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on reports that the 
U.S. Ambassador in Beirut, Reginald Bartholomew, and Ronald 
Spiers, the Under Secretary for Management, and Assistant 
Secretary for Administration will Se either removed from their 
positions or transferred to other pos‘tions as a result of the 
failure in the protection of the embassies in Beirut? 


A I don't have any specific things to say about 
Presidential appointments, and all of those people fall into 
that category. However, I would think you would be ill advised 
to follow that particular story line. 


Q Alan, what are your thoughts on the change of 
government in Mauritania, and will that have any impact on our 
aid to that area? 


ua I have a little bit about it. I don't -- ip 
terms of any implications for the U.S. or judgments on it, we 
really don't have any comment at this point All I can do is 
Give you essentially a situation report. 


Mauritania Radio has announced that Chief of State 
Haidalla, who was in Bujumbura for the Franco-African Summit, 
has been removed in a bloodless coup. Colonel Maouya Ould Sid 
Ahmed Taya, former military chief of staff, has reportedly 
replaced Haidalla. Colonel Taya was also at one time Prime 
Minister of Mauritania. Other members of the ruling military 
committee are said to have retained their posts. 


I wonder if I could have your attention. 


There is a curfew in effect in Nouakchott. The city 
is said to be calm. Schools and airports are reportedly 
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closed. Our Embassy reports all Americans are safe. We don't 
have any further details at this point. 


Q Do you have anything on a report that China may 
allow international inspection of its nuclear installations? 


a Yes. I do have something on that. 


The text of an agreement for peaceful nuclear 
cooperation signed by Brazil and the PRC has recently been 
pubiished. The text includes a provision calling for the 
application of International Atomic Energy Agency safeguards in 
Chine to nuclear materials and equipment it imports from Brazil 
and to nuclear material produced through the use of such 
imports. 


Japan and the PRC are in the process of negotiating an 
agreement for peaceful nuclear cooperation. There have been 
press reports from Tokyo that the Japan-PRC agreement will 
contain provisions referring to IAEA safeguards. As far as we 
know, however, the negotiations between Japan and the PRC have 
not been completed. Neither government has released the text 
of any provisions of the proposed agreement. 


The proposed U.S.-China agreement for cooperation does 
not contain a provision for the application of IAEA safeguards 
since there is no requirement that U.S. nuclear cooperation 
agreements with nuclear weapons states such as China provide 
for IAEA safeguards. 


The proposed U.S.-China agreement does contain 
provisions that would allow the United States Government to 
confirm that nuclear material and equipment subject to the 
agreement is being used exclusively for peaceful, non-explosive 
purposes as called for in the agreement. 


The provision in China's agreement with Brazil is the 
first indication of its acceptance of the principle of IAEA 
safeguards in China. It had previously announced a policy of 
requiring IAEA safeguards on its nuclear exports to non-nuclear 
weapons states. We regard both of those actions as important 
and welcome steps. 


The United States has made a voluntary offer and has 
concluded a formal agreement to permit the [AEA to apply its 
safeguards to all U.S. nuclear activities, excluding those with 
direct national security significance. The United Kingdom has 
concluded a similar agreement with the IAEA. 


France, and most recently the U.S.S.R., have also made 
voluntary offers for the application of IAEA safeguards to some 
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of their respective peaceful nuclear facilities. Thus, all of 
the other nuclear weapons states have recognized the importance 
of voluntary acceptance of IAEA safequards in their facilities. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 
a Sure. 
Is the United States’ position now that the U.S 


would like to see as part of its nuclear agreement with China 
IAEA safeguards? 


“ I don't think any -- 

Q You said it hadn't been -- it wasn't in there now. 

i) Yes. I don't think anybody, as we said before, 
Don, has called for -- in the Administration has called for the 
change -— a change in the text of that agreement, and our 


position on such safeguards, I think, is in this statement. So 
I don't have anything to take it beyond that. But -- 


Q Well, by inference you're saying it would be a 
good thing if China does this. You're not actually calling for 
it, but you're pointing out everybody else is doing it, too. 


a Well, that they are accepting such safeguards on 
their non-weapons or non-military facilities. 


Q And that they're putting such acceptance in 
writing. 


A Well, I think I'll leave you with the statement 
I think it expresses our view on that. So we -- 


Q We don't have the words of your statement in 
front of us -- 


a Well, take a look at it -- 


Q -~ but it sounds to me like what you've said is 
that you would like to see China put that voluntary acceptance 
in writing, in some form, if not necessarily in the text of the 
U.S. agreement. 


a Well, I've said two things, and then I'm going to 
-~ I'll repeat what I've said and go back to let you look at 
the text and examine it 
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As I said, “all of the other nuclear weapons states 
have recognized the importance of voluntary acceptance of IAEA 
safeguards in their facilities.“ That's the last thing I said. 


Before that, I indicated that “the agreement with 
Brazil was the first indication of the PRC's acceptance of the 
principle of IAEA safeguards in China, and in addition they had 
previously announced a policy of requiring such safeguards on 
its nuclear exports to non-nuclear weapons states." and that we 
regard both of those actions as important and welcome steps. 


That's as far as I'm going to take you with it. 


Q As you know the agreement with China on nuclear 
matters has been held up by a somewhat different issue -- the 
United States' request for some further assurances from China 
regarding a non-proliferation policy. 


Has there been any progress on that front? 


“ Don, I think we have described it in somewhat 
different terms with respect to implementation of the 
agreement, Don, and I'd refer you back to what we've said in 
the past. 


In any case, I've nothing new to report to you in 
terms of moving ahead with that agreement. 


Q What is vour answer to the United States Senators 
who sent a letter, saying the Administration should ask China 
for a safeguards agreement since all these other countries have 
got it? 


a Well, I guess when we respond to the Senators, 
we'll have an answer to specifically provide to that letter, 
but I don't have -- 


Q Can you tell us whether this subject was 
discussed at a meeting yesterday with Ambassador Zhang and 
Assistant Secretary Wolfowitz? 


ne Don't have anything on the subject of that 
meeting. 


Q Could you take that question, please? 


a No. I don't think so. We have not gotten into 
the subjects of such meetings 
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Q That's not true, Alan. Sometimes you give us a 
list of the subjects that were discussed at meetings without 
telling us what was said about those subjects. 


i) Not generally here. I think that's sometimes 
been done on trips, but I don't think we've done that in terms 
of meetings in the building 


Q Alan, it has been one of the cardinal principles 
of constructive engagement that by not criticizing South 
Africa, we will be able to get on with the diplomatic business, 
notably solving the problem of Namibia. 


To what extent do you think that the more outspoken 
approach the Administration is now taking is going to be a 
stumbling block in actually reaching a settlement in Namibia’ 


i Well, I think that this has been addressed, to 
some extent, in briefings you've had; and I don't really have a 
view to offer you. I think that one thing I would note -- and 


I can provide you something in writing. I could read it to 
you, but it depends on what you want. 


But there is in fact not a change in the policy of 
constructive engagement, and there is a whole list of 
statements that have been made at the top levels of this 
government about apartheid, condemning it and so forth, which 
have been consistent all the way through. 


If you want me to, any of those who need it for voice, 
I'd be happy to read it But that's up to you 


Q Read the list of statements? 


n No. It's a -- it's in sentence form an 
explanation of what we have said in the past. 


Q Read it. 
Q You might as well suffer (Laughter) 
i) The President's decision to speak out forcefully 


against human rights abuses in South Africa does not represent 
a change in U.S. policy. The President has spoken out before 
concerning his feelings on apartheid, having termed it 
repugnant. 


The Vice President, in his address in Nairobi on 
November 19, 1982, said, “Apartheid is wrong, it is legally 
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entrenched racism inimical to the fundamental ideals to the 
United States.” 


Secretary Shultz, in his Boston speech of February 15, 
1984, spoke of our feelings towards apartheid and the moral 
interest we have in seeing the peaceful emergence of a more 
equitable system. 


Various senior officials of this Department have also 
spoken out forcefully on apartheid and associated human rights 
abuses in South Africa I'd refer you to a speech made on June 
23, 1983, by former Under Secretary Eagleburger in San 
Francisco, testimony given by Assistant Secretary Abrams before 
the Congress on June 21 of this year, Assistant Secretary 
Crocker's Congressional testimony of September 26, 1984, and 
the numerous statements made from this podium over the months 


So I think that the President's remarks, interpreted 
by some as a turning up of the volume, are fully consistent 
with what we have been saying and will continue to say both 
publicly and privately to the South African Government on its 
apartheid policies We're not changing the policy at all 
We're simply trying to assure that it is better understood. 


So I think the answer, going back to your question, is 
that we intend to pursue the policies with respect to Namibia 


and don't see a reason why, since we are not changing policy on 
another dimension of southern Africa, or South Africa, that 
should have an effect. 


Q We'd like a copy of that sentence, please. 


i) Of what I read to you? 


Q Yes 

) Yes. Sure. 

Q Also -- 

“ Go ahead. 

Q Also, same subject -- 

i Excuse me 

Q Same subject Alan, you say it's not a change in 


policy, but you're aware a senior official at the White House 
briefed reporters and said it was the end of quiet diplomacy 
I mean, is this just a semantic difference? It's a change in 
tactics or strategy, but the policy is the same? 
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a Well, again, the President wants our position to 
be clearly understood at a time when it's obvious that some 
have misconstrued or misunderstood our policy here at home. 
Moreover, recent repressive acts or actions in South Africa 
call for an unequivocal statement of cur opposition to their 
actions. 


As the President said on December 10 on the occasion 
of Human Rights Day, “We feel a moral responsibility to speak 
out on this matter, to emphasize our concerns and our grief 
over the human and spiritual cost of apartheid in South Africa." 


Q Copy of that, too, please? 
ms Sure. 


Q You wouldn't dispute it's a different approach, 
though, would you? 


a Yes. I think that the policy has not changed 
If, as has been described by the press, the volume is turned up 
a littie bit, I would refer you to what I just said as to why, 
and so in that respect perhaps, going in your direction about 
something more is being said. But I think if you look back at 
the various statements that ['ve indicated in what I originally 
said, and odviously particularly would point to not only the 
very senior level statements but what has been said very 
frequently from here, there is just no ambiguity about the 
policy. 


Q Alan, does that statement say -~— what you just 
said -- say that some have misunderstood here at home? 
A I said that some have misconstrued or 


misunderstood our policy here at home 


Q Here at home. So the turning up of the volume, 
or however you want to phrase it, is aimed at American domestic 
consumption -- 


a Well -- 

Q -- not at emphasizing it to the South Africans?’ 

fs) No. You didn't listen to the whole thing, 
Ralph I said, “Moreover, recent repressive actions in South 


Africa call for an unequivocal statement of our opposition to 
their actions." In other words, things have happened 
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Q Well, that's right. So my question is, is there 
any feeling among -- 


a So itis -- 


Q -- Is there any feeling in the Administration 
that among those who have misunderstood or misconstrued is the 
South African Government? 


A Well, I don't think that -- I can't tell you 
whether the South African Government has misconstrued it. I 
don't think there's been any, as I say, any ambiguity, and I 
| think that they have paid very close attentiun to what we have 
said. 


There have been some recent events which have taken 
place. We wanted to make sure there was no misunderstanding if 
there was any potential for any. 


Q If they're going to be outspoken about events in 
South Africa, how is your policy different from the policy that 
we left behind in the past Administration that this was 
supposed to be a big change from? 


A Well, I think you've had extensive briefings on 
this subject, and I'm not going to try to re-cover the ground 
which has been covered, even in recent days on that, Don. 

Q Could you say in general how it's different? 


4 No. I think that you've got -- you've had a lot 
of briefings, and I'm not going to try to rehash that. 


Q And could I ask -- 


i) Please 

Q -- on one other thing. I don't know that you 
were asked about this -- maybe you were -- but do you have any 
comment on the recent release -- I believe it was last week - 
by (sic) two fairly important dissidents in Poland -- people 
who had been Solidarity people, who had been jailed, and so on’ 

A I don't have any -- obviously, we welcome their 
release I don't have anything more specific to say at this 


time. 


Q Alan, why - 
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A Excuse me. Bill, you had a question. 


Q Yes. Back on South Africa. Regarding the 
release of, I believe there were three opposition leaders who 
had been under British diplomatic protection -- 


a Uh-huh. 


Q -- and who were subsequently arrested. There 
were indications that some assurances as to their legal status 
had been offered in talks with the United States. and there's 
some discussion now that their arrest may have been a breach of 
faith at worst or a misunderstanding at best. Does the 
Department have a position on their arrest? 


A I'm not prepared to endorse what you've just 
saiag. Let me just give you what I have. 


We have just learned that the three did depart the 


British Consulate in Durban, and that two -- Archie Gumede, 
who's President of the United Democratic Front, and Paul David 
of the Natal Indian Congress -- were arrested by the South 


African police. The third member, Billie Nair, was not 
apprehended and is apparently free 


At this point we don't know what charges have been 
placed against them. They were apprehended inside the building 
which houses the Consulate, and there has not yet been a public 
announcement. 


Q Alan -- 
A And that's al] I really can say about that 
Q Have there been talks with the South African 


Government about the status of those individuals? 


A I don't think I could get into the question of 
diplomatic exchanges on that. 


Q Alan, on the general -- the very general question 
of the majority rule in South Africa, what's the position of 
this government, this Administration? 


A Well, again, there is a lot on the record and 
also in some background briefings in recent days, and I really 
don't see the point of rehashing it. I'm sure you can get 


access to that record. And there was discussion of this, and I 
think the statements are very clear, but I don't want to try to 
wing it from here when those statements are there. 
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Q Why you turning up the volume now, not before the 
elections and not early this year, while you know that the 
practices oi South African Government towards the majority 
black people have been consistent for the last few years? 


a Well, ['ll say -- I'll go over this one more 
time, and then I'm going to cut off the discussion of this 
because it's not -- I don't think we're cutting into any new 


territory here. 


There has been a lot of public criticism and 
condemning of apartheid. That is not new; and if you haven't 
heard it, you haven't been listening. If -- the reason for 
some further discussion at this point and for further speaking 
out, I explained in terms of what I said about the President's 
statement and about possible misconstruing or misunderstanding 
of the policy, and also the fact that there have been recent 
developments which merited further comment. And I will refer 
you to what I just said, and I think that that is very clear. 


Q Thank you. 


A You're welcome 


(The briefing concluded at 12:44 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Available in the Press Office is the 
prepared text of the address by Assistant Secretary of State 
for International Organization affairs Gregory Newell before 
the U.S. National Commission for UNESCO. The speech was an 
overview of UNESCO in 1984. That's the speech he made this 
morning here in the Department 


I believe you may have seen the press advisory from 
AID, but I just wanted to call it to your attention, so nobody 
misses anything, that Charles Kapar, the AID auditor who 
survived the recent hijacking that ended in Tehran, has agreed 
to meet with the press on Monday, December 17, at 9:00 a.m. 
here in the State Department Press Briefing Room It'll be ON 
THE RECORD. He has indicated that he will not answer any 
questions or make any appearances until that time so he may be 
reunited with his family, and we appreciate your cooperation on 
that 


I have two statements for you First, on Americans in 
Libya: 


In December 1981, President Reagan expressed his 
concern for the safety of Americans in Libya and called for 
their voluntary departure. Consequently, use of American 
passports was proscribed for travel to, in, or through Libya 
unless specially validated by the Department of State Such 
validation is granted only in extraordinary circumstances 
These travel restrictions remain in effect under renewal 
announced on November 30, 1984. 


In response to the President's December 1981 request, 
thousands of Americans voluntarily departed from Libya. The 
individuals and companies affected by the President's request 
were very cooperative, and the number of Americans there 
dropped significantly Only a few hundred remained, a larae 
number of whom were spouses of Libyans. 








Unfortunately, the number of Americans in Libya has 
again risen, apparently in part as a result of business 
opportunities and the willingness of the Libyan authorities to 
cooperate in allowing U.S. citizens to subvert the intent of 
U.S. policy by entering Libya without using their passports 


Colonel Qadhafi's readiness to use terrorism in 
support of his policies, and to sponsor the use of terrorism by 
others, has been tragically demonstrated in repeated incidents 
in recent months. Furthermore, Libyan hostility toward the 
United States has not diminished. There is a potential danger 
to Americans who reside in, visit, or transit Libya. 


There is no direct American diplomatic representation 
in Libya. Belgium is the protecting power of the United States 
interests in Libya and can only provide minimum consular 
services or assistance to Americans. Therefore, the United 
States Government cannot assist Americans who may be endangered 
by hostile actions of the Libyan Government. 


Against this background, all Americans should honor 
existing travel restrictions, which were initiated to help 
ensure their safety In addition, we again call upon American 
firms to honor the President's request and to withdraw any 
American citizen employees who might remain in Libya 


Copies of the Secretary's November 30 decision 
regarding invalidation of the U.S. passports for travel to 
Libya are available in the Press Office, together with the 
State Department's travel advisory for Libya 

Q A copy of that statement? 

a Certainly. 


Q How many are there now? 


is) I think there are between -- it's hard to know, 
but the estimates at this point range from a thousand to 1,500 


Q What companies -- 
i) I don't have information on specific companies 
Q Alan, do you have anything you can compare to the 


figure that was in place in 1981 when the President made the 
original determination? 








‘a The only order of magnitude I have is that there 
were thousands in Libya at that time. It then went down to 
several hundred, and it's now back up to the estimated 
1,000-1, 500. 


Q Can you give us an idea of when the -- a 
noticeable increase in the rate of Americans that are present 
in Libya began to occur? Has it occurred over the past four 
years or just in the last couple of months? 


a I'm not aware that it's a sudden spurt, Ralph, 
but I don't have a trendline to give you on it. 


Q Do you have a low point, Alan, the lowest point -- 
A Several hundred. 

Q -- of occupation? 

“ Several -- 

Q Do you have a period? 

a I don't have a period But, as I say, in 


response to the initial request, it did go down So, 
obviously, it would have been after people were moving out, but 
in that earlier period 


Bill? 


Q I was curious If you don't know the names of 
the companies, do you know the types of companies? Whether 
they're oil companies or construction companies, or -- 


a I don't have information on what companies are 
there. 


Q Can you take that question? 
a Well, I think that -- I can look into it, but you 


might want to also check, I suppose, with Commerce, who would 
look at U.S. investment abroad, and so on. 


Q Is the State Department making any effort to 
contact individual companies or people who may be there, 
directly? 

A I don't think we're contacting people who are 


there. I think we certainly would want to make sure that the 
companies that we would know about would be aware of our 
concerns. 


Q You will be contacting companies directly? 


“/o- 











‘ Well, I think [I'll leave you with what I said 


Q Alan, to your knowledge, has any American been 
the target of politically-motivated hostility in Libya since 
the initial announcement in December of ‘81? 


a Well, all I can really say is we're not aware of 
specific threats on that, George, directed against Americans in 
Libya. But there does remain a potential for Libyan 
hostilities and, therefore, we are urging Americans to move out 
of harm's way; and we think that the potential threat is 
continuing at sufficient levels to warrant this reminder of our 
travel policy. 


Q Alan, do you mean by “hostile actions,” actions 
taken by Libyans against Americans inside Libya, or do you mean 
"hostile actions" that may happen, say, between Egypt and Libya?’ 


i) We're talking about hostility against Americans 
potentially 


Q Why now, Alan, that you have this -- why do you 
have this advisory now? Is it in light of Mr. Mitterrand's 
statement yesterday? 


a Well, I think, basically, because the number of 
American citizens has been increasing from a low, as I say, of 
several hundred to perhaps as high as 1,500, we want to remind 
the public that we continue to regard the situation in Libya as 
potentially dangerous 


And, as I noted before in the statement, the 19861 
decision to invalidate American passports for travel to Libya 
was made in response to a pattern of continued Libyan hostility 
to the United States, for example, the burning of our Embassy 
The hostility continues today and is the basis for the 
continuation of our present policy and the reiteration today of 
our appeal, or request, for Americans to withdraw As I noted 
there is no U.S. diplomatic or consular presence in Libya to 
provide assistance for American citizens 


Q Do you have any further information on any 
troubles inside Libya since the time of the attack of the 
anti-Qadhafi elements against this camp? 


a I don't have a report to give you on that subject 


Q Alan, do you have any contingency planning, for 
example, preparing for evacuating these Americans if they 
wanted, or -«- 





a I don't have anything to offer you on evacuation 
plans. 


Q Alan, is this related at all to the discussion 
that we had maybe three/four/five months ago about the 
pipeline, when Qadhafi celebrated the anniversary and there was 
a fair amount of discussion about who was building the 
pipeline, what kind of firms were supplying expertise and so on 
for that pipeline? 


a I can't draw that line, Ralph. Obviously, if the 
point is that more American business is going on, whether it's 
with the pipeline or anything else, which, as I say, we think 
is a factor in more Americans going back there, then, indeed, 
the fact that they are there, that the numbers have gone up, is 
what leads us to reiterate the points today. 


Q Okay, but that ceremony and that public display 
of, or touting of, the American participation, and so on, which 
was done with news conferences and celebrations and so on at 
the time, did not trigger a review of this policy (Inaudible) 
which has resulted in this? 


a I can't tell you whether that was a factor That 
was some time ago 


Q It's not that long ago 

a [ just don't know about that 

Jim? 

Q It's safe to assume that all the Americans there 


are contracting services to the Libyan Government, or are they 
allowed to operate enterprises there in Libya? 


a I don't have information on that 
Q Alan, (inaudible) about your statement You 
just said that because the increasing -- the number of increase 


in U.S. citizens in Libya and the situation is potentially 
dangerous, do you have any clear and present danger, or 
information of clear and present danger, to U.S. citizens there’ 


a I think I answered that before when I said we're 
not aware of specific threats directed against Americans, but 
the potential, we believe, remains 





Q Alan, the timing -- 


fe I just went through all that l answered that 
specific question 


—-—-MORE-- 





Q Do you have another announcement? 


“ I have another announcement Why don't I go 
ahead and do it? 


On the Cyprus Summit The United States welcomes the 
announcement late yesterday by United Nations Secretary General 
Perez de Cuellar that the two Cypriot communities have agreed 
to participate in a summit meeting in January. We view this as 
a most positive development, one creating a new opportunity to 
end the division of Cyprus and establish a reunited Cypriot 
government . 


This agreement to hold direct, high level talks, the 
first in over five years, came about only because of concerted 
efforts by all of the parties concerned. Cypriot President 
Spyros Kyprianou and Turkish Cypriot leader Rauf Denktash have 
shown statesmanship and courage The Governments of Turkey and 
Greece, which have important traditional roles to play, took an 
active interest in the three rounds of proximity talks and 
deserve credit for helping to bring about this favorable 
outcome Secretary General Perez de Cuellar deserves our 
congratulations and appreciation for this accomplishment and 
shall continue to have our full support as he works towards a 
fair and final settlement of the Cyprus problem 


In deciding to proceed to a summit, the leaders of the 
two Cypriot communities have undertaken an historic but 
difficult task. Finding solutions to concrete problems which 
have divided the two communities will require skill, patience 
and vision As the President announced in May, we are prepared 
to assist the Cypriots in rebuilding a united country when a 
settlement, or major progress in that direction, is achieved 


That's it for the statements 

. Copy? 

2) Sure. Happy to provide a copy 

Q Alan, again about the Libyan affair -- 

a Uh-huh 

Q -~ do you have any indications that maybe Libya 


participated or played a part in the incident of the Kuwaiti 
aircraft? 


is) I don't have any further information to give you 
about that hijacking at all 





Q Alan, on (Inaudible) again, do you know where 
those Americans originated their flights from, from Morocco or 
somewhere else? 


i Which Americans? 
Q That are in Libya. 
a No, 1 don't have any information on that 


Is there any special advisory or special 
attention at all to news people in Libya or who go in anc out 
of Libya doing the same sort of thing that you were referring 
to on business people’ 


i) Well, the situation remains as it was As you 
know, there was a series of exceptions, if you will, that were 
made, and news correspondents were among those Having said 
that, the concern for the safety of Americans remains a broad 
concern The exception, nonetheless, exists 


Q So that the exception stays and the concern stays?’ 
is] That's right 
Q O.K 


Q Alan, 1 know you just appeared to have put a lid 
on this, but do you have any response to reports that two of 
the hijackers involved in the Tehran incident might have been 
those involved in the Air France hijacking of August as well? 


a No, I don't have anything on that 


Q Do you have any response to the suggestion that 
those people would be extradited only in exchange for a persor 
the Iranian Government wants, and that they say that they will 
try these people if they find it necessary? 


i) Well, I find the first part of it rather strange 
and bizarre The second part, in terms of whether they are 
extradited for trial or whether they are prosecuted and tried 
in Iran, I've addressed in the last -- previously, and that is 
to say that under the Hague Convention, formally known as the 
Hague Convention for Suppression of Unlawful Seizure of 
Aircraft the Government of Iran has an obligation either to 
bring *..0se people to trial or to extradite them where they can 
be brought to trial 








Q Alan, have you seen or heard anything to suggest, 
since they seem to have ruled out extradition for the time 
being, that they plan a trial? 


“ Il have nothing beyond what you have on that 


Q Again on Libya, do you have any figure on the 
commerce between the U.S. and Libya? 


a I don't, but I would be sure that some place in 
this government those statistics are kept I would think, 
again, that Commerce might have them 


Q Alan, you used the words “strange and bizarre." 
“ Uh-huh 
Q I'm mot quite sure I heard the question what is 


strange and bizarre? 


A The suggestion that somehow the Iranians who are 
abroad should be exchanged for extradition of the hijackers who 
murdered two Americans in this hijacking 


Q Do you know of any case where Iran has tried 
hijackers? 


i) I'm not aware of any 

Q Do you have any reason to believe they will try 
these? 

a Il think we spoke to this yesterday, Marvin, that 
obviously, the fact -- the record, shall we say, concerns us on 


this, but they have an obligation Some Iranian officials have 
indicated that they would be brought to trial There have been 
these other more recent statements We'll have to see what 
they do. 


Q Do you have, within the capacity of the U.S 
Government, anything that you can do that would affect the 
Iranian decision 


a 1 guess the answer to that is, we will certainly 
make efforts with others who have direct contact and, 
potentially, influence on Iran, to make sure that they are 
aware of the obligations they have taken on themselves by 
adhering to the Hague Convention 


Q Since the revolution, they have taken on these 
obligations? 
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a I don't know when the -- 


Q Has this government ever said that it iives up to 
the Hague Convention? 


a I don't know the answer to that, but I'm not 
aware this government has ever repudiated -- 


Q Alan, have you gotten any further on your 
analysis of Iran's role in the hijackings? 


i I don't have anything further, as 1 say, to say 
on the whole question of responsibility, or that aspect of it 


Q You said you would be talking with the other 
governments and talking with the American survivors, and so 
on. Regardless of whether you've drawn any conclusions or not, 
have you finished your investigation, or your interviews, shall 
we say? 


A No 1 think that probably wili go on for a 
while, Ralph It's -=- But the answer is no 
Q Are you qoing te give Iran a deadline to 


(inaudible) one ot these? 


A I said yesterday, I don't have any calendars to 
set on this thing, but, obviously, we will be watching 
carefully what happens 


Q Alan, do you have any investigative team there iv 
the Gulf? 

A Any what? 

Q Any investigative team, somebody investigating 
the case, in the Gulf area -- in Kuwait or -- 

A Well, we certainly are in touch with other 


governments, but that's as far as I'll take that. 


Q Do you consider these terms that the Iranian 
Foreign Minister, [ believe, put out for the exchange, or the 
extradition, of the hostages, as part of maybe an indication 
that the Iran Government actually was involved, or will this 
add fue] to the rumors that they were involved directly in that? 


.) I don't have a judement to offer you on that 





ll 


Bill? 


Q Alan, does this warning to Americans in Libya 
indicate a heightened possibility of conflict between the 
United States and Libya? 


9) I don't think there is anything specific that 
this arises out of, Bill, so I would not steer you in that 
direction at all But the concerns, nonetheless, are real, 


they remain 


~~ MORE - 


and 
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Q Is there another meeting of the Cuba delegations 
today? 


A The talks are expected -- the delegations are 
expected to meet in New York today. 


Q For what purpose? 


a To continue the discussions on the issues we have 
discussed neretofore. 


Q Would you anticipate another session after this 
one? 

i) I guess we'd wait until this session is concluded 

Q Will there be an announcement after this session 
is over? 

A I guess we'll wait until this session is 


concluded. 


Q Will you have something for us on that later 
today? 


A I guess we'll wait until this session is 
concluded. (\aughter) 


Yeah, we'll have something for you Seriously, 
obviously, we will When we've got something to announce, we 
will make sure that you get it I don't think we're going to 
be hiding something under a bushel Is that the right word? 


Bush? (Laughter) 


-) Will you have a note about the -~ when the 
session ends, Alan, or -- 


A No. I don't think we would do that I think 
that when we are ready to announce something, we will do 
something for you on that 


© Do you expect a signing today? 

4 As 1 say, 1 don't have anything -~— (Laughter) 
to say to you at this point 

Yes? 

Q On the Cyprus issue, do you think that President 
Reagan's letter to General Evren, urging Turkish flexibility 


was instrumental in getting the Turkish Cypriots to finally 
agree to Secretary General's proposals’ 
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a I can't tell you what factors went into this. 
Obviously, L'm not going to get into the question of diplomatic 
exchanges. I think I've expressed our views about the 
contribution the various governments have made in this, and so 
I think I'll leave you with that. 


Q Alan, what's your interpretation to this increase 
of Americans working in Libya? 


A I think I gave you that, which is -- 


Q No. This is the procedural part of it, but there 
must be a reason why the Americans are -- 


A Well, I think -- 


Q -~ forthcoming to the Libyans' invitation for 
them to work in Libya. 


A I think I indicated to you that we think that 
perhaps this is in response to increasing business 
opportunities, and so on, that - 


Q Alan, may I ask about the status of the United 
States' decision to pull out of UNESCO. Where is that? 


A Don't have anything to announce to you today on 
that, so stay tuned 


Q Secretary Newell suggested it was imminent this 
morning -=- 

A Well, as I say, I don't have anything to announc: 
to you today on that. 


Go ahead. 
Q Do you have anything on the disappearance of four 


Americans in Mexico and a call by four parties, including the 
(Inaudible), to declare Ambassador Gavin as persona non grata’ 





fs) Well, I certainly don't have anything on the 
latter. Obviously, Ambassador Gavin, we've talked about 
before, is doing what he should be doing. And, as far as the 
abduction of the American citizens, a status report, as it 
were: Our Consulate General in Guadalajara has confirmed that 
two American couples are reported to have been abducted in 
Guadalajara on December 2 


As reported in the press, the Americans involved have 
been identified as Rose and Dennis Carlson, and Patricia and 
Benjamin Mascarenas -- let me spell that -~— M-a-s-c-a-r-e-n-a-s 
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The four Americans have not been heard from since that 
time. We have no information concerning the motives for the 
apparent kidnapping and nothing on the identities of the 
perpetrators. 


I might note that our Consulate General has been in 
close contact with the state and federal police authorities, 
and our Ambassador has been in touch with the highest levels of 
the Mexican Government in this matter. We are closely 
monitoring the investigation and have aided in the 
dissemination of photographs of the missing Americans, and we 
have also been in communication with their families. 


Q Alan, is there any consideration -- 

Q I -—- we had a -- 

4 Excuse me. Yes? 

Q Copy? 

a) Sure. 

Q Are you planning to issue a traveling advisory 


(sic) as Ambassador Gavin threatened some months ago? 


A Well, there is no current travel advisory 
concerning travel in Mexico. However, we have been advising 
inquirers to exercise caution in traveling by road, especially 


in certain parts of Mexico, and not to sleep by the roadside at 
night 


I might note that the present incident apparently did 
not occur on a highway, but in an urban environment. We are 
continually monitoring conditions in Mexico, as elsewhere, in 
order to determine whether issuance of a travel advisory is 
appropriate. There are no plans to issue a travel advisory for 
Mexico at this time; however, we continue to be in close 
contact with Mexican authorities concerning their follow-up in 
cases of crimes committed against American citizens traveling 
on Mexican highways 


Q What is the status of the travel advisory in £1 
Salvador at this point? 

A The status of the travel advisory? 

Q Yes [t was toughened a while back, right around 


the _ 
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ms I don't have anything new to give you. 
Q -- right around the American elections. 
A I don't have anything new. I can check and see 


if there's anything new that's been issued that we may have 
missed in the meantime. 


Q Could we have a copy of whatever's available on 
Mexico? 

A I'll give you whac I just read to you. 

Q Plan, another area? 


A Go ahead. 


Anything on the Israeli forces' attack on 
Lebanese villages and the seizur2 of more than 14 Lebanese 
civilians? 


i) We are looking into those reports They do point 
to the importance of the talks at Naqura in order to set the 
stage for an Israeli withdrawal from Lebanon 


Q Alan, is there any consideration in the State 
Department in the direction of taking Syria off the list of 
countries or states supporting terrorism, in the light of the 
part played by the Syrians in the Kuwaiti aircraft hijacking? 


A I don't have anything new to say about that list 
Q Where is Ambassador Murphy today? 
A He is in Israel today 


Q Can you tell us whether Syria is still considered 
by the U.S. Government to be “helpful” in the Lebanon situation’ 


fa I think we talked about that at the time, and I 
don't have anything -- 


Q No change? 


A Well, I don't have anything to say. I have no 
characterizations to offer you He's been having talks, 
obviously, regarding that situation, and I'm not going to try 
to characterize those talks or characterize, you know, his 
specific discussions 


Q Alan, the LIranian Prime Minister was quoted 
yesterday as saying it's the aggressive policies of the U.S 
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that caused the death of the Americans. How do you respond to 
that? 


A I think that's sick. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on the confidential 


report which was put out by the public committee, or U.S. 
public committee, to study the relations between UNESCO and the 
United States, or the United States and UNESCO? 


a I don't have a comment on that. 


Q Alan, another area: Has anything ever happened 
on the question about withdrawing U.S. objections to Polish 
membership in the IMF? 


A I don't have anything to give you today on that 
subject. 


Q Any comment at all on the state of relations? 
It's been three years since they imposed martial law. It's 
been about a year and a half since it was -- 


A I don't have a new statement. I think we've 
issued, from time to time -- and I presume you're well aware of 
that -- various statements on that relationship, but, no, I 


don't have anything new today to offer on that 


Q Alan, the most recent guidance on Sri Lanka, 
largely blamed the terrorists for the violence going on there 
In light of Rajiv Gandhi's statement the other day, do we have 
any new assessment of the cause of the violence there, or 


anything new at all to say on this situation in Sri Lanka? 


A I don't have anything new to say about the 
Situation 


Q Thank you 
a You're welcome 


(The briefing concluded at 12:36 p.m.) 
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DPC #223 


FRIDAY, DECEMBER 14, 1984, 12:03 P.M 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have just one 
announcement: 


Secretary of State George Shultz will present the 1984 
Redskin of the Year Award at a luncheon sponsored by the 
Quarterback Club of Washinaton at 12:00 noon on Tuesday, 
December 18 The event will take place at the Touchdown Club, 
which is 2000 L Street in Washington. 


I gather that the arrangements for arranging for press 
coverage are complicated -- that is, different people are 
covering for different kinds of media -- so if you are 
interested in covering it, let me ask you to contact Gil 
Sherman in our Office of Public Programs at 632-2733 and he 
will direct you to the right person at the Quarterback Club 


That is it for announcements. I'd be happy to take 
your questions. 


Q Will there be Q&A? (Laughter. ) 
A Keep going, George! 


Q Are you going to keep us in suspense as to who 
the Redskin of the Year is? 


a Oh, that's not for us to announce, George 
(Laughter.) If I have something to give you on that, ['ll give 
it to you. (Laughter ) 


Q When do you expect a decision on that? 
(Laughter. ) 


Q Offensive or defensive? (Laughter. ) 


Q What do you have -- 








A Not bad, Bill; not bad. (Laughter. ) 
Q Will they still do it if the Redskins lose Sunday’ 


a Absolutely! They aren't going to lose. What are 
you talking about? (Laughter. ) 


Q What do you have on the Cuban talks? 


) What do I have on the Cuban talks? I don't have 
anything on the Cuban talks ' 


Q Are they going on today, Alan? 

ts) I am sure they have been in touch today, yes [ 
don't snow what the arrangement is up in New York, but they 
certainiay are in touch with each other and they are still there 

Yes. 

Q Alan, what can you tell us about Mr. Murphy's 
travel and his success in mediating or, actually, narrowing the 


gaps between Israel, Lebanon and Syria? 


4 Well, I'm glad you eliminated the “mediation" 
from your question 


I don't have any progress report to give you He was 
in Saudi Arabia earlier today; he is now in Egypt. And that's 
as much as I can give you on his efforts 


Q Do you have any report on -- 


Q It's been reported that he brought back from 
Israel to Lebanon and Syria a big zero. 


2) I saw the press report this morning As I say, I 
don't have any comment on the substance of his conversations 


Q That was my question 


~- MORE -- 








Q Alan, now that you know the extent of the Israeli 
surgical operation yesterday in south Lebanon, and the atlack., 
and there are some conflicting reports, what's your assessment 
of such an operation at the time that there are talks going on 
between the Israelis and the Lebanese? 


A Well, again, we have seen reports about various 
activities and who might have been killed or not killed and so 
on, and we just can't confirm any of that. 


In general, we regret the continuing violence and loss 
of life taking place in various parts of Lebanon and exore: 
our strong support for the resolution of the differences 
through dialogue and negotiation 


Q Alan, there is an Arabic newspaper -- [ forget 
which country -- which claims that the United States was 
preparing a commando operation to rescue the hostages in 
Tehran, and that when word of this got out this induced the 
Iranians to bring the incident to a conclusion. 


A I think, just as a matter of general principle, 
George, it is not going to behoove us -- without suggesting 
that that story is right or suggesting that it's wrong - it's 
just not going to behoove us to talk about actions that might 
or might not be taken in terrorist incidents like that There 
unfortunately are likely to be more, and [I think we need to 
preserve as much security as we can on that 


Q Mr. Kapar said last night that one of the 
Iranians involved in freeing him from the plane was shot in the 
process Do you have anything on that? 


A I have no idea Don't know anything about it 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on a report From 
North Korea today t at the two sides have agreed to resume the 
full-scale Red Cross talks? 


a Ll saw the report I don't have confirmation of 
that But obviously we have been very strongly supportive ol 
those and other talks which had been on-going and some of which 
had been postponed; so if that's true, obviously we would 
welcome that 


Q Wou.d you consider it any sort of a breakthrough 
on this particular set of talks, because they've been suspended 
for so long, or is this just a small step in your view? 


a I don't think I'm prepared to characterize it 








either way, Ralph Obviously, it's a welcome development and 
that's as much as I can do for you on that 


Q Do you have anything on UNESCO, Alan? 
>) No, I don't have anything on UNESCO today 
Q Any comments on today's Post story that Americans 


living in Libya have been given new warnings? 


4 Have deen given new warnings? I think that's 
reflecting what I said here yesterday, so I'd refer you ba 
yesterday's briefing 


Q Is that related to the hostages crisis in Iran? 
That might happen in Libya, or -- 


“ I don't quite follow the thrust of your questi 
but I'd refer you to what I said yesterday about Libya 

Q Do you have any comment on Prime Minister's 
Botha's apparent disagreement with President Reagan over what 
brought about the release in South Africa? 


A No 
Q Do you have any comment on the report from the 
U.S. vets who have been in Vietnam that the Vielnamese ar: 


interested in opening up a U.S. Interests Section in Vietnam’ 

A No I saw that, and some people were looking a! 
that There may be something later in the day Why don't you 
keep in touch with the Press Office 

Q Alan, anything on the story on Abu Nidal in the 
current issue of Moment magazine which says that it may be that 
even while Nidal was living in Syria that he was always on the 
Iraqi payroll -- in other words, a double agent for Iraq his 
entire career? 

A No, I don't have anything on it 

Okay, is that it? 

Q Thank you 


a You're welcome 


(Press briefing concluded at 12 10 p m ) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #224 


MONDAY, DECEMBER 17, 1984, 12:17 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: I fave no announcements. I'll be happy 
to take your questions. 


Q Alan, what can you tell us regarding a Soviet 
defector, a soldier, who has been in this area for some time? 
Is he in the building today with some Soviet Embassy officials 
regarding his desire to stay in this country or to return to 
the Soviet Union? 


A Let me give you what I have on that, Mike, and 
then beyond that let me tell you what I Know and don't know. 


We were recently informed by the Soviet Embassy here 
that Nikolay Ryzhkov. a soldier from Soviet forces in 
Afghanistan who made his way to the United States and requested 
refuge here approximately one year ago, had gone to the Soviet 
Embassy and requested assistance in returning to the USSR. 


We have held a meeting in the State Department with 
Ryzhkov in which he declared that he wished to return to the 
Soviet Union, and that he made that decision voluntarily. I 
don't have anything on his onward plans, and I dor't have 
anything on specifics of what was said at the meeting other 
than to reiterate that he stated his intention to return to the 
Soviet Union and stated firmly that he had made this decision 
freely and voluntarily. 


Q In what condition did you itudge him to be in 
physically, and was a doctor present at this point 


A I don't have details on who was present, Mike, 
but I don't think, in the view of those people who spoke with 
him, there was any question regarding his ability to make an 
independent judgment. 


Qg Spell his last name, would you? 








\ a” 
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A R-Y-2-H-K-O-V. 


Q Is the veto against the Polish membership in IMF 
formally withdrawn? 

Q Can we stay on this one for now? 

A Let's finish off and then we'll come back to your 
question. 

Q There was another defector in this area 


associated with him. What information do you have on his 
status? 


A I don't have any information on his status. 


Q Have you inquired or do you have any knowledge 
that he is seeking also to return to the Soviet Union - 


A I just don't have any information on him at all. 


Q Alan, I know you said that you thought in the 
view of those who were at the meeting that he made an 
independent -- he was capable of making independent decision. 
Can you say whether or not the U.S. believes there was any 
coercion involved prior to this morning's meeting? Not 
necessarily in the minutes before but in the days or weeks 
before this? 


A I can't really, Ralph, address what views are on 
what has transpired before, but I think that as in previous 
cases -- sort of similar cases, if you will -- an important 


point with us and an essential point with us is to assure that 
any individual in a circumstance like this, who is alleged to 
desire to return, in fact is making that decision of his or her 
own free will, and that we are convinced of that. And so I 
think that's the basic criterion that we would apply here. 


Q Alan, do you think there's any pressure on him 
because of his family back home in the USSR? 


A Well, I think I've just answered it as much as I 
can on his views. 


Q Now I ask, is the veto against membership -- 
Polish membership -- in IMF formally withdrawn? 


A We have informed the Polish Government that an 
atmosphere has been created that the United States hopes will 








permit the reactivation of Poland's application for membership 
in the International Monetary Fund. 


I should note in this connection that any final 
application by the Polish Government will. of course, be 
considered on its merits, including Poland's ability and 
willingness to fulfill the obligations of IMF membership. 


Just to recall the history of this a little bit, as 
you remember, on August 3 the White House stated that 
implementation of the amnesty decision would determine whether 
a positive atmosphere had been created that would allow the 
reactivation of Poland's application for membership in the 
IMF. And, as I say, we have now completed our review of the 
amnesty, and it has been determined that a basis has been 
created for proceeding. 


Q Can you describe the positive atmosphere that has 
been created? What elements go into making that positive 
atmosphere? 


A Well, I think that the issue, again, was the 
review of the amnesty, and I'd refer you back to the language 
of the August 3 statement from the White House on that subject. 


Q Can we have a copy of that announcement? 


Q And can we have a copy of your comments on the 
Soviet soldier? 


A I think we can probably put that together, yes. 


Q The disturbances of yesterday have not affected 
that decision? 


A Well, obviously, we deplore the use of force to 
prevent a peaceful wreath-laying ceremony. This once again 
underscores the need for genuine national reconciliation in 
Poland, but the IMF decision pertains to the implementation of 
the amnesty decision as outlined in the White House statement 
on August 3. 


Q What is the outlook on returning Most Favored 
Nation status to Poland? 


My Bernie, our position on that, again, is as it has 
been for some time. That is, consistent with the President's 
step-by-step policy towards relaxation with the Polish 
Government which matches steps to relax or remove sanctions to 
moves toward national reconciliation with Poland, we are ready 





to respond positively to further progress in the process of 
national reconciliation in Poland. 


The Polish Government knows of our specific concerns. 


Q Alan, on that, what are some other things the 
Poles could do that would make possible MFN? 


A I don't think I'm going to try today to lay out, 
if you will, a menu of items. We've discussed before our 
concerns, Greg, and I don't have a new statement to issue you 
on that subject. This relates to a decision taken ia August. 

I think at that time, we discussed the fact that there were 
sanctions which remained in place, and whatever we said at that 


point -- and I don't want to try to wing it and % don't have it 
here -- would be where we are on that issue. 
Q In other words, we're still not satisfied that 


the situation in Poland has returned to normal? There still 
are specific things we would like them to do, and we have in 
mind those things? 


A Again, the process of national reconciliation, in 
our view, obviously has not been completed. And as I said 
before in answer to the question about the events over the 
weekend, the wreath-laying ceremony and the problems associated 
with that underscore the need for genuine national 
reconciliation. 


Q That's what I wanted to ask you. You said -- 
sort of implied, in answer to Bernie's question that what 
happened yesterday wasn't related to the IMF decision, that it 
Was something apart. What I wanted to ask you, isn't that part 
of the overall mix of what is going on in Poland? And 
shouldn't that sort of thing be considered in decisions on 
whether to lift particular sanctions? 


A Well, I'm not going to try to get any more 
specific with you on, “If they do this, we'll do that.” I 
would leave you rather with the broad thought that in line with 
the President's step-by-step policy, we would respond to steps 
toward national reconciliation. 


Q But to answer my question, is that the kind of 
thing we would consider in the decision to lift sanctions? 


A What? Not beating up on people? 


Q Huh? 
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A We would look at the situation and see. I'm not 
going to try to outline (it) for you. Obviously, it 
underscores, as I say, the need for national reconciliation. 
It is a symbol or a sign that there are problems. But I don't 
knew how to turn that into a positive for you out of what I've 
just said. 


Q Can you define that in general terms, what you 
mean by “national reconciliation?" 


A I'm not going to go beyond what we've said 
before, Marvin, on that. As I say, the issue, [I'm sure, was 
addressed at the time of the August decision, and I would refer 
you back to the record at that point. I have nothing to add to 
whatever was said at that time. 


Q But at one point, I think the U.S. Government 
used to say that there ought to be talks between Solidarity and 
the government. That's been dropped? 


A I refer you back to the record. There has been a 
lot said on the record, and I think that record is quite 
available. 

Q Alan, this is a new development. We're having an 


announcement here today of this, and I think it's only fair to 
spell out what additional things need to be done before 
(inaudible ) sanctions in place. 


A No, I don't think -- Well, you and I have a 
different view of this. The fact of the matter is that this is 


a step forward consistent with a decision taken and announced 
in August. It is in the process of implementation; it is not a 


new announcement on further steps beyond that. 


So we have said a lot on the record about what we 
would be looking to in terms of national reconciliation, and I 
refer you back to that record. 


Q New subject? 

A Sure. 

Q Any announcement on UNESCO? 

A No, to my Knowledge. 

Q Do you have any comment on the criticism voiced 
by President Mitterrand in his year-end interview yesterday on 
Star Wars -- 
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A No, I don't. 

Q -- research? 

A No, I don't. 

Q What about Mrs. Thatcher's comments on -- 

A No. I'm not sure I've seen a real text of what 


she's said because I think there have been different versions. 
But in any case, I don't have any comment. 


Q Alan, is there any indication of Libyan backing 
for the coup in Mauritania last week? Do we have anything on 
that? 


A I don't have anything on that. 


Can I get back to you, Bernie, to your question for 
one second? Obviously, in terms of our own position on SDI, 
that has been iaid out at considerable length, so our position 
on that is there. The Secretary addressed it, I think, in 
Europe in briefings with the press and so on, so I refer you to 
that. 


Q Alan, that's what I was getting at too -- are you 
in any way following up -- do you feel it necessary to follow 
up last week's obvious consultations with the British, both at 
NATO and in London, and then those consultations were obviously 
followed by the statement by Mrs. Thatcher. That would suggest 
that the British either disagree with or don't understand the 
U.S. position on SDI. 


A Again the Secretary addressed it, and I think I'm 
going to have to leave you with his words. I'm sure that if 
anybody wants to discuss it at a higher level, they have an 
opportunity coming up in the next several days. 


Q To follow up on that question, are we looking 
into the possibility that there was Liyan support for that 
coup? 


nN I don't know the answer to that question. 

Bill? 

Q Alan, can you spell out what General Rowny was 
talking about in Germany when he said that the United States 
would be willing to make some compromises that the Soviet Union 
might be interested in? 











B Well, I've seen various accounts of that 
interview -- or maybe there was more than one, I don't know. 
Anyway. I don't have any comment. Ambassador Rowny was 
expressing his personal opinion. The President and his senior 
advisers are currently studying such icsues in preparation for 
Secretary Shultz’ meetings with Soviet Foreign Minister Gromyko 
in Geneva on January 7 and 8. 


Bernie, to get back to your question, I think there 
are some meetings next weekend, if you will recall. 


Q Oh, with Mrs. Thatcher. I'm sorry. 
A That's right. 


Q What did you say about certain answers to 
questions in the next few days? 


A I said, if there is need for further consultation 
beyond their normal diplomatic give-and-take, there is a 
meeting coming up at the end of the week, you will recall. 


Q I thought you were talking about a news 
conference. 
N No, no, no, no. (Laughter) 


Q Nothing -- nothing as radical as that? 
A No. I did not mean to mislead you on that. 
Q 


Do you have anything on the escalation of the 
so-called “tanker war” by Iraq against Iran? 


a I would reiterate what we have said before on 
this subject, which is that -- First of all, in terms of 
specifics, I don't have anything for you. But our policy 
toward the war in the Gulf remains, as reflected in U.N. 
Security Council Resolutions 540 and 552, which called, among 
other things, for a ceasefire against shipping and inland 
ports. We note that Iraq has accepted these resolutions, while 
Iran has intransigently rejected then. 


Such incidents further demonstrate the need for an 
urgent resolution of this tragic conflict. 


Q Do you have anything on the timing of this 
escalation just after the resuming of diplomatic relations with 
the United States? 








ry No. I would not draw conclusions about any 
timing on that. 


Q Do you have anything on Mr. Murphy's activities? 
A Excuse me. I'll come back to you. 


Q Do you have any comment on a story that Armand 
Hammer, the President of Occidental, is talking to Israelis 
about a conflict in Taba between Israel and Egypt? 


A No. 


Q And the second one: Will the United States send 
an observer to the Taba talks which will be resuming in 
Beersheba and Ismalia in the next few days or weeks? 


AK I'm not aware that there's been an announcement 
of any talks, but I will pass on your interest, and, if there 
is some talk to be held and announced, and so on, about U.S. 
participation, I will pass it on. 


Q Alan, any reaction to an Evans & Novak column 
today about a sort of purge of the Ambassadorial ranks by the 
Secretary of State? 


A No. I think we have, both in terms of that 
column in particular, but also on personnel matters in general, 
just not going to react. There are many, many stories out 
there that are appearing, and I'm not going to start down the 
path of commenting on those stories. 


Q Can you say when there might be some of these 
rumored changes in embassies take place? 

A No. I can't. I'm sorry. 

Q I was talking about Mr. Murphy's activities, and 


if there is anything to say about the results of his talks? 


A Yes. First of all, in terms of activities, he is 
in Israel today. Over the weekend he was in Cairo and Amman. 
In terms of what he's doing and what he's finding out, as we've 
said all along, Assistant Secretary Murphy is not engaged in 
U.S. mediation. 


Thus fac in this round of consultations with Middle 
East Gevernments, he has found that the differences between the 
parties remain substantial. And while there appears to be a 








general agreement that an Israeli withdrawal would be 
desirable, it is clear that additional flexibility will be 
required for negotiations to be successful. 


Q Copy. please? 
i Sure. 


Q Alan, can you comment on a report on Israeli 
Radio from Jerusalem, saying that there was no breakthrough on 
his talks with Israeli defense ministers? 


A I have no comments beyond what I just gave you. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on any of the 
descriptions given this morning by Mr. Kapar concerning the 
hijacking, his conclusions about the Iranians and their perfect 
timing on the release effort, or his conclusions about the -- 
his conclusion, which was that there was no link -- no apparent 
link between the hostages and the Iranian Government? 


A Well. I guess I -- I haven't caught up with what 
he actually said, so I can't really comment, and I don't know 
that it's particularly appropriate to do so. And he had a 
certain perspective from where he was sitting in the plane and 
what was going on. We have certain questions that we have 
raised, and there's no change in those questions. 


I do understand that he indicated that if Iran wants 
to suggest to the world that it's serious about dealing with 
hijackers, that it ought to bring these murderers to trial. We 
certainly endorse that. But I don't have any comment. He was 
offering his own views, as I say, based on bls experience. 


Q You haven't reached a conclusion yet on the basis 
of your analysis of the situation? 


K Nothing further for you on that. No. 
Bernie, did you have something? 

Q No. 

A No? Okay. 


Q Alan, anything new on South Africa and the 
demonstrations here at the Embassy? 
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A No. 


Q Do we expect the talks in Nagqura to continue 
after the holiday break that's scheduled? 


4 I don't have a readout. I guess you'd have to 
ask the Israelis and the Lebanese. 


Q Whatever happened to the working group -- the 
joint working group of American Jews and American Arabs who 
supposed to form an organization to help the West Bank in 
building some infrastructure. I'm referring to the story of 


Edward Waish in The Washington Post on Saturday. 


A Well, we've addressed that group before; 
indicated that it is a private group. And I guess in terms of 
what's happened to it, you ought to ask them. I don't know. 

Q Specifically, I'm talking about the project which 
we have built in the story about Al Farah water irrigation in 
Nablus area. 


n Again, that is a private group, and I think you'd 
have to ask them about whatever progress they may be making. 


Q Alan, you said before that more flexibility would 
be needed. You meant from all parties? 


A I don't think I specified, Marvin. 

Q No, you didn't, but I was asking. 

A I think that it is simply a fact that more 
flexibility is needed, and I'm not going to try to identify who 
needs to be more flexible or how much more flexible. 

Q Generally, from all parties? 

A Well, I think I would simply leave it where I did. 


Q Is Mr. Murphy going back this week? 


N I don't have his return schedule at this point. 
We have, as you know, tended not to give it ahead. 

Q But wouldn't -- 

A I just -- I don't have it. 








ll 


Q Is it safe for us to assume that since you've 
issued a statement on the basis of his talks so far that he 
wouldn't make such a statement if he thought there was some 
imminent change in anyone's position, and, in effect, that this 
round of talks is over? 


4 I'm not sure you could draw the conclusion -- and 
I'm not saving, because I don't know, Ralph -- but I'm not sure 
you could draw the conclusion that the round of talks is over. 
Certainly the U.S. interest in trying to be helpful is not at 
an end. We're just trying to be helpful and give you a sense 
of where we are. The question has come up quite frequently. 
what is he finding out? So this is a modest effort at being 
responsive to that. 


Q We look forward to having more such modest 
efforts. 


A That's right. 


Q Alan, does that mean that his mission now is over 
for the time being? 


x As I said, I can't -- I don’t know what his 
onward schedule is, buy I wouldn't necessarily draw such 
conclusions. 

Q Is he expected to be here for the talks with the 
two groups of Israelis later this week? 

a I don't have anything on his schedule. I think 
I've said that three times now. 

Q Alan, anything new on Afghanistan after five 
years -- the Russian presence? Any announcements coming? 

A I don't have anything today, but I'm sure we will 
have a number of things to say over the succeeding days. 

Q You have something on the Manzanillo talks last 
week? 

a I think I addressed that last week. To the 


extent that I have anything on it, I refer you back to the 
record on that. 


Abdul Salam, did you have a question? 


Q Yes. Do you have any comment on Egypt's demand 
to hold direct talks with Jordan and the PLO as a prelude for 
peace in the Middle East? 
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a No. 
Q Thank you. 


A All cight. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:35 p.a.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC # 225 


TUESDAY, DECEMBER 18, 1984, 12:00 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: 0O.K. Shall we go? 


One announcement, one statement. The announcement is 
simply to note that the 4 o'clock meeting this afternoon with 
Secretary Shultz and the Italian Christian Democratic Party 
Secretary, Mr. DeMita, which I think you've seen on the public 
schedule has been cancelled due to scheduling problems. Mr. 
DeMita, however, will be meeting with other Department 
officials today, and 1 think that also is reflected on the 
schedule. 


Q What do you mean by “scheduling problem?" 
p I don't know specifically what is involved with 
that, Jack. It's not a big deal, obviously, and we certainly 


welcome him here. 


The statement regarding Australia: In view of press 
reports in Australia presenting a misleading view of our 
relationship and of the nature of our working relations with 
Foreign Minister Hayden, I would like to offer the following to 
set the record straight: 


The United States and Australia have a very close and 
comprehensive working relationship. The United States 
Government maintains a very close relationship with the 
Australian Department of Foreign Affairs and with the Minister 
personally. We consult frequently with the Foreign Minister, 
and share common ground on a host of bilateral and 
international issues. The purported remarks by U.S. Government 
officials do not reflect the views of the U.S. Government. 


Q Copy, please? 
is Sure. 


Q To whom specifically do you refer in these 
matters, these remarks? 
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A There were some reports coming out in the 
Australian press that were very -- purportedly from U.S. 
Government officials -- that were very critical of certain 
members of the Australian Government, and they, as I said, 


don't reflect U.S. Government views. So I wanted to get that 
straight. 


O.K. That's it for announcements, statements. I'd be 
happy to take questions. 


Q Alan, do you have a view to the remarks of Mr. 
Gorbachev in London regarding nuclear arms, not seeing an arms 
race advance to the heavens, if you will? 


‘ I don't have a specific response to that, Mike. 
I think that -- 


Q Do you see anything new in them? 


f No Weli, I'm not going to try to analyze all of 
that The announcement that was made at the time of the 
setting of the Geneva meeting made it clear that space arms 
would be cov.rec as well as offensive and nuclear arms; and so 
I refer you back to that. and I think the Secretary has talked 
to this in his press remarks during the course of the NATO 
meetings, and I don't have anything new to add today. 


1 think that Secretary Weinberger is giving a speech 
today in which he will address certain aspects of arms control 
issues, which I think will] be of some interest. I don't have 
anything new though 


Q Does the Secretary of State support what the 
Secretary of Defense is saying in that speech? 

A I don't know if he has seen the text of the 
speech, but I'm not aware that there's -- I just don't know 
whether he's seen it. I guess I should leave it at that, 
Bernie. 

Q Can you comment on Fidel Castro's statements of 
last Friday whereby he claimed -- he denied having emptied the 


mental asylums in Cuba during the Mariel boat lift and that the 


A No, I really don't have a response to that. 
We've talked about what the -- I mean, that goes back years, 
and I weuld refer you back to the thing: that were said at the 
time of the Mariel -- Marielitos' coming here. 








In terms of the history of the talks about that issue, 
we've put out, I think, various versions of the history of the 
negotiations over time. It's been made available to you, and I 
would leave that to you to look at. ‘ 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on the Iranian 
prosecutor's remarks today asserting that there will be a trial 
for the hijackers involved in the most recent hijacking, as 


well as for those involved in the August -- I believe it was 
August 3rd -- hijacking of the Air France jet? 
A I haven't seen an exact text of what he said. 


I've seen the reports. 


As we've indicated before, Iran has an obligation 
either to put the hijackers on trial or extradite them to a 
country where they will be put on trial. So we take it for 
granted that they should be prosecuted. We expect that trial 
to be open, and the sooner it is held, the better. 


If the reports today mean that there is a new attitude 
by Iran towards hijacking and treatment of hijackers, then that 
would be welcome. 


Q 1t would be what, sir? 
A That would be welcome. 
MORE 








Q Can I ask why you expect the trial to be open? 
Is that -- I mean, in what way does the United States have a 
responsibility for supervising the judicial systems of other 
countries? 


- It's not a question of supervising. It's a 
question of the kind of treatment which is going to be accorded 
to them. An open trial, obviously, is the greatest assurance 
that the world community will have that Iran is dealing 
seriously with these murderers. 


Q Alan, do you think that other countries in the 
avea are also asking for open trial -- 


f I think that's up to them to address. I think 
it's up to the other countries to express their attitude 


Q No, I mean, have you been in consultation with 
them about this request? 


A We certainly have been in touch with them about 
the issue of hijacking in general and this specific hijacking 
But I don't have anything to give you in terms of the substance 
of their views or what we've expressed to them on this point. 


Bill, do you have -- 
Q Just the standard UNESCO question. 
A UNLSCO -- 1 don't have anything for you today. 


Q Could it be of some sort of harm to the security 
of such countries like Kuwait to make such a trial open and let 
all details of how the hijackers got out of the country, or got 
control of the aircraft? 


A Again, I think that our view of this is that this 
should be an open trial and should be available for everybody 
to be able to see how justice is being handled. 


Q Do you have any reaction to a trial in Vietnam 
where five people were sentenced to death for trying to 
overthrow the government? 


f\ I don't have a specific reaction to the trial, 
no. We had some guidance on the general subject the other day 
which I think you probably have. 


Q Alan, do we have a preconceived notion to what 
sort of penalty should be meted out to the hijackers? 


—/ 

















4 Don't have anything to offer on that, Greg. 
Obviously, it's quite clear that there were murders, and I 
think that we would be looking to prosecution which takes that 
into account, but I don't have a specific thought to offer you 
on the kind of punishment that should be meted out, no. 


Q To follow that up, do you know what the mandate 
of the interagency committee is that is looking into this; how 
long it'll stay in existence, if it's attempting to find out if 
there was Iranian government complicity? 


A l'm not aware, John, of what specific interagency 
organization there may be to look at this one event. There is 
obviously a great dea] of interagency coordination and 
cooperation that goes on on (a) the general issue of terrorism, 
including hijacking, and (b) which obviously then gets into the 
specifics when something happens. So I don't know if there was 
some special -- 


Q Well, there was a special committee that was set 
up. 


Aa Well, I'm not aware of that. I'm not saying 
there isn't, but I'm not aware of that But there certainly is 
an awful lot of coordination that goes on, and that is going to 
be a permanent feature, obviously, of this government, and I'm 
sure it will be enhanced as time goes on, and -- well, I'1]l 
just leave it at that. 


Ralph? 


Q Related to, as long as we're on Iran, there is a 
report which I admit to not having seen personally in Readers 


Digest saying that the Iranian ambassador in Switzerland 
arranged for the purchase of the explosives used in one of the 
Beirut bombings against American facilities. Do you have any 
comment on that report? 


f 1 don't nave anything on that. 
Q Have you seen the report? 


A I have seen wires which said -- I wasn't aware 
that somebody was saying the ambassador was involved. In any 
case, I've seen wires which report it, but 1 don't have 
anything to offer you on that here. 


Bill, did you -- 
10 


Q Do you have anything new on the activities of Mr. 


Murphy? 





A Yes. He is in Syria today. 

Q Seeing who, please? 

a I don't know whom he has appointments with. 
Q Anything on a return? 

fe I would think, as a general matter, that one 


could assume he would be home by Christmas I don't have 
anything more specific than that to offer you, Greg. 


Q Any comment on the Israeli Cabinet crisis? 
ig No, I don't 
Q Alan, do you have any update figures on Soviet 


casualties in Afghanistan? I've seen some in the press, and I 
wondered whether you had any? 


A 1 don't And as I said yesterday, in answer to 
your question, I think we'll have a number of things probably 
to be saying about the Afghanistan invasion and the anniversary 
as it's coming up. And perhaps in that context people will 
have something on that Il just don't happen to have it, though 


Q Briefings this week? 


A 1 would think that there would be Yes 





Q Thank you 
i) Okay, you're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:15 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DALLY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #226 


WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 19, 1984, 12:02 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 





MR. HUGHES: I have a number of announcements for you. 
Firstly, UNESCO: Gregory J. Newell, Assistant Secretary of 
State for International Organization Affairs, will hoid an ON 
THE RECORD briefing on UNESCO today, 2:30, here in the State 
Department's Briefing Room. So that'll be ON THE RECORD, for 
cameras. 


Under Secretary for Political Affairs Michael Armacost 
will conduct an ON THE RECORD briefing on Afghanistan after 


five years of Soviet occupation That will be here in the 
Department's Press Briefing Room Thursday, December 20, 3:00 
p.m 


: Q 3:00 p.m.? 
A 3:00 p.m., Thursday, tomorrow. 
Q ON THE RECORD? 
A Also ON THE RECORD; cameras. 
Q Lights? 


A You got it; you got it. At that time, recently 
issued Department publications on Afghanistan will be aveilable 
in the Press Office for your information. I guess you could 
even have them right away 


An announcement on the selection of Ambassador 
Abramowitz: The Secretary of State has selected Ambassador 
Morton I. Abramowitz, a Career Minister of the Senior Foreign 
Service, as Director of the Bureau of Intelligence and 
Research, succeeding Hugh Montgomery. The appointment will be 
effective February 1, 1985. 


Ambassador Abramowitz's most recent assignment was 








United States Representative to the Mutual and Balanced Force 
Reduction negotiations in Vienna. 


Earlier, he was Ambassador to Thailand between 1978 
and 1981, and Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for 
Inter-American, East Asian, and Pacific Affairs. That was from 
1974 to 1978. 


Mr. Abramowitz began his government career with the 
International Cooperation Administration in 1958. He joined 
the Foreign Service in 1960 and was posted to Taipei as 
consular-economic officer, serving there until 1962. In the 
year following, he took Chinese language and area training, 
then became political officer in Hong Kong. 


Back in the State Department in 1966, he served as 
international economist for two years; as special assistant to 
the Deputy Secretary of State until 1971; and as foreign 
affairs analyst until '73. He then did a one-year tour as 
political advisor to the Commander-in-Chief, Pacific. 


Mr. Abramowitz was born January 20, 1933, in Lakewood, 
New Jersey. He received a B.A. from Stanford University in 
1953 and an M.A. from Harvard in 1955. For the next two years 
he was in the Army. He is the author of several works on Asia, 
including, written with Richard Moorsteen, “Remaking China 
Policy." That was published in 1972. And “Moving the 
Glacier: The Two Koreas and the Powers,” also in 1972. 


He is married to Sheppie Glass Abramowitz. They have 
two children. 


Finally, an announcement on further persecution of the 
Baha'is in Iran: According to recent reports, nine more 
Baha'is imprisoned by the Khomeini regime have died in Iranian 
prisons. Six were executed in Tehran on December 9. Three 
died in Tabriz in November (although word of their deaths has 
just now been received); one executed by hanging, cwo dead of 
unknown causes, but likely victims of torture. We understand 
that 19 Baha'is remain under death sentence in Iran. 


The United States considers it's particularly poignant 
that Lran's latest executions of Baha'is occurred on the very 
eve of Human Rights Day, which commemorates the adoption by the 
United Nations of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights. 

At this year's Human Rights Day commemoration, President Reagan 
declared that we who are free have a special responsibility to 
speak up for those who are not. Among the victims of 
persecution whom President Reagan cited on that solemn occasion 
were the Baha'is of Iran. 








The United States appeals to the Iranian authorities 
to abide by the spirit and the letter of the Universal 
Declaration, Article 18 of which affirms, “Cveryone has the 
right to freedom of thought, conscience and religion; this 
right includes freedom to change his religion or belief, and 
freedom, either alone or in community with others and in public 
or private, to manifest his religion or belief in teaching, 
practice, worship and observance." 


Just as a little footnote, we understand that the 
number of Baha'is killed by the Khomeini regime is now 194, and 
there are about 750 in prison. 


. Copy? 
A Sure. 
Q A copy also of the Abramowitz bio? 
A Sure. 


John, do you have any information on the arrest 
of suspects regarding a possible attack on the Embassy in Tel 
Aviv? 


A Basically, that story is correct, Mike. We're 
confirming the incident, in general. I think I would refer you 
to the Israeli Government for additional information. The 
incident points up the commitment of the Government of Israel 
tu the protection of diplomatic facilities, one of its 
responsibilities as the host country. 


Q Was the United States informed in advance or did 
it work in cooperation with the Israelis in deterring this 
attack? 


A Well, 1 don't want t@ get into the kind of 
contacts we have had with the Israeli Government. But, 
certainly, there is no question of any slippace in 
communication or any reluctance of the Israelis to provide 
information or any suggestion that there was any lag in making 
known this threat to the appropriate American authorities. 


Q So the information -— 80 you were aware in 
advance of a possible attack? ' 


A Didn't say that. O1@n't say “in advance." 


Q Were you informed after the arrest? 
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A Well, as I say, we really don't want to get into 
too much detail, but the -- we received the information in 


timely fashion. 


Q John, do you have anything to say to reports that 
a purge of conservatives is under way at the direction of Mr. 
Shultz in this Department, of which the appointment of Armacost 
or to replace Montgomery may be illustrative? 


Q Abramowitz. 
Q Abramowitz; sorry. 
A No Abramowitz is a career officer replacing a 


career officer. We do not get into great detail about 
personnel decisions in the Department. But, obvicusly, at a 
time like this, after you've just gone through an election and 
the Administration is heading into a second term, it's logical 
that a number of Departmental and, indeed, Ambassadorial 
appointments would be the subject of review. 


As far as the Department is concerned, in some 
instances this is because of the desire of incumbent officers 
to change jobs. In part, it's the operation of normal 
rotation. The State Department likes to keep people about 
three years in a certain place. They themselves like to move, 
broaden their experience, and, of course, move up the career 
ladder. 


The fact of the matter is that the primary criterion 
the Secretary has utilized is getting the best possible people 
to carry out the implementation of the President's foreign 
policy, regardless of where they come from, and he will do that 


The fact of the matter is, however, that in the 
recommendations made, there is no change at the Assistant 
Secretary level in the present career versus non-—career ratio. 


As for Presidential appointees, obviously, the 
Secretary makes recommendations to the President. Those 
recommendations are fully discussed in the White House, and the 
President makes the ultimate decision on Presidential 
appointments. 


~~ MORE - 














Q Did Mr. Montgomery desire to be rotated out at 
this point? 


A I don't know the details of that particular 
change. He is going to continue in government service. 


Yes? 


Q John, the Israeli state has denied a visa to a 
representative of the Green Party of West Germany. The Bonn 
Embassy of Israel has identified the Green Party as a Nazi 
Party. 


In light of the fact that Petra Kelly is scheduled to 
come to the United States sometime next month, would the United 
States consider denying a visa to her under those 
considerations and in light of the fact that that party has 
advocated physical violence directed against U.S. servicemen 
and personnel? 


A I don't know The United States looks at visa 
applications case-by-base, and I don't have anything on that 
particular one. 


Q Would you take that as a question? 
is) I don't think so. 
Q John, can I come back for a second to the 


appointments question? 


is) Yes 


Q You said the fact of the matter is that “the 
Secretary of State wants the best possible people to carry out 
the President's policy, no matter where they come from." Isn't 
that really the -- precisely the allegation that there's some 
disagreement -- I hesitate to use the word “dispute” -— between 
the State Department and the White House, that Shultz is making 
the decision on the basis of who he thinks will carry out the 
policy best, whereas there are other considerations that need 
to be taken into account by the White House, including some 
political considerations? 


a No, 1 don't think so, because the Secretary is 
carrying out the President's wishes that the best people who 
can be found to implement his fore:.gn policy should be found, 
and that's the situation. So it's not a question of a quota or 
an allocation as between career and non-career officials. The 
Secretary, in accordance with the President's desires, will get 
the best people for the best jobs, although in fact, as I say, 





the present distinction between career and non-career 
appointees at the Assistant Secretary-—and-above level is not 
due to change in any recommendations that have been made. 


Q Would you take that whole body of thought that 
you just expressed and apply it also to the question of 
Presidential appointments and Secretarial recommendations for 
those appointments? 


is) That the best people who can be found should be 
found? Sure. 


Q And that it's not a question of career versus 
non-career? 


A It's a question of finding the best people, and 
as you know, there is a mix, even in Presidential appointments, 
as between those who may be career officers and those who come 
in from outside 


Q 0.K But you said it's not a question of that in 
the case of appointments made by the Secretary. Is there a 
question of that type in the other category? 


is No. If you mean, is there an inflexible quota 
system, not that I'm aware 


Q O.K 


Q John, do you have any comment on Mr. Gorbachev's 
speech yesterday? 


i) No, I really don't, Bernie 
Q John, do you have anything on -- unless you want 
to follow it up -- anything on these reports of Ethiopia 


bombine refugees? 
A No, 1 don't No. 


C On personnel again, are you suggesting he's going 
to retain the Assistant Secretaries presently on duty? 


A No, 1 didn't say that What I said was that in 
recommendations for how the Assistant Secretary level should be 
staffed in the immediate future, tne recommendations that are 
going forward in fact represent no change in the allocation as 
between career and non-—career. 


Q In answer, you expect there will be changes then? 


i) Oh, I think there will be change. 








Q The ratio will be the same, but = - 
A I would think there would be changes, sure 
Q Do you have any reaction to the Soviet response 


to our carrier maneuvers off Vladivostok? 


A I really don't I guess I would ask you to go to 
the Pentagon on that There has been no Soviet protest or 
anything in the diplomatic area; but insofar as the military 
aspect of it is concerned, I guess the Pentagon would be better 
able to answer that 


MORE 











Q John, do you have any comment on the new Israeli 
aid request which was announced in Jerusalem today? 


A Well, [I don't know that I have a great deal, but 
I'll give you what 1 have. The United States, as in past 
years, expects to provide significant totals of economic and 
military assistance to Israel next year. 


In support of our traditional commitment to Israel's 
security and economic well-being, both economic and security 
assistance levels for Israel next year, including the question 
of additional assistance, are being discussed with lsraeli 
officials during the current sessions of the U.S.-Israel Joint 
Economic Development Group, and the U.S.-Israel Joint Security 
Assistance Planning Group. 


So 1 really don't have anything specific for you on 
those exchanges that are currently taking place. 


Q Copy? 

Q Ihe exchange that took - 

A sure 

Q There was an exchange that took place, 


apperently, in Israel today, at which the Israeli Government 
presented the U.S. Government, in a public ceremony of sorts, 
with a specific request, and the U.S. Ambassador, Sam Lewis, 
made some comments there. 


a) Uh-huh. 


Q Do you -- did Ambassador Lewis speak for the 
Administration in his comments? 


A 1 haven't seen his comments. I wasn't aware of 
his comments. 


Q He suggested in his comments -- and 1 don't have 
the quote in front of me -- that the Israelis were going to 
have to take tough economic measures and that --~ before they 


were going to get any more aid, and that he reminded the 
Israeli Government, in this apparently public ceremony, that 
the U.S. Government was at this very moment trying to deal with 
a $200 billion deficit. 


A I think both those statements -- there's no 
surprise in either of those statements, that the United States 
recognizes that Israel has serious economic problems and is 











wrestling with them and has to wrestle with Lhem; also, no 
question about the kind of budget cuts that are presently being 
considered in the United States. But that's not responding to 
the specific question of what the Israeli economic and military 
assistance figures will turn out to be. 


Q John, on the same subject: Has there been any 
discussion with the Israelis about the request for arms from 
Saudi Arabia? 


i) 1 do not of my own knowledge know the answer to 
that question. 


Q John, does - 


Q Do you have further intormation regarding this 
request? 

A Sorry? 

Q Any further information about -- regarding this 


request for arms? 
A No, I don't. 
Q Anything on Jordan, John? 
f\ No, I don't 


Q Do you have anything on a similar delegation here 
from the Egyptians on aid and -- 


A Yes, I do. A subministerial delegation, composed 
of representatives of the Egyptian Ministries of Foreign 
Affairs, Planning, Defense and Economy, is here this week 
discussing economic and assistance issues with Administration 
and Congressional officials. The group met with Under 
Secretary Schneider December 17. 


The discussions are part of our ongoing dialogue on 
economic and assistance issues, and don't have any further 
details on that for you. 


Q Does the State Department have any comment on 
Secretary Weinberger's criticism of the press for revealing 
details of shuttle payloads? 


fe) No. I think Larry Eagleburger -- Larry 
Eagleburger -- I think -~ I think -~— (Laughter) -- 


a 





Q Speakes. 
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A -- Larry Speakes responded to that this morning. 
Thank you. 


Q Is he getting a job —-- Eagleburger? 
A (Laughter) 


Q Does Bernie Kalb qualify as a political 
appointee? Would that be -- 


A In his role as Assistant Secretary for Public 
Affairs, that is a Presidential appointment, that's correct. 
His other role as Spokesman is a Department appointment. So he 
qualifies as both. (Laughter) 


Q He doesn't change the ratio, in other words? 
fs) He doesn't change the ratio. (Laughter) No. 
No Exactly the same. We're maintaining the balance. 


(Laughter) 


Q Do you have anything on the instructions to the 
negotiators going down to Honduras to talk about aid? 


2) The instructions to them? 


Q Anything about what package they're taking? 


Anything - 

f\ No. No. 

Q Anything at all about the talks in Honduras? 

) No. 
; , Q Anything on Mr. Murphy's activities in the Middle 
ast: 


A Murphy was in Damascus earlier today, was to have 
seen Vice President Khaddam, and expect him home for Christmas. 


Q Thank you. 
a) Okay. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:20 p.m.) 
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THURSDAY, DECEMBER 20, 1984, 12:03 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have three 
announcements. 


First, I want to call to your attention the release of 
a volume prepared in the Office of the Historian in the Bureau 
of Public Affairs here at the State Department called the 
American Foreign Policy: Current Documents, 1981. Copies may 
be purchased at the U.S. Government Printing Office for $28 per 
copy. A press release summarizing the volume is available in 
the Press Office. 





Second, a reminder that Under Secretary for Political 
Affairs Mike Armacost will conduct an ON THE RECORD briefing 
today at three o'clock here in the Press Briefing Room. The 
topic will be the continuing Soviet occupation of Afghanistan. 


Finally, an announcement on the U.S.-ASEAN Center for 
Technology Exchange. The President has authorized the awarding 
of a $1 million dollar grant to the US-ASEAN Center for 
Technology Exchange by the U.S. Agency for International 
Development. 


Presiding at the signing ceremony today at 5:00 p n. 
in the Thomas Jefferson Room will be Under Secretaries of State 
Michael H. Armacost and W. Allen Wallis. Also participating 
will be Ambassador Tommy |T.B. Koh of Singapore on behalf of the 
six ASEAN Ambassadors; Charles W. Greenleaf, Jr., Assistant 
Administrator of AID for Asia; Ralph A. Pfeiffer, Jr 
President and Chief Executive Officer of IBM World Trade; and 
William E. Tucker, Chairman of the U.S. Section of the ASEAN-US 
Business Council. 


Preceding the signing, there will be a press 
conference at 4:15 p.m. by the Co-Chairmen of the US-ASEAN 
Center for Technology Exchange -- Messrs. Tucker and Pfeiffer 
-~- and the Center's Executive Director, Robert Driscoll. 





The US-ASEAN Center for Technology Exchange is 
intended to foster increased trade and investment between the 
United States and ASEAN through the sharing of management and 
techn cal expertise. 


A White House fact sheet concerning the grant and the 
activities of the Center will be available from the Press 
Office after this briefing but embargoed -- embargoed -- until 
5:00 p.m. today. 


I might note that in terms of the 4:15 p.m. press 
conference we're working on a location at this point and hope 
to have something for you by the end of the briefing. If not, 
as early as possible this afternoon. 


That is all I have in the way of announcements. I'll 
be happy to take questions. 


Q A copy of that announcement, please? 

a Sure. 

Q Are we waiting? 

A No questions? 

Q Obe jorfer is not here. 

A Sorry? 

Q Don Oberdorfer isn't here yet. You'd get two 
columns. 

Q There's a report that comes from AP that says 


that sources from the Intelligence Committees in both Houses 
have admitted -- or have stated that the CIA admitted that U.S 
personnel under contract to the Agency took part in helicopter 
attacks inside Nicaragua on January 6th and March 9th of this 
year over two ports -- the ports of Potosi and and San Juan dei 
Sur. Any reaction from the State Department? 


A No. That obviously gets us into the area of 
allejyed intelligence activities and I would not address those 
kinds of questions -- period. 


Q The Nicaraguan Embassy sent notes of protest to 
the Department. I believe they were on January the 9th and 
March 9th. Was there a response given? 








A Well, I don't know. I don't have anything today 
on protest notes, and I don't anticipate anything. In any 
case, I would not get into the issue of alleged intelligence 
operations. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on the report -- 
A Excuse me. Hold on a second. 


Q Do you have something on the talks with the 
Honduran Government? 


a Not a lot. There was a headline this morning 
which suggested that there was some new aid agreement signed. 
That is not a fact. We have, obviously, ongoing programs with 
Honduras both in economic and military assistance programs, and 
we also have ongoing discussions with the Government of 
Honduras to review security and economic issues of mutual 
interest. But I don't have -- other than saying to you that at 
least that headline was wrong, I don't have any details to give 
you about the results of the conversations over the last couple 
of days. 


Q Do you have any comment on the report of The 
Washington Times on General Walters? 





A No. I don't have anything on that. If -- well, 
[I'll leave it at that. I don't have anything on that. 


Q Alan, going back to Honduras again, there is also 
a report that the Honduran Government is interested in an 
agreement with the U.S. Government that we would take the 
contras in case their activities in and around Nicaragua came 
to a failure. 


A I don't have any guidance today on that. I think 
that subject has come up before though some weeks ago, and 
whatever we had to say, however much or little that may be, 

[I think is in some guidance which exists going back I'd ask 
you to check in the Press Office on that. 


Q To be sure I understand what it is you said that 
is wrong about the headline -- 


A Well, the headline said that -- 


Q The headline is there's -- 








i) -- there was an aid agreement signed. 
Q So there's no agreement signed. 
4 No. 


Q Can you tell us whether the United States and 
Honduras have agreed to increase the level of aid? 


“ I think what I gave you is essentially where we 
are. That is, there are ongoing discussion~. And I would 
leave you with that at this point. 


Q Yesterday Assistant (sic) Secretary Dam, when we 
asked him if the United States has any stand on the unilateral 
withdrawal of Israel --— he said we should ask the briefer. So 


can you tell us: Do you have any stand on that? 
A (Laughter.) No! 


Obviously, we have been working hard to try to help 
where we can to facilitate resolution of the problems in 
southern Lebanon; but I don't have any specific response to 
that, no. 


Q Since the Israelis say that the Lebanese have 
hardened their position and possibly they are threatening that 
they will not rejoin the talks after January 7, can you say 
that the main stumbling block now is the stationing of the 
Lahhad forces, the southern Lebanon army, that they are not 
coming to an agreement on that? 


a As you may suspect, I'm not going to get into the 
question of the substantive problems that exist I think I 
indicated the other day that we do see coming out of Assistant 
Secretary Murphy's talks the need for further flexibility, and 
so that remains the case, and I don't really have anything in 
terms of the specifics of the discussions to give you on that 
today. 


Q In the past, I asked you about the southern 
Lebanese Army and the Lahhad forces, which is replacement for 
Haddad, and you never expressed a specific opinion -- 


fs) That's right 

Q -- of the United States Government about that 
4 Very observant of you. 

(Laughter) 


a™ i=) 








Bill? 


Q Alan, anything on Qadhafi's visit to Spain and 
his warnings or threats about NATO? 


A No. I don't think we'll respond to that. 
Q Where is Murphy today? 


i) He was in Beirut. He's en route back to 
Washington at this point. 


Q Are there any plans for him to see the Secretary 
before either one of them takes off for the holidays? 


A I don't know specifically, Mike, whether there 
is It wouldn't surprise me if they were. I think that they 
may well overlap here, so that I think that that's possible 
that they would be meeting. But I'm not aware of a specific 
meeting that's set up. 


Q Would you take a request for Mr. Murphy, a 
request for someone -- a senior official -- to brief the -- 


AQ Well, I'll take it, but I wouldn't ask you to 
hold your breath and delay your weekend plans as a result of 
that request 


Q I think you've already answered this question 
Does the statement you made yesterday, or the day before, on 
the Murphy mission stand as of after his departure from 
Damascus and Beirut? 


A Yes. This obviously is a good moment when the 
Naqura talks are adjourning, for him to come back here, review 
the situation, see what he learned, and see what we should be 
doing next 


~~ MORE - 








g Can you tell us anything about Secretary Shultz' 
purpose in briefing the Hill today? Is that Middle 
East-related, general, arms control, Geneva talks? 


A I think the basic subjects were to talk about his 
recent trip to Europe, specifically the NATO aspect of it, and 
also the forthcoming talks in Geneva with Foreign Minister 
Gromyko. 


Q Do you have any report -- any comment on the 
reports that the South African police, I believe it was, broke 
into the offices of ABC and some other press group and stole 


some video cassettes? 


A Well, we don't have all the facts on that, and 
we're looking into it, so I can't be too specific. But, 
obviously, we are concerned by any infringement of freedom of 
the press which we consider essential to all societies, but 
lacking specifics I can't take you beyond that. 


Q Alan, do we anticipate any announcement after the 
U.S.-Israeli meetings here? Vo you have any guidance on that? 


A I don't have any guidance on it. My recollection 
is that after the -- for instance on the economic talks, and 
even the security assistance talks, we really didn't have 
anything to say last time. 


I would anticipate following that pattern, but if 
there is anything different we will obviously be sure to let 
you know on that 


Q When will these talks finish? 


A I don't know specifically. My sense is they may 
well finish today, but I don't know precisely. 


Q Did you say that Ambassador Murphy left to 
washington? 


A He has left Beirut He is en route back to 
Washington 

Q Thanks 

Q Can you be anymore forthcoming today than you 


were yesterday on the status of an AID request from Israel? 


a No. 








Q Thank you. 


. a You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:13 p.m.) 
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FRIDAY, DECEMBER 21, 1984, 12:00 P.M 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: I have a brief announcement concerning 
the U.S.-U K. airfares: 


The United States and the United Kingdom agreed 
yesterday, in a Memorandum of Understanding, that the two 
governments will approve low winter fares for travel between 
the United States and the United Kingdom 


We expect consumers to benefit from very low fares 
coming into the market. For example, the typical mid-week 
round-trip APEX fare from New York to London will drop from the 
current $579.00 to around $378.00. Other airlines will reduce 
their fares accordingly For example, one airline will offer a 
promotional fare from Baltimore to London for $338.00 


Q What are the restrictions on that? 

(Laughter) 

Q When is this going into effect? 

A l understand that no such applications have yet 
been filed But, of course, that's up to the appropriate 


airiines 


Q Is there any special rate for purged politica) 
appointees? 


(Laughter) 
Q What airline are you representing? 
A I do think that, as this is my last day, I would 


just offer a few words of thanks to the various people who 
worked with me for the past two and a half years 











I would like to thank, particularly, my two deputies 
on the Public Affairs side, John McCarthy and Bob Smalley. 
Most of the people in this room may not be familiar with the 
fairly extensive public affairs operation that goes on. That 
involves sending hundreds of speakers out around the country. 
It involves staging conferences for many different 
organizations in the Department and around the country. § It 
involves handling all the foreign policy mail that comes to the 
Department, as well as operating a phone bank for phone 
inquiries on foreign policy 


The Public Affairs Bureau produces a rather 
sophisticated array of brochures, fact papers and publications, 
and also is responsible for the historical volumes which arc 
much respected by scholars And, as I say, 1 just want to 
thank John McCarthy and Bob Smalley for the way they have led a 
very able team of Foreign Service Officers and Civil Service 
employees in carrying all tris out. 


You are perhaps more familiar with the Press Office 
and Brian Carlson's fine directorship of that, and the good 
work that he does with Anita Stockman, his Deputy And you're 
all familiar with the always outgoing, always cheerful staff in 
the Press Office, particularly those you like to call at 3:00 
o'clock in the morning, especially on a Saturday or Sunday when 
abig story breaks 


1 obviously cannot leave without paying tribute to 
Alan Romberg, who has been my strong right arm for the past two 
and a half years 1 think Alan epitomizes the excellence of 
the Foreign Service He has a marvelous sense of discipline, 
great conscientiousness. And it goes without saying that 
intelligence runs rampant throughout the Foreign Service, and 
he certainly expresses that. He has been a restraining 
influence on me when needed during the past years. He's been a 
good friend; he's been a wise counselor. He has been patient 
with me when I have made him the target of my occasionally 
irreverent humor, and I'm going to miss the notes both real and 
imaginary that he thinks he passes to me on the podium 


So with that I will take a few puffball questions on 
test experiments on Haley's Comet, and whatever else you might 
care to -- 


Q After that opening -- ° 


Q Top that, Mike! 








Q Do you have any comment on the death of Defense 
Minister Ustinov in Moscow? 


f. No real comment. I guess the Soviet authorities 
have announced that. The question of U.S. representation at 
the funeral, I suppose, will arise. It is not ordinarily for 
-- in this kind of situation, this kind of level -- it is not 
usual for someone to travel from Washington. I don't quite 
know what the resolution of that will be, but I think it would 
be more likely that someone from the Embassy in Moscow will 
represent the United States at the funeral. 


Q Would you expect to have a statement later on it? 


A I'm not aware of any upcoming statement, but why 
don't you keep in touch with us on that 


Q Is there consideration -- is there any 
consideration of anyone going from Washington? 


A Let me take a iook, and we'll keep you posted 
during the day 


Q Do you have anything, John, on -- the French 
counter-intelligence apparently have arrested a high-ranking 
Popular Front terrorist who allegedly was responsible, or was 
involved in the murders of Charles Ray and the attempted 
assassination of Chapman, and so on? 


f. No, I don't have anything on that. 


~-MORE -. 





Q Does Ustinov's death affect arms control 
negotiations in any way? 


id No. We don't see any reason for it to have any 
impact on the upcoming Geneva talks. 


Q John, just to come back to a question of 
representation from Washington, has there been any suggestion 
at all by the Russians that we send someone from here or that 
the funeral will be more than a usual -- 


ia I'm not aware of any such suggestion, John. On 
the other hand, this is -—- we're talking very closely after the 
announcement of the fact. 1 think Mr. Gorbachev cancelled his 
-- or cut short -- his trip to Scotland early today and flew 
back And so I think this has just happened. But I'm not 
aware of any Soviet suggestion to us that this will be an 
unusual funeral. 


Q Is there any suggestion on the part of the Soviet 
Union to the United States suggesting any delay in any of the 
preparation or the process for the Geneva talks in any way? 


A No, none at all No. 


Q John, do you have any comment on the report that 
the U.S. .-Israeli talks on economic assistance didn't bring any 
conclusive results and there was no agreement? 


A Well, I've got a little comment on that. 


We've just completed a series of useful consultations 
with Israeli officials in two groups which discussed 
respectively, as you know, military and economic assistance as 
well as other issues. 


The United States will be providing proposed levels of 
aid to Israel to the Congress, together with a proposed overall 
foreign assistance budget in the coming weeks. The 
Administration expects to recommend to the Congress continued 
substantial levels of economic and military aid for the next 
fiscal year, and that would be consistent with our close 
relations with Israel and U.S. budget objectives 


On the military assistance front, the Administration 
expects to submit a request to the Congress for a level of 
military assistance that will insure Israel's continued 
security and maintain its “qualitative edge," as has been our 
position. 


fo oe 





As far as economic assistance is concerned, we'll ask 
the Congress to maintain a significant level of regular annual 
assistance as in the past. 


Now, insofar as extraordinary, additional economic 
assistance above the current levels which Israel has requested, 
the United States is going to defer a decision on this pending 
the adoption of an effective Israeli economic stabilization 
program and a determination of the utility of such additional 
U.S. assistance in supporting such a program. 


So we'll wait a little and see how that plays out 


Q Copy? 

Q Can we have a copy? 

a Sure 

Q You have no figures there, John? 

A Sorry? 

Q You have no figures there to answer? 

f\ I don' have any figures here. 

Q So when you say “substantia]," what do you mean 


by it? You're approving $700 million, $800 million, or - 


A I just don't have a figure for you, but it will 
be substantial, es it has in the past. 


Q John -- 
A Yes, Robin? 
Q -- can you, or do you have the information of how 


many Central American ambassadors and Latin American 
ambassadors are going to be replaced? And if you do have that 
information, can you make any of the changes public? 


A Well, as you know, ambassadorial appointments are 
Presidential appointments and if and when there are changes 
they would be announced by the White House 


Q Do you see these changes as ideological in 
character or nature? 


- 7: 





A No change in what I said earlier. The Secretary, 
in accordance with the President's wishes, is using the 
criterion of getting the best people possible -- be they career 
or non-career -- for the positions, the ambassadorial positions 
and others in the State Department -- the people who will carry 
out the implementation of the President's foreign policy. 








Q Like Bernie Kalb, right? 

A Like Bernie Kalb. A superb choice. 

Q John, you have no comment on the front-page story 
of the Washington Times (sic) of the shooting of two -- or the 
destruction of two -- vodka bottles from -- which were -- 

A Sorry. The shooting of who? (Laughter. ) 

Q The destruction of two vodka bottles. The 
front-page story in the Washington Post 

A I'm sorry. I'm still not getting it. 

Q The vodka bottles 

A The what? 

Q The vodka bottles. 

A Vodka bottles! 

Q Yes. I made it! (Laughter.) It's a big story 

A No. I am delighted to leave comment on that 


particular story to others, although I think it certainly 
underscores the vigilance with which those who took that action 
are approaching the question of any packages that arrive on 
their doorstep 


Q What does it say about Soviet-American relations, 
John? Do you view -- 


A It says that we're ever vigilant, Ralph. That's 
what it says. (Laughter. ) 

Q O.K 

A I got one here. 

Q What are some of the fundamental economic reforms 


the U.S. is requesting Israel to make? 





A Oh, I think that I will stand on what the 
Secretary has said on previous occasions about that and not go 
into great detail. 

Are we done? 

Q Thank you. 

A Thank you all. 

Q Wait, wait a minute. 

lf no one else is going to do it, I would like to at 
least express on my own behalf and on behalf I think of all of 
us - 

3) We'll extend the briefing for this (Laughter. ) 

Q -~- almost everyone else in the room our 
appreciation for a Spokesman who as always attempted to answer 
our questions and has always explained why he can't answer our 


questions when he can't answer them 


We appreciate John's forthcoming nature, his good 
humor, and we wish him good luck in his next career 


A Well, thank you. 

(Applause. ) 

Q I second that. 

Q Filing break! (Laughter. ) 
A Il appreciate that 


(The press briefing concluded at 12:12 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon to this group of 
“hardies." I have one announcement regarding a report to 
Congress on the situation in El Salvador. 


At the conclusion of the press briefing, copies of the 
) report to Congress on the situation in £1 Salvador will be 
available This report covers the period September 1 to 
November 30, 1984, and is made pursuant to PL-98-332. 
Authority to make the report was delegated from the President 
to the Secretary. It was transmitted to the Congress this 
morning. 


The general conclusion of the report is that progress 
in —l1 Salvador continues apace. The major event during this 
period was President Duarte's historic offer of a dialogue with 
the guerrillas, two rounds of which have been held, with 
another to be held after the new vear. 


That is it for announcements. Happy to take questions. 


Q Why are you not having a briefing? There's 
always a briefing on this. 


fi Do you promise to attend? 

Q Sure. 

A No. We don't always have a briefing, John. In 
fact, these have been periodic reports over the last several 


months -—- 
Q Usually -- 


A -~- and I think you'll find it is quite complete 
and self-explanatory. 


Q Usually there's a senior official who -- 





A Not over -- not the last several. 
Q ~~ Makes sure you get all the good parts. 


i Oh, I think we can trust your journalistic 
talents to find all those good parts. 


Mike? 
Q Alan, former President Carter made some comment 
at a Miami news conference yesterday regarding some --—- what he 


said were American businessmen being held as hostages in West 
Beirut, and that the government was not actively pursuing their 
release. 


Have you seen those remarks, and do you have a 
response? 


A Well, 1 saw a press report. I think that 
President Carter, unfortunately, perhaps is not informed of the 
efforts that are under way. There are four people missing. 
You'll recall there are the three whom we have talked about 
before as being kidnapped, and there is a person missing, also, 
from the American University, and we're not sure whether he has 
been kidnapped or has other reason for being -- 


Q The librarian -- 

A That's correct: the librarian. These are not all 
businessmen. We've got the Cable News person and the Reverend 
and the Embassy person, so -- Buckley, Weir, Levin -— not 
necessarily in the order I just gave you -- their titles or 
positions -- plus the librarian. 


But, in any case, efforts have continued and will 
continue with those whom we think perhaps can be effective in 
helping, and so it is not correct to say -- to state that there 
has been no effort made. That's quite the contrary. 


Q Is the former President briefed at all on matters 
like this where he is -- 


A I'm sure that he -— if he specifically asked on 
this, Mike, he would be. I don't know what arrangements are 
made to keep him informed, but I'm sure there would be response 
to a request on his part. I just don't know what has gco.e on 
between himself and the Department or the White House. 


Bill? 





Q Do you have any comment on the apparent problem 
that's arisen in getting Vietnamese into this country after the 
Vietnamese are saying that they want the United States to curb 
their activities? 


i Yes. I saw that story. The report is very 
disappointing, in light of earlier pledges by Hanoi to release 
all of these prisoners. Three years ago the Vietnamese said 
they could all come to the United States if we agreed to take 
them all. We agreed in principle. 


Hanoi then insisted that we meet bilaterally with them 
to discuss the matter We agreed and did so for the first time 
in Geneva October 4. 


We have offered to meet with their representatives 
again soon and were encouraged when Foreign Minister Nguyen Co 
Thach appeared in an interview Decenber 10 to confirm that 
Hanoi was willing to negotiate. But now they seem to be adding 
new preconditions. 


The Government of Vietnam is well aware that 
allegations the United States is supporting anti-government 
activities in Vietnam are totally baseless. We do not have 
formal diplomatic relations with Vietnam, and we have many 
differences with the government in Hanoi, but we accept it as a 
reality. We deal with it on a practical basis. 


Many of the persons whom Hanoi has kept in prison 
since 1975, frequently under the most harsh conditions, are now 
Old and feeble 


If Vietnam is serious, we are prepared to meet again 
to negotiate about the release of these prisoners. We are very 
serious in our desire to end their persecution by Hanoi because 
of their association with previous governments in South Vietnam 
or with the United States. 


lf Hanoi merely wishes to make propaganda, however, it 
will continue to find reasons to delay talks on this 
humanitarian issue. 


I might note a couple of other points: One is that 
there was a charge, I think, made that former South Vietnamese 
officials or officers had been sent to Central America. That 
also is totally baseless. 


The question arose about guaranteeing that 
re-education victims would not be allowed to subvert Vietnam or 





other countries if they were released. With respect to that, I 
would say that both sides are free to raise any concern or 
question they wish when our delegations meet again. The 
essential matter is to resolve this issue on a humanitarian 
basis separate from political differences between our 
countries. We will do our best to work out a practical 
arrangement with Hanoi for finally ending the long suffering of 
these people and enabling them to leave Vietnam and rejoin 
their families. 


Q Copy? 
is] Sure. 
Q Do you have an estimate of how many of these 


people are being held in the re-education camps? 


A Don, 1 don't. If you'd go back, I think there 
was some information provided at the time there was testimony 
before the Congress, and 1 don't have any numbers that could 
update you on that. If you don't happen to have that, I think 
we could probably help you get hold of that. 


Q Okay. And another point on this: As I read the 
story, the Vietnamese seem to be saying that they want some 
kind of a guarantee or assurance from the United States that 
Vietnamese who are living in this country will not in any way 
take some anti-Vietnamese action, or support anti-Vietnamese 
action in Vietnam. 


Quite apart from your reaction to the complications 
introduced here -- 


A Uh-huh. 


Q ~~ 18 the United States Government in a position 
to or is it disposed to make any guarantees about what 
Vietnamese living in this country may do? 


a I guess there are two elements to a response to 
that beyond what I said here about they can raise any concern 
when we get together. One is that this is a country which is 
devoted to free speech and nothing is going to change that. 

The other is that we also have laws, some of which potentially, 
I suppose, could apply to certain kinds of activities. This 
country -- obviously, this government will enforce its laws, 
but beyond that I really can't -- 


Q What about the charge that their Mission in New 
York has been attacked? 








i) We're not aware of any such attack. 


Q Alan, while we're at it, why don't you bring us 


up to speed on the Amerasian children -- what's the status of 
that? 

4 I don't have an update to give you on that, 
Hank. I think that -- I just -- I'll see if I can get you 


something that takes us further from our last report on that. 


But I think that those discussions have continued, and 
so forth. I don't think they've introduced the same problems 
there that they have introduced here, so that -- I believe that 
process moves forward. 


Q Does the State Department have somebody with 
these congressional delegations? Do you have a man traveling 
along with the Congressman? 


fs 1 don't know in each case whether we do or 
don't. I know that with Congressman Montgomery we did. That 
person, however, did not go to Cambodia -- would not go to 


Cambodia. I don't know what the situation is with Congressman 
Solarz, or others. 


~~ MORE -- 





Q The Israeli press is reporting yesterday and this 
morning that the U.S. asked for more reform, a thorough-going 
reform in the Israeli economy before considering or talking 
about increased aid levels. Do you have anything on that? 


i Well, I'd refer you back to what John said last 
week. I don't have anything new to say about that. 


Robin? 


Q I don't know if anything has been said on this or 
not, but on El Salvador, is there anything in the report in 
reaction to and in response to Ungo's statement a few days ago 
that he would like to see the United States take an involvement 
-— get involved --in the peace negotiations? 


fs) I can't tell you whether there's anything in the 
report or not on that. We had something on this, though, at 
the end of last week, and if you haven't gotten that, we can 
get it for you in the Press Office. 


Q Alan, can you say that the United States looks 
favorably as a last resort to the idea of convening an 
international conference under the auspices of the United 
Nations to discuss the Middle East question? 


A I think we h ‘e clear our position on the 
conference That we do not is « it would be a fruitful 
approach to resolving problems of the Middle East. 


Q So there is no consideration under any 
circumstances if the United States will take the role over the 
Soviet Union in convening a conference? 


A Well, I'll leave you with what I just said. I 
think it was fairly straightforward. 


Q Do you have anything about this American who was 
arrested in Paris for helping the -- somehow involved in gun 
smuggling for the Libyans? 


A 1 have not seen but I've heard about a report to 
that effect. I also understand that there is no Privacy Act 
waiver which has been signed, so I can't -- 


Q The French authorities have made it public 


A Well, if we can get something on it for you 
later, Bernie, I'll be happy to do that but at the moment I'm 
told that the Privacy Act presents us with certain problems; 
but let me see what we can do. 





John. 


Q Alan, during a briefing last week, a senior U.S. 
official, speaking on BACKGROUND, made some statements that 
were interpreted as an indication that we were willing to use 
the so-called Star Wars problem -- I mean program -- or SDI as 
a bargaining factor in Geneva. 


Then you have these statements yesterday by Mr. 
McFarlane and Mr. Weinberger saying, no, absolutely not, never, 
as I heard them. Can you give us something that would deal 
with this apparent discrepancy? 


a No. 1 think that 1 would refer you basically to 
what Messrs. McFarlane and Weinberger said yesterday. I think 
if you look at the transcript --— the total transcript -- of 
what the senior official said on BACKGROUND last week, you will 
find that what he said was not quite what most correspondents 
wrote. There were some who did write the story the way it was 
briefed, which was also consistent with what was said 
yesterday. But I think that there was perhaps some 
misunderstanding of the point, but 1 refer you basically to 
what was said yesterday. 


Q Following on that, about this business about 
whether the object is to protect the entire United States or to 
protect just our ground-launched missiles, a senior U.S 
official, who spoke with reporters following Mrs. Thatcher's 
press conference the other day, while he didn't spell it out 
completely, sort of bored down rather hard on one of the 
problems that the United States has with the ABM Treaty is 
whether or not the Soviets are doing things that might pose a 
serious threat to our ground-launch missiles which has been one 
of the reasons why we are attaching such importance to this 
research program. 


Would you say therefore that this is at least a 
first-stage priority, or something, of the SOI research? 


6 I'm not quite sure how to answer it in the 
context of your question. Obviously, the President has 
indicated the importance he attaches to the research program, 
and that at this stage is all that it is. Decisions beyond 
research would be for a future President together with a future 
Congress, presumably, to look at. 


So priority on the research program, I think, is quite 
clear and on the record. 





Q What is it we're aiming for? Are we directing a 
screen over the total United States or are we screening our 
ground-launch missiles? 


i) I don't have any words to add to those that were 
made on the record yesterday by the two senior officials you 
have referred to. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on the continuing 
shooting of -- shooting up of oil tankers in the Persian Gulf 
on the part of Iraq? 


A Don, we had something on this last week, and I 
think the basic point is that, obviously, we have been spposed 
to attacks on civilian, innocent shipping, and the l:ragis have 
agreed to a negotiated end to the war. The Iranians have not, 
and so our position on this is basically that the fastest way 
to get this over with is, indeed, for the Iranians to agree to 
come to the table and negotiate a solution to the war. 


Q This seems like a kind of non sequitur in saying 
we oppose attacks on innocent shipping and then we introduce 
these legalisms. 





A No. I think also that, if 1 read the press 


reports right -- and I have no reason to, in broad terms, 
Gispute them -- attacks are taking place on shipping by both 
parties. 


Q On this point, Iran rejected totally the 
mediation of five Islamic countries, or some Islamic 
countries Do you have any comment on that? 


A Well, I'd refer you back to what I just said. We 
hope that Iran would, in fact, agree to a negotiated 
settlement. I can't tell you which one or how or what, but it 
was an idea and they've turned it down. 


Q And can you comment on if there are any plans for 
the United States Government to request Congressional approval 
for the sale of sophisticated weapons to Saudi Arabia and 
Jordan sometime next year? 


A Wouldn't get into the question of future 
notifications to Congress. When we have anything to notify, 
obviously we would do that, and I don't think there would be 
any problem making people aware of that. Obviously, it would 
be something that would be open on the Hill. 





Q Has the U.S. asked Israel to put up a VOA 


transmitter? 

Don't have anything on that, Bernie. 

Q Any specific comment on the terrorist attack in 
Italy? 

fs Not really a specific comment beyond the fact 


that the United States strongly condemns those responsible for 
this contemptible act against innocent civilians and persons. 


This tragic incident is another example of the 
terrorist's inhuman and callous disregard for life. The 
Italian authorities have had considerable success in combating 
terrorist groups both the right and left. And I might note 
that anonymous callers claiming to represent both left and 
right-wing terrorist groups have claimed responsibility for the 
attack. 


The United States supports Italy completely in this 
effort and cells upon all nations to unite in action against 
terrorism everywhere 


I don't know what the latest press figures are. Our 
latest report is that 17 people were killed, over a 100 
injured; our Consulate in Florence reports that the Italian 
authorities have informed them of the slight injury of three 
American citizens on the train, one already having been treated 
and released from the hospital, the other two receiving medical 
care and expected to be released today or tomorrow. 


There are Privacy Act considerations in terms of 
names. I might also note that of the 17 deaths, or at least 17 
deaths which occurred, five people have been identified; nor» 
is an American citizen, but we have no further information cn 
the identities of those who had not been identified so we don't 
know whether there are other Americans involved there. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on this Russian 
flotilla now in the Caribbean? 


A I don't have anything on it. 
Q Can we have a copy of that statement? 
A Well, it's kind of hard to pick apart, George. 


Q Alan, going back to that statement you read 
about -- 
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A I can give you some of it, George; Okay, I'll 
Give you what I can. 


Q Going back to that statement you read about the 
terrorist attack in Italy, there was some news account or 
report which I'm asking if you have any evidence of this or 
like to comment on it, that this terrorist group claims that 
they belong to an Islamic group, or something like that, do you 
have any comment on it? 


A Who were responsible for the train bombing? 
Q Yes. 
6 No As I say, there are four or five groups from 


right and left who have claimed responsibility, and I don't 
have any reason to identify one or another as actually being 
responsible. 

Q Thank you 


A You're welcome 


(Press briefing cconcluded at 12:29 p.m.) 
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WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 26, 1984, 12:10 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Let me read you, first, 
one statement on the Vietnamese attacks in Cambodia, and then 
I'll be happy to take questions. 


Six years ago on Christmas Day, Vietnam invaded 
Cambodia and quickly occupied most of the country. Yesterday, 
Vietnam marked the anniversary of its invasion by launching 
attacks, backed by armor and artillery, against encampments 
near the Thai-Cambodian border which are home to more than 
85,000 Cambodian civilians who have fled there from Vietnam's 
oppression of their homeland. More than 60,000 Cambodian 
civilians were already in temporary evacuation sites in 
Thailand as a result of Vietnamese attacks on their camps this 
year. 


When it invaded Cambodia in 1978, Vietnam claimed that 
it had acted to save the Khmer people from the Khmer Rouge 
under Pol Pot Hanoi still claims that its occupation is 
necessary to prevent the return of the Khmer Rouge. Yet, 
during this dry season, Vietnam's offensive along the border 
has been directed solely at camps loyal to the non-communist 
Khmer People's National Liberation Front -- the KPNLF -- led by 
former Prime Minister Son Sann. 


Vietnam's continuing aggression in Cambodia, directed 
chiefly against civilian camps and non-communist military 
forces, is contemptible The Cambodian people, after so many 
years of war, should be allowed to chose their own government 
and to live in peace. Unfortunately, there is no sign that 
Hanoi is prepared to accede to the world community's call for a 
Vietnamese withdrawal and the re-establishment of Cambodian 
sovereignty through free elections under international 
auspices. Hanoi still rejects this formula in defiance of the 
United Nations General Assembly which this year endorsed it by 
110 votes to 22. The United States again urges Hanoi to 
recognize that a negotiated political settlement in Cambodia is 
in Vietnam's own national interest. 





The United States wishes to express its appreciatior 
to the Royal Thai Government, the U.N. Border Relief Operation, 
and the International Committee of the Red Cross for their 
efforts to assist the Cambodian civilians again made homeless 
by Vietnamese attacks. We hope the international community 
will join us in continuing our support for Cambodian relief 
efforts. 


Q I assume you have a statement -- a copy? 

a Copies? Sure. 

Q Do you have the number of deaths, Alan? 

6 I don't have numbers of deaths. I can give you 
sort of a -—- well, let me give you what I have in ways of 


numbers of what's going on. 


On the military side, early on Christmas morning, 
elements of two Vietnamese regiments attacked the Khmer 
People's National Liberation Front camp at Nong Samet -- also 
known, I guess, as Ritthisen -- which was home to more than 
60,000 Cambodian civilians. Most of the camp has been seized 
by the Vietnamese forces. 


The KPNLF camp at Obok was attacked the same day, 
reportedly by Heng Samrin forces. Artillery shells fell on Ban 
Sangae, otherwise known as Ampil, but we have no confirmation 
of a ground attack. 


As far as casualties, Embassy Bangkok has reported 47 
wounded evacuated to the International Committee of the Red 
Cross -~ the ICRC --— hospital at Khao-I-Dang. The New York 
Times this morning, I guess, quotes a Red Cross official saying 
59, which may be a more recent figure. We have reports of 
several civilian deaths caused by Vietnamese artillery fire, 
but I don't have a more specific number to give you on that. 





We also have numbers, if you would like, on the 
civilian population in these various camps. Note, that the 
civilian population from Nong Samet has been evacuated to a 
prepared site inside Thailand where the U.N. Border Relief 
Operation is providing food, shelter and medical care. Obok's 
population is also reportedly moving to an evacuation site 
The population at Ban Sangae, or Ampil, is reported to be 
prepared for evacuation if necessary. 


Thus far this year, what has happened is that Green 
Hill, or Ta Tum, had 29,414 people -- I'll give you these 





figures in writing afterwards if you would like -- and that was 
evacuated since April of ‘84. Nong Chan had 21,614; that was 
attacked on November 18. Nam Yun has 2,590 attacked December 
8. Sokh San had 8,448 attacked December 11. Nong Samet had 
60,403 attacked December 25. Obok had 2,212 attacked December 
25, and Ban Sangae, or Ampil, had 23,342, and that was shelled, 
as I indicated, on December 25. 


Q Alan, what is the Chinese reaction on this? 


“ I think you'd have to ask the Chinese what their 
reaction to that is 


Q Copy, please? 
fe Sure Mike? 
Q Alan, anything regarding the U.S. role and aid to 


refugees or military equipment for Thailand, or any movement in 
that? 


iz Anything new to say about any of that? 

Q Yes 

fi We have talked before about a rather substantial 
program we have underway. I don't have anything new to -- 


Q Nothing has been activated by this? 


i Let me check and see I was not given any 
indication that there was but if there is we will provide that 


Q Alan, if we wanted to make a protest like this, 
can we do it directly to the Vietnamese without diplomatic 
relations, or how do you go about -- 


A Well, I'm not sure in this case how this would be 
done. Obviously, on the humanitarian issues and the issues of 
releasing prisoners, the Amerasians, and so on, we obviously do 
have channels of communication that are direct, and in some 
cases bilateral and in some cases coming under U.N. auspices, 
and so on. 


I do not know in this case, Bill, quite how we would 
do it and how we would make our views known other than in the 
way that 1 have now publicly done it here today. And I quess I 
would stay away from trying to be too specific about channels 
of communication other than to say I'm sure that they are aware 





of our views. As I say, we hope that others will continue to 
join in in efforts to help these people, and presumably, also, 
to persuade the Vietnamese that this is not a humanitarian way 
to go. 


Q Alan, are these camps also used for military 
purposes? Are they -- 


A I can't tell you who is in the camps, Bernie. 
The basic point is obviously that, if the Vietnamese were to 
withdraw from Cambodia and also allow Cambodians to choose 
their own government freely, instead of having regime which 
they have sponsored there and put in place, the issue wouldn't 
arise. 


~~-MORE- 





Q Well, but it is germane; it's one thing if 
they're attacking a purely humanitarian camp of refugees, which 
is the thrust of your statement, and another if these camps are 
in fact are the base camps for the anti-Vietnamese military 
groups. 


ia Well, I don't know whether they are --— you talk 
about base camps. I saw some figures in the papers, I think, 
which suggested that there may be some forces defending these 
camps. I don't know how many. And I can't tell you what the 
numbers are on that side of things But, clearly, we're 
talking about tens of thousands of civilians, and so this is 
simply looked at from that perspective a matter which is 
humanitarian in nature. And, as I say, if people are concerned 
about who's in those camps, one thing they could do is withdraw 
and have a political solution to this problem, as the 
overwhelming number of nations in the United Nations have 
called for. 


Q But you did suggest that there's a political 
component to it when you suggested that the camp attacked 
yesterday contained people whose loyalty is with Son Sann -- 

A Uh-huh. 

Q Is that right? But you -- on the specific 
question of whether these camps are used for military purposes, 
you can't go beyond what you said 


A I don't have anything beyond that. 


Q Do you have any comment on the final communique 
of Islamic Foreign Ministers which issued in Sanaa? 


ts No, I don't. 
Q What was the question? 


A Any comment on the final communique of the 
Islamic Foreign Ministers. 


Q Do you have anything on Robelo's -- Alfonso 
Robelo's announcement that he's going to drop his military 


front and -- 
a No. 


Q -~ go to political activities? 


A No. I don't. 





Q Alan, if -- as long as you're in Central America, 
if my memory serves me correctly, a few days ago the President 
said something about five ships loaded with ammunition bound 
for Nicaragua. They seem to have dropped from radar screens. 
Can you tell us anything further? 


i I have not tried to keep up with the progress of 
Soviet -- these are Soviet ships, I believe, your source -- 
ships coming from the Soviet Union. 


No. I don't have any reason to change what the 
President and others have said about the fact that there are 
ships heading to Nicaragua with military supplies on them. 
That remains a fact. 


Q Anything on Soviet military maneuvers around Cuba? 
A No. 


Q Alan, is there anything about this report that 
there is a letter from Secretary Shultz to the Israeli 
Government establishing sort of demands of reform as a 
prerequisite for further aid? 


A Well, I'm not going to get into the question of 
diplomatic exchanges, and so on. I think if you look back at 
what John said on Friday, he talked about the economic program 
Just to quote him, in addition to talking about maintaining a 
high level of economic and military assistance, a significant 
level -- which he did -- he also then talked about -- what I 
think these stories are addressing themselves to --— would be 
“extraordinary, additional economic assistance above current 
levels." What John said was “the United States is going to 
defer a decision on this pending the adoption of an effective 
Israeli economic stabilization program and a determination of 
the utility of such additional U.S. assistance in supporting 
such a program." 


So Israel is working towards adoption of an effective 
economic program -- they're keeping us informed -- and we 
support a program which would solve Israel's economic problems 
and gets its economy on the right track. 


As 1 say, I'm not going to get into the diplomatic 
back and forth, but I think you can take it as a given. First 
of all, there was a delegation here last week discussing these 
subjects but you can take it as a given that what we have said 
publicly we certainly are conveying privately. 


Se” ¥/ 
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Q Alan, does the United States have any reaction to 
Israel apparently using this Shultz letter as a lever for 
internal politics? 


a Well, that's your description of it. I really 
don't have any comment on the fact that it is -- that a report 
has come out concerning our diplomacy on this. I think I will 
have to stand on the substance of our position and not get into 
it. 


Q Prime Minister Peres quoted from this letter in a 
public speech yesterday. Did he quote from it accurately? 


A Again, I'm not -- 
Q It's your ietter. 
A Well, I'm not going to get into it beyond what 


I've already said 


Q The Israeli tmbassy said today that there wasn't 
a letter; that these were only talking points in a personal 
meeting between Sam Lewis and Shimon Peres. 


A Well, so you're citing to me two different 
Israeli sources, apparently, at least as reported in the 
press I'm not going to get into it. I'm going to tell you 
what our position is on it, which l've done, which John did 
last week, and I'm going to let it go at that and not try to 


get into the diplomatic exchanges But, as I say, there's no 
question that our views have been fully discussed with the 


Israelis. 


Q Alan, the Iranian Government said terrorist 
agents of the United States are responsible for the bombings 
yesterday and today Have you seen that, and do you have a 
comment on that? 


A Yes: that's absurd. I would also point out, as 
we have in the past, when there have been bombings and 
civilians hurt in Iran, that we condemn those bombings -- 
terrorist bombings as much as we do terrorist bombings anywhere 
else. 


Q Alan, on the subject of Iran, have you been able 
to confirm whether it was Iranian aircraft that attacked that 
tanker yesterday? 
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6 I'm, I think, going to stay with our traditional 
position of not trying to confirm who attacked whom. 
Obviously, the traditional circles have made -- 


Q Alan, the traditional position -- 
o Yes. 


Q -- is to confirm when the Iranians do it, and not 
to confirm -- 


A Not to when the Iraqis do it? I see Well, I'm 
not going to get into the question of it I don't have any 
reason to question the press reports on this, but I'm not going 
to try to confirm from here what the press is reporting on this 


Q Talking about attacks on shipping, do you have 
the latest information on what happened to the Spanish tanker 
which was attacked today? 


A What I have is, I think, is what you have from 
the press, which is that a Spanish registry -anker, the Aragon, 
was attacked today about 1200 Greenwich time, which is 0700 
Eastern Standard Time, in the southern Gulf. The ship, which 
sustained minor damage, is proceeding to Bahrain. The tanker's 
captain claims that Iranian aircraft were responsible for the 
attack And that's about as far as I could take that 


Q Can you confirm that they were Iranian? 


A I just think I answered that, saying I'm not 
going to get into the business of -- 


Q Alan, I'm just trying my luck. 
ig) No. 


Q Do you have any comment on the report that the 
Philippine opposition is unified around a program that includes 
exclusion of U.S. military bases? 


A Well, I think that our understanding is several 
opposition leaders have agreed to a statement of principles 
calling for efforts to create a zone of freedom and peace in 
Southeast Asia -- that is, free of all foreign military 
presence. 
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In this context, the statement calls for the removal 
of U.S. military bases in the Philippines. This statement does 
not specify the timetable for achieving its objective, and this 
is, of course, a compromise siatement intended to cover a 
variety of views and which may be subject to a variety of 
interpretations 


We understand that a number of the opposition leaders 
have declined to sign, although their reasons are not clear 


Q Copy of that? 
A Sure 
Q Do you have anything on the referendum in 


Pakistan, and also why the United States is not putting 
pressure on the military government to hold free elections in 
Pakistan as th. y do elsewhere? 


i Well, I think --~ I don't have any reaction to the 
referendum specifically, and 1 think we've talked about 
movement toward democracy before, and 1 refer you back to our 
previous statements. 


Hank, did you have a question? 


Q No 
A Okay, George I'm sorry 
Q Is a congressional delegation going to Geneva 


with the Secretary, and, if so, has its makeup been decided? 


a I don't have any information on the delegation to 
Geneva at this point, George. 


Q Will there be one? 
A delegation, or a congressional component? 


Q Congressional component 


> 


1 don't know the answer to that. 


Thank you. 


> 


You're welcome 


(The briefing concluded at 12:26 p.m.) 


Ez. ADGA 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG Good afternoon. One announcement 
regarding a briefing here this afternoon At 2:00 o'clock 
today there will be a briefing ON THE RECORD, for cameras, in 

) the briefing room on the emergency situation in the Eastern 
Sudan created by the large influx of Ethiopians from Eritrea 
and Tigray Provinces, and on the U.S. Government response to 
date 


The briefers will be AID Administrator Pete McPherson: 
the Director of the Bureau of Refugee Programs, Jim Purcell; 
Deputy Assistant Secretary of State for African Affairs, 
Princeton Lyman; and the Director of the Refugee Program's 
Office of Emergency Operations, Tex Harris 


So, again, that's a briefing here, ON THE RECORD, 2:00 
o'clock today, on the emergency situation in Eastern Sudan in 
connection with the Ethiopian influx from Eritrea and Tigray 
into the Sudan, and our response 


Okay That's it for announcements LI'll be happy to 
take questions 


Q Yes Concerning the U.S. Ambassador Tambs, can 
you confirm that he is, indeed, enroute back to the U.S., and 
is his apparent reassiqnment in any way connected or the result 
of death threats against him? 


id Well, I'm not going to get into questions of 
reassignments of Ambassador Tambs or anybody else. I think 
personnel decisions are matters for tne -— of that nature for 
the White House to announce 


I can confirm that he has returned to the U.S. for a 
brief visit, but I don't have further details. 


Q Can you discuss the apparent death threats 
against him? 








fe No. Obviously, as we have said previously, drug 
traffickers in Colombia have issued threats against Colombian 
officials and American officials in Colombia, and that's a 
fact, and that's not secret. But I don't intend to get into 
the specifics of those threats. So I'm going to have to leave 
you with that. 


Q Is he going back? Someone told me he has to go 
back to his university by January. 


6 I don't have plans for him onward other than that 
this trip is a brief visit back here. 


Q He will return? 

A Yes. 

Q He will return to Colombia? 

A Yes. 

Q Alan, today the fifth anniversary of the Soviet 


occupation of Afghanistan. Do you have anything new to add to 
this? 


fi No 1 think the President has had some words on 
that, and, of course, we did last week have a briefing, and I'm 
sure there will] be other appearances, but I don't have anything 
today to add to all that. 


Q Alan, Senator Gordon Humphrev at the news 
conference yesterday, he charged the State Department in more 
than one instance of --~ that we should reassess the policies 


toward Afghan freedom fighters He also told that you gloat 
over the fact that on paper the freedom fighters have a 
military stalemate with the Soviets and appear to run free over 
80% of the countryside, and a lot of harsh statements that -- 
and accusations against the aid that was being supplied to the 
Afghanis, and also he singled out the State Department and the 
CIA. 


Do you have any answers to his charges and -- 
A Just very briefly. First of all, we're talking 


about an alleged intelligence-related activity, so that, 
obviously, confines what one can say about it. 


I haven't seen the wires on it, but 1 gather that the 
President talked about this e@ bit this morning I refer you to 





what he said. In the briefing you had here last week, Under 
Secretary Armacost talked about it. I believe the gist of what 
he said was that after five years of fighting, the Afghan 
resistance is more effective than ever before and has succeeded 
in preventing the heavily armed and equipped Soviet army from 
achieving its objectives in Afghanistan. 


So I would cite that as a factor in looking at the 
overall situation, and 1 think that Phyllis Oakley was on 
MacNeil-Lehrer last night and would suggest you might refer to 
her words as well. 


Beyond that, I] really don't have anything specific to 
respond at this point 


Bill? 


Q Alan, given his current political activities, can 
you give us a status report on Meir Kahane's citizenship? 


fy That continues to be processed, that review 

Q Do we -- do you have a position on his political 
activities? 

A No 

Q Any further word on the Thailand - 

ts I mean, not other than we have said before 


We've talked before about it, but I don't have anything 
specific today about it 


Q Could you take a question on the status of his 
citizenship? 


f No l'm giving you what the status is. I1 have 
looked into it in anticipation of that question, and that is 
the status. It is under review, and that process is 


continuing. It isn't just sitting there. 


Q Any further word on the refugee camps in Cambodia 
and the Thai border region? 


A I can give you as much of a sitrep as is 
available here 


As of December 27, the Vietnamese forces reportedly 
control the eastern half of Nong Samet camp. Khmer People's 
National Liberation Front, the KPNLF forces, still hold the 





western edge of the camp. The Vietnamese forces are supported 
by several Soviet-built T-54 tanks. About half the civilian 
camp has been burned by the Vietnamese. 


We have nothing further on the fighting at the KPNLF 
camp at Obok which was reportedly attacked by Heng Samrin 
forces. The situation at Ban Sangae is quiet after Vietnamese 
shelling on the 25th. 


We have received reports of fighting to the south of 
Aranyaprathet in areas controlied by the Khmer Rouge. The 
civilian population of one Khmer Rouge camp, Ban Taluan, 
reported population 8,800, has been evacuated but no further 
information is available to us 


On casualties, we're unable to confirm any specific 
casualty figures, although the International Committee of the 
Red Cross, the ICRC, hospital at Khao-I-Dang has received a 
large number of both civilian and military casualties, most of 
them caused by artillery fire. We have nothing on Vietnamese 
casualties 


As to the civilian population situation, the civilian 
population from Nong Samet, approximately 61,000, is being 
assisted by the United Nations Border Relief Operation at an 
evacuation site inside Thailand. Obok's population is also 
reportedly at an evacuation site, as is the population of Ban 
Taluan mentioned above. The population at Ban Sangae, 23,000, 
has reportedly moved to the Cambodian side of the Thai 
strategic canal, but has not evacuated to a prepared site 
inside of Thailand 


~- MORE -- 
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Q So how many people are we talking about who may 
be on the move or fleeing? 


f. Well, I don't have totals to bring you. I think 
what I'd ask you to do is to take this and make this available 
to you, and update what we gave you yesterday and put that 
together. I haven't done that.up to this point. 


Q Do you have a better estimate of how many 
Vietnamese forces may be involved in this? 


f 1 don't 

Q Alan, do you have anything on the Vietnamese 
Government's rejection of a U.S. request to talk about the 
release of political prisoners? 

f\ Well, I think that's a mischaracterization to a 


certain extent, Bill I saw that report last night. We talked 
about this the other day anc we have some guidance on the terms 
which the Vietnamese laid out, and we had a reaction to it. 


I don't think there's anything new beyond what we 
reacted to and talked about the other day So I refer you back 
to our words on that There's fairly extensive guidance on 
that 


Q Do you have anything on the nature of the meeting 
of the Ambassador of Mauritania, Ould Daddah, with Murphy? 


A No, don't. 
Q Have you recognized the new regime there or not? 
A I don't think that question really arises. I 


think if you'll check back over time when there have been 
changes of government, we have generally not made an issue out 
of that particular aspect. 


ann? 


Q The New York Times this morning reported that 
there's reports of atrocities by the Contra forces have 
recently come to the attention of Congressmen and government 
people Are these reports of atrocities news to the State 
Department, or have you previously investigated them or what do 
you know about them? 





A Well, 1 don't have any sit rep to give you on 
that. I don't think that's quite our role on that. 





As to our reaction to those reports, the United States 
condemns unequivocally all acts of terror and violence directed 
against innocent civilians. And I would note that press 
reports quote anti-Sandinista leaders publicly disavowing 
responsibility for any such abuses and stating that they have 
disciplined individuals who have been found to be responsible 
for unjustified acts of violence. 


Robin? 


Q Alan, NBC, last night, is reporting more or less 
just the opposite of what the State Department is saying about 
Afghanistan. NBC is implying with its reporter in Afghanistan 
that things are not going well for the guerrillas, and that the 
Soviet Union basically is about to control Afghanistan 
completely 


Do you have any comment on that, and can you talk at 
all about Senator Humphrey's charges without referring directly 
to American aid? Is it possible that a lot of the aid is being 
siphoned off by the Pakistanis? 


A Well, I'm not going to get any further into the 


question than we already have on that, Robin. I refer you. 
again, back to the discussion -- 1 think Senator Humphrey 
participated in that discussion on MacNeil-Lehrer where Phyllis 
Oakley was also a participant -- and I think that there was an 


exchange there and that would, in terms of responding directly 
to him, be as good a way of looking at our position on that as 
I can give you 


And as far as our position on what's going on, 
whatever NBC may have reported, our position has been laid out, 
so I don't have anything new to offer you on that. 


Q Alan, has Israel replied yet to the U.S. request 
for transmitting facilities? 


A I don't think we've talked about a U.S. request, 
Bernie, so -- I hac some guidance on the fact that VOA is 
talking with a number of countries about transmitting 
facilities, but I don't have anything specific on any given 
country. 


Q Can we have a copy of the Cambodia statement? 
A The sitrep? Sure 
Q And the Contra one also? 
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fe The contra one also, yes. 


Q (Inaudible). 


‘ Sorry? 
Q Statement on Afghanistan? 
is I don't think I gave you anything that was -- 


Q Can 1 go back to -- 


a No, I'll come back to you. 


Q Jerusalem radio reported today that -- 
A I can't hear you. I wonder if you could -- 
Q Jerusalem radio reported today that the 


delegations from Egypt and the United States and Israel will 
convene next January for discussing matters relating to 
deployment of a multinational force in Taba area. Can you 
confirm that report? 


f\ No, 1 can't I'm not going to speculate on the 
possibility of talks between Egypt and Israel on Taba. But, in 
general, 1'll repeat what we said before, that the U.S. favors 
discussions between the governments of Israel and Egypt on such 
bilateral issues, but 1] think you would have to seek 
confirmation from them on the holding of any meetings. 


Q How about the U.S. participation? 


3) Well, I think that if we were asked by the 
governments of Israel and Egypt to participate, we would 
participate in such talks. Yes? 


Q Alan, are you involved now in preparing for this 
meeting or not? 


A I'm not going to get into the questions of 
preparations or non-preparations. I think, in terms of the 
meeting being held, talk to the Egyptian and Israeli 
Governments Obviously, if there is a meeting held and we 
participate, that will not be a secret. 


Q Do you know what prompted Tambs' brief visit back 
to the United States? 





A Don't have anything for you on that. 
Q Do you know where he returned to? 
fe No, I don't. 


Q Going back to Pakistan -- Afghanistan, do we have 
the number of deaths during the past five years of the 
occupation of the Soviet Union? How many Afghans have been 
killed? 


A I think that if you look back at Under Secretary 
Armacost's briefing, he gave you some statistics in that report 


Q Second: Whether the Secretary of State is going 
to discuss this matter with Mr. Gromyko when they meet in 
Geneva? 


A 1] don't have an agenda for you on that meeting 
Obviously, the subject of Afghanistan has frequently come up in 
our conversations with Soviet officials at all levels 


Q Alan, in light of Mr. Gordon Humphrey's 
Statements yesterday and his accusations that it appears most 
of our aid is being lost ina leaky pipeline Will the United 
States Government consider maybe forming a special study group 
to see where this financial aid is going or out? How is it 
dispensed? 


ia) You can ask the question any number of ways I 
don't have anything to add to what I've already said 


Q Thank you 


a You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:23 p.m.) 
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FRIDAY, DECEMBER 28, 1984, 12:00 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG I don't have any announcements. Do you 
have any questions? Going once? 


Q Do you have any word -- 
Spoil sport! 
Q Do you have any word about the U.S. Government 


role in preventing the sale of sonar equipment to the Soviet 
Union? 


a This is the story that's coming out of Tokyo? 
+ Tokyo, yes. 
a Yes, I. do have a little bit on that, Bill U.S 


agencies are investigating a possible illegal export of an 
anti-submarine device to Japan for re-export to a proscribed 
destination We are cooperating with the Japanese in this 
investigation, and we are confident that the Japanese export 
controls will prevent the export of this controlled technology 
to a proscribed destination 


Q Copy, please? 

A Sure 

Q The equipment is in Tokyo now, I take it; is that 
right? 

a I've seen the reports which suggest that I 
don't have details on it, 8111 I don't have any reason to 


question that report that says it's there 


Q Any progress report on the Thai-Cambodian border 
situation? 





6 Yes, I can give you a little bit on that. As far 
as the military situation is concerned, Vietnamese forces still 
control the eastern half of Nong Samet Camp, as far as we 
know. Now, we've seen a wire report that the KPNLF have 
recaptured most of that camp, but we can't confirm that as of 
this point. 


Yesterday, I talked a bit about the fighting at the 
KPNLF Camp at Obok, noting that it had been attacked. I would 
note that it was attacked by Heng Samrin forces in conjunction 
with the Vietnamese. That, apparently -- that fighting 
continues with Vietnamese forces -- a different situation; 
sorry. Ban Sangae remains quiet but tense with Vietnamese 
forces in a position to attack on short notice. 


While we don't have details, it appears that the Khmer 
Rouge forces south of Aranyaprathet are under military pressure 
from the Vietnamese. 


Despite reports we had yesterday of evacuation, the 
Thai military has not confirmed evacuation of the Khmer Rouge 
camp at Ban Taluan, so let me give you that as perhaps an 
amendment to what we had. 


I don't have anything new on casualties. On the 
civilian population, with respect to the 61,000 people who were 
in the Nong Samet Camp being assisted by the U.N. Border Relief 
Operation at an evacuation site inside Thailand, our Embassy in 
Bangkok has reported the condition of the civilians is good but 
that most were unable to retrieve many of their belongings 
because of the suddenness of the Vietnamese attack 


Obok's population has been at an evacuation site since 
last spring when it was threatened. That camp is reportedly 
still the scene of fighting, and the population at Ban Sangae, 
23,000, reportedly remains today on the Cambodian side of the 
Thai tank ditch and has not evacuated to a prepared site So 
some of that simply is an update of the points I gave you 
yesterday. 


Q You still have no overall numbers of how many 
people have been made “campless" as a result of this? 


Aa No I don't have anything more than I can give 
you beyond the figures we had [I'll see -- I asked, actually, 
if we could add that up, and maybe that's not possible, but let 
me see if later we can do that 


~-MORE--- 








Q Alan, do you have any reaction to the reported 
expulsion of an American priest by tie Chilean Government? 


4a I have just a sort of a sitrep on that: simply 
that our Embassy in Santiago confirms that Father Dennis 
O'Mara, a Catholic priest and U.S. citizen, has been expelled 
from Chile following his arrest under state security law 
Father O'Mara departed Santiago by plane about 8:50 p.m., 
December 27th. 


As reported in the press, that flight was scheduled to 
arrive in Miami at 7:30 a.m. today. Since Father O'Mara has 
specifically declined to waive his rights under the Privacy 
Act, I won't have anything further to say about him. 


Q Alan, can you confirm a report that the United 
States has agreed to increase military aid to Israel by about 
33 percent? 


a Yes; I saw that report. The fact is, as we 
indicated before, we have recently completed a series of useful 
consultations with Israeli officials on our Military Assistance 
Program, but no final decisions have been taken 


As we noted following the most recent consultations, 
the Administration expects to submit a request to Congress for 
a level of military assistance that will insure Israel's 
continued security and maintain its qualitative edge. 


Q May I have a copy of that? 
a Sure. 


Q Is that likely to require a substantial increase 
or just the sort of increase that would go with inflation? 


a Well, as I say, there have been no final 
decisions taken; and I think until we have something specific 
to report we'll stay away from numbers 


Q Alan, there were press reports -~-- Mideast press 
reports -- last week that an aide to Murphy had met with some 
PLO representatives. vo you have anything on that? 


a Our position on the PLO has not changed, and our 
actions consistent with that position have not changed, so that 
simply isn't true. 


The reports I saw actually suggested that Ambassador 
Murphy had met with the PLO, and that's equally wrong So [I'll 





leave you with -- 


Q A flat denial? 

s Right. 

Q Anything on reports of new turmoil in South 
Africa? 

a Not a great deal --— not specifically on that 

There was -- in the story this morning that was 
talking abowt -- one of the stories talking about that was 


there was a suggestion that blame was being put on the South 
African Government, that they were seeking to overturn the 
Nkomati Accords or something of that sort The fact is we have 
no reason to believe that any party plans to abrogate the 
Nkomati Accords We've seen a variety of press statements 
about negotiations between South Africa and Mozambique, and 
it's our clear understanding that discussions between the 
parties continue and that the South African Government and the 
Government of Mozambique are seeking a way to end violence in 
Mozambique ; 


We support this effort, as its success will contribute 
to peace and stability in Mozambique and the region 


Q Alan, is there any progress report on the U.S 
trying to get the U.S. hostages free in Beirut? 


fa No, there is nothing on that As we have 
indicated before, that obviously is an important issue [It is 
one we pay a lot of attention to We're working with various 
others who might be of assistance in that But our position 
also is that talking about it isn't going to help the situation 


Q Anything new on attacks on the shipping in the 
Gulf? 

i) No 

Q Alan, going back to South Africa, do you have any 


comments on Mr. Tutu's remarks criticizing the United States’ 
role in South Africa, that the U.S. is not doing enough - 


a No 


Q -~ doing enough? 





= No; not on his recent remarks I think we did 
have some thoughts when he, a few weeks ago, said something: 
and we had something on it then 


Q Anything on the continuing talks between 
President Gemayel and Assad? 


a No 


Q Also, do you have anything on -- since these two 
lawsuits has something to do with the foreign policy -- 


a Since -—- ? I'm sorry? 


Q Two lawsuits one against C8S, and one against 
Time magazine 


a No I don't have any comment on that 
O.«.? 

Q Thank you 

a You're welcome 


(Press briefing conciuded at 12:09 p.m.) 
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MONDAY, DECEMBER 31, 1984, 12:02 P.M 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon Two brief 
announcements First of all, tomorrow being a holiday, there 
will be no briefing, and the Press Office will be on a Sundey 
schedule 


Also, 1 believe the White House will be announcing, 
but just so you are also informed, there will be a briefing on 
Thursday at noon in Room 450 of the old EOB on the Geneva 
meetina: So | would refer you to what Larry Speakes will h. 
to say about this 


Q Who's going to do it? 
ts) ['m not clear at this point, Marvin, whether it' 


going to be ON THE RECORD or ON BACKGROUND, so we'll] see how 
that comes out 


C Alan, do you happen to know if Mcfarlane wil! 
appear on any of the television talk shows subsequent to that 
br if 4 

f ] am not aware of any but you better check aqgai' 
A ‘+? +} wi ! Heyl { 

Y) It's at noon thursday: 

2) Noon thursday; 450 old EOB 

Q 450? What are you planning here at noon? 

A We'll brief 

Q A regular briefing? 

A A regular briefing Okay, that's it for 


announcement ° l'11 be happy to take questions 





Q Any comment on the remarks of Mr. M‘ Bow 
concerning Jean Gerard? 


fs Il think that Ambassador Gerard had a statement, 
George, which I will refer you to. And if you don't have it, 
we can, I think, help you with the text of that 


Q Is the Department going to back her up in any way? 
’ Well, I think that, clearly, by previding you 
that, we are I think that it's an unfortunate event that that 


happened, but, again, 1 think I'd refer you whet Ambassador 
Gerard said about it 


Q What was Senator Tower doing here? 

i. Sorry? 

6 What was Senator Tower doing here this morning? 

A I don't know specificaliy what he was doing 
here He was meeting with Mr. Dam, but 1 don't know what the 


subject was 


Q Has he beer offered ar ambassador ship? 
A I don't know the answer, and in any case, 
obviously, it wouldn't be for me to comment on But 1 don't 


happen to know the answer to that question 


Q Do you one thing What was it that the U.S 
gave to Israel for economic guidance? Was there some kind of a 
letter, or 


A Marvin, 1 addressed this last week, and 1 really 
Gon't have anything to add to what I said about it at that 
point We've had, certainly, a full exchange of views They 


had a delegation here; we have very active diplomatic channels, 
and so on, but I'm not going to get into either the substance 
or the specifics of whether there was a specific kind of 
message, and so on 


Q Peres said that the Secretary did not officially, 
or even unofficially, give a U.S. blueprint, for example, for 
what Israe] should do economically But he did say that there 


was something passed on by the Secretary 


I'm just wondering who would havs from what «§ ice 


would this come from? 





ns I'm going to, I'm afraid, stick where I am on 
this That is, I'm not going to try to comment on how our 
views have been passed in specific terms, but there's been a 
very rich exchange; and 1 don't have any problems with the 
descriptions that have been made of it by Mr. Peres, but I 
don't have any specifics to offer you 


Q Have you got anything from the Embassy, or what 
can you tell us about the rebel attacks in Kabul? 


A Don't have anything for you. 


Q Can you take a look at that and see - Give us an 
idea how serious it is, or 


f\ l'li take a jJook at it 1 think there is a 
program to try and inform journalists in that region about 
what's going or But be yond that 

Q I haven't read about that 

f Wel] you read about it, 1 think, frequently Ir 
any cas [ will see if I can get anything specific 

Q Anvthinag for a slow news day 

A Anything for a slow news day 

Q Pere said that the President had asked Israel to 
establish the VOA transmitter, and they had some problems with 
it Can you say why the U.S. wants lsrael to put up a VOA 


transmitter? 


A No, 1 don't have anything specific Obviously, 
he indicated, yes, we have made a request, but I don't have 
details 


Q Anything you want to volunteer today, Alan, that 
we are overlooking? 


fi No I think that you've probably got the sense 
of the flow of news for today 


MOR! 





Q Do you have a Cambodian sitrep today? 


fs I can give you a little bit on Cambodia Sure 
I'm always somewhat hesitant to do it in the sense that you've 
got a good deal of it already from your colleagues in the 
region, but let me give you what I have. 


The latest reports available to us indicate the 
Vietnamese forces still control the eastern half of Nong Samet 
camp, otherwise known as Ritthisen. I'm told that the KPNLF, 
Son Sann forces, control the western edge. 


We have no information to confirm press reports that 
Khmer People's National Liberation Front, the KPNLF forces, 
have recaptured much of the camp That 18, no information to 
confirm that 


Faghting between Vietnamese and KPNLF forces is 
reported to have been heavy on December 28 and over the 
weekend, including a KPNLF counterattack on December 30 KPNL ft 
forces are reported to have disabled at least one and possibly 
two 1-54 tanks 


The last news we have on the KPNLF camp at O Bok 
indicated that at least a portion of the military camp is still 
in KPNLFE hands Ampil, or Ban Sangae, remains tense, but there 
has been no attack on the camp 


Nothing new on fighting between Vietnamese and Khmer 
Rouge forces south of Aranyaprathet Nothing new on casualtie: 
beyond press reports 


As far as civilian population, evacuation, and all of 
that, the O Bok evacuation site was reportedly shelled on 
December 27, forcing a portion of the population to relocate to 
another site further inside Thailand Civilians also remain at 
the or al evacuation site 


hai authorities have still not confirmed evacuation 
of the cump at Ban Taluan 


And that's it 1 think we provided you Friday 
afternoon some totals which you were looking for in terms of 
numbers of people moved across the border 


Q Will you put out this report? 





ur 


Q If you haven't been through this be‘ore, could I 
ask you, is Shultz coming home directly from Geneva, and could 
you give us some idea of who's going where, because apparently 
there's going to be extensive briefing of - 


fe I don't have anything -- 

Q -- allied governments. 

“ Yeah I don't have -- 

Q In other words, they're not all going to assembl: 


in one place 


n I] don't have anything to give you yet on the 
question of where anybody's going following Geneva, so 


Q How about the Secretary? 
A As [| say, where anybody is going 
Q 1 mearn, J]'m excluding duty free shops l mean, 


is he going to make any European stop or 


fy l'il repeat it 1] don't have information on 
where anybody's going at this point, Barry 


Q) Ukay 

f\ When we have it, we'll be happy to provide it 

Q On another area 

A Let's go 

Q Is Mr Murphy returning back to the Middle East 


to assist Lebanon and Israel before the resumption of the talks 
on January 7? 


A I don't have any information on that If there's 
something different to say, I will check on it and let you 
know I think that, as we indicated following his extensive 


conversations out there, he came back; we're in the process of 
evaluatina both what happened during the course of his talk: 
and what is happening generally in the region and specifically 
or the issue of southern Lebanon 


Rut [ don't have anvthina at the moment to scuaaest a 


specific plan for him to return befor the Naaqura talks would 





resume. As I say, I will check on that to see if there's 
anything -- 


Q Is it your understanding they will be resumed? 

I think that's something you have to ask the 
Egyptians -- excuse me, not the Egyptians -- the Lebanese and 
the Israelis. I don't have anything specific 

Q Alan, do you have anything on elections in India 


now? What's the future of U.S. and Indian relations? 


A We congratulate the people of India on their 
demonstrated commitment to democratic institutions and 
traditions, and we also congratulate Mr. Gandhi on his party 
victory, and we look forward to working with his new government 


S 


Q ACC! ing to Senator Tower in his report, he said 
that the only way the U.S. and India come closer is that the 
U.S. must stop sophisticated weapons to Pakistan Now, you 


think it's going to happen in the future, or U.S. will stick to 
previous statements? 


fi l have no reason to believe that we're changing 
our policy, and I'd refer you back to what we've said before 
about the relationship with India as well following the 
particularly during the course of the Secretary's visit there 


© 1 don't think it's a matter of changing policy at 
this point 


Q Also, 1 have an article here that U.S. Embassy 
New Delhi and Indian Embassy in Washington has a copy of a 
214-page report that was guided by State Department officials, 
a study by the CIA, titled “India Under Pressure." That 
what's going to happen - 


A India what? 

y “India Under Pressure." 

is) Under pressure 

Q And what's going to happen if Indira dies before 
the elections’? 

f) Oh, 1 think we had some 


Q And this was done 





is Yes We had some guidance on that which goes 
back some way I think what you're referring to is a study 
that was done by an academic, was published some months ago in 
fact -- 


Q September ‘84. 


A It represents that individual's own assessment 
Has no particular standing as far as a government position is 
concerned, but, you know, if you want to read it, read the 
entirety Bul there's also some guidance which you might want 
to get a hold of in the Press Office 


Q Can you confirm, please, whether -- since a State 
Department official involved in this, and also CIA, that why 
this study was done before Mrs. Gandhi's death, and 


A Well, I think if you take a look at the guidance, 
it was something that had been under contract for a long period 
of time, and 1 think that the inferences you're suaqgesting in 
your question are misplaced 

Q itiank You 

A You're welcome 


(Ihe briefing concluded at 12:13 p.m.) 
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PRESS BRIEFING 
BY 
LARRY SPEAKES 
ON 
THE PRES'DENT’'S TELEPHONE CALL 
TO THE REVEREND JESSE JACKSON, 
LIEUTENANT ROBERT GOODMAN, JR., 
AND AMBASSADOR ROBERT PAGANELLI 


January 3, 1984 
The Briefing Room 


) 11:04 A.M. EST 


MR. SPEAKES: The President, in the photo, had a statement 
on the release of Li*utenant Goodman and Jesse Jackson's success. I 
think you'll have a readout on that shortly. 


This morning at 9:41 a.m. -- for ten minutes -- the 
President spoke with Ambassador Paganelli, Reverend Jackson, and 
Lieutenant Goodman. 


Some quotes: To Jessie Jackson -- “It is a great day 
here in Washington -- " 


Q Can you slow down? 


Q It is a great day -- 





MR. SPEAKES: -- “here in Washington. All Americans thank 
you. There have been a lot of prayers in Washington. * 





Q Slower, please. 
Q He's talking to Jackson at this point? 
Q Prayers -- here in Washington? 


MR. SPEAKES: Yes. "I have been praying for you.” 


Q Great. (Laughter.) 





MR. SPEAKES: “I couldn't be happier.” 

Q Oh, yeah. 

MR. SPEAKES: To Lieutenant Goodman: 

Q Hold it, hold it -- 

MR. SPEAKES: To Lieutenant Goodman: “It's good to hear 
your voice. I've talked with your wife. She has great faith in you. 
We've all had great faith in you, and great admiration.” 


That's the end of the quotes. The President will be 
meeting .‘th Reverend Jackson tomorrow, times to be established later. 


Q And Goodman? 

















Q Pictures? 
MR. SPEAKES: I don't know whether -- always -- 
I don't know whether Goodman will be with Reverend Jackson 


Or not. We're not clear on the specific pians as to whether the 
Lieutenant will return to his home, or whether he will come on in to 


Andrews. 
Q Why wouldn't he come to Andrews? 
MR. SPEAKES: Because he may want to go home. 
Q But -- Isn't the flight coming directly to 
Andrews? 
MR. SPEAKES: Not necessarily -- 
Q Might there be two flights -- 
Q You could have his family here, couldn't you? 


MR. SPEAKES: We could. But, it's his option, it's 
his desire and the desire of his family as to which he wishes to do. 
If he wishes to fly home, he may -- 

Q Where's is his home -- 

Q Isn't it Baltimore? 


MR. SPEAKES: His home of record is in Virginia Beach. 
His parents live in Boston and New York, or -- 





MR. SIMS: One ie in Boston and I'm not sure where the 
other one is. 


Q Well, Larry -- 





Q Can we get this straight? Now, the invitation to 
come to the White House has been extended to both of them? 





MR. SPEAKES: Yes. But -- we won't be clear until they 
arrive in Germany, and until we have an opportunity to talk with them 


as to the specifics on whether he wishes to go to his home or whether 
he wishes to come here. 


Q But, you were able to ascertain that Jackson accepted 
the President's invitation -- but you were not able to ascertain that 
Goodman, who was also on the telephone, accepted -- 

MR. SPEAKES: That's right. 

Q Oh, I see. 


Q Larry, what about the possibility that the President 
may go to Andrews? 


MR. SPEAKES: I don't think so. I would imagine he will 
see him here. 


Q When did the President talk with Goodman's wife? 


MR. SPEAKES: A couple of days ago -- I'm not sure when. 
We can check on that and see -- 


Q Do you know what he said at the time? Do you know 
whether he said -- 


MR. SPEAKES: No. Only his description of it. 
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wi Q What's the latest time now for arrival at 
rews? 


MR. SPEAKES: It's 6:30 p.m. still -- right? 


MR. SIMS: I wouldn't put any faith in that -- we 
just don’t know -- (Laughter.) And, if you'd rather I say 
"I don't know" -- (Laughter.) 


Q I like his style. 
MR. SIMS: We think it's 6:30 p.m. 
Q Keep it up -- that's great. 


MR. SPEAKES: Historically, as you know, returns from 
Europe -- which all of us have been through many times -- tend to 
vary and there are many stories -- we'll just stay close to the 
Pentagon and see. I think we'll know a lot more when they leave 
Germany. 


Q Jesse Jackson said this morning that he was trying 
to reach the President -- or the President was trying to reach him -- 
but couldn't get a call through -- was there an effort by the President 
earlier to call Syria? 


MR. SPEAKES: I'm sure the call was placed earlier, but 
it was not taken until 9:41 a.m. 


Q Not taken by the President, or? 

Q And -- it was a call -- to the White House? 

MR. SPEAKES: Visa-versa -- from the White House tu -- 
Q Was there a reason -- why the President -- well, 


did the President want to meet with McFarlane let's say before he 
talked to Jesse Jackson -- was there a reason for delaying the call to 
Jackson? 

MR. SPEAKES: No. 


Q Is there any record that Jackson tried to call the 
President early this morning -- as seems to be indicated? 


MR. SPEAKES: I don't know -- 


Q Can you tell us what Jackson's response was to 
what the President said? 


MR. SPEAKES: No. We only heard one end of the conversation, 
so -- 


Q Charlie Wick wasn't present, was he? (Laughter.) 


Q You have no word from the President what either 
Goodman or Jackson said to -- 


MR. SPEAKES: No. 

Q What did he say to Paganelli? 

MR. SPEAKES: Paganelli? He appreciated his effort. 
Q Will you take that -- that question? 


MR. SPEAKES: Yes -- we'll see what -- what the other 
side of the conversation was. 
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Q Are we going tc get a readout from Rumsfeld 


on the -- the Lebanon -- 
MR. SPEAKES: No. 
Q Did he talk to Assad? Thank him? 
Q -- Lebanon radio? 
MR. SPEAKES: Okay. See you at 12:15 p.m. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
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For Immediate Release January 6, 1984 
PRESS BRIEFING 
BY 
AMBASSADOR JAMES GOODBY, 
CHIEF, U.S. DELEGATION TO THE 
CONFERENCE ON CONFIDENCE-BUILDING MEASURES 
AND DISARMAMENT IN EUROPE 


The Briefing Room 


10:10 A.M. EST 


MR. SIMS: This briefing is by Ambassador James Goodby, 
who is the Chief of the U.S. Delegation to the Conference on Con- 
fidence-Building Measures and Disarmament in Europe. 


The Ambassador will have an opening statemert, I be- 
lieve, which we will have a copy for you at the end of the briefing 
and we expect to have a Presidential statement at that time as well, 
a written statement. 


Ambassador. 
AMb. SSADOR GOODBY: Thank you. 


Good morning, ladies and gentlemen. I'd like to read 
this very brief statement and then take your questions, if I may. 


The President has reviewed and approved the instructions 
for the United States Delegation to the Conference on Disarmament 
in Europe, which will begin in Stockholm on January 17. 


Essentially, the instructions require that the United 
States delegation search for agreements on concrete, practical 
measures designed to reduce the risk of war in Europe arising from 
surprise attack or from miscalculation. 


The instructions to me emphasize that the United States 
Delegation shall conduct its work in accordance with the mandate 
which was negotiated by Ambassador Kampelman during the review 
meeting of the Conference on Security and Cooperation in Europe, 
which concluded its work in Madrid last fall. 


That mandate stipulated that measures to be negotiated 
in Stockholm should be militarily significant, verifiable, political- 
ly binding and applicable to the whole continent of Europe. 


This Conference, I want to emphasize, should be viewed 
as one facet of the Conference on Security and Cooperation in Europe, 
which also monitors participating states' cooperation in other im- 
portant areas, such as human rights. 


The active participation of Secretary Shultz and-other 
Foreign Ministers in the opening of this Conference in Stockholm is 
a clear demonstration of their serious commitment to this Conference 
and should insure that these negotiations get properly launched in 
January 17. 


The United States Delegation -- again, I want to emphasize 
this point -- will be working very closely with our allies in Europe 
to reach agreements on such measures as advance notification of 
military exercises, observations of military exercises and, also, 
importantly, I think, means to improve communications among the 
participants in this Conference. 
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The point of departure for the proposals will be the 
Helsinki Accord of 1975. But our proposals, which we'll be pre- 
senting very shortly in Stockholm, will go well beyond those agree- 
ments. 


At the same time, I think it is necessary for me to 
emphasize that this Conference has its own agenda issues and that 
they are different from the other arms control negotiations. Serious 
efforts to negotiate mutually acceptable confidence-building measures 
are not in any way a substitute for other arms control negotiations, 
but rather shocld compliment those negotiations. 


Finally, I'd like to make a point that’s important to 

me: President Reagan, in one of his very first foreign policy decisions 
after taking office, decided that the United States would take part 

in such a conference on disarmament in Furope provided that it dealt 
with measures which would be militarily significant, verifiable, 
politically binding and applicable to the whole continent of Europe. 
And, as I've already emphasized, those ideas now do form a part 

of the mandate which has been given to the negotiators in Stockhols. 


On the general subject of confidence-building masures, 
the President has spoken both in Europe and at the United Nations 
about the importance of such measures in terms of maintaining peace 
and security. These are issues about which he obviously cares deeply 
and I look forward to his strong support in negotiating measures 
which are in keeping with the objectives that he has defined. 


That's the end of my statement. I might add to that 
that I've just come from a very good, very supportive, I might say, 
meeting with President Reagan, Secretary Shultz, the Vice President 
and others 
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and the President reaffirmed to me, personally, his strona backing 

for this conference and said to me that he will be following this very 
closely and wished us Godspeed. He welcomed that. I think this 
conference does have some important possibilities in it, and I have 

a very good delegation representing all of the agencies in the United 
States interested in the subject, who will be going with us for the 
opening of the negotiations in Stockholm. So with that -- 


Q Sir, what can you tell us about anything new that's 
in your instructions, because we've heard about the confidence-building 


measures from the President, and we've seen what Secretary Weinberger 
sent over. 


AMBASSADOR GOODBY: Well, I think the important thing that's 
new about the nature of this conference is that, unlike some of the 
other confidence-building measures that we've advanced in other 
negotiations, these would be applicable on a 35-nation basis, covering 
the whole continent of Europe up to the Ural mountains. And that is new 
and different and, I submit to you, important, because it does rrovide 
a basis for, in effect, doing what the Helsinki process was desianed 
to do, namely try to break down the barriers between East and West, 
try to prov‘de greater openness. 


And the proposals we're making, which -- some of which 
you've heard before, do deal with roughly four categories: exchange 
of information; notification of military exercises above a certain 
threshold; there will be a certain amount of observation -- monitoring, 
if you will -- of such exercises; and, finally -- and this also is new 
in this particular context -- we hope to find ways in which we can deal 
more effectively with crises, and particularly those crises that might 
arise from some kind of a failure to implement fully these agreements 
regarding advanced notification of military exercises. 


We have some ideas about improving communications, for 
example, between the countries -- 


Q Hotlines and things like that, sir? 


AMBASSADOR GOODBY: Roughly that idea, yes. I wouldn't 


call it exactly a hotline because it will be a somewhat different context 
when you're talking 35 countries. 


Q Does this include President's -- 
Q -- computer link-up? 


AMBASSADOR GOODBY: We haven't gotten into that detail yet. 
I want to emphasize to you that we've been working now for the past 
several months -- and, in fact, this goes back some years -- with the 
NATO allies. There will be a final NATO meeting next Tuesday in 
Brussels which will put the finishing touches on these preposals. 


These points that you were just raising is one of those 
points we're talking about, and I don't want to pre-judge how we'l) 
come out in some of those details. But we'll have some very interesting 
-- I think, innovative -- ideas to present. 


Q Is there a timetable for reaching an agreement or 
for producing a document? 


AMBASSADOR GOODBY: No, there's no timetable of that 
sort. We did have -- I should emphasize this -- a preparatory meeting 
that took place this fall in Helsinki, which was a very businesslike 
and rather constructive meeting, I thought. And we did reach agreement 
on a timetable for meetings that will take place in Stockholm during 
the rest of this year. But we did not set any kind of a deadline for 
reaching agreements. Our hope is we can move rather rapidly towards 
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reaching some agreements, but we're under no deadline to do so. 
Q What's “rapidly”? Within the year? 


AMBASSADOR GOODBY: It all depends. I emphasize in 
my statement that we're interested in getting it down to the very 
practical -- and I would even say rather detailed -- proposi.ions 
that we'd like to negotiate with the 35 countries including, of 
course, all the Warsaw Pact countries. 


And if the Soviets are prepared to do that and to engage 
with us in that kind of a negotiation, I am optimistic enough to think 
we could make a lot of progress in the next several months. But at 
the same time, one has to recognize that there may come some elements 
of propaganda into such a conference and that would, of course, have 
a delaying effect on how mucl. we can do. So I can't make any definite 
predictions, but I'm hopeful that we can get down to some very specific 
and practical measures and do that rather quickly. 


Q Well, what -- these things are always prepared in 
advance. What indication do you have that the Soviet Union will comply 
with this, and do you mean that this would not take in the SS-20 
positions and so forth? 


AMBASSADOR GOODBY: Well, again let me emphasize. This 


conference is really different from other arms control negotiations, 
in that we are not talking in this conference about reductions in 


MORE 











forces, nor redeployment of forces. In that sense, I think these 
proposals we're making -- while they have a very positive effect -- 
will not really deal with SS-20s. But they will emphasize conventional 
ground forces. This is where the whole focus will be. And that's 

the thing that I think you should keep in mind. 


Q Well, what reaction have you gotten from Moscow 
so far? 


AMBASSADOR GOODBY: Well, I think you have to look 
back at the record. We spent roughly three years in Madrid -- I 
should say Ambassador Kampleman, in particular -- was, I think, very 
successful in negotiating a mandate that did the things we want. 


I emphasized that in the statement -- about the kinds of 
proposals that we want to negotiate. And, the Soviets did subscribe 
to that. We had preparatory meetings last fall in which the Soviets 
again were relatively cooperative. 


Now, if this trend continues, it may be that we'll be in 
for some ser.ous negotiations. And -- signals that we're getting 
from the East are relatively positive about this. 


Q How about the Gromyko statement, though? Didn't 
he -- yesterday or the day before -- down play any chances of success 
on this -- this reeting? 





AMBASSADOR GOODBY: No. Not to my knowledge, 
in fact, to the contrary. Generally speaking, the Soviets have been 
emphasizing the possible agreements that might come out of this and 
emphasizing their interest in it, so -- 


Q It's non-nuclear, though? 


AMBASSADOR GOODBY: This is -- designed to be -- 
“~-ce-- « non-nuclear. It siould focus on preventing conventiona’ war. And 
if you can do that -- and do that at the level that a war might begin 
with -- you see, I mean, wars are not likely to begin with a large 


nuclear exchange. They're likely to begin with some kind of an 
incident that escalates. 


So, if we can get a better handle on that kind of a 
problem, then we'll have done a lot to prevent war -- even though war, 
I suggest to you, is very, very unlikely. But, if you can reduce it 
by 10 percent, 15 percent, you're doing a good thing. And, I think, 
this is basically what we're trying to do. 


Q I wonder if you could explain -- you said that 
“signals” we're getting from the East are relatively positive. I 
wonder if you could expand on that. And the reason I ask that is the 
White House took some pains to have you come out here and do this 
briefing, there's the Gromyko-Shultz meeting, there's a report that 
the President may make a speech on East-West relations -- do we detect 
some change from the recent period where the nuclear arms negotiations 
broke down and the KAL incident, etcetera -- is there something in 
the air here about a -- 


AMBASSADOR GOODBY: I wouldn't want to say that 
there's been a change that one sees in terms of a watershed of some 
sort, but you have to Loar in mind that this is a conference that the 


Soviets have had an interest in for a long time and have taken very 
seriously over the yeare. 


You have to bear in mind that they're talking about a 
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Conference which includes all of the European countries as well as 
the United States and Canada, and that does, for them I think, put 
a little different cast on their general approach. 


l want to emphasize that, as far as we're concerned, 
this is another important channel. We're very pleased that we have 
this channel. But, at the same time, this is no substitute for the 
other necotiations on START and iNF, and on MBFR. And I should 
say, technically speaking, START is in a temporary state of suspension, 
if you will, pending what the Soviets say will be a reassessment of 
their position. 


Therefore, one cannot foreclose in any way the resumption 
of START sometime in the spring. 


Q I don’t think you understood his question. We 
think that there's some -- suddenly a sudden interest in disarmament 
and moving in rapprochement with the Soviets. There seems to be -- 
all of a sudden we hear about this Conference out of the blue -- 


AMBASSADOR GOODBY: Oh, you mean on the part of the 
United States? 


Q Yes. 


AMBASSADOR GOODBY: Wo. There's no change in that 
respect, either. We're ready to negotiate on any of these things. 
It depends on the Soviets. We're ready to negotiate on all of these 
arms control issues. 


This Conference has not attracted very much public 
attention, I must say, and -- as you say -- comes out of the blue to 
most people. On the other hand, it has been in works now for at 
least three years, and indeed, was really part of the agreements that 
were reached in Helsinki in 1975 which did include some of these 
confidence building measures of a rather simple type, I might add. 


So, it's nothing rather new, but we're anxious that 
people understand what it is, and what it isn't, and that’s why I'm 
here today. 


Q Right now, aren’t you the only game in town? I 
mean, you may call it “suspension” but, for -11 intents and purposes, 
there are no other contacts 














between us and the Soviets. 


AMBASSADOR GOODBY: Well, there are a lot of contacts 
through the diplomatic channels, but in terms of -- 


9g No other formal -- 


AMBASSADOR GOODBY: Right. This is the only -- at the 
moment, and I hope it won't continue that way, I might add, but, at 
the moment, this is the only conference dealing with something that 
does pertain to arms control. 


Let me emphasize this also. it is not a place where 
we anticipate negotiating on these other arms control negotiations. 
That is completely out of the ball park. I don't think anybody in 
this conference, east or west, intends to get into that sort of 
thing. 


Q Of course, that could come up between the t -- 
the Foreign Minister and the Secretary of State. 


AMBASSADOR GOODBY: That's a whole different question. 
There'll be a whole lot of issues on that agenda. 


Q When does the conference actually open? Somebody 
said today, I thought. 


AMBASSADOR GOODBY: It opens on January 17. 


Q So that Gromyko and Shultz will be there for the 
opening? 


AMBASSADOR GOODBY: Yee. It opens -- 

Q What's the significance of today? 

AMBASSADOR GOODBY: The significance of today is I had 
a meeting with the President in which he approved my instructicns 
and I want to share that with you. 


. Why are you out here, I quess is the question. 


AMBASSADOR GOODBY: I'm sorry? 


Q It begs the question, if this conference doesn't 
open until January 13th <-- 

Q 17th. 

Q -- 17th <= thank you -- why are you out here? 


AMBASSADOR GOODBY: For one thing, it’s the last occasion 
in which I'll be in the United States because I'm going to this NATO 
meeting I mentioned over the weekend. So, in terms of my telling you 
what my ins*ructions are, what I'm hoping for, I could only do that 
on this occasion. 


I'm sure, in the next week, there will be other people, 
I hope there'll be other people, that will be talking with you about 
this thing. 

Q I'm sure you're right. 


QO « Does the President seem to know a lot about this 
conference? Did he seem to know anything about it? 


AMBASSADOR GOODBY: Yes, indeed, yes. We talked at 
quite length. We had an exchance, he initiat it. 1 responded and 
1 felt very, very comfortable with the whole thing, I might add. 
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Q So you believe that he knows what's going on? 
AMBASSADOR GOODBY: Indeed, yes, yes. 


9 What did you mean when you said that it stops at 
the Ural Mountains? In a sense, is it part of the Soviet Union is 
excluded from this and part is included? 


AMBASSADOR GOODBY: Yes. What happened in the Helsinki 
agreement of 1975 is that a strip of Soviet territory, 250 kilometers 
wide, was included as the area of coverage for these confidence- 
building measures. Now that's been extended to all of the Buropean 
USSk. So, you have the old idea the French have talked about for years 
of the Atlantic to the Urals. The whole of Europe, in other words. 


MR. SIMS: Last question, please. We have another 
briefing. 


Q I'm just confused about when you said it was only 
applied to conventional forces. We've always interpreted these con- 
fidence-building measures as being -- once the communication is in 
place, it can be used for averting anything. Is that -- 


AMBASSADOR GOOLBY: Well, when we install, if we install, 
the kinds of communication or the kinds of ability to comspunicate 
I'm talking about, it will be tied into the kind of measures that we 
hope to negotiate. And those measures, in turn, are basically things 
that deal with conventional ground forces in that zone. 


The other measures that you probably have in mind, we've 
advanced in START, for example, an advance notification of missile 
launchers, which is nuclear. So in the nuclear negotiations, we have 


nuclear CBMs. Here, the basic thrust of it is really on conventional 
forces. 


MP. SIMS: Thank you, Mr. Ambassador. 
AMBASSADOR GOODBY: Thank you. 


END 10:27 A.M. EST 


rr 























DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
ON-THE-RECORD PRESS BRIEFING 
ON 
SECRETARY SHULTZ*' STOCKHOLM TRIP 
BY 
JAMES GOODBY, ‘U.S. AMBASSADOR TO 
CONFERENCE ON DISARMAMENT IN EUROPE ? 


AMBASSADOR GOODBY: Would it be useful for me to 
start with a few words about what the CDE is all about and 
what our objectives are on that? 


JOURNALISTS: Yes. 


AMBASSADOR GOODBY: To put it in a little perspec- 
tive, the CDE, the Conference on Disarmament in Europe, or 
to use the full title, Conference on Confidence. and Security- 
building Measures and Disarament in Europe, is a part of the 
Helsinki process. That is to say, it's a part of the 
Conference that is most well known in this country for its 
work on human rights. But it was, after all, a Conference 
that had more than the one part to it; namely, human rights, 
important though that is to us, remains important. It has 
as part of it also security. 


You may remember that in the Helsinki Final Act of 
1975, there were several principles that had to do with 
security, non-use of force, and so forth, and also included 
in it several so-called confidence-building measures which 
the two most important were advance notification of military 
exercises and the invitation of observers to such military 
exercises. 


The threshhold for those notifications was 25,C00 
troops, 21 days in advance of the exercise, and the zone of 
application covered only a strip of 250 kilometers in 
breadth in the Soviet Union as well, of course, as all of 
the other countries in Europe in their totality. 


As a result of work done by Max Kampelman, and 
others, in the Madrid Review Meeting of the CSCE, which took 
place over a three-year period, ending last September, a 
mandate was developed for this Conference among other things 
that was done in Madrid. 


The mandate for this Conference, I think, repre- 
sented a very significant achievement, and I give Ambassador 
Kampelman and those who worked on this a lot of credit fcr 
it. It stipulated several things that were very important 
































to us and, in fact, that President Reagan had stipulated 
very early in his Administration that we would pursue in any 
such Conference. 


First of all, the zone of application for any of 
these confidence-building measures should be the whole con- 
tinent of Europe, meaning up to the Ural Mountains, and that 
was acceptable. 


Another very important point that was accepted was 
that these measures should be militarily significant and 
should be verifiable and should be politically binding. I 
use those words because those are important criteria by 
which we will measure any proposals that are introduced in 
Stockholm after their acceptability to us. 


The concept of the CDE is that it is a staged 
affair, very much like the CSCE itself which moves in stages 
-- review conferences after review conferences. It is 
understocd, and it was agreed in the mandate in Madrid, that 
the firs: stage of this Conference would deal with con- 
fidence- and security-building measures, and that there might 
be a later stage, but it was left totally open as to whether 
there would be such a later stage and what it would deal 
with if it ever were agreed. 


The next opportunity for the 35 countries that are 
in the CSCE and, therefore, in the CDE, is. to decide whether 
to move to a second stage or to review the results of the 
CDE is November of 1986 when the next CSCE Review Conference 
takes place in Vienna. 


It is possible for that Review Conference to 
decide that the first stage should continue, not enough 
accomplished, or maybe more needs to be done. It is also 
possible, if everyone agrees, and the CSCE and the CDE also 
work by consensus, it is also possible that they all could 
agree that maybe something more would be done so therefore 
the mandate would be amended, expanded. That's a possibi- 
lity. But, as you can see, for the next three years at 
least we're going to be operating in the stage that deals 
with confidence-building measures. 


I met with the President and the Vice President 
this morning, the Secretary of State, Mr. Adelman and the 
National Security Advisor, Mr. Meese, and a number of others 
were there. We discussed my instructions, the ‘nstructions 
for the U.S. delegation, and I think tae essen’ 1 point I 
would make about that is that the two key points, perhaps, 
are that we wish to move ahead, to negotiate certain 


























concrete, practical agreements that deal with certain 
problems that we think are-.important to deal within this 
Conference. 


These are as follows. We would like to deal with 
the problem of surprise attack. We would like to deal with 
the problem of misperceptions which could lead to miscalcu- 
lations and therefore unwanted conflict. We would like also 
to deal, if we can, with the problem of the use of military 
force for intimidation. 


We would also like, if we could, to enhance the 
stability of the military situation in all of Europe, and 
we, furthermore, would like to find ways in which it wouid 
be possible to deal more effectively with crises should they 
occur; or better put, perhaps, to head off crises before 
they get to be that kind of a thing. And to that end,we are 
giving thought to the various ideas that have to do pri- 
marily with enhancing communications between the par- 
ticipants in this Conference. 


To sum up, that is, in effect, one of the key 
points in my instructions. The other key point has to do 
with the criteria, namely, that anything we agree to should 
be perfectly consistent with the mandate that was agreed in 
Madrid which stipulated verifiability. The whole continent 
of Europe should be the zone of application, politically 
binding, militarily significant. There are, of course, many 
other details in the instructions, but I think those two 
give you some sense of the general direction. 


Let me say that in order to achieve some of these 
objectives I've mentioned, to deal with some of the problems 
I laid on the table here earlier, we are working with the 
NATO countries to develop a set of proposals which we hope 
to introduce very early in these negotiations, probably 
within the first week or so. 


I would say that they fall generally into four 
categories, and they derive also, I should say, from the 
Helsinki Final Act of 1975, which I mentioned earlier. 


The four categories are exchange of information 
about military units; the second would be notification in 
advance of certain types of military activities. ( And, here, 
I would say this would be at a lower threshhold, over a 
longer period of time in advance than the earlier agreement 
I cited, which is 25,006 troops in 21 days. Third, we'd 
like to have a category of proposals and agreements that 
would deal with monitoring or the observation of certain 























types of military exercises. And, finally, to deal with 
this problem of incipient crises, if you will, “Me would 
like to have a category of measures that might serve to 
improve communications amorg the various countries. 


The status of this work in NATO is that NATO has 
been seized with this problem, really, ever since 1980 when we 
first began to think about the CDE, when it became a live 
possibility in the context of the Madrid Review Meeting 
which was then getting underway, I think. But the work has 
begun reallv in earnest and it has been taken very, very 
seriously, indeed, within the past several months in NATO. 


There have been experts meeting day in and day 
out, a lot of work being done in the NATO machinery in 
Brussels, a lot of input by us, in particular, but by others 
as well. It is an operation in which all the NATO countries 
are very, very actively participating. Every single one of 
them have expressed a viewpoint, and I would say that inclu- 
des France, which,I think,it's interesting to know, was one 
of the fathers, if you will, of this Conference. Former 
President Giscard d'Estaing was, in fact, the one who pro- 
posed a conference on disarmament in Europe when he was 
Still President of France. The French, generally speaking, 
Outlined the staged approach that we're using today asé® with 
its emphasis on conventional ground manpower. So the French 
have an active interest in this and are actively playing a 
rele in developing the NATO position. It would be 
interesting to have them in this Conference. 


Among other things, this will be one of the first 
serious disafament efforts that they have been engaged in 
for quite a long time,” Arms control efforts is a better way 
to put it. 


The NATO package will be completed, we expect, 
next week. There will be a NATO session in Brussels on 
Tuesday. The heads of detegetien-of the NATO s« delegations 
in Stockholm will be in attendance. I will be there. We 
hope to finish the package and have it ready to be useable 
by us in Stockholm within a few days after that. 


As far as the opening of the Conference is con- 
cerned, it will open on the 17th. The evening before, on 
the 16th, there will be a NATO Foreign Ministers dinner 
hosted by the French. The main business, the main opening 
will take place the next morning under the auspices of the 
host country -- Sweden. 























I think the first order of business is for the 
Prime Minister of Sweden to give a little speech of welcome, 
and then it moves on into the afternoon. The other ceremo- 
nies, during the morning and the evening. 


The Foreign Ministers will begin their presen- 
tations, their remarks, after lunch on the 17th. Mr. Shultz 
will be the third speaker. He will, therefore speak gn the 
afternoon of the 17thJanuary. The Foreign Ministers of all 
the 35 countries will ‘continue during the next few days and 
will end that presentation, I think, by Friday of that week. 


In any case, by the end of the week that phase will be over. 


The following week goes into closed session. That 
pait of it is open to the pressguthe public,to some extent. 
I don't know how many seats there are. But the following 
week goes into closed session, and at that point the heads 
of delegation -- my counterparts and myself -- will be 
starting the introduction of the specific proposals that we 
in NATO have been working on. 


I presume we'll hear proposals from the Warsaw 
Pact. Perhaps some as well from the neutral, non-aligned 
countries. 


—~ As to expectations of what the Soviets msy do, 
what pay the Warsaw Pactado, there are various possibilities 
and I think the most likely of them is that we will see a 
kind of mixed picture. I think some proposals will be 
introduced by the Warsaw Pact. They will be of a very 
general declaratory nature. They will have to do with the 
non-use of force. There may be other things as well of a 


general declaratory nature. 


There may also be, and we hope there will be, some 
proposals that will be derivative, if you will, from the 
Helsinki Final Act; the proposals that deal with advance 
notification of military activities, for example. And there 
are some indications that there may be such proposals in the 
works. If there are, we, in the United States delegation, 
will do our best to seize upon whatever common ground there 
is and try to move towards some kind of active negotiation 
on those concrete measures. Because you recall I mentioned 
that my instructions -- and I think this goes really for all 
the NATO countries -- are to look for concrete, practical, 
realistic measures that really have some effect in helping 
us to understand what military activities are about and to 
have some of the consequences that general declarations can- 
not have. We are not really much interested in general 
declarations. 























We have subscribed, of course, the non-use of force 
in the U.N. Charter and, indeed, in the Helsinki Final Act 
of 1975. Resubscribing to some of those principles would 
not really be breaking new ground. Therefore, we are 
resistent to dealing with such general declarations and much 
more interested in, indeed, insisting on some kind of 
discussion of these concrete measures of the general cate- 
gories that I've talked about earlier. 


There are indications in what we have seen coming 
out of the public commentaries, if you will, from the Warsaw 
Pact that they may wish to do some serious business in this 
Conference. Of course, there are various definitions of 
what businesslike means, and- this is a word the Soviets 
indeed have used about the Conference; that it should be a 
businesslike and constructive meeting. 


There will be, I think, a judgment made at some 
point about which road to take in this Conference. If the 
consensus is that we should move ahead towards negotiation 
of these measures which go detailed and not terribly gla- 
morous, we think it will have effect, nonetheless, in 
helping reduce the risk of war in Europe, if we take that 
road, and I think we can look forward to a fairly tough, 
but maybe produce negotiation. 


If, on the other hand, it appears to some 
countries that playing to the galleries, or trying to appeal 
to the anti-nuclear sentiment, which clearly exists, is 
perhaps the better way to go, then we'll not have a produc- 
tive meeting. As of now, I cannot predict which of these 
two roads will be the way we'll go. We're, of course, 
hoping for the first of these a serious, productive, 
detailed negotiation that reaches out towards new measure, 
derivative from Helsinki but going well beyond it. 


I think that's probably about all that's useful to 
say. 


Q I just have a technical one. You mentioned 
when Shultz is speaking. Do you Know when Gromyko is 
speaking? 


A He was scheduled to speak the 8th. I don't know 
whether he's shifted that position with any of his allies or 
anybody else. I think he would probably speak the next 
morning. I'm not absolutely sure. 


Q Ambassador Goodby, is there any effort being 
made to dovetail these confidence-building measures with the 














confidence-building measures that have have broken out of 
the START negotiations? 


A No, they're different. 


Q They're nuclear and conventional -- 
4 They're nuclear and convention. 
Q There's no effort in terms of the approach to 


these coming up with an agreement at the same time or 
anything of that sort? 


A No, no. On START, we're in a position where 
the Soviets have told that they will want to reassess their 
position in light of the INF deployments, with the implica- 
tion that at some point START may resume. 


The CBM's we have proposed in Geneva, in the START 
talks, are advance notification of ballistic missile 
launches of all types, proposals having to do with fleet- 
wide disbursals of SSBN's and the advance notification of 
takeoffs of heavy bombers. Those all have a nuclear com- 
ponent. We're not talking “nuclear” as far as we're con- 
cerned in the CDE. We prefer to focus, as I think most of 
our Allies do, on the conventional problem. 


Q I only raise the question <= maybe you would 
care to comment on it -- but there's been some speculation 
for some months now that maybe some kind of an agreement on 
CBM‘'s arrive out of Geneva might be sufficient for a summit 
between President Reagan and Yuri Andropov. I was wondering 
if that's in the back of your mind at all as you approach 
the -- 


A No, it's not; no. 


Q Mr. Ambassador, you said, as I understood 
you, that your instructions which you got today were to move 
toward concrete agreements on three points: Surprise 
attack, misperceptions leading to miscalculation, and use of 
force for intimidation. 


A Those are the objectives that these specific 
concrete measures will achieve, we hope. 

















Q The “surprise attack” one is the one chat is 
familiar, at least to me -- and I suppose most of us -- I 
don't know what it means “misperceptions leading to 
miscalculations” énd what you have in mind by “use of mili- 
tary force for intimidation." Would you explain what you're 
talking about there? 


A Yes, I'll be glad to. 


Let me put it this way: That second point to me is 
a very important one because, at least my perception of the 
way a conflict could occur is that the least likely way that 
it would occur is through a great nuclear exchange, "a bolt 
out-of-the-blue kind of thing." 


The most likely way it could begin would be at the 
opposite end of the spectrum, through some kind of incident, 
perhaps along some frontier somewhere, which then begins to 
get out of hand, and people begin to use some kind of 
conventional military force, 


At that point, a crisis, I would suggest, is hard 
upon us; and when you begin to see military actions taking 
place, you want to know is this something new or is it 
something planned, was it something responsive to this immi- 
nent crisis, or what? 


What we hope we'll achieve through agreement on a 
long-range forecast, for example, of all military exercises 
down to fairly low levels, over a period of a year, as an 
illustrative proposal, is we've got a sense of what the nor- 
mal military routine is. And further, when we talk about 
trying to get advance notification of individual exercises, 
and we see one that is not notified in accordance with the 
agreed procedures, then you understand that this is an ana- 
maly -- that this is something that is different and this is 
something that was not planned, and is therefore intended to 
deal with some new situation. 


At that point, there is all kind of potential for 
misperceiving what the problem is. Indeed, without this kind 
of advance notification there is even a chance that you mis- 
perceive what a routine military operation is about. 
Therefore, our hope and expectation here is that through 
greater openness about these military activities, through 
establishing a kind of base line military scenario, or scene, 
in Europe, you begin to understand what better what an 
exercise is intended to do and what it is not intended to do. 


In other words, greater clarity about military 
activities should sharpen your perception, reduce your misun- 
derstandings, and that in turn should help with the situation 




















of over-reacting to something that was not meant to be an 
overt threat, or covert threat for that matter. 


Now, on the other point about intimidation, it is 
possible through the use of military force to demonstrate, if 
you will, a military intention to march into a country, to 
perform an exercise on its frontiers, for example, and there- 
fore to intimidate it and to encourage it to take action that 
the greater power wishes taken. To the extent that you can 
make exercises -- military activities -- predictable, and 
make it a little bit more difficult for some unexpected mili- 
tary activity to occur in response to some political event 
somewhere, to that extent you have succeeded in inhibiting to 
some small degree the use of military force for intimidation. 
So that is, basically, what we are trying to do. 


Now, let me make a point here: I think this agenda 
we have before us in Stockholm is an important one, and it 
can produce some meaningful agreements; but let us not 
exaggerate what these agreements will do. They will have 
some useful effect in making perhaps the use of force less 
likely in making Europe a safer place. And I suggest to you 
that if you only succeed in doing that by 10 percent, that's 
worthwhile doing -- 


Q Can you give us -- 


A -- but it will not reduce the weapons; it is 
not a substitute for these other negotiations, and I don't 
want anybody to think that we're expecting miracles will hap- 
pen in Stockholm. We'll get perhaps, if we're fortunate and 
work well and skillfully together in NATO, some useful 
agreements, but it will not be agreements that will reduce 
forces or do the things we're trying to do in START or in INF 
Or MBFR. 


Q Can you give us some idea of the attitude of 
the Soviets going into this a little more than you have? 
There have been preliminary talks between Secretary Shultz 
and Ambassador Dobrynin. Surely, there has been more contact 
than that. 


Do you see that they have as forthcoming an atti- 
tude as they have in the past, less forthcoming, or about the 
same? 

A On the CDE or on other things? 


Q CDE. 
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A CDE. Well, let me say right away that I do 
not anticipate that Secretary Shultz is going to spend a lot 
of his time with Mr. Gromyko talking about CDE. I think they 
will have an agenda that will go well beyond that, and indeed 
I, frankly, don't see any particular reason at this stage for 
spending a lot of time at that level on CDE. We're just 
getting started; we don't know what the issues are quite yet, 
and so I don't, personally, see the need for a lot of 
exchange at that level. However, I'd be frank to say that I 
am not privy to the Secretary's thinking about how he wants 
to deal in this meeting. But I don't expect CDE to be a 
major element in it. ; 


Now, as to Soviet attitudes, I have already touched 
on that to some extent. There are signals that I hear which 
indicate to me that the Soviets would like to see something 
coming out of this meeting. This is not the type of meeting 
like START or MBFR which they find it in their interest to 
interrupt, at least for now, for the time being. It is a 
conference that, as I've said, they've been interested in for 
a long time. And, very importantly, I think, to use their ter- 
minology, it's an all-European conference; and therefore, I 
think there are incentives for them to want to show that this 
is a useful thing that they themselves, along with the 
French and a few others, helped to invent, and that in an 
all-European context, some things can be done among reaso- 
nable people. 





So, therefore, I think there are reasons inherent 
in the nature of this beast -- conference -- for the Soviets 
to want to do something that would produce agreements. As I 
suggested, there will be temptations -- to play to the 
gallery and to look to the anti-nuclear tendencies that 
exist, and to work that side of the street -- and I expect to 
see that. But I expect there is another side of the street, 
too, which is to see if something indeed can be done on some 
of these practical measures. After all, the Soviets aid 
agree to measures of the past having to do with advance 
notification of military movements and of observation of 
military movements. And I think it is reasonable to think -- 
and some of the open literature suggests -- that they will have 
ideas in that area. 


So I see a kind of two-tiered operation with the 
Soviets, one dealing with large, political concepts like non- 
use of force and a few other generalities of that type, and 
the other, much more below the surface, dealing with some 
rather specific agreements where we might be able to do some 
business. 
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Q Mr. Ambassador, if I can ask you to clarify 
something, when the Soviets agree to discuss the issues for 
the whole of Europe, from the Urals to the edge, does that 
mean tnat they accept that definition for existing agreements 
or only for future ones? 


My It only deals with the mandate for the CDE. 


Q I see. So at the present time, there is only 
that 250-kilometer strip that they are -- 


A That's correct., under the Helsinki Final Act 
of 1975. 


Q What is the new threshold that you hope to -- 
I wouldn't dare to ask which one you hope to end up with, but 
what is the threshold you probably -- 


A I don't dare to answer the question right now. 
We're still working on it in NATO, and there are some speci- 
fics that I'd just as soon not lay out here until they're 
further along. 


Q Is it anticipated that Secretary Shultz, or 
some of the other Foreign Ministers of NATO, will outline in 
their opening speeches what the proposals are of the NATO 
countries, or is that not likely to be done? 


A I can't say what all the NATO Ministers are 
planning to do. They are going to get together, as I indi- 
cated, a day before; and I'm going over next week, and pro- 
bably have a little comparing of notes on how we intend to 
play it. 


I would suppose that some of them would probably 
give some general indication of what we're thinking about, 
but I do not expect I would see in anybody's speech a 
detailed laying out of these proposals. I do want to be 
cautious and say that we'll be comparing notes next week -- 
Secretary Shultz later on with his colleagues -- and they'll 
sort it out by the time the 17th rolls around. 


Q Mr. Ambassador, the three areas that you men- 
tioned before -- do you expect the Soviets to be interested 
in progress in any one of those or across-the-board? Do you 
have higher hopes for the intimidations or the misperceptions 
category? 




















12 
B-5 


A I don't necessarily expect that the Soviets 
are going to accept our definition of what the objectives of 
this Conference should be. We have our own ideas about then, 
and we see the Conference in this light as focusing on the 
problems of surprise attack and misconception, problems of 
intimidation. I don't expect that the Soviets are going to 
say, “Yes, you're right. That's exactly what we're here 
for." So, therefore, I don't think I could answer in those 
categories. 


I think their general objectives are to create a 
political climate in Europe that is satisfying to them, and 
that seems to mean that they want to have some sort of thema- 
tic proposals to make that have to do with not using force, 
perhaps being more specific, in not using nuclear weapons. I 
think that is proably the general political theme they'll be 
developing because that to them would be one of the objec- 
tives of the negotiations. 


I don't think that quite fits in with the objec- 
tives I've been talking about. But on the other hand, as 
I've said, there would be some more specific proposals and 
more concrete proposals that they will make, and to the 
extent that we can negotiate them and them into place, it 
doesn't necessarily matter whether we describe the outcome in 
one way and the Soviets in another, I think. 


Q What is your own sense, having being a veteran of 
the START negotiations, of when and if the Soviets are going 
to come back to Geneva? 


A I guess I'd better not speculate on that. I 
do want to say that I think some of the -- the way we've 
talked about is a little exaggerated. The formal position 
is that they will reassess their position; they cannot now 
set a date for the resumption of those talks. 


The formal position of MBFR is that they will get 
back into diplomatic channels with regard to setting a date. 
It's really probably only in INF where they have been rather 
definitive and hard-lined about not resuming at all. So, I 
don't know. Frankly, I'm not sure I can even speculate 
because I have no idea of what (inaudible). 


Q Mr. Ambassador, the White House is beginning 
to spread the word, as it comes out in inches, that the 
President will make a major address on the 17th on U.S.- 
Soviet affairs. I presume that you will cover this in your 
talks. 
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Do you think this will have any effect on getting 
CDE off to a good start? 


A I can't comment on that. I don't know what 
he's planning on that score. I do think having Secretary 
Shultz there and having all the NATO Foreign Ministers there, 
he is getting off to an awfully good start. I think that 
does indicate the proper level of attention to a conference 
that, after all, is not very well known, certainly in the 
United States -- and not much better known in Europe, for 
that matter. I think given that high-level attention is a 
very good thing in terms of focusing attention on its poten- 
tial and its responsibilities. 


I just happened to think that this whole area we've 
been talking about has been a much cver-looked and under- 
rated area. Some people think of it as something not 
terribly serious. I think one reason for that is, we haven't 
given it nearly the attention we've given all these other 
negotiations. If we were to spend as many man years thinking 
about how to deal with the problem of preventing war as we 
have devoted to how do you reduce SS-18s, for example, we 
would probably have a lot of interesting things to say -- and 
I hope that that may happen as a result of these -- this 
beginning, of this meeting. 


Did you have a question? 

Q Yes. When you explained the threshold, the 
mandate of the Urals to the coast, that's the groundwork, 
that's the mandate coming from Madrid? 

A Yes. 

Q Is that correct? 


A Yes. That's the mandate, as we tend to call 
it. 


Q O.K. So it could be anything from 250 kilome- 
ters out? Is that already agreed? 


A No. The whole Continent of Europe means up to 
the Ural Mountains. 


Q I understood that. 


A Now, there was in Madrid some debate about, 
does it go out to the sea also? 
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Q That's right. What I'm asking you is, what 
goes beyond that? ' 


A The solution that was finally found was that 
you take a functional approach to that question; and “func- 
tional® meant -- at least to us; and there may be some debate 
about it -=- but "functional" to us meant that if there was 
some offshore naval activity, that is organically linked to 
an onshore ground activity, then that offshore activity is 
notified along with the ground. 


Q But that wasn't addressed in Madrid? 
A Yes, it was addressed in Madrid. 
Q I mean, it wasn't agreed upon in Madrid. 


A We explained it in that way, and made it very 
clear to everyone what we had in mind. The actual language 
of the mandate speaks of “adjoining sea arcas," which implies 
something to me, although it may not to everybody. 


Now, there was a footnote that was put in largely, 
I think, at the Soviet's insistence, which talks about sea 
areas also meaning ocean areas -- will there be a debate 
about how far it goes and what naval activities are linked to 
what ground activities. 


But as far as we're concerned, it's a closed issue. 
This deals with the Continent of Europe, essentially the 
ground forces, and essentially, furthermore, conventional 
ground forces. 


Of course, there will be a ict of ideas introduced 
about nuclear issues, offshore activities, and so forth. But 
I*ve told you what our focus is; going to be, and I think all 
the NATO countries feel that way as well. 


Q How difficult do you think it will be to get 
the Soviets to accept the existing CBMs all the way to the 
Urals? 


fs I don't know, but I think that they would be 
thinking probably in terms like that, but those existing -- 


Let me present a couple of problems for you: I was 
asked this earlier at the foreign Press Center. It's an 
interesting thing. 
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There are a couple of other possibilities in this 
Conference we have to worry about: One is that it evolves 
into a strickly propaganda circus -- temptations to talk 
about things that are “pie in the sky" and Utopian become 
so great that it just becomes the standard, and the general 
output is nothing much more than that. 


In my Opinion, that would discredit the Conference 
-- not necessarily do a lot of harm to the world, but unfor- 
tunately, discredit something that I think has some promise 
to it. I hope that doesn't happen. 


But the other problem is a little more insidious, 
and it is that there may be a tendency to want to try to get 
some sort of easy agreements. And what you just described to 
me, I would put in the category of “easy agreements." I 
can't say whether the Soviets would accept it or wouldn't 
accept it. But we would like to go well beyond those kinds 
of agreements. 


We would like to lower that threshold, and perhaps 
even put it in some different concepts and cover maybe other 
types of activities. In other words, there are a lot of 
things that can be done that were not done in Helsinki, and 
we would like to go well beyond the Helsinki kinds of ideas. 


There may be a tendency <-- and I consider it as a 
possible danger -- of agreeing on something just for the sake 
of getting an agreement, to help improve the political 
atmosphere. That may be one of the problems we will be facing 
at some point. I personally feel -- and I think most of my 
colleagues I've talked with in the NATO countries feel -- 
that it would be a great mistake to, by some lowest common 
denominator, just to get something going. We must hold out 
for something serious and meaningful that has some real 
impact, and not simply just to make this an interesting con- 
ference, but because the times call out for that. We're in a 
period when we need some serious agreements if we're going to 
try to make this a turning point in our relations with the 
East. These easy agreements won't do that, and therefore, I 
see no point in considering them or in encouraging people to 
think we will agree to things like that. 


Q Thank you. 
(The briefing concluded at 5:45 p.m.) 
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MR. SIMS: This briefing is on backcround attributable 
to 2 sericr administration official. 


We will have, as you know, a meeting tomorrow and a 
read-out briefing of the meeting with the President about 2:30 P.M 
tomorrow afternoon here. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Good morning. 


Chinese Premier Zhao Ziyang will begin his official visit 


to this country with an arrival ceremony on the South Lawn at 10:00 A.M. 
tomorrow. 


Peemier Zthao's visit responds to the President's invi- 


tation and will be reciprocated by the President's visit to China 
planned for this coming April. 


Zhao will have with him what is a fairly large entourage 
by Chinese standards. In the official party, it includes 13 indivi- 
duals plus hirself and about 28 accompanying staffers. The key people 
with Zhac, who i might note, is making not only his maiden trip to 
this nation, but also the first trip by any PRC premier to this 
country, include Foreign Minister Wu Xuegian; Deputy Secretary General 
of the State Council Chen Chu; the Ambassador to the United States 

ané former Vice Minister Zhang Wenjin; and at least three vice min- 
isters. The Vice Minister for the State Science and Technology 
Commission, Mr. Zhao Dongwan; the Vice Minister of the State Planning 


Commission, Mr. Gan Ziyu; and the Vice Minister of Foreign Economic 
Relations and Trade, Mr. Jia Shi. 


I think there'll be available for you a copy of thao's 
schedule, so let me just mention a couple of the highlights. On 
January 10th, Zhao will have a private one-hour meeting with the Presicent. 
That will be followed -- with the President and a few key Cabinet men- 
bers. That will be followed by a larger session chaired by the 
President with additional Cabinet members present. 


On the same day, Zhao will attend a luncheon hosted by 
Secretary Shultz. He will, later in that afternoon, meet with 
Secretary Shultz and then with Secretary Regan and then he will be 
the guest at a state dinner in his honor at the White House starting 
at 7:30 P.M. tomorrow. 


On the following day, Zhao meets in the morning with 
members of the House and members of the Senate. Also with Presidential 
Science Advisor Keyworth. 


He goes to a luncheon hosted by the Council on U.5.- 
China Trade. And then, in the afternoon, meets with Secretaries 
Balécrice anc Weinberger. 


In the evening, he hosts a reception and then goes to 
a dinner hosted by the Chinese community in ‘ashington. 
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On his final morning in Washincton, he will attend 
2 Cabinet breakfast at the White House, and following that, he and 
Ai$S entourace depart for San Francisco where he's going to spend 
2 couple of days. Then back so New York City for a couple of days. 


This criss-crossing pattern, of course, is because 
ne .eaves the country heading for Ottawa, so he hes tc come back 
=o she east coast. 


Zhao's formal title is Premier of the State Council 
o= she People's Republe of China. In protocol terms, that means 
he's China's head of government. In practical terms, that means 
he's in day-to-day charge of running the governmental and admin- 
istrative machinery of the world's most populace country. 


Zhao also happens to be one of the top six leaders 
of China's Communist party, the so-called standing committee of 
the Chinese politbureau, and he's the youngest of that elite croup. 
He's a close associate and protege of Deng Xiaoping. 


Within China, Zhao has earned a reputation for inno- 
vation, for technical expertise, for a can-do approach to problems, 
anc a commitment to far-reaching economic reform. In fact, Zhao's 
special focus of attention in recent years has been the manage- 
ment of China's ambitious economic modernization proyram, and I 
expect that he will devote considerable attention to that subject 
during his visit to this country. 


We view the exchange of visits by Zhao and the President, 
in a sense, as a single event, although separated by three months in 
time. The President's visit to China will culminate a series of high- 
level exchanges with the Chinese during the past year. A period 
which has seen restored momentum and a more positive tone in our 
relations. 


To recapitulate what has been a rather extraordinary 
nurber of high-level visits, 
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we began with Secretary Shultz going to Beijins in February. in 
May, Commerce Secretary Baldrige and Presiden-ial Science Advisor 
Keyworth went to China. In September, Secretary Weinberger went to 
China. In October, Foreign Minister Wu cane here for neetings with 
Secretary Shultz and also met with the President and others. 


This is an impressive record of consultations by any 


standard, and the result of it all can be seen both in atmospheric 
and in concrete terms. 


In the atmospherics of the relationship we have seen 
an increase, 1t think, in mutual trust and confidence. In the substance 
we have, among other things, made good on the President's decision to 
treat China as a friendly, non-allied country in the administration 
of our export control policy. 


The President's decision in June *o permit higher levels 
of technology for export to China has already led to an increase in 
the number and level of exports which have been growing rapidly, in 
fact, even in the earlier period. 


The value of export licenses issued in 1983 is up to 
about $800 million, from a level of $350 million in 1982 and a level, 
I believe, below $200 million in 1981 -=- so there's been rapid growth 
already. There are estimates that it could, under the new guidelines, 
surpass $1.5 billion of U.S. high tech sales to China in 1984. 


We -- after difficult and almost arduous negotiations -- 
we concluded a new textile agreement with China to replace the one 
that had expired at the beginning of last year. We mace some progress 
in getting the very difficult issue of China's -- of the so-called 
Hukwang railway bonds into legal proceedings. 


We resumed discussion of military exchanges and military 
sales during Secretary Weinberger's visit to China, and discussions 
on that subject ere continuing. 


We proposed, during Secretary Shultz's visit to Beijing 
in February, a resumption of discussions on acreement on peaceful 
nuclear cooperation. And starting in July, there have been three 
rounds of those negotiations in 1983. Ané through then, must progress 
has been made toward reaching an agreement on peaceful nuclear 
cooperation. Such an agreement is an essential prerequisite for U.S. 
sales of major rsactors and other items to China. 


We've had discussions on investment treaties -- on an 
investment treaty and a tax treaty -- and those have made progress. 
These treaties, when signed, would provide a rore stable environment 
for U.S. businessmen and U.S. investors is China. 


And the U.S.-China cultural relationship is back on 
track -- both sides having acreed to resucte official exchanges in 1984. 


Not all of the activity has been official -- and let me 
underscore that. A great deal of our relationship is unofficial now, 
and that is important. It's a growing disension of it. We've become, 
for example, the largest source of direct foreicn investment in 
China. It's still a small amount compareé¢ =o some other countries 
where we invest heavily. It's $80 million now, bet, there is -- there 
are significant prospects particularly in the energy area, I think, 
in the future. 


U.S. Oil companies are heavi-y e-saged in off-shore 
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Sil exp-cration, and twelve U.S. companies to date have signed 
contrac=s. and others, we think, will follow. Other companies are 


activel: exploring projects in developing China's coal and hydropower 
rescurces. 


And increasing numbers of Chinese students are in the 
Unitecé States -- currently more than 10,000. I think that is an 
important -- that's a remarkable number -- and a very important fact. 


And there's a continued, active exchange of scientific 


and business delegations with an average of about 100 a month to the 
U.S. from China. 


Throughout the high level talks that we've held with 
the Chinese, both sides have recognized a reality that has become even 
more important over the past decade. The close U.S.-China ties are 
mot only in the mutual interest of our two countries, but are in the 
interest of regional stability in Asia and in the interest of peace 
and stability in the world. 


I think also, obviously, there are differences between us -- 
some important, some small. We've made quite a progress, I think, 
in narrowing our differences, although I would by no means want to 
sugcest that such differences have disappeared, or are likely, in the 
forseeabie future, to disappear 
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in their entirety. 


While I should leave it to the Chinese to characterize 
their own views, I do think that both sides look on this visit from 
a Similar perspective: That it will help to consolidate our relations, 
that it will provide an opportunity for the President and Zhao to 
get to know each other, that it will let us air our views on recent 
internaticnel events and that it will permit us to discuss in some 


detail a number of questions on our bilateral political and economic 
agenda. 


I would not look for dramatic developments to result 
from this specific visit. 


Finally, it's no secret, I'm sure, that Zhao will put 
forward China's views on Taiwan in the course of his meetings here, 
just as the Chinese consistently do in their private conversations 
with us. We certainly don't shrink from such a discussion. We will 
let him know that such differences as we have over Taiwan in our 
belief should not obscure the mutual benefit that we both derive 
from our bilateral relationship. Our thinking on Taiwan remains 
as it has before, that this administration will abide by all of 
our commitments undertaken by this government in joint communicues 
with the Chinese, including the August 17th communique on arms sales. 


We continue to believe that the resolution of the Taiwan 
question is one that must be made by the Chinese people on both sides 
of the strait. Our cnly interest is that any resolution be a peace- 
ful one. 


Be glad to take questions. 


Q Number one, is it possible to get a copy of the 
prepared statement that you have just read? 


Q What was the question, please? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He wanted to know if 
we have a text of what I just read to you. I was editing a bit along 
the way. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll have a transcript 


later. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll get you a transcript 
shortly. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll have a transcript -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. 
Q This Cabinet breakfast, will the President attend 
that? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know at this 
time. 


Q Can you talk about what agreements, if any, might 
be signed during the visit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me talk -- There 
are a number of discussions that we have under way. I think there 
are two that surely are ready for signature and that's all I would 
predict at this point. 
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We have very active discuss*:ons going on in these 
nuclear necotiations that I mentioned and I think -- probably put 
that at the top of our present agenda. That doesn't mean that 


we'll cet :t finished this visit, but we're attaching great im- 
portance to it. 


At the end of the last round, the third one in Decem- 
ber, there were still a few important issues to be resolved. The 
€iscussions are intended to insure that both countries share the 
same basic views with regard to nuclear proliferation. 


I can't predict whether a breakthrough can take place 
until we find out what China has ce say during this visit. But there 
has been progress to date and I think there's been progress also 
outside the negotiations, which may or may not be attributed to our 
ciscussions. Most importantly, China has joined, effective January 
ist, the International Atomic Energy Agency and there are indications 


that China will, in fact, put its nuclear exports under IAEA safe- 
cuards. 





We -- 


Q What does the agreement do? I mean, what is the 
agreement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 
Q What are the negotiations on -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFrICIAL: Under the Nuclear Non- 
Proliferation Act of, I believe it is, 1978, the United States is 
required, inorder to sell major items of nuclear equipment to a 
foreign country, to have an agreement on nuclear cooperation. That 
agreement has to cover certain things, such as the use of our 
materials for peaceful purposes. This is true even in the case of 
a country like China that already has nuclear weapons. It includes 

 . provisions on the unauthorized re-transfer of our technology or 
proéucts produced from our technology and it includes certair re- 
strictions on sensitive processing, such as reprocessing or «¢ irich- 
ment of materials that we provide. 


All of that is required under the Act before we can get 
into things like reactor sales. China has a very large nuclear power 
orocram just beginning, aiming to get something in order of 10,000 
megawatts of nuclear production in China by the end of the century 
in order for our firms to participate in that as both we and the 
Chinese would like to see happen. It's necessary to complete this 
agreement first. 


Q Do you think you could have it ~~ Are you optimistic 
that you could have it ready for the April visit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I -=- Well, it's 
-- Predictions are a dangerous business. I thought you were going 
to ask me whether it could be done during this visit and I'm not 
optimistic about that. 
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It's a very difficult negotiation. We're workirg very hard at i:. 
But I think it's still going to take time. I would certainly hese 
that we'c make it by April. 


Q Will the dates for the President's trip to 
China be announced during this visit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't xnow the 
answer to that. 


Q What about the second acreement? You said that 
there were two -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, oxay. The two 
agreements that are ready for signature are the renewal of the 1979 
agreement on science and techn logy which was a five-year agreement 
and will be renewed during this visit. It's been az extremely 
successful agreement. We've concluded uncer that acreement technical 
protocols in 21 fields involving a dozen U.S. goverz=ment agencies 
in over 200 specific projects. It's the largest bilateral scientific 
exchange program that either country has. Both sides are quite 


pleased with this one, and as it has expired, we are very pleased 
to renew it. 


The second agreement is called the Industrial 
and Technological Cooperation Accord -- I.T.C.A. or ITCA in 
parlance. That has been under negotiation since last spring. it 
was recently completed in Beijing. This accord creates opportunities 
for improved bilateral economic and trade relations. And it will 
be signed during this visit as well. It's -- to explain it, if 
you know what a science and technology agreement is, that is, the 
first one that creates a general umbrella framework for governments 
to cooperate and, then, specific protocols get arrazged, this 
is a bit like an SéT applied to the industrial and trade field. 
It's a good deal more important as an agreement with a country like 
Cnina tnan it might be with a market economy. 


With a market economy, it doesn't much matter what 
kinds of umbrella agreements vou have at a governmert level. What 
really happens is pretty muc. 4 question of economic cecisions 
made oy the marketplace. BP when the market on the Chinese sice 
consists of provincial officials and officials of s<ate corporations 
it makes a considerable difference, we hope and believe, to have an 
agreement cf this kind. And we think it will facilitate trade. 


I've mentioned, but let me just repeat briefly, there 
are other agreements under negotiation, which we hose might get 
moved forward some at least during this visit. One very important 
one is the bilateral tax treaty which has gone through three rounds, 
I believe, already. And another round is scheduled for early 
this year. This is an agreement that would permit ©¢.S. businessnzen 
Operating in China to be free of the hazird of coub.e taxation. 


We're optimistic that an agreement on <hese lines 
mignt -- could be reached this year and maybe by April but probably 
not during this visit. The other one is the bilateral investme=+ 
treaty which would provide certain assurances to U.5. investors 
in China -- also important, probably even more difficult. 


We've been through two rounds on that anc 4 third 
round is scheduled for February. Finally, we have a =aritine 
agreement with China: The old one expired on Decerser lith. We 
nad some problems with the way the old one had operated. Under 
the old agreement, each country was suppcsea =o get one-third of 
bilateral cargoes, and we got only 15 persent These necot.aticnas 
were -- made some progress, but not enousa =o renew in December 
And no date has been set for further <alks. 


We don't plan to propose resamoticon of talks just 
now, but if the Chinese make such a sucgest.cn Sur:n¢ the visit, 
we woulc, of ccurse, be receptive. 














Q As you know, there's been an extreme amount 
of tension on the Korean peninsula, what with the shooting down 
of the Korean airline plane, the bombing in Rangorn, a number 
of other things have taken place there. To what extent does the 
United States plan to get involved in a discussion with China 
about the Korean situation? And do you think that any progress could 
be mace toward easing the tension through such discussions here? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me just say two 
sentences in introducing the answer, and that is that I've given 
you a lot about a fairly rich agenda of economic subjects. There's 


also guite a rich agenda of international political subjects. 
We will ; 














undoubtedly talk about Kampuchea and Afghanistan, which are two 
important problems where we have, I think, quite common interests 
although not identical, and pursue essentially parallel policies. 


Korea is another subject that we will surely discuss 
and that's in a somewhat different category since China is, after all, 
a close ally of North Korea. However, I think both the United States 
and China -- let m: put it this way. I believe that China recognizes, 
as we certainly do, the dangers of the situation on the Korean penin- 


sula and the importance of efforts to try to reduce tension on the 
peninsula. 


The truly horrifying action by North Korea at Rangoon 
in attempting to assassinate the President of South Korea and, in 
fact, murdering a number of the most distinguished leaders of that 
country, has got to make one pessimistic about the prospects of ten- 
sion reduction. But, in a certain way, perhaps it also only under- 
scores the importance of efforts to achieve that goal. 


While we've had that very grim piece of news and other 
disturbing actions by North Korea over the last year, the actions and 
statements by the Chinese side seem to have been a good deal more pos- 
itive and, at times, quite helpful. 


The manner in which the Chinese as well as the South 
Koreans handled the incident involving a hijacking of a Chinese air- 
liner back in the spring represented a modest step forward in improving 
contacts between China and South Korea and easing the diplomatic 
atmosphere there. And it's a rich subject, one on which China has a 
lot of influence in what it does and what it says, and I'm sure we 
will be discussing it during the visit here. 


Q Can we go back to economic -- to one question. You 
didn't mention anything about the effect of transfer -- changes except 
to recount what's happened. Is that subject complete now? I mean, 
is there any further discussion? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's been a great 
deal of progress made. And I hope I underscored that when I said I 
hope I made that clear. There continue to be restrictions as there 
are with a great many friendly countries including even some restric- 
tions with our allies. But in the case of China, there's a special 
issue and that is that China comes under COCOM control and we have 
beard already and will not be surprised to hear again during this 
visit their concern that a liberalization of exports under our policy 
not end up being thwarted by a failure to have the same kind of liber- 
alization in COCOM controls. 


Under the system, we approve a license and then, in about 
a third of the licensing cases, there's a requirement that it go to 
the COCOM coordinating committee in Paris of the NATO countries in 
Japan where any country can veto a sale. 


We underscored to our COCOM partners the very important 
differences in treatment that we feel are necessary between China 
and the Soviet Union, and’ we believe that, in practice, these problems 
can be worked out. But it is a very tricky thing and none of our 
partners have indicated any willingness to make a simple exemption of 
China from COCOM regulations. 


Q Are we still negotiating with COCOM countries on 
this? 


SENIOR ADMINSITRATION OFFICIAL: We are continously nego- 


tiating with COCO countries because we're continuously submittinc cases 
and the necotiations are really done on a case by case basis. 
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Q Well, are the Chinese satisfied with that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think we've had 
pretty good results in the last couple months in getting a lot of 
things cleared out of COCOM. I don't know specific problems on the 
agenda. I think we'll get more of a general concern. It also wouldn't 
surprise me, over the coming months, to find that some importan: case 
that we've approved is tied up for a long time in COCOM, and that 
will be a problem we'll have to work with if it happens. 


Q Well, the reason I asked you is Baldrige told 
the Hill that the policy wouldn't be out until the negotiations with 
COCOM and the negotiations with the Chinese were complete. And the 
policy came out and apparently the COCOM negotiations are not complete 
and if the Chinese aren't happy, the whole thing could fall apart. 
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Let ne -- I don't know the exact words he used -- I think the precise 
words would have been -- at the time we were negotiating a specific 
arrangement with the Chinese to ensure that our technology would not 
be t-ansferred to « third country without our authorization. And 
that was accurately characterized as a negotiation. 


With COCOM we were engaged in consultations to inform 
them of the nature of the changes that we were undertaking and to 
find out if they had either general or specific objections. An? we 
did not want to rush ahead until we'd had those discussions. Those 
discussions have been completed, but it remains -- that's a discussion 
on general principles -- and it remains the fact that in the end 
you've got to go through case-by-case through the COCOM procedure, 
and that may turn up specific problems. 


Q Can I get you -- or did you say the U.S. wanted 
China to be exempted from COCOM? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I said none of our 


allies indicated any willingness to do that. We haven't pushed that 
as a solution. 


Q Would we like it? 


Q How does -- how does the administration feel -- or 
how does the administration think that the Soviet Urion will view 
this exchange of visits, and is there any hope to gain some advantage 
vis-a-vis the Soviet Union in improving our relation with China? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's a phrase that 
we've heard often in our discussions with the Chinese that -- we're 
not playing cards, and this isn't a card game -- and I think that's 
basically the right atcitude with which to approach this visit and 
this relationship. In particular -- I'll put it this way -- we're 
interested in building a long-term relationship with the most 
populous country in the world and a country that we assume will be 


playing an even more important role in the future than it already 
plays in the present. 


And that you don't build that kind of relationship by 
telling that country, “Our relations with you are going to be -- 
simply go up or down, depending on how we feel about some third 
country” -- so I think we need to treat it in that way. 


At the same time, I won't deny -- I think it’s clear -- 
that it is helpful, I think, in our dealings with the Soviet Union 
for the Soviet Union to see that China and the United States are 
cooperating on important international issues, eg caren | related to 
Soviet expansionism. And it is, by the way, also important for our 
friends and allies, particularly in the Asia region -- and 
reassuring -- to see that the United States and China are cooperating 
in a careful and responsible way in promoting regional stability. 


MR. SIMS: We've got another briefing coming up. Can 
we have one or two questions -- how about -- John, and one here. 


Q On the Taiwan issue -- do you regard Premier Zhao's 
comments a few days ago to reporters in Peking as an indication that 
they're not going to press for a terminal -- termination date for 
arms delivery to Taiwan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't want to try to 
read into his comments. We have the communique <-- the communique says 
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what we have committed ourselves to do on that issue, and our effort 
will be to live up to the obligations of that communique and not to 
try to refine it or to get into new negotiations on that issu-. 


MR. SIMS: All right -- one more. 


Q On arms controls -- to what extent will that be 
discussec, and any agreements in sight? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would assume it would 
at least get some discussion during the course of discussing U.S.- 
Soviet relations which I imagine will be a topic on the agenda. 


We have no arms control negotiations, as such, with the 
Chinese except indirectly -- this agreement on peacefui nuclear 


cooperation. So, it's not a matter of announcing any agreements with 
them. 


Q But, would the Chinese have an input into the 


agreement not to have SS-20s moved from the European theatre to 
the <-- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They might wish to 
comment on it. Obviously the security of all Asian countries is 
affected by the $S-20 deployments in the Far East, and in fact, 
in could probably say that, like most of the Soviet buildup in the 
Far East,, it is aimed at -- as much at China as it is at anyone else. 


For the most part, we've founc China's concerns conveyed 


more often to third countries like Japan, than conveyed directly to 
us. 


You said they were going to have a private meeting? 
Does he speak English? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. All meetings will 
be with an interpreter. And I corrected what was in front of me -- 
it will be a meeting with the President and a small number of Cabinet 
Officers -- two or three Cabinet Officers and the Vice President, 


al 


I believe, is the composition. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 11:37 A.M. EST 
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MR. ROUSSEL: We have with us today, Craig Nalen, who 
is President of the Overseas Private Investment Corporation, and 
Sheldon Weinig, who is Chairman of the International Committee of 
the sdvisory Touncil on Private Sector Initiatives, who have just 
met with the Yresident. They're getting ready to go to Grenada. 
And if you're not nice, also, Sam, they also have Jim Brown with 


them here I'm going to sic him on you if you don't behave during 
this briefing. 


Q I might be tougher than those 750 Cubans -- 
(laughter) -- 


MR. NALEN: I am assuming that 4 press release has 
been distributed. 


Q No. 





MR. NALEN: Well, we are here to answer any questions. 
What you see is what you've got. This is a group primarily 
American businessmen going and Sheldon Weinig happens to represent 
the private sector part of it. I play 4 small role in representing 
the government on this thing through the Overseas Private Invest- 
ment Corporation. 





If anybody has any questions -- 


Q Do you have any goals, in terms of dollars of 
-~ in investment tiore? 


MR. NALEN: I tell you, we are always a little cautious 
in making any projections. Although, I will tell you there were a 
number of businessmen who wanted to go on this and we had the luxury 
of being able to be very selective on who we -- who could come. 
We have just 20. And my guess is that those who are coming have a 
serious interest in moving forward on investments in Grenada and 
at the end of the week, we'll see. 





I think it's important to know nothing happens over- 
night. It's been a long time sort of dormant in Grenada and <-- 
But we would think that we would take an important step in beginning 
to bring together some economic relationships between the two 
countries. 


Q What fields would’ they -- 


Q Would you kindly recite for us two or three good 
reasons for American companies to invest in Grenada? 


MR. NALEN: Well, there are -- If you start out by the 
business reaons, there are good reasons to do it businesswise. There's 
a labor force in Grenada. And when we talk about Grenada, I think 
we're also talking about the Caribbean in general and the eastern 
Caribbean in particular. There are good trainable labor forces -- 
proximity to the North American markets and we would hope that 
many companies that have operations in other parts of the world 
will start looking at the Caribbean more. 


eee 








There are -- There has obviously been a lot of attention 
focused on Grenada and from a tourist point of view, from a resort 
point of view, that's got to be a positive. 


Then, there is simply the social aspects and the other 
aspects of having close neighbors there and while a businessman is 
only going to go where he is going to get a decent return on his 
investment, I would like to think that many of the businessmen going 
on this mission are going for other reasons as well. 


Q Do we owe Grenada something? 


-- publicity surrounding the -- if you will, 
“rescue mission" -- 


MR. NALEN: I think a lot of attention is focused on 
the Caribbean, which is something very consistent. I mean, the 
President, right from the very start, has been trying to focus 
the private sector's attention on the business opportunities ‘* the 
Caribbean Basin. 


Q But do we owe Grenada something? Why not St. Kitts 
or Barbados? 


MR. NALEN: Well, it's the same thing. Absolutely. 
Q Do you have common groups going there also? 


MR. NALEN: Yes, we do. We've been <-- thie is our sixth 
mission to the Caribbean and we've been in the eastern Caribbean -- 





Q You haven't had briefings on those here, for some 
reason. 


MR. NALEN: Well, we've tried to get your interested in it, 
and no one ever seemed to care. 


Q What are the fields that they will trv to plumb? 


MR. NALEN: A wide range, going from construction, 
resort-tourist area, light manufacturing -- 


MR. WEINIG: -- aquaculture, agriculture. We have some 
people who are looking into textiles to do finishine of fabrics there. 


Q Is ore of the results going to be to export American 
jobs to the Caribbean? 


MR. NALEN: Wot at all, As a matter of fact, OPIC can 
never be involved with a project that is -- let me make that oerfectiv 
Clear -- that has any negative impact on the U.S. economy. 


As I mentioned, we are primarily looking at companies that 
may have operations in other parts of the world: the Far East and so 
forth. 


Q Who will they talk to? 


MR. NALEN: They will be talking to their counterparts in 
the private sector, as well as leaders in the Grenadian covernment. 


Q What covnterparts? We were told that the Grenadian 
economy was in shambles and -- 








MR. NALEN: Well, they had an economy once and some of 
those people didn't leave the island, that that -- there is a small 
nucleus there, and this is part of the reason that American businessmen 
are going there, hopefully, to invest capital to get -- to stimulate 
that economy. Yes? 


Q What kind of rate of return do you foresee for 
businesses investing in -- 


MR. NALEN: That's a question better asked of the 
businessmen themselves, but obviously investments in the develovina 
world -- and OPIC is involved with 110 countries -- generally, 
businessmen can expect, and will, for the higher decree of risk, 

a higher degree of reward. 


Q What was the message to you from the President on 
the -- 


Q Twenty-five percent. 


MR. NALEN: The message from the President was that he 
applauded this group of businessmen that were coming forward and 
wished them well, and underscored the emphasis that he has continually 
placed on that part of the world, and that the time has come for 
America to show their friendshio for this part of the world and dr 
what we can to contribute to that economic stabilitv in that area. 


Q Mr. Brown, can you tell us whether vou're aoing 
to Grenada or how you're associated with this group, as you step up 
to the microphone? 

















MR. BROWN: Be very heppy to. 


First of all, gentlemen, excuse me because I have a 
very bad cold, so my voice isa little low. 


I'm a Director of the Hitechnology Engineering Company 
out in McLean, Virginia. And we have a two-fold mission. First of 
all, we are looking into security in Crenada. We have the capability 
of all types of security, high technology on down to personal 
security. So that's one aspect of our trip is to investigate that. 


The other aspect is, as most of you know, I am making 
a return to the National Football League. But if I don't make that 
return, * am very interested in the fitness and nutrition of people 
over 40 and we're investigating the prospects of putting a camp 
in Grenada. 





And the reason for Grenada, first of all, it's supposed 
to be very beautiful. I don't know. I haven't been there yet; but 
I will know after this trip. And, secondly, we feel that we will 
get a iot of cooperation as far as financing from certain agencies 
around the vicinity. 


So those two areas are the areas that i'm concentrating 


on. 

Q By “camp,” you mean an individual team's training 
camp? 

MR. BROWN: No, rot for a team, but for high-level 
executives. 


Q High rollers. 


MR. BROWN: People basically over 40 who have never had 
anywhere to go, really, where you have a nutrition and fitness pro- 
gram designed especially for them. And I think a lot of you are 
over 40, so you might -- (laughter.) 


Q One more question: Who do you like in the Super- 
bowl and why? 


MR. BROWN: Well, I'm in Washington today, right? 
(Laughter.) You sell out your stadium every week, so, naturally, 
I'm for the Washington Redskins. But I am for the Washington Red- 
skins for two reasons. First of all, they combine a combination 
of things that I like. They combine the old with the new. John 
Riggins and the Hogs represent old, hard-nosed football. And Theis- 
mann, with his Smurfs and al) the great receivers and the innova- 
tions of your Coach Gibbs in the passing offense, represents the 
new style of football. So you have a combination there that I 
have great admiration for. 


Q The Raiders will win. 
Q I thought -- 
MR. BROWN: I can tell by your eyes. 


Q I thought Al Davis and the Raiders were very 
close friends of yours. Or is that not the -- 


MR. BROWN: Well, you see, the reason that I can come 
back with the Raiders is that probably Washington will win in the 
Superbowl and Al might be a little more interested. (Laughter.) 

Thank you very much, gentlemen. 


Q Thank you. 


Q And ladies. 








Q -- discussion about the Redskins is very interesting, bw’ 
I notice that in five of the nineteen people who are going down 

are from Florida. How much of that is an accident of geography and how 
much of that is -- Florida has a Caribbean-oriented economy? 


MR. NALEN: I'd say the latter. As a matter of fact, 
the very first businessman to approach OPIC on a voluntary basis, 
befor2 we went out and let anyone know we were going to lead an 
investment mission to Grenada, led by a number of business leaders 
in, interestingly enough, the Cuban-American community of South 
Florida. They have been active in other OPIC-related missions there 
and so this was no surprise. 


I think they recognized the need for stability, 
the interest in that particular area -- and very entrepreneurial 
Cubans, I wiil tell you and successful. 


Q What tax incentives are being offered to these 
businessmen who'll invest in Grenada? 


MR. NALEN: There are no tax incentive -- 

Q Will there be tax incentives? 

MR. NALEN: From whom -- the Grenadian government or the -- 
2 The United States government. 


MR. NALEN: No, not -- 


Q That's part of the Caribbean Basin Initiative 
Plan -- 


MR. NALEN: Well <-- 


Q -- to offer businessmen tax incentives. 





MR. NALEN: Not any others than those that are already 
articulated in the CBI program. 


Q The -- Grenada will not be included in the 
CBI program? 


MR. WEINIG: It will be, but it'll not be any 
different than that which is given for any of the other Caribbean 
places. It will not be treated independently of it. 


Q Are any of these private investment efforts being 
coordinatedwith public sector support? Do you know of, for instance, 
any plan by this government to help them finish their airstrip, 
to improve roads, telephone service -- 


MR. WEINIG: The private sector presently is not 
involved in the airstrip. And the private sector people going down 
on this particular mission who are both of the OPIC group and 
of the President's private sector initiative group are involved 
in independent businesses and not involved in the airport per se. 





Q Is there any concern, though, that if you 
neglect the public side of, you know, their -- 


MR. WEINIG: It's not being neglected. It's <-- 





Q -- a good investment -- 
MR. NALEN: That's another responsibility. This -- 
MR. WEINIG: There is a study group on the airport 


right now, and that's moving ahead. And that's independent of 
this particular mission. We understand that a number of things 
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that we're doing, for example, tourism will require that airport 
be open. And we anticipate that it will be open, but it's not 
part of the independent people of this mission. 

Q -- don't need the Cubans for the later -- 

MR. WEINIG: Pardon? 

MR. ROUSSEL: Thank you. 

Q Thank you very much, Peter. 

Q Good to see you. 

MR. NALEN: Thank vou, ladies and gentlemen. 

THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 11:58 A.M. EST 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President and 
Premier had, I think, very useful, very extensive talks covering 
the full range of both international and bilateral issues that 
effect our two countries. 


They began with a private meeting that extended to 
an hour and ten minutes with, on ovr side, the President, the Vice 
President, Secretary Shultz and Weinberger and NSC Advisor Mcrarlane 
and on the Chinese side, five principals. 


The talks were very warm, I think reflect very positive 
state of our relations. They also included frank discussions of 
issues of difference between us. I think overall the effect of 
these discussions was very much, to use a phrase the Chinese use 
often, one of “contributing to building mutual trust and confidence," 
heiping, I think, tc also set the stage for the President's visit 
to China in April. 


As I said, there was a full range of bilateral matters 
discussed, including, particularly, extensive discussions, I am in- 
formed, in the private meeting, on the subject of Taiwan, and in 
the larger meeting with Cabinet Secretaries present, including 
Regan, Baldrige, Block and Science Advisor Keyworth, an extensive 
discussion of economic and technological cooperation. 


They also talked about international issues, including 
not only the Soviet Union and common concerns about the Soviet 
Union, but 2iso specific regional problems, particularly Kampuchea, 
where we have substantial common interests. And they discussed, 
again, in the private meeting, our common interests in promoting 
efforts in the Korean Peninsula to reduce tensions. 


These discussions today will be followed, as I said 
yesterday, by an extensive series of discussions with Cabinet 
principals starting this afternoon with a one-hour session with 
Secretary Shultz followed by another hour with Secretary Regan. 
And tomorrow, similar sessions with Science Advisor Keyworth, 
with Commerce Secretary Baldrige and with Defense Secretary 
Weinberger. 


| I think it's -- so far, certainly, the visit is 
living up to our expectations of it being a useful and very soiid 
and very helpful event. 


Be glad to take questions. 


MORE 
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Q What was the discussion centered on on the 
Taiwan question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it was the -- 
I wasn't there. I'm going on briefings of it; but, basically, we 
have differences. There was, I think, as I understand it, a fairly 
strong presentation of those differences. 


The President affirmed our fundamenta- belief that the 
key to managing those differences is to abide by the three communiques 
shat we have between our countries: the Shanghai Ccmmunique, the 
Normalization Communigue and the most recent Augus: 17th, 1982 
Communique on -- governing arms sales to Taiwan anc made clear our 
intention to live by those communiques. 


Q On that last communique, there's been some dis- 
agreement on the interpretation, the Chinese sayinc that it means 
an immediate end to sales and the U.S. saying it's not necessarily 
immediate. Did the Chinese Premier say anything about an immediate 
end to sales? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there's nothing 
in the communique about an immediate end to the sales. If you 
look at it, that's just simply not there. The comcunique talks, 
essentially, about a gradual reduction in sales an¢ we have made 
clear that as they observe our actions over time they will see that 
we are living by the communique. 


Q What's the point of dispute? What is this frank 
éiscussion? I mean, were there -- 


Q And what was the strong presentation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know pre- 
cisely what they said. And I think, in fact, in terms of what they 
actually specifically said you should ask the Chinese side. But 
their feeling, as I think you know, is generally that this whole 
issue is their internal affair and that we should, I mean, as a 
matter of principle, they're uncomfortable with alzost the entire 
range of our relationship. They're uncomfortable with things like 
the Taiwan Relations Act. They're uncomfortable with the fact 
of any arms sales at all. 


We know al) of those points of difference. We have 
tried with the various communiques to bridge those differences, as 
far as is possible to go. And, basically, our approach now is to 
live by those communiques. 


Q Did Premier Zhao talk about the actual reduction 
of arms sales, being unhappy with the rate of reductions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I do='t know about 
that particularly. 


Q What about the two agreements that were going 
to be concluded or signed? Were they? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think those -- 
No, they were not signed today. They'll be signec on Thursday. 


I'm not quite sure which time; but I think either 5efore or after 
the Cabinet breakfast. 


Q Does that include the nuclear acreement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, .t does not. 


MORE 
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The two agreements that will be signed on Thursday 
are the renewal, for another term of five years, of the Science 
and Technology Cooperation Agreement that was first signed at the 
time of normalization in ‘79 and the Industrial and Technological 


Cooperation Accord, which was just negotiated between our two 
countries. 


The nuclear discussions continue. Ambassador Kennedy, 
who is the head of our side, will be meeting again with the Chinese 
side this afternoon and we continue to make progress. But I'm not 
-- I don't dare to hazard any predictions about when. 


Q Did that come up during the bilateral discussions 
today? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Did the nuclear -- 
Yes, those discussions were mentioned and I think it's clear, 
I think, that both of us are anxious to achieve an agreement and 
both of us agree that a great deal of progress has been made already. 


Q Did you get any commitment from them to go to 
talk to the North Koreans about easing relations -- easing the 
tensions on the Peninsula? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't have the 
Getails of that discussion, the private meeting. Certainly one 
of the things that we would have made clear, I'm quite sure, is 
our concern about North Korean actions, such -- and particularly 
actions along the lines of the Rangoon bombing and how dangerous 
and how counter-productive those are. 


Given -- Obviously, China is an ally of North Korea's. 
China -- We're not trying to embarrass China or put China in a 
Gifficult position; but it is important in situations like this to 
urge the importance of restraint on both sides. 


Q Which side raised the Korean question first? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know the 
answer to that. I'm sorry. 


Q Has the understanding on Korea been advanced be- 
yond the point that has been achieved in the past with general 
understanding that both sides benefit where there's stability on -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are diplomatic 4 


messages being conveyed; but I can't get into the details of that 
now. 


Q Did Taiwan take up more time than you thought 
it would originally in these meetings? It seemed we were -- before 
this started, we were telking about it was all going to be trade 
and technology and Taiwan was not a major issue. And now it seems 
to have soared to the top. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I never predicted 
that. I mean, I would always expect it to take a fair amount of 
time. I think the right place, in fact, to get into that kind of 
discussion is precisely where it was done, in the small session 
where people could be quite frank and candid with one another. 


I think we would be kidding ourselves if we think 
that this issue is ever going to simply disappear or their concerns 
will not be voiced. But our basic point is that in terms of 
negotiation, in terms of what can be acccmplished in bridging 
those differences, we've made those efforts with these communiques 
and the basic thrust of our approach now is to manage those dif- 
ferences as wel) as we can by adherging to the communique. 


MORE 








Q Did Premier Zhao take any note of the noisr from 
the Taiwan independence group or from the -- group that were demon- 
strating around here? 


* 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Certainly not as it 
was passed to me; but I don't know. 


Q Did he hear them over the airplanes? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The airplanes were 


pretty loud. 














Q Do you get the feeling that they are sizply 
expressing their concern or that the Taiwan issue is really hurting 
relations and the development of relations between two countries? 

I mean, is this just a diplomatic statement of -- they have to say 
waat they have to say, or is it more serious than that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think they view it, 
as they say frequently, as a continuing obstacle to the improvement 
of relations. We've also made very clear that for us our handling of 
this involves what they would call matters of principle as well, 
ané tnat the effort we've got to make is to make as much progress 
as w2? can on the many other areas where we have common interests 
anc cormon interest in progressing. It's kind of hypothetical to 
ask what might happen if this issue weren't there. That issue is 
there, and it is likely to be there for quite some time. 


Q Could any of these differences possibly threaten 
the President's trip this spring? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think so. 


Q How do you interpret Premier Zhao's remark that 
relations should have gone a lot further than they have in the 


last ten years? Do you think that's a reference to continuing 
problems with Taiwan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's certainly, I 
think,what they are alluding to by that. 


Q What was the presentation on the Soviet Union? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As I understand it, 
it was also discussed ir the private meeting. In the larger meeting, 
among other things, Secretary Shultz emphasized just how relentless 
the pace of Soviet military buildup has been, even in just the last 
three years, which is not of course the most intense period of 
builéup in Asia. We have seen the addition of new Soviet maneuver 
éivisions, we've seen hundreds of Soviet tanks added to their forces, 
we've seen a large number of SS-20's, several hundred $5-20 warheads 
adéec to Soviet forces, we've seen a major increase even in just the 
numbers of their surface fleet. And this is, I emphasize, just the 
last three years. That's got to be, I think, of concern to both 
cur countries. It clearly is. 

[Kampuchea | 

We also are concernedAabout actions by Soviet proxies, 
and particularly in Camp Lucia(fabéut which there was considerable 
éiscussion. Ambassador Kirkpatrick who was there also talked about 
the very important political dimension of that issue and the effort 
in the U.N. to develop a strong consensus, and rather successful 
effort to develop a strong international consensus on the need for 
@ political solution to that issue. 





Q Was there any indication this morning, or this 
afternoon, of a movement toward increasing military cooperation 
to counter the Soviets, or increase the defensive capacity, either 
ty China sending over some high military official or some other step 
toward increasing the military cooperation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Secretary Weinberger 
cave a very brief mention of his view of his very successful talks in 
Beijing and the followup to those talks that have been conducted 
at lower levels. And I imagine that this would be a subject of 
fair.y detailed discussion when Secretary Weinberger sees Zhao 
tomorrow afternoon. 
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Q Do you expect any movement forward or beckward 
om the Taiwan issue during this visit, or is it simply a restatement 
of known positions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's the latter basically. 
I think we've gone through some very difficult discussions on that 
subject. We have very painfully worked out these three compuniques, 


and our feeling is the very best thing we can do is both live by 
then. 


Q Cen I just follow that with one question. Do 
you see any reason for thinking that the atmospherics are better 


because it was left out of the public statements by both the 
President and the Premier? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I certainly think it 
is an issue that is best handled through candid discussion in private, 
and that it is a sensitive subject politically in both countries. I 
think we sometimes can make the problem worse by our public rhetoric. 
So perhaps that was intentional, but I don't know. 


Q What was discussed in the economic and technical 
discussions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What was discussed? 
Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: A number of the 
topics that I 
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mentioned yesterday the -- well, to begin with, the nuclear cooperation 
agreement, the bilateral tax treaty. 


By the way, also, I think there's been agreement reached 
that Secretary Regan will lead our delegation to Beijing on March 19, 
I believe is the date, for the so-called joint economic committee 
between our two countries, where the tax treaty will again be discussed. 


The bilateral investment treaty, the subject of tech- 
molocy transfer, where I think the Chinese do appreciate the steps 
the Presicent has taken to liberalize our policy. We heard concerns 
expressed about the fact that we have so far not succeeded in lifting 
the existing legislative prohibitions on Ex-Im Bank credits to China. 
That's a not quite complete list, but those are the main ones. 


Q Was there any specific procress made in any of those 
areas that attach to any -- treaty? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, and I -- as a general 
rule you're talking about things where the issues -- take the nuclear 
accord -- the issues outstanding between us are -- get down now into 
very technical and very detailed things that really need the kind of 


painstaking line-by-line work that Ambassador Kennedy will be doing 
this afternoon. Yes? 


Q Well, was there considerable discussion about the 
American side in both meetings about the Soviet Union and the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know how you'd 
measure considerable. My impression was that the -- certainly more 
attention was given to the bilateral relationship in both meetings. 
It’s our belief, in fact, that a good bilateral relationship is really 


the basis on which a lot of the international benefits and cooperation 
are based. 


Q Did the United States want to make a particular 
point in these talks today to emphasize the threat -- the Soviet 
Union -- the military threat? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, and I -- we understand 
very clearly, I think -- I hope this answers the question -- we 
understand very clearly that China considers itself part of the Third 
World, that is a non-aligned country, that China is going to have verv 
sharp criticisms of our policies in certain areas, and that China 
puts very great stock on what it calls its independence in foreian 
policy and that it carries out an independent foreign policy. And we 
certainly know that it does. What's important to us, reallv, is the 
concrete cooperation that we have with China on a number of kev issues 
where we do have common interests. 


Q You didn't emphasize the Soviet Union as a threat 
to China as well the United States or the rest of the world? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, we talked about our 
concerns and, generally speaking, I think it doesn't help to preach to 
other people about their own interests. They'll draw their own 
conclusion about their interests. 


Q Does it mean that you're trying to now, in future, 
somewhat de-emphasize the geopolitical and strategic cooperation that 
used to be more in the forefront in previous administrations? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You're asking me to 
compare to an unspecified standard of the past. We are not -- let me 
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just say this: we don't -- China is not an ally, we're not seeking 
an alliance, we believe that we continue to have very fruitful 
cooperation with China on a number of international issues of creat 
importance and, at the same time, we recocnize very clearly the 
strong emphasis China puts on independence and non-alignment in its 


foreign policy, and that that is always going to mean that on a 
number of issues we will differ. 


Q Mr. Secretary? 


Q So what was their reaction -- of the Chinese to 
these various statements about Soviet expansionism? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You'd really have to 


asx -~ I mean, I don't want to get into the business of characterizing 
what they said, so you'd really have to ask then. 


Q What are the key areas in international politics 
on which you have concrete cooperation with China -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think certainly 
-- I think we have common concerns about Soviet military build-up, 
particularly in the Par East. We've got common conce ns and interests 
about Afghanistan, about Kampuchea, and, in ral, about the 
expansion of Soviet and Soviet-proxy activities. 


Q Sir, is it common concern or common cooperation -- 
concrete cooperation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ¥e have common concerns, 
and on a.number of issues it leads to important, concrete cooperation. 


Q Was Ambassador Dobrynin invited by the U.S. or did 
he ask to attend? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATTON OFFICIAL: Ambassador Dobrynin is 
the dean of the diplomatic corps, and the dean of the diplomatic corps 
has the priviloge of attending any ceremony of this kind, as I 


understand it, representing -- he's there representing not the Soviet 
Union but the diplomatic corps in Washington. 
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Q Can you expand a bit more on your answer to Don? 
Do you expect out of this visit some kind of concrete increased 
military cooperation following up on Weinberger's visit, or is that 
something still further down the road? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think -- I don't 
want to prejudge what is going to come out of Secretary Weinberger's 
talks tomorrow, and those may -- there may be some significant 
movement through them, but we're in this area working with the Chinese 
on a number of very detailed, very specific and very concrete issues, 
which again lend themselves best to discussion by experts. So I 
think we may move the process along some, but I don't expect break- 
throughs or major developments. 


Q Can you say whether, in your discussion about 
the Soviet buildup, whether you discussed at all arms control? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, we certainly 
Gid. And Secretary Shultz made the point that we certainly believe 
in arms control, the arms control process, we believe in seeking 
a constructive relationship with the Soviet Union, but we also 
believe that the best basis for reaching that kind of relationship, 
particularly in light of the kinds of military activities and 
military buildup that he described the Soviet Union engaging in, 
the best basis for trying to reach that constructive relationship 
is through attending to our own strength and attending to the 
interests and strength of our allies and friends. 


Q Was that in response to any -- did the Premier 
question our commitment or the extent of the U.S. buildup? Was 
that the context in which that was raised? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was not in the 
context of disagreement, no. 


Q The President has been pro-Taiwan his whole 


political career. How did he get along with the Chinese official? 
Was there any kind of reviewing of the past? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You're asking -- 
well, the atmosphere seemed to me warm in the private meeting. I 


think they were candid. My impression — ‘, at least the 
President was candid in fact about thr t at we take seriously 
the question of commitments to old fri: 4 we don't 


those kinds -- we don't walk away from comm. .sents of that kind. 
And that is a governing aspect of this whole protien. 


I think our point is that we want to build good relations 
with the Peoplés Republic of China, and at the same time we will 
continue as provided in the normalization communique to maintain 
unofficial relations with the people of Taiwan. 


Q Back on Korea for a minute. When you say that 
diplomatic messages are being passed, can you at least tell us 
whether or not the traffic is two-way, i.e., whether or not the 
Chinese are passing messages on Korea to the United States, or 
whether the messages are simply one-way from us to then? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am sorry. We are 
here talking about something that is not just sensitive as far as 
the Chinese are concerned, but we have so many other parties involved 
who are sensitive about it, I really just am not going to get into 
the details of the diplomatic communications here. I am sorry. 
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° Bas ~~ the nuclear treaty still a transfer or 
retransfer of nuclear material and insyection monitoring? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OV FICIAL: The question of 
inspection or visitation or whatever is one of the issues under 
discussion. The other at the moment «eppearing to be a principal 
issue is the question of the use of materials from U.S. reactors 
in such activities as reprocessing and so forth, where under our 
law we are required to give our consent if any of that material is 
to be further enriched or reprocessed, which means to have the 
plutonium sepereted from it, or used for any of a number of purposes, 
including quite peaceful ones. So those are the two principal 
things under discussion, but one of the reasons I'm not going to 
start predicting about outcome is you often find that when you solve 
what looks like the main problem, then something that wasn't so 
important suddenly looms difficult. 


Q The retransfer thing is not an obstacle any 
more, is that correct? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sale to third 
countries, you mean? 


Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that is 
pretty clear. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wick, last question. 
Q Was the future of Hong Kong discussed at all? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wot that I am aware of. 


END 3:16 P.M. EST 
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MR. SPEAKES: I have a statement here and then 


Secretary Kissinger will take your questions. He will also have a 
brief opening statement. 


The President met this morning with the members of the 
National Bipartisan Commission on Central America to receive their 
report. He noted that their yak. is impressive in its depth of 
its analysis and in the scope creativity of ite recommendations. 
Ne praised the Commission for their bipartisan support. He also 
commended them for the task that they have performed for all Americans 
in defining the threat to our national security posed by the crisis 
in Central America. 


The President agrees with the Commission's report, 
that our response must include increased support for democratic 
development, improved living conditions, human rights and security 
assistance. The Commissioners, in their report, note that our level 
of effort must be increased suvstantially in order for eenseueny to 
prevail in the region. ee Ny ee ee 
nature of the situation. President agrees with their observations 
that more must be done in the near and ~term in order for their 
longer range recommendations to be effective. 


Within its overall recommendations for U.S. assistance, 
the Commission has recognized the immediate need for significantly 
increased levels of aid to El Salvador. The report also urges the 


administration and the se to work ther to achieve greater 
predictability in this ing. The President fully supports these 
objectives. 


Finally, the President emphasized the extraordinary 
degree of bipartisan consensus the oh achieved during their intensive 
six-month effort. He commended the ability of the group, which 
represents che entire political spectrum, to arrive at a common under- 
standing of the issues. The President specificall cited Lane Kirkland, 
Bob Strauss and other members of what he called * loyal opposition” 
in this regard. He observed that this very fact gives substance to 
the hope that “This nation, too, as it learns more about Central 
America, will find its way toward a united determination.* 


DR. KISSINGER: Ladies and ee let me briefly 
review the work processes of the Commission and some of the main 
recomrendations of our report, end then, of course, I'll be delighted 
to answer your questions. 


We -- beginning in August -- we held thirty full days 














of regular meetings here in Washington, plus another twelve ad hoc 
meetings. We heard from about, almost 200 people, covering a wide 
range of expert opinion. . 


We had nine days of foreign travel, during the course 
of which we listened to some 300 witnesses, because we broke up 
in each country we visited into subgroups, to hear the -- as many 
sectors of the private sectors as we could get. 


In addition, we sent 170 questionnaires to outside 
experts and solicited some 200 other written documents, all of which 
we will publish in a few weeks, so that you can form your own 
judgments as to the gamut of opinion that was represented. 


As a general proposition, we had a -- we hac two lead 
consultants on each subject: ome on the conservative side, one on 
the more liberal side. It was their responsibility to find witnesses 
to prepare reading material and to draw together the conclusions 
of these few days -- of the few days in which they presided. 


We used to work full -- through our meals -- and I 
mention this only because one of the clear violations of human rights 
that occurred was the lunches served to the Commission by the 
State Department. I made to the President this morning -- and 
recommended that in the future there be a progress report on 
improvements to the extent that that was possible -~ on the meal -- 
(Laughter.) -- at least. We had -- we had the right formula for it. 














Let me now turn -- turn to the report itseif. The 
report was signed by all the members of the Commission. It represents 
a consensus report of twelve Americans of widely different points of 
view initially, who came together on some important conclusion. 


We had the advice of senior counselors, especially 
Congressional representations, and Jeane Kirkpatrick spent a lot of 
time with the group, but was not responsible for the conclusions. 
But I want to express our appreciation to all of them who spent so 
much time with us. 


Now let me turn to the report itself. The basic argument 
of the report is this: that there's a crisis in Central America; 
that the crisis is acute and requires urgent attention. And, in an 
area so close to our borders and of such consequence for our future, 
it should be dealt with on a nonpartisan, bipartisan, basis. 


It is the argument of the Commission that the roots of 
the discontent in Central America are, in an important respect, 
indigenous -- caused by centuries of colonial rule, in some cases, 
Oligarchic rule; inequality in income distribution; and other forms 
of social injustice. There was, therefore, a need for reform 
independent of any outside pressures and exploitation that might have 
taken place. And there will remain a need for progress towards 
greater equality, economic progress and social justice, quite indepen- 
dent of what outside forces might be doing there. 


Some of these indigenous-caused upheavals have been 
exploited -- given urgency. Discipline, arms and intelligence support 
by Cuban, Soviet activities, centered at this time in Nicaragua. 

This is what -- in the judgment of the Commission -- is giving its 
urgency and its international character to the security problem. 


We have recommended, in the sections on economic and 
social development and in the chapter on human development, a series 
of proposals. One of the important -- an important aspect of which 
is, that there should be a meeting at a high level of the leaders 
of Central America, with us -- to put together a medium and long-range 
development plan. 


We estimate that the costs of these economic development 
program and human development programs which we have put forward will 
be on the order of $8 billion dollars over a five year period. And 
we have attached an appendix to the economic section that explains the 
basis of our calculations and of how we arrived at that figure. 


We have also concluded that whatever caused the climate 
of insecurity, whatever produced the insurrection, reform alone cannot 
end the problem. That the security problem can be ended in only one 
of two ways: 











either militarily or diplomatically. We would obviously prefer a 
diplomatic soluticn, and we have a chapter which indicates the criteria 
which we applied anc which we believe are necessary for a diplomatic 
solution. ? 


But we also make the point that the problem is a 
seamless web. It is not appropriate to say that it is essentially 
economic or essentially military or essentially political. And 
then one should try one of these approaches to the exclusion of the 
other. We either do them all, or we won't be able to make any of 
them work. 


We also, of ccurse, have to keep in mind that there 
are limits to the experiments that can be run. But you will be 
able to read for yourself the various recommendations that have 
been made, and you are free to ask questions about any of then. 


We make the point with respect to security, but it 
applies to everything else. There is a case for doing nothing; 
there is a case for doing enough; there is no case for doing too 
little. 


We are also saying, 30 that there is no misunderstanding, 
that we do not guarantee success in carrying out this program, but 
shat without a program of this kind success is surely not attainable. 


Obviously whatever dissents exist is what makes 
interesting readinc. I think compared to the many recommendations, 
the 132 pages of the document, there are four or five statements 
of opposition to particular paragraphs. Two concern the Contras; 
one concerns the fact that one of the commissioners believes we 
should have been more generous in our recommendations for promoting 
Central American exports intc the United States; one concerns a 
statement that the author does not believe there ever existed a 
Kenuedy-Kruschev understanding in 1962 which is not directly 
germane to any particular paragraph of this Cocument; and one 
concerns a clarification that two other commissioners and I signed 
with respect to the conditionaiity clause. I want to make clear 
that ali three signatories supported the conditionality clause, 
but believed that since it has to be interpreted and applied in 
complete circumstances by both the administration and the Congress, 
that there is a limiting condition. The limiting condition is that 
it is absurd in the name of human rights to bring into power a 
Marxist-Leninist group who wherever they have governed have system- 
atically supressed human rights. That is the limiting condition, 
but we support strongly efforts that are being made and additional 
effcrts chat can be made to work together between the Executive and 
the Congress on a realistic statement of conditionality that 
achieves both our human rights objectives and our national security 
objectives. 


I would like to conclude by reading one paragraph at 
the end of the Introduction of the Commission Report because I 
believe it reflects the spirit in which the Commission operated. 
I will now read it and then take your questions. 


Because the Commission has twelve members, each with 
strong individual views, there obviousiy are many things in this 
report to which individual members would have assigned different 
weight, or which they would have interpreted somewhat differently 
or put differently. Such is the nature of commissions. But these 
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@ifferences were personal, not partisan. This report, on balance, 
does represent what all of us found to be a quite remarkable 
consensus, considering the often polarized and emotional nature of 
tue debate that has surrounded Central America. Among ourselves, 
we found a much greater degree cf consensus at the end of our 
odyssey than at the beginning. This in itself gives us hope that 
the nation, too, as it learns more about Central America, its 
crisis and its needs, will find its way to a united determination 
to take and support the kind of measures that we believe are needed 
in the interests of the United States and of the hemisphere, and 
for the sake of the sorely beleaguered people of Central America. 


That reflects the spirit in which this bipartisan 
commission operatec. It was a privilege to be associated with then. 
I want to stress again that it was an attempt to achieve 4 unity 
cf approach, not an attempt to score debating points. 


Yes, sir? 


Q I take it you personally support some degree or 
form of conditionality? 


DR. KISSINGER: That's correct. 


Q But not the type that the President vetoed in the 
recertification process legislation. I want you, if you can, to be 
specific about what precise form of conditionality we should have. 


DR. KISSINGER: I frankly have not studied the precise 
terms of what the President vetoed. What I think is needed is a 
procedure worked out between the Executive Branch and the Congress, 
and enshrined in legislation, in which the Executive Branch can 
make a realistic progress report, and in which the Legislative 


Branch sets criteria cooperatively achieved that can be and must 
be achieved. 


What should not happen is that an effort is made to 
use this as a subterfuge for other disputes that may be going on 
between the two branches of the government. 


I think very big progress can be made on human rights 
well short of the contingency that I warned against of the collapse 
of the structure of government in Salvador. And I would hope, 
and I would expect, that the limiting conditions that my two 
colleagues and I defined will never arise. But we simply wanted to 
state that there is -- the one fundamental point that it is 
senseless in the name of human rights to bring into power the most 
brutal human rights violators that exist. 


Q But it sounds like you want a reporting mechanism 
that has no teeth in it. 


DR. KISSINGER: No. We want a reporting mechanism that 
has teeth in it. 


Q What are they? 


DR. KISSINGER: Obviously the administration that 
administers aid and makes recommendations to the Congress, and 
the Congress that actually extends aid has many means of making 
its displeasure known and many means of achieving its influence. 
I believe that can be done, and that we can also keep in mind our 
national security objectives at the same time. 


Yes, sir? 














Q Dr. Kissinger, have you been given any indication 
by the administration that they are willing to considef®°any form of" ~ 
conditionality, since until very recently we were told that the 
President was not inclined to do s0? 


DR. KISSINGER: Several of you were present this morning 
when the President met with the press. I don't think I need to -- you 
all heard what he said. My understanding of what he sai“ was that 


he was prepared to work out the conditionality problem in consultation 
with the Congress. 


Q Did you receive assurances yourself that this 
was the case? 


DR. KISSINGER: We are a bipartisan commission that 
has reported to the best of its ability. We are not a lobbying 


group, we are not going to pressure either the Executive Branch or 
the Congress. 




















= did not ask for assurances, but it is my strong impression that 
tmis reflects the President's views. But on that subject Larry 
Speakes is a much better expert than I az. 


Yes, sir? 


Q -- recommend a larger military aid prograz. 
will tnis require more U.S. forces as advisors or in other capacities 
an Central America? 


DR. KISSINGER: Certainly not -- Again, we Gis not 
200% into tnis guestio... The limit of 55 .s a self-:®noses cre 
oy the @cministration; it’s not legis.atec by the Concress. Ae 
2t any rate do not visualize any sign.ficant or any -- for all I 
know, any increase in the level of advisors. This is not -- it 
was not considered by the group, and I do not believe that we 
would favor any -- I don’t want to be held to three or four or 


five people but -- any measurable increase, an increase of our 
acvisors. 


. Dr. Kissinger, do you agree that there is 
@ Ganger in too large or too high a military profile for the 
Unites States in places such as Honduras, that it can be counter- 
productive? 


DR. KISSINGER: Wo, that was not a conclusicn of this 
group. But you will notice in our negotiating proposals, we have 
recommended the withdrawal of al. foreign advisors and beses from 
all countries of Central America. And we specifically mentioned the 
fact that this would apply, in our judgment, a8 a recommendation 
to both Nicaragua and Honduras. So, we do not object in the present 
circumstances to the presence of the American -- to the American 
presence in Honduras, but we would think that as part of an overall 
settlement in which the level of arms was substantially reduced, 
Cuban and Soviet advisors leave Nicaragua, that the same should apply 
to monduras. 


S) But absent that kind of exodus by the Cuban and 
Soviet advisors, do you feel that the American presence is warranted? 


DR. KISSINGER: Substantially, yes. 
Q Yes, but do you feel that -- 
DR. KISSINGER: But I -- 

Yes? Go ahead. 


Q Do you feel that Congress is going to be willing 
to underwrite an $8 billion aid package? 


DR. KISSINGER: I am nO expert on the Congress, as 
lL proved in office, and my competence has not greatly increased 
in the meantime. I would think that it is -- that we would feel 
and so recommended to the President this morning that the President 
should put before the Congress his view of what is required on 
an overall basis and to relate the various aspects to each other. 


And whether the Congress will then do it or not is 
up to the Congress. It was interesting, however, that several 
nembers of the Congress present did not seem pessimistic about 
the possibilities. 


Yes? 


\ When you recommended this increased military aid, 
Gia you consider that one of the consequences is deeper American 
involvement, and, if the Salvador army is not able itself to 
improve significantly and they are not in very good shape, that 
there maght have to be a direct American involvement later on? 


OR. KISSINGER: No, I would <-- Again, we did not deal 
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with this problem directly in -- we did not address it in the report, 
but I'm sure that I express the consensus of the Commission when 
I say that we would not favor American combat involvement in Salvador. 


Q When you say that -- when the Commission states 
that containment of Nicaragua is not enough, are you suggesting that 


tne United States cannot live with any left-leaning regime in that 
country? 


DR. KISSINGER: No, the argument that we are making 
is this: that if Nicargua continues to receive between 12,000 
and 15,000 tons of Soviet and Cuban military equipment a year, if 
it continues to nave 10,000 plus Cuban advisors of whom about 3,000 
at least are military advisors and have hundreds of East-bioc intelligenc 
personnel, that, then, under those circumstances the containment 
of Nicaragua would require a militarization of all surrounding 
societies and even then would not turn out to be an extremely 
problematical matter. 
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The one conclusion on which, I think, the Commission was 
unanimscus in its impression and its trip through Central America, 
was the fear of all the heads of government in all of the governments 
we wet, including -- especially -- democratic Costa Rica; of the 
way that even present Nicaragua exercises, the pressure that it 
exercises on then. 


So it isn’t a question of left-leaning regimes. We have 
stacec expiicitiy in this report that regimes that emerge fror 
-nédigencus causes, or that confine themselves to indigerous resources 
ang ¢o not make themselves part of an international system, are not 
an American security concern. This is a paraphrase of what is explictly 
in the report. 


But -- we do not believe, in fact -- that a Nicaragua 
that continues to arm itself at the present rate, and that will emerge 
with an army larger than all the rest of them combined, can be contained 
without a military effort that probably cannot work in societies 
that are as fragile and as ridden by domestic discord as these 
countries. And therefore, we propose the seven principles of negotia- 
tion that we put forward -- which I might say, for each one of then, 
there is a principle in the 21 Contadora points that corresponds to 
it. So these are not revolutionary Cepartures. 


Yes, sir? 

Q Dr. Kissinger, a spokesman for the President said 
this morning that State Department estimates indicate 40 percent of 
the violent acts, such as death squad activities whose origin can be 
determined in El Salvador, was attributable to extremists on the left. 
That only 30 to 40 percent was attributable to the right -- to tre 
extremely right-wing. Did your Commission hear any such evidence? 


DR. KISSINGER: We heard statements of a general nature 
to that effect. We did not hear evidence that would enable us to 


assess it independently. There's one point I neglected to make that 
I would like to stress. 


The Commission feels strongly, not only that this program 
should be put forward in some sort of a general way, but also that it 
requires an Organization -- which we call the Central American 
Development Organization, but the name is unimportant -- but that it 
requires some central focal point which permit a middle and long-term 
planning, and which would enable the countries of Central America to 
work together in an established institution to promote their economic 
and social development. And if it gets parceled out among the various 
agencies of our government, we do not believe it can develop the 
coherence and the drive that is necessary -- and, I would think that 
this is one of the recommendations that will be more -- will be 
somewhat painful to some of the established institutions in the 
government. 





Q if I may follow up on my question, sir -- why is 
it, in the context of what your Commission heard, that the death squads 
have not been controlled up to now? 


DR. KISSINGER: Well, the death squads -- | suppose, the 
Geath squads represent a many-faceted phenomenon, and a combination 
of various motives. And they occur in a situation in which law and 
order has broken down. I think we had some testimony -- don't hold 
me to the exact figure -- that there are only five or six police cars in 
the city of San Salvador, with no radio communications. Maybe there 
are 10, I don't know, but at any rate, a ludicrous figure in 
relationship to the problem <-- so that even 
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the well-intentioned parts of the government, which I think include 
the President, do not have always the means to carry out their pre- 
ferences. I believe, however, also that, as a result -- partly as 
@ result of Vice President Bush's trip to Salvador, it has been 
brought home to them that we are serious about this problem and I 
have been told, though we have had no independent study of it as a 
Commission, I‘ve been told that the death squad raid has sharply 
Geclined. But, of course, we believe it has to be ended. We don't 
want to set a quota for what is appropriate. 


Q You said earlier we would not favor American combat 
involvement ir El Sa.vador. Would that also apply, as far as the 
Commission is concernec, to Nicaragua, and did you begin your pro- 
ceedings by ruling out notions of increasing American military advisors 
or American military involvement in the region? 


DR. KISSINGER: I think, to take your last question 
first, I don’t think we began our proceedincs with any particular 
preconception as a group. Or rather, I think there were many different 
preconceptions and many eloquent statements were made in the first 
sessions or two that were modified in tie course of it. 


So we did not start with any preconceived iotions. I 
must say that when one looks at the role of American acvisors, one is 
mot necessarily convinced that a substantial increase in their number -- 


here, I speak for myself, but I think I reflect the consensus of the 
group. 


Now, the first question was, did we rule it out also 
with respect to Nicaragua. With respect to Nicaragua, we say in the 
report that the resort -- the recourse -- that force is the ultimate 
recourse, but it should be used only in the case of a c.earcut and 
demonstrable threat to our national security. And the interpretation 
of that phrase will have to be left to the Executive Branch. They 
have to apply it in specific circumstances. 


Q So you're clearcut on Salvador but not on Nicaragua? 


DR. KISSINGER: Yes, but we have not recommended it. We 
have said it is an ultimate recourse to be applied in circumstarces 
of a clearcut threat to national security. It's in the text. 


Q Can you elaborate on what would be the role of the 
‘rited States in either the creation of such a -- 


DR. KISSINGER: In using--? 


Q In the United States in eitiver the creation of the 
Central American Development Organization or its activities? Would 
this be channeling U.S. aid, or otherwise? 


DR. KISSINGER: In our proposal <-- and that, of course, 
is something we would not say -- in owr proposal, we have recommended 
that there be -- first of all, there be a high-level meeting in which 
the United States meets with the Central American countries. 


To be precise, for purposes of economic, social and 
human development, we are defining Central America to include Panama 
and Belize. 


For purposes of security and diplomacy, we are defining 
Cercral America in its traditional sense. That is to say the five 
countries of Central America. This is because Panama belongs to the 
Contadora group for purposes of negotiation and that definition has 
never been challenged. In fact, that is the conventional definition. 


Now, to go to your precise question, we recommend that 
there be a meeting in which the general objectives are agreed to. 
That then there should be set up an organization through which we rec- 
ommend a quarter of the development funds be channeled which has an 
American member or executive director. For this, we don't <-- what 
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its tit’ $s. we don't insist upon -- which periodically reviews 
progress and which can also -- and should also have -- we had an 
elaborate organization chart first and it nearly survived until 

the end and ther we thought there was something patronizing about 
our putting out an organization chart for something in which we 

are calling “a meeting of Central American States to set up the 
organization.” But it would be our recommendation that this could 
include among it other monitoring functicns,a human rights monitoring 
function, and we, in fact, make specific reference to that in the 
report. 


Now, we will not die on the barricaces if a third is 
channeled or a fifth is channeled throuch that as lonc as there is -- 
there are some funds available to it to create incentives and as 
long as there's some mechanism by which procress can be measured 


and programs can >e developed on a coherent basis. 


Q At the outset of your report, you said that it was 
important to avoid the mistakes of Vietnam, particularly to avoid 
a bitter, divisive, painful national debate over policy aims. 


DR. KISSINGER: I don’t think that’s in the report. 


Q No, it’s not. Sut you said that in talking to us 
at the White House before the Commission got together. 


DR. KISSINGER: Oh, yes. 


Q That it was important to avoid a bitter, divisive 
national debate over policy aims. Do you think that this report has 
helped to achieve that in any way, and if so, how? 


DR. KISSINGER: Well, if a consensus among twelve 
Americans of both parties, of widely different views, does not help 
promote unity, than I don't know what more a bipartisan commission 
can do. And we believe -- I hope that that is what it has achieved 
and that the spirit -- that if the subsequent debate is conducted in 
the same spirit as the deliberations within the Commission, I believe 
we can avoid a bitter divisiveness because there was no bitter divi- 
siveness in the Commission and the Commission certainly represented 
a wide variety of views. 


Barry. 


Q Dr. Kissinger, you said that a case can be made for 
doing nothing and a case can be made for doing enough but not for 
Going too iittle. 


DR. KISSINGER: Correct. 


Q I take from that that you probably feel that that's 
the course we're presently following. 


DR. KISSINGER: That's correct. 
Q What do you see is the consequence of pursuing this? 


DR. KISSINGER: I think it would be the judgment of ali 
us that if present levels of expenditure and present efforts are con- 
tinued, we will fail in both reform <-- in both economic and social 
progress and we will fail in the security field. And there will be 
sort of a lingering disintegration with very grave consequences through- 
out at least the rest of Central America with whatever impact this has 
on surrounding countries. That any person who knows the area can judge 
for himself. 


So we believe that both the scale of the effort and the 
way it is organized now will not achieve either the positive aspirations 
or the security aspirations. And, therefore, also not the diplomatic 
aims that we would favor. 


Yes, sir. 
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Q Dr. Kissinger, you mentioned -- emphasized in 
your report that the United States should not impose indigenous 
change or indigenous -- 


DR. KISSINGER: Should not --? 


*) Oppose indigenous change or even indigenous revo- 
lutions in the herisphere. Since now any attempt at radical change 
in the hemisphere is opposed, would that concept of indigenous revo- 
lution be just an idea? Can you see that happening at all? 


DR. KISSINGER: It is -- of course, any report -- in 
he -- what we atteroted to do in thi remoort is to have a the7ret:- 
>A, beginning before we mace any recommendations so the people a* 


least understood the way we thought. Of course, you cannot write a 
cookbook in which -- out of which you can pull recipes that apply 
themselves automatically. You still have to use judgment in applyinc 
it to complete circumstances. 


Of course, it is always possible to call any revolution 
outside inspired. And you can’t prevent inspiration. You cannot 
prevent ideas from traveling across borders, but you can determine 
whethe: something is organized, led, 
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suppliec, anc disciplined from the outside, not necessarily 
automatically, but I think this is a distinction that can be 
substantially made. 


MR. SPEAKES: Let*s get Chris here and make it the 
last question. 


Q Dr. Kissinger, you talk about the remarkable 
consensus that has been reached. But in one area, it seems to me, 
you have not, and that is the aid to the anti-Sandinista guerr.llias. 
Why was tne Commission unable to reach what you ctll a collective 

u@sment on “hat hot issue? aAné why have you ler: that one 
unresolved? 


DR. KISSINGER: First of all, one could say since 
there were only two opposing statements filed, you could conclude 
that ten members of the Commission acreed with the statement that 
was made here. 


Q But you saic there was no collective ‘udement 
in the text of the report. 


DR. KISSINGER: Let me make a distinction. Let me 
be very precise about what the Commission did or did not do. We 
4id not deal with the wisdom, organization and conduct of operations 
of the Contras in @ systematic manner because of the fact that 
there has -- because in &@ report to the Presicent, as you know, 
there has never been a formal acknowledgement of United States 
governmental involvement. All of the congressional statements, 
and all of the administration statements have been in negative 
terms to oppose prohibitions, but not to authorize the actions. 
So this created a certain delicacy in the manner in which one 
could deal with that subject as a formal report. 


Secondly, the consensus for the overwhelming majority 
view that developed in the Commission was that those of the 
Commission who believed that the Contras should never have been 
started, and those of the Commission who believed chat the covert 
operations -- that an operation of a certain size should not be 
covert, nevertheless came together on the proposition that for the 
purposes of negotiation, existing pressures should not be abandoned 
except in the context of an overall settlement in which the 
Nicaraguan insurgents would have a possibility to participate in 
the political process of Nicaragua, and the Salvadoran insurgents 
in the political process of Salvador. So on that point one can 
say there was a ten-to-two majority, 


On the broader point, on the wisdom of that kind of 
operation, and on the efficacy of the effort, the Commission did 
not address that problem for the reasons which I gave you. And 
the ten-to-two vote reflected the relevance of the existing pres- 
sures to the process of negotiation. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 1:23 P.M. EST 
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aicll A.M. EST 


SENIOx aADIINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is my third 
time here, and i*'ll try to avoid repeating things that I’ve said 
already about the meetings the President held on Tuesday and about 
Our general objectives for the trip except to say that I think the 
trip nas livec up very well to the cbjectives that we had set for it. 


As you know, Premier ihao left for San Francisco this 
morning following a Cabinet breakfast at the White House that was 
nosted by President Reagan himself. And he did in fact make a visit 
tO Sidwell Friends after all before leaving. The breakfast was 
relatively short in order to permit time fcr signing of the two 
cilateral agreements: the extension of the Science ané Technolocy 
agreement anéd the Industrial ané Technological Cooperation Accord. 
ana as Bod indicated, there are two people here who can go into more 
cetail on tnat, if you're interestec after I'm finished. 


The President and Premier Zhao took the opportunity 
to mold a final, snort, private discussion with only interpreters 
present. At the breakfast itself, after -- 


(S) How short? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This was while we 
were waiting; I think it was about between five and ten minutes. 


Tne President and the Premier made some brief introductory 
remarks at the oreakfast, and then the Presicent suggested that 
tne American and Chinese officials present talk with one another 
on an informal basis about their thoughts on possible areas of future 
v.S.-Cnina cooperation. And the breakfast included, in addition to 
tne Cabinet principals with whom Zhao has had meetings as well as 
Science Advisor Keyworth, I know that Secretary Clark of Interior 


was there, Secretary Hodel of Energy and Special Trade Negotiator 
brock. 


Yesterday, Zhao had a very full day and in the morning 
met separately with leaders of the House and leaders of the Senate 
and nad a call on Science Advisor Keyworth. In the afternoon he 
attended a lunch in his honor that was hosted by the National Council 
on U.S.-China trade and met with Secretaries Baldrige and Weinberger 
and in tne evening hosted a reception at the Vista International Hotel 
wnicnh was tne largest reception ever given in this country by the 
Chinese. Following that, he was the honored quest at a dinner given 
by tne local Chinese community. 





As I saicg, we believe the Washington portion of the 
trip was hignily successful, achieving all of our desired objectives. 
.he President's conversations with Zhao were marked by warmth and 
oy candor. ihao had the opportunity to learn firsthand of the 
seep reservoir of support among the American public, including on 
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es the administration's policy of consolidating and advancing 
s= re.actions with China. 


We think ihao has a greater understanding now of 
american support for China‘’s modernization effort and of our 
Willingness to contribute to that effort as appropriate. Moreover, 


che Premier had the opportunity in Washington to discuss in some 
ceta:l tne complimentarity of American financial, technological -- 


Q Complimentarity? It’s a new word just now coined? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Complimentarity -- 


* Is this a historic moment? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- of American -- 
: thoucnt that was a fairly ordinary word. Excuse me. 


Q Wrong. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Financial and 
tecnnolocical resources with China's developmental needs. 


Q The meeting of small minds. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don’t think I ar. 


As I indicated, we did not expect 











breakthroughs curing this visit. 


I think there was one fairlv important event, though, 
that because of its timins late in the dinner toasts Tuesday eveninc 
probably didn't cet the attention that it deserved in the press. 

The Premier's toast was actually not a very light one. It was full 
of cuite a bit of volicv, including a verv sianificant policv state- 
ment by the Chinese on the subject of non-proliferation, and I'll 
just read to you the critical two sentences from that toast. 


The Premier said, "We are critical of the discriminatorv 
treaty on the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons, but we do not 
acvocate or encourage nuclear proliferation. We do not encace in 
nuclear >roliferation ourselves, nor do we help other countries 
Gevelo> nuclear weapons.” 


We very much welcome this statement of China's policv 
because it shows that we share certain basic principles in non- 
proliferation. <=t is really, I think, the third of a series of 
rather important steps in the evolution of China’s non-proliferation 
policv in recent months, starting with their announcement that thev 
woulé join the IAEA, followed by the announcement that becinning with 
that event which took place formally on January 1 of this vear that 
China would becin requiring IAEA -- that's International Atomic Eneray 
Acency -- safecuards on its nuclear exports. 


These three actions by China revresent sicnificant steps 
in international efforts to control the proliferation of nuclear 
weapons ard represent, I think, maior procress that orovides a firm 
basis for cooperation between the U.S. and China in the peaceful uses 
of nuclear energy. 


I will, in a moment, cet into the auestion of the details 
of our specific agreement, which still has ocroblems in it. 


Just briefly on the meetings that the Premier has had 
in I last met with vou: With Secretarv Shultz he talked in some 
more detail about Taiwan issues. He talked about China's interest in 
z sislative chances we've been seekinc on the Hill and in the 

mn Assistance Act to remove prohibitions on assistance to China: 
hey talked about other international issues with considerable 
ention devoted to the Middle East. 


With Secretary Recan they ta.ked about trade and commercial 
matters, about or common interest in reachine treaties in the tax and 
investment areas, if possible, and about olans for Secretarv Recan's 
meetings in March -=- it'll be March 19 -- of the Joint Economic 
commission with China in Beijing. 


“ith Science Advisor Keyworth yesterdav, the Premier 
discussed a .unber of areas of technological cooperation and future 
cooperation between us. 

With Secretary Baldrice the orincival subjects of discussion 
were our trade relations with heaviest emphasis on the issues concernine 
textile trade and a discussion of technoloay transfer oolicv, and of 
the sub‘ect of COCOM, and finallv with Secretary Weinbercer they 
é:scussed areas of military cooperation, taking up subjects that were 
discussed in Beiting by Weinbercer last Sestember, and also talked 
about Scviet military actions <-- particularly the build-up of SS-20s <-- 
and about prospects for arms control. 


Firally, on the agreement on nuclear cooperation, which 
we have been working hard on through this visit, it has been discussed 
in its sienificant principles between -- 


. 
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Sy inact wW.tn a number of Cabinet officers, in fact, with -- as we.l 
@s with tre President. He's discussed it with Secretary Shultz, 
with Secretary Weinberger and with Secretary Baldrice. 


Although we have not yet come to agreement on all of 
the s5s<asles to conclusion of a nuclear cooperation agreement 
with the chinese, we did substantially narrow our differences by 


reachin= agreement on several key points and we will continue to 
work cn trat. 


One other important meeting that I know of was yester- 


Gay afternoon. Secretary Shultz and Foreign Minister Wu had a 

mot previcusly scheduled meeting at State. They met for over an 
hour, reviewing a number of specific international questions with 
particular attention to our shared desire to reduce tensions on the 
Korean Peninsu.a. And the Secretary has scheduled meetings with 
Foreicn Minister Gromyko next week. 


A final point, I was asked to -- indicated that some 
of you were interested in what the Premier's schedule on beyond 
Washington is, he -- in San Francisco his -- he arrives at 7:30 p.m. 
this evening, goes -- Excuse me. He arrives this afternoon, goes 
to cinner at 7:30 p.m. this evening, hosted by the World Affairs 

ourc:l of San Francisco in association with the Commonwealth 
Club ana the Shanghai Sister City Association. 


Tomorrow, his activities will include visits to the 
University of California, to the Lawrence Berkeley Laboratory, a 
meeting with West Coast Business Leaders, a meeting with Mayor 
Feinstein ané a dinner hosted by Governor Dukmejian and the 
California International Host Committee. 


He then flies back the other way, arrives in New York 
tomorrow at 4:10 p.m., goes to dinner in the evening hosted by IBM. 


* Tomorrow <-- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse me. Saturday. 
Saturday. I was -- Sorry. 


* Could you start on New York, when he gets there and 
when 7e@ -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He gets to New York 
f.m. On Saturday. He goes to dinner hosted by IBM at 
. that evening. 


On Sunday, his activities -- 
9 Where will that be? You know the hotel or <-- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know the 


On Sunday, his activities include visits to the World 
Trade Certer and to the Metropolitan Museum of Art and a tour of 
tne barber, starting at Battery Park Pier. 


He has a noon luncheon on Sunday -- this man really has 
n iscredible schedule -- a noon luncheon on Sunda 
4 by Mayor Koch and a dinner at 7:00 p.m. that evening co- 
4 bv == at the Council on Foreign Relations, co-hosted by 
‘34 Rockefeller and former Secretary Kissinger. 
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His activities on Monday in New York include a meeting 
with tne cublishers and editorial board of The New York Times, 
“eet.cce with former President Nixon, with former Secretaries of 
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State Vance and Kissinger and with former NSC Aévisor Srzezinski. 
This is four separate, individual meetings; a Luncheon hosted by 
the National Committee on U.S.-China relations ana the Foreign Policy 


Association and at 2:55 p.m., he leaves for Otcawa for another six 
Gays cf state visit. 


Q What's he doing in his spare time? (Laughter.) 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Je jogs, I'm told. 


Okay. I'd be glad to try to take cuestions. 


Q -- the nuclear cooperation, you said that you've 
not come to an agreement, but there‘s been substantial progress. 
Do yOu anticipate that this agreement could be -- the signing of 


it could be -- it could be signed in April when the President goes 
to China? Are you that close? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In one sense we're 
very close and in the other sense both sides have indicated that 
we're pretty much run out of flexibility. So it’s very hard -- it's 
a very risky thing to predict. I am on BACKGROUND, at least, not 
on the record, as having predicted we'd make it by April. So, I 
may be wrong. I don't have any real basis for changing that. But 
it's clear that it’s going to be very tough. 


There has been some significant rovement by both sides 
durine the last few daye andthe number of outssanding issues is 
smaller. We have solved sore real problems. #*e've worked out 
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much clearer positions on the key points, perticzlarly the key point 
of cifference. 


Q Is that still inspecticn? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <= sell you -- I mean, 
the real issue -- no, the real issue is -- e-3 i='s never been inspec- 
tion. It's visits ‘s the thing you're -e- erring to. But that, I 
think, is probably -- looks soluble. The plice where we have the most 
problem is the requirement under U.S. iaw, iné = will just read you 


a few excerpts, let you know what we're up a:ainst. 


That we have to receive in thre t:greement a guarantee by 
the cooperating party that no material wil :e reprocessed, enriched, 


or otherwise alcered in form or content with:ut the prior approval of 
the United States. 


A guarantee by the coopera-:ing carty that no plutonium, 
no Uranium 223, and no uranium enriched to creater than 20 percent in 
the Isotope 235 will be stored in any facilicy that has not been ap- 
proved in advance by the United States. 


And a guarantee by the cooveratinc sarty that any special 
nuclear material will be subject to all these recuirements specified 
in this sub-section, which is part of the -- it’s Sub-section 122 of 
the Nuclear Non-proliferation Act. 


We have very clear requirectents we “ave to meet under 
U.S. law. Some other countries negotia-cing vith China do not have such 
strict requirements and the Chinese, gqu:te c.ear._y, find some of our 
requests difficult to accept. We have <o.d <=ne chinese, however, that 
the worst thing that could happen is to sigr an egreement which, be- 
cause it didn't meet these legal requirements, e-ded up being unaccep- 


table to the Congress, which has, in the enc, to consider what we come 
up with. 


Q Is there any interest here in <rying to amend that 
act or provide any kind of legal exclusion? I mean, is that an option? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: in connection with this 
agreenent, no. And not in any other wa: <ha: = «now of. It was a 


ther landmark piece of legislation that wart Lasored over very, very 
car aaekie about five years ago. 


Q Yesterday afternoon, <he Premier said that to his 
knowledge, no one had asked the Chinese ts <:-:in in the conversation 


over Korea. Did the President, today, <a_k => h.m about his comments 
the other night about that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFISIAL: <= con't know what the 
President said to him today. 


Q Did that come up again <octy? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ‘tot today, no. 


Q Can you tell us how i: ste:ds, the whole Korean 
Situation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: suess let me say, I 
think, as you know, as we now know, there wa: very lengthy statement 
issued by the North Korean government yes<er:a,’ -- excuse me -- the 
day before yesterday in Chongsong January 1(:h. It is lengthy. 


We are looking at it seric.s.y. =. “ould say that in doing 
SO, we are accutely conscious of the fast thit tris statement comes 
from the same government that planned e-< céerries Out the Rangoon 
bombine. And at the same time, we will s4 .:24in¢ at it along with our 
South Porean allies from the point of v.e« ¢! cur very deep interests, 
bets of us, in anything that could ser::.f1; L422: to a reduction of 
tensicns in the Korean peninsula. And +e 1. c# ttudying it carefully 
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anc we'll be talking about it very closely with a number of interested 
countries, including China, including Japar., ard including, most par- 
ticularly and most importantly, the governcent of South Korea. 


Q What is different about she proposal this time 
around, that they‘ve included South Korea? They had made gestures 
before alonsc this line. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The element that would 
seem to be new, if it's really there, and if it's not somehow caveated 
out of existence, would be the willingness to hold direct discussions 
with the government or with the authorities of South Korea. 


South Korean government, for its part, has made clear 
fora very, very long time and on many occasions, its willingness to 
>ursue direct discussions that 

















couls lead to a reduction of tensions, hopefully ultimately a peace 
treaty that would stabilize the situation in the peninsula. The 


North Korean government over a very long time has refused that kind 
of discussion. 


Q What do you think caused the breakthrough? And 
are the Chinese interested? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't even 
characterize it as a breakthrough yet. It is a new statement of 
position, but it has to be seen in the context of many other things, 
including, as I said, the Rangoon bombing, the attempted infiltration 
of North Korean terrorists into South Korea at Pusan that took place 
Just in December, barely a month after Rangoon. It is I think 
unfortunate that they chose to deliver it as a public messace. 
D>viously the concern here is to try to sort out what is propacanda 
from what is serious interest in a negotiation and it is our very, 
very strong belief that if we are to make progress in this very 
important area, it is going to have to be done not through public 
statements and press announcements, but through very quiet and 
very careful, and I assume, very lengthy negotiations. 


Q You wouldn't even know what the President thought 
about it if it hadn't been public. 


Q Would you tick off specifically the ways in which 
tne United States’ interests were advanced by this meeting over what 


tney had done before? A great preponderance of these gains seem 
to be on China's side. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am not at all 
sure why you say that. I mean, I will express my puzzlement by starting 
with the nonproliferation statement of the Premier. I think that 
was a gain for nonproliferation, it is a gain for the whole world 
really. It is certainly a gain for U.S. interests, among other 


countries. I think it is in fact significant he chose to make that 
policy statement here. 


The agreement on peaceful nuclear cooperation that 
we are working on is an agreement on cooperation. It is not at 
all a matter of the Chinese alone standing to benefit when we sell 
them reactors. Obviously that is also very good for us. We benefit 
from that as well. 


The Industrial and Technological Cooperation Accord 
that my fellow senior official can give you more detail on is 
something that is a cooperative thing. In fact, it may well be, 
given the difference in the two economies, that we will gain more 
from this. In fact, the reason -- one of the reasons we chose to 
sign it at a very high level is because we're -- the President's 
ability to direct American companies and how they do business is 
quite limited. The Premier's signature on a document telling -- 
directing cooperation in industrial and technological matters with 
American firms is a most significant signature for any economic 
entity in China. 


So we don't see this at all as a one-way street. I 
think it is very much a matter of mutual benefit. 


Q Flowing out of your briefing so far, I would like 
to ask two questions. First of all, on the nonproliferation matter 
which you feel is important, does the United States believe that 
prior to this China did export technology or nuclear materials 
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in @ way that could help other nations develop nuclear weapons? 


And secondly -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am sorry, would you 
repeat that for me? 


Q Does the United States believe that before now, 
before this statement made the other night, China did export nuclear 


materials or technology in a way that could assist other nations to 
develo> nuclear explosive devices? 


And secondly, with regard to Korea, what is the -- does 
it sees that the Chinese are willing to be helpful to set something 
up there? They said they are interested in three sides, the U.S. 
has said it is interested in four sides. But beneath those formal 
positions, does there seem some room for cooperation with the Chinese 
to bring about whatever can be brought about on the peninsula? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On the first thing, 
I think the answer is yes, China was a significant source -- 
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is a significant source of nuclear technology for a number of countries 
that remain of non-proliferation concerns, such as Arcentina. It's been 
a concern to us that that technolocy was being conveved without IAEA 
safeguarcs applied to it. We very much welcome that application, and 

we very much welcome the further clarification of the point that while 
China -- like France, I might add -- is not perty and obviously doesn't 
seem to be about to become a party to the non -proliferstion treaty, 
nevertheless it supports the objective of non -proliferation. 


On the question about Korea, I think that underneath 
the surface of -- or from the discussions that we have underneath 
the surface of these public pronouncements, cer .ainly our impression 
that the Chinese are seriously looking for wavs to reduce tensions 
in the Korean peninsula, as are we, and as is tie South Korean cov- 
ernment. I think all of this activity and all of this attention and 
all of the study and discussion that it's leading to is itself -- got 
to have -- be a promising development, but it’s impossible to co beyond 
that. We're talking about probably the most intractable and bitter 
conflict in the world. We're talking about the aftermath of more than 
30 years after che Korean War of essentially no progress toward a 
peace agreement. There was a provision in the armistice agreement for 
a peace agreement, and there was a brief conference at Geneva in 1954 


that failed to come to one, so we're talking about a ocroblem that's 
been around a lone time. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're going to have 
to limit the questions here. 


Q What about the cultural exchance? Are you expecting 
an announcement on the resumption of the cultural exchance program? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are discussing the 
-- through diplomatic channels the details of what a program would 
look like, andéd I don't expect one in the very immediate term, but 
sometime in the coming months. 


Q Could we get a few words on these acreements? 


Q How important is it for China to get this nuclear 
cooperation agreement? If they fail to cet it, will it seriouslv 
ffect their economy? 


SENTOR ADMINISTPATION OFFICIAL: They have very bic olens 
for nuclear power development -- indicated on the order of 10,000 
megawatts of nuclear power by the end of the century. Obviously it wil) 
help them a great deal to have access to Western technolocv. They're 
engaged in discussions with the British, with the French, and the 
Japanese, as well as with ourselves. I don't know how critical our 
cooperation would be if thew had the other three, but clearly we have 
some very good technology, and it'll be good for «11 of us. 


Q Is the nuclear power crucial to their other industrial 
development? Is that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I know Qi has 
got to leave. We have two other experts on the agreements here. if 
we can shift to that -- If you gentlemen would like to take over ere. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAI: Would it be useful if i 
gave just a little bit of background about the industrial/technological 
cooperation agreement accord? 
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Let me start by sayinc here on a general backcround, 
om our trace prospects, the United States has become China's third 
largest trading partner and we believe many U.S. firms are now well 
positioned to take advantage of the current upturn in our relation- 
ship and of Chinese plans to increase imports over the next two years. 


There's a myth that China does not have the monev to vay 
for this. China has more than $15 billion of foreicn exchance reserves, 
China can buy anything she wants to buy. 


Over 100 U.S. firms now maintain offices in China, and 
U.S. investment commitments in the People's Republic of China now total 
more than about $500 million. 


U.S. exports to China fell in ‘82 and ‘83 due to the 
shrinking agricultural and raw materials exports to the U.S. The ‘83 
decline was due in large part to Chinese restrictions on the imports, 
as you all know, of U.S. grain anc textile fibers instituted in 
retaliation against U.S. restrictions on Chinese textile exports. 


Our 1983 bilateral trade balance will be in deficit with 
China. For the first time since relations were normalized in 1979 the 
deficit would be roughly about $200 million. However, 











we expect, in 1984, a very substantial growth in U.S. exports to 
China. They will rise, in 1964, Cue to the resumption of U.S. 
agricultural and textile fiber exports as well as the growth of U.S. 
machinery and equipment exports. 


Two weeks ago we successfully concluded negotiations with 
the Ministry of Foreign Economic Relations and Trade in China on a 
mew acreenent. This dreft of the agreement was presented to the 
Chinese during Secretary Baldrige’s May visit to Beijing. It was 
Giscussed during the first meeting of the U.S.-China Joint Commission 
on Commerce and Trade which the Secretary co-chaired. 


Talks continued over the past eight months through the 
Foreign Commercial Service of the Department of Commerce. The 
Incustrial and Technological Cooperation Accord -- ITCA -- as it is 


called, was initialed ten days ago in Beijing, and, as you know, was 
just signed this morning. 


By signing this agreement -- anc I would agree with ay 
colleague -- it commits both governments to industrial and technological 
cooperation by sending a very powerful message to Chinese foreicn 
trading corporations -- foreign trading corporation officials -- that 
it's all right to buy U.S. products. It’s all right to buy American. 
Ané also the same message, of course, to the U.S. private sector 


that it’s all right to sell the Chinese and it’s all right to buy 
from the Chinese. 


The goal of this accord if to enhance cooperation by 
Going four things: first, through exchanges of information on specific 
Chinese projects and priorities: secondly, through the exchange of 
Gelegations; third, through the facilitation of financing on the best 


possible terms; and U.S. government assistance in arranging feasibility 
studies. 


This accord will be used to encourage the Chinese to give 
U.S. companies early information in their Chinese planning stages 
about industrial projects. We view this accord as a framework agree- 
ment which will be implemented through the Joint Commission on 
Commerce and Trade. We will be cooperating with with Ministry of 
Foreicn Economic Relations and Trade -- which is our counterpart 
organization in implementing this accord. 


This accord begins a process. Our cooperation on the 
accord will focus on those industrial sectors to which China has 
attached greatest priority -- such as coal, offshore oil, oil supply 
equipment, railroads, electronics, telecommunications, and the 
uporading of existing Chinese plant and equipment. 


Our approach is to pursue cooperation in these sectors 
through separate implementing protccol*. So, in other words, we 
will now move from the general -- which is this accord -- to the 
specific over time. We would hope, and anticipate, that by the end of 
1964 we will have, perhaps, four to five protocols in specific, 
individual sectors. 


This agreement, this accord, does not create any new 
bureaucracy, nor does it call for any increases in our budget. It was 
not our intent in suggesting this agreement to the Chinese that we 
create new jobs for government bureaucrats. It does, however, create 
a new coordinating committee within the framework of the Joint Commission 
on Commerce on Trade. The members of this Committee are Ex-Im Bank, 
the Overseas Private Investment Corporation, the Trade Development 
Program, the State Department and the Department of Commerce. Treasury 
and STR will, of course, play an important role. 


Our goal is to create opportunities for American firms 
to do business in China. The real expertise that the Chinese need 
for their development program is not held by the U.S. government, but 
by private U.S. firms. Our international competitors in China have 
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a variety of government-supportes ‘financial anc other means for 
gaining access to the market. It is our hope that this agreement 
will help redress the balance by giving our firms a fair shot in 
open, competitive bidding, which are conditions under which U.S. 
firms have proven that they can compete competitively. 

Thank you. 

Yes, sir. 


Q What specifica-ly does this ¢o that 
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cou.dn*t be cone before? A lot of U.S. firms have had business 
over there -- in 011 and coal and -- What “ces this permit them to do? 
26D and everything else? . 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think one thing 
that it Goes is to give the signal to the Chinese bureaucratics 
1m tne foreign trading corporations that it's okay to buy American. 
AS Premier inhao said yesterday and the day before, that political 
soncations do tend to impact on economic-trade-commercial relations. 


Ang I think this is a very powerful signal here to the Chinese 
trace bureaucracy. 


Secondly, it does in a very specific way commit the 
+-S. government to provide financing for feasibility studies. of 
course, that'd be in accordance with U.S. law. Feasibility studies, 
we've found, on major projects oftentimes lead directly to increased 
v-S. sales in that area because the feasibility studies specs 
are written to accommodate U.S. technology and equipment. So, 

i think that's a very specific area of agreement. 


Q I didn't mean to belabor this, but what 
aisconception did these bureaucratics have before anyway? They've 
peen buying American. And, also, their whole tendency is to 
secentralize this kind of buying to provinces and individual corporations. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The decentralization 
srocess is one that’s subject to reversal, and in fact it's being 
reversed right now. As to the first question of buying U.S. products, 
ee're on the eve of @ new phase in our economic and trade relationship 
wits China where offshore 011 and the production of coal and 
sy¢ropower is about to take place. These are huge, new, major 
industrial sectors where U.S. technology is extremely competitive. 

Ang we want to be in on the ground floor of that by trying to work 
wita the Chinese to develop early information about their planning. 


So, in these areas, of course, there has been some 
progress made, but the great potential is still ahead of us here, 
especially in offshore oil. For instance, twelve American 
fircs have signed production contracts. Drilling will start this 
year and next year. But the major development and production part 
of that is years on down the road. 


We would anticipate that these protocols in the oil 
area are going to help further U.S. participation. 


Yes, sir? in the back. 


Q Do you have any concern that if the nuclear 
power sales issue, the remaining issue, is not resolved pretty 
soon, that the Chinese will take their business elsewhere and wii 


get equipment and nuclear fuel from the French, the British, the -- 
or whoever? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the Chinese 
have expressed to us On innumerable occasions here their desire 
for U.S. technology. They would like to have it because, as they 
said several times in connection with, say, from fromotone, that 
they'd rather go to the mother than the daughter. And we would 
take them at their word, that they do want U.S. technology because 
we are better in certain areas of nuclear technology than Japan 
ané Great Britain and France. 


At the same time, because of the laws involving 

Aeclear cooperation being so clear, as my colleague pointed out, 
we are not going to make any deal just to further our commercial) 
~nterest at the expense of our strategic and national security 
.Aterest. S060, it’s going to be @ measured pace. i think both 
s.ces very much want to have 4a nuclear cooperation agreement. 

I think it’s in sight. I think we've gone about 
si cercent of the way there. But the remaining five percent is 
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Yes, sir? 


Q Is there any progress this visit on the tele- 
communications protocol? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, there is. And 
I would expect that to be initialed and signed in a very short time. 


Q Could you tell me in what meetings the 
progress was mace? 


SENIOR. ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have received 
a Graft from the Chinese that is very close to the draft that 
we gave them sometime ago. We have yet to meet formally on it, 
but in looking at the draft, it appears quite good. 


Q How many of America’s competitors in the Chinese 
market have similar protocols as the ones you've signed today 
with -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo one does. This 
is the only kind of accord that China has in the world. 


Q And, secondly, if you're able to come to an 
agreement on this peaceful nuclear cooperation, how will that 
affect the positions of Westinghouse and other American suppliers 


on the Guangdong project? To put it another way, how far has China 
gone with France? 


SENIOR ADMINSTRATION OFFICIAL: I think China's gone 
pretty far down the road with France. I think it might be difficult 
to reverse that momentum, so I think we're looking at other projects 


beside Guangdong. 


*) Which ones? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Shanghai. There'll be 
consultancy on that. And then over the next 20 years, they have 
plans afoot that would involve nearly $20 billion of nuclear 
equipment, technology, and materials. 


Thank you. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 11:49 A.M. EST 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
SECRETARY OF STATE SHULTZ* STOCKHOLM TRIP 
(INCLUDING VISIT WITH SOVIET FOREIGN MINISTER 
GROMYKO OF JANUARY 17, 1984) 


WASHINGTON, D. C. 
FRIDAY, JANUARY 13, 1984 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. We're ON BACKGROUND 
rules, which means you may attribute this to a senior State 
Department official. For your information, not for publica- 
tion, that is, of course, aa. 

SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Thank you. 

I thought I would make a few remarks about the 
upcoming Stockholm meeting and Secretary of State's meeting 
with Foreign Minister Gromyko and some of the issues surrounding 
those events, including some of the substance of the CDE, that's the 
Conference on pisarmament in Europe -- the conference itself 
and Soviet compliance to arms control. 

Let me just begin by giving you a brief itinerary for 
the Secretary of State's travels. He will be in Stockholm from 
January 16 through January 19. That is for the Conference 
on Disarmament. The Conference is actually getting underway 
on the 17th, and as you know, the Conference was part of the 
agreemer.t reached in the Madrid meeting last year; and it takes 


place within the framework of the CSCE, Conference on Security 


and Cooperation in Europe. 























On his way to Stockholm, he will stop in Britain 
January 15-16, and on the way home, he will stop in Oslo. 
In London, he will consult with Prime Minister Thatcher and 
Foreign Minister Howe. He will also meet with the new NATO 
Secretary-General-elect --he will not become Secretary~ 


General until next June -- Lord Carrington. 


In Oslo, he will meet with the Norwegian King, 
Olaf V, and Foreign Minister Stray. The Prime Minister, by 
the way, will be out of town. 

In Stockholm, there will be four major areas of 
activity. First, the Secretary will have bilateral meetings 
with Swedish officials, including Prime Minister Palme, 
Foreign Minister Bostrom; and he will attend a lunch hosted 
by the Swedish king. Secondly, the opening of the CDE itself -- 
there are 35 nations represented in the CDE, 33 European countries 
of Eastern Europe as well as Western Europe, members of NATO, 
members of the Warsaw Pact as well as neutral and non-aligned 
countries -- this first phase of the conference which will continue 
in session and be attended, as you know, by Foreign Ministers, 
and we expect the first three days to be filled with opening 
statements by the Foreign Ministers, including Secretary 
Shultz. 

Thirdly, his meeting with Gromyko, which will take 
place on January 18, and then finally, talks with other visitine 
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roreign Ministers in addition to Gromyko. Yn the eve of the 
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16th, there will be a meeting of the NATO Foreign Ministers 
hosted by the French. This meeting is designed to be an 
informal meeting over dinner to allow the Ministers alone 
to discuss the Conference in broader issues of East-West 
relations and other questions they may have on their minds. 

In addition to that meeting, which will give the 
Secretary an opportunity to have detailed discussions with. 
NATO Ministers, he will meet with Foreign Ministers of 
Eastern Europe, and we expect some neutral and non- 
aligned countries. 

Just a very quick word on the CDE. The Conference 
itself is the result of a NATO initiative at Madrid. The 
idea for a Conference on Disarmament in Europe embracing 
all the European countries and focusing geographically 
not only on Europe but the western portions of the Soviet 


Union was first raised by Former French President Giscard. 


We see the CDE meeting, this Conference on 
Disarmament, as part of the broader CSCE Conference on 
Security Cooperation in Europe process, which means that 
while we are very interested in working on arms control, 
that our emphasis on human rights is still very strong. 

Flowing out of the Madrid meeting last year, 


there was agreement on several follow-on conferences -- 














the CDE. There are several others, all principally dealing 
with human rights, and those meetings will take place 
between now and 1986. 

In the Madrid concluding document, which was agreed 
last year, the mandate for the CDE agreed that the countries 
would negotiate on measures that were militarily significant, 
verifiable, politically binding, and,as I mentioned, that would 
cover the whole of Europe from the Atlantic to the Urals. 

We believe that the CDE is an important opportunity 
to strengthen security in Europe, principally by increasing 
mutual information on military forces and movements and by 
building confidence and reducing the danger of surprise attack 
in Europe. The United States and the Allies will present 
concrete measures -- what we call CSBMs, confidence and 
security-building measures -- with this objective in mind. And 
if any of you are interested, I can go into a little more detail 
on the shape of that NATO negotiating package. 

The Secretary, in his statement at the CDCE, will 
set out our approach to the Conference in a broader East-West 
context, and as I mentioned -- no, I guess I didn't -- his 
Speech, as early on as Gromyko's in the conference, both on 
January 17th. 


On the Gromyko bilateral, we took the initiative to 


propose this meeting. We want it to review the full range of 
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U.S.-Soviet issues, secteiien anne control and security, 
human rights, regional problems, and bilateral relations. 

We will stress the American desire to build a more construc- 
tive relationship. Of course, we, as the Secretary of State 
mace clear yesterday, cannot predict Soviet attitudes, but we 
do believe that they do share similar interests in working 
toward a more constructive relationship. 

I've mentioned the informal NATO Foreign Ministers 
Meeting on the 16th. Although the question of whom the Secretary 
will meet, could, of course, change in the next few days. 

Right now, it looks as though the Secretary will be meeting 
with Foreign Minister Genscher of the Federal Republic of 
Germany; the Spanish Foreign Minister Moron; the new Turkish 
Foreign Minister, the Swiss Foreign Minister, and the Hungarian 
Foreign Minister. 

Lastly, the meeting in Stockholm -- and specifically, 
the meeting between Secretary Shultz and Foreign Minister Gromyko -- 
will be a signifi an’ development in East-West relations. It is 
not divorced from other developments. As you know, there will 
be a speech by the President on Monday addressing U.S.-Soviet 
relations, and he will discuss the Stockholm meeting. But in 

ddition to these developments as you know, there have 


been discussions, developments concerning a question of Soviet 


compliance to existing arms control agreements. 




















Over the last several years, the Soviet Union has 
taken a number of actions which have prompted concern about 
Soviet compliance with arms control agreements. After a 
careful Administration review over many months, the President 
has determined that the Soviet violations, or probable 
violations, have occurred with respect to a number of Soviet 
arms control obligations and commitments. Let me just repeat 
that: After a careful Administration review over many months, 
the President has determined that the Soviet violations, or 
probable violations, have occurred with respect to a number 
of Soviet arms control obligations and commitments. These 
involve chemical and toxin weapons; and as you know, we have 
accused the Soviet Union of violations in this area previously: 

-=- a powerful new Soviet radar located in a prohibited 
area; the testina of another new inter-continental ballistic missile; 
the status of another Soviet ICBM; the encription of data needed 
to verify arms control agreements; nuclear testing; and finally, 
the notification of military emercises as provided for by 
the Helsinki Final Act. 
We view these violations or probable violations as 


cause for concern. In order to make progress in arms control, 


we must have the confidence that only compliance and adequate 


verification can provide. 








While undertaking this extensive study of Soviet 
compliance, we have remained in close touch with the Soviet 
Union on these problems. As you know, there is a formal 
U.S.-Soviet body, the Standing Consultative Commission, where 
we and the Soviets are able to raise compliance concerns. We 
have raised these issues in that body, but in addition, we have 
raised them in diplomatic channels at senior levels. We will 
continue to raise these issues with the Soviet Union. Our 
objective is not to engage in anti-Soviet propaganda or to 
score public debating points, but to preserve and protect 
the integrity of the arms control process. 


The United States will continue to abide by its 





legal obligations and political commitments under existing 
agreements; and the President is committed to continuing his 
effort to secure arms control agreements that provide for 
Significant reductions and that are verifiable. 

I'll be happy to take any of your questions on the 
various things I touched on. 

Q Can I pick you up on the last point first? 

A Yes. Go ahead, Barry. 

Q I mean, it's the freshest thing in our minds is 


what you've just been through. I wonder and am trying to 


Getermine if Soviet behavior has changed, or if the Administration's 











sensitivity is a little sharper, because going all the way 





back, of course, there have been accusations, “Did the Soviets 
test the limits?” “They may violate the spirit”; “They may step 
over the boundaries a little bit.” In fact, from that podium 
years ago, some of us remember Henry Kissinger going through all 
these allegations and saying that, "We're satisfied that, basically, 
the Soviets are living up the agreenents. We get satisfactory 
explanations at the Consultative..” et cetera. 

A Well, I'm not -- 

Q In other words, what I'm trying to say, are the 
Soviets more illegal now than they have been in past years, or 


are you calling them on it more closely than other Administrations 





might have in the past? 


A I understand your question. 
Q O.K. 
A And I just can't answer it. The reason I can't 


answer it is that we have undertaken a very extensive examination 
of Soviet compliance recently, and I'm just not in the position 
to say that when Henry Kissinger or anyone else stood up here 

and said that the Soviets had come close to the line, or had 


exploited ambiguities, or whatever, whether as extensive an : 


examination was taken at that time. 
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We all know that the Soviet Union takes a very 
legalistic attitude, and they will exploit loopholes -- and 
there are plenty of examples in the past where they have. 

But in this case, after an extensive study, we have found, 
as I said, violations or probable violations in the areas that 
I listed. 

Q In the last point, when you referred to 
Geneva, when you took them up, when you took up your questions 
with the Soviets in Geneva in the private process that exists, 
were you dissatisfied? Did they give an unsatisfactory 
explanation? 

A Their explanations differ from issue to issue; 
but I think, generally speaking, you can say, yes, we were 
dissatisfied. 

Q Can you tell us which -- 

A I might add one thing -- and I'm sorry I forgot 
it; I'm not sure if it's in my opening -- No, I have not 
mentioned it, and I think it is very important, that this 
study, this examination which has been underway was undertaken 
at the request of the U.S. Congress. 

As you know, there are a number of Congressmen who 
have expressed concern publicly on this issue; they have 


written letters privately, and the President was undertaking 


it at the request of Congress -- this study. 
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Q The Administration said that it was going 
to abide by the SALT II Agreement as long as the other 
side did; and if you now say that you have evidence to 
prove that the other side has not been complying, are you 
laying the groundwork for some tests or -- 

A I don't think you heard what I said. I said 
that the United States will continue to abide by its existing 
political commitments and legal obligations; and, as you know, 
what we are doing is w2 abide by the terms of the ABM Treaty, 
which is a ratified arms control agreement. We are abiding by 


che terms of the so-called Interim Agreement, the agreement on 





offensive forces signed in 1972 that was going to have a duration 


of five years but was unilaterally extended by both sides. And, 


as you know, our policy towards SALT II is that we will not 
take steps to undercut the agreement as long as the Soviet 
Union does the same. 

Q. Do you think that the Soviet Union is not doing 
the same? 

A I am saying I have listed some specific probable 
violations. I am not going to address the question of under- 


cutting. 





Q On the question of the phased-array radar, doesn't 


that constitute some kind of a violation of the AMB Treaty, 


if not a breakout fromthe ABM Treaty? 





-ll . 


Q Can you tell us which areas were probable 





violations and which areas were violations, or do you mean that 


that phrase covers everything that -- 





A Without going into too many specifics, the 
report that the President has approved will go to the 
Congress in the near future. It will be classified. 
It is classified because this is a sensitive subject area, 
and it will be classified because of the problem of sources 
ana methods. 

So it is difficult for me to give you too much detail 
on this; but I will say that, as I've noted earlier, we have 
already publicly charged the Soviet paben vbth a violation of 


the Convention on Biological and Toxin Weapons. This is the 


yellow rain question. 





Q Is it? 

A And we have already charged publicly the Soviet 
Union with violations of the Helsinki Final Act, and this 
principally concerns the requirements in that Act to provide 
prior notification of military maneuvers; and it is very clear 


that there is at least one instance where the Soviet Union 





failed to do so. 7 


On the other issues I will just simply say some are 
more clear-cut than others, but in all of the seven we said 


that we see a probable violation. 
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A Yes, it does. 





Q Well, what's your -- 

A We "vant to resolve these issues with the Soviet 
Union. 

Q Since your observance is conditioned on Soviet 
observance and if you're pretty -- 

A No, that is untrue. The ABM Treaty is a formal 
agreement that is ratified by both sides. We have strong grounds 
for believing that they have violated, or probably violated, the 
Treaty. We want to resolve this problem and we are going to 
continue to work with the Soviet Union to do so. 


Q It seems like a carrot and a stick approach. 





Why have you chosen your timing as you have -- that is, that 
the Secretary is going there and almost simultaneously 
you're releasing this report? 
A We're not releasing this report. I thought I 
made it clear that it's a classified report. 
Q Yes, but you're giving now the highlights of 
it. Why that timing? 
ay I think we would all like to be in the position 
where we could orchestrate everything. The fact is that this 
report has been under way, that the Congress would like to see 


this report, and we did an exhaustive study and we are going to 





send the report soon to Capitol Hill. 
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There is no way =~ this is a complicated world 
and there are Stockholm conferences and there are other events, 
and you just can't predict in advance how to orchestrate 
these things. It is purely a coincidence. As I made very 
clear, we are not trying to make any kind of public issue, 
we are not trying to embarrass anyone. The full report will 
go to the Congress in classified form. 

But given the fact that this has been an issue in the 
public domain and there have been leaks in other reports, 
we thought it was necessary to say something. 

© Is this going to be the extent of the number 
of violations? Some members of Congress have accused that the 
Soviets are violating up to 40 different instances. Does the 
classified report go. into more detail than the seven areas you're 
talking about? 

A No. It just covers the seven principal areas 
I've discussed. There was a very, very extensive study which 
looked at other areas; and it was decided that these seven were 
the principal areas that needed further examination. It doesn't 
rule out, of course, the examination of other cases later on. 

Q Now, one other question. Is the President at 
some time going to go public with this? 


A He has already addressed the compliance problem, 


as you know, in several public statements. I think the one 
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that comes to mind is the UN speech where I think he referred, 
for example, to this radar question and biological weapons and 
other questions of new missiles. 

I don't want to speculate on what he might say in 
the future. 

Q You said you didn't have enough evidence to 
take it to court. Now I would assume,from what you have said, 
that they consider they have got enough evidence. 

A We have been asked by the Congress to report 
what we know about these problems, and that's precisely what we 
are doing; and I gave you the general thrust of the findings 
of that report. 

Q Is it accurate to say that with the exception 
of at least one instance that you mentioned under the Helsinki 
Act, as has been charged in the past, and the yellow rain 
accusations that you still don't have enough evidence 
to go to court on the other? 

A No, no. The problem with international relations 
is that there is no court. I just simply staid on what I said 
-~ that violations are probable violations. 

Q Will these be brought up by the Secretary with 
Mr. Gromyko? 

A The Secretary of State will address a full range 


of issues with the Soviet Foreign Minister, including arms control; 
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and, clearly, this is an issue of some significance for arms 
control. 

Q Is there any reason why you had to bring this 
up right now before the Gromyko meeting? 

A No. I think I'll just have to stand on my 
earlier answer. 

Q On the threshold testing, is that a category 
where you're definite or is there still some disagreement on 
that? 

A Let me just make clear that in defiance of the report 
there is no disagreement, that we worked through this problem very 
carefully. All the important agencies were involved -- including 
the intelligence community, the Defense Department, the Arms 
Control Agency, the National Security Council, and the State 
Depertuent. | 

And on the specifics of your question, the Threshold 
Test Ban tends to fit) into the category of probable rather than 
certain violation. 

Q Can I ask something on the Genscher bilateral, 
to switch the subject just for a second? 

As you're probably aware, Ambassador Arthur Burns in q 
Bonn has been on two major topics organizing within Europe 


against the President's program, both on the so-called SDI -- 


the Strategic Defense Initiative -- and also he has been 
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Organizing governments to cry to pressure the Administration 
here to cut our defense budget, which is not the President's 
program. 

I'm just wondering if Shultz is going to try to 
make clear to Genscher that in fact Burns, when he says 
these things, is not speaking for the President -- if, in effect, 
you might make that clear also to other foreign ministers. 

A That's a silly question. I'm not going to 
answer it. 

Q Well, if I provide you with documentation 
on this, could I get an answer? 

A No. 

I apologize, John (Hughes). 

Q You said earlier we might be able to get you 
to detail some more of the NATO package that will be offered 
next week on CDM. 

a Let me just correct quickly. 

There are really six principal measures. They 
involve -- I can't, of course, give you the precise details, 
and more the general areas they cover. 

First, an information exchange on the location and 
structure of military formations in the region. And I just 
want to remind you thatthe region does not just cover Western 


Europe, and portions of Eastern Europe, but it extends all the 
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way into the Soviet Union into the Urals. 

Secondly, regular forecasts of military activities, 
which will require advance notification. 

Thirdly, advance notification of military activities 
out of garrison on land in Europe -- that means when troops 
leave their deployment areas and train or engage in move- 
ments. 

Fourthly, reciprocal observation of pre- 
notified military activities -- that is -- boy, that is 
really aan ey isn't it! 

Q Yes. (Laughter.) 

A What it means is that you invite observers 
to watch pre-notified military activities. By that, that 
means military training exercises that you've been notified 
about. 

Fifthly, verification, monitoring and compliance -- 
that is, agreements on how you monitor and verify these agree- 
ments, these measures. 

And, sixth, enhance means of communications to 
help avert miscalculation and to manage crises. 

Q Are these refinements of the Helsinki 
Agreement or -- 

A They go a good deal further. 


Q I mean -- 
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A The Helsinki measures, as you recall, were 
very few in number and they asked both sides to notify 
with very large movements. 

Q Well -- 

A This would require both sides to provide very 
detailed information on their activities. 

Q Another requirement? 

A Yes, they are. 

Q In other words, in my mind these are proposals; 
these aren't things that NATO feels the Soviets were obliged 
co -- 

a No, no. These are proposals that the NATO 
countries will be pursuing -- 

Q Right. 

nN -- at the Conference on Disarmament in Europe. 


Q On the communications, is this celated to the 
Hotline enhancement? 


A The Hotline enhancement talks which have 


been under way here in Washington this week and concluded 


this morning focuses on U.S.-Soviet strategic communications -- 


that is, communications between the Kremlin and the White 
House -- as well as some other proposals that we have to 
improve bilateral communications. 


The proposals I was talking about would involve 
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all 35 countries in the CDE negotiation. 





Q Could I go back to the verification -- 

Q Just on that point, have they been successful? 
Havé they agreed to enhance the Hotline -~ or whatever -er= 
minology you used? , 

A I think the language is that we thought 
the meetings were productive and useful. 

Q I mean is there any more or is this the end of 


it? 





A I don't know what our line is on this one and 
whether there is any more, but I just sort of would steer you 
away from the notion that this is the end of the discussion. 


Q Could I go back to the Soviet compliance question? 





On the eve of an important and significant meeting, you are 
accusing the Soviets of cheating or coming close to cheating 
On major agreements. Have you calculated what impact this may 
have on the Soviet willingness to proceed -- 

N I'm going to -- 

Q -- because they're going to deny it flatly, 


(inaudible) -- 


x I think the way to respond to this is just to 





simply say that sweeping these kinds of issues under the rug 
in the long run is not in the interest of a healthy, productive 


U.S.-Soviet relationship. These are serious issues and we have 
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to cope with them if we are going to give new impetus 
to arms control, which is the goal of the President. 

MODERATOR: I think we have time for maybe 
one more. 

Q Let me just sort of ask. When you say you 
“want the Soviets to do,” are you suggesting that they have 
to dismantle the radar or they have to stop testing the 
SS-25, or how are you going to be satisfied? 

A I'm not going to go into the details, but 
we will be satisfied when the Soviets are in compliance with 
their obligations and commitments. 

Q A lot of people want to know if the United States 
really wants a thaw or improvement of U.S.-Soviet relations. 

A That who does? 

Q If the United States really, truly, wants an 
improvement of U.S.-Soviet relations. And by announcing the 
possible cheating, as was mentioned now, it raises the question 
of whether the point here is simply to convince the Europeans 
that we want improvement and pointing out what the Soviets do 
wrong and that, truly, we're not telling the Soviets we want 
improvement. 

ny That's just flat wrong. I mean the fact is 
we do want an improvement in the relationship, but we don't want 


that improvement based on atmospherics. Improved U.S.-Soviet 
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relations requires both sides meeting one another half- 





way. What it means is that when we have serious differences 
that we work to resolve them; and compliance, as I said before, 
is a serious concern. 

I'll just make a general point about compliance. 
I'll remind you that in the SALT II debate the question of 
verification Was one of the. biggest issues that loomed and 
the American people are unlikely to support an arms control 
process that can not be adequately verified. And the goal 
of verification is a very important one in our arms control 
proposal. 

We have -- I think part of this process and part 
of this exhaustive study that we've undertaken has en 
a learning process for us, and that learning process is that 
we have to be very thoughtful and careful and prudent in 
designing arms control proposals so that we can insure 
adequate verification. 

Q Thank you. 

A Yes. 

(Whereupon, at 2:44 p.m., the BACKGROUND briefing 


was concluded.) 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
COMPLIANCE ISSUES 
FRIDAY, JANUARY 13, 1984, 3:05 P.M. 


SEYIOR ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICIAL: Good afternoon, 
gentlemen. This is a background briefing mainly designed 
to flesh out some of the material that I went over in the 
earlier briefing in a general way. What we wanted to do 
is bring in 2 smaller group of people that we thought had 
a good grasp of the issue area. 

The reason we're doing this is not so much to 

© generate stories about the issue here. I'll simply repeat 
what I said ii the press briefing, which was that we're 
not seeking to make a major propaganda question about 
compliance, but we recognize that stories on the subject are 
inevitable. 

There have already been a number of stories; some 
well informed, others written by Rollie Evans. But 
recognizing that there will be a number of stories written 
about the subject, we thought we'll get this knowledgeable 
group together and give you as much as we can on bac. ,round. 
Obviously, for public use. 


That said, I'm not probably going to be «ble to 
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give you as much information as you would like. Part has 
to do with the fact that we would like to preserve some 
confidentiality in our discussions with the Soviets on 
the subject; and, secondly, as you know, a good part of 
the compliance questions have to deal with methods of 
intelligence collection. We can't say very much beyond a 
certain point without revealing sources and methods. 

Let me just list for you in more detail the 
findings that the President has made. First of all, 
C'll just give you, again, the one statement that I gave 
you downstairs which was, after a careful Administration 
review over many months the President has determined that 


Soviet violations, or probable violations, have occurred 


with respect to a number of Soviet arms control obligations 


and commitments. 


The specific points. W’th respect to the Biological 


and Toxin Weapons Convention, the Geneva protocol and 
related rules of customary international law, the Soviets 
have repeatedly violated their obligation, and we have 


publicly charged the Soviets with these violations. 


This concerns, of course, the use of Soviet chemical 


weapons in Southeast Asia and Afghanistan which is a 


violation of the Geneva protocol, and the Soviet use of 





toxin weapons in Afghanistan and Southeast Asia which is 
a violation of the BWC, Biological and Toxin Weapons 
Convention. 

With respect to the Helsinki Final Act, the United 
States has publicly charged the Soviet Union,by its conduct 
of the ZAPAD-81 military exercise, with violating its 
political commitment under this Act to observe the confidence- 


building measure regarding prior notification of military 


exercises. 
Q How troops was that? 
A I'm sorry, Bernie, I might be able to get 





you the number in a moment. 

Regarding the ABM Treaty, a large phased array 
radar constructed near Krasnoyarsk in the Central USSR is 
almost certainly a violation of a legal obligation the 
Soviet Union has assumed under the terms of the ABM Treaty. 

With regard to SALT II, based on information now 
available, flight testing of the SSX-25, intercontinental 
ballistic missile, probably violates the Soviet political 
commitment to observe the unratified SALT II Treaty. In 
this case, the SALT II provision limiting each party to 


one “new type” of light ICBM, 





If, however, we were to accept the Soviet argument 


that the SSX-25 is not a new type of ICBM, then the SALT II 
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provision limiting the ratio of re-entry vehicle weight to 
throw-weight to no less than fifty percent for existing 
types of ICBM's has been violated. We conclude that Soviet 
encryption practices -- 

Q Can I stop you right there for a second? 

A If you're going to ask a guestion about the 
substance, I'd like to run through the list. 

We conclude that Soviet encryption practices -- 
that is, encryption of telemetric data from missiles -- are 
in violation of a legal obligation not to defeat the object 


and purpose of SALT II prior to 1981 during the period when 





the treaty was pending ratification. 

Q Can you just read that over again; I'm sorry? 

A In other words, the Soviet encryption practices 
were in violation of a legal obligation prior to 1981, during 
the period when the treaty was pending ratification. 

After 1981, Soviet encryption practices were a 
violation of a political commitment that the Soviets made 
not to undercut SALT II. 

I'll be happy, in response to your questions, to 


explain the distinction. 
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In view of the available information, we cannot 
reach a conclusive judgment of whether SS-16 ICBM's are 
deployed, but certain activities underway at the Plesetsk 
testing facility in the Soviet Union lead to the conclusion 
that SS-16's are probably deployed there. This would 
represent a probable violation before 1981 of the legal 
obligation not to defeat the object and purpose of SALT II. 
And after 1981, it would represent a violation of a political 
commitment not to undercut SALT II. 

And, finally, regarding the Threshhold Test Ban 


Treaty, based on available information and verification 





constraints, we have been unable to reach a conclusive 
judgment on whether the Soviets are violating the unratified 
Threshhold Test Ban Treaty's yield limit of 150 kilotons 

for testing. 

We believe it likely, however, that Soviet testing 
violates their obligation not to defeat the object and purpose 
of the Threshhold Test Ban Agreement. 

@) Why the ambiguity on these on the radar, 
the phased array radar. You said “almost certainly." Is 
there a big question there. 


A The question there -- amd, remember, it is 
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almost certainly, so the area of ambiguity is rather small. 
That said, the radar is deployed well within the interior 
of the Soviet Union. As you know, the ABM Treaty prohibits 
the deployment of these types of radar within the interior 
of the Soviet Union. It says that they should be deployed 
on the periphery facing outward. 

As you know, the character of this radar is that 
it is not only within the interior of the Soviet Union but 
the face of the radar essentially points inward. The 
significance of that is that this radar could be used not 
only in an early-warning function, which is permitted under 
SALT II, but it could also be used as part of a battle 
management system for a large-scale Soviet ABM system, 
and, thus, that is why the two sides agreed on these 
restrictions on radar deployment. 

You said “ambiguity.” The reason we say “amost 
certainly" is that the treaty does provide for space track 
radars. And in conversations, we have been told by the 
Soviets that the purpose of the radar is for space track. 


Q Despite the periphery language in the treaty, 


that would be, in other words, legal? 








A I con't follow you? 

Q It's not on the periphery; it's about 600 
miles back. 

A The space track radars are permitted under 
the treaty and they can be deployed anywhere. But I must 
say this radar is not, in the judgment of specialists, 
optimized for space track. 

Q Just to clarify one point. When you're 
discussing the SSX-25, and you talk about it -- even if 
you accepted the Soviet's definition of this thing, that it 


still would be in violation because of the throw-away -- 





A Right. 

Q Why don't you then call it a violation 
instead of, at the outset, you're saying it's a probable 
violation. 

A We call it a "probable violation" for two 
principal reasons. One, we do not have a good deal of 
test data on this missile. Why don't we have a lot of test 
data? Because the Soviets have been so heavily encrypting 
their information. 


The test data we do have is very good. 
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Secondly, there are certain definitional questions 
concerning throw-away and how it's defined. That creates 
a small degree of ambiguity. 

I'll just say in passing, we have been immensely 
careful in preparing this study, and, thus, we have chosen 
our language very carefully, and in no sense have we 
attempted to exaggerate our findings. 

Q Can I just ask one more thing. Is there 
anything in the language, the authorization language on the 
ACDA bill, that called upon the government to produce this? 


Is there anything in there or any demand upon you to produce 





this at this particular time? 

A At this particular time, no. But this study 
has been underway for a long time. Remember, there were 
several members of Congress that are very concerned about 
this subject and felt that it would be unwise not to complete 
the work, complete the study, and submit it to Congress as 
required. 

Q -- asking you to send it up there by 93 to 
nothing in the Senate? 

A That is correct. 

Q Who felt it would unwise? The Administration 


felt it would be unwise, not -- 














A There was never any effort to delay the work 
of the study. 

Q Can you amplify what you found on the 
SS-16 at Plesetsk? That's been studied for a long, long 
time. You say there's no conclusive evidence but it 
probably deployed -- could you amplify that a bit and tell 
us how many you think they deployed and for what purpose? 

A This is a very difficult issue, Bill, because 
of the problem of sources and methods. We just simply say 
that activities have been observed that have created real 
concerns; that despite the Soviet commitment not to deploy 
the missile, that SS-16's are present and could be used 
for operational purposes. 

Q They've got so many other kinds of missiles. 
Could you give us some notion of scope because the numbers 
we've heard in the past have been pretty small. It raises 
a question as to why they would risk a violation on somethin 


with such a small force. 


A I'm not going to comment on the size of it. 
Q The SS-l16 is banned by the SALT II? 
A The SS-16 is a mobile missile. It is a 


three-stage mobile missile. The first two stages of the 


g 


missile comprise the SS-20. For this reason, recognizing the 


T-!l2| 





10 





difficulties of verifying SS-16's and differentiating them 
from SS-20's, that in the SALT II negotiations the United 
States pressed the Soviets to ban the SS-16 all together. 
The reason that we took this step was, in part, the fact 
that the Soviet Union indicated that they had no interest 
in deploying the weapon. This is why the activities that 
we have monitored are disturbing. 

Q Could you tell us something about the 
mechanism or the thought behind choosing these specific 
seven issues? For example, we've heard that the ACDA 


Committee had prepared seventeen and that there was an 





earlier version that it might have been up to twenty-four. 
Why down to such a narrow -- 

A All of these subjects require an exhaustive 
amount of analysis. There were some subjects such as, for 
example, the Kennedy-Khruschev understandings on Cuba, which 
are not arms control agreements, per se. They constitute 
political understandings. 

For that reason, some of these alleged violations 
did not appear to be proper for a technical study on arms 
control compliance. 


Also, other alleged violations. The finding was 
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there was not enough material; further analysis was 
necessary; that there was not enough evidence. I don't 
want to suggest that these are only probable or possibile 
Soviet violations. There could well be others. But these 
were the seven that the group in an early stage, the 
interagency group that examined this problem felt that there 
was a reason or rationale to look into more closely. 

Q Am I correct, the only two instances where 
you're ungualifiably accusing the Soviets of violations 
are really outside the classic arms control agreements. 


There's the Chemical Biological and there's the Helsinki; 





correct? 
A No, I don't think that's correct. 
Q Or that encryption is a flat asseration; is 


that the only -- 





A We conclude that Soviet encryption practices 
are in violation. It's not wise for me to try to take my 
language and try to reformulate it for you. I've given 
the language. 

Q No, we sort this stuff out. You're saying 
violations and probable violations. 


A I'm not going to reorganize it for you. 





© Q I'm not asking you to reorganize it. 
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A It's your responsibility, if you think you 
can do that properly. What I've done is on each of the seven 
given you the language that we are using. 

Q I'm not asking you to reorganize it. I'm 
sort of going on the same line of the previous question. 

I'm a little puzzled why, if you don't mind the use of 
colorful language, you dragged into this. Helsinki and 
Chemical and Biological, you've flogged them to death over 
this many times when, really, the heart of your interest 
seems to be the SALT Treaty, the ABM Treaty. Why lump 
them together? Because those are the areas -- 

A They are all -- 

Q -- you have them dead and the others you're 
not sure? Why lump them? 

A I never said that we weren't sure. This is 
a study of arms control compliance, and we look at arms 
control agreements across the board. The Biological Weapons 
Convention is certainly an arms control agreement, just as 


SALT II is an arms control agreement. Not looking 





at it would leave out a particularly important area of Soviet 
activity. 


Q Can you just give a short statement on what 
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it is that the Soviets have agreed to as for the agreement 
which we have said we're not going to ratify; that is, the 
SALT II agreement? 

A They have said -- 

Q And how have they said it? 

A They told Secretary of State Alexander 
Haig -- it was Foreign Minister Gromyko -- that they would 
adhere to the SALT II Treaty after being told our position 
on not undercutting that agreement as long as they did. 
That constituted a political commitment on their behalf. 


Q Does that finish that, Bernie? 





A I might say that in one particular area. 
the Soviets made clear that they did not feel obliged to 
adhere, and that was on the obligation to reduce down to 
2250 which was meant to take place as were observing the 
protocol. Of course, both of those were no longer reievant 
given the passage of time. 

Q I have one more technical question. On the 
new missile aspect, tell me again the name of the new missile 
that they have told us of? 

A Let me give you a little bit of background 


on this. The SALT II Treaty permits both parties one new 
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land-based missile. The Soviets have tested a new land-based 
missile, termed in the West as the SSX-24. They informed 
us that this was their one new missile, as permitted under 
the agreement. 

Following the test of the 24, another missile, 
which we term the SSX-25, was tested. Based on our 
monitoring capabilities, this missile did not appear to 
fit into the constraints provided for under SALT II 
covering new missiles. Those constraints say that any 
change, plus or minus five percent, of relevant characteristics 
of that missile, such as the throw-away missile, may exceed 


the five percent change, then it is by definition a new 





missile. 
Q Can you say how much it exceeded? 
A No. 
Q It's not like seven percent? 
A Let me finish. The Soviet Union informed 


us that this was not a new missile but was a permissible 
mod.fication of an existing missile, the SS-13. 


The problem with that explanaticn is that if it is 


‘ a modification of the SS-13, it would be permissible under 








15 


the five percent rule, then they have violated the agreement 
in another sense, and that is the warhead to re-entry 
vehicle ratio. It's very complex stuff, but I'll explain the 
purpose of that. 

Q You said throw-away the first time. You mean 
warhead or throw-away. You said throw-away ratio. 

A I'm sorry. It is warhead to re-entry 
vehicle weight. I'm confusing myself. You're right -- 
re-entry vehicle to throw-away. 

The purpose of that ratio is to not allow a new 

rd] missile, say, with a single warhead on it, with a very small 

warhead, which could easily be replaced with a larger number 
of warheads. The ratio could not be under fifty percent, 
throw-away to the re-entry vehicle weight. In the test 
that we monitored it was iess than fifty percent. 
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Q The word up here was used, “accusing” the 
Soviet Union of violations. Do you regard this exercise as 
the United States Government accusing the Soviet Union of 
violating arms control agreements? 

A That's certainly -- and I thought I had made 
clear several times what we are doing is carrying out a 
mandate of the U.S. Congress. 

Q The word is @mrrectly used. “Accusing" That's 
what I want to know. 

A Well, I -- 

Q You're not informing Congress about certain 
questions; you are accusing the Soviets. 

A I'm not -- whether we're accusing or whether 
we're not accusing, I'll just let the language that I used 
before stand by itself. We are certainly discussing these 
problems with the Soviet Union, and we're making our findings 
clear to them. 

Q Well, the question arises -- 

A Whether you want to call that an accusation 
or informing them, I -- 

Q But more precisely, is there anything new 
just laid out on the table for us that hasn't been laid out 
before the Soviets long ago, I assume. 

A No. Well, some of these developments, you 


know, some are more recent than others. 
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Q What did they say on the ZAPAD-81? I mean, 
that's one up in the open division. Did they forget to 
notify? 

A They said that an article -- was it TASS 
or Pravda? 

STAFF: TASS. 

A -- a TASS article following the exercise, which 
was very general about the military maneuvor, constituted the 
notification. Of course, that was not the agreement in the 
Helsinki Final Act. 

Q What is that exercise called again? 

A ZAPAD -- Z-P-A-D dash 81. 

Q What is the Soviet position about the deploy- 
ment of the MX missile in the Minuteman silos as it applies 
to a potential violation? 

A Well, I'm not sure what their position is. 
First of all, we haven't done -- we haven't deployed any 
MX missile. 

Q But that is our intent. 

A -- and the issue would be whether or not the 
deployment of that missile violated -- well, it wouldn't 
be violation, it would be -- what was it, unilateral commit- 
ment? It would have to do with the size of the silo 
expansion that would be required, and I'm not too sure 


that there's even -- that there's even any technical information 








information currently. I don't know if they've even addressed 


that problem. 





Q If I may just finish the thought, the MX is 
our new missile under SALT II? 
A That's right. 
Q If we were to proceed with the development of 
the Midgetman, then we would also be in violation? 
A Wrong. There is nothing wrong -- 
The treaty expires in ‘85. 


That's right. 


Q 
A 
Q But, I mean, if we had the Midgetman now -- 
Q Would be a violation -- 

Q You mean in ‘85 -- 

A If they had flight-tested the missile. 
There's no plan to flight-test the missile. 

Q Excuse me, you referred before to several 
other problems that this study got into. Is there any 
instance -- if you can't give us an example, can you at 
least say are there instances where we had serious concerns 
and we were dissuaded, as we were persuaded, by a Soviet 
explanation? 

A Yo. I'm only going to -- you know, I 
don't think it's worthwhile to go into all of those dis- 
cussions, and I'm not -- 


Q No, no. I meant -- 


A And I'm not -- 
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Q No, no. 

Q For the layman again, who we are writing 
for -- 

Q That's right. 

Q -- and I include myself sort of in that cate- 
gory, would you care to categorize how you think the Soviets 
on the whole -- 

Q That's what I mean. 

Q -- related to the various arms control agree- 
ments? In other words, is this major violations which show 
that they're not interested in compliance? Are these minor 
violations? You know, it would be helpful to get some 
categorization of what they've been doing. 

9 It's their.overall behavior. 

A I don't think -- I think, first of all, you 
have to have a very high standard for compliance. This 
isn't a question of whether they adhere to an agreement 
50 percent of the time. We expect the understanding of 
the Executive Branch as well as the Congress is that when 
we sign an agreement, that both sides are going to comply 
entirely. 

The United States complies with all of its 
political commitments and obligations under arms control. 

We expect the Soviet Union to comply to all of their commit- 


ments and obligations. So any examples of non-compliance 


7-13 

















are serious. They're serious both because of their potential 
military significance, and because of their potential 
political significance. 

Now, I have made clear -- I thought I made clear 
before that this has not -- we have not concluded and the 
President has certainly not concluded that we as a result 
of this should give up our search for serious arms control 
agreements. 

. We are going to continue to seek substantial 
reductions. However, verification reflecting this Soviet 
picture of non-compliance has got to be a very high priority. 
Also, we have to recognize that this is not an issue that 

can easily be swept under the rug; that we have to address 
it, and we have to solve it in our discussions with the 
Soviets. 

Q Let me ask you this question: Is there a 
concern or a fear anywhere in this Administration *hat, 
particularly with the radar, that there may be an effort 
to break out, as the experts phrased it, to break out of 
the whole idea of no ballistic missile-défense, and suddenly 
confront the West with maybe not an entirely workable system, 
but that this is a clear -- a danger today in U.S. strategic 
thinking? Or is that just kind of right-wing palaver? You 
hear it on the Hill all the time. Can you -- 


A The Soviet Union has a very active anti-ballistic 
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research and development program. And that's -- although we 
have constraints on ABM development at the current time, we 
have to be concerned that -- about the potential -- what 
you call “break out" -- the ability for them very quickly 

to attempt to acquire a nation-wide ABM capability. 

But I'm not going to try to address the question 
of how immediate that problem is. Wh»st is immediate for 
us is the fact that they are deploying the radar. That 
appears to be inconsistent with the obligations laid down 
in the ABM Treaty. 

Q Can I ask on the Threshold Test Ban, how 
they would have -- you used some words, as if they -- it 
sounded to me like you meant they had deliberately disguised -- 

A No. No. They haven't -- what I said -- 
because of verification constraints. I think that was 
the word I used. The fact is that adequately monitoring 
underground nuclear testin: .s very difficult. There is a 
margin of error of roughly a factor of two. That's what 
our seismological is able to pick up is a spread of any 
Soviet test between a higher level and a lower level. In 
a number of instances -- I think at least 1l, 11 tests -- 
we find that that spread goes way above. 

Q Way above 300 KT? 

A Several of those have gone above 300 KT, 


so that the mean or the median would fall above 150. Now, 














you can't -- I have to tell you that this is an area that 

is enormously complex, and you get into it. The more you 
get into it, the more uncertainties, because the way seismic 
waves travel depends on the geological fomation and the 
testing area itself. You have to depend on very complex 
mathematical modeling. 

We have gone to the Soviets and asked them to 
engage in talks on ways of improving verification of these 
underground tests, and they so far haven't agreed to do so. 
So this is why we have to phrase, I think, our findings 
fairly carefully. 

Q But wasn't that Comprehensive Test Ban -- I 
thought the Administration is the one that's not interested 
in going back and negotiating one in which you have the 
remote monitoring station. 

A No. This is -- well, we -- 

Q I thought that was to be covered under the 
Comprehensive Test Ban. 

A Well, yes, but the fact is as they're try- 
ing to negotiate a Comprehensive Test Ban, when were 
not even able to verify adequately the Threshold Test Ban, 
given the problems, I think what we would like to do is to 
go step by step on this problem, and we'd like to be satisfied 
that we can monitor existing agreements before we plunge 


ahead with more ambitious ones. 








Q Have the Soviets charged us with any viola- 
tions? 

A Well, they have -- they have both in diplomatic 
discussions and publicly talked about violations. I know 
they, for instance, argued that the fact that we deployed 
ground-launched cruise missiles in Europe late this year could 
be construed as a violation because ground-launched cruise 
missiles were prohibited in the protocol of the SALT II treaty. 
Of course, that protocol has run out, had the treaty been 
ratified, so we don't consider this a serious objection. 

They have also claimed, for example, that radars 
we have deployed could provide us with an ABM battle manage- 
ment capability, but the fact is that those radars are totally 
consistent with the ABM Treaty, and they are deployed on the 
periphery of the United States, and they look outward. 

Q I still have a question on the Kennedy- 
Kruschev agreements and why those were not included in 
this. 

AN They're not arms control agreements. There is 
no agreement per se. They're a series of communications and 
letters and discussions. 

Q Is it less an arms control issue than, say, 
the Helsinki violations? 

A Yes, it is. It is not an arms control agreement. 


It's a series of diplomatic exchanges. It's a political 














understanding. It's very difficult in looking at that 
material to conclude that, you know, either side signed 
on the dotted line on a specific understanding. 

Q I'm sorry, can I just come back to the 
Threshold -- I mean, it's my ignorance, but I'm reading 
my own notes here. “We have been unable to reach a conclusive 
judgment on whether they are -- what? -- v.olating -- 

A On whether the Soviets are violating the 
unratified TTBT yield limit of 150 kilotons for testing. 
We believe it likely, however, that Soviet testing violates 
their obligation. That's their legal obligation under the 
agreement not to defeat the object and purpose of the TTBT. 
That's a term of art, and the reason it's a term of art is 
that under international law, when en agreement is signed 
and is yet to be ratified, both sides have an obligation not 
to defeat the object and purpose of that agreement. 

Q But you're talking about the megatonnage. 

Q But I don't understand. On the one hand, 
you're saying you're not sure if they are going over 150, 
but on the other hand they are. 

A No. I said it’s likely. We don't have 
a conclusive judgment -- 

Q Oh, conclusive. 

A -- but we think it's likely. 


Q When you spoke of how you'd like to tighten 
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the verification procedures -- 

A Right. 

Q -- for that is the problem of trying to develop 
what the Soviet objection is. Is it the on-site argument, 
or would it have to be on-site to use the new measurements 
that have been developed since the treaty was negotiated? 

A No. I'm not sure that it necessarily would. 

Q How can the problem be resolved is what I'm 
saying. 

A Through improvements in verification. 

Q And are the Soviets objecting because of on-site, 
or are they objecting for other reasons? 


a No. They have objected -- they argue that we 





should ratify the Treaty first and then talk about verificaion 
improvements. We are very uncomfortable in ratifying a 
treaty that we don't think we can adequately verify. 

Q Because you said our commitment on SALT II 
has been not to undercut it as long as the Soviets don't. 
With what you've just said, have we concluded that the 
Soviets have undercut the treaty, and is our commitment not 
to undercut the treaty changed in any way? 

A We are continuing to adhere to our obligations, 
our legal obligations, such as the ABM Treaty, as well as 
our political commitments, including these unratified agree- 


ments. 
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Q Well, that raises the question that some of 
the students on this issue, particularly a guy like Freddy 
Clay says that the issue here is not verification at all. We 
have plenty of means of verifying non-compliance. The ques- 
tion is, how do you enforce compliance? Going back to this 
question, if they say, to all these accusations we're going 
to make, “Bullshit, we haven't violated,",and you get into 
this kind of a situation, they say no, we say yes, how do 
you enforce compliance; and, if we don't, what action do we 
take? 

A That's a very academic and a very intriguing 
question. I don't think I have time to address it in detail, 
and I'm -- you know, we could go on for some time. 

Q Can you discuss it for a minute? 

A Yes, Iwill. But I want you to recognize 
that I could say a lot more than I will right now. 

We believe that, like the United States, the Soviet 
Union has an interest in the arms control process and in 
agreements that limit the capabilities of the two sides. 
These -- Soviet behavior in the areas we've discussed can 
jeopardize that process, and it's important for them and 
for others to recognize that if arms control is going to 
continue and hopefully succeed, that adequate -- that our 
concerns on verification are adequately resolved. We think 
the Soviets, like us, have an interest in resolving these 


problems. 











B-12 





Q Have they evidenced that behavior? In reports 
we've heard from the SCC recently, that essentially they 
are arrogantly denying any and all accusations that we make 
against them about violations? 

A We have discussions with them on the SCC. They 
are confidential discussions. I don't want to say very much 
about the actual discussions, but I wouldn't share your view 
of -- or the way you phrased it. We do have a civil exchange 
with them -- the SCC. 

Q Would you put some sort of qualitative value on 
which are most important of the seven? 

A You know, there's a question of the military 


significance, and there's a question of the political signifi- 





cance. Politically they are all significant, because we 
are talking about the question of trust and confidence in 
the relationship. Militarily, obviously, the chemical weapons -- 
the talks in the weapons area is very important. These weapons 
have been used against people, innocent people, in Afghanistan 
and Southeast Asia. Violations of the TTBT would, obviously, 
permit the Soviet :'Union some military advantages in testing 
larger warheads than the United States was developing. 

The whole question of the SSX-25 is part of the 
broad problem we face and the tremendous romentum behind the 
modernization of Soviet strategic missile force. Rollie Evans 


pointed out concerns on the ABM radar. That is, we want to 
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prevent either side from achieving an ABM capability beyond 
the single site permitted sides under existing agreements. 

I would just simply say that another area -- in 
conclusion, another area which is also serious is the problem 
of telemetry encryption, because without being able to receive 
necessary data about Soviet missile capabilities, then our 
ability to determine whether existing agreements are being 
abided by is severely degraded. 

Q I have another small question on ZAPAD-81. 

Was the complaint that they didn't tell you the size of the 
maneuver? They didn't announce it three weeks in advance? 

A It was the prior notification. 


Q But I think -- 





A Well, I think they had some requirements, too, 
on the size. (To Staff member) Go ahead, tell them. 

STAFF: It was both the problem that they did 
not -- they notified of an exercise. They did not notify 
its name or the number of troops ahead of time. They did 
that in the press the second day after we and the allies 
complained. 

Q When was this in ‘81? Do you remember? 

STAFF: September. 

Q *83? 

Q ‘sl. 
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Q When is this physically going to be presented 
to the Congress? 

A I can't tell you precisely. In the near 
future. 

Q I mean, the briefings today -- just oral 
briefings like we're getting? 

A What's right. There are briefings on the Hill. 
We have also this week briefed the allies in NATO. 

Q Will it be this week, or you say -- 
I said the near future. 
Near future. What's that? Within two weeks? 


In the near future. 


mo FF, OO °F 


Can some of the experts answer some minor 
questions? When was the test ban thing signed? 

STAFF: July 3, 1974. 

A That's the TTBT. 

Q Where is Plesetsk? 

STAFF: Plesetsk is a missile test range in the 
northwest Soviet Union. 

Q Northwest Soviet Union. 

Q European Russia. 

Q And when were the biological and toxins -- 

A ‘72. 
Q What -- was the conventions in ‘72? No. 


Was that a treaty -- 
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A It was a biological and toxin weapons conven- 
tion. 

Q Oh, I see. ‘72. All right. And the chemical 
weapons? 

A 1925. 

Q Did we ever sign it? 

A I think we did. But the Soviet Union has. 

Q Okay. 

Q One more question: Given the extent of 
these violations and other probable violations that you 
alluded to earlier, what -- 

A What other probable violations? I've only 


talked about seven. 





Q Okay. You had mentioned that there were 
other things that we have looked at and decided not to 
go into for one reason or another, but, nevertheless, what 
is it that the Administration would expect of Congress, 
given this situation for verifying or ratifying the future 
arms control agreements? 

A I think that we expect -- we'll expect the 
Congress to study the agreements, whatever agreements we 
reach, or its own merits, but recognizing that we cannot 
base arms control on trust; that each of these agreements 


has to be adequately verifiable. 


Q I lose track of the TTBT thing occasionally, 
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but all of them have been raised publicly at one time or 
another by the Administration, hae they not? 

A I can't -- I would say -- I can't say 
definitively that that all of them, Mike, but I think 
certainly almost all. 

Q The TTBT thing is the only one that hasn't 
been. 

A Most of these have been raised one way 
or the other. 

Q Thank you. 


+ 
(The briefing concluded at 3:56 p.m.) 
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MS. KATE SEMERAD: We have Administrator Peter 
McPherson with us today -- Administrator of A.I.D. He 
will be doing the briefiny today on the economic and humani- 
tarian assistance recommendations of the National Bipartisan 
Commission on Central America. 

MR. MCPHERSON: Thank you. Nice to be here today. 
The Kissinger Commission recommended a program composed of 
economic growth -- a program for posing economic growth, 
social change, political modernization and peace. 

They looked upon this as an integrated program, 
something, if you will, sort of a Rubic's cube. It wasn't 
really practical only to look at one side; you had to con- 
ider all sides to the problem, or else you simply wouldn't 
get it right. 

The President supports the basic elements of 
this program, including a substantial economic assistance 


program. No doubt the program which will be sent to Congress 
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will be in the range -- and I say in the range of the $8.4 
billion which the proposed -- which the report has recommended. 
I'm not prepared today to talk about the detailed alloca- 
tions of such a program, but I would like to spend a few 
minutes dealing with what I think are the essence of the 
proposals and of the program which we would expect to go for- 
ward with. 

One, I would like to talk about why this program, 
why a major program, if you will, can work; 

Two, how in fact the region can absorb -- this 
has been raised in a couple places -- can absorb a major 
program such as this; and 


Three, of course, to describe basically what the 





program is about and give some specific goals which we have 
in connection with this effort. 

First of all, the program -- a major program can 
in fact work. We know from looking around the world where 
countries have had major economic efforts, where things 
have worked and where they haven't worked so well. We know 
that a combination of resources and economic policies, 
that combination is critical. 

If you look at Mexico, or you look at Nigeria, 
where very sutantial oil revenues were available, but in 
fact a sustained, broad-based economic growth hasn't really 


been put in place. 








You look on contrast to Taiwan, to Korea, to 





Colombia and some other places where the U.S. had a major 
economic assistance program and those countries combined 
their effort with the right kind of growth oriented policies 
and, indeed, what happened was a long-term, broadly based 
economic growth. 

We think that the time is right for the Central 
American countries to achieve thet kind of program, and that 
this economic assistance will help them do that. The time 
is right, really, as it has never been before, for a couple 
of reasons. 

One, because the economic trauma of the area has been 


so substantial that these countries in the last couple of 





years have shown more movement, more economic policy change, 
than they have for many years previous. 

Every indication is that they're prepared to try 
new things, to make changes as perhaps they've never been, 
because they've gone through this trauma, they see that 
something new really needs to be undertaken. 

The second reason why the time is right is because 
we have in place the Caribbean Basic Initiative. This 
Initiative, opening up U.S. markets, puts these countries 
in a position to really put in place export growth-oriented 
policies, really much better positioned than they were a 


couple years ago, 
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The next point I'd like to make is that this region 





can absorbe, effectively use is really the word I'm after -- 
effectively use a very substantial program. I think we need 
to put this money -- this eight billion or so -- in a reasonable 
context. It is in fact only about 5% of the GNP of the region, 
5% of the GNP per year. We're talking, remember, about 
eight billion or so spread over five years. So in fact-itts-+ 
not a very large portion. We have some other programs in the 
world which are larger. As a percentage of GNP, the Sahel 
Program, for example, is larger. 

In addition, I think we need to keep in context that 
oil price increases in 1979 and the commodity price drops in 


recent years have met a shortfall of hard currency of about 





a billion and a half. That amount of money, a billion and a 
half, is about the size of the program that we're talking 
about. 

So what you have here are economies who have 


artificially shrunk, really contracted in recent times, 





with sizable excess capacity available. In short, I believe 
the case is very, very sound that this program is not too 
large for these countries to effectively absorb. 
What we are proposing, consistent with the Kissinger 
Commission, is a program that concentrates on four elements. © 
One, economic stabilization. 


Two, restoration of long-term growth, and the 

















creation of jobs, if you will, because that's what growth 
is all about. 

Three, dealing with poverty; and 

Four, promoting democratic government, human rights 
and such. 

One, the economic stabilization: I just made 
reference to the tremendous drop in hard currency as a result 
of oil and commodity price changes. The debt of these 
countries has grown tremendously in recent times, needing 
hard currency there. For a number of reasons, these 
economies have contracted. 

What this means is that to get these economies back 
into a position so they can grow again, we need to stabilize 
them. Hence, a fairly substantial trade credit program and 
balance of payments program we think is necessary. After all, 
if a manufacturer in Central America can't get the hard 
currency to buy a part for a machine that's critical to make 
his plant work, a lot of people can be put out of work. 

If a farmer can't get the hard currency to buy 
the fertilizer he needs to have productive farming, then 
it hurts everybody. 

What we're talking about, then, is a program, first 
of all, to stabilize the effort, to stabilize those economies, 
to deal with poverty, I suppose, in a sense. We think that 


that balance of payments trade credit effort will take a 





substantial part of this overall assistance effort, and that 





such stabilization will provide the breathing room, the 
breathing space, for these countries to begin to deal with 
poverty on a longer-term basis. 

The next component of our effort is laying the basis 
for long-term growth, for creating jobs. There has been a 
population explosion in Central America which now has become 
really an unemployment explosion. You have 250,000 new people 
coming on the job market every year in Central America. By 
the turn of the century it will be 500,000 people. 

This tremendous pressure is one that is a political 
fact, and it just has to be dealt with. 


Agricultural production has been stagnating in 





recent years. Half the population's working relationship is 
agriculture, but only 25% of the GNP. What you have in human 
terms is this stagnating economy, this economy that doesn't 
produce enough jobs, meaning that people frankly just have 
less money and there's more poverty. 

What we want to do is help these countries help 
their people become more productive. We think that using, 
as I referred to before, the CBI, following export growth- 
oriented policies -- dealing with, for example, exchange 
rates, which, when they're artificial, often end up imposing 


taxes upon exports. We think that we can do a great deal 


here, in agriculture, increased research, extension, some 








© continuation of land reform in some places -- all these in 
combination will provide, we think, the jobs that are at the 
core of whether or not poverty is decreased. 

Our goal -- our specific goal here in this stabili- 
zation economic restructuring -- our specific goal is that by 
the end of the 5-year period that we achieve a real growth 
rate of 3.5% per capita per year. Now, this in fact will mean 
about a 6% growth rate is required because there continues to 
be almost a 3% population growth rate. 

We think that that 3.5% goal will in fact generate 
the 250,000 new jobs per year or more that are necessary. 

Next we need to deal with poverty, our third component 


here. Poverty simply must be tackled. Poverty, of course, has 





many faces. Literacy -- illiteracy, for one. One-third of 
the people in Central America are illerate. The educational 
structure of most of those countries has major problems. 
We simply must work on improving the people power of these 
countries. The reason the Marshall Plan worked so well and 
so effectively, really, in a lot of ways was because the 
Europeans had the skills to begin to immediately grab hold 
of it. It's going to be a longer-term process in Central 
America, but we must work at it. 

Our major goal here is that in five years, that 
primary education, primary school enrollment, be above 95%. 


In health, there are major problems here, of course, Child 
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mortality, which is one of the better indicia of the general 
population's health status, continues to be a major problem 
in Central America. We have the technology now available to 
handle so much of what is the problem. For example, there's 
something called “oral rehydration,” which can deal with 
dysentery. Dysentery is the biggest killer of babies in 
Centra) America. It isn't dysentery directly; it's the 
dehydration that results from dysentery. 

The simple combination of a pinch of sugar, of 
salt and a bit of sugar and some water, in fact deals with 
this dehydration. There is no reason why that technology, 
this oral rehydration, can't be made much more widely available, 
and we expect and hope to do so. 

Our major goal here in health, then, is to decrease 
infant mortality by the end of the 5-year period by 15%. 
Housing is another area. Housing and actually sewer and water 
and so forth. To give you sort of a barometer of the extent 
of the problem, there's about 40% of the population live in 
urban areas, and less than 50% of the population in urban 
areas have sewage for their homes. The quality of life is, 
frankly, just very bad for many people. 

Our goal here is to support increases in sewer and 
water covecege by 25% and to support better housing for 
100,000 families over this next 5-year period. Now, the 


private sector will have to be involved substantially, 
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particularly in the housing part of this. It isn't going to 
be just the U.S. Government providing it, but we think we can 
help provide some resources and provide an environment in 
which the private sector can do a broader and better job here. 

The last of our four components is democratic 
institutions and human rights. Human rights, democracy, 
effective legal processes -- all these are so very important, 
really. Training, technical assistance, and other help, we 
think, can do a job here, or can do substantially what needs 
to be done. An important component, critical, is what these 
countries do for themselves, and, obviously, our monies need 
to be dispersed in consideration in part with the kind of 


progress that people make -- that countries make in these 





very critical areas. 

We think of democracy, of human rights, as being 
important as a matter of liberty, as a matter of quality of 
life, and that is so very true. Human rights -- obviously, 
that is the case. 

But I think we often forget that democracy is a 
significant to countries economically, too. Freer and more 
open societies by and large over history have had more 
economic growth. Part of the Rubic's cube business I was 


talking about before. These things all need to fit together. 


Finally, the Kissinger Report talks in terms of 


organization. It proposes a Central America development 





iT-|S- 














10 


organization, so called CADO. The basic purpose here is 

to set up an organization that has significant Latin 
involvement so as to establish goals and guidelines or 

steps along the way toward those goals against which progress 
in these -- of these countries can be measured. That's 
progress in human rights, that's progress in economic reform, 
and so forth. . 

We think this makes basically good sense. We think 
that what these countries do for themselves is at least as 
important as to what we can do for them. Accordingly, an 
organization that involves Latins, that helps encourage and 
gently push along such progress, we think is important. 

Just how it is to be structured is a complicated problem 
and we no doubt will be consulting widely and with Congress 
in the weeks ahead as to how this might be done. 

I might say, in addition. — we think the estab- 
lishment of a very strong consultative ,roup for economic 
matters is very important. Consultative groups are led 
in many parts of the world by the World Bank. What this 
does is gather together donors to talk about problems, 
coordinate, and generally work with countries in getting 
them to move along on economic policy changes. 

The World Bank is an excellent consultative group 
for the Caribbean region. The Inter-American Development 


Bank has established the beginning of a consultative group 
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Cd] structure in Central America. However an augmented process 
might be brought about is something that is not clear at 
this time, but we are certain that a strong, internationally 
led consultative group for Central America makes excellent 
sense. 

To summarize here, then, what I've argued today 
is, first of all, that this large program can work. That 
we know from the conditions in the area that this can work. 
We know, furthermore, that the money -- this large amount 
of money -- car be effectively absorbed. I hope I've laid 
out for you -- and I look forward to your questions -- the 


basic thrust of our program and some specific goals we have 


© for our program. 
I'm here primarily to answer economic questions. 

The State Department, as you well know, has broad authority 
and responsibility for some of the other issues, and I look 
forward to your questions and comments. 

Q Mr. McPherson, the increase which would be 
represented by this $8.4 billion program, will that be 
taken out of the hide of some other program, or will it be 
a total increase in the overall A.I.D. programs? 

A Let me say, Clearly, that I don't come to you 
saying that the Administration is hereby ondorsing the 
$8.4 billion, because we have talked within the Administration 


in terms of a program “in the range of." We are looking 
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toward supplementals in '84, for example, where clearly they 





will be in addition to programs already proposed. AS to 
out years, as you know, it’s an ongoing budgetary process, 
but I don't see a reduction of assistance, certainly not in 
‘64. 

Q Mr. McPherson, how much of an increase would 
$8.4 billion be over current programs? We've all sort of 
been over all over the lot on that. 

AK Well, we have an overall economic assistance 
program now of about $6 billion. This is over a 5-year 
period, this eight -- whatever it is -- so you're talking, 
let's say, a billion and a half over whatever those levels 


are. Those out-year levels haven't been worked out by the 





Administration, as you know. 


Q Excuse me -- $6 billion for where? 

K Por the world. 

Q For the whole world. 

A For the bilateral assistance program. 
Q What about the region? 


A The region has -- for Central America last -- 
we have proposed to Congress a program I think of 426. 
That exact number -- 

VOICE: 465. 

nN 465. And we have -- and last year, however, 


it was about 626 last year, I think. What has happened 
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traditionally as the year has gone on, we've allocated money 
into the region. That happened last year. That happened 
the year before. 

Q The Commission said that $24 billion is needed 
in the region in this 5-year period. Where will that other 
12, or whatever it is, come from, and wouldn't the eight 
billion be a short round if the other is not forthcoming? 

A There's a couple aspects to that. One, the 
Commission thinks in terms of 24 billion, assuming that ail 
countries in fact are receptive to making the substantial 
changes that will be necessary to utilize this money 
properly and well. 

For example, if a country isn't prepared really to 
make the economic changes that are necessary to absorb and 
effectively use this money, you wouldn't want to put that much 
money into a country. An immediate country is, for example, 
Nicaragua. If Nicaragua were not willing to broadly move in 
the directions that -- economic reform as well as other 
directions -- then no doubt the monies involved would be less. 

Now, in addition, the Commission suggests that at 
least half the 24 billion would come from non-U.S. official 
sources. You've got the World Bank, Inter-American Development 
Bank. The Inter-American Development Bank is now a very large 
contributor, by the way, to Central America, and private 


sources, so when you add it all up and project the reality of 
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the needs, I think that the figures are ballpark reasonable. 





I found in running these in various parts of the 
world that it's hard to get down to the last cent, but the 
projections of need and the U.S. role in those projections 
in my judgment are reasonable. 

Q At a meeting of finance ministers -- Central 
American finance ministers in Brussels late last year, it 
was determined pretty much that an economic program couldn't 
work as long as there wasn't peace in the region and as long 
as regional integration could not be fostered once again. 

Could you address how these countries will be able 
to absorb such a large amount of money without the avenue of 


regional integration being opened for trade? 





A It's cur judgment that, as the Kissinger 
Commission recommends, we need to move -- we need to encourage 
countries to move back toward regional integration. As you 

probably know, in the 60s, there was really a very effective 
Central America common market, and in fact it was with the 
inauguration of the Central America common market the economies 
really began to move from agrarian economies to at least a 
broader industrial kind of base. 

In the early 70s, for a variety of reasons, that 
common market significantly contracted. It's our feeling 
that, if possible, it ought to be invigorated once more. 


There are a number of problems, an important part of which 
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involves the countries in the region looking toward reduc- 
ing some of their tariffs inter-regionally. This is not 
something the U.S. can do. It is something -- at least 
certainly not primarily or solely. 

My answer to you is that I think economic integra- 
tion in Central America is an important source of growth, 
but I would think that perhaps even more important is the 
potential exports to the United States. So that you've got -- 
you cannot get the economic growth needed simply by returning 
to a Central America with high tariff walls around it. You've 
got to look world-wide. 

You know, when -- because Central America has a 
population less than Colombia. You can't only do it by a 
Central America common market. 

Q I'm interested in some of your proposals based 
on population growth. I assume the figure of a 3% population 
growth varies widely from country to country. Isn't that 
correct? 

A Yes, it does. 

Q What do you do in a country such as El Salvador 
which I believe has as a major problem depopulation at the 
moment? Do you make any adjustments for that? 

Ay For depopulation? 


Q As I understand, the cost of the war has been 


something like 60,000 people, and we have, heaven knows, how 
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many refugees in this country. Are these any adjustments made 
for -- I don't know if you have a more reliable census than 
I have or not. 

A I don't think anyone's got a good -- 

Q I don't think anyone has a real reliable one. 

A Not everybody has traveled officially. 

Q But would you make an adjustment? (Laughter) 
Would you make an adjustment for a depopulated country? 

A I think that depopulation doesn't necessarily 
mean their problems are less. Often people that leave are 
more highly skilled people. That isn't always true. I mean, 
we know a lot of El Salvador maids in this town, but many of 
the people who have left El Salvador were fairly highly skilled. 
In fact, person by person had a capability of contributing 
to economic growth more than those that stayed. You still 
have among those that remain a very substantial 3% plus among 
those that remain population growth rate, with kids that 
need education, that need medical care. I mean, the burden 
on the society in many ways has been increased, not decreased. 

Q The dislocation caused by the depopulation. 

A I don't think that helps. Inthat I think it 
probably hurts. Dislocated people have greater housing 
problems, they don't have the employment base, they don't 
have family to work with them. In developing countries the 


family structure is enormously important as a social net. 
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Q The Kissinger Commission called for an 
immediiate program of, in effect, public works -- infrastructure 
works, road building, irrigation, and so on. 

M Yes. ~ 

Q You didn't address that, and I wondered if 
the Administration shares that kind of approach? 

A I meant to in part by commenting on housing. 
We think that some type of infrastructure is in fact necessary. 
Roads and housing are two components that are mentioned, and 
we think that's right. Indeed, already as part of our El 
Salvador program, the displaced people I mentioned a moment 
ago are part of a public works program that we have there. 
We think probably an expanded program is appropriate in 
several countries, but we have got to keep in mind that you 
don't want to have such a massive infrastructure program 
immediately that you end up significantly dislocating those 
economies. 

You can cause by massive inflation, a massive 
infrastructure -- you can cause inflation, you can cause 
a lot of difficulty. My answer to you is that we accept 
the Kissinger Commission report that infrastructure and 
housing are important, and we would intend to do so. 

Q Follow-up on that one, Mr. McPherson: 

Given what you just said, how long do you think it would 


take in the base-case scenario of reaching your per capita 
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growth of 3.5% per year? 





A By the end of the five years we figure -- 

Q At the end of the five years. 

A End of five years. Yes. There's no way now, 
because in fact we would hope that by -- and pursuant to 
the Kissinger Commission report, that by 1990 you would 
have a growth -- you would have per capita income of roughly 
what you had in 1980. | 

What you have here is that since 1979, ‘80, you've 
had major drops in GNP, particuarly in El Salvador and 
Costa Rica. It will be by the end of the five years. 

Q There seems to be a very practical problem 


here about trying to create infrastructure, however, because 





hasn't Salvador suffered a net loss of infrastructure because 
of destruction from the war over the last couple ofyears? 

A That's part of the reason why you need to 
address infrastructure. El Salvador, it's interesting, had 
one of the better infrastructure -- roads, power grids and 
so forth -- systems in place pre the war in that country. 
It's clear that you need additional infrastructure in El 
Salvador as well as other countries. Do I understand your 
question? 

Q Yes. Except I was thinking about how far 
behind you get when power lines go down and the Cuscatlan 


Bridge, or whatever it's called, goes down -- that sort of 
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thing you're talking about -- 

om Yes. I think you need to think about infra- 
structure of two types. One, you've got sort of the replace- 
ment program that we've had in El Salvador where a bridge is 
blown up or a power grid is blown or whatever, and we've done 
a lot of that work. I think our calculation is that as much 
as $800 million may have been lost to guerrilla destruction 
in El Salvador of infrastructure and related kinds of items. 

You've got that kind of infrstructure. I think that 
the report -- perhaps we're thinking of that in part, but 
they were thinking also of feeder roads, and they were thinking 
of a whole range of infrastructure that would make a society 
sort of run more smoothly, not so much responding to guerrilla 
war. 

Q A lot of these plans have been done after a 
war has taken place, but in El Salvador you still have the 
war, and isn't it impossible to try to stabilize the economy 
with U.S. dollars through an aid program while you still 
have a war going on? 

A That obviously is something I've thought 
enormously a lot about. The economy in El Salvador from 
‘79 to the day has dropped about 25%. You know, one-fourth 
less GNP. And when you start trying to put your head 
around that, it's really quite substantial. Now, the drop, 


however, has been reducing, and so this year it will be only 
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a few percent. Now, it's our hope that next year, that the 
El Salvador economy will more or less stabilize -- it will 
stabilize at the new reduced level, but still more or less 
stabilized. We have been in that country with substantial 
balance of payments efforts. It will take ongoing balance 
of payments efforts to keep it stabilized, and then to build 
up. 

It is true, when you have an economy in a middle 
of a war, it's darn hard. But it's also true that El Salvadorans 
with our help have pulled off some -- really some amazing 
reforms or changes, if you will. That land reform program 
in the middle of a civil war is really quite something. I 
mean, you've got 550,000 people that apparently have benefited 
from land reform. 

You've got -- and when you think about that kind of 
change, it's really quite impressive. So we think it's 
harder in El Salvador than it is in Honduras to bring these 
changes about, but at the same time a lot has been done in 
El Salvador. Quite impressive. 

Q What's your disposition toward the Kissinger 
Commission recommendation that public safety programs be 
reactivated? 

N We're studying that closely, but there's been 
concern for some time that, for example, we had -- we were 


limited in our ability to do some training, to strengthen the 
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judicial process, and so forth. We're not quite sure of the 





scope of what an amendment to 660 would mean, but it certainly 
is one of the things that we're very interested in pursuing 
further. 

Q One of the Kissinger Commission recommendations 
was to channel about a fourth of U.S. aid money through 
this CADO or a CADO-type organization. What about that sort 
of recommendation? ? 

A Just how the CADO impacts upon monies is some- 
thing that we're sorting through, but we think that however 
it is finally structured, the criteria that CADO would set 
up to measure progress on economic issues, human rights issues, 


and so forth, need to be take into consideration in a very 





important way. Just how that's done -- as you remember, the 
report was illustrative in saying one-fourth and then a 

U.S. veto. It was kind of combined. Money runs through, 
but the U.S. can veto whatever is done. 

I think what the Commission is after here is to, 
one, involve Latins, looking at the Alliance for Progress 
model; and, two, to be sure that there's some independent 
or semi-independent way of looking at progress, and that 
the U.S. Government needs to take into consideration this 
quasi-independent Latin involved view of what's going on. 
And we're really committed to that. 


You know, we're committed to it, one, not just because 
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rd] the Commission «° commends it, but because we really need tiat 
help. I've struggled now for three years with policy 
dialogue, as we call it, getting countries to change 
economic policies. And I can tell you that things like -- 
organizations like the World Bank Consultative Group are 
just very helpful. 
When we can go arm in arm with somebody else 
to argue a change, it makes it just a heck of a lot 
easier. 
Q A couple of nuts and bolts questions: The 
Kissinger Commission uses several sets of countries when 


it talks about Central America. 


A Yes. 
© Q Which set are you talking about? The five 
or the seven or what? 

A Well, we're talking about the seven, assuming 
that all seven would want to be involved. 

Q In other words, including Panama and Belize? 

A Yes. 

Q And on page 67 they say that the '84 short- 
term needs for all of these countries, I guess the seven, 
is 1.5 to 1.7 billion. Is that the range you're talking 
about for ‘84? 

mn I think, though, the Commission recommends a 


400 million supplemental for ‘84 which is on top of the 
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456 that we have proposed to Congress, so that would be 





short of that 1.6. In other words, the Commission isn't 
recommending that. 

Q So for the seven then, it would be just 
short of one billion. 

A That the Commission is recommending. And we 
really don't have -- I specifically am not coming to you and 
saying those are the Sigeree we've going to put forward. 
There are a lot of recommendations in the report, and how 
they're sorted out, who gets what kind of funding, are 
things we're going through right now, and I want to avoid 
coming down in specific figures. But the Commission does 


recommend 400 more economic supplemental on top of that 





figure that we've already proposed. 

Q Can you give us sort of broad categories, 
percentages of how the 8.4 billion would be spent? 

A Let me just say this: That a substantial 
component will be balance of payments trade credit kind 
of support. We've all recognized -- the ‘Kissinger Com- 
mission clearly does -- that a very large component -- and 
I don't want to put a percentage or say dominant -- I'd just 
like to say a large component of this program needs to be 
balance of payments trade credit. Trade credit, you under- 
stand, would be something like the EX-IM bank component 


where there's no transfer of dollars per se, it is just a 
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guarantee of credit of an importer. See, what I think 

people need to understand -- and I hope I've laid out here -- 
is that balance of payments and trade credit which stabilizes 
economies is really something that's directed at in some 
ways the poor people in those countries, because without 
stable economies people don't have jobs, the whole thing 

sort of contracts, and in some cases collapses. And so 
balance of payments is a jobs approach, if you will, and 

the balance of payments stabilization effort is the platform 
on which we think then you can build the restructuring 

of economies and the programs to deal with poverty. 

Q But until the economies are stabilized, 
what's your projection for food assistance in the area? 

A For what? 

Q Food assistance. 

a Well, I think we need to kind of play that 
country by country and year by year. The report recommends 
additional food assistance, and we would expect to do so. 

Q In a country like -£l Salvador, could we 
expect it to be longer there? 

ny Could we expect it to be longer? 

Q More food assistance for a longer -- 

A Yes. I think so. That you remember is what 
the Commission recommended, and that's compatible with 


our judgment of the situation as well. 














25 


Q How much of that 8.4 billion translates 
into U.S. exports? I imagine that most of it will. 

A Pretty much all the balance of payments, 
trade credits would all be U.S. exports. Virtually all. 
What we do with balance of payments program is we go to 
a central bank in a country, and we say, “Okay, you got 
$100 million here, and you can then sell that to importers 
that want to buy U.S. imports of certain critical categories." 
You couldn't buy perfume, but you could buy a part for a 
machine that keeps your factory going. 

And all that -- so accordingly, almost all the 
trade credits, all the balance of payments, would be 
imports from the U.S. In a lot of ways this program -- 
we focused today -~ I think probably I shouldn't take much 
more of your time -- but we focused tcday on how this is 
going to help Central America, and that, of course, is the 
primary focus. But, in fact, what we know is that this pro- 
gram will benefit U.S. exporters; that this program, to the 
e~ ent we can strengthen the economies of these countries, 
they will be in even a better position to import from us. 
That 3.5 growth by the end of five years is going to put 
these countries in a position to substantially increase their 
imports from us. 

Q By what you're saying, I assume you would 


agree with what Congress did in the first supplemental for 
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the CBI bill. That was to ensure that the money that went 
to the region be used for job creation and couldn't be turned 
around to pay off interest on a debt or something like that. 

oom We would be thinking in terms of our money to 
be used for the imports of goods. I'd like to think further 
about if there are any possible implications to your ques- 
tion that I haven't thought of right here -- but surely the 
overwhelming amount would be used for imports.-- the over- 
whelming of the balance of payments. 

Q Do you think your expectations are a little 
high for that amount of money and for the situation and 
especially in El Salvador doesn't seem to be getting any 
better as far as the military situation is concerned. 

Do you think the expectations of the growth rates 
you just talked about and the establishing of 100,000 homes, 
that sort of thing -- 

A I think if these countries will sort of move 
out in terms of export growth policies, that a lot can 
happen quite quickly. First of all, these peuple in most 
countries, in most parts of those countries, are pretty 
diligent people. I mean, they're willing to work hard. 

The problem has been a lot of ways the right kind of policies 
and markets, and the exchange rates which are artificially 
set are so often in effect taxes on exports. And it's an 


interesting problem politically. Countries say, oh, goodness, 
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how can I change this exchange rate? It's been that way since 
1945 or something. But in fact a bad exchange rate is 
discrimination upon people that can get jobs. We've sorted 
this through pretty extensively, and our judgment is that 
those are not unduly optimistic goals, assuming that the 
countries do these things themselves. I want to emphasize 
again and again that the U.S. is one of the pair. The other 
half of this equation is what the countries do for themselves, 
and if the countries really move out and reform and effort, 
they can do a lot. 

I'm hopeful about that, because, as I mentioned in 
my comments initially, one, you got such economic turmoil 
that countries think of options that they would never dream 
of a decade ago. When things have failed, you begin to think 
of things you didn't worry about before. 

And, secondly, that CBI that the President proposed 
and Congress enacted is a marvelous tool. I wouldn't be at 
all surprised if we looked back at this in a decade and 
think that's really one of the very excellent things that's 
been done during this era. 

Thank you very much. 

Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 2:45 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
REPORT TO CONGRESS ON EL SALVADOR 
MONDAY, JANUARY 16, 1984, 3:15 P.M. 


FIRST DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Thank you. You will 
have received, I hope, a copy of the report which is being 
submitted to the Congress today. I will not go over it in 
any detail with you. 

Let me say that as a general proposition that the 
overall situation in £l Salvador with respect to human rights, 
the main component of the report, deteriorated up to the period 
of November/December during the past six months and has 
improved in the period after that. This due to a number of 
factors. I guess the primary factors have been the traditional 
correlation between the activities of our human rights problems 
in El Salvador and the correlation with guerrilla violence as 
it increased into the fall. Also the extraordinary political 
tension within El Salvador related to the constitutional 
process led to a cegree of polarization, the resurgence of 
death squad activity up to November/December. The period 
Since that time, or since the beginning of December, has been 


marked with the coming-to-terms of some of these political 


problems, the passage of the constitution, the extension of 














the land reform program and a reduction in the overall levels 
of violence within the society. 

We have tried to reflect that sort of down and then 
up again characteristic in this report. We've also tried in 
this report to depart from the previous reports that were 
tied to the certification process by providing more of an 
overview of this situation in El Salvador; trying to tie in 
many of the factors that were called for under the; previous 
certification within their context in El Salvador. That is, 
within the context of the overall political problem, the 
overall social and economic problem in the country and some 
of the background related to that problem. 

So you will find that this report is much more 
comprehensive than were the certification reports. On the 
other hand, they cover inasmuch detail, I think, as frankly 
as the previous reports did each of the problems required 
under the certification. 

Do you have anything specifically to say? 

SECOND DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Not really. I'd just 
like to endorse what you had to say with your stress emphasis 


on the comprehensive nature of this particular report. It 








does seem to me, in looking at the dynamics of the situation 
over the past six months, you refer to ups and downs; that 
this present effort which sort of invites you to measure, 
let's say, against the certification report or past several, 
provides a better, more comprehensive overview and gets us 
away from what I think many of us consider an artificial 
one-time snapshot which was not able to convey a sense of 
the dynamics as well as this report. 

FIRST DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I'll be glad to take 
your questions. 

Q Does this report in its present form 
constitute the kind of reporting you would like to, or you 
would be willing to give to Congress if you could work out 
some kind of legislative agreement? 

A Yes. I think it's fair to say that it does. 
It is, as I said, a more comprehensive form of reporting 
than the previous reporting format, and I think it's a kind 
of thing that we think should be provided by this Administration 
or any Administration to the Congress whether or not it is 
required by legislation. 

Q Would you prefer that this be given to the 


Congress on a regular basis? 








A The President, when he vetoed the certification 
requirement, committed himself to periodic reports to the 
Congress, so that would be a regular basis. 

Q "Periodic" could be once every four years. 

I mean regular -- every six months or a year? 

A The intent quite clearly, though, was to 
adhere to the same schedule and format more or less as had 
been in existence previously, so that I think you would 
anticipate something like this approximately every six 
months without saying that it'll necessarily fall on the 
six month date. 

Q What is the evidence for improvement in the 
human rights record since the beginning of December, 
particularly with regard to the decline in death squads? I 
ask this partly in the context with the press conference this 
morning of the human rights groups up in the Hill where 
they've said the record hadn't gotten any better. 

Mh You have to divorce the question of death 
squads from overall human rights improvements, because they're 
not always synonymous. 

It's noteworthy that even during the period that 


there was resurgence of death squad activity, there was a 








constant decline in the remeey | level of violence attributable 
to political causes. If you'll look at the chart that was 
accompanied in the report, I think you'll see the statistical 
breakdown of the reporting of violent acts as carried in 
the Salvadoran press. 

I think the statistics are 177 deaths in the first 
half of 1983 to a 104 in the last six months; in each of 
the months, a 41 percent decline. The ‘82 average was 219 
deaths per months and the ‘81 average was 444 deaths per 
months. Notwithstanding the fact that there was a general 


decline, you nevertheless had a resurgence of death squad 





acitivity. 

Death squad activity is much more targeted. It's 
much more aimed at leadership elements. It isn't quantifiably 
a large number compared to the overall number of deaths 
attributable to political purposes or reasons in El Salvador. 
So that you have had, if you will, that steady decline in the 
last six months but also in the last month and a half you've 
had a decline in death squad activity. I think that can be 
attributed to some more dramatic actions taken by the 
Government of El Salvador with respect to death squad activity, 


particularly the evictions of some of the alleged death squad 
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members from the country and the opening of active investigations 
into others. 
Q If I can follow up very briefly. Aryeh 


Neier in his press conference said that, one, the Tutela Legal, 





the church-supported statistics are very different; they show 
no such decrease in overall killings, and because you continue 
to rely on press reports, on the part of the press that is 
government controlled, your figures are not sufficient, and 
that there has been no such decline, in other words. 

A First of all, I think that I would rebut 


that by simply saying that Tutela Legal, although the 





statistics are vastly different than the press report 
statistics mainly because battlefield casualties, including 
guerrilla deaths, are included in their statistics; that they 
nonetheless do show a decline from 1981 to ‘'S2 to ‘83 as well. 
I think the statistics, in fact, whether you use their 
statistics or the statistics compiled by the Embassy on the 
basis of reports, do indicate the same trend line. 

Q No decline from the first half to the second 
half, I guess, was my point. 

I would have to go back and look at the Tutela 


Legal statistics. It is a question of the statistics that 








you choose to believe, I guess. But to some extent if you 
look at the church's comments in recent homilies, you will 
see that the church itself accepts the fact that there's 

been a remarkable drop in in death squad activities in San 
Salvador, and it's been reflected in a series of homilies. 

Q There's been a series of reports in the last 
few months quoting Administration sources and intelligence 
officials saying that the arms being shipped from Nicaragua 
to El Salvador have decreased, and, certainly, people in your 
own Embassy down there believe have believed that in the past. 

Are you saying that they never have decreased 
the number of arms being sent, or they have once again 
redeveloped that arms network from Nicaragua into El Salvador? 

A I think they've decreased several times in 
the course of the last year. They've also gone up several 
times in the course of the last year. 

That is to say, that at any given time it'll either 
just have gone up or it'll have gone down. It's not static. 
The overall trend of support for the insurgents in El 
Salvador has stayed more or less the same during the course 


of the last year. 


Q Do you see any correlation between the 























hardline that Vice President Bush took down there and this 
decline that you are reporting since the beginning of 
December? 

I think there's no doubt that there's a correlation. 
It's not a direct cause and effect relationship, but there is 
a great deal of correlation. 

Let me go back into the whole question of Vice 
President Bush's visit to El Salvador and the impact that it 
has had. 

We considered it important with the veto 
certification. Important here and also in terms of importance 
in terms of being able to identify new possibilities in El 
Salvador, to demonstrate conclusively that it was the 
Administration, not simply the U.S. Congress, that had an 
interest in the advancement of human rights in El Salvador. 

I think that one of the positive effects of the 
veto certification was that their came a growing awareness 
in El Salvador to the fact that this wasn't simply something 
that was being imposed on the Administration by the Congress 
but represented a deeply-held view and a conviction within 
the Administration that substantial progress had to be made 
in human rights in order to win in El Salvador. That is, 


there was a direct relationship in our view between the human 
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rights improvements and a et policy; and, in fact, 
the long-term success of the government of El Salvador. 

I think the Vice President's visit, together with 
the veto certification and our initial consultations with 
the government of El Salvador, after that veto, I think 
did set the stage, if you will, for a much more dynamic 
policy with respect to dealing with these problems. 

Q I think you said this report addressed some 
of these issues more frankly than the certification reports 
did. If I didn't misunderstand you, why would you be more 
frank in this report? 

A No, you didn't misunderstand me. I said it 
addresses them as frankly as they were addressed previously. 

Q Last week Larry Speakes suggested that the 
political left is responsible for forty percent of the killings. 
We've been guided away, I think,at the podium from that kind 
of thinking. Today, he repeated it and said "I don't think 
they took specific exception to the numbers. It was an 
off-the-cuff reaction of someone in the State Department 
before they had the opportunity to get their facts straight 


from the White House.” (Laughter) 


Why is there this variance? 
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XM I think you‘re asking me to step out into 
a field full of land mines. 

Q I'm surprised he's pushing it so much and 
I'm wondering why because we'll be hit with it again if we 
don't straighten it out now. 

A I suspect. I think it's fair to say that 
there were analysts who have looked at this problem, and 
reached the conclusions that Mr. Speakes gave you. Those 
analysts have looked at this problem and were giving it as 
their best estimates as to what the situation was. 

I think we have tried to shy away in the past 
from giving specific formulas to the press because best 
estimates may not be based upon a great deal of depth in 
terms of being to say with any sort of absolute sense of 
conviction that that's what it was. But, still, if pressed 
on best estimates, I think as Larry Speakes was, he gave out 
the figures. 

I don't mean to back off of the figures, but on the 
other hand I do want to indicate to you that they're not the 
kind of figures that we would want to stake our future on. 
That is to say, that there's a great deal of margine of 


error in those figures. 
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Q Does the State Department believe that there 
are a substantial percentage of death squad killings by 
the political left? 

A It certainly is our view that there are a 
substantial number of death squad killings by the political 
left. In fact, one only need look at the number of ARENA 
mayors, for example, and ARENA political leaders who have 
been killed by death squads in San Salvador to conclude 
that they probably were not the victims of the right but 
were probably the victims of the left. 

Q When you use the figure of a 100-odd deaths 
a month, are you suggesting that any significant proportion 
of those are left-wing violence? Do they include, by the 
way, the murder of the mayors or -- 

A Those are left-wing violence; and, yes, 
they do include those elements of violence. There are some 
elements of left-wing violence in there, and I will not fall 
into the trap of trying to give you a percentage. 

Q Could you help us out on this one a little 
bit better, perhaps. The figures that you gave us includes 
left and right? 


A Yes. 
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Q Are there death squads of the left, because 





the term is generally used for the right? 

A It is. And, of course, it’s a question 
of semantics. I suppose the best thing to do would not to 
use the term at all because it is a misleading term. 

There are groups of people on the left who target 
people on the right for assassination, and that constitutes 
a death squad in the same sense that there are groups of 


people on the right who target people on the left for 





assassinations. 

Q And the figure that you've given us includes 
both? 

A Yes. 


SECOND DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: One might just add 
to that, ycu would certainly have instances of criminal 
murders on the part of organized squads, if you will, where 
the motive probably goes beyond ideology and focuses on 
grievances or something of that nature; a quarrel, whatever 
it may be. 

FIRST DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Let me go one further 
step. This whole subject can be very misleading. The question 


is raised and therefore you've answered it, but I don't want 


to create the impression that we believe that the overwhelming 
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preponderance of these activities are being carried out by . 
the left and that there is not a problem of right-wing 

death squad activity in El Salvador. To the contrary. We 
acknowledge that there's a very serious problem of right-wing 
death squad activity in El Salvador. 

We think that important steps have been taken to 
try and address this problem in the last many weeks. But 
whether or not those steps are sufficient or will stick or -- 
in fact, I can tell you right now they're not sufficient. 

But whether they'll stick over the longer term is simply 
unknown at this time, and I don't want to de-emphasize the 
issue and create the impression that we consider this problem 
is over with or that we've considered it always to be just 

a small portion of the total number of deaths due to political 
violence. 

It is, in fact, s substantial proportion of it, and 
is a problem that has to be dealt with in order to have a 
successful policy in El Salvador. 

Q If you have a figure like a 104 a month, 
that’s a very specific figure. You must know then what it's 
based on and whether “°X" percent is the result of left-wing 


work or right-wing work. 
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A Let me give you an example. If you end up 
in the case of a university professor who has professed 
views that are similar to the FDR/FMLN and who is widely 
suspected in the rumor mills in El Salvador of having 
-esociations and contacts with guerrilla movements and he 
ends up missing or dead, there is a general assumption that 
he is a victim of the far right. That assumption may or 
may not be right. It could have been a criminal act. It 
could have been any number of other things, but on the basis 
of that you could go through and try and compile some kind 
of analysis as to who was responsible for what. But it would 
have a high degree of uncertainly. 

If a teacher disappears who was a land holder and 
who was involved in a battle with some capesinos, for example, 
who are trying to take over his land but was nonetheless a 
teacher and a part of the teachers’ union, there would be a 
great deal of ambiguity as to who might have killed hin. 

It could have been the capesinos; it could have been somebody 
else. It could have been any number of other different players. 


And it's precisely for that reason that we don't like to 


get involved into statistical correlations of this kind. 
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re. A senior official was quoted as saying that 90 





percent of all the killing are the result of the right. 
A I think that that would not be an accurate 
portrayal. 
Q That would not be accurate? 
A’ That 90 percent of them are attributable to -- 
Q -- to the vicht. 
aa To the right. Well, once again, I suppose 
it is best to stay away from statistical corelations, and 
you can stick with the senior official that you already have. 
Q I would like to go back to the question of the 


figures, because yesterday there was a report published by the 





Archbishop, and the number that they gave is substantially 
different from yours. I think it is an important issue to 
resolve. They say there have been 4,142 people killed in 1983, 
while according to your monthly percentage, it would give 1,680. 
They also say that 67 civilians have been shot by the 
guerrillas in the same report. I would like to know why do 
you think the Salvadoran press is more reliable than the 
Archbishop's office? 
ra It isn't a question of reliability; it's a 


guestion of consistency in terms of trying to demonstrate trend 


lines. We have never claimed that our figures are reliable; we 
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do think that they represent a sort of common basis for 
determining a trend line. I mean you could make the 
same argument with respect to Tutela Legal looking over 
their statistics traditionally, but they have changed the 
procedures in which they report their statistics quite 
a bit from one reporting period to the next. And one of 
the changes they made was to include all battlefield 
casualties, including guerrilla deaths, in their statistics 
at one stage. 

So therefore, you have lots of ups and downs 
that aren't necessarily meaningful in statistical terms; 
and we do believe that the press reports have been-=<" More or 
less about the same standard of judgment has gone into 
determining what does get reported and what doesn't get 
reported. 

Q In this report they say that the battlefield 
casualties of the army are 1,430 aside from the 5,142. 

A, But what about the battlefield casualties 
of the guerrillas? 

Q They don't have numbers for that. 

My I think you will find that the battlefield 
casualties of the guerrillas for most of the groups reporting 


end up in the category of human rights violations, as do, in 


fact, the cases of sort of the innocent bystander who gets 
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caught up in a battle, and who is killed -- he also ends 
up in that category. 

Traditionally, if you've taken the press accounts 
and you've added to it, the Radio Venceremos or the Government 
of El Salvador's reports on the number of people that they 
Claim that they have lost, you end up with something like the 
figures that the other groups ‘have, although they, too, vary 


a great deal from one to the other -- Socorro Juridico, 





Tutela Legal, the Human Rights Commission of El Salvador, 





always end up with slightly conflicting reports. 

SECOND DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: That's true. I think 
we shouldn't loose sight of the fact, too, that when we say 
there has been a decline here ¢rom 177 Rot fhe first of ‘83 
to 104 in the latter half. That's not the difference between 
bad and good «= both are bad; but the fact that this level of 
deaths would be sustained is already something which should 
not be lost sight of, but it is declining. 

Q If I can just follow up, again on this 
discrepancy in oers, Neier said this morning that 


the Tutela Legai figures, the church figures include verified 





Or reported cases of political killings and deaths within 
San Salvador, and the press figures do not include -- that 
there are are a sbustantial number of killings that the 


figures you are using don't include, that have no relationship 


to battlefield deaths. 
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A I have absolutely no doubt that there are 
deaths that occur in El Salvador that are not reflected in 
the press accounts. That is absolutely true. My view is 
that there is no single source of information on the total 
number of deaths attributable to political violence in 
El Salvador that is entirely reliable. 

For the purpose of establishing trend lines in 
sort of gross trend terms, we view that this is as good a 


system as any. If you wanted to use Tutela Legal, you would 





see also a steady decline on a year-by-year basis over the 
last three years. Also, you would not necessarily see that 
with each and every one of the groups. 

Q But the trend lines are not the same. That 
is what is cumbersome or difficult here. Their trend lines 
show no decrease in Calendar ‘83, and yours do. They show 
a marked decrease in the end of the year against the first. 


A I have seen Tutela Legal's figures, and they do 





show a decrease in Calendar ‘83. But perhaps we have slightly 
different correlations on that score. 

Q You mention the eviction of people who have 
been alleged to have participated. Can you tell us how many 
people? Are these the people who were supposedly assigned 
to Embassies abroad, from the Treasury police and others? 

Can you give us a number? You probably don't want to give 
their names, but how many people have been sent abroad, 


evicted? 
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A In the last few weeks? 


Q Well, say since -- 

A Since the Vice-President's visit. 

Q Yes. 

Ay I think there was -- The question was really 


never put in terms of how many people had to be sent abroad. 
Some people have been reassigned within El Salvador to positions 
where, if the allegations were true that they were involved 

in these activities, they would no longer be in a position to 

be involved in those activities. 

In a few cases, there have been people who have been 
sent abroad. Also, in some cases, particularly in those in 
which the military did not have jurisdiction over the people, 
there have been investigations opened on the people, with the 
view that they would be investigated, and if exonerated, 
exonerated, if not, then some kind of action would be taken 
against them. I don't want to get into the specific question 
of numbers because I think at this stage, you would be better 


to just leave it sort of in those general categories. 


Q Would you say more than a dozen individuals? 
A No. Altogether? 

Q Yes. 

A Well, it is a question, then, of trying to 


attribute, trying to determine what changes were made in the 


various orders that have been put out in the last two months 
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for command purposes and what were made to this particular 


purpose. It's in that general order. 





Q On the question of Nicaraguan arms coming into 
El Salvador, can you give some sort of feel for what this level 
is now? Is it the highest it's ever been? And number two, 
how do we know that -- how do we know that it is increasing 
again? 

A Well, we know it the same way as we have 
always tried to monitor the whole question of Nicaraguan 
arms shipments. Obviously, we do our best to know these 
things through the normal intelligence mechanisms; and on 
the basis of that, it is our view the general level has stayed 
about the same. 


Q Earlier you said that it goes up and down -- 
not stop it. 








A It does go up and down. 

Q You're saying now that it is about the same that 
it has been at other peak periods? 

A Within the context that it goes up and down. 
I couldn't tell you that this week it is substantially higher 
than it was six weeks ago or two months ago, but generally 
speaking, the total number of reports that we receive on arms 
shipments from Nicaragua to El Salvador has indicated that it 
has stayed more or less steady if taken over, let's suy, 3- or 


4-month periods without looking to the sort of"micro-trends" from 





one month to the next. 
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Q So you're saying that this report and the 
intelligence you have really debunks the theory that 
Nicaragua has been trying to wash its hands of this slowly. 

A Yes, it does debunk that theory. 

Q Could you tell us more or less how many arms 
are comi:.: in a week? Can you tell us how many arms the rebels 
have captured from the army in the last six months, which seems 
to me a guite important indicator of where their weapons are 
coming from. 

A I couldn't tell you how many arms have come in 
over any particular period in the last time. Obviously, we 
have a window into some of the arms shipments, and from that you 
have to extrapolate as to what the overall situation is. But 
Since you don't see each and every arm that comes in, or 
necessarily know of each and every arm that comes in, it's very 
difficult to do any more than sort of a crude estimate as to 
what the particular flow is at any given limit period. 

In terms of weapons captured by the guerrillas. I! 
think it is safe to say that during the course of the last year 
the guerrillas have become more proficient at capturing weapons 
from the government, and that they do capture a not-inconsiderable 


number of weapons. I think in the last count that was made in 


El Salvador of weapons captured by the government from the 
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guerrillas, still approximately two-thirds of those were 





of outside origin, that is were not weapons that could have 
been captured from the Government of El Salvador. 

Q When was that? 

A Oh, I'd have to refresh my memory. It was 
some few months ago. I haven't seen -- 

Q "Outside origin" where? 

A Well, “outside origin” normally implies 
Origin having been channelled through Nicaragua, usually 
Viet-Nam-origin weapons. 

Q Isn't it true that the Salvadoran Army also 
carry M-l6s that were used in Viet-nam? 


A Very few. 





Q Could I get your assessment of how the 
Salvadoran justice system is working? Is it working any better? 
And specifically, if we could talk about the specific cases of 
Americans being killed -- the nuns, the labor leaders, and so on? 
A Well, as I think you know -- and my colleague 
can perhaps amplify on my comments -- the Salvador an judicial 
system has been a non-functioning system for some time with 
respect to cases of this type. There is a general misconception 
that it doesn't work on any kind of cases; but in fact, it doesn't 
work too badly for common criminal cases. It doesn't work well, 


common 
but it does function; there are convictions inscriminal cases. 





But in cases that have political components to them, it has not 
functioned. 
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With respect to the churchwomen's case, it is in 
the process, or has been elevated to, the plenarial stage. 
That is the final stage of the trial process. The defense 
has appealed that. The final judgments are expected on that 
in the not-too-distant future, and we expect that before mid- 
year we will have that going to the jury phase of the trial, 
which will be very quick, and then moving into a verdict. 

We have further to go in the case of the AFL-CIO 
workers. In the case against David Kline, that seems to be 
working under a particularly active judge, and we expect 
procress on that shortly. 

Other cases involving the disappearances of 
Americans essentially find themselves in various forms of 
difficulty, for example, in the Sullivan case, there was 
practically no evidence in the case. In the case of Patricia 
de Cuellar, there is no consensus as to what actually transpired 
in the case, so basically, it's in various stages, with none of 
them having resulted yet in a conviction. On the other hand, 
they are moving forward, and we do expect a conviction. 

Q On a follow up, the report -- I just got a few 
minutes to look at it -- mentions that Captain Eduardo Avila 
has been arrested. I understand that he is due to be released in 
the next few days, and that his arrest was not specifically for 
the killing of the labor leaders, but was for somethiry unrelated 


like being AWOL from his unit, or something like that. 
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Would it displease the Administration if he were 
released in the next few days? 

A We had been very hopeful that the Gcvernment 
of El Salvador would find a basis for arresting Captain Avila 
in order to secure his testimony in the AIFLD case, which we 
view as probably being indispensable in the case. We certainly 
hope that they could hold them long enough to obtain that 
critical testimony. 

Q Sir, the “uman rights groups this morning were 
Claiming that all the emphasis and talk about the death squads 
is diverting attention away from what they claim is the fact 
that the government security forces are responsible for most 
of these killings, not free-enterprise murderers who were hired 
by private Miami exiles. What do you have to say about that? 

QB I think it is a question of their being a moving 
target. I'm not entirely opposed to that notion; the fact is, 
if you begin to show progress in one area, it is negotiations 
and the focus of attention becomes an area in which there is in 
progress. 

Nobody has raised a question on land reform, for 
example, because I think the case is actually fairly good on 
land reform; it is just not as interesting when the case is as 
good. I think, too, with their focus of attention, what they 


have wanted to do very much is to focus the attention of the 




















25 


Administration where they consider the problem is likely to 
be the worse. And as the “death scuad" problem, which was 
the principal focus three or four months ago, it looks like 
it is working its way toward some kind of an intermediate 
solution, and the focus becomes much more on some of the 
other areas. 

I agree that there is a very serious problem in 
terms of misconduct and by elements of the Security Forces. 
"Death squad" activities and Security Force activities are 
overlapping in some respects. I think that has been pointed 
to quite clearly by Ambassador Pickering in his speeches. 
This is an area that needs a great deal of attention. These 
people who have been transferred overseas to set them out of 
Ei Salvador and out of a position where they could influence 
"death squad" activities are, after all, military officers. 
I think that demonstrates a will to deal with that problem. 

MODERATOR: Last question. 

Q There are reports that Vice President Bush 
promised the Salvadorans that there would be no conditionality 
for aid if they cleaned up the situation with regard to the 
"death squads," -- 

A -- which is a contradiction in terms, that is 
to say, "If you clean up the ‘death squads,' there won't be 
any conditionality,”"” is of course, a form of conditionality. 


Q Conditionality in the Kissinger report? It 


\f- 
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said there woul? be no conditionality in the military -- 

A Vice President Bush never addressed himself 
to what there would be or what there would not be in the 
Kissinger Report. Obviously, he was hardly in a position 
to do so. 

On that point, I should say that certainly in the 
Vice President's meetings in El Salvador, he set out very 
clearly our views as to the kinds of actions that they would 
have to take in order to succeed, and they set out very clearly 
the kinds of things that they thought we would have to do in 
order to succeed. And there was a great discussion about these 
issues and a consensus achieved. That consensus involved 
dealing with a range of issues and also involved our taking 
a second look at the levels of assistance, with a view of 
seéding exactly what their needs were and exactly how those 
needs could best be met. I think both sides have moved forward 
sort of in the fulfillment of what was at that meeting, with the 
tacit understanding that substantially accelerated efforts needed 
to be made in El Salvador. 

Q Are you saying they anticipated greater levels 
of aid in exchange for doing what we were requiring of them? 

A No. That implies -- has the quality of, "If you 
do this, we will do that," but it's really much more a question 
of looking at the problems, seeing what needs to be done, whether 


it be increased assistance, whether it be dealing with "death 
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"squad" activities, or whether it be extending the land 
reform program, listing out all those items that need to 
be done, and then having people begin to implement them. 

Q To follow on that, please, according to 
people who were members of the Kissinger Commission, Ambassador 
Kirkpatrick attempted to approach the Commission, and tried to 
inform them about what Vice President Bush had told the 
Salvadoran Government about this question of conditionrality 
in the Report. He said that there might be a breacn of faith 
involved and that the Commission decided it would be improper 
to be briefed on this by a member of -- 

Can you confirm that that is the case? 

A I cannot confirm the specifics with respect 
to Jeanie Kirkpatrick's having asked that. 

Q Can you confirm the generalities of that? 

A I can confirm to you that the Kissinger Commission 
did not get briefed on the specifics of Bush's visit, and Bush 
didn't get briefed on what was going to be in the Kissinger 
Report before he went down there. 

Q But you're not denying that (inaudible) -- 

pa Both have come to a not totally dissimilar view 
On conditionality -- that is to say that obviously, we condition 
our assistance to any country on the basis of their own performance; 
and that is something that the Kissinger Commission developed 


as a central theme in their report, and quite frankly, has been 


a theme of the Administration's policy consistently. 


(The briefing concluded at 3:55 p.m.) ly 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
ON THE VISIT OF 
PRIME MINISTER MAHATHIR OF MALAYSIA 


January 17, 1984 


The Briefing Room 


MR. SIMS: Ladies and gentlemen, this is a background 
triefing on the visit of Prime Minister Mahathir of Malaysia. It is 
on bacxground attributable to a senior administration official. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Good morning. 
MR. SIMS: Can you turn the TV -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are welcoming today 
here Prize Minister Mahathir of Malaysia. As you perhaps know, he 
arrived a couple of days ago and has been spending two days in New 
York. Yesterday he had a luncheon at the Waldorf hosted by the Asia 
Society, The ASEAN-U.S. Business Council, The Far East American Trade 
Council. That points up what I think is one of the important parts 
of his visit, which is his interest in increasing trade between 


Malaysia and the United States and, of course, increasing U.S. invest- 
ment there. 


Not to give you more, perhaps, than you may know already, 
I would like to point out a few things about Malaysia which, of course, 
is one of the founding members of ASEAN, which has now become 3 six- 
member organization with the addition of Bruny recently. It is a 
stable cemocracy with a parliamentary system and .t's had a rather 
high rate of economic growth. I think many of us have not realized 
that in the 1970s they averaged 8 percent a year. Last year, with 
the worléwide recession, it was down to 5, which many of us would con- 
sicer pretty good, and this year we hope -- or .t's expected to go up 
to 6, again. 





Malaysia has done this in large part, I think, by their 
commitment to a free-enterprise economy and Mahathir himself is involved 
in what he calls prioritization, a bit different from Mrs. Thatcher's, 

think, but it is a system where, for example, when they add a third 
TV channel, they are going to put it to the private sector and when 
they cousle the rail line, they will probably put that to the private 
sector. $5 you see a rather vibrant economy there. 


Between the United States and Malaysia there was, until 
the end of last year, one sort of nagging problem. As you probably 
know, Malaysia is an important producer of tin, and the sales by the GSA 
of tin were to them a juestion mark because, of course, ©f the effect on 
the ~crl4 economy. By the signing of a memorandum of understanding 
whicn calls for consultations and which outlines about the speed and 
the quanticy of our GSA sales of tin, this has removed a question or 
an irritant, if you will, between ‘he two countries. 


Here in Wathington I give you briefly -- it's a rough out- 


lane cf the <-- can you hear me just talking? -- rough outline of the 
Price ‘tinister’'s schedule. He will @rive this evening, have a private 
everint. Tomorrow is the core day where he has a meeting in the Oval 
“ff.ce and in the Cabinet Room with the President and senior people, 
Sunchesn with the President. Then, @uring the rest of his visit, he 
«ill save 2 dinner with the Vice President, a meeting with senior 
econsz.c Cab: 


.net officers, Secretary Regan, Secretary Brock, Lionel 


MORE 
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lmer and cthers. On Friday he will meet with -- Mahethir is also 
efense Minister -- he wi'l meet with Secretary Yeinbercer and Secretary 
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when he returns on Friday, he has made 2 special point to be able to 
meet with Mahathir at the very end of the visit ané to see him off. 
So I lieve that we have a pretty good -- there's also a meeting 
with the U.S. Chamber of Commerce. I think we have a pretty good 
schedule for him, and that's sort of the -- backcroundins. 


I would say that, perhaps, there are -- while we have 
¢ifferences of opinion on matters, there are no major bilaterial 
problems -- if that is the right word. There will be no major 
acsreements signed during this visit. ‘ * think it's a more -- a matter 
of discussing exchanging views on a mere global basis. 


Dr. Mahathir has been Prime Minister for a couple of 
rs. He is a medical doctor in his past, as is his wife today. 


a 
And he has been known for being a rather forthright, straight-talking 
litical leader. 


Thank you. 


° What are some of the areas of -- differences of 


“+ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think if you look in 
the whole area of the North-South dialogue -- if that is the correct 
term -- I think there may be some nuances as to how we look at -- 
the Prime Minister, for example, in his speech yesterday, wasn't so 
much U.S.-Malaysia, but he was saying developed, developing world. 
And the point he was making -- the developed world has got to find a 
way to avoid shutting its doors so that the developing world that 
hasn't quite gotten to the table, or halfway to the table, can have 
its share. That -- they can't go on commodities forever, because 
commodities are limited, and your population goes up. 


So, I don’t think that’s a major -- I mean, it's not a 
ational sort of difference -- but, there may be different 
- 


confron 
soints view in that area. 


* 
— 
ah *) 


Certainly. as I'm sure yOu are aware, Malaysia is a 
croderate, but largely Islamic country. I wouléa’t say totally, 
because the --- probably about half or a little bit more -- but the 
Malays there who are the -- dominant in the political structure -- 
are, almost to a person, Moslems. So, you cet some differences of 
Cpinion in Mideast questions. 


° What will be chief topic of their discussions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have -- I guess 
both sides have offered their senior people a list of things which 
would be interesting. I think that from our side they'll probably 
want to have a readovt on the Zhao visit, and the Secretary -- when 
the Secretary gets back -- his talks in Europe. 


Probably they would want our views on how we see things 
progressing in the Middle East, and we will want theirs. ASEAN, 
certainly, and the Kampuchea question. As you know, they are one 
of *he countries that has put together the position on Kampuchea 
which has pretty much told Vietnam that they can't be a very well 
excepted member of the world society while they've got troops in 
Cambodia, and are maintaining, in effect, a puppet government there. 
So these are areas I think that will be of some interest. 


Sir? 


Q Do they have any foreign cebt problems, as some 
of the other countries in that part of the world do? 


MORE 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not it a major sense. 
In the last couple of years -- I suppose it’s what rou‘re used to -- 
if you‘re used to 8 percent growth, and you plummet down to 5, which 
by world standards still looks pretty good -- bet, snrev have increased 
their borrowings for the last couple of years to try and keep the 
rate of cevelopment pretty steady, not at the 8 percent, but at «& 
reasonable high. They, therefore, owe more than they used to, but 
by interszational standards, their debt service probiem is very modest. 


The short answer, I guess, to your question is -- 
not really, no. 


Q Would you say what our responsibilities are under 
the tin agreement? How far have we gone with other countries in 
joining, and -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I speak of the 
memorandum of understanding. You know we are nct a nember of the 
Sixth International Tin Agreement, so we have, obvicusly, no respor- 
sibilities there. Let me first and foremost say, this is not a 
legally binding document, this memorandum of understanding. It is, 
in effect, we and the ASEAN countries, but Malaysia was sort of the 
lead country, expressing our views as to how we mear to conduct 
ourselves. And we have said that for the first two years, assuming 
no major changes in the world market, 


MORE 
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the GSA would sell probably less than 3,000 tons a year. And that 
was the years ‘83 and ‘84. And as it turned out, in '83 that's 
about what they sold, a little bit less. 


This was an exercise of self-restraint, which was already 
built into our system. GSA was asked to sell some of the excess 
tin; but, sO as not to disrupt the market that was built into the 
legislation they were following. But we put this in an expression of 
how we meant to conduct ourselves and with an acreement that Ca) 
cones of GSA or others would consult with the ASEAN countries *o 
sort of keep them abreas:. 


Q So we're not dumping tin -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, sir. We were not 
before. But I think the fact that this Memorandum of Understanding 
exists lets the Malaysians, the other tin producers, know that the 
United States is going to go at a certain speed. 


Q It's a state visit, official visit, a workings 
visit -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Official working visit. 


Q Would you expect the Prime Minister to ask the 
".S. to reduce its sales, though, despite this memorandum? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, sir. We believe 
Guite firmly that the Malaysians, who were the kind of lead for 
ASEAN, chosen by the ASEANs as the major producer, and that it 
was discussed sufficiently that both sides were pretty comfortable 
and it was -- it’s only -- it was signed off only a matter of weeks 
aco. I think that will not be a question. 


Q How much tin will we dispose of altogether? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, for the first 
two -~- I mean, the GSA has a -- and I don't know the figure from 
the Concress, how such they're supposed to dispose of over 10-15 
years, because we have more tin in the stockpile than we consider 
we need now. For the first two years, when the market -- tin 
market was expected to be a little on the soft side, 3,000. After 
that, it would go up to 5,000. But all of this is with the caveat 
that if the market changes drastically, you can do different things. 
If the world economy suddenly seems to be gobbling up tin, GSA 
would not be forever stopped from going further; but it would be 
a matter of consultation. 


Q Does he speak English? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, ma'am. I think 


that -- 
©) Does he smoke or drink? (Laughter.) 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That I can't tell you. 
Q He says he doesn't. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think he does not. 
Ye is a practicing Muslim. He spears beautiful English, gave a 
speech yesterday in English. The older, educated Malaysians, 
often Enclish may well be their first or close to their first 
lancuace. It is now the second language in the schools after 
Bahasa “Malayu to Malaysian or Malavans. 


Q Is a copy of that speech available? 
Q -- plays the flute. 
MORE 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have not seen it; 
but let us try and get it for you. I*m sorry. They didn't pass 
it out there, that much I know. But whether -- the Embassy may 
pe able to make it available to us. 


Q Can you tell me anything about what he's going 
to be discussing with Secretary Weinberger? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, we do not have 
-- I do not foresee any specific requests of Secretary Weinberger 
that we know of. We have, as you know, a small foreign military 
sales program there. As you well know, Malaysia is not an ally. 
We have no bases. We're not seeking any bases. The relationship 
is friendly but not heavily extensive in that area. But he -- 
Mahathir is Defense Minister, also. So it's appropriate, usually -- 
He is wearing two hats. He's having two levels of meetings. 








Q Is there a problem of any size with communist 
insurgency there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, not today. As 
you know, the -- as they call it, “the Emergency” -- the 1560's; 
but they seem to have beaten that back very well. And the -- 
bringing into the body politic of the Chinese who make up about 
a third of the country, maybe 35 percent, for example, the ew 
Ambassador here is of ethnic Chinese, Lew Sip Hon, who is a former 
vice minister. So I think there's been a major effort made to 
bring the big elements of the population into the body politic. 





And the reverse is also true. The Malaysian part -- 
They're trying to get them more into the economic sphere, so that 
you don’t have rich and poor in, you know, and antagonistic sort 
of feelings because of differences. 


Q What are the relations with China and how does 
Malaysia -- and how does ASEAN, at this point -- view the developing 
relations between the United States and China? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You say, ASEAN, I guess 
I'll do the best I can. 


MORE 
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I tmink the relations between Malaysia and China are perfectly 
acceptasie. I think all the ASEAN countries remember a time 
wnen China supported the communist parties in their country, 
which is not true now. But in varying degrees, they maintain a 
certain degree of caution in their thinking. 


Perhaps the most caution -- I speak with some knowledce 
because I spend a lot of time there -- is in Indonesia where they 
nave mot -- they have frozen relations since ‘66 or so. And they -- 
every year they, again, tell us they're not going to open up the 
relationship again because they're afraid of the possible Chinese -- 
using tnmat as a way of subversion. 


with Malaysia, I think that doesn’t seem to be a 
major proclem. Thailand's relations with Chine are really quite 
sooc. So, i nad to give you a little bit of a -- Singapore, as 
you know, Goes not have a relationship with China, although I think 
mere are informal relations. Economic relations are quite acceptable. 


ney Say they will wait VATS wee Indonesians oper. 
- acai te 
Pr > 


MR. SIMS: That do it? Thank you very much. 


TRE PRESS: Thank you. 





END 11:24 A.M. EST 
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AMBASSADOR NITZE: No, I'm not sure that he's talked 
to Mr. Gromyko yet, I certainly haven't had any report on it. 

Q DO you see a resumption of these talks any time 
this year? I mean, there was some talk this morning from former 
Secretary Schlesinger and some others who said that they didn't look 
for resumption of these talks during this political year. 


ZE: AS I say, it's hard for me to 
t talks will resume, and resume promptly. 
hat the Soviets are apt to come back soon 


once we 
tiations 
ing, Or a 


. Mr. Ambassador, the President said tha 
O Ss would bring the Soviets to the table to nea 

t conclusion. Now, was that based on a wronc rea 
mistake in assumptions on our part at that time. 


& O et 


e turned cut that way. 


AMBASSADOR N it 
! ets would negotiate 


T + 
t've never said that I thou that the Sov 
S n] : Vv 


seriously o after we'd deployed. I‘ve tried -- 
. Well, was the President wrong in making that 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: No. I think there were grounds to 
believe that that was true, but it hasn't turned out that way. 


" 


2 Well, if I can follow that -- I mean, isn't that 
really the larger thesis that the President brought to office, that 
if we built up our defenses, that only then could we get the Soviets 
to deal with us and negotiate -- isn't that really what's at stake 

ere, a aven't they refused? Hasn't that theory fallen down 

AMBASSADOR NITZE: No, no, no. I don't believe that's 
>orrect I think the President is quite right when he said that 

r securit s greater than it was before w si1t up. The question 
at issue is not whether they sit down at the necotiating tabie, 
but whether or not they really negotiate seriously with, in the 
irection of a deal, that we could, in fact, live wit 
. They haven't done ea‘ her of those two things, 





AMBASSADOR NITZE: They haven't yet -- but I think they 


. Do you expect anythinc to change as a resuit of 
the President's speech yesterday? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: Frankly, I thought the President's 
speech was an excellent speech. I thought it set exactly the richt 
tone, and that this was the tone that was needed today. Now to 
translate that into direct influence upon what the Russians do, 

I can't draw that nexus. I'm sure that with respect to and understand- 
inc in Europe and here in the United States as to what the true views 


f the administration are, I think the President's speech made ar 
enormous contribution in that direction. 


. Do you know if <-- 
I want to follow up on that, piease -- 
. Go ahead -- 
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0 Do you know if there's been anything in addition 
the speech of a substantive nature that would, in conjunction 
h the speech, induce the Soviets to come back to the bargaining 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: I know that a great deal of attention 
has been -- is being given to that problem. As to the question 
as to whether there is anything we can do which would not be 
an improper concession to the Soviet Union, but which would make it 
easier for the Soviets to come back -- yes. A lot of thought has 
been given to that. 


Q Mi. Ambassador, over the last vear the Soviets 

ave reemphasized the fact that they never accepted deterrence 

in MAD, that they've always been on a footing for a world winning 
rosture, and they have been telling their own population essentially 
to prepare for war, as well as making all kinds of preparations that 

> even beyond what they‘ve done in the last decade. I'm wonderins -- 
f, in the President's not addressing this and not telling the 
American population if this, in fact, is the correct posture of the 
soviet Union that this doesn't, perhaps, increase the current 

ancer of the Soviets mis-estimating what our response woulda be? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: Obviously the Soviets -- and various 
Soviets have said all kinds of different things. I'm sure that yo 
correctly quote what some of the S h 


} oviets have said, and others have 

said other things. I think it’s very difficult to encapsule it in 
a few simple phrases what the Soviet position on any given issue is 

. If left to your own devices, you and Mr. Kvitsinsky, 
weren't yo ry, very close to an agreement? Was it more the fault 
sf each other's principles than holding the two of you back? 

MBASSADOR NivZi would amend that by sayinc it 
as 99 cent the fault of his principles and not mine. 
. why? 
0 What was the <-- one percent at this end? (Laughter. 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: You know the U.S. government -- 
there are always some people who have different views, and they 
should have. My goodness. Ours is a democratic form of government, 
with an American form of government, I can't imagine any issue on 

: ‘s been unanimity on behalf of -- on anythina. 


a % 
* 


which there 


+. 


May follow that up? Could you 
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amplify that by commenting on some recent news stories in magazines 
and other places that suggested that some of your colleagues at the 
State and Defense department felt that you were too willing to make 
concessions in that form that you referred to or any others? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: I've read such statements and I'm 
not aware -- I'm not certain as to their accuracy either, because 
generally they were made when I was not here in the United States, 
but I've read such statements, yes. 


Q Sounds pretty hardline to me. 


Q Can you say what your reaction is and whether 
there's any truth to it and are you -- 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: Those haven't really bothered me. 
Those really haven't bothered me. 


@) Have the Soviets moved new nuclear missiles into 
East Germany? Do you know? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: They have certainly said that they 
are going to, and I think they're making preparations therefore. I'm 
not aware of the fact that they have actually announced that they have 
already so done. Have they done so? 


Q I have a notice saying Tass says Soviet soldiers 
are now manning new missile bases -- nuclear missile bases in East 
cermany. 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: I don't know that they're operational 
yet, but they're <= I'm sure they've got soldiers there. There isn't 
doubt about the fact that they propose to and are going to move some 
of their SS-1222s from the Soviet Union forward to East Germany. 


Q Doesn't it make it more difficult to reach an 
acreement on the total withdrawal of our Pershinas and their SS-20s? 


AMPASSADOR NITZE: I don't believe so. I frankly think 
that they would be prepared to move back their SS-1222s from East 
Germany and from Czechoslovakia when they move them there, just as 
we would be prepared to remove our Pershing IIs and GLTMs if we make 
the right kind of a deal in which that would be called for. 


Q When you stated the position that it's not to our 
advantage to -- to merge the talks -- the INF and START -- is *hat 
your own view? Are you confident that that is shared by all the 
major piayers here? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: I expressed it as being my own view. 


I believe it is the view of the major players, but I wouldn't quarantee 
that. 


0 Do the Soviets want to merge —. 


Q Are you considering lifting sanctions against Aeroflot 
into the country or any other kinds of inducements to bring the Soviets 
back to negotiations? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: I don't know the answer to that question. 
Q Mr. Ambassador, you must have some feeling for why 
the Soviets were in Geneva in the first place to negotiate. What's 


your feelina as to whether they're at all interested in coming back 
and will that require inducements or incentives by the President? 


MORE 
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AMBASSADOR NITZE: Well, I think they made a decision 
in the summer of 1982 that they would -- when they compared the 
Situation which would exist if they entered into an agreement which, 
what they call sanctioned U.S. deployments, or whether they did not 
enter into such an agreement but instead there were no agreements and 
the United States went forward with the deployments of Pershing IIs 
and GLCMs that they preferred the latter situation to an agreement 
which would call for or permit U.S. deployments of GLCMs and/or 
Pershings. And at that time -- I think it's going to take a policy 
decision on their part to change that before we'll be in a position 
to get the kind of an agreement that we could jive with. 


Q Two questions: First of all, has the -- have the 
Soviets said they would prefer to merge the talks? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: No, they have not. 
Q Either privately or publicly? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: During the talks they took the clear 
position that they did not wish the merger. I think it is too early 
to tell whether they will propose it or not. 


Q And secondly, what do we do now? I mean, how do 
we get the Soviets back given what you say was their very strong 
decision at the time of the break-off to break off and the fact that 
you don't see much running room at this point for them to return, how 
do we get them back? Or is it that important to get them back? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: I think the important thing to do is 
to demonstrate to them that we can live without making concessions to 
them and that we can -- that the NATO alliance holds together as it 
has, and that it is not necessary for us to make concessions. 


2 Mr. Ambassador, what is the -- how has the apparent 
illness of Yuri Andropov complicated the situation, and what's the 
Sutlook on that? 
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I mean, do we have to wait for a succession to get these talks back? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: I don't think that really has 
been a major factor. It has been a -- some factor. And I believe 
that Mr. Andropov has been well enough to make the important decisions 


so that they have not been inhibited in negotiating in the way that 
they wanted to. 


Q I want to return to these new Soviet missiles 
in East Germany. Are you saying that you think it does not complicate 


the chances of getting an agreement? And is it not more dangerous 
to have them there? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: I don't believe it complicates 
the problem of getting an agreement because if we can get an 
acreement, I think they would take them out. 


Q Well, is it more dangerous to have them there? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: It is not something you'd want. 
Certainly you can't say that it's a good thing to have missiles 
in East Germany and Czechoslovakia. No. 


Q But I ask only because they apparently are 
doing it, they say, in response to oui deployment. Is this not 
the acceleration of danger on both sides? 





AMBASSADOR NITZE: Not really, I don't believe. No. 
Because this is a few. Doesn't really make that much difference 


MR. SIMS: Can we have one or two more? 


Q -- here or there. 

o) -- question on the difference between what 
you said about -- there's the thought about whether we can do 
anything that 1s not an improper concession,and I think it’s 
10ing to take a policy decision of theirs to make progress. Ars 
you saying that there are some inducements we should offer, that 
we can offer that are not improper concessions or it doesn't matter 


what we do? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: I'm saying two things: one of 
them is that I think it probably, that, as far as I can see, it wiil 
take a policy decision on their part before they will wish to 
negotiate on basis which would be useful to us; and, secondly, that 
if there are things that we could do to make it easier for them 
to return to the negotiation, without making improper concessions, 
this is something that is under consideration. 


Q Such as -- 





Q Do you still think -- 
Q What kind of things are you talking about, 
for example? 
AMBASSADOR NITZE: <-- we'd have to explore that with 


ther. to find out what would make it easier for -- 


OQ Do you still keep the British and French out -- 
their weapons? Which seems to be the stumbling block, isn’t it? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: Certainly wasn't in the last 
days when they offered a method which put that to one side. 


Q Why was there some -- 
Q Well, what is the key i*csue? 
Q Yes. Why was there some consideration given 


to a back channel in cutting off the INF talks? Why was that being 
considered and why was it turned down? 


MORE 








AMBASSADOR NITZE: I didn’t know that it was being 
considered. 


Q I thought you just said that. I -- 

Q You said it was considered and then rejected. 
AMBASSADOR NITZE: I've heard it discussed, certainly. 
Q Within the administration? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: Yes, obviously the -- Every possibility 
is discussed and should be. 


Q Why was it turned down? 
AMBASSADOR NITZE: I think, as I said, it was considered 
the INF delegation had the background and had the means in which 
you could discuss both formally and informally every kind of variation 
might lead to an agreement. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 1:21 P.M. EST 
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the Briefing Room 
1:47 P.M. EST 


MR. SIMS: This briefing is on background. It is attri- 
Dutable to a senior administration official. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Just a few remarks at 
she becinning and then I'll be glad to answer questions. 


The President's just had a very good meeting and lunch 
with Malaysian Prime Minister Mahathir. As you know, this is the firs+ 
visit to Washington by the Prime Minister in his official capacity. 
it's also the first visit to Washington by a ASEAN leader in more than 
a year anc we very much value this opportunity to strengthen our bi- 
lateral relationship with Malaysia, as weli as to resume our dialocue 
with the ASEAN countries at the highest level. 


As the Prime Minister of Malaysia, Mahathir leads a nation 
that is almost unigue among developing countries. It is a stable demc- 
cracy with a rich, vibrant free enterprise oriented economy. And it 
has never been a recipient of United States foreicn assistance. 


Malaysia fought and defeated an attempt by communist 
guerrillas to take over the country. The Prime Minister, himself, is 
a medical doctor turned politician who is one of Asia's leading inter- 
national statesmen. 


The talk between the President and the Prime Minister 
coverec a wide range of international. political, and strategic matters 
inclvding the Soviet Union, China, and Japan: including matters in the 
Middle East where Malaysia as an Islamic country has particular in- 
terests and insights; and ASEAN and other regional matters, particu- 
larly the tragic problem of Kampuchea where Malaysia has been in the 
forefron* in ASEAN in forging a stratecy to deal with that problem. 





There also was considerable discussion of the global 
economic outlook of trade matters and of our mutual desires to facili- 
tate U.S. investment in Malaysia. In the last respect, Malaysia is 
the most promising location for increased U.S. investment and coopera- 
tion in the industrial sphere. The Prime Minister said that he would 
like to see more U.S. companies become involved there and we strongly 
agree. In this regard, the President believes that private investment 
is very important to economic growth in the developing nations in 
general, and certainly in Malaysia. 


Also, we share with Malaysia the objective of promoting 
freer trade, of reducing trade and investment barriers, and of opposing 
protectionism both at home and in other countries. 


Let me emphasize the importance of our relations with 
Malaysia and countries like Malaysia. Except in times of crisis, suc- 
cessful countries like this one are often overlooked. The Prime 
Minister's visit to Washington this week is meant to affirm the impor- 
tance that we attach to our bilateral ties. I know that the President 
was very impressed with Malaysia's positive record of economic devel- 
opment and sound management, with its very capable and democratic 
scvernment, and with the dynamism of the country. ‘“e intend to con- 
tinue working closely with Malaysia, as the President said, and tc 
4eeter our cooperation, particularly in the economic field. 

I might just make a comment that, in a sense, i know 
scoé -ews is rarely news, but it seems to me that it is news to find 
a ieveloping country that is able to conduct its political affairs 
‘e-tetratically, to conduct its economic affairs with the king of in- 

Lcle trowth rates that Malaysia has displaye¢, and to conduct its 


I - ai3 








diplomatic affairs with the sort of skill that Malaysia has shown, 
particularly in the ASEAN area anc acdressing the problem of 
Kampuchea. So, while it*s good news, I think it is news and it's 
worth noting. 

I'll be glad to take questions. 

9 Thank you. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There aren‘t -- yes? 

9 How would you describe Malaysia's role in the 


ASEAN strategy toward Kampuchea? What is it that they‘re trying to 
do? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIA.: Well, let me say -- th 
question was how would i describe Malaysia's role in the ASEAN 
Strategy for Kampuchea and what is it that they're tryins to do? 

The basic objective is to achieve a political solution of this con- 
flict, a solution that would be based on the withdrawal of Vietnamese 
forces from Kampuchea, that would produce an indeperdent, nonaligned 
government based on free elections. No one, and certainly the 
Malaysians definitely are not interested in seeins the return of 

the Khmer Rouge to power in Pnompenh, but neither do they want to 

see the continuation of a government in Kampuchea that is based on 
outsice -- that is imposed by outside forces. 


They've been working in that strategy to develop support 
r tne noncommunist resistance in Kampuchea, to develop diplomatic 
¢ political support for negotiated outcome to the solution and 
ey have, both in dealing with us, dealing with Australia an¢ other 
friends, in their diplomacy among the ASEAN countries, they have worked 
very effectively to promote that stratecy. 

Q Some experts criticize the lack of active role of the 

U.S. in trying to solve the Kampuchean problem and its, in general, 
I would say in Southeast Asia. How would you answer to that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There have been people who've 

uggested that somehow the United States should take the lead in 
this oroblem. Our feeling is our best role is supporting the ASEAN 
countries who've shown very effectively their ability to lead and 
our feeling that while it's very important for us to support then, 
and we do strongly support them, that it is, in the first instance, 
their problem and their security that is at stake, it is they who 
have, I think, demonstrated skill and expertise to deal with the 
problem, and that in the end, when it comes to seeking a politica] 
solution, that that will best be done by the ASEAN countries and 
Vietnam dealing with one another while we will play a strong support- 
ins role. 


Q The President made reference to this government's dis- 
acreenent with Malaysia on the Middle East issue. Did the Prime 
Minister have any advice on how to pursue peace there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I make it a practice not 
to try to characterize what other governments tell us in these 
conversations. I can speak for our own position: they need to speak 
for theirs. It is the case that Malaysia has very openly supported 
the PLO and, in particular, supported Arafat and supported the general 
line of resolutions of the Organization of Islamic States, of which 
Malaysia is a member. 


I think, on the other hand, as the President did indicate in 
his remarks, I believe we have a somewhat cormon vision of a peaceful 
settlement in that region, one that meets lecitimate interests of 
all rarties and I think, without characterizing their views. I think 
it was useful for the President to hear the views of one of the very 
moderate members of *he Islamic States about how they saw the oroblems. 
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9 What is Malaysia‘'s position <n israe. in reference to 
its right to exist and so forth? You ¢escrise it 2s a more moderate 
Islam:c state. I mean, everybody's for seace in t-e recion: I don't 
think anybody's against peace. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <= tnink i= is very clear -- 
you might want *o add something sere -- Maisysia does not have 


Giplomatic relations with Israel but I <on't believe that Malaysia 
in any way denies Israel's right to exist, and it is certainly the 
case that Malaysia is not one of those countries actively seeking to 


undermine or destroy Israel. 


7 


Q First of all, was that subtect srough= up by the Prime 
Minister or by the President and, seconél., what ¢:id the President 


Say to the Prime Minister's view in support of the PLO and, in general, 
on the Mideast? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ‘ell, I'm not sure who pre- 


— 


cisely initiated that one, I am sorry. Trey talked about it at sore 
length and -- 


Q Well, specifically, would the President have told hirz 
or tried to enlist him in some peacemaking role? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Rather more, I think, to 


explain our views. They have to decide how DS>est to play their role 
and since they are 
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act:ve in Islamac circles, it’s -- we feel it's valuaple for them to 
sanderstar.d what we're trying to do and also to understand what we're 


not trying to do, si:ce often our role is caricatured and mis- 
represented. 


Anc I know the President and the Vice President explained 
very forcefully and quite clearly the concern that we have about 
dealing with Mr. Arafat as long as the PLO continues to refuse to 
recognize Israel's right to exist and explain what a fundamental 
difficulty that is in dealing with Arafat. 


Q Did they yell? I mean, what do you mean by 
“suite forcefully”? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, they made it 
very clear that it -- how difficult it is to dea’ with a country or 
deal with an organization in this case, that denys the right to 
exist of a country “*hat's a member of the United Nations and a close 
friend of ours. And that -- that is a fundamental barrier to our 
dialogue. Obvicusly we would be seeking to encourage any friends of 
Mr. Arafat's or any people who do communicate with him to understand 


that position of the United States so that possibly there could be 
some progress. 


Q Was there any discussion of the latest activities 
of the Islamic Jihad and what might be done about that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You mean the general 
problem of terrorism -- I think is what you're really referring to -- 


Q Well, it's become quite specific, and for a change 
it's been aimed apparently at an Islamic country as well. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was discussion 
, of the problem of terrorism -- and I -- the point was made that we're 
Zealinc with the phenomenon of people who are even quite willing to 
kill themselves in order to carry out these acts, and how difficult 
a problem that is to cope with. 


Yes? 


Q ASEAN has pledged its effort to help resolve the 
MIA question in Vietnam and seeking the return of what are said to be 
hundreés of remains of U.S. servicemen from Vietnam. Was that issue 
raised between the President and -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Malaysia has, among 
ASEAN countries, actually played a rather active role in this regard 
ané Foreicon Minister Ghazali, after Secretary Shultz raised the 
subject in Bangkok, did in fact, pursue the issue with the Vietnamese. 
Acain, as with so many of these efforts, it has not borne much fruit 
yet. That's not the fault of the Malaysians, it's the fault of 
Vietnar, but it is very helpful to have these concerns raised by 
countries other than just the United States. So I think that was 
valuable. I don't believe it actually came up in our discussions yet, 
althouch I'm sure it will come up when Secretary Shultz meets the 
Prime Minister. 


I don't think I mentioned that, by the way, but he's 
still -=- he will be in Washington through Friday, and continues to 
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have a rather active schedule. He'll be meeting with Sec retary 
Regan, with Special Trade negotiator, Brock, and on Frid. y afternoon, 


Secretary Shultz who, of course, is out of the country t day, will 
be meetinc with him. 


MR. SIMS: We have several Malaysian press visitors 
here. Can we have the questions trom them before we end the briefing? 


Q During the meeting, was the question of whether 
repatriation of Vietnamese refugees from Malaysia still continues 
, to be discussed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, the subject of 
refugees was discussed. The President expressed our appreciation of 
the role that Malaysia has played in assisting in providing a 
country of first assylum for the refugees and pledged our continued 
strong efforts to make sure that those refugees in turn find places 
of permanent resettlement elsewhere. And, as you know, that is a 
continuing problem, but we continue to address it and believe that 
we really made considerable progress. 


Yes? 


Q The sales of GSA tin has always been an issue 
for Malaysia and the United States. Did the President say anything 
to the Prime Minister during their meeting? A memorancum of 


understanding has been signed -- but, were there any discussions 
in detail? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They didn't discuss 
it in detail, they did talk about the memorandum of understanding 
itself and the fact that we have reached an understanding with 
Malaysia and with the other ASEAN countries 
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on some general principles guiding the disposal of tin and on an 

ag eenent to consult in the fac of changing economic conditions. 
shruld those arise. The subject of tin was also addressed ina 

mose general context of discussion of international economic recovery 
ari the fact that of all the commodities that Malaysia exports, tin 

it the one whose price has continued to at least not rise, and I think 
even cecline slightly during this recovery, a problem that is caused 


Sy @ general decline in the demand for tin. That subject was 
Giscussed. 


Of course, GSA Commissioner Jones will be at the meeting 


with Secretary Regan tomorrow, so I imagine they will get into more 
cetail then. 


*) Was there any indication that the number of refugees 
intake will increase on the part of the U.S? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That wasn't discussed 
specifically. I believe we -- in general, as you know, our total 
numbers of refugees taken have gone down over the years, although 
the number of refugees has been declining even more rapidly, so that 
we still continue, out ofthe Southeast Asian countries as a whole, 
to be providing a significant net offtake. I believe, in the case 
of Malaysia last year, the population stayed nearly constant and in 
our internal efforts to allocate refugee numbers we are tryine to 
make sure that the population of Malaysia alsc comes down. 


Q Relations between Malaysia and the United States Sas 
Always been described as routine. Was there, during the meeting 
-- during the meeting was there any indication by those present 
Guring the meeting that there is a desire to upgrade the relationships 
to, Say, &@ more substantive level? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Obviously Malaysia is, being 
both very far away and very proudly nonalicned, there are certain 
respects in which our relations with Malaysia are not as close as 
they would be to countries closer to us or countries that are formally 
allied with us. #ut I would say this, that it certainiy was my 
impression from the meetings that the President was most impressed 
with the kind of leadership Malaysia has and the kind of record that 
Malaysia has and there was no explicit addressal of whether our 
relations should be upgraded in some sense but, I think, in fact, they 
have been upgraded by this visit. 

I think the ties between the leacers are much stronger and 
I know on our side the understanding of Malaysia is much deeper 

* Going back to the Middle East for one second -~ two parts. 
Roughly how much of the meeting was taken up with that and, number two, 
was there any substances discussed or was it merely an exct.ance of 
policy viewpoints? Were there specific proposals bandied about? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION CFFICIAL: Well, on the second part of 
it, as you know, I thank the focus of our policy is to get the parties 
directly involved together in negotiating, so it's not <-- though i's 
speaking in someone else's area, I don't believe it if our practice to 
start engaging in negotiations cf substance with parties whose involve- 
sent is only indirect. But this general exchange of policy, which was 
fairly extensive -- I didn't time it, but it was much more than a few 
sinutes << I think does contribute to the kind of general effort that 
we've undertaken and I think with some modest success, at least over 
the last few years, to achieve some moderation in positions on the Ara: 
side and some understanding of the seriousness of the President of the 
sited States to find a just outcome to this problem 
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. Dia the President say, “Why don t you tell your friends 
in the Islamic” -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It’s much better to let some- 
body decide themselves what they're going to tell their friends than 
to preach at them, I think. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Two meetings this after- 
on; but it was apparent when I came in this is clearly not the 
oup of evangelicals. (Laughter.) 


no 
- 
- 


I 
Q Will that effect your messace? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'll be brief. 
I'll say one or two words about the speech and then after that 


take your questions on that subject or the Middle East or what 
have you. 


It seems to me that the reaction has captured I think 
what the President's central purpose was. That is, that he wanted 
to make ciear to the Soviet Union, to our allies, to the Americans, 


his commitment to a determined effort to solve problems with the 
Soviet Union. 


If there is a recurring comment it seems to be, “Why 
now? And what is his motivation?” And on the first part of that 
comment, in order to gain an appreciation of why now it seems relevant 
to put this speech in the context of U.S.-Soviet relations in the 
course of the past ten years. And I will tell you up front, I'm 
not going to rehearse that history, except to offer the observa- 
tion that, on our side, we have experienced a period of decline, 
if you will, «~n apparently declining willingness of the American 
people to invest in their security, an apparent inability to solve 
problems generally, whether economic or foreign, but that that 
treng of the ‘70's, the President believed, had been checked and 
the fact that it was checked recuires a certain amount of reflection 
on the part of the Soviet Union. 


After all, they had forecast -- inceed, it's a tentative 
éoctrine -- that the West will decline. And we aren't. And what does 
that imply doctrinally for them and for their relationship to us? 
What, if any, changes may it imply for their strategy for the 
translation of their doctrine in East-West relations? 


Now, the President, in his speecn, which really hasn't 
been reported very much, went through about a four point chronoioscy. 
And he pointed to this history of decline and, secondly, identifiec 
that he believed that we had checked that decline anc that, because 
we had checked it and had in place a program which promised to pre- 
serve a stable balance, that the world was a safer place and that 
continued stability seemed possible, indeed, likely. 


But, thirdly, while stable, it could be more stable 
and that stability. could be best enhanced by a significant reduction 
in nuclear weapons, but as well by a more routine and broad dialogue 


with the Soviet Union toward the resolution of disagreement across 
the spectrum of our relationship. 
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ne Pres:cent expressec that view sf Aistory, or trans- 
-atec it in terms of policy for the future, in chree areas for this 
effort. One, the effort to reduce the threat enc use of the force 
an U.§.-Soviet relationships anc as they effect cur friends. And, 
seconély, tc lcwer the level of nuclear anc, finally, to set a better 
working relaticnshis, as I've saic, in solvinc sroblems across the 
Soarc. 


The Soviet Union is in a period, I think, of some 
antrospectacn. introspection brought on by this fundamental 
chance in the apparent direction of the United States, that is, 
anc its ability co solve problems and the willincness of the Amer- 
scan people *o invest a certain amount in their security. 


Serarately, but related, the major investment of the 
Soviet Union over four years’ time in a stratecy vis-a-vis the 
west, in which they sought to drive wedges between us and our 
European allies and others, has suffered a reverse. I wouldn't 
say that it has failec. But that, too, recuires a certain amount 
cf reflecticn on their part. 


Now, the third area in which they are probably reviewinc 
the bidding is in arms control. Their diffidence up until now 
has resultec in the United States still being able to go ahead 
anc put in place a modernization program which promises over time 
to surely affect their view of the strategic balance and, I would 
think, pose some incentives for them to get serious about restraininc 
Our programs. 


So in sum you have some fairly historic conditions that 
recuire some considerable thought. 


We think that on the latter point the promise that this 
military modéernization program will be in place by the end of the 
Gecade surely must induce some interest on their fart, even if it 
isn't altruistic, in getting some restraints on American programs 
ané that they may get serious, for a chance, about arms control. 


Ané so that's why now we are reacy, we haven't hac, 
perhaps, as good a set of incentives for a serious cialogue with 
the Soviet Union in 10-15 years. The Presiden: believes we have 
those elements of the foundation in place now anc he believes, as 
a matter of his view of the Presidency, as well as the national 
interest, that his responsibility, his foremost responsibility 
is to solve oroblems with the Soviet Union. 


I have a lot of other points I could make; but whiy 
con't I take ycur questions now? 


You said, as I think I hearc you, that we have 
rnization program in place that could affect the 
on of the balance of power by the end of the decade. 
? Is that your view? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that it will 
affect their perceptions of the balance. 


Q Isn't that another way of saying that we are 
on the way toward a measurable degree of nuciear superiority? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. i thank they 
cay perceive that. It isn't the case. But if ’ perceive that, 
it Ought to orinc them -- or create a bigcer interest in reducing 


, 


ehe leveis cf arms. 


a Sut sou ¢en’t serceive it as ssperiocrity? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Neo. It isn't. Take 
“OSt any measure that you wish anc, if anythinc, there will be a 
rersistent Soviet edge in many measures. 

Q Why don't they perceive it that way then? I mean, 


"Ow can they Le so wrong? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think we could 
talk a long time about what it takes to establish confidence in the 
Soviet mind of effective deterrence and their view of American 
intentions. But, historically, they have believed that it does 
recuire a measure of superiority in sheer numbers and power and 
capability on their side for them to feel secure. We don't operate 
on that premise; but I think it is true. History bears it out and 
to the extent that conditions in '79 versus conditions in ‘89 re- 
flect an , 
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a=provement on cur side of the ledger, they, =‘'m sure, would like to 
see a less ambitious procran. 


Q Aren't you counting a few chickens before they're 
macchec? <I mean this situation in Western Europe, within German: , 
within Encland, on the whole issue of the INF talks anc the weap:ns 
we're presently Geploying, is being used clearly by the Soviets -ver 
@ .onc perioc of time as a means of forcinc a break. They haven't 
Given that up, they haven't even begun to give it up, and there are 
sicns that they might well be succeeding in some of the thincs that 
are happeninc. So, it isn't quite time yet to be as self-confident, 
= Gon't think -- but, how do you react to that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't think I 
went that far. I said, that their policy, thus far, had encouraged 
some setbacks or reverses. I think that’s true. I think the allied 
cohesion was impressive, too. But I agree with your point. It 
Coesn't mean that they will necessarily chance course. 

9 Why wouldn't the set of events that you outlined 
cause the Soviet leadership to decide to redouble their military 
investments and press even harder on the point that Cord was 
sucgesting in Europe in the months ahead, rather than reversing and 
having an incentive to negotiate more seriovsly. It could cut the 
other way, couldn't it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It could. On the 
history of their willingness to invest and their ability to put 
resources there as opposed to elsewhere validates your point. I think 
that's a very real prospect. I think they will think about it. 

There are opportunity costs. But I wouldn't pretend that they are 

so se"ere as tO require that they cut back on defense, I don’t think 
that's true. I think they will considcer such things as what has 
workec in the past for them. That is, in the past they have been able 
to necctiate with the United States and come to terms on agreements 
which, by our measure, have been to their advantace. They may feel 
they can ¢o it again, and that the political downsices of not doing 

it -- Of stonewalling arms control -- are greater than the opportunity 
costs of what they might gain through arms control. 








C The -- 
Q Bearing in miné this -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Hank first, then Bill. 


Q It is hard for me to believe that the Andropov 
uation, whatever it is, doesn't make a difference in the ability 
the Soviet Union to form coherent policies in response to initiative: 
m the United States or whatever. Are you confident that you are 
linc with a government that, in fact, can make responses to you that 
something for the lonc term? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you have to 
erate on that premise -- being ready to deal with the alternatives 
impasse. I think all of us could debate whether or not it's 
fective or not <= the manifestations of control by Andropov or 
re anc there -- and they seem persuasive tO me. Supporters seem to 
doins well here and there in regional nominations, which we may 
nsic¢er proforma, but you can kind of evaluate those as a beilwetu.er 
how much support: he has out in the provinces -- how well the 
chine's cperatinc. 
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His level of nominations exceed Breshnev's -- peak. 
No == I don't put a lot of importance on that. It is -= doesn’t have 
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<ne@ &@prearances right now of a traditionai activism and iron crasp 
Sy presence anc sheer intellectual or physical domination that the 
rrececesscrs has -- but the effect in day-to-day policy, in the sense 
cf ¢:scipline and control, is there. 

That's not a very good answer. It's the best one we 
have. Yes. We operate on the principle that he's in control. 

Q I understood -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse me, Bill, you're 
next <-- 


Q Bearing in mind that we're constrained from 
reporting from this meeting until Friday, a rather important discussior 
has gone on today in Stockholm. Could you at least, in general terms, 
characterize whether the momentum -- the tentative momentum -- that 
hac been started prior to the KAL incident appears now to be moving 
forward acain, or whether there has -- there's no apparent reason to 
be.ieve <hat it will move forward again on the basis of this 
¢iscussion in Stockholm between Shultz and Gromyko? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the short answer 
is that the reporting cable is not in yet. The only thing that we 
have written down is the Gromyko speech. Tough speech. Ané I 
coulén’t say that it provides evidence of instant accommodation, by 
any means. 


For the reasons that I mentioned earlier, and I won't 
¢> back over them, I think that it's probably -- looking at the 
way the Soviet system operates in the face of these past events as 
well as this speech -- unrealistic to expect that the real reaction 
is goinc to come in a day, or two, or a week. I think that the 
reality of the Soviet response -- that is, the actions and their 
encacement or disengagement or nonengagement, will be the real answer 
anc that will play out over the course of the next weeks. 





In short, it's too soon to tell. 


Q Aren't they undercutting their European position, 
sir, if they react the way you hope -- the way you say you hope they'1. 
react, which is positively. Aren't they undercutting the whole 
builéup of this anti-U.S. propaganda camp ign in Europe -- Western 
Europe? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it woulc 
s.utsctantially undercut it, yes, for them to -- 


Q That would be an extraordinary -- that woulc be a 
larse defeat -- for the European policy, would it not? 


Q Would undercut it for them to what? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think many within 
woulc view it that way. 

Q For them to accede to our request to 
come back to negotiations, since they want to intimicate Europe, is 
<2at the point? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
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2 It would undercut it for them to return to the 
talks, is that all you're sayin¢c? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Well, insofar as they want to also appear the 
party of peace, why wouldn't it advance their cause to be -- in 
other words, they're -- they have a double-track strategy, don’t they? 
I mean, they want to appear the party of peace, and they also want 
to intimidate -- and they play one and then they play the other. 


I don't understand why it would necessarily undercut them to show 
some signs of accommodaticn. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, wnat I said was, 
that I think that it would appear to those within that it was under- 
cutting their stratecy. Now, there will be those within -- I guess 
I coulén’t pretend that they are preva.iing right now -- who would 

say that they can have it both ways. That they can return to a -- 

call it a “detentist policy” if you will -- and make real cains, 

in terms of restraining U.S. programs without great loss, and inceed 
} preserving what they've had in the -- well, the imace of conciliator 

or peacemaker -- with our allies. We hope that's the case. 




















Q Do you think that there's any possibility that 
ney #2c.c view the Reagan speech as a sion of desceration on 
me Fres.cent's part either because the Alliance appears shaky 
= >ecacse we're entering a campaign seescn when his opponents 
=@ <8.55 the peace issue against him and, therefore, this would 
oTencw encsurage them to continue with the policy that they've 
een cn? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think so. 
Anc the reason I don't is because I believe that the Soviet -- the 
America watchers in the Soviet Union have begun to put together 
sore real:is= about Ronald Reagar., and deriving as much from their 
cbservaticn of his -- the way he makes decisions domestically 
anc in foreign terms, that is, his bent toward deliberation, persistence 
anc tenaciousness once he has taken a position and that this decision 
anc proposal is not something that is based upon expediency. It ’ 
is a matter of conviction with him,and his decisions in general have 
been cecisions of conviction that he hasn't altered. 


Q Is there something else necessary in the mixture? 
been said that there should be no American concessions just 
t the Russians back to the arms talks. And you've laid out 
at is the administration's logic as to how the Russians Sught to 
e this thing and what their interests ought to be. There are 
@ iot of people who believe the Russians will read it differently 
anc react differently and that will read it as a challenge rather 
than something that's in their interest. But, nevertheless, is there 
not neecec something that will sort of break the ice? In other words, 
not re.y ssiely on Soviet logic becoming parallel to ours? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would acknowledge 
anc concur in your assertion that we don't believe it would be 
sersib.ie, prudent, wise to come up with new .concessions to induce 
the Soviets back to the talks, that we do feel that way. The fact 
is that we have gained some knowledge of the Soviet model in START 
anc INF and other talks and the degree of tenacity with which they 
hola certain of their stated objectives. Their approach in SALT II 
iS well <nown. It's essentially replicated again in the five rounds 
of START. And they haven't really changed very much. 


But by this time we can see some commonality between 
Our interests -- well, not our interests -- in our approach and 
theirs through which our common objectives could be achieved. 
Ané that requires some discourse and -- In fact, Ed Rowny at the 
clcse of tne last session made pretty clear that having looked 
for five rounds at their framework, that we have real problems with 
it, that we have our own framework, but that the outcomes under 
Ours anc theirs aren't mutually exclusive and that there could be 
trade-offs in the areas between where we hold an advantage and where 
they hold an advantage. But, he said, “Let's get busy talking 
abcut .t.” Then, the Soviets walked away from the talks. And, 
yet, trey <now that. 





And, 80, the knowledge of that is Moscow's part 
of the calculus. And in short, in coming back, they're coming 
bac« t> a forum in which there is flexibility. The President's 
“ace tnat clear from going back years. 


Q Can you say why the President thought that 
she Soviet military were somewhat off the reservation? And, 
secorné.y, if that's true, how do you think that will affect their 
resscnse *o his speech? In other words, will there be a greater 
or lesser chance that they will make overtures then? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Presicent 
t corc.uded that. 
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Q I'm sorry. I'm thinking of the Time magazine 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: To ask the question 
toa retecsatle question tO ask in the wake of the FAL $:tuation. 











Thac's S:fterent from concluding that they are now operating autonomous :;. 
anc he coesn’t think that they are. But if you concede that they 

have @ creater infivence, I chink you have sc ec«newledce shat they 

@élsc have @ consicerable interest in puttins some restraints on U.S. 
Systers. They more than anyone. Ané so if they have creater influence, 
it may be :n a direction that has some pror:ise. 


The difference has cot tc be that this time around 
we don't come out wi A an outcome in which they have an advantace. 


Q Is there anything that they could do, though, 
that woulé stop us, say, from the space-based defense system? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You imply that that's 
a matter of deployment in the short term, and it isn't. And they 
know that. And they also operate from knowledge of their programs 
which are very far advanced, well beyond ours. And the President 
hasn't made clear his decisions, but I think there's an emerging 
misreading of whet his decisions, what his intention is. His 
motive for the program, and I guess that's really not your question, 
is to see whether we cannot find out what emerging technologies 
hold some promise. Now, that's going to tak. a long, long time. 


And a responsible R&D program is the sensible thing 
to do. And I'm confident that's what the President is going to do. 
But I don't think that the Soviets attach that degree of importance 
to it in the short term. It is for them, probably, a leading 
propaganda instrument or target. But it's unfounded. 


Q You're talking about deterrent modernization 
beinc in place at the end of the decade which is also long term -- 
six years from now. The space thing is another five or six 
years beyond that. They have a great respect for our research and 
Geveloprent. And we have put them on notice that if our research 
and deve opment is successful, as they've cot ample reason to suspect 
it will be because we've been so successful in the past, we are 
going to proceed with something that is a totally new arms race. 


Is there anything that they could do that would stop us from doing 
that? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You're kind of putting 
worés in Our mouth. Again, the President's motive was to see whether 
greater reliance on defensive systems woulcn't lead to greater 
Stability. Now, it isn’t out of the question that the Soviet Union 
may reach the same conclusion. Before any deployment decision were 
even possible -- and you're right, that wouldn't even be possible 
until late in the decade -- the suggestion that the President's 
becinning on this course reflects a commitrent to maintaining offensive 
deterrence as well as defensive systems is just not right. 





I mean, he's very conscious cf the several pitfalls 
of that kind of deployment decision as wel. as the implications for 
NATO and cefense of our allies and the appearance of first strike 
and very conscious of the Congressional realities as well. So, 
the possibilities, the inducements really, the incentives for arms 
control are, I think, very significant. 


I think the Russians, for the reasons you point out, 
would agree. I mean, they do understand our R&D and our technolocy. 
and I think the incentives it holds for better arms control are 
very solid. 





© Q Sir -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Owen. 


Q -- could I switch to the charge of non-compliance 
for a moment? Is it your theory that the Soviets have engaged in 
non-compliance because they think the risk of discovery is much less 


than the advantace to be gained, the strategic advantage to be gained 
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rea.ly react? And, third, how will the United States react to these 
Tether precise charces? How can we react aside from hearinc the 
Scviets <eny the allegations? Could you address chose <hree thinss 
very briefiy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't speak for 
the Soviezt Union. I think the motives for their conduct are 


MORE 














prosably a comrination of the first anc the seccnd expectation on 
<neir part. whatever risks there may be, they éon't equate to the 
sains that are there or potentially there, and shat even if we do 
cascover that the ability to make a cefensible case on their side and 
perhaps persuace enouch allies to carry the day, both play a part. 


The ways in which you can -- first of all, the purposes of 
coing what we have done are to make clear che record so that the public 
tne Congress, the Allies, and everyone else, and the Soviet Union know 
just what we know, understands the problem of cetting an agreement in 
which one can have some confidence that you are better off and is more 
alert to the risks. It is to as well learn and thereby do better and 
it is to find out where things in ervisting treaties appear not to be 
ticht enough, so that you can make then tichter. 


There are several things kind of generically that you can do 
in the wake of it. On the one hand, you can surely try for better 
verification, more effective verification, in the future where you 
have hac problems in the past. It probably also leads you toward 
thinking about simpler agreements. We have taken an approach in the 
past where we've gone to great details, annexes and appendixes and 
understandings and sc forth, to deal with very arcane, esoteric thincs 
which, in the enc, are subjects of very broad interpretation and, on 
the other hand, it may well be, and we are concluding this, I think ar< 
moving toward this conclusion after this effort, that you might be 
better off just to go for simpler kinds of agreements or aggregate 
levels and that kind of thing. 


Q Let me just follow that up, if I may. You said verifi- 
cativun, but isn’t the problem not so much verification as compliance, 
number one anc, number two, what do you do about that radar? Do we 
say Okay, you have built -- and we're coing to do the same thing, or 
go we say get rid of it within a certain specified time limit or 
prove to us you're not using it for that purpose or we'll consider 
the ABM a non-treaty? How do we handle that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, further to what I saic 
before, one area where you need to apply the lessons is in better 
verification -- I'li get to compliance in a minute. Another area is 
to see what the effect of whatever they cained is on the balance. if 
these activities give the military an advantage you can cope with it 
by military programs. Are we in a position now where things that 
have alreacy happened require new programs? And, finally, you take 
action in your arms control policy, that is, you apply these lessons 
anc either take a different approach, perhaps to simpler agreements, 
but in arms control you can also, in the context of compliance with 
existing agreements, take the matter up in the forum established in 
Geneva and SEC as well as in your diplomacy, whether by the Secretary 
or the President, or the other channels that we have. 


But each of these areas have been examined and conclusions 
reached for the kinds of things you oucht to do, verification-wise, 
malitarily, and in your arms control policy. And there's also an 
asenda “hat the President has directed be studied for the longer term 
in each of these areas. Looking at technologies coming along in the 
nineties, what do we need to do now to assure adequate verification 
and military programs to preserve the balance and what need we do now 
to assure that we can preserve the arms control process? 


Q What are some of those conclusions? Can you say? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: NO. 
Q Can I ask you how far -- co ahead, finish -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I ¢idsr.'t mean to be flip. 
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There are specific things that you can do to improve your ability to 
verity anc they involve technical improvements that have been margina) 
an the past but new seem justified. I wouldn't lead you toward 
assuuminc they're grandiose requirements Or procrams, vdecause they're 
not, Scot they represent some gain. 


In terms of major new missile programs or other offensive 
Sys<ems that are justified by the compliance record, there's not a 
persuasive case to justify major new programs and I wouldn't look for 
any. Sut there are, and the record in each of these areas and probabl, 
thers to follow is very persuasive that we've got a tough agenda in 
the SEC and we ought to pursue it with some considerable vigor in the 
weeks and months ahead when they reconvene. Excuse ne. 


Q I just wanted to ask how far are they with this radar and 
various other things they've done from reaching some point that we 
woule conclude that they had seriousiy violated the ABM treaty? What 
woule they have to do short of actually having such a system in place 
before the United States government would say, okay, that's enough, 
we get out of it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The violation problem on the 
ABM treaty, as it involves the radar, is a matter of improved coverage 
that they have for the detection of incoming ballistic missiles but, 
as well, a battle-management capability, and it's the latter element 
which is most worrisome to me, at any rate. 


Now, having a radar which could help you in battle management, 
to the extent that it reflects a turn of mind and better readiness for 
management, is worrisome but it is not ipso facto the pottom line in 
threat terms. What is worrisome in a threat sense is the possibility 
that their ant}®ballistic missile systems, their surface-to-air missiles 
if they were developed to a point where they could rapidly deploy many 
anc defeat any possible U.S. response, that would be terribly worri- 
some. We are not at that condition today and, by most estimates, while 
we don't know exactly what the pace is, it's probably three to five 
years away. 


*) Where is it in this country? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Further. 

Q How far? | 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there is no -- 

Q If youwent full speed ahead, what would it take? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, to give you a precise 
ar.swer on that really would imply a decision to procee* on that 


course, which we have not taken. 


Q No, I don't mean that -- just a general <-- what would 
the years be? Are you talking six to ten years? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, engineers would prob- 


ably give you something on that scale. I believe that -- well, I 
wOulcéa't count anymore on it. 
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Q Are you talking about upcradine as it develops? 
What are you talking about when you say, “use the radar for battle 
management”? What kind of system? A surface-to-air missiles that 
are already in place -- the 12s? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not already, but with 
systems and development which, if proliferated, would give them -- 
and with wnich could be, theoretically, easily proliferated, give 


them a very effective ABM system well beyond the limits of the ABM 
treaty. 


Q Nationwide? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Or at least to cover 


enough of their military forces so it would be a very substantial 
threat. 


Q T'm not sure what you mean by -- what is it that's 
three to five years away? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, when their own 
R and D efforts mature to a point that they could have confidence in 
their performance and thus, go to deployment. But they are not at 
that point. And I don't think, given our estimate of their pace, 
probably couldn't be for another three to five years. 


Q You've twice referred to similar agreements. You're 
not tell.ag us anything, are you? I mean, Rowny originally described 
his proposal as a simple proposal. It became more and more complex 
as time went by. Are you thinking of going back to a simple agcrecates 
proposal -- the Vladivostok model, or something? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, it hasn't translated 
to that point yet, Charlie. This is a conclusion based upon an exan- 
ination of compliance and verification. And as a kind of an academic 
exercise, it leads you to an academic conclusion. Now, you're going 
te *rensla*te that conclusion to your policy. We haven't done that but 
i don’t know -- I'm really reflecting kind of personal judgments that 
this is what it tells me. 


Q You mentioned the Middle East in your initial remarks 
Are you willing to discuss that at all? I'm just wondering where you 
would co from here. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The history of the past 
months in the Middle East is both frustratin¢e and promising. I don't 
mean to be cute. Specifically, there hasn't been a security plan 
implemented and there hasn't been a Geneva II, and so it's frustrating. 


The discourse between the factions in Lebanon has 
matured. And that's important to talk about it. That's a flaky term 
when you're talking about Lebanese politics, but there has developed 
in some, not all, of the exchanges between the government and each of 
the NSF members a better understanding of what each wants and a more 
sober absorption by the government, I think, of the imperative of accor 
sodation. Now, that’s important. 


The security plan right now is in a stage where the 
two sides are chipping at the margins to try to get more from it -- 
the Druze, specifically -- than its basic terms contain. A testing of 
wills there. And it's frustrating, but I don't think that it's out 
of the question. In fact, I think there's still the real prospect 
that it will be implemented. 


With regard to the possibilities for some movement of 


the foreign forces, I think that Israel, which has said always that 
their central concern is for security on the northern border, is gainir 
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conticgence that the Lebanese, which hes expanded, three additional 
ricaces this month, another one by April, to have greater confidence 
that that army can take care of the problem. Perhaps, their concerns 

nave been influenced by the fact that more PLO have departed, too. 


And so, when you look at the whole picture with the PLO 
seavin¢g -- or having left -- the government having absorbed and in its 
Statements to the opposition that it does want compromise, and begin- 
ning to talk privately, but specifically, about what do we mean by 
reconciliation? What does it mean in terms of Cabinet portfolios? 

What does it mean in terms of decentralized control over civil functior 
in the Shuf and other areas? What does it mean in terms of what 

the Shiite and the Druze get from the economic pie and programs in 

the future, reconstruction? 


Those are incentives. Syria has, as it has had, the 


incentive of getting Israel out. The opposiag Lebanese faction leaders 
have as incentives getting the country back. 


I think that the President looks *o Don's report when 
he gets back -- and I expect he'll be back this weekend -- as an in- 
portant threshold for us to see what we need to do to put it over 


the top, to get some significant movement. Ar“ with some monentum, 
achieve a stable outcome. 


Q You rule out, sir, any official change in this gov- 
ernment’s position, of any kind, in the May 17th agreement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our position on that, 
really, has been stated, and I'm not going to change it today. 


Q You do rule out any official change? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am reaffirming our 
policy. 


Q A couple of months ago in this room, I believe I 
heard a suggestion that the Marines might move south out of the air- 
port and expand into regions along the coast and perhaps encage in 
Civic action projects. Is that still a possibility? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think an im- 
portant new element since last we talked is that quite a lot has been 
done, first, analytically, to look at those alternative Jispositions, 
ané secondly, to invest in reducing the vulnerability at the airport. 


And I don't know if you've been over there, but it is 
impressive. They have done quite a lot. And by the accounts of mil- 
itary as well as congressmen and others, it is, orders of magnitude 
safer from the kinds of threats that occurred in October. Not to say 
that they are not still vulnerable to small unit actions and indivi- 
éual losses, and that is, unfortunately, still the case. 


Q Back on the U.S.-Soviet relationship. I wonder if 
you could tell us whether you think, looking back, there was any 
possibility that the KAL shootdown was, in fact, an accident in one 
term or another? That is, that the highest levels did not know that 
they were shooting down an airliner. And that question leads to the 
question of whether we over-reacted rhetorically, and to the further 
question of whether rhetoric has a negative impact on the U.S.-Soviet 
relationship? 


G 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On the first point, 7f 
think that it would be wrong to describe a term of “accidental” in 
any sense to the KAL shootdown. We say that because we don't believe 
well, we 60 believe that those levels of command ar4 decision who dic 
have a role to play and who were involved were levels that at ieast 
we expect and believe must reflect a maturity and judgment that would 
foreclose this kind of thing. And that gobbledygoor means that the -~- 
if, indeed, this were a decision by military regional commanders of 
she Far East military district, that we 
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expect and Delieve that that level of command, first, cucht not have 
that autonomy enc. secondly, should possess a level of maturity and 


political jucgment that would have foreclosed this kind of thing. 
So, no, we don't think it was accidental. 


Q Do you think that they knew they were shooting down a 
747? Whoever made the decision to shoot knew he was firing at a 747? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q What about the rhetoric busisess now? I mean, our 
rhetoric in that case, and the President's rhetoric in many speeches 
has been quite harsh and direct and quite in contrast to the rhetoric 
in this speech, and I just wondered whether -- do you think that rhetoric 
means anything in the relationship, or has any effect? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I do. I think it is 
important. I say that probably in different terms than most people 
would. Specifically I think that to the Soviet leaders, who ultimately 
are the ones whose decisions we're seeking to influence, to be passive 
and to ignore realities of behavior and of common practice that are 
abhorrent is to send a signal to them. They take the measure of the 
person and even though the person, the President, will encounter some 
considerable criticism because it is not in the nature of Western 
people generally to be bellicose or shrill, that it can have an effect. 


Now I would have to admit, and I would agree, yes, with your 
point, and that is that probably more important, surely more important, 
in shaping their decisions is the correlation of forces, to use their 
term. But it isn't,i”’ aey ignore and if one kind of concedes to thes 
the field of rhetoric, it is to tell them something about yourself. 
Now once you establish your position and the lines are drawn and they 
know whether you can sustain your policy and whether you can get a 
stable balance preserved in a programmatic sense, and after they have 
heard your view of their licies, it is probably constructive and 
useful to deal seriously both ways and to eliminate the level of 
sharpness and so forth, so that in itself, as you are improving the 
relationship, doesn't become an aversion. 


Q Historically, where would you point in the history of 
Soviet-American relationships to any kind of correlation of forces 
Similar to those which now exist and which you describe which have 
led fairly quickly -- by quickly I mean even 6, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12 
months <= to the kinds of agreements and a working relationship that 
you're talking about? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't think there is 
a good analogy. The President pointedly used the Kennedy quote, 
expecting that it would be acknowledged in its historical setting; 
that is, Cuban missile crisis, the Kennedy speech, and then some renewed 
accommodation, the test-ban treaty. However, we have to acknowledge 
that at that point the correlation of forces was substantially in our 
favor -- 


Q And a test of strength and a test of will and a showdown. 
That's the reason I asked the question. Its the only potential historic# 
parallel and I'm just wondering whether or not the lesson has got to 
carry itself one step further in order for the point to be made. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don’t think it does, because 
the President didn't imply that he was looking for a test of wills at al). 
Indeed he is not. He was simply saying that from his perspective his 
commitment to try to solve problems now was as sincere as it was on 
earlier occasions, but we don't ignore that that is only part of the 
problen. 
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Q Let me go pack to the first question. It also is 
recarded by many specialists as the period that triggered the Soviet 
decisions to make the enormous military build-up that the Soviets 
embarked on from 1963 onward, even though there was a partial test- 
San treaty. Are we faced with the same kind of dynamic acain? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The causal relationship was 
not the Kennedy speech; it was the crisis. That goes to the earlier 
point made and that may well happen, that dating from ‘81 the moderniza- 
tion program may only lead to another expansion of their investment. 
We'll see. 





Q One last question for -- 


Q Who are these American watchers in the Soviet Union of 
whom you say that they are starting to get more realistic about Ronald 
Reagan and to understand his bent towards deliberation and his 
tenaciousness? Who are these people? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALS: Well, I say that rhetorically 
and it's surely arguable. And that's the way I said it. It seems to 
me possible that they may reflect on how he has made other decisions 
and whether he has wavered after the fact. I guess my point really 
was just to say that Reagan -- that they may have concluded that Reagan 
makes decisions based upon things he really wants to do and not as a 
matter of expediency. . 


Q May I ask this procedural question? When a speech like 
this is made by the President, is there anybody in the government that 
you run it past to predict the likely Soviet response? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 

° Who? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Secretary of State. The 
speech, though, is looked at by the President's Cabinet officers, 

Bill Casey and Cap. I also shared it with some colleagues. But, of 
course. 


Q I'm thinking of a Marshall Shulman type who would say, 
based on their past responses to past speeches -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We did not run it by Marshall 
Shuiman. (Laughter.) 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 3:27 P.M. EST 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
JN-THE-RECORD BRIEFING 
ON 
LORTON PAPERS 
ROBERT E. LAMB, ASSISTANT SECRETARY 
FOR ADMINISTRATION 
TUESDAY, JANUARY 24, 1984, 3:00 P.M. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY LAMB: Thank you very much. 
I think you all have the Executive Summary for the 
inspection report on this, and so I would be happy to take 
questions. 

Q Could you put it in plain, simple English 
for us, sir, how these documents got out of the State 


Department and into a prison? It's not in plain, simple 





English here. 

As Yes, sir, I'll try. In mid July the 
Office of Intelligence and Research was involved ina 
microfilming project reducing their files. As a part of 
that project, they were able to release nine file cabinets. 
Seven of these went to the State Department warehouse in 
New England, and subsequently some of these seven were 
included in a shipment of sixteen file cabinets declared 
as excess property. It went to Lorton. 


In one of these file cabinets, one of the 





sixteen, there was two cubic feet of classified material. 

















That's one file drawer. This material was then discovered 
on October 25 by the Lorton officials. We were informed on 
that date and picked it up and brought it back to the 
Department. 

We subsequently learned on November 8 that we 
had not gotten all of the classified material; about 30 
‘pages -- I've forgotten whether it's 31 or 32 -- that was 
given to us at that time by a reporter from Metromedia News. 

Q Mr. Secretary, can you tell the American 
people at this time with certainty that, Number l, the 
national security of the United States has not in anyway 
been put in jeopardy by this release of classified 
information to a prison; and that (2) you have a full 
accounting of all the top secret documents? 

fh We have conducted a very thorough investi- 
gation of the documents. The FBI and the Lorton officials 
have searched the Lorton facility. We had no indication 
that we have not gotten all of those documents back. 

We are conducting a damage assessment with other 
elements of the intelligence community on whether there was 


any damage to our national security or not. 


Obviously, the release of classified information 














to a prison is not something that we're very happy about, but 
we have no indication now that there was any damage to our 
national security as a result of this. 

Q Mr. Secretary, to follow, are you telling 
us right now that you really don't know if you have all 
the documents back in custody? 

A I would rather put that in a different way 
because there's no indication that we have not. We've 
inventoried all of these documents in INR, and there's no 
indication whatsoever that we did not get all of those 
documents back. 

Q But one of the prisoners had access to 
a Xerox machine; right? 

fs Yes, sir. There's Xerox machines and 


there were prisoners that have access to it. 


Q So you don't know if they were duplicated? 
mh No, sir, we do not. 
Q Let's mix in the memory typewriters, 


Mr. Secretary, and see what could have been produced from 
their memory banks, whether partial or whole pieces of data. 
What did you find? 


A Let me just give you a little bit of 


background on that. We sent a shipment -- again, a part 





of this excess property disposal program, that we sent a 





number of memory typewriters to Lorton. We found that 
in these typewriters there was an auxiliary memory that 
had not been adequately cleared and under laboratory 
conditions I understand the FBI was able to identify 
classified data on a couple, possibly three of these 
machines. | 

Q How many machines were there? 

A There were five machines all together. 

Q Do you know if they had been tapped or 
whether the material had been extracted? Did it show up 


in the documents you retrieved? 





A It doesn't appear that they were. Let me 
tell you something that I think is important here. The 
State Department is responsible for the investigation in 
this building. The FBI assumes jurisdiction for the 

investigation at Lorton of those kinds of issues. We've 

worked very closely with the FBI on this but we do not have 
the FBI's final report. 

Q You have two very serious breaches of 
internal security here. First, how many individuals are 


involved; what are’ the range of disciplinary actions, and 


what is your general thought and characterization of how 








ul 


this could nappen in two G@ifferent instances; have there 





been more? 

A I have a little bit of trouble in saying 
how many -- answering your specific question about how many 
people were involved. But let me say that there is a range 
of disciplinary action. This runs everywhere from the 
reprimand to an individual employee to dismissal with 
combinations of things in between. 

Subsequent to this report, the Office of the 
Inspector General sent information to our Director General, 
and that's the office that is in charge of Personnel and 


it's in charge of disciplinary action, with information that is 





pertinent to the disciplining of some employees. 
Q How many, perhaps; how many individuals? 


I know you can't give names but how many people? 


A Three individuals. 
Q What was the recommendation? 
A I really can't speak. You can understand 


that this is now with the Director General, for the 
Director General's consideration, and I really can't 


speak to the question of recommendations or anything that 


might prejudice the rights of these particular employees. 

















Q You can't give us names, then? 

A I cannot give you names; no, sir. 

Q Can you tell us whether these people are 
still working at the same job? 

a Yes, sir, they are. 

Q They’re working at the same job? 

A. These people are working still here in 
the Department. But let me say that we have taken a number 
of steps in INR to tighten procedures so that something 
like this doesn't happen again. 

Q Can you explain what those recommendations 
are to tighten the procedures so that it won't happen again? 

A Let me tell you sort of the areas generally. 
If that's not specific enough, I'll come back at it again 
for you. 

There were several areas where we have addressed 
it. It goes beyond these three or other employees. These 
are the things that we've tried to do Department-wide. 

We have tightened our system of unit security 
officers. We have tightened our procedures for the 
disposal of property and the accountability of property, 
and we've introduced a better training program fo~ the unit 


security officers. 





Q Can you give us the ranks of the three 





individuals and whether they're Foreign Service or General 
Schedule? 

No, sir. I cannct. 

Why can't you? 

I don't know.-- 

You just don't know what their -- 


I don't know that information. 
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But we have been given a summary, a so-called 
"executive summary” of this report.. Are we going to be given 
the report? 

A Let me be quite honest with you on this. 


That causes us some difficulty. We've tried to do a very 





thorough report, we've tried to do a complete report, and 

I certainly don't want it to appear that we're hiding anything 
in this. But we are -- there are -- in the report we deal 
with the question of possible cupability of individual 
employees, we deal with the types of material that were -- 
that was involved, and these are things that we obviously 
have an obligation to protect. And there's also this question 
of the FBI investigation under way, and one of the things 
that they're looking at is whether this is criminal prosecu- 
tion, and I think that we have to be very careful that we 
don't do anything that would undermine their efforts. 


Q Excuse me. Are you saying that the executive 





summary, then, is not complete in some way, that it would 
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have to be classified if you gave us a total summary? 

A I don't know what a “total summary” is. 
This is a summary of the -- 

Q Well, a summary that would cover these 
sensitive areas.you're talking about. 

A This is intended to be, and as far as I know 
it is, a summary -- this is a summary of the entire report. 
We have not tried to hide any of the facts in it. 

Q Could you tell us, please -- that you said 
earlier -- I think you said earlier that there was now 
under way a damage assessment with the intelligence community? 
Is that right? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q What does that mean exactly? Which communities, 
and what do you mean by a “damage assessment"? Do you mean 
sources and other countries might have been affected 
negatively? 

A That's one of the things that this particular 
assessment looks at. Now, there's certainly no indication 
that that's happened. The damage assessment is done whenever 
there is a possible compromise of any -- a compromise or any 
possible compromise of a:classified document. This is con- 
ducted by the agencies that have an interest in the document, 


or the information contained in the document, and it's an 


effort to go through the document and find out what damage 
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might have happened through the incident, where it might have -- 





this information might have gone, and, if the information got 
to those places, what damage does this do to our national 
interest. Is that clear? 

Q Well, let me just follow that, then. If the 
information that you're looking into contained foreign sources, 
names, information passed on by foreign sources, do you know 
at this point whether Seucigh sources of information have 
dried up as a result of this kind of hemorrhaging? 

A This would be the kind of thing that the 
damage assessment would look at. But let me say as far as 
I know right now, there's no indication that that happened. 


Q It's quite possible there's no harm at all? 





Q Could I ask you, quite apart from the Adminis- 





trative information which you've given here about how the 
material was transferred to Lorton and so on, could you go 
into a little bit of an explanation of why the Department 
did not take any action until October 25th? Why it did not 
act on additional information or make an additional search 

- On that other information until September 8th when a reporter 
ended up with this stuff? And why it wasn't until Secretary 
Shultz was enroute to Asia and had to be sort of stopped, 
called aside, and given the information in Alaska after a 


week and a half or perhaps more had gone by when this security 


breach was known by the Department? How did that happen? 
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A ‘We learned about this on October 25. On October 
25 we thought that we had gotten all of the information back 
from Lorton. We had at that point instituted a damage 
assessment and an investigation. It was not, however, until 
November 8 that we had any information that all of the documents 
were not back. It was on November 8 that we then knew of the 
magnitude of the problem, and it was at that time that we 
informed the Secretary. | 

Now, it's a little dramatic to say he was stopped 
and pulled aside. It was true that he was notified at 
Elmendorf Air Force Base on his way to Asia. 

Q But most of the material, the vast bulk of 
the classified material, highly classified material, was 
known to the Department on October 25. Wasn't the Secretary 
of State told that some of his most sensitive papers had been. 
zn a prison in Northern Virginia? 

Why wasn't he told before it got into the hands 
of a reporter and was published? 

A At that time the people responsible wanted to 
get the information about the incident, and it really did not 
seem to be -- at that point it looked like all of the informa- 
tion had come back, and it looked like it was something that 
we could deal with within the security and intelligence 


communities in terms of finding out what had happened and 


making sure that it didn't happen again. 
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Q Wouldn't it be a more realistic conclusion to 
simply draw the conclusion that at lower levels of the 
bureaucracy everybody was embarrassed that this could 
happen, and they were hoping to keep Shultz from finding out 
about it? 

A Oh, absolutely not. That's not true at all. 
I think we were all embarrassed about it. I think the 
entire Department was embarrassed about it. But that was 
not the reason that the Secretary was not informed. 

Q Could I ask about those 31 or 32 documents? 
What precisely were they? 

A Okay. Just to clarify that, that was 31 of 
32 pages. That was one copy of the Secretary's morning 
summary for March 23. 

Q And that's all? 

A That's all. 

Q You mentior 1t the report looks into the 
question of criminal prosecution. Criminal prosecution 
against whom, and is that still a possibility? 

A Yes. It's a possibility. This is what 
the -- and I must say, I can't really speak for that, 
because this is something -- a determination has to be made 
by the Justice Department based on the FBI investigation. 


That would be -- it’would be prosecution under 18 U.S. Code 


793. 
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Q Is that against those three individuals 
that you mentioned before? 

A I really can't speak to that, because this is 
part of the FBI investigation which I really do not know. I 
just can't say. 

Q Mr. Secretary, presumably some of these 
Classified documents were read by convicted felons in Lorton. 
Is there any process by which they can be prevented from 
passing on whatever they picked up? 

a There is no indication right now that there 
was widely -- that these documents were widely read by anyone 
at Lorton or anywhere else outside of the Department. But 
we -- again, this question of what damage was done, who could 
have read it, and to whom they could have passed the informa- 
tion is subject to the damage assessment. 

Q Mr. Secretary, how can you be confident at all 
that you have a handle on how many documents really were 
there, since we were told at the outset that quite a number 
of these documents were handwritten pieces of paper which were 
on their way to being Microfiched when they were taken out 
of the building? How do you know? 

A It's not my understanding that a significant 
part of these classified documents were handwritten documents. 


That's something that's entirely new to me. These were 


documents that were kept in a chronological sequence. It 
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was a fixed block of documents such that it was fairly easy 





for us to inventory in relative terms, and it's fairly easy 
for us to determine the completeness of the 
documents. 

Q Mr. Secretary, it says here that no further 
search for documents was routinely accomplished once the 
property left the office disposing of it. 

Why did the search: end at that time? Was it 
assumed that they were lost in this disposal of excess 
property? Why did tne person know to stop searching at 
that point? 

A Oh, I think that -- I would have to go back 
and read that, but I think what they're saying there, that 


within the warehouse itself there was no search of the 





equipment -- of the files that were being sent out, and 
I think they're pointing to that as a lapse in our own 


procedures. 


(Continued on next page) 
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Q My recollection was that during the full 


search of Lorton -- after -- another, much older document 





turned up. 

A That's correct. 

Q That's not listed here, though. That's not 
mentioned here in your summary. 

A It happened, and certainly, there was no 
intent on our part to hide that. I don't recall whether it's 
mentioned there, but this did happen. This is somthing that 
we're working with the FBI on, to determine how it happened, 
and again, this is something that would be a subject of the 
damage assessment. But there was one document that was found 


at Lorton that appeared to have gone to Lorton prior to this 





shipment. 

Q And my recollection was that it was a Berlin 
paper of 1961 or something like that. 

A I don't, frankly, know that. I'd be afraid 
to go on the record with the subject of that because I'm just not 
sure. I have not seen the document; but it is my understanding 
that it dates from 1959. 

Q Did evidence come forward to suggest that this 


was an isolated incident -- the two incidents, the earlier 


paper and this set of papers? 
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A This shipment to Lorton was a unique incident. 
I think that we've gotten ak of this, though, a very -- 
I think we've gotten some rather positive lessons that we've 
learned out of it. I think we've found an instance here of 
a laxity in our procedures and some places where some of our 
employees were not doing all of the things they could to 
check this document on the security side. We have not found 
any indication of widespread laxity, however. 

Q Do I understand that there were three cases, 
a typewriter case, the 1959 document, and the shipment of the 


drawer full of papers? 


h That's correct. 
Q Can you be sure there were no more? 
A We found internally that there was also a 


shipment from INR that was transferred from one office of INR 
to another, again, as part of this microfilming project. 
There was no compromise of the classified material because 
it went from one office to another where the people were 
cleared to handle it. 

Q How did you find out about the typewriters? 
That's not\clear in any of this. 

A My understanding is that when these arrived 
at Lorton, were set up at Lorton, and*started to operate, 


that information was called up out of the auxiliary memories. 


I don't know whether it was classified information that was 
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called up there or not. Again, this is something that will 


come out, we hope, in the FBI report. But it was when we 





found out that there was some information there -- this was 
within days of the discovery of the other material-- we were 
so sensitive to this that we just pulled all the typewriters 
back and sent them through a laboratory check. 

Q Mr. Secretary, you were talking about three 
individuals, and you were talking about disciplinary action 
and procedural changes, and so on. But there is a head of 
Security, there is a head of Management, there is a head of 
Administration in this building. If the procedures were not 
right to begin with, are any of those higher-up officials 


going to suffer disciplinary action or suffer in any way for 





this breach of security? Or is it going to be limited to 
three, perhaps fairly low-level employees who perhéps were 
involved in carting the cabinets to Lorton -- 

Q -- whose rank you can't give us today? 

A I'll tell you I'm suffering now, if that's 
any compensation. (Laughter) I think this is very interesting; 
it's a philosophical question here as to what extent. I think 
it is clear that we have to tighten up our procedures, 
and we've taken steps to do that. 


Q How about discipline, though? That's what the 


question was all about. Are any of the management responsible 
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for (1) procedures and (2) presumably policing what personnel 





are doing, are they going to be disciplined in any way? 

A Let me say that I'm not sure to what extent 
anybody is going to be disciplined in this process. 
Recommendations for discipline have to be considered. All 
of these employees have their rights and the opportunity 
to present their own defenses. ‘And at this point, the question 
of discipline is very much an open questio~ -- it has not been 
resolved. 

Q For the higher-level officials as well as the 
lower-level officials -- unresolved? 


A I think the whole question of discipline is 





an open question that's never -- 

Yes. 

Q Mr. Secretary, could you give us an example 
of how there could be damage to the U.S. national security 
as a result of these developments? 

A That really gets difficult. I couldn't 
speculate on the possible ways that that could have happened, 

Q Well, could you characterize the degree of 
sensitivity of these documents for us? 

A Yes, I think we would characterize these as 


sensitive documents. 





Q The highest sensitivity? 
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C-4 A I'm not sure what that means. These were 


sensitive documents. 





Q Sir, you were not fully responsive to Mr. 
Begleiter's question. You only mentioned three -- you used 
the specific number of three persons who were up for some 
kind of disciplinary proceedings -- maybe. These, we assume, 
are not senior persons in any way. Is that correct? At 
the level of top management? 

A Senior persons -- oh, level of top management. 
I don't know who these people are, but it's my understanding 
that they are not top management in that context, no. 

Q You would know if they were Ron Spire or 


if they were Robert Lamb or if they were Larry Eagleburger, 





or any of those who have administrative responsibilities 
in the Department, wouldn't you? 

A I would not. But I have not been informed 
that it is Robert Lamb. 

Q Mr. Secretary, the point is that if this 
were a business community and there had been a massive fowl-up, 
and industrial secrets had been disbursed, top management 
would be chopped. 

m O.K. I'm not sure. Let me quite honest with 


you on this. I‘m not sure to what extent you could lay the 


blame in this particular instance on top management. These 
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were cases where the procedures were there, the mechanisms 





were there, and these procedures were not followed by 
individual employees. Now, we would look to management if 
there were some bigger question of, maybe that these procedures 
were not there, that the security measures were not there. 
That is not what happened in this case. That's not what 
happened at all, 

Q How long ago was the last full review of the 
efficacy of these procedures by top management? 

A Oh, I think that's a continuing process. 

Q Well, then, management, in fact, then had 


its oar in, at least philosophically? 





A Absolutely. Management~in this case -- 
and let me say that if we came up with the fact that these 
security procedures were, in fact, inadequate, that this was 
the kind of thing that would be a recurring event, then I 
think that we would look different places. But the security 
procedures were right there. 
Q Mr. Secretary, are you saying, in a word, that 
this all happened because of carelessness by three, perhaps 
more, State Department employees, that it was just carelessness, 
sloppiness, not following procedures? Do you have any reason at all 


to believe anything else about anybody involved? 

















If you had to put it in a word, what would you say 
caused it -- carelessness, sloppiness? 

A Yes, I think we have to attribute this to 
sloppiness. There's no question. 

Q What did specifically happen? Was someone 
supposed to check every file drawer, and he didn't do it -- 


some one person was supposed to do that,and he didn't do it? 


What specifically happened to cause this? 
” There was a system of checks and double 


checks on files, on the disposition of classified material 


that did not occur. 


Q Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 


(The briefing concluded at 3:30 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
LAND REFORM IN EL SALVADOR 
WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 25, 1984, 3:30 P.M. 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: The Department has issued 
a@ report today. The Secretary of State signed the certification 
required by the Second Continuing Resolution for Fiscal Year 
1984 stating that the Government of El Salvador has not taken 
any action which would alter, suspend, or terminate the land 
reform program as prescribed for Phases I and III in 1980, in 
a manner that would be detrimental to the rights of the 
beneficiaries, or potential beneficiaries, and also that the 
Government of El Salvador continues to make documented progress 
in implementing the land reform program. 

This is a subject that has been of considerable public 
interest in the past, and we thought that we would offer this 
backgrounder for you this afternoon coincident with the issuance 
of the report and the Secretary's certification to the Congress. 

At the time that the Continuing Resolution was adopted 
late last year, the Government of El Salvador had not completed 


action on its Constitution, and there was considerable concern 


that something might be done in the process of writing the new 








Constitution that would impair the land reform program as it 





had been in effect, or reverse it, and that, I'm sure, is the 
motivation that caused Congress to call for this certification, 
as a measure or expression of its concern about the future of 
that program and its importance from the standpoint of U.S. 
policy. 

The facts have evolved in a manner that have enabled 
the Secretary to make the certification that the standards set 
by Congress have been met, and indeed, some additional things 
have happened that are noteworthy in the area warranting 4 more 
complete report on this subject. 


Basically, in the Salvadoran Constitution as finally 





adopted in December 1983, the existing Phases I and III are 
preserved with the right of land ownership, including by 
cooperatives, specifically recognized, and the prior expropriation 
and compensation schemcs set up in those land reform decrees 


reaffirmed. 


Beyond that, though, the new Constitution finally 
establishes a maximum ceiling on the land that any one individual 
can own, of 245 hectares, or a little over 600 acres. This 


brings an end to the uncertainty that had existed about the 


unimplemented Phase II of the program. The Phase I which had 





been implemented back in 1980, simply took away those amounts 





of prope ~~ held by any individual that exceeded 500 acres, 

the very largest estates, and made those available to coopera- 

tives. 426 properties were affected, and 317 cooperatives 

were formed, taking about 15 percent of the agrarian land 

and benefitting almost 190,000 pecple, including the families. 
That was pretty much implemented in 1980 as far as 

) the land transfer was concerned, and from there on it has been 

a matter of management, financing, planting, and crop yields 

by the cooperatives working with the government agency 

responsible for helping them make these endeavors work. 


Phase III, the “Land to the Tiller” program, which is 





the most sweeping measure, was not self-executing in the same 
way. It requires an application by an individual tenant or 
sharecropper to a claim to the land that he is renting or 
share-cropping as of May 1980, with a maximum claim of 7 
hectares, or a little over 17 acres permitted. The “Land to 

the Tiller" program, Phase III, was due to expire in 1981. It 
has been extended three times, most recently by the Legislative 
Assembly after the Constitution was adopted so that applications 
can continue to be filed under that program by tenants and 
share-croppers until June 30, 1984. To date, there have been 


about 60,000 claimants of a potential of somewhat under 120,000. 





53 percent of those eligible have, in fact, filed claims; and 


somewhere in excess of 364,000 beneficiaries of this "Land to 














Tiller" program, including sig Senditea. 

The standards, then, for finding that the government 
has not suspended or terminated the program are clearly met by 
the new Constitution, and in addition, Phase II which had been 
deferred for so long affecting the middle-size farms, is now 
in a position to move forward with the new limit on individual 
land ownership set by the Constitution. This ends an uncertainty 
for those owners of the middle-size farms who hadn't known whether 
they could invest because their land might be affected by the 
reform. It wasn't clear what the limit would be, so there 
tended «0 be a negative effect on the working of these middle-size 
farms which had histcrically been among the more productive in 
El Salvador. 

Under the new Constitution, those individuals who own 
more than 245 hectares will have three years to dispose of the 
excess by private sale, not to a family member or corporation 
in which they own an interest. At the end of that three-year- 
period, if it hasn‘t been disposed of, then it can be expropriated 
by the state, with compensation. This could add tens of 
thousands of additional acres to the available land now within 
the Land Reform Program, and the precise amount really hasn't 
been calculated. 

The second part of the Secretary's certification is 


that the Government of El Salvador continues to make documented 


V/ 
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progress on implementing the program. Here, I think the report 
demonstrates that indeed substantial progress has been made in 
the implementation. The total of the beneficiaries is over 
half a million people; that may be 25 percent of the “working poor,” 
rural poor, in El Salvador who have had an opportunity to acquire 
land under this program. It affects a little under 25 percent 
of the arable land in the country. 

While there is some unevenness -- some crops are not 
doing as well as some others -- and there has been a general 
decline in agricultural production across-the-board making it 


Gifficult to make some judgment here, it appears that the 





cooperatives and the individually-owned plots under Phase II! 
are holding their own on production, as compared to farmland 


property, that is not sifected by the reform. So while there 


is an overall decline when you look at what you might call the 
reformed versus the non-reformed sectors of the farmland, 
yield is not too different. 
There remain substantial problems. The principal one 
is the guerrilla violence which has caused the abandonment of 
a number of Phase I cooperative farms -- about 40 of them have 


been abandoned, particularly in the eastern part of the country 


where guerrilla activity is most intense. 





This also coincides with the lower rate of applications 


from tenant farmers and share-croppers in the more contested 








areas. I mentioned that somewhere over 50 percent of the 
eligible beneficiaries had filed applications. A great number 
of those who have not filed are those whose land they could 
Claim lies in areas where the guerrillas are most active. 

There has been, in the experience of the National 
plan in San Vicente Province, some encouraging progress there. 
The Government was able to restore a sufficient degree of 
security that about 2,000 families did resettle in San Vicente 
Province. Just last week, they initiated a program in Usulutan, 
which is the next province to the east, and the hope is that 


that program is effective in restoring security that you will 





Similarly see both the restoration of Phase I cooperatives 
that have beer abandoned and a substantial increase in applications 
by small farmers who had rented land there. 

The compensation for farmer-owners is also a continuing 
problem. The costs of this program are substantial. There are 
constraints on our use of foreign assistance to assist the 
Government of El Salvador in providing compensation to the farmer- 
owners; and some of the social tensions that this rather sweeping 
program has produced seem to relate to the relatively smaller 


landowner, a portion of whose land was taken by this program 


and there was no capacity to provide prompt compensation. 











The cooperatives have been troubled by management. 
Running a big farm is big business, and you need rather 
sophisticated management, knowledge of marketing, accounting, 
how to get the financing. The Government of El Salvador is 
working with the cooperatives. We do have AID programs seeking 
to help with the management expertise involved in running these 
organizations. 

Training is, obviously, a high priority there. The 
landowners, the beneficiaries ultimately are responsible for 
paying the government to pay the owners, and the debts that 


have been created and imposed on these cooperatives do pose 





a substantial burden for their efforts to make profitable 
ventures out of then. 

You have heard, I'm sure, of past evictions, of 
especially the small farmers on these individual plots. That 
is a problem that is not entirely solved, but at present it 
appears that government support, including the armed forces 
suport for the land reform is strong; that the armed forces are 
working with FINATA, the government agency charged with 
administering Phase III, in helping to restore evicted farmers 
and to enforce the law. So che number of evictions appears 


to be on the decline, and the program, in summary, in four years 


has been, on balance, I think, a major success story. 








One final thought, and then I'll open this for 





questions, is that this effort was undertaken in 1980 prior 

to the elections by the mixed civilian/military government 

that came in in 1979, without elaborate planning and study. 

The success that has been experienced has depended to a sub- 
stantial degree on the ability of Salvadoran institutions to 

grow and evolve and to deal with the tough political and 

economic questions and problems that have been presented through- 
out this four-year period. I think that the success of this 

Land Reform Program can give one some hope that the process of 
democratic institution-building, the ability of a legislative 


branch to come together, debate and decide tough issues, as 





they did in the Constitutional process, the ability of 
bureaucracies that can get the job done, to be formed, 

organized, staffed and funded offer some promise that democratic 
reform is a doable thing in El Salvador, and offers a real 
alternative to the Marxist-Leninist revolution preached by 

the armed opposition. That is comforting to one who is charged 
with helpins to carry out the U.S. Government policy of support 


for the evolution of democratic institutions in El Salvador. 


Let me stop there and take questions. 











Q On evictions, if a lot of them are not 





reported, as you say on Page 20 here, how do you know 
that they are diminishing? 

FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Statistics are hard -- 
let's put it this wavs Reliable statistics are hard to 
come by. A certain amount of the information we get is 
antidotal, and a certain amount is sampling. None of it 
ncessarily of the highest order of scientific precision. 

I guess we are hearing less in the way of 
On-going active evictions occurring, and we are seeing 
more in terms of cooperation by the government agency and 


by the armed forces working with that agency in restoring 





individuals who have been evicted. Together, that suggests 
that evictions are a diminishing problem, but I don't want 
to say that it is a problem that is solved. 

Q People like Lionel Gomez say that they're 
not diminishing, and that furthermore the right-wing 
death squads are having a devastating affect on this whole 
thing, which may not be statistically provable, and that 
they're now targeting the bookkeepers and the technocrats, 
the people who make this thing operate. 


BN I don't know what time your information 


comes from. But certainly the trends within El Salvador 
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seem clearly to be toward an increase in the number of 
people who are able to hold the land that they can claim 
title to under this program, and a decline -- and this . 
will be dealt with in Ambassador Motley's testimony 
tomorrow -- but a decline in civilian deaths. 

Different organizations, again, have their 
numbers and everybody has their own set of numbers. But 
the trends shown seem to be consistent that while there was 
a disturbing outbreak of political violence this fall -- 
September, October, November -~- it was encouraging to see 
that the Government of El Salvador reacted to that with 
horror, that people in positions of authority have spoken 
out publicly and condemned it in ways that two years ago, 
even a year ago, would have been very difficult and highly 
controversial. The revulsion is evident. They are taking 
measures to deal with right-wing violence, and we're 
certainly supporting those efforts. 

Obviously, the building of democratic 
institutions, the ability of the people to pursue their 
lives in peace, to work their land, depends on a measure 
of security, and that means a necessity for a decline in 


violence from the left and from the right. 





ll 





The trend, I believe, is toward a declining 
violence within the society. There is certainly a need 
for greater ability on the part of the government to 
control some of the areas now where the guerrillas are 
more active so «hat they can provide an expanded area of 
security in which people can pursue peaceful lives. 

Q How are the guerrillas making people 
abandon the farms in the east? Open attacks or some kind 
of pressure? 

A There's a history of hit-and-run of 


destructive raids. They have shot up crop-dusting 





airplanes. They've attacked the transportation system; 
they've burned a coffee processing plant just the other 

day. It's a combination, I think, of overt hit-and-run 
kinds of military attacks, and an atmosphere of apprehension 
in which people simply don't want to live. 

If you can't get your crop to the market because 
the bridge is destroyed or you can't apply pesticides 
because the crop-dusting plane was shot at and the pilot 


won't fly anymore, there's just an endless array of ways 


to make it unpleasant for people to want to stay there. 
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® Q Is this certification to continue into 
the fiscal year '84 budget as well? 
A No. This is responsive to a provision 
in the continuing resolution for fiscal year 1984, and it's 
a special provision for that one fiscal year. 

Q You spoke of compensation, sir. How much 
has actually been paid -o the owners of the confiscated 
properties, and is there any -- in view of the fact that 
the large co-ops are burdened by low productivity and so 
forth, is there any hope that there is going to be any 


compensation for these lands? 





Oy The government will have to pay the 
former-landowers, the co-ops will have to pay the government. 
I think that some restructuring of that debt is very likely 
to be necessary in order for the co-ops to make it. The 
debt burden on them caused by this land debt is very heavy. 

I think we have numbers in here as to amounts 
that have been paid out by the Government of El Salvador. 

Do you have that handy? 

SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: On Page 9. 

Q Were these payments made in government bonds? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: It's a mix. For the 
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Phase III, it's half cash and half bonds for smaller 
properties, and properties -- what is it? If it's under 

a 100 hectares, which is 200 and some odd acres, then it's 
50 percent bonds and 50 percent cash. The cash percentace 
goes down to 25 percent if your land is over 100 hectares. 

The Phase I is long-term bonds with 3 percent 
interest and cash, I think, for your farm equipment and 
stock but not for the land. This report says that as 
of November '83, compensation under Phase I totalled $120.1 
million including $9.1 in cash and $111 million in bonds; and 
an additional $14.9 million has been paid out so far in 
interest on these bonds. 

The Phase III compensation has paid to date, a 
total of bonds and cash, $9.68 million. That's money paid 
by the Government of El Salvador to the former owners. 

Q I understand the Bipartisan Commission on 
Central America discovered that the land reform program 
was “confiscatory." To my knowledge, it's not in the report 
but I've heard the commission report say that. 

A The report endorses land reform as one 


of the three principal pillars for dealing with the 


agricultural sector of the economies of Central America. 
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Land tenure is addressed in the report. 





Did you want to a4d to that? 

Q Doesn't that imply prompt compensation in other 
than government bonds? 

A Let me make a distinction here. As a 
government, we believe that there is an international law . 
standard; that when a government takes the property of an 
alien, that the alien's government, if you will, has a 
right under international law to prompt, adequate and 
effective compensation. 


If the Government of El Salvador was in a position 





to apply that international law standard domestically 

so that all of the people of El Salvador could get prompt, 
adequate and effective compensation in cash immediately, 
I'm sure they would do that, and it would make the program 
a lot easier. 

What we're dealing with, though, is a country 
that is very poor, and a country in which the historical 
pattern of land ownership was terribly askewed so that -- 
what was it? Was it about 40 percent of the land held by 
one percent of the population and 70 percent of the farmers 
being sharecroppers or landless peasants or owning 


very small parcels of land? 





ted, 
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The program was one intended to have both an 
economic and a political effect in giving the rural 
population of El Salvador a stake in their society and in 
their country. Under the circumstances there was no 
practical alternative to payment through bonds. They 
simply did not have the cash, and they had a social need 
that had to be addressed. If they waited until they had 
the cash, I don't think that they would have a land reform. 

Q Do you have a figure for comparison against 
the 40 percent, 1979; 40 percent was owned by less than 
one percent? Do you know what it is now? 

A No. We have all kinds of statistics. I 
haven't figured that one out. We do say that this has 
reached somewhere in the neighborhood of 25 percent of 
the rural poor and somewhere in the neighborhood of 25 percent 
of the rural land -- 23 percent of the rural land. Now, 
somwhere there's somebody with an ability at algebra who 
can take these knowns and the unknown that you've asked 
and formulate a way to find the answer to that, but I don't 
know it. 


Q The Phase I is 15 percent of the land, the 


large cooperatives, and those were owned by the largest 
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land owners in the country; and that's 15 percent that was 
redistributed to the cooperatives immediately. 

A Whatever that 1 percent owned before, it 
dropped from 40 to 25 right there. 

SECOND. SENIOR OFFICIAL: It's 300, really 
translated into about 30,000 new owners. So that would 
change that statistic considerably. 

FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Yes, but we don't have a 
formula for that. 

Q Can you explain one sentence? Again, on 
Page 20. “Because of the present restrictions in U.S. 


legislation, AID has to date been unable to assist in 





overcoming the problem of speeding up the compensation." 

MN Yes. There's a section in the Foreign 
Assistance Act of 1961 -- I believe it's Section 620(g) -- 
that says that Foreign Assistance funds cannot be used 
to compensate people for expropriations. 

So where you have a program that is a compensated 
expropriation, it is not the government taking this land 
away without compensation; it is the government taking the 


land away with compensation but it is a poor government 


that is a recipient of U.S. Foreign Assistance. And 
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one of the limitations on our Foreign Assistance is 

that we cannot provide Foreign Assistance for the purpose 
of assisting the Government of El Salvador to pay the 
compensation that it is obliged to pay under its land 
reform law. 

Q Do you have any idea why the eviction rate 
is so high in Regions III and IV and low in Region I? 

A This, again, is one sampling done by one 
Organization. This is the Salvadoran Office of Agrarian 
Reform Evaluation. This is what they found in their sample. 
I don't know what significance to attach to that. 

Q It doesn't give any clue as to what kind 
of people are doing the evicting. 

A I can't answer that. 

SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: Region IV, of course, 
is the most conflicted area, so that you have got less 
ability of the officials to respond to evictions. Evictions 
can take place out there without a lot of government 
response either from the Phase III organization implementing 
it or from the local law enforcement or from the military. 


It seems to be correlated with the degree of 


conflict and degree of control exercised by the government. 
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Also, I'm sure that the samplers had a more 
difficult time getting in there and you're data probably 
is a little more shaky for that area than for the others. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 4:15 p.m.) 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Good afternoon. I 
think you have the fact sheet and in sum, it expresses the fourth 
int of ecphasis in the State of the Union tonight, which is the 


President's commitment to the achievement of a lasting and meaning- 
ful peace. 


The President reaffirms the six fundamental objectives 
of his administration which have been articulated in the past three 
years and are unchanged. He attaches the priority and his first 
objective to the establishment of a more stable basis for peaceful 
relationship with the Soviet Union and goes on to cover the other 
elements of importance. Renewed relations with allies, building on 
Williamsburg and his trip to Asia, the visit of the Chinese Premier, 
seekinec to get results in deproductions particularly of nuclear 
weapons, of maintaining United States’ leadership in peacemaking 
efforts from the Middle East to Southern Africa to Central America, 
and renewed emphasis and resources being applied to relations with 
developing countries, particularly those in this hemisphere. And, 
finally, to the importance of strengthening our effort to build 
democratic institutions. And this is an expansion and emphasis on 
the Democracy Preject which is oriented toward building the fundamen- 
tals of democracy; labor unions, business groups, legislator training, 


judiciaries, things like that, through educational programs and 
exchanges. 


The President will state that for this to be achieved, 
we must have bipartisanship. He commends the record of the past year 
expressed in the Scowcroft Commission and its treatment by the Congress. 
He welcomes the National Bipartisan Commission on Central America 


Report and calls upon the Congress for its bipartisan cooperation 
in its prompt enactment. 


He states further that in the past year the multinational 
force, by its presence, and support of the government of Lebanon's 
efforts has made possible significant progress in moving toward free, 
inéependent, sovereign Lebanon. 


He states his confidence that there is the prospect of 
more progress and he calls for continued Congressional support, which 


was expressed last year in its resolution regarding the multinational 
force. 


He talks about NATO, the progress made last year, and his 
expectaticn that building on Williamsburg and the work program that 
preceded it, we can make further progress in the year ahead. And he 
closes with a message to the Soviet people in which he deals again, 
as he 414 in the East-West speech, with what motivates basic Suman 
beines, Arerican and Soviet. 


He acknowledges we have never fought each other. He 


states again his strong belief that a nuclear war must never be fought 
ané cannot be won. 
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Anc he adcs a quote from President Eisenhower who stated that the 
essential struggle “is not merely man against man or nation against 
mation. It is man against war.” And he closes with a statement that 
he believes that through our tenacity and investment of the past 
three years that the United States has reversed the decline of the 
"70s, has made the world a safer place. That while it is not safe 
enough, it can be made more so by a reasoned dialocue with the 
Soviet Union, and he commits himself to that. 


I'll be glad to take your questions. 


9 How close are we to a dialogue in view of the 
Andropov statement today? Is there any -- have we made any moves 


now in their direction privately toward a summit or anything like 
that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIA!.: The President commented 
upon the Andropov statement earlier today in coming to a meeting in 
the Roosevelt Room and I think there may be a transcript of that. In 
a nutshell, he said that it appeared that Mr. Andropov acknowledged 


the value and possibility of dialogue in the solution of problens 
and he welcomed that <-- he, the President. 


We Gon’t talk about diplomatic exchanges, but I would 
not lead you toward thinking there's been a new proposal from their 
side. There has not been. 


Q Well, what has there been? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think there's 
too little -- 
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The Presicent interprets as he did, that is, that he welcomes the 
ecknowlecsement that we must solve problems and the willingness on 

their par: to Go so. The President feels, and I'll try to be brief 
here, that we are at an historic moment. He believes strongly that at 
the close of the ‘70s it is likely the Soviet Union had concluded that 
She Unites States was in decline. We seemed unable to solve problems, 
our economy was in distress, the American people seemed unwilling to 
anvest in their own security, and these were expressions consistent with 
Soviet Goctrine that we had intrinsic flaws in our political system and 
sn our free-enterprise approach. 


But then in the past three years there have been sub- 
stantial changes of an historic nature that call into question basic 
Soctrinal elements of Soviet philosophy; that is, we are not declining, 
we have sucdenly seemed able to solve problems at home and with respect 
to the restoration of the deterrent foundation of our national security 
policy. The American people seem once more wi.ling to invest a certain 
amount in their security. Abroad,the disarray in the alliance that 
appeared in the late ‘70s has been retrieved, and while we still do have 
problems an¢ no one is suggesting that the Soviet strategy has failed, 
shey must see these fundamental trends as justifying some introspection 
and review of the bidding. We expect that is happening. 


We have no basis for judging how may conclude. They 
may decice that, given this apparently renewed will on the part of the 
United States and given the out-year implications of these moderniza- 
tion efforts, if they reach fruition, that it is in their interest to 
cet serious about arms reduction. They may, alternatively, decide tc 
continue on with major investment in their own defense industry, with all 
that implies for other accounts. But, in short, this is a period in 
which they've looked upon the three-year -- first three years of this 
sdministration as having changed some fundamentals in their perception 
of the United States. They will reach conclusions, we welcome then, 
we hope that it will involve willingness to have a greater discourse 
across the board on the agenda of issues that separate us. 


Q At the moment, following up from the other speech 
on U.S.-Soviet relations, and in this one, there is no hint of any new 
croposals with the joviet Union, are there? I mean, there's nothing 
new in here that we're proposing to the Soviets. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The short answer is no. 
et me comment on that just in 10 seconds. The suggestion here and 
there that -- well, Gromyko, and today in the Andropov statement, seeks 
so place the responsibility, if we are serious, on the United States 
for making new proposals. Two points: first, as a general proposition, 
if it becomes accepted by Americans or Europeans, or anybody else, that 
when the Soviets don't like our policy or our position, they can walk 
out and it is somehow on our responsibility to make a new proposal -- 
that is ‘ust an invalid negotiating framework. 


But, more to the point, and secondly, we have 4a new pro- 
cosal tendered at INF less than a week before the Soviet Unicon walked 
cut. It deserves a serious answer. So we have a new proposal there. 
We frankly don't think they got the point in START last time, where the 
Snited States made clear that we acknowledge we have some advantages, 
they have some advantages, let's get serious about a trade off between 
these areas and that has enormous potential for discourse between us. 
Some on, let's vet at it. 


Q Approximately when did you and President Reagan and 
senior members of the administration decide that this period of decline 
sad been reversed? Was it a gradual process or did it suddenly -~ did 
ou decide that in the last couple months that it happened because of 
the work that had gone up to three years? Up to then for three years? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There wasn't 4 precise 
‘ev. tt hes been the President's view that -- 
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Q It seems to some of us it's a rather dramatic shift 
of tone by the United States. public statements, obviously, the 
Presicent has felt we've been on the right course by his own light 
but his whole tone of -- that we now are -- after three years in 
negotiating from a position of strength, it would seem to signify 
that it's been a quantum jump, rather than gradual -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's a reasonable point. 


I think part of why there appears to be a change in tone 
is because there have been some milestones that have been passed now. 
The President has always felt this way; but, from the Soviet perspective, 
it hac developed a strategy four years ago which only reached a 
milestone, a decision point, last November in Europe when the deploy- 
ments, in fact, took place. And it was a watershed event. Doesn't 
mean we've won or lost or that the process is over. But it was an 
important watershed event. 


Secondly, the modernization program of the strategic 
riad was not consolidated until December when the appropriation for 
the MX was approved. And now that program is authorized and ap- 
propriated. Now, there are going to be more appropriations; but 
that was a watershed event, the first time in 20 years that the 
United States had undertaken that kind of broad modernization pro- 
gram. These are not trivial matters in Moscow, the sustained effort 
of the American people, really, to endorse a congressional program 
as they have and then the ancillaries that I mentioned in the domestic 


context regarding the economy, all of this has come to a kind of 
climax. 


S encouracing. We 


Now, it isn't at all ominous. It 
. mn lead to an effective 


are pleased, enthusiastic, optimistic that i 
discourse. 


9 
vy 


Lou and then Andrea. 

Q The premise of the President's buildup, both wher 
he was a campaigner and as President, was that if you took these 
steps and modernized the forces and had this defense increase that 
this would show -- particularly the point with the Soviets that we 
were serious and that they would negotiate. You're saying here to- 
day that maybe they will negotiate and maybe they won't. Maybe 
they'll co build more weapons. What evidence is there that this 
has been a success, not in terms of getting it passed, but in 
succeeding in getting the Soviets to negotiate seriously? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, again -- And I'm 
slad you mention it because the burden of what I'm saying is that 
if 4 were in the Kremlin and had reached, after three years, a 

int where all these things had happened, I think you would accept 
that you'd have to stop and think about it. 

. Start holding on. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And that's my point 
That's going to take’ some time. And so your question, "Well, why 

t ive any evidence?” suggests that the Soviet decisior 
ess, hist rically, has been given to giving instantaneous 
when rather strategic conclusions are reached They ' r¢ 
ry ever have been And so it will take some time Ane 
. mature ¢ ust -- 
‘ - 








"Yes, that’s very possibly the case. Maybe it'll get them to nego- 
tiate. Maybe it'll get them to negotiate. Maybe it'll get them 
to just build more weapons.” 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: My previous answer 
was perhaps -- just trying to be too objective. (Laughter.) I 
do believe that it’s going to get resolved. 


The fact is, though, that 
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caly now,after their expectations have been disproven, is there, in their 
terms, a basis for reviewing the bidding. I mean, I think they surely 
hoped up until the last moment, and would not have changed course until 


the last moment, that their expectations would prove out, and they have 
not. 


Q Can you be more specific about the legislative proposal 
to help combat terrorism that is suggested in the Fact Sheet? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, no -- (laughter) -- 
Q Give me the long answer. (Lauchter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is an important 
national issue that has been raised. It is complicated because it was 
raised for us, tragically, in Lebanon. It is separate but related to 
lebanon, and it is state-sponsored terrorism. State-sponsored terrorism 
has happened in Rangoon, Kuwait, Bonn, Beirut, a lot of places. Because 
Americans, naturally, have focused on Beirut, their impulse is to look 
at that event as opposed to the new global threat and to say let's remove 
ourselves from it and, for us, at least, it will have gone away. 


I think in the Lebanon context that that is wrong, but 
in the broader context of how do you deal with this new issue, it is 
wrong. If you pull away from Beirut, or Kuwait, or wherever it may occur, 
you only demonstrate that it is effective and thus coming out of Lebanon 
doesn't solve the problem of terrorism; indeed, it probably encouraces 


~~ 


Now, tO answer your question, it is a new problem and it 
is essential that we devote more time, resources, energy, to dealing with 
all of the dimensions of countering terrorism from intelligence tc 
cooperation with other countries and sharing that intelligence, to learninc 
from others who are better at it than we on how you undertake actions 
to deter and prevent it, or: deal with it if you don't. Now there's a 
lot you can do intelligence-wise, multilaterally, and in terms of 
physical security, as well as capabilities for counter-terrorist operations. 
These several dimensions require integration, and that's what we must 
3o, and then costing out and submission to the Congress, so that each 
component gets funded in an operation. Yes? 


Q Are you suggesting -- I mean, why would there be 
legislation needed? Are you suggesting some kind of a new structural 
approach, some kind of new agency to deal with this, or are you just 
talking about appropriations, or are you talkinc about, God help us, 
a study commission? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'm not talking 
about a study commission and I think until we're finished, and it shouldn't 
take long, I don't think we're talking about a new agency. We're talkinc 
about making sure that what we have in the way of counterintelligence and 
counter-terrorism infrastructure now in the several Cabinet departments, 
that they are fully funded and have enough people and that they are gettinc 
all they can from friends and allies, and that overseas in physicai 
infrastructure that it's as good as it can be and that we do better at 
“hat are known tactics and strategies in the future. 


. But through the CIA? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ‘Not exclusively, no. 
There are responsibilities for -- 


Q Who else has responsibility? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: sell, the State Department 
ines in terms of overseas intelligence at ¢iplonatic posts and -- 
Are we talking about anvthin=s on the domestic front? 
“© talking about legislation that woulc deal, 4. , with the problem 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there's no specific 
proposal on the boards right now regarding domestic terrorism. We are 
very conscious that it is a problem and we need to deal with it, but 
we haven't gotten there yet. 


Q But this legislation that you're talking about is 
strictly terrorism abroad? 








SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That was the 
mOtivation of the effort. I wouldn't rule it out, Saul, but 
we have no tasking on that right now. 


Yes? 


QO We're hearing reports from members of Congress 
about sharp exchanges between Congressional Democrats and the 
President over Lebanon. How would you describe the current 
state of relations between the President and Congress on the 
issue of keeping Marines in Lebanon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would characterize 
as serious, profound interest in doing the right thing; now, 
with that,a level of frustration but born, I believe, of misunderstanding 
of what I would call the other side of the issue. And I've referred 
briefly to the notion, broadly held, that if you leave Lebanon 
things are better. What that misses is what happens after you leave. 
What happens in terms of the global or regional prospects for terrorism 
and what happens internally in Lebanon, specifically recgardinc the 
prospect for war between Israel and Syria? 


Now, I think many members haven't looked carefully 
enough at what is the down-side risk. Now, of course, for as long 
as the lack of information at large in the country leads people 
aitof not knowing to be impulsive about “let's get away from the 
flames", so to speak. That's natural, but it isn't enough. We 
have to deal with the broader interests, and I think we can, 
cooperatively, with the Congress in the weeks ahead. 


Q Bat what do you have to offer them that you 
didn't have before and how are you going to change this misunderstanding? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that we must 
Clearly provide the information that gives them this frame of reference. 
They have to begin to think about what happens if we were to do somethinc 
precipitous. So, just illuminating the issue is part of it. 


I think, too, however, that if you examine the record 
£ the diplomacy in the past six weeks, you can see signs that 
re bases for hope in terms of the three components to the Lebanon 
roblem: Lebanon internal reconciliation, the Israeli dimension 
and the Syrian dimension. Now, they've been away for a month or 
longer. It's going to take some updating, some thoughtful care 
about the options. 


"i & | 


We have ideas. We believe that it's important 
that the United States support for making progress in Lebanon 
be sustained. And we think the Congress will come to agree with 
that. 


Q But we seem to be getting mixed signals in 
reference to this progress in the Middle East. On the Syrian side, 
for a period of two or three weeks, officials were coming out here 
and telling us Syria was being cooperative. Now, today, in the 
meeting Larry described Secretary Shultz as saying Syria intransigence 
was the problem. Are the Syrians cooperating and do we see them 
helping us towards a solution in Lebanon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm glad you ask 
And when I've just said that the three pieces show some signs 
sf hope, I didn’t impute that specifically to Syria. Ii don't 
intend to. I think that we have been frustrated by Syrian ibility, 
jirectl r working through surrogates, to frustrate the good-faith 
: ts on the part of the government to reach compromise. 


And we believe that the offers on the table are 


there for necotiation and that there can be accommodation tat 
meets the interests of the factions and the government ‘for ‘ea. 
*“:¢a] accommodation, for economic sharing, 
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for perhaps better control over the civil administration locally 
and things like that. 


But we do think there's a basis for progress. Syria 
has not been helpful on that score. 


Q Do you -- 


MR. SPEAKES: That will have to be the last question, 
Sarah. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: John had his hand 
up five or ten minutes ago. 


MR. SPEAKES: John's been waiting. And that is the last 
question. 


Q Well, I've had my hand up for quite awhile, too. 


Q Just to return for a minute to arms control. 
Historically, the United States has been up and down in spirit or in 
their economy and so on through decades. The Soviet Union doesn't 
seem to have changed its modus operandi -- that it continues to build 
to stay even, or in the seventies, the U.S. has said, ahead. 


What historical precedent is there to believe that the 
Soviets will now come to the bargaining table? Is there a historical 
precedent that we haven't seen before? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All of us live in a 
system -- and because we live in it, we take it for granted -- but 
you live in one of the most dynamic creations on earth. We are always 
changing Jean Francois Revel's recent book in which he says the 
United States is in constant revolution. (Laughter.) 


I'm not going to get off on a kick, but I think, because 
we churn out decisions in the space of a day, there's the mirror- 
imaging assumption that that happens overseas. And it clearly doesn't. 
I mean if you talk to people that have been in Moscow for a long 
time, they deal in blocks of planning that are very ponderous and 
very intense and unchanging once taken. 


Now it is influenced by important change on our side. 
We've had a series of important changes that have matured and reached 
a point where serious reflection is in order. Now the Soviet system, 
we believe, can accommodate that. But it will take some time. And 
it is judgmental what they will conclude. 


The President believes, clearly reflected in his 
Strategy for the past three years, that it will lead to positive 
results. But none of us can say that today. We have co wait and see 
what they have to say. 

Q Is that recommended reading again? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll write it down 


Q I have a question -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll be glad to 
talk to you, Sarah. Why don't we let somebody else -- 


MR. SPEAKES: We're right at 4:30 p.m. Our colleague 


has another meeting. You can ask it of the other senior administration 
fficial, he'll answer it. 
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Q I beg your pardon, I want to ask it of this 
senior administration official, and I want to ask it now. (Laughter.) 


MR. SPEAKES: You go right ahead. Here he is. Go 
ahead, answer Sarah before she gets out of control. (Applause.) 


Q Back by popular demand -- 

Q Do I ask you privately? 

Q Hope it's a good question, Sarah. 
Q Go ahead, Sarah. 


Q Now you mentioned the project for democracy. 
There seems to be two waves of thought on that and the administration 
and in some areas of Congress. Are you setting up standards for how 
we give money to individual labor leaders and politicians in these 
countriés to overthrow those governments, if we «nink they aren't 
democratic enough? Or how are you going to work it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In no sense is it 
designed or structured that way. It is a voluntary thing. It is 
not imposed. It is offered. And if people are interested in taking 
advantage of training opportunities in this country or in other 
countries, we are pleased to encourage them. And if they're not, 


then that's fine. It has nothing to do with any kind of clandestine 
or covert activity at all. 


This is a program related to a major private sector 
effort and the National Endowment for a Democracy where the Democratic 
party and the Republican party receive funds from -- federal, public 


funds -- to carry out training programs themselves, entirely removed 
from government management. 


And in the government there is a corresponding effort 
to make available for countries who wish funds for training, 
assistance, exchanges that can, over time, develop the institutions 
of democracy. We take for granted Congresses and Legislatures and 
free press, but there are a lot of countries that don't have them. 
And we're silling to help them get then. 


9 Well, don't you think those cuuntries would think 


this was great interference? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If they don't want it, 
we won't do it. 


MR. SPEAKES: Is that okay, Sarah? 
Q Thank you. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 4:32 P.M. EST 
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MR. SPEAKES: Good morning. We may have some late 
arrivals that we'll make provisions for. As you know, in the President's 
State of the Union last night, State of the Union address, there was 4 
section called Developing America’s Next Frontier, and he devoted a 
considerable portion of his speech to the manned space station and ha 
directed the National Aeronautics and Space Administration to proceed 
along those lines. 


We have with us this morning James M. Beggs, who is the 
Administrator of NASA, and he has with him his colleagues. They have a 
brief overview that they would like to give you as they begin anc ther 
be available here for your questions. Jim? 


MR. BEGGS: Good morning. We're obviously delighted to be 
here. In the State of the Union message last nicht the President. of 
course, made a very strong and positive statement for space and that. of 
course, is something that this agency that I represent is very proud of 
and very pleased with. In that he outlined a very bold and imaginative 
plan that will carry the program well into the 2lst century, because what 
we are undertaking to do is the construction of the next major step in 
our exploration and deve.iopment of our space activities. 


The space station which he outlined will provide 4 means 
for us to carry on the exploration and the development, both commercial 
and scientific, that we began 25 years ago. In outlining that compre- 
hensive plan, the President charted the course that will take us well into 
the 1990s and into the 2lst century. He has declared that the nation is 
ready to take that next logical step and that we will do that development 
in cooperation with our international friends. 


He called for a government-industry partnership. May I 
say, with respect to that, we welcome the idea of commercialization of 
space. Since the beginning of this agency we have seen very large 
commercial benefits flow from it. The obvious one that is referred to 
most often are the communications satellites, of which there are now 
a number serving countries around the world. But there are many other 
commercial benefits which have come from the program and we expect that 
the commercial aspects of the space station and the involvement of the 
private-enterprise system in both the development and the operation of 
the space station will be extensive. 


We believe that this next step is one that is currently 
very timely. The reason for that is that we are reaching the operationa) 
stage of the shuttle. The space shuttle gives us routine access to 
space. We are flying it now with very little difficulty. Tris year 
we will fly it approximately nine times -- I say approximatel,s because 
ene of those flights is a little bit tentative -- but nine t’mes. Next 
year it will be 12 times and the year after that probably 1€ times and 
then, finally, out in 1988, we will build up to a flight rate of 24 a 
year and, should the market continue to expand and I expect that it will, 
we will go from that 24 a year to perhaps 39 or 40 flights each vear 


Some of those flights, as we reach the initial operating 
apability of our space station, will be to serve the space statior he 
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shuttle is the means by which we will carry the pieces and parts up. 
It is alsc the means by which we will service the various experiments 
and commercial endeavors that will take place on the space station. 


The American people have always supported their space 
program and I am pleased that current polls of the public indicate that 
the support of the program remains high. It is, I believe, truly some- 
thing that is in the American spirit. It is what Shakespeare referred 
to as the “dauntless spirit of resolution.” And, iri3eed, we have it 
today and we will continue to have it as we contim:: ©“o explore on the 
endless frontier. 


yp? 








Now, I'd like to introduce to you John Hodge, who has 
headed the Space Station Task Force in NASA for the last two years 
and who has worked with the agency in general and with a number 
of our industrial partners in proceeding in outlining the various 
techniques, technologies and system concepts that we're going to 
have to develop in order to end up with a space station. And the 
station you see here in model is but one of a number of different 
concepts, so, John -- and after him, Bud Evans, who has headed up 
the Commercialization Task Force in the agency, will talk to us a 
little bit about commercialization. John. 


MR. HODGE: Thank you, Jim. 


Let me mention just some of the characteristics of the 
station and explain something of the model that we have here. 


Perhaps one of the most important points about the 
space statior program as we presently envisage it is that it 
consists of both manned elements and non-manned elements. It is 
a combination of both a manned program and an unmanned program. 


The model you see here is the manned part of the pro- 
jram, but we will, in addition to these manned elements, have larce, 
ypmanned free-flying satellites that co-orbit with this station 


The important thing to us here is to make sure that we 
jet a proper mixture of the -- those things which men do best and 
those things which are best done in an unmanned fashion. 


The other thing that the model here typifies is that 
the shuttle and the station are a matched pair. They're complimentary 
with each other. When we first did the studies relating to the 
shuttle back in early 1966 and ‘69, it was done with the idea that 
we would have a reuseable transportation system and a place to go. 
And the place to go is the space station, as you see it. A matched 
pair, in fact. 


Another characteristic [ the program, as we see it 
now, is that we intend to pursue a cather extensive definition 
period. We believe as we enter ne sort of maturation period of 
space flight, when we start to —iANGS in 4 more routine way, 
that we have to learn how to do things less expensively. And one 
of the techniques to do that in a management sense is to extend 
the definition period. We are in the middle of the first year of 
that definition period. Andover the next two years, we will do 
extensive studies so that, in fact, as we start to build hardware 
we have reduced the technological risk and the design risk as far 
as possible. 


I should point out in that sense we have not yet decided 
ym a configuration. What we have done is settled on a number of 
actions to be performed by the space station afd we can do that 
a half a dozen generic kind of configurations. And that's 
we've been looking at now for the last six months or so 
* is one of those configurations. We call ita “building block 
roach.” Some of you may have seen some of the other configura- 


tions we're iooking at with a larger delta truss or a T truse¢ And 
it’s going to take us most of the next year to decide what speci’ 
configuration, in fact, makes most sense and can be done for the 
least cost 
Another important thing is the question of technoiogy 
What technology are we going to use? All programs have this diilerma 
f pushing technology as far a8 is appropriate, but not going to 


fer a8 *6 inerease the riak And in the next year, again, we have 
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to select that level of technology which is appropriate for the 
space station to build it. 


Incidentally, we will be using the shuttle to develo: 
some of those technologies. For the first time, because we have a 
reuseable system, we can test new technologies in an experimenta) 
way in space and bring them back. That really is a major character- 
istic of the shuttle and will be very useful to us. And, incidentally, 
one of the major uses of the space station itself is the fact that 
we will have a module where we will be testing new technologies 
continuously in space. In many respects, what we have is a research 
enter in space, a Langley Research Center in space, i. you like. 


As we begin to put the station together with its various 
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characteristics and capability, what it is beginning to do is to provide 
4 permanent infrastructure in low-earth orbit, a place to oo with the 
shuttle. And then what it is doing is providing ws with a bridge to 

the future; it is the next step -- as Jim has called it right from the 
beginning, the nert logical step -- in a series of ventures as we look 
forward into the next century. 


There are four fundamental functions that we see will be 
performed by the space station. It is, of course, first and foremost, 
a laboratory, a laboratory for science, a laboratory for technology, and 
a laboratory for the research associated wit?! commercial ventures. It 
is a place where you can service systems as facilities in space get 
more and more expensive. It is not appropriate for us to allow ther 
just simply to die. What we need to do is to be able to service then, 
to refurbish them, to change the instruments, and to use them until 
such times as the bus itself runs out. 


Now the servicing function -- which, incidentally, is 
right on the end here -- will allow ws to take any satellites which 
are in orbit and in need of service and are in a similar kind of orbi 
to the space etation itself. The third kind of capability, which is a 


real major one, is to act as a transportation mode, a collection-and- 
listribution center, if you like. The shuttle will go to the space 
station and then from the space station, in later versions, we will be 
"ble to stage high-energy upper stages to go to higher energy orbits 
such as geosynchronous or out to planetary kind of distances. 


And, finally, and perhaps the most exciting of all, is 
that we will be able to construct systems which are larger than one 
shuttle payload bay. There are many scientific endeavors which are 
now being looked at where we will require facilities which are sig- 
nificantly, in size, in excess of what's capable of taking up in the 
shuttle. Interestingly enough, the space station itself is the first 
of those facilities which will be much larger than one shuttle payload 
bay, and so the very construction of the space station is the first of 
those assembly functions. 


Finally, I would like to say something about the attitude 
towards customers. We really believe that we have to build a facilit: 


here which is for the customers And from the beginning we have beer 
working with the various constituencies who are using space right now 
to be sure that, in fact, we do have a customer-friendly system The 


have participated with us to date and they will continue to participate 
with us as we build into the future. 


A significant part of that customer relationship is the 
commercial side of space. As Jim has said, we really do have commercia) 
space at the moment in the form of the communications satellites; people 
are making money at the business of being in space. We are beginning to 
look at the business of being in space in a broader sense. The McDonneli- 
Douglas and Johnson & Johnson effort on electrophoresis in the shuttle 
is another example of that. I personally believe that we have not begun 
to dream about the things we are going *o Go in commercial space 


Bud Evans has been working on that subject within NASA, 
putting together new policies and new approaches to that problem, and 


e's going to talk to you about that now. "hank su. 

MR. EVANS Thank you, John What John has discussed is 
ne aspect of the President's program to open «a new chapter in the histor 
f space. Thatchapter that he's talking about is building 4 new place * 


work in space and, obviously, looking at the model, that's going to be 
» very impressive place. What I'd like to talk about is a different 
yspect of the President's program. I'd like to talk about developir 

s new way ¢t work in space. 


we've been moving rapidly from an era of exploration ¢t 


sce oO itation, from experimentation to expanded commercial use of 
ce ¢t enefit people on eart? You might call it “Business Goes int 
rbit.* Whatever you call it, the bottom line ia that it’s « way * 
rea ee the ¥ eet ment ana invoe! ement ’ the private sece or 
vwoh6UwDe 





ce to benefit 
it people here on earth. 
John have mentioned, in 
time is ripe to move on to other 
de f ; some 


a people. 
* 


anda 


‘iw 
fields now. A 


efore I talk about what of the potential 


First of nt 
‘enttres in space; 


s tougnA environment 


all, it takes a big i 
they*re not cheap. There’s no ¢ 

and it’s an expensive one to wt 
the risks are great, so are the opportunities. 
risks inhibit us today, but we can eliminate these. 
launching research and manufacturing equipment 
19 to 100 times more than comparable facilities 
regulations enacted long before private use of 
impece investment in space today. 


for 


To realize the op; 
the worid will 
wil. require a 
probably most 

on the part of 


*ttunities that 
require three thin 
commitment of resour 
importantiy, it wild 
people. 


ana to 36 
— 
ears; and, requi 
™"agination ur 
Now, what are the potential benef 

working in space There are many, and they 
"edicines that we can’t produce on earth, at 
ould possibly lead to helping cure sa 
such as diabetes, certain types 
ity to produce supermetais, lighter and 
presentiy know. The ability to locate many 
irces more cheaply and efficientiy. This will 
i protect our environment in ways we can't Gc 
to produce more efficient optical fibers for cheaper 


its 
inc lude 
least 
number 
of 


- 
ii 


he e ~ 
> ‘ 

oday 

he , 7 


ad str 


of 


it > 


7 


I want to emphasize 
, @ll have had experiments 
*hnically possible and, 
increased interest in purs 
hy now?" it there are 60 many benefits, wr 

> this before Well, there are a number of 
idn’'t have a shuttle to get 
s“heaply. econd of all, we've now devel 
transport our scientists and our 
ace to accompany their 
"ber of experiments under our 
products to benefit large 
is possible. 


that none of 
before them 
importantiy, ind 
ling them, which migh 


wever *har 


« -* mos? 


n 
»| 
4 . 
ped 
engineers and 


ventures. 
that eh 


commercial 
belts 
numbers of 


ww that 


. ~T 
pe » 


. 


m~akina 
laroe 


le 
arn returns, 
resident's vision 
building a space 
Seveloping the necess 


for them t< 


And, finally, the I 
roposal to begin towards 
that if it invests in 
that it will be possibile 
products. 


and 
istry 


is 5 


processes, 


harvest their 


what's needed if we are to 
It has often been said that 
knowledge and strength: 
need to activate all three of 
srtnership and there are four steps f 
reate 4 positive, consistent national 


x at . tate f Union mes 


Now 
decade 
illare of 


‘ ‘ “ew 


yur 


eh ree induetry 


; 


ernmen? we these 


or 


step in his the sage | 


wil ¢ mh issue a et policy help aceure 


mair “ int > 
ne thi 
communicati 


benefits 
eatment > 4 o 
anacea 
r® 


Both 


use 
on earth. 
space was even 


space can 


of this new way 


not 
sf 


cancer, 


he 


haeaen'’t ‘a 
reasons. 
to and from space reasonably routinely 
fac i 
Third 


2 


and, 


f these 
station, 
»~ ave 


achieve 


nation 


wing 
polic 


nare 7 


ar 


worc co 


“70 - 
in spac st's 
whiie 
ranmade 


in; however, 
natural and 
Building and 
in space costs 
Laws and 


envisioned 


present to 
it will reguire 
ver a number 


r sreativity and 


at 


_* 

the ability to produce 
in large quantities. 

serious diseases on 
and kidney diseases 

than anything 


”“~ "Ie 
i'w & 


the earth's needed 


us understand 
oday. The ability 
communications 


ly 
*?} 


these are sure things 
show that they may 
istry has shown an 
lead 


you to the quest 
isiness been 

The firet is, 
lities so that 
ix technici 
ly, we've got 4 
the potential f 


we 


ans int 


therefore ‘ 


PP , oo 
showinc 
ary equipment 
s place t produce 


yt 


benefite 
is Bbuiit or 
academia, anc the 
into a creative anc 
this. riret, we 
y. The President 

ast ni wht t 40 that 
thie positive limate 


*hese 2 








e Me 


Now action is under way to see that all these steps are 
taken. Once these steps are taken, we will be on our way to providing 
opportunities for greatly expanded use of space by commercial ventures. 

I want to emphasize: the challenges will be creat, but so are the oppor- 
tunities. We at NASA look forward to doinc our best to aggressively 
implement the President's policy to increase the benefits that space 

can provide to our people. With that, I would like to open up a 
quiestion-and-answer period. 


Q Mr. Beggs, can you tell us what part the military 
will play in this space station? 


MR. BEGGS: So far they've shown very little interest. 
The initiative, of course, is directed towards the civil applications 
and both John and Bud have described a number of those. There are a 
number beyond that that we expect to be exploiting with the use of the 
station. But we have to date very littie, if any, military interest in 
the station. 


As you know, it is our responsibility by law, by statute, 
that should we discover anything in our experimentation and work in the 
way of new technology or scientific results which benefit or has potentia! 
benefit to the Defense Department, that we're required to pass it on and 
we, Of course, will do that. But, other than that, there's no direct 
involvement by the military in the station. 


Q But they do have in the shuttle? 
MR. BEGGS: Excuse me? 
Q They do have in the shuttle, I say. 


MR. BEGGS: They are a customer for the shuttle and I 
hope -- I sure hope they stay as a customer in the shuttle, because we 
need their payloads as a part of our activities with the shuttle. So 
far, that market, the military market, has been slow to develop for the 
shuttle. But we're hopeful that it will provide up to perhaps a third 
ef the capacity of the shuttle. So far, the best that we can project 
for the next five years is that they will be providing about 25 percent 
of our market. 


The rest of the market is coming from the commercial 
and scientific field and we're very pleased with that part of it. 
It is growing dramatically and we've been able to make up some of the 
deficit that occurred as a result of the Defense Department not flying, 
by loading on more commercial and scientific payloads. 


Q Mr. Beggs, a frequently heard comment from scientists 
is that these thick-ticket items like Project Apollo, like the space 
shuttle, like this coming along now, soak up all the money, with the 
result that there's very little left over for science. And the fact 
is that you haven't have had an interplanetary shot for several years 
and won't have one for a couple of years more. How do you responc to 
that? 


MR. BEGGS: I think it's a bum rap. (Laughter.) Let me 
tell you why I think it's a bum rap. If you look at the NASA budget 
over the years, going back for 25 years, and you look at the funding 
in total, both through the halcyon years of Apollo and the low years 
of the mid-'70s and now an increase in the funding during the latter 
stages of the shuttle development period. The amount that we have 
devoted, the amount this country has devoted, to space science and 
space and planetary exploration has remained a constant. They get 
their share of the budget. The problem and the thing they complain 
about is that their share, while it remained the same, decreased during 
the mid'70s and, indeed, it did, because the budget went down. 


But if the budget goes up for this space station, they 
will get their share, because they always do. What we expect in the 
space station is that we will provide a place to live and work and for 
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the scientists to carry on their experimentation that will be signi- 
ficantly more productive than anything that they have had in the past. 
Just this past week we reviewed the tapes on the space lab flight, the 
last flight of the shuttle, and they were truly remarkable. I think all 
of us in that room were struck by one singular fact; and that is that 
there was really a great deal of real time interaction going on with the 
scientists on the ground and the astronauts in the space lab. 


For the first time, I think, the light dawned that there 
was a very important aspect of being able to work directly in real time 
with their experiments in space; they could modify, they could change, 
they could build on the results that they were getting as the experiment 
progressed. And I think we can do the same thing with the space station, 
only in spades, because we will be up there permanently. 


Q Let me follow up on that, if I may. Specifically abot. 
interplanetary science, you haven't had any for several years, you are 
in a slow-down period now, what guarantees can you give that you will 
renew your efforts in interplanetary exploration in the period covered 
by the development of this thing? 


MR. BEGGS: I believe that we will have a good -- I 
started to say reinvigorated -- you know, it's not a bad program as it 
currently exists. We have the Voyagersstill flying, they're still alive 
and well, and we're spending large amounts of money to continue to acquire 
the data from the Voyagers as they move out to the edge of the solar 
system. We'll be launching Galileo in 1986 to go back to the giant 
planet Jupiter and put a probe into the Jovian atmosphere, and that will 
be indeed a very major scientific planetary experiment. 


We have the Venus mission which will go off towards the 
end of the decade and I think that if you watch the budgets for the next 
couple of years, the planetary scientists will be very pleased with this 
President's reaction to their program. He is supporting the planetary 
program and will continue to support it. 


Q Mr. Beggs, when do you expect to orbit the space 
station and now much will be put in the 1985 budget for it? 


MR. BEGGS: I can't -=- I'm not going to answer the second 
part of the question, because you'll have to wait and see the budget. 
I would lead you down through a trail of what's -- or you would lead 
me down through a trail of what the total budget contains. I think you 
will be pleased when you see it, whatever your interests are in space. 
With respect to the first question, we're saying early ‘90s, and the 
reason we're saying early ‘90s is, as John described, we're going to 
go through a good definition phase for this program. 


As you know, we had troubles on the shuttle when we set 
a fixed date and then we ran into some difficulty and went three years 
late. We want to do this project right, plan it very specifically to 
be sure that when we do set a target date, we're going to be able to 
meet that target date. But we feel from our studies to date that an 
early ‘90s date is possible and in the cards, and that's what I think 
we'll be working towards. 


Q So you bend no metal until about two years from 
this point? 


MR. BEGGS: We will start bending -- we will probably 
start contracting for metal-bending in about a year-and-a-half or so. 
But we will not be bending metal for the next year, but we will be 
working closely with the industry over the next year, year-and-a-half. 


Q Jim, what would have been the effect on NASA as 
a viable daevelopment agency if you had either failed to receive a White 
House commitment or would fail to receive congressional approval of the 
station? 


MR. BEGGS: That would be a very severe setback. I 


think the response that I've seen so far from the Congress is a very 
positive response. You are always, I guess -- it would be foolish 
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for me to predict what the Congress will do, but I do expect a positive 
response from them and I think that they, too, recosnize that the 
importance of moving forward with the program is an all-important part: 
it is of great significance, I think, that we're ready and willing to 
take the next step and I think they'll respond positively to it. 


Q How significant a commitment is it, though? The 
White House describes it as an $8 billion project. Some say it may be 
mich greater than that, maybe $20 billion, but the White House is pro- 
posing $150 million in the ‘85 budget. That's less than 2 percent. Does 
that really represent a commitment? Would another President, a year 
from now, pull the rug out from under that? 


MR. BEGGS: Well, I don't expect there will be ancther 
President in a year or so. I expect that we will have the same President. 
Look, this program has been supported by many Presidents. The President 
referred last night to President Kennedy, a Democrat, who initiated the 
Apollo Program. It was a Republican, President Nixon, who initiated the 
shuttle program. It is a Republican now who is initiating the space 
station program. But those procrams have been supported by every Presi- 
dent since President Kennedy. 


The space station is but the latest endeavor and our 
program has not been a partisan issue, never has. If you have read the 
recent think pieces that the Democratic party has put out, there are 
large sections on the importance of maintaining our thrust at research 
and technology and references are made to the space program. This 
administration, this President, have been very forthcoming in supporting 
the program. I believe it’s recognized in the country that exploration 
on the frontiers of knowledge is extremely important. 


Now, with respect to the amount, all programs, all of 
NASA's programs start relatively small and they twild and we are saying 
that we can get an initial capability for about $8 billion -- that's an 
initial capability. We don't expect the program to stop at that point; 
we expect it to go on and one would hope that the funding that we have, 
once we get that initial capability, will enable us to expand our 
activities over time to bring the necessary experiments and the necessarv 
equipment up there to take full advantage of the station. So it will 
cost -- there will be more money spent on it in the out years. Ali we're 
saying is that for initial operating capability, approximately $8 billion. 


Q Would you define initial, Jim? Is that an $8 billion 


model? 
MR. BEGGS: This is one $8 billion concept, yes. 
Q With the unmanned support platforms? Does that incluce -- 
MR. BEGGS: It would include -- John, do you want to 

comment? 


MR. HODGE: At the moment we're talking about a facility 
of this kind which has four pressurized modules on it. The solar system, 
solar power system, is 75 kilowatts of power -- that is a very extensive 
and very large amount of power and largely, I might say, for the commercial 
aspects of the thing. There will be two large platforms, probably 
around 25 to 35-kilowatt platforms, that will be composed of the resource 
part of this without the manned elements. Then you can see on there 
we have a little maneuvering tug which we're calling an orbital maneuvering 
vehicle which will take you backwards and forwards betweer the unmanned 
elements and the manned elements. 


Q That's part of the package, too? 
MR. HODGE: That is part of the package. 
Q The President spoke quite a bit about internationaliza- 


tion of the project and I would like you to comment on what talks are 
being held and the degree of ESA -- European Space Agency -- dissatisfactior 
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with the way -- and their role. They say they now want a more extensive 
role in any future projects. 


MR. BEGGS: Let ze taik to the last point, first. There 
have been some articles in the foreign press about dissatisfaction with 
the space lab. I think to the extent that our flight rate at this 
time is not as high as we projected it, we're all dissatisfied. If you 
go back to our original projections, by this time, that is, moving 
in 1984, we expected to be flying 30 or 40 times a year instead of the 
9 times. 
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But we went three years late and so there is some unhappiness that is 
occasioned by the slippage that we had, that three-year slippace, 

because they expected to fly the space lab earlier. They, in antici- 
pation of that, went out and spent money on experiments which, in essence, 
have been sitting on the shelf until we could fly then. 


Now that we are flying the space lab, however, I can tell 
you that my friends in Europe -- and I talk to the ESA people almost 
bi-weekly, I am almost always in contact with them -- are very happy 
with the results they have achieved. In general, the reception in 
Burope was overwhelmingly favorable. The press reports, the public 
reaction was Overwhelmingly favorable to the first flight of the space 
lab. We will be flying it again late this year and it will have some 
very interesting scientific experiments on it. So I think, in total, 
on balance the Europeans are very satisfied with the investment they've 
put into it. They would, of course, like us, like to see it be flyinc 
more often, but they are satisfied with what they are getting. 


With respect to the future, we have had a number of dis- 
cussions with the Europeans, as John gone through his investigations 
of various techniques. They have invested themselves in studies lookinc 
towards what they could do, what part they might take, in the construction 
of the space station. They are very interested. They have stated that 
to us a number of times, that if we go forward, they want to be a part 
of it. So, too, have the Japanese, so, too, have the Canadians. As 
you know, in the past there has not been any NASA program, at least none 
that I am tamiliar with, which has not involved some decree of inter- 
national cooperation and collaboration. 


And, as the Pres’ dent's initiative and the Presicent's 
statement last night, that we want our friends and allies to join us 
here, I think that was a very wise and important decision by him to 
invite the international community to participate with us on this. What 
they will do, I think, remains to be worked out. But we are going to 
invite them to take a very active part. We hope they will spend a lot 
of money with us, because to the extent that they use their resources 
to collaborate with us on something like this, they will not be using 
their resources to compete with us in space, and that's important, too. 


Q Mr. Beggs, could you -- 


Q -- the military did not give you a lot of support. 
There was some talk that maybe they wanted their own station or they 
would be uncomfortable sharing some of their intelligence-gathering 
activities on a civilian station. How do you see that shaking out? Do 
you think they will press for their own or would they be welcome to 
share yours in certain situations, or -- 


MR. BEGGS: As far as I'm concerned, they would be welcone 
to share the facility that we will construct. They wovld be welcome to 
add a module of their own, which would give them the security and draw 
from the common utilities that we will construct. If, at some future 
time, they want a station of their own, certainly the design work that 
we do and the technology we develop in our program will be very usefu. 
to them, available to them, to construct the type of station that they 
might want. However, I should emphasize that throughout the studies 
we have done the military has been very consistent that they currently 
have no requirement for a space station. 


Q Would you compare your concept, please, with the 
Soviet space station concept? Theirs is going to handle three times 
the number of men, presumably, and they will be up there considerably 
ahead of you. Does that make your concept a kind of shoestring and 
a little too late? 


MR. BEGGS: No, our technology is better than theirs. |! 
still think we're a decade ahead of them in this field and I think 
that with the initiative the President has announced here that we wi)! 
remain a decade ahead of them. They've been flying several series 
of space stations -- the current Salyut is the seventh of that series -- 
it is a relatively small station now. As you have pointed out, they 
have announced they intend to expand that significantly and by perhaps 
the second half of this decade have flying a 10 to 20-person facility. 
Thet remains to be seen. 
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They have not yet operated for the first time a shuttle capability. 
They've announced as weil that they intend to do that. We'll see how 
soon they come on line with that. We know that that takes a lot of work 
and a lot of effort and I feel that once we get our very highly automated 
system up, which contains lots of new technology, that we will be far 
ahead of them. John, do you -- 


MR. HODGE: The important thing here is not to measure it 
by the number of people we have currently in orbit, but the productivity 
of those people. We intend to make great use of automation as far as the 
operation of the space station itself is concerned, so that we can reduce 
the amount of time that men are needed to make it operate, and then use 
the men to do what we want them to do, which is the technology and the 
science and the commercial aspects of that. It is the productivity of 
the people which are going to be important and, as I pointed out, this 
is 75 kilowatts of power, which is a significant increase over what we 
have ever done before. 


MR. SIMS: Time for one more question, please. Could 
this be the last one now. 


Q What will be the lead center for the space station 
development and will the station require development of a fifth or sixth 
orbiter? 


MR. BEGGS: The station itself does not require the fifth 
or sixth orbiter. We will continue to study the need for more orbiters 
as we proceed down the line into our flight increases. But the station 
itself will not put an undue load on the fleet and will not, in and of 
itself, generate a requirement for a fifth orbiter. 


As to the lead center, we haven't selected one yet. 
viously the two major manned centers, Marshall and Johnson, are can- 
didates for tnat role. But we intend to keep a number of the centers 
involved in our study efforts in this first phase, because they all have 
something to contribute. As John pointed out, we want to utomate this 
highly to make it as productive as we can. We want to make sure that 
we use the latest technology in all of the utilities and various tech- 
niques thet we're going to use to make it operational, because to the 
extent we do that, it wili reduce the long-term cost. And we sure want 
to do that because, as Bud pointed out, there are a lot of commercial 
people who are looking forward to using this and we want to be sure we 
have a system that is utiiitarian, relatively inexpensive, and very, 
very easy for them to get to and experiment, do their research, and 
ultimately move into production. 


Q When will you select the main center? 


MR. BEGGS: Probably next year, maybe late this year or 
early next year. 


MR. SIMS: Thank you, Mr. Beggs. I am going to ask the 
Director to take a few minutes for photographers with this model here. 
If you would not crowd up, please, and give us a few seconds. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 10:45 A.M. EST 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
VISIT OF FOREIGN MINISTER ABE, JAPAN 
THURSDAY, JANUARY 26, 1984, 2:35 P.M. 


SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I'll just be very 
short here. Foreign Minister Shintaro Abe arrived this 
afternoon and will be in Washington through January 3l. 
Actually, he'll be spending the weekend down in Georgia 
where there are a lot of interesting U.S.-Japanese joint 
ventures on the way, and they have a very important 
consulate in Atlanta. 

In Washington, he'll meet with the Vice President, 
with Secretary Shultz, Secretary Weinberger, Secretary 
Regan, Secretary Baldrige and special trade negotiator 
Brock, as well as other officials from various departments; 
probably at least the Deputy Secretary of Agriculture. 

We anticipate discussions of both global and 
bilateral issues, including important discussions on the 
follow-up to the President's November visit to Japan. Topics 
for bilateral discussions will undoubtedly include trade 
and financial issues, investment, energy cooperation and 
defense. 


Global issues will probably anclude the Soviet 




















Union, arms control, China, the Korean peninsula, Kampuchea, 
the Middle East, including the Iran-Iraq war possibly, and 
international economic issues. 

| Just a word or two about the Foreign Minister. 
We're very pleased that he was, I think somewhat to 
everyone's surprise, including his own, continued on for 

a second term as Foreign Minister. Usually, that's a 

one year rotation in Japan. 

The Secretary's had very, very good relations 
with him. They decided when they first met back in 
January of last year that it would be important to have 
regular consultations, and therefore they made an agreement 
to be sure that they met at least four times during the course 
of the year. As it turned out last year, they were only 
able to manage nine meetings. 

There is a good, strong relationship there, and 
we're very pleased at the continuity. 

The Foreign Minister is also a very important 
figure in the Liberal Democratic Party in Japan and was 
just recently designated -- I believe the title is Acting 
Head of the Fukuda faction. Fukuda himself, the former 
Prime Minister, is still obviously the nominal head, but 


that makes the Foreign Minister the heir-apparent in that 
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faction. It's one of the important factions making up the 
LDP. 

He has been an exceptionally active Foreign 
Minister; I think probably doing more foreign travel than 
most of his predecessors, having gotten into some, for 
Japan, rather new initiatives in such areas as the 
Persian Gulf and seeing many, many people in Tokyo. 

In fact, when Ambassador Mansfield paid his first 
call on the Foreign Minister after the announcement of Abe's 
reappointment, it turned out that the Ambassador was the 
one thousandth visitor that the Foreign Minister had 
received during his time in the Foreign Ministry, and I 
think there were champagne bottles broken out to celebrate 
that occasion. So we have a very good relationship with 
him, and we have many tough issues to deal with but we 
look forward to having him here. 

Q Is he here for substantive talks as a 
negotiator on some of these issues troubling us, or is he 
just here discussing a wide range of them without any more 
depth? 


A Both, I think, is the answer. As I think 


you rnrobably know, during the time of the President's visit 



































to Tokyo in November, the-President asked Vice President 
Bush on our side to lead the effort in follow-up on a 


number of the difficult issues that were still outstanding 





between us, particularly in the trade and economic area. 

That designation of the Vice President, among 
other things, was an indication of the importance that 
the President attaches to the relationship and to progress 
and follow-up on these issues. 

After the new Nakasone government was formed, 
the Prime Minister, on the Japanese side, set up a slightly 
more multifaceted mechanism, but in that mechanism Foreign 
Minister Abe has the responsibility for external economic 
affairs and principal responsibility for handling these 
negotiations. 

I might underscore that neither of these is supposed in 
any way to supplant existing negotiations. We have a great 
deal of active negotiating going on through a number of. 
channels. Deputy trade negotiator Mike Smith is on his way 
back from Tokyo right now after several rounds of discussions 
on agriculture and other subjects. 


The Foreign Minister will definitely be pursuing 


a number of these subjects in detail, not only with 











Secretary Shultz but also in even more detail with Regan 
and Agriculture and Baldrige and others. 

Q Will he see the President? 

A I don't know. That's possible,. but I don't 
know. 

Q Is there anything he can add that we would 
be interested in knowning on this trip about the Japanese 
defense budget? Will there be discussions when he sees 
Weinberger? 

A I'm sure that the defense effort will be a 
subject of discussion with Weinberger. Our principal focus 
is not to talk about budgets but to talk about -- pardon, 
it sounds lixe jargon, I suppose it is -- roles and missions. 
There are certain functions that need to be performed and 
certain capabilities that Japan has to have in order to 
perform those functions. The effort is to get those 
capabilities, not to achieve some arbitrary budget level. 

I think that's been a constructive turn in our defense 
dialogue. 

Back in ‘81, when Prime Minister Suzuki was here, 
there was agreement on those broad missions, and there's 


been more detailed agreement at working levels since then. 
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Of course, your ability to carry out those functions in 
the end does require you to spend money to acquire the 
capabilities to do it. 
In that sense -- while obviously we would like 
to see Japan able to carry out those missions next year if 
at all possible; we would always like to see it faster -- 
the 6.55 percent increase that was announced a few days 
ago is both a substantial real increase measure; that is, 
after allowance for inflation since Japan's inflation is 
currently running so low. We estimate that as probably 
better than a 4 percent real increase in defense spending. 
Given the really severe budgetary constraints they're 
under and the fact that most categories of the budget 
including very important and politically sensitive social 
services are being cut back, we at least appreciate it took 
a considerable effort to get that level. Whether that 
level keeps Japan on a rapid enough pace toward carrying 
out those functions is sorething that's hard to analyze 


until you've seen a little more detail of what's really in 


the budget and what isn't. 
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Q What is the understanding now on exactly what 
functions the United States will want to see Japan perform, 
and exactly what capabilities it would like it to have to 
perform those functions? 

os Basically, I first of ail underscore -- 

Q And how was that expanded since the Suzuki 
visit? 

os It hasn't expanded. I think it's been speci- 
fied at a working level. I think the basic definition has 
remained, and it’s entirely the defense of Japan, I under- 
score -- the defense of Japanese territory, territorial 
seas, territorial airspace, and, I would put it, certain 
important sealanes. I mean, these happen to be the two 
key sealanes south of Japan and roughly to a distance out 
to about a thousand miles, but that doesn't -- I mean, that 
thousand mile figure's gotten a little too much attention. 
It doesn't mean that you draw a circle around Japan of a 
radius of a thousand miles and suddenly Japan's taking care 
of all of that. 

There are a couple of major sealanes, north 
of the Philippines, heading up to Japan, where Japan would 
provide naval escort. That's what we're talking about. So 
it's the defense of Japan entirely, and that's a role that 
we're comfortable with and Japan is comfortable with, and 
I think the other countries of Asia are comfortable with, 


and no one wants to see an expanded role beyond that. 








= However, if Japan can properly carry out that role 
and provide more fully for its own self-defense, then our 
forces, which play a critically important role in stability 
not just in Northeast Asia but in Southeast Asia and in the 
Indian Ocean as well, can be used more effectively. 
So it has benefits elsewhere, but those are really 


indirect benefits. 





Q How do we stand on the telecommunications issue 
now? 

A One of Mike Smith's several negotiations in 
the last -- I guess he's been there about ten days -- has 
been a renegotiation of the agreement with NTT, the Nippon 


Telephone and Telegraph Company, to provide access for U.S. 





manufacturers to that major market. Of course, it isn't a 
market; it's a monopoly purchaser, but we want to assure that 
our manufacturers have equal access and sales to NTT. 

We had an agreement with Japan to provide that. 
It worked somewhat, but not as well as -- we weren't entirely 


satisfied with the way it had worked. We've had now some 





fairly extensive negotiations on the renewal, and I believe 
that you'll have to get more details from STR, but I think 
that's basically wrapped up and will probably be signed on 
Monday . 

Q Who signs that? Shultz and Abe, or USTR, 


or oe 

















A I think most likely Brock would sign on our 
side, but I can't tell you for sure. 

Q What are the outlines of it? What does it 
entail? 

A It's basically -- and I don't want to get into 
too much detail, because I'd really rather you got this from 
them -- but it's a 3-year renewal of an agreement to provide 
equal access for U.S. manufacturers and sales to NTT. It 
includes some provisions on sharing of R&D with NTT labora- 
tories, and the intention is to provide substantially increased 
U.S. sales of telecommunications equipment to Japan. 

This is an area in which we feel our industry is 
probably the most competitive in the world, and that under 
really open conditions we would have a significant market 
share. 

Q How does satellite service fit into that, 
if it does fall? Is there a tie-in? 

A There is an issue over satellites, and 
tied in; that in the course of this it turned out that NTT 
wasn't completely free in how it handled purchases of 
Satellites because there was a separate national policy 
which, for reasons of national security, devetopéd some ten 
years ago.that satellite development was going to be a 


national policy in Japan. One of the things we wanted to 


make sure of during these negotiations was that we wouldn't 
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repeatedly turn up other areas in which there was some other 





policy not mentioned in the agreement that prohibited NTT 
from purchasing from foreign companies, and I think -- 
again, I don't want to pre-empt STR -- I think we have 


those assurances. 


We still are unhappy about the lack of access to 





the satellite market, and we will continue to talk about 


that. 
Q Does this forthcoming agreement also include 


value-added networks and computer software? 
A No. Those are two more issues. You've 
almost got my list there now. There are two new issues 


that have come up within the last few months that caused 





us considerable concern that are in this high tech area. 

I might underscore, too, in talking about the 
NTT agreement and also the issues I'm about to mention 
here, we're talking about areas of high technology that 
are really the markets of the future, and they're areas 
where we feel the U.S. has strong competitive advantages 
if we can get equal access to this important market. They 
are areas where we feel it should be easier to deal with 
the problem of protection because you're talking about tn 
effect infant industries where the vested interests aren't 
quite so strong. 

So we put a lot of emphasis on trying to be sure 


that we have equal and fair access to these early developing 

















high-technology markets in Japan. Two issues that Spencer 
asked about, one concerns a proposed regulation that would 
limit the participation of foreign-owned companies, or, 

as a matter of fact, any company with a foreign ownership 
share greater than 20 percent from participating in so-called 
value-added networks which are computer networks where data 
is processed and then passed around through the network. 
And we consider that a significant and very unsatisfactory 
market restriction if it's put into force. 

The other issue that was mentioned -- also very 
important to us -- again, it's still just in the proposal 
stage in Japan -- is a provision -- it concerns the regula- 
tions being developed for protection of software. We 
have a number of concerns about that, in particular that 
the term of the protection provided to holders of copyrights 
on software would be of too short a duration, and that 
there would be provisions for compulsory licensing, where 
you couldn't enjoy the protections of your copyright unless 
you submitted to compulsofy licénsing of the property itself. 
We feel that's inadequate protection for what you call 


the intellectual property of American firms, and so again 


it woula ‘pe a°significant barrier to entry. 


oe 


These two things, I'm sure -- these two subjects 
will be talked about quite a bit here, and we would hope that 


the results of these discussions would be a modification of 


the changes that are being considered. 

















® 








Q Two questions: What assurances will Mr. Abe 
get that the Administration will continue to oppose local 
content legislation? Secondly, what is the Administration's 
view on the -unitary tax which is before the courts in California? 
A On the broader question of local content, 
I think the Administrations opposition to it is pretty strong 
and pretty well known. I think the point that we made to the 
Poreign Minister is°that if we are to be effective in our efforts 
to prevent this kind of legislatione-which we think is legisla- 
tion that would have serious consequences for Japan, but also 
for ourselves--that to be effective in doing that we need 
demonstrations from others that in fact, the free trade system 
works well in both directions, and that progress on the kinds 
of issues we‘re discussing here -- and the so-called "trade 
frictions” that we have -- really can be quite important in 
our efforts to keep free and open markets in the United States. 
The unitary tax issue that you mention is one where 
the Japanese have some very strong concerns about the fact that 
a number of states are imposing taxes on foreign companies that, would, 


at least I gather, raise the issue of taxation of profits that 


these companies earn outside of the United States. It's, 


obviously, a very, very tricky area of tax law in this country. 
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C-2 The Treasury Department has -- I think it's Treasury's 





commission, isn't it? We have a commission now that 

is studying the issue and looking at its implications. It 
also, presumably, will be a subject of discussion in the 
investment committee that was established during the course 
of the President's visit to Japan. We agreed on a commission 
on bilateral investment whose main purpose was to, from our 
side, try to find ways of reducing barriers to U.S. invest- 
ment in Japan. But in this case, we‘re talking about a 


potential barrier to Japanese investment in the United States, 





and obviously, it's a two-way street, so we have to look at it. 


Q Can I ask about something you mentioned earlier? 





You said the Iran-Iraq war would likely come up -- you said 
it might come up. That would be because Japan needs the oil 
from the Gulf, presumably? 

A No, it’s more than that. Japan does need the oil 
from the Gulf; so do our European Allies. In the end, in fact, 
so do we. None of us can afford the sort of disaster that would 
happen if that war escalated and cut off oil supplies. 

But it's also, in addition to that, it's the case that 
Japan has fairly extensive economic relations with both Iran 
and Iraq, and has diplomatic relations with both. The Foreign 


Minister, in fact, has visited both capitals. 
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We are interested in all the possible channels that 
we can use to try to, obviously, if possible bring an end to 
that war, and certainly, at a minimum, try to discourage an 
expansion of that war that could spread to the entire Gulf, 

Q Can you be more specific about what you expect 
the Japanese to tell you on that score? Or would you be suggesting 
something to them that they carry to Tehran and Bagdad? 

A I think we'll be interested in their impressions 
and what they know from their contacts, including I think some 
recent contacts. Also, I'm sure we'll have some suggestions 
for them about what we think are the most pressing problems 
and the most useful kinds of messages that can be passed. 

We're basically talking about passing messages. 

I don't think, unfortunately, that outside parties have a 

great deal of leverage. But just having channels through which 
we can communicate the dangers of some possible courses of action 
is in itself valuable. 

Q Would you be specific. enough to say that the U.S. 


will pass a message to Iran? 


A No. 
Q Passing messages only to Iraq, in other words? 
A You're asking the wrong person, in fact, as to 


what specific things we would have to say; but also, I think 


if you got the right one up here, he'd say the content of those 
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messages is not something -- If we wanted to pass them, we 
could just put them out in public. I mean, the point is that 
doing these things privately and having a confidential channel 
cf the kind the Japanese provide, we think is often useful. . 

Q How recently did Mr. Abe visit those capitals? 

A (To staff: Bill, do you remember the dates? 

June, I believe. 

Q Do you see the Japanese as trying to avoid 
Japan becoming a potential campaign issue in the United States? 
And if so, do you see the Japanese pressing to wrap up some 
more of these negotiations before the campaign season starts in 
full fury? 

A You would have to ask them about their motivations. 
I think it's certainly the case that this is a -- I think, as 
Ambassador Mansfield says, I'll quote the Ambassador, he says, 
"This is the most important bilateral relationship in the world." 
There may be some others that are as important, but this is 
Clearly at the top of the list; and it is in our interest as 
well as the interests of Japan to try and make sure that it comes 
across as a positive, constructive, and cooperative relationship 
and doesn’t become a political football. 

Q What progress has been’ made in any of the other 


specific negotiations or issues between the two countries, I 


guess starting with beef and citrus? 
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A I*m not going to get into speculation about 





progress. I guess in terms of other issues on the agenda, I 

think I have mentioned beef and citrus; mentioned several 

others. There probably would be some discussion of cigarette 

tariffs and cigarette marketing in Japan. 

There will probably be some discussion of energy 

issues and our interests in promoting Japanese investment, 

particularly in the coal industry here in the United States. 

I'm sure a very important issue on the agenda | particularly in the 
discussions with Treasury,will be the efforts to liberalize 


Japan's capital markets and a number of measures that we 





think would have the net effect of strengthening the yen, 





and thereby, in fact, among other things, improving our 
competitive position in the United States, in Japan, and in 
third markets. 

I believe, with the other things we've mentioned, 
that’s-- Oh, and tariffs. Excuse me. There are a number 
of substantial Japanese tariffs on products, particularly alcoholic 
beverages, forestry and paper products, farm machinery, and 
processed agricultural products, where we think, again, that 
we could be highly competitive if these tariffs weren't there. 
So I think those tariffs will be issues. 

Q Do you expect agreementgon any of these issues? 

A I expect the NTT Agreement to be finished. 


I'm not going to make any predictions otherwise. 














Q The Japanese say that these joint auto 
ventures like GM/Toyota and=Chrysler/Mitsubishi will, 


automatically, solve the Japanese car import voroblem by 





providing more domestic competitors. The AFL-CIO says 
it will merely switch the American consumer from one 
domestic product to another, 

Does the Administration favor such deals as the 
GM/Toyota one in California? 

A I don’t want to get into the specifics of: - 
that one. I know there are union issues on both sides, I 
do think the more general proposition -- we certainly favor 


| Japanese investment in this country. We're trying through 





© that joint commission that I mentioned to find ways of en- 


couraging .it, and, where there are barriers, reducing it. 


I know we've heard from the governor of at least one state 
that Japanese investments have given a healthy boost to their 
economy. While I'll duck the specific, the general principle 
we’ re very strong on. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 3:00 p.m.) 























DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
SECRETARY SHULTZ TRIP TO LATIN AMERICA 
FRIDAY, JANUARY 27, 1984, 3:41 P. M. 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I thought 
what I might do is just quickly tell you the schedule 
outlines, and then some of the things that we look forward 
to at each one of the stops. I'll go through the schedule 
first and then get to things that we're looking forward 
to. 

We depart here at an uncivilized hour on the 
3lst, Tuesday, early in the morning. We go to San Salvador 
and we'll spend most of the day there, and we'll arrive 
very early in the morning in Caracas on Wednesday, 
February 1. We'll be in Caracas through Friday morning. 

Friday morning we depart Caracas for Rio de 
Janeiro. We'll be in Rio through Sunday evening when we 
gc to Brasilia. We'll be in Brasilia from Sunday evening 
until Tuesday, the 7th. Depart Brasilia early Tuesday 
morning enroute to Grenada and Barbados, returning here 
Wecnesday morning. 

That's the overall schedule. The things that we 
would like to address while we're there, I think if you 
look at the schedule and you know of the things that are 


going on in the different countries in the stops involved, 


you can readily see an overall linking theme through all of 

















them would be the theme cf democratization in the region. 
Each one, different elements: elections just held, 
elections being held, elections being planned. 

In Venezuela -- in El Salvador specifically he ll 
be meeting with President Magana; Vides Casanova, political 
leaders. The Secretary is going to review, aside from the 
prospects or anticipations of the elections, reforms in the 
human rights. This is a continuing dialogue that we've had 
at various times, also at high levels, including the Vice 
President, now the Secretary of State. 

We'll be looking at the economic cevelopment aspects 
of their infrastructure that has been attacked by the war. 
The question of military assistance, the question of how 
they are doing in the military, and the dialogue and negotia- 
tions, both the internal dialogues and the external dialogues 
in the Contadora process. 

In Venezuela, as you know, we have good relations 
with the outgoing President. We look forward to the same 
with President Lusinchi. He is no stranger to many involved 
in this area. Some of us have already met with him prior 
to his taking office and since his election and before his 
election. 

Venezuela, as you know, has been a key player in 
the Contadora process, and we would hope that they would con- 


tinue to do so. They also, as you know, were a key player 


from a donor point of view in this CBI and related activities. 




















In Brazil we're going to attempt one more time to 
bring the final report together for the presidents on the 
five working groups that, you may recall, were established 
in December of '82 by President Reagan and President 
Figueiredo. The groups went to work. We had hoped to do 
the final step in October, but, as you may recall, the 
trip was cancelled at the last minute. 

In addition to that, it will give the Secretary 
a good chance to discuss with the Brazilians the economic 
and financial questions before Brazil, how it weaves in 
and within their Abertura process which has had one election 
and is looking forward to another one at the end of December 


for president; and the interlink between the economic 





progress they're making within the framework of re-democratization 
of Brazil, and an opportunity also for President Figueiredo 
to renew his acquaintance with Secretary Shultz, a relation- 
ship that is very warm. 

In Grenada we will be celebrating the independence, 
Give us an opportunity to get with Sir Paul Scoon, the 
Chairman of che Advisory Council. Give the Secretary an 
opportunity also to visit the medical school and chat with 
the students who have now returned -- the U.S. students who 
have now returned to the school. 

At Bridgetown we look forward to a meeting with 
the OECS prime ministers. There will be a series of 


bilaterals with them and also grcup meetings to discuss 


both the -- 

















In Grenada? 


Pardon? 


Oo FY 


In Grenada? 

A No. This is on Barbados. And to discuss with 
them individually and collectively, of course, and collectively 
the regional security within the area, economic programs, how 
the CBI is evolving, these ongoing things. 

I should say also that, given the opportunity in 
Venezuela, depending on schedules of the people involved, we 
would like to take the opportunity while we're there to have 
appropriate bilaterals with heads of states and other foreign 
ministers. 

Q Like Contadora members? 

A Well, yes, depending -- it's difficult. The 
object of the exercise is to try to take maximum advantage 
of that time to have bilaterals with the various heads of 
states and foreign ministers that will be there. 

On that note, I will stop and attempt to answer 
your questions. 

Q When you say you're talking -- 

Q This democratization -- 

A Want to flip a coin? 

Q When you say you're talking with political 


leaders in Salvador, as well as Vides Casanova, is the 


political leaders -- is that d'Aubuisson, is that Duarte? 

















a It will be the ones -- yes. I think the 
answer to your question, all those you have mentioned 
have been invited. I don't have the full guest list, but 
the object of the exercise is the leaders of the parties, 
the presidential candidates, will all -- I think there is 
one event in which we're bringing all the political leaders 
together to chat with then. 

Q This -- 

a Just a minute. Let's take it in order. He 
spoke up first. 

Q No. This is in the same meeting? 

A Yes. It's envisioned in one meeting with 
the political leaders. 

Q You have mentioned the theme of this trip 
being democratization. I'm wondering why you didn't include 
Argentina. Was there any consideration of doing so? 

Ay It's already a 7-day trip. There were a 
variety of countries that were looked at, and all I could 
squeeze out of the 7th floor was seven days. We're hopeful 
maybe there may be an opportunity if President Alfonsin 
is in Caracas to chat with him. He's one of the possible 
bilaterals. 

Q i wanted to ask you, also in El Salvador, 
if the Secretary will again remind them of the situation 
of human rights and the death squads and military aid, 


whether there would be a linkage there? 








A As I told you, there's no doubt in my mind, 





and no doubt in the Secretary's mind when he talks about 
going to El Salvador, human rights is an element that's in 
the front end of his mind. 

It will be a continuation of the dialogue that we 
do have with them on human rights, and we will be discussing 


military assistance too. 


Q But right down to specifics, the nuns' case, 
the labor leaders, the various Americans, the stages at 
which these cases happen or may not happen to be in the 
Justice system? 


A It has been my experience that most senior 


) U.S. officials in dealing with Salvadoran officials 





normally do get into where are we on specific cases of 
interest, in addition to the general and overall pictures 

of it. Yes. I think that would be a fair assumption on your 
part. It's obviously cf great interest to the Secretary. 

Q Will Secretary Shultz ask for any assistance 
in providing evidence on the connection between Miami- 
Salvadoran exiles and death squads in El Salvador? 

A I think that the answer to your question is 

no -- I think. And the reason I say "no" is that there's 
been a lot of publicity about this Miami connection and 
all the rest of them. Let me just put it in perspective 


as I understand it. 











There are a lot of people from not only Central 
America but the Caribbean that live in the Miami area. 
There's a lot of money transactions that goes on in any 
case of exiles or people that are transplanted. Our laws 
are fairly specific on how one can or cannot transfer monies. 
It is the mission and the intent of this government to uphold 
the law. 

Now, as to any special effort that is necessary 
in upholding the law, I don't really think that the Secretary 
of State is going to get into something that is really a 


judicial process and a matter for the Department of Justice. 


That's why I said "no." 


(Continued on next page) 














Q I was referring to, in fact, what I understood 
to be the Administration's efforts to so-called "crack down" 
on the Miami exiles. 

A Yes. Well, I've read a lot of stories about 
the effort to so-called "crack down,” Let me tell you what 
I know, and that is that the Administration is going to enforce 
the law; and if there /s, in fact, illegal money transactions 
between Miami, El Salvador, and any other place, then effort 
is going to be made to go after it. I think you have to put 
what you have characterized as "crack down" in that context. 

Yes. 

Q As I recall, the Secretary said at a news conference 
a month ago that he was kind of impressed with the way the 
Nicaraguans had changed their rhetoric, and he wanted to find 
out whether there was any reality behind that rhetoric. It So 
happens that he will be in Caracas with Daniel Ortega next 
week, and I wonder if he will take advantage of that opportunity 
to meet with him. 

A I was not sure Daniel Ortega is going. But still, 
take your assumptici. All right. When Daniel Ortega was in 
Buenos Aires, and the Vice-President was the head of the 
delegation, there was an opportunity in which they met. 

It was a social occasion; there was an exchange of pleasantries; 


and that was it. I'm sure if that kind of situation exists 








again in Caracas with Secy Shultz, that the same thing will occur. 





As to whether there will be something beyond that, I have 
nothing for you at this time on it. 
That was a long-winded answer, wasn't it? 
(Laughter) 
Q On the same subject, I will ask if Mr. Ortega is 
on that list that you mention of the possible bilateral 
) meetings that -- 
A No. In line with this question at this time, 
I don't have any information on Mr. Ortega ........e06. 
Q On the question of Brazil, if I can ask, is there 
| @ a possibility that the Secretary may be carrying some formal 
agreements to be signed with the Brazilians on military 
assistance or military manufacture, nuclear energy? 
A No, no, no. I think what you have coming out of 
a working agreement is one Memorandum of Understanding, not 
in the military area; and there may be one on the industrial- 
military side of it, but it's not any firm type of contract 
or treaty, or the rest of it. 
There are some understandings in the working groups, 
and we'll be able to get you some more specifics on that 
prior to the trip. 


Q The Brazilian astronaut, has he been chosen? 
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A No. Let's remember: the Brazilians and the 
Americans have talked about a payload specialist, which is 
a crew member, but not astronaut. Whether the Brazilians 
have chosen him or not, I don't know of it. I mean, it's 
a Brazilian choice, if they make it. 

Q The President offered to train this man. 

A Oh, absolutely, that’s correct. And I think at 
the working level, there is understanding that that looks like 
it's a very feasible idea. But as to the selection, that's a 
Brazilian choice. 

Q Just a technical matter on Grenada, you said 
they are going to celebrate the independence. 

A That's right. 

Q What exactly are they celebrating? 

A It's their independence from Great Britain 
when they became an independent state. 

Q Not the U.S. intervention? 

A God, I know it's been a long time, but has it 
been a year? 

Q (Laughter) A month, 2 months, you know -- 

A Wrong date. October 25th. We're going in the 
first week of February. (Laughter) 

Q Flora Lewis had a piece the other day about 


Grenada, and specifically, the OECS, and the possibility 





ll 


remote apparently right now, of putting together some 





kind of multi-island security force. Would that be --- 

A Yes, that's not a new idea. It's a regional 
peace force, a regional security force. I'm sure that 
that is a subject for discussion, the theory being that 
all these islands have never had large military -- (1); 

(2) they cannot afford it; (3) they've had their eyes wide 
} opened by the Grenada and also other small type of 
insurgencies launched, either out of Grenada or other 
places. Therefore, the discussions they have had to date -- 
and we have had some periphery with them -- is the 
) establishment of some kind of mobile peacekeeping force, 
© reaction force, or something that could be stationed in 
one land or drawn from, or some iing of this nature. So 
that would be, I think, a very legitimate topic for discussicn with 
them. 
Q That particular article, if I may pursue that, 
A I didn't read the article; I'm just addressing 
the subject. 0O.K.? 
Q She suggested that one of the ideas that had 
been under consideration was that the British would train 
the force, and the United States would provide the ships 
that would be the transportation for it to move around, 


but that neither the United States or Britain had very 





much enthusiasm for the idea. 
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Why would we be opposed to it? 

aN . If you're going to have a rapid deployment force, 
I think, by definition, you don't move them by ships -- but 
that’s another matter: 

Whether there is enthusiasm or not, I didn't read the 
article. Let me just tell you that I think Great Britain 
has an interest in the security in that area, and we have 
an interest in the security; and if we can help in a modest 
way with technical assistance or something of this nature, 
fine. I don't think it is envisioned that either Great 
Britain or the United States would be part of any kind of 


mobile force at this time. 


Q Sir, Ge in the bilaterals, is 


the Secretary planning to see the leaders of Honduras? 

A I'm trying to remember. I don't think the 
President of Honduras is going. I think its Paz Barnica, 
¢he. foreign Minister, is going, as I remember; and he is 
a possible. 

Q Possible? 

Ay Yes. When I say it's possible, you've got to 
remember now, you don't know when these guys are getting 
there, what their schedules are. It's like 3-D, trying 


to put these together. : 
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Q At the Barbados meeting, will they be discussing 
the situation in Suriname? 

A Where? 

Q In the Barbados meeting, within the bilaterals? 

A I think in a tour d‘horizon, that the Secretary 
is prepared to discuss Suriname as well as the Middle East 
Or Far East, or something, with any one of the Foreign 
Ministers. It's not a subject that we have flagged in 
Barbados to speak about it -- two separate areas, really. 

Q Will they be day-iong meetings there in Bridgetown, 
or how is that going to be arranged? Separate meetings or one 
group? 

A No. It's both. You know, there will be a bilateral, 
for sure, with Prime Minister Adams, who is the host. There 
will be an opportunity to meet with him. I think there may 
even be an opportunity to have lunch or dinner with him, and 
then there will be kind of a working meeting. The details 
have not been worked out totally. We just have the time 
frames blocked for them. 

Q Are you going to be able to do your supplemental 
request for El Salvador by the time of this trip? 

A No, I don't think so. That's a White House 
decision, because it's part of the over-all -- 


We're leaving Tuesday morning. 











14 


Q In fact, won't it happen while you're on the trip? 

A It may. I'm not trying to be washy with you, but 
when it gets out on ‘the other side of the street” -- 

Q You've finished, and sent it to “the other side 
of the street,” as you say? 

A Pardon. 

Q It’s been finished here and sent to “the other 
side of the street?” 

A Well, no. Things are never finished. (Laughter) 
They always seem to come back; but basically speaking, a lot 
of the “grunt” work has been completed on it. 

Q You're talking about the total package now, as well? 

A Yes. You're getting way out of my area. I only 
worry about 33 countries, and you're talking about something 
that covers 154, 

Q qe 1 would assume that some of these 
people will be bringing up with the Secretary and yourself 
the recommendations of the Kissinger Commission. What do you 
plan to tell -- 

A Yes. We're looking forward to their comments, too. 

Q Well, what do you have to say to them? I mean, 
do you think there is a good chance this thing is going to be 


passed on the Hill, and the President will send them the funds? 
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A No. I think what we'll do is be able to tell 





them, as we go around, what the President's intent is, 
and that is what has been, a lot of it which you know, 
and just explain some of the details with them as we go. 


And that is, the President has in essence taken the body of the 


<issinger Report and embraced it, and is now translating it into 
legislative form to put it forth. 
Zach country has different interests in different 
parts of it, and I think we'll be prepared to discuss 
with them those things that are of interest to them. 


(Continued on page 16.) 
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Q Back on Grenada, if I may. Is it possible 
that the Secretary may carry a proposal or an agreement 
or an announcement that the Americans will finally build 
that airport that the Cubans began, one; and, two, that 
they will rebuild the mental hospital that was accidentally 
bombed by American aircraft? 

A The answer to the first one is no. The 
answer to the second one is an interesting aspect, and I 
just can't give you a yes or no on it. I'm not trying to 
withhold for any big hoorah I just can't answer it. 


Q The answer to the first one was, no, there 





will be no announcement? 

A There is no big surprise, and here's how to 
build -- 

Q But not "no" the airport won't be built? 

A No. That's right. Let's talk about the 
airport for for thirty seconds just so you understand what 
the “no" means. 

The airport is an article of faith in Grenada 
and the eastern Caribbean. That we are aware of, one. 
Secondly, there is a study being undertaken by AID now on 


a contractual basis to see what it would take to finish 
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that airport. It's not a simple deal. It's like buying a 





car; if you want a stereo, if you like air-conditioning. 

If you look at the big plan the Cubans had, you 
would make that -- there are many other ten thousand foot 
runways in the Caribbean but there are none that have 
zero/zero landing instrumentation, nighttime, and all the 
rest of it as envisioned, a big terminal. So what are you 
going to do -- complete a runway? Do you finish the shell 
of the terminal; do you put in all the fancy instrumentation; 
do you make it all weather; do you make it all night? These 
are different things. 


A study undertaken by AID would look at what the 





levels would be. There is no decision within she United 
States Government to pay for completion of that runway. 

Q Shultz’ plane will be landing there, will it 
not? 

A That's correct. 

STAFF: A plane. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. I haven't 
stayed up with that battle lately. 

STAFF: A plane; not necessarily the plane. I 
think that's right. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the latest 





is that -- the key is not whether it lands; it's whether it 
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can take off. Three thousand hours as a pilot, I'll tell 
you that's what counts. You can always get in. It's 
getting out that is the difficult one. 

Q Is he going to hold news conferences along 
the way? 

My Oh, plenty of them. (Laughter). 

Q Seriously? 

A I'm serious. More than John Hughes wants. 
(Laughter) Yes, there are planned news conferences, I think, 
at every stop. 

Is that right? 

STAFF: There will be in Salvador, will be in 
Venezuela, will be in Brasilia, will be in Grenada, with 
no filing facilities so we go straight to Barbados. And 
I think there's a final one -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's a thirty 
minute flight and we get to read the copy. If we don't 
like it, you don't file it. (Laughter) 

Q The Chief of Missions meeting will involve 
all of South America and all of Central America? 

A No. The Chief of Missions meeting in Rio 


will involve all of South America. 
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Q Only South America? 
Oy Yes. 
Q When you say -- or I guess your colleague 


said “a plane.” I understood we were going from Brasilia 
to Grenada? 

My That's correct; so it's “the plane." I think 
it's "the plane.” He says it's "a plane.” We'll let 
you know when the time comes. Either way, it'll be 
courtesy of the U.S. Air Force, and they're all right. 
Believe me. 

Q In Grenada, will he be urging that the 
government hold elections as soon as possible? 

A I'm sorry, I missed the first part. 

Q In Grenada, will he be pressing for early 
elections, and will he possibly be meeting political leaders 
such as Eric Gairy? 

A Let's take the first question first. Rather 
than urging for early elections, I think that what would be 
primary in the Secretary's mind is to get an update as to 
Sir Paul Scoon's and the Advisory Council's plans as they 
evolve. We know what the outline is. Sir Paul Scoon said 


it many months ago. You have an interim government, and 
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then a provisional government that will put the election 
together which will lead to an elected government. We are 
somewhere between Phase I and II on this, and I think the 
Secretary will look for an update on it. 

We have no reason to believe, and have never had 
Since Day One, that there's any foot-dragging on elections. 
So therefore there wouldn't be that impetus to ask to push 
for early elections. From what I've gathered in my trip 
to Grenada in chatting with him, they want to go as soon as 
they can and do a proper election, and I think that's what 


one can expect. 


© And the second part <-- oh, yes, Gairy. 
Q You remember him? 
Ay Yes. Flying saucers, wasn't it? 


Q That's right. 

Q Bermuda Triangle. 

A I don't know whether they'll be an opportunity 
to meet with the non-appointed political leaders there, 
including Gairy. You know Secretary Shultz well. He doesn't 
run away from not meeting with people. I wouldn't see any 
problem with it. Maybe a question of time. 

Q In Brazil, is the Memorandum of Understanding 


that you spoke of likely to be released while the Secretary 





is in Brazil, and can you give us some rough idea of the 
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subjects that will be covered in it? 

A The Memo of Understanding will be -- the 
Memorandum of Understanding will be on a specific one of 
the five working groups, and I would assume that that one 
will be released at that time. It'll be made public. In 
fact, there's a ceremony involving it. 

What FPoreign Minister Guerreiro and Secretary 
Shultz are going to do is put the final touches on the 
reports to their respective Presidents. I don't think 
it that time the reports on all five working groups will 
be made public; only after they have reported them to their 
Presidents. 

Q Which of the five groups is the Memo of 
Understanding? 

A Let's see if I get it right. Fair, if 
I get it wrong; correct me. There is a Memorandum of 
Understanding -- the interesting thing of what came out 
of these working groups is they've already assigned 
certain agreement working arrangements, but I believe this 
one is on industrial/military cooperations. 


Q Does this mean that the Americans will help 


the Brazilians manufacture some weapons? 
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A No. It may mean the Brazilians will help 
the Americans find a more efficient way of making cascavels. 
It's a two-way street. Okay? It could mean all kinds of 
things. 

Q Go back to Salvador,and the large political 


leaders will be invited -- 


A Yes. 

Q Have been invited? 

A I assume they have been invited by this 
time; yes. 

Q Well, if you assume, then you don't know 


whether D'Aubuisson has accepted? 

A That is correct. I have not seen an 
accept/regret list. That's correct. 

Q Have you asked for that? 

A I don't have to. They normally do it. 
These guys are fairly efficient. 

Q Will we know by Monday? 

A I don't know whether we'll know by Monday, 
but I'm sure that -- 


Q If you're going say regrets for Tuesday, 


we ought to know by Monday, should we not? 
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Q Have you ever worked much in that area? 
A Yes, lots. 
Q Then you know that that's still a maybe answer. 


I've had a ten minutes of eight calling of people for 
sit-down dinners. Not an unusual event. 

Q At a news conference this morning at the 
Carnegie Endowment there was a suggestion by a panelist 
that the Lusinchi Government in Venezuela might not be 
as friendly toward the United States as the Herrera 
Campins Government with respect to the Contadora process 
and other regional issues. Do you have any thoughts on 
that? 

A Yes. I heard a rumble about that about 
two weeks ago. I had the pleasure of meeting with 
President-elect Lusinchi for a long meeting; two-hour 
breakfast. It was a good breakfast, too. I didn't get 
that impression iat all. I found him to be a very 
straightforward, open person who understands what needs 
to be done in the Contadora process. I don't see any 
dramatic change in either direction or intensity of 


interest and/or affinity with the United States. I was 


very impressed with him. 
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As you know, aside from these foreign policy 





issues, he's facing some significant financial challenges 
also. 
Q Along those lines, one of the problems -- 
the reason they stopped supplying oil to the Nicaraguans 
is they weren't getting paid. Any indication that this 
new government might resume supplies to the Nicaraguans 
and figure out some sort of extraordinary payment schedule? 
A No. I didn't see any indication of that. 
Overall, I think they're beginning to see the necessity 
for good fiscal prudence. To answer your specific question, 


no, there wasn't any mention of that. 





Q Thank you. 


A Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 4:10 p.m.) 
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AMBASSADOR ROWNY: Good morning. President Reagan and I 
have met to review where to go from here in the START talks. The 
President again confirmed his deep and personal commitment tc arms 
control and his hope for improved dialogue. 


The President agreed that the START negotiations have made 
more progress than is generally realized and that we're now in a 
position, when we return to the table, to make a breakthrough based 
on trade-offs of U.S. advantages to balance off Soviet advantages. 


The President reaffirmed the basic outlines of our pro- 
posal which would amount to real arms control, because it calls for 
deep reductions to equal, verifiable and stabilizing goals. 


There's a good deal in it for us, and for the Soviets as 
well. The President also noted that we modified our original proposal 
to take into account the Soviets main concerns that it was too 
restrictive, too complex, and addressed only U.S. concerns. We made 
our proposal less restrictive, offered less complicated alternatives 
and collapsed the two phases into one. And, as the President said, 
places everything on the table. 


With a good faith response from the Soviet Union, these 
moves could bring us closer to an agreement. 


Next, I reported that I had carried out the President's 
decision of last October to encorporate the build-down concept into 
our proposal. This concept would be good for both sides, because it 
would have both sides reduce in a way which contributes to stability. 


Buiid-down, as you know, was originally proposed by 
several Senators and Congressmen and has strong bipartisan domestic 
support. We will continue to seek Soviet agreement to it. 


And finally, I toid the President that I had carried out 
his decision to begin exploring possible trade-offs of U.S. interests 
and advantages for Soviet interests and advantages. Really -- Soviet 
-- U.S. interests and concerns for Soviet interests and concerns. 


Specifically, we believe our advantages in bombers and 
cruise missiles can be traded off for their advantages in ballistic 
missiles. 


When the last round ended, my Soviet counterpart did not 
agree to resume the START talks in February, saying the Soviets 
needed to reassess the situation. The President agreed that the best 
way to continue to make progress toward an agreement is to return to 
the negotiating table, and pursue our offer to deal in concrete 
trade-offs. We are ready to resume the talks at any time. 
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Q What is the progress that you've made so far? 
And do you think that they will go -- have you explored the trade-off 
enough to see whether they would acquiesce? 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: Wo -- the progress we've made are in 
the other issues, such that the Soviets agreed with us that the 
launchers alone would not be a basis. But, they said launchers plus 
nuclear weapons. We haven't agreed on what those other weapons vould 
be, but we've made progress there. 


Q General Rowny -- I'm sorcy -- are you prepared to 
trade off the missiles that are in Europe -- the new Pershings and 
Cruises -- 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: Wo -~ I'm talking about START -- 


Q I know exactly what you're talking about. And there 
have been calls for blending the two talks, increacing potential 
for a trade-off by bringing the European missiles into a START context. 
Has the administration reached the point where it's prepared to trade 
off Soviet concerns about new U.S. Pershing and Cruise missiles for 
our concerns about their heavy ground-based ICBMs. 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: See -- the Soviets have said they 
must take into account the fact that 








we have missiles being deployed in Europe, and we've said, "ves, 
Geployed SS-20's in Europe.” They broke off the talks in INF, did not 
break off the talks in START, but they said they want to reassess the 


situation. When they are ready to come back, when they reassess the 
situation, we just have to see what they have to say. 

Q Are we willing, though? 

AMBASSADOR POWNY: Willing to what? 

Q Trade the European missiles. 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: We're willing to listen to any serious 
proposal the Soviets might have. 


Q And negotiate on it? 


AMBASSADOR ROWNEY: We're willing to listen to any -- 
We're ready to return to the negotiating table, we're ready to -- 


Q And allow this to be on the table? 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: We're -- The best way to answer that, 
I think, is that we want to listen to any proposal that the Soviets 
have. If you are suggesting, I don't know whether you are, that we 
should propose a merger, we're not. 


Q Have they proposed a merger? 
AMBASSADOR ROWNY: They have not proposed a merger. 
©) What if they proposed a merger? 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: That's a “what if” question. If they 
do, we'll see what they say. 


Q Are we against a merger of the two -- 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: We say that a merger would not solve 
any problems, you see. You can't solve anything procedurally that you 
can't solve substantively. 


Q Ambassador, are you under any greater pressure this 
year to get a treaty because it is an election year? 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: No. 
Q Why not? 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: Because the President has always hed 
a deep commitment to arms control, and he's told me, and others, 
that he's not going to make arms control a political issue. It's an 
issue which is of interest to the country, and it's always been that. 
He's made good proposals, he's modified those proposals, and ui.der 
pressure, we've always strived for arms control. We're going to 
continue to do so. 


Q Do you think the Soviets will go one way or the other 
this year, that is, to move toward a treaty to be helpful to Ronald Reagan, 
or to stay away from a treaty because they think it would hurt him? 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: I think this is a decision they're going 
to make. I think that's something they -- In my estimate, it's in their 
interest to return. 


Q Mr. Rowny << 
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AMBASSADOR ROWNY: So I think that they -- 


Q Weil, you've always said they were going to, that 
we would have a treaty, and last year you predicted by the end of the 
year ve would have something. 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: Wo, I've had a lot of caveats on that, 
but I did say that, you know, that there would be progress toward an 
agreement and there is progress toward an agreement. 


Q But deployment killed all of that, didn’t it? 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: The Soviets said that the deployment 
of INF missiles in Europe caused them to break off the INF and caused them 
to reassess the whole situation. They are reassessing. 


Q Mr. Rowny, you seem to be signaling here, something 
that, at least I haven't heard before, and that is that you don't favor a 
merger of the INF and START talks, but if the Soviets come to the table and 
suggest such a thing, we're ready to listen and talk about that possibility. 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: I think that's e fair statement. So 
we are not seeking a merger, we think that a merger would solve nothing. 
You can't solve these problems just by combining the talks. On the other 
hand, if the Soviets want to return to the negotiating table, and want 
to give us serious proposals, we're going to listen to what those serious 
proposals are. 


Q You aren't going to close the door -- although you 
don't favor a merger, you're not going to close the door on a merger 
in negotiations -- on combining the negotiations? 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: I think that's a fair statement. 


Q Do you have any idea about a time frame for when -- 
have the Soviets given you any indication as to a time frame when they 
might be willing to come back? 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: No. No, all they've said was that in 
December when I proposed that we return in February -- February the &th, 
they said that they cannot make a date for the resumption of talks 


because they want to reassess the situation. And they said they want 
to reassess it because of the INF talks. 


Q NO private communication since then about a time 
frame to -- 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: No. 


Q The Soviets say we have violated SALT treaties in 


oo ‘ee Do you know anything about cur violations, what have they 
en 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: Well, Larry Speakes addressed that 
earlier today -- 


Q No, he didn't. 
Q He didn't. 


AMBASSADOR ROWIY: <-- and he and the State Department will 
say more about that. I stay in very close touch with what's going on 
and we have not violated the treaty. We stick by our treaties. 


Q Excuse me. We have not done any violations, so you 


completely deny -- wait a second -- you completely deny the Soviet 
charges? 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: I dismiss them, yes, as being ground- 
less. And what I've heard are issues which have been rehashed and I 
thought were settled once before. 











Q General, I'm trying to get to this point. You're 
saying it's in the Soviet interest to come back. Are you saying that 
they might get a better arrangement with Reagan this year than they 
would if he's re-elected? 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: Wo, not that they're going to get a 
better arrangement. I'm saying that when I started to explore with 
them the real concrete trade-offs and say, “Look, this is what we've 
got that you're interested in, 


MORE 
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bombers and cruise missiles, and we're interested in reducing those 
ballistic missiles that you have, particularly ICBMs." at ehat 
point, the INF talks had been broken off by then. 


And, I think, uncharacteristically they didn't ask 
any questions. It would have been in their interest to ask 
some questions and to find out what we're talking about. 
I'm saying that we have some concrete proposals now on trade-offs 
which would be in the Soviets’ interest, and I think they realize 
that. 


Q -- their interest to reduce our bombers and 
missiles if they would just make a -- give us a little -- 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: That's to give us some counter- 
reductions in their ICBMs -- 


Q Let's go over that, General. Is that 
why you say here you agreed there was more progress than 
realized and that you're in a position to make a breakthrough? 
Would you scan that breakthrough for us? 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: What I'm saying is that over 
the 18 months there have been a number of moves on the part 
of the Soviets. And I don't want to spell those out in detail. 
I could for you sometime, but <-- First, I've mentioned that 
they agreed that launchers alone was not of interest. They agreed 
to come down to 1800. They made some more moves on verification. 


When we made our changes and modifications, they 
removed certain parts of their proposal which were offensive to 
us. It had to do with Trident submarines and have to do with -- 
What else was the other thought that -- their other, their 
second -- 


MR. WATSON: ALCM bans. 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: Oh, yes. Their ALCM bans. 
They were not as demanding on those. Then, also, towards the 
end of the talks last December, they agreed to my proposal 
to talk about confidence-building measures which they hadn't 
talked about before. So, we had some meetings on that. 


So, over the year and a half -- and we've also 
said that there are certain things in our interest and their 
interest, in our interest and theirs -- to bring forward from 
SALT II. So, all that's been done. So, now, we were in a position 
to get down to concrete actions and say, “All right. Now, let's 
get down to the nitty-gritty. What is it that you're concerned 
about and what are -- we're concerned?” It was at that point 
that the Soviets broke off INF. 


Q You didn’t bring in the trade-off, nitty-gritty 
until after they left INF is what you're saying? 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: No, I brought it up. I had two 
tasks from the President in October. One was to explain to 
them the build-down and seek their agreement on buildup. Thar 
took the first part of the talks. I had then laid down to 
Victor Karpov the idea of exploring trade-offs. The next 
day they walked out of INF. So, when they came I said, "What's 
your reaction?” And they said, “We're not going tc talk about 
this at this time.” But it was in a rather, I'd say, muted tone. 


We didn't get back to the real thing that I wanted 
to do -=- was to explore trade-offs. I'm saying that's what we 
have to offer them now. And I think that’s what they're interested 
in. 
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Q Do you have any feeling at all that they might 
return to the talks, General? 


AMBASSADOR A.WNY: It's hard to speculate about 
what the Soviets are going to do. You know that. But -- 


Q Well, I know — 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: I've told you that I think that 
it's in their interest to -- 


Q Well, that’s not my question. 
AMBASSADOR ROWNY: -- come back, so I -- based on that -- 


Q My question is based on either the conversations 
between Shultz and Gromyko or conversations you may have had or 
any other diplomatic contact, whether or not -- 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: It's <-- 
Q -- there is any indication at all -- 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: Yes. 


Q -- that the Soviets are ready to resume START 
talks? 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: The indications are that they 
did not break off my talk. They did not say that they were 
breaking off in START. Their tone was different. They simpiy 
said that they were not ready to set a date for resumption. 


Q Have they given any indication they're ready 
to set the date? 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: No. 


Q Then why do you come out and use a word like 
"breakthrough"? Doesn't that seem rather grand considering that 
the talks are suspended? You can't cite any affirmative evidence that -- 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: Wo. Saying a breakthrough if 
they're ready to resume, come back to the talks, we are in 4 position 
to move forward. That's <-- 


Q Ien‘t that a pretty big if? 
AMBASSADOR ROWNY: Sure. 


Q General, when you've talked to us in the past, you've 
said that it was going to be very hard to have any progress or any 
agreement in the START talks, but how about some progress in 
INF? Do you think this breakthrough you talked about is 
poesible without the Soviets coming back to the INF table? 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: Oh, yes. I think that these are 
two independent things, two independent 





neyotiations. I think that the Soviets are interested in strategic 
arms, as we are. 


Q That's different than what you told us in the past, 
though. You've linked the two pretty closely. 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: Well, the Soviets iinked the two 
pretty closely. And the Soviets are the ones who have made the 
Linkage and I still think that, yes, there has to -- We're not -- 
Let me put it this way, we're not going to cnter into a START 
agreement which selis our allies down the river. We're not going 

o —@t one that’s to the detriment -- So these two, you know, are 
‘oxed to the point that we're going to protect our interests, which 
in Europe, which are our allies’ interests. So we're not going 

to -- We're not dismissing that. So to that extent, sure, the two 
are related. 


Q Mr. Rowny, given the Soviet tension since World 
War II to make sure that the United States -- and to build and build 
and build so that the United States -- they're equal to or above 
the United States in nuclear weapons and other weapons, why do we 
think now that there should be a change in the Soviet mentality” 
What tells us now there's going to be a change in the Soviet 
mentality that when we build to their level or above that they 
are not going to continue to build that much quicker? 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: I think the major changes that, as 
Harold Brown said when he was Secretary of Defense, when we failed to 
build, they built. When we built, they built even more. The chance is 
that this President has recognized that you have to have the twin 
avenues of approach. One is to take care of your own security. 
Modernize your forces. You have to do that to take care of your 
own security and having done that, you're in a better position to 
negotiate. This is different. This is a modernization of our 
forces and that does make for a difference. 


Q Robert McFarlane came out here -- Or let's say 4 -- 
with other senior administration officials the other day and we 
talked about -- 


Q S® such for that backgrounder. (Laughter.) 
Q -- the possibility <-- 
Q Jesus. (Laughter. ) 


Q “~~ talked about the possibility of the Soviets 
not coming back to the table. 


Q Gotta start young. 


Q Talked about the gamble the administration has 
taken in building. We heard some officials say that there is a 
real possibility now that the Soviets won't come back to the table, 
that the gamble that we've taken to build and deal from 4 position 
of strength may not work? Do you agree with that? 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: There are all kinds of signals coming 
oit. I've also read in the paper that a high Soviet official has 
said that, you know, 
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they are ready to come back and that the election doesn't make that 
much difference. So, you know, there are all kinds of signals 

I'm saying that it's certainly in our interest to get a deal. i 
believe that it’s in the Soviet'’s interest to get a deal. And i 
have reason to believe that they think it's in their interest to 
get an agreement to reduce the level of tension, to reduce arms. 


With that, I can’t speculate too much on what they're 
going to do. I don't really know. But I think that -- putting my- 
self in the Soviet position and listening to what they say, that it 
is in their interest and therefore they'll come tack to these talks. 


Q Do they know with any precision what tradeoffs you 
have to offer them or did you never get a chance -- 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: Didn't get a chance to get it with 
any precision and I really didn’t want to get any -- precision. I 
wanted to explore different types of concepts to see what -- 


Q -- you've got a package in your possession -- 
AMBASSADOR ROWNY: Got several. 


Q -- that you're ready to put out before them if 
they come back. 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: We have several different ways of 
approaching this to see what would be of best interest to them, 
what they would be interested in. 


Q They don’t know what they are yet? 
AMBASSADOR ROWNY: Pardon me? 
Q They do not know what they are? 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: No. Wo, they didn't probe any further 
and when I said, “I'm ready to talk more about these.” They said, 
"Well, we're not. We have to -- * 


Q General, are you out here to help the President 
today as a cancidate on the war and peace issue? (Laughter.) 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY. No, I'm here because the President 
meets with me periodically. I‘ve met with him since I've been 
back. I wrote him amemo. I've met with him again. I meet with 
him sc veral times between the talks. He has not changed his 
commitment to arms control and he made that point this morninc. 


Q -- timing, General? What about the day after he 
announces for re-election? 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: No. We set this up some time ago 
and «= some weeks ago and 60 <-- 


Q So wee the <= 
AMBASSADOR ROWNY: Well, all right. But <- 


Q General, speaking realistically, since war and 
peace are definitely issueet in the campaign, what can you say to 
the American people about the status of negotiations by this White 
House, this President with the Soviet Union as to a possibility 
of at least a thaw between the two countries? 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: Well, I can say that the President 
made a talk here on the 
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l6th of January where he made proposals to resume the dialogue. He 
repeated that in his State of the Union address. He has authorized 
me to make certain changes along the way to our proposals, saying 
that we want to stick to our basic objectives. We'll reduce as far 
down as the Soviets want to go, but listen to their concerns, listen 
to their complaints. He then authorized further moves, such as the 
build-down, such as exploring trade-offs. 


So, he has authorized me to continue to bring the horse 
to water now. The horse has to drink. 


MR. SIMS: About one more question -- Bruce? 
Then George. 


Q Two weeks or so ago -- and I wish I had his words 
in front of me -- Mr. Nitze was out here. He sounded far more negative 
than you did on the prospect of even considering bringing the two 
talks together. Has something changed since then, or do you have a 
basic disagreement with Mr. Nitze? 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: No, no. Nitze and I agree and Nitze 
and I are in agreement and the administration has agreed with our 
recommendation that a merger proposal -- proposal for merger -- is 
not in our interest and it would solve no problems. 


Nitze's counterpart walked out, and, you know, he had 
reason to be pessimistic. My counterpart has not walked out. He 
says he would not resume. 


MR. SIMS: George? 


Q General? I have two questions: Number one, you 
differentiate here between the START and INF talks as far as the 
Soviet position. You say they've walked out of INF, but you don't 
believe they've walked out of your talks? 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: They have not walked out, no. 


Q -- so START could resume where, do you think, INF 
probably would -- 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: That's right. They have never said 
they were walking out of START, or -- and they haven't gone Leyond 
saying that they have to reassess the situation. Now -- let's take 
them at their word. They're reassessing the situation. 


Q Is it no longer our position that merging the talks 
would be detrimental or -- for negotiations, because then we would 


have to negotiate with our allies, or consult with our allies on 
START also, as well as INF? 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: Those issues have not gone away, those 
issues are still there. That's why we say we're not -- it's not our 
policy to propose a merger, nor do we think that we believe that a 
merger is going to solve these problems that were not solved before. 

Having said that -- 

Q Will they create more problems? 

Q Let him finish, let him finish his sentence. 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: They might. They might create some 
more problems, yes. They might -- 
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Q Well did -- 

Q How do you -- 

Q Did they accept the -- 

AMBASSADOR ROWNY: (Laughter.) Having -- having said 
that -- in response to your other questions -- if the Soviets, say 
that they want to talk and then begin bringing in other issues, 
we're going to listen to any reasonable proposal they have. 

Q Did they go for boat build-down? 

AMBASSADOR ROWNY: They were cool to it. 


Q Why do you think the Soviets have accused us of 
| violating these treaties? 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: Doing what comes naturally. Look 
through the history of what they do. When you -- you accuse them, they -- 
their first move is to come back, you see. That's standard negotiating 
practice in -- Soviet treaty -- Soviet behavior, but -- 


Q Have they asked you for any clarifying -- 

MR. SIMS: We've had the last question several times. 
Let's let the Ambassador go. We'll have his statement text in about 
two minutes here. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 10:26 A.M. EST 
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MR. SIMS: This is a background briefing for your informa- 
tion only, not for publication. The briefing is on the visit of 
President Spiljak of Yugoslavia. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Good morning to this 
nuge crowd. 


President Spiljak is the President of the State Presidency 
£ Yucoslavia. The State Presidency rotates every year. He has been 


in charce now for some months and leaves in May. So he is President 
throush May. 


This is the way that Yugoslavia has been ruled since Tito's 
Geath in May cf 1980, that it has been a rotating state presidency. 


The main purpose of the visit is to reaffirm our support 
for Yugoslavia's independence, its unity, territorial integrity, and 
non-alignment. We're all conscious that since Tito's break with 
Stalin in 1948, Yugoslavia's independence and the stability of the 
Balkans has been important for stability in Europe as a whole. 


With the Olympics in Sarajevo, I think we're all conscious 
that World War I broke out in that part of the world. It is an area 
in which there is potential instability and, therefore, it is impor- 
tant for us to work closely with the government of Yugoslavia to pre- 
serve their situation, their integrity, and their independence from 
the Soviet Union. 


I think it's fair to say that of all the communist coun- 
tries in the world, we probably have the most extensive and most cooper- 
ative relationship with the Yugoslavs that we have with any of them. 

And that goes back through many administrations. 


A second major objective for the visit is to continue to 
work closely with the Yugeslavs in their difficult financial and eco- 
nomic situation. Like many countries, the last two years have been 
very hard for them. There's been a 20 percent decline in per capita 
income in Yugoslavia. They have an $18 billion. debt to the West and 
the United States took the lead a year and a half ago to help them 
through their difficulties by launching something called, "The Friends 
of Yugoslavia Effort". That succeeded last year. 


We, together with fifteen other countries, with the 
World Bank, the IMF, the BIS -- the Board for International Settlements, 
and with over six hundred banks, helped the Yugoslavs to turn around 
their situation from a $1.4 billion current account deficit in 1982 
into a $100 million current account surplus in 1983. 


Q Well, what's the $18 billion debt? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's their total 
debt to the west. Their total hard currency debt is $18 billion. 


° Well, what's the $100 million? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 1.4 -- the $100 million 
is a current account surplus. That's an annual figure. $18 billion 
is their long-term, medium term, et cetera, debt -- total debt. 


Q Well, how can they have a surplus with a debt like 
that? I know I'm -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They've managed to 
service the.r debt so that they're now in a situation where they can 
maintain interests payments, et cetera, and they still are managinc, 
when you sake into account their exports, imports, to have a $100 
million current account surplus. 


The third purpose of the visit is to talk with President 
Spiljak about the East-West situation, their relations with the 
Soviets, and ours, and the overall situation in Europe. 


President Spiljak was invited to visit with Mr. Andropov 
in December. That visit was postponed because of, presumably, Andropov's 
illness. But it is still on in principle. The Yugoslavs are astute 
observers of the Soviet scene, have been for decades, and, therefore, 
we feel it is useful to talk with them about what's happening in Moscow. 


They share our concern that the Soviets left the nego- 
tiating arms control tables in Genevua and, like us, would like to see 
the arms control process put back on track so we will be talking with 
them about that. 


A fourth purpose of the visit is to underline the impor- 
tance of our -- 
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coopera.ion in the sports field. Sarajevo is of course the site for 
the Winter Olympics opening next week, and Los Angeles is of course the 
site for the Summer Olympics. And our two Olympic committees have been 
working extremely closely. The head of the L.A. Olympic committee told 
me recently that he has never seen such extraordinary cooperation ia 
securitv.olanninc,logistics, et cetera, and that he believes the Winter 
games are going to be a big success, that the Yugr-slavs have managed to 
get all set up. So President Spiljak will be going out to Los Angeles 
on Thursday to meet with our Olympic people, and to give a speech, to 
tour our facilities, and that's part of the symbolism of the visit. In 
the same vein we will also be signing on Thursday a tourism agreement 
with Yugoslavia. Commerce Secretary Baldrisge, and Yugoslav Vice President 
Dragan will be sicning a tourism agreement on Thursday. 


Q -- have to be in L.A. then -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Here. No, the signing 
is here. It's before the party goes out to Los Angeles. 


Q What will that do? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can give you a little 
Gescription of what it will do, just one second. It provides for 
simplification of travel procedures, development of new commercial 
Opportunities for tourism-related merchandise and joint ventures in 
tourism facilities, improvement of tourism statistics, and encouragement 
of direct cooperation between U.S. and Yugoslav cities to promote tourist 
traffic. Finally, the visit will also focus on the problem of terrorism 
worléwide. The Yugoslavs have suffered from terrorism in this country. 
Some of their missions in the past and houses here in Washington have been 
bombed. They are concerned about the terrorism problem here, and in other 
countries as well, and we,of course, are very concerned about terrorism 
worldwide. So one of the subjects for the visit will be cooperation to 
try to control and eliminate terrorism. 


Q Is that --topic of the discussions with the President, 
or is that something that's going to be discussed somewhere else? 


‘SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think both. That's 
all I had in the way of prepared -- 


Q Are there special security arrangements being taken 
to protect him during the visit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They are the usual 
security procedures which are, of course, special in the sense that they're 
very extensive, but they aren't any different than we do with other 
Reacs of State, heads of government. 


Q You said they're concerned about the break off of the 
arms talks. Are they concerned as well about the deployment of the 
missiles in Western Europe? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: About both deployment 
of Soviet missiles and of American missiles, yes. 


Q Would you like to break down the:r degrees of concern, 
which ones are they more concerned about? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think they're equally 
concerned with both because both, from their point of view, raise the 
level of tensions. 


Q And they are not in any way abasing -- Hungary for 
those -- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, they're not a member 
of the Warsaw Pact. They are an independent and non-aligning country 
as I mentioned -- important to recall that they broke from the Soviets, 


from Stalin, in ‘48 and they've never gone back into any alliance relation- 
ship with the Soviets. 


Q Are there any imme“iate outstanding issues that they 
will try to address? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I’ve been over the 
general turf. They are going to be very interested -- 


Q No, but I mean differences. 


SEYIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Between us and Yugoslavia? 
Q Yes. Right. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, our bilateral relationsh 
is really extraordinarily good. It's as good as it's ever been. We have 
a lot of things we're working on together like the economic package for 
this year -- and we'll be discussing that in some detail. They'll be havinc 
meetings with the International Monetary Fund when they're here, which 
is coordinating a stabilization program for Yugoslavia. So they'll be 
substantive discussions about that, and some other things. But there is 
no sort of sharp problem in the relationship that needs to be resolved. 


Q Have they been coming regularly, these, you know, 
one year presidents -- Have they been coming to the United States since 
Tito? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, this is the first 
visit at that level since Tito died. 


Q What about Yugoslavian participation in the proposal 
for a Balkan freeze zone, a nuclear freeze zone on the Balkans -- was 
that their proposal? 











SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it was a Greek -- 
hell, there are a number of countries that have been interested in 
that. The Rumanians have been, the Bulgarians, the Greeks have been 
interes es and the Yugoslavs are also interested in that. 


Q What is the U.S. view of that proposal? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFICIAL: We oppose it. As we 
oppose nuclear weapons free zones in northern Europe. You know, 
there is a similar concept for the Nordic area. We believe that 
Europe, in terms of its security needs is an integrated whole and 


that you cannot take pieces of it away. You've got to look at the 
overall picture. 


Q But wouldn't it be to the U.S. advantage to have 
part of eastern Europe in a nuclear free zone? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The countries that 
would be involved in a Balkan nuclear weapons free zone do not now 
have nuclear weapons. So, we don't gain anything in the sense that 
you'd be removing nuclear weapons from that area. 


Q So why wouldn't it be a good idea, then, to make 
it a nuclear free zone so there never would be weapons there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTATION OFFICIAL: We feel very strongly 
that if you're going to have a nuclear arms control agreement for 
Europe, it's got to include the areas where there are weapons and 
that would include the Soviet Union and eastern Europe if we're going 
to get into that part of it. Sut the approach we've been pursuing, 
which, as you know, is the Intermediate Nuclear Force Talks in Geneva, 
Goes get at the most serious problems now. And we think that we'd 
be sidetracking if we started to pick up another effort in the Balkans 
or in the Nordic area, that that wouldn't get at the fundamental 
security problems presented by the SS-20's and, from the Soviet 


point of view, presented by our Pershing and cruise missile deploy- 
ments. 


Q There was a lot of concern around the time of 
Tito'’s death that the change in leadership could cause Yugoslavia 
to érift back toward the Soviet Union. What's your view of that? 
Has that happened or are you still concerned about it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it is a con- 
cern that, you know, we have to keep watching. The main ingredient, 
I think, is Yugoslav nationalism. They don't want to become a 
puppet of the Soviet Union. They are fiercely independent, as they 
demonstrated in the fighting against the Germans during the Second 
World War. So, the only condition under which they would slide into 
a closer relationship with the Soviets would be out of compulsion. 
If their economic situation got so bad, for example, and if the 
West was unwilling to be helpful, you could foresee a situation in 
which they might -- some elements in Yugoslavia might feel compelled 
to establish a closer relationship with the East. 


Q Have the Soviets tried to exploit their economic 
problems? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: One thing that's saving 
us in thet regard is that the Soviets are having their own economic 
problers and they have not been able to help countries, even countries 
in the Warsaw Pact like Hungary have not received much in the way 
of Soviet assistance during this period of austerity for all of then. 
And that includes the Yugoslavs who have not -- not been helped by 
the Soviets. 


2 Have the Soviets been trying to play on some of 
the naticnalities within Yugoslavia to try to separate them from 
“se cectral vovernment, play, you know, on the <- Which nationality 

— representing now? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He's a Croatian and -- 

Q And the next time it'll be a Montanegrin or somebody -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. 

Q ~~ like that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, there'll be a 
rotation. 


Q -- play on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Periodically, you get 
some reports. But there hasn't been a major effort by the Soviets 
to do that sort of thing recently. But our concern is thet if you 
got a very desperate economic situation there, then national tensions 
could r.se and you could have that kind of playing around by the 
Soviets. But in the presnet context, that isn't a problem -- 


*) -- this rotating thing has worked reasonably well? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. It seems on the 
surface a little bit unusual to have a President who's only in of- 
fice for a year. But given the national makeup of Yugoslavia, 
where you have all of these different groups, it, in fact. has 
worked quite well. And there is a Prime Minister who has more 
tenure under him who is a woman named Planinc who has a little 
bit longer tenure in office. 


Q How long is his visit here in the U.S.? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He'll be arriving 
here in Washington tomorrow and he'll be here in Washington until 
Thursday. Then he goes out to LA on Thursday. He'll be in Los 
Angeles on Thursday and Friday and then he comes back and departs 
from New York on Saturday morning early. 


If you'd like, I can give you the events here in Wash- 
ington, if that’s helpful. He'll be arriving tomorrow afternoon 
at the Washi-gton Monument at 4:40 p.m. 
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anc then his meeting with the President is at 11:30 a.m. Wednesday 
morning, which will be followed by a working lunch and 

statements at 1:30 p.m. Wednesday. And then ne -- he tnen goes into 
@ series of meetings with Acting Secretary Dam, Secretary Weinberger, 


Treasury Secretary Regan. The Vice President has a dinner for him on 
Wednesday night. 


Then on Thursday morning he has meetings with Mr. Brock, 
with the House Foreign Affairs Committee, with the Vice President, 
with Commerce Secretary Baldrige, with the Senate -- he has lunch 


with the Senate Foreign Relations Committee and then he goes out to 
L.A. 


Q Was the subject of the talks with Weinberger? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have had both a 
Gialogue with them on military concerns -- security concerns -- and 
we have had some modest amount of military sales. And there is also 


& program where our troops can go and use Yugoslav recreational 
facilities on vacation, so there are -- 


Q What are we -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- a variwty of things 


~~ a variety of small things that we do in the security area with 
the Yugoslavs. 


Q What do we sell them? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We've been involved in 
some anti-tank weapons and there are some other things relating to 


aircraft -- some radars for airports, and there are other things that 
are under consideration. 


Q Anything you could tell us about? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: i'm sorry, I don't want 
to beyond that. There's nothing -- I don't want to seem mysterious. 
There's nothing very big there. This is not a major arms sales 
relationship. It's very modest. 


Q They get arms from the Soviets, too. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. The Soviets are 
their major foreign supplier. However, the Yugloslavs also produce 
most of their own weaponry and export to the Third World. I've forgotten 
what the exact [igure is, but it's in the range of 80 to 90 -~ I think 
85 percent they produce themselves. And they buy from a number of 
Western European countries, too, the Swedes, the French, the Swiss -- 


Q Some of those weapons, I know, show up in Central 
America, for example. Is there going to be some discussion about 
the Yugloslav sale to the Third World? Are we going to encourage 
that they don't do that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We will have a discussion 
on the Third World. To my knowledge, there have never been any 
Yugloslav weapons in Central America. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 11:21 A.M. EST 
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MR. MCPHERSON: Thank you, ladies and gentlemen. 
Let me make a couple comments that may be helpful, and then 
let's just move right into questions. We're dealing with, 
by our estimation, about four to five million people who, 
absent any outside help whatsoever, we think would be under 
threat of starvation in Africa. 


One of the countries which has been called to 
| special attention recently, and that is Madagascar, where 
there have been found to be substantial problems in inland 
-- the transportation distribution within the country. 
That's not a unique problem. That often ends up to be a 
major obstacle. 


We have been under discussions with CARE -- a pri- 
vate voluntary organization -- who have now some people 
working at the situation in Madagascar, and it is our expec- 
tation to provide about $2 million for inland transportation 
there in Madgascar, and we think it will somewhat help the 
situation. 





(Staff member conversed with Mr. McPherson) 


MR. MCPHERSON: I beg your pardon. I'm talking 
about Mozambique <-- the $2 million for Mozambique. 
(Laughter) Little different, isn't it? 


Mozambique -- you've read and heard in recent days 
the problems there, and that will be $2 million for CARE. 


Why don't I just open it up to questions. 


Q Can you clarify something at the beginning 
about these figures? Is the 500 million, for example, for 
the long-term development going on top of earlier projected 
figures? 


nN Yes. Let me give you those figures exactly. 
For Piscal-84 we've asked for $943 million -- we have $943 
million. For PFiscal-85 -- now, that's a figure that hasn't 
been public at all until today -- we're going to be asking 
for 1 billion 63 million point 6, to be precise, from 
Congress. 














Q 600 million -- 1 billion and 600 -- 
A 1063.6. 
Q One oh -- 


a 1063.6. That's up from 943 million. Now, 
the 73 is included in that last figure I gave you -- the 
1063.6. So even without regard for the initiative, in fact 
the ‘85 number is up. 


What we're saying is that we will ask Congress for 
Fiscal-85, for $75 million toward this initiative. We will 
ask Congress in Fiscal-85 for the budget that the President 
sends up in the next couple days, for $75 million. 


In the four years thereafter -- the four fiscal 
years thereafter, we will be asking for the balance. This 
will be a five-year program where we expect to ask for $500 
million, for a half a billion dollars. 


This fund -- we expect to have no less than five 
nor more than ten countries receive benefits from this fund 
in any given year. We don't want to have too many countries 
because we don't think it will have -- it will be a big 
enough carrot, as the Secretary was suggesting a moment ago, 
nor too few, really, because we think it can have broad 
applicability. 


Q When you speak of economic reforms, what do 
you mean? Are you asking these countries to move in the 
direction of free market capitalism? What do you mean by an 
economic reform? 


ny Probably the biggest single inhibitor of eco- 
nomic -- or agricultural production in Africa has been the 
tendency of African countries to pay farmers substantially 
below market prices, below what they would get if there was 
a free market. Often the prices may be as low as half what 
you would get on a free market. 


They do that because essentially they wish to pro- 
vide cheap food for urban dwellers. Farmers tend to be 
poorer than the recipients of the food in the urban areas, 
and in fact what you have is a tax on the farmers for the 
difference. What that means is that the farmer can't make 
enough money to get fertilizer to put on his land or to buy 
hybrid seed, or whatever, to increase production. There 
isn't an incentive to produce more. 











The net effect of this has been just to -- produc- 
tion which has fallen off dramatically. That's one of the 
major reforms. And in some places, like Madagascar, like 
Somalia, in recent times they've addressed those problems, 
and it looks like production is going to respond -- begun to 
address those problems. 


Another very common difficulty is that the state 
controls the purchase and the marketing -- what they call 
state marketing boards -- in these countries, and those very 
inefficient operations have often almost been a strangling 
apparatus on agricultural production and efficiency. Those 
are two primary concerns, and I would say at least at this 
juncture a dominant concern to us. 


Other economic issues which we think have an 
impact -- exchange rates and so forth <= but our focus in 
this initiative are on those agriculture policy changes. 


Q May I follow up something that the Secretary 
said? I didn't understand his answer to me when I asked 
about the dairy surplus which some countries, as you know, 
are protesting. 


Is the United States giving surplus dairy products 
to the African countries to resell as the U.S. is planning 
to do with Jamaica? 


A Through this program, no. Through other 
programs, there is a distribution -- there is through our 
other PL-480, Title II programs and Title I programs, we are 
providing some dried milk, yes. 


Q What are -- 

A We think -- pardon? -- we don't think -- I 
don't know of any place where at this time I think that the 
milk is dampening local production. 


Q What other countries besides Jamaica? What 
Other programs besides Jamaica? 


x Well, all over the world we provide some 
milk. I mean -- 


Q This is the one that's under protest, is that 
the U.S. is providing the dairy for the countries to resell 
and then use the money. 














= Well, let me see. There's several countries 
around the world. Let us provide that list to you. But we 
have what is called a Title II Modernization Program in 
several different countries. 


Q On the farm production end of it, the 
Secretary said the Zambia was making progress. The last I 
heard from Zambia, the main problem was that the European 
farmers had all disappeared, and their cooperation wasn't -- 
these government cooperatives weren't making it. What's 
happened to change that? 


a There remain major problems in Zambia in our 
judgment. These cooperatives, in fact, haven't been very 
efficient, but the government has in fact raised the prices 
that the farmers are receiving. They've begun to address 
one of the central problems. It's not everything. 


And I would say that places like Madagascar 
perhaps have gone further, and Somalia too, and Sudan too. 
But there have been some major changes in Zambia. 


Q If we‘re talking about spending -- about 
having ten countries, so you're thinking about maybe $7 
million a country in a year. 


A It depends, yes. 


Q And you're also talking about the problem 
being that prices are very low to the farmers to keep prices 
low in the cities. Are you talking about countries, then, 
starting to subsidize more heavily food to the consumers by 
raising agricultural prices? I mean, what do you do with 
the $7 million, for example, that goes into a country? 


nN Let me give you an example how this would 
work. If farmers’ prices are raised at the farm gate, so to 
speak, it may not automatically and quickly happen that far- 
mers will raise more, because they may not have, for 
example, any money to buy fertilizer. And fertilizer is 
often a critical comporent, obviously, to the increased 
production. 


Q The government may not have any fertilizer 
for them to buy. 


AN That's right. They may not have any fer- 
tilizer. So one of the ways to get the system going in an 
upward spiral might be to provide fertilizer. And I would 
say that's one of the key fashions that we envision 


happening. 














Q Can we tie that money to purchases in the 
United States, or the United States -- 


A Well, we usually do, but it depends on how it 
is distributed. If it were done in cash with a general 
understanding that they would buy -- that they would 
increase fertilizer from whatever revenues, then it wouldn't 
be tied. But often it would be, and if we had the lead 
time, we probably would expect to do that. Our fertilizer 
industry is really very competitive. 


Q I just noticed what you said were some of the 
problems there is subsidies and marketing and pricing 
problems. A couple weeks ago the U.S. backed, after a long 
battle, an IDB loan to Guyana for a for a rice scheme, and 
it wasn't backed and protested for a long time because of 
these very issues you mention. 


4 Precisely. 


Q Is this going to become a greater trend 
whereby U.S. AID programs are administered with con- 
ditionality for countries that hope to receive U.S. 
assistance for agricultural policies? 


os Well, in fact, for three years we've made -- 
we've put major emphasis on this. This policy highlights 
and really, I suppose, targets these policy reform efforts, 
but it has been a mainstay of what we've been doing at AID 
for three years now. 


We think that frankly you just aren't using your 
resources efficiently if the policy context isn't right. 
And we look at ourselves as sort of development bankers, and 
we need to put our money where there will be economic 
growth. So we think it's a good thing. 


And I would argue, moreover, that what we're doing 
is having the maximum impact upon poor people, helping poor 
people the most. What's involved here is thee farmers that 
in effect are often discriminated against are the poorest 
people in their country usually, and what we're saying to 
countries, if you want our help on some things, we would 
like to have you help those poorest people in your land 
more. 


So, yes, there was been quite a lot, and we expect 
there will continue to be more. Incicentally, a key part of 
this is to strengthen the donor coordination role of the 

















World Bank and other donors. We've consulted just exhaus- 
tively really, or extensively anyway, with the Bank and with 
the other donors around the world. 


There is growing interest in this policy dialogue, 
as we call it. A lot of donors are thinking about it. The 
World Bank has gotten quite deep into it, and we think that 
this initiative will highlight these kinds of concerns and 
support that whole effort. 


I think that this will have quite a lot of impact 
for the money that's there, but the impact will be well 
beyond the money that we ourselves spend in my judgment. 


Q I just wanted to get back to the political 
considerations. Now, two of the countries that you mention, 
so far as receiving long-term and short-term assistance, are 
Somalia and the Sudan which are strategic allies, more or 
less, of the United States. The Somalias have a facilities 
-- strategic facilities agreement with the U.S. 


A Right. 


Q Two countries that are not on there are 
Angola and Ethiopia. Now, is Angola and Ethiopia -- I know 
there are a lot of poor farmers in both of those countries, 
too. Are they going to be penalized or excluded from the 
long-term aid as long as the political issues remain 
outstanding? 


a Angola and Ethiopia are classical examples of 
a lack of policy reform. They are classical in the sense 
that they have paid their farmers far below market levels, 
they have state marketing systems. Frankly, one of the 
bigger problems in my judgment in Ethiopia in terms of food 
needs right now is that they simple haven't put in place the 
incentives. 


I think it's pretty important to think of this 
program as really an incentive program to give poor peole 
more income. Essentially what we're looking at is how to 
keep -- how to help the poorest people in these societies 
who in Africa over a period of years are simply eating less. 


People on a per capita basis in Africa have fewers 
calories today then 10, 15 years ago. I mean, the only way 
-- and you can't have for who knows how many years an inter- 
national charity operation. The population keep growing and 
growing. We've got to figure out how to have these people 
be able to produce more for themselves, and at this juncture 








Ethiopia and Angola don't have in place -- and I think 
that's especially true perhaps for Ethiopia -- a system 
which will encourage their farmers to do more. 


Q On the Sudanese question, the Arabs sunk 
millions in the Sudan. It was going to be the granary for 
the Arabic countries and so forth, and nothing has ever 
happened. 

How are we going to be any better? 


y Weil, I've looked at the irrigation systems 
that the Saudis and others spent so many millions, and 
hundreds of millions of dollars in Sudan, and what -- and 
that was, I would argue, a good example of my case in point 
here: That the Sudan Government controlled the prices paid 
to the farmer, in fact, told the farmers what they had to 
grow, for a number of ways, in effect, kept a lid on the 
income the farmer could get, and the results proved what's 
there. 


Now, the Sudan Government is beginning to look at 
that, beginning to move in some of those areas, and as an 
old Michigan farm boy I looked over that land in Sudan and I 
said, “Goodness, I think a lot can be produced here." I 
© think if the incentives are right, it will work. 


Q I'd like to follow up the question back here 
just a minute. I'd like to get you to say whether Ethiopia 
and Angola are likely to get any money under this program 
which you said was designed to be an incentive to provide 
policy reform. If it's a classic example of a lack of 
policy reform, is the Administration going to give them 
money as an incentive to reform their policy? 


My I think we'd be happy to look at what they 
do as time goes. We don't envision giving monies to 
countries under this program sort of “on the hopes." We 
expect to see realy progress before monies should be given 
under this program. 


As has been noted by the Secretary and discussed 
here by me today, there are a fairly large number of 
countries which in fact have made such changes. What's hap- 
pened is in the last three or four years there's been almost 
a sea change in the way African country leadership looked at 
their problems. They historically were fairly statused to a 
centralist in their control of their economies, but in many 
cases they've found it just hasn't worked. 














This is not a matter of ideology; this is a matter 
of economics. The question is, how do poor people become 
the most productive? 


Q But let me ask, the obverse is that these 
countries are also terrified of food riots in the cities. 
If the price is going to be raised to the farmers, who's 
going to pay? I think someone asked earlier, every time a 
country tries to raise even slightly the price of grain or 
wheat or bread, they come close to being overthrown. 


A Well, this is obviously a very sensitive 
political matter. It is true, however, that a number of 
countries in Africa in recent years -- Sudan, as an 2xample 
-- have raised prices of goods, and, if done slowly and 
carefully, or at least carefully, some of the political 
problems can be averted. 


But the other side of this, frankly, is if you can 
make your own farmers more efficient, produce more, the 
facts are that over a period of time the commodity prices 
should be able to go down. 


There are some examples in various countries where 
lifting the prices in fact meant that prices to the con- 
sumers went down -- lifing the prices to the farmers. Well, 
Egypt has tried this. I wouldn't like to parade Egypt as an 
example of massive economic reform, but in the last year -- 
President Mubaraka, when I was there a couple months ago, 
was telling me about the lifting of prices on fruits -- 
watermelons, various kinds of vegetables, some limited price 
increases to the consumer. When the government lifted the 
price, in fact the price went down, because with the play of 
the market there was simply more available. I thought it 
was a very interesting phenomenon. 


I'm not arguing that's going to happen vastly -- 
Q He better not lift it on bread. 


A That's not going to happen in a large area, 
but the facts are that we -- I think that if you are able to 
increase agricultural production so that there is a broader 
supply, the cost to the consumer in these countries won't be 
as great as on the face it appears. 


I don't mean to minimize this problem, because in 
fact this is a very delicate situation. It has to work. We 
in fact see our money being -- helping in this adjustment 
process. 

















Q Mr. McPherson, I'm trying to put together 
these figures and to relate them to a briefing we had about 
a month ago, about a $100 million program on short-term 
drought relief. 


Is that the same program except slightly reduced? 
Are the figures announced today -- that $100 -- slightly 
pared down? It was about a month ago we had a briefing with 
you. 


A When we talked about a possible supplemental? 
Q Yes. 


ay The supplemental that we're talking about is 
we have now, including the figures today, announced -- or 
have committed out of current reserves $84.7 million, to be 
precise. We have a handout which you will all see that will 
have these figures. $80.4 million for disaster assistance 
for Africa this year, and we are asking for Congress for an 
‘84 supplemental for another 90. That's the whole package. 


Q A GAO report some time ago criticized AID 
missions in Africa for not having the political clout or the 
expertise on advising governments under food policy. 


Are they going to beef up that end of it? I mean, 
is a lot of technical assistance coming with this money? 


My We've done a lot. Yes. We think that -- you 
can't very reasonably give technical advice to people unless 
you really know what you're talking about, and our effort to 
beef up our economics staff and our capability has really 
been very extensive. 


Q Where does Zimbabwe fit in the picture here? 
Is some of this money going to go towards ameliorating the 
funds that were cut for what the Zimbabweans said were poli- 
tical purposes earlier on? 


fy We're not -- we're prepared to look at 
Zimbabwe and any other country in terms of how they stand on 
the economic reform picture. Remember, we don't have these 
monies in hand, it will take a while before we get them, so 
we'll have to look at the facts then. And my examples in no 
way suggest that those countries are earmarked for what we 
do here. 


There's one other point I wanted to make, and 
that was about IDA. As some of you know, our position on 
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IDA is that of the 750 and of the new -- of this new replenish- 
ment that IDA countries should be given -- in effect the 
preference should be given a fairly substantial share, so we 
don't view this in any way as a substitute for our IDA posi- 
tion, because in fact we think that IDA under the seventh 
replenishment should have a substantial African component in 
any case. 





And what we've got here is a situation where we 
just can‘t talk about keeping people alive. We want to help 
make their lives worthwhile. What we've got is a program 
where we're trying to deal with potential large-scale star- 
vation, and hence the drought assistance. At the same time, 
this is something that has to be worked on over a period of 
years, and I believe that this dual approach -- a drought 
assistance and economic policy initiative to help poor 
people over a long term have better lives -- is in fact a 
fairly imaginative and really an integrated approach to how 
we deal with these problems. 


Q Can I ask one brief question? Isn't this 
just another attempt to tie foreign aid -- getting away from 
the basic human needs approach? I mean, the increase with 
the $75 million in ‘85 is not that much more than what you 
got last year. You're just earmarking a few extra dollars 
for countries that follow our agricultural policy. 





aN I would argue, Jim, that the countries that 
follow pragmatic economic policies that end up helping pay 
their poorest people more is the essence of basic human 
needs. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 2:50 p.m.) 








DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
VISIT OF FOREIGN MINISTER ABE, JAPAN 


MONDAY, JANUARY 30, 1984, 3:15 P.M. 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll start 
with just a few comments. Japanese Foreign Minister 
Shintaro Abe is today concluding what in our view has 
been an important and highly useful visit to Washington. 
Actually, he leaves tomorrow morning. I guess he concludes 
it tomorrow. 

We welcome Foreign Minister Abe's return to 


the Foreign Ministry and to the key position that he is 





playing in strengthening U.S.-Japan relations. 

During the Foreign Minister's visit here, which 
began on January 26, he met with the President and the Vice 
President. He had two meetings with the Secretary of State. 
In addition, I might say a social occasion Friday evening. 
He met twice with special trade representative Brock, with 
Secretary of Defense Weinberger, with Secretary of the 
Treasury Donald Regan, and with Secretary of Commerce 
Malcolm Baldrige. 

As we have said a number of times, the U.S.-Japan 


relationship increasingly ig becoming an international 


relationship. The topics on the agenda between the Secretary 

















and the Foreign Minister clearly reflected this. They 
included Soviet relations, arms control prospects, a number 
of Asian regional issues, including China, Korea, Indo-China, 
ASEAN affairs, the Middle East, including Lebanon and 
Iran-Irag, and international economic issues -- particularly 
issues of aid and debt for the developing countries. 

The other very important aspect of the Abe visit 
concerns the follow-up to the President's November trip to 
Japan, and in particular the effort to achieve significant 
progress on a number of outstanding bilateral issues, 
particularly in the trade and economic area. The Foreign 
Minister did not come here to negotiate specific issues but 
he plays a very important role within the Nakasone Cabinet 
in the follow-up process. He has been given responsibility 
for coordinating Japan's external economic affairs. 

In our meetings with Foreign Minister Abe, we 
sought to impress upon him the importance that we attach to 
achieving significant, concrete results on our outstanding 
trade issues. I am sure that he is carrying back to Japan 
a very clear, unified message from the U.S. Government on 


the need for early sn@ substantial progress on these issues. 


At the same time I would say he certainly conveyed 














to us not only the determination of Japan to deal with these 
problems but also in many important areas the difficulties 
it faces in doing so. 

We are pleased to note that the Foreign Minister 
and Ambassador Brock this morning signed a three-year renewal 
of the NTT Agreement. We are looking for similar examples of 
progress in the months ahead on such important issues as the 
question of agricultural quotas, tariff cuts, high tecnnology 
trade and investment, energy cooperation, and capital market 
liberalization. 

I'll teglad to try to answer any questions you have. 

Q I suppose that Foreign Minister Abe stressed 
the great need to have dialogue with the Soviet Union during 
the meeting with Secretary Shultz, and Japan is going to 
have a working-level meeting with the Soviet Union at Moscow, 
possibly this coming March. 

Foreign Minister Abe himself, I suppose, is ready 
to have a meeting with the Soviet Foreign Minister. What 
is the United States responseto those Japan-Soviet dialogue. 
Is the United States Government welcoming such kind of 
dialogue? 

xy I might mention, by the way, that Deputy 


Foreign Minister Nakajima also had a separate meeting with 


Under Secretary Eagleburger, and the question of East-West 





relations was also an important subject in their discussions, 
and I believe he's the official that would go to Moscow for 
those talks that you mentioned. 

I think that we have a very common sense of 
purpose with the Government of Japan in this whole area and, 
indeed, with all our Allies. One of the points that was 
stressed very strongly on our side is the great value of 
the strong unity shown by the western Allies in dealing with 
the Soviet Union. We believe that in the long run that unity is 
a key to successful efforts to negotiate. 


We remain very interested in seeking useful 





agreements with the Soviet Union on outstanding issues. We're 
somewhat dismayed by the position that they're taking right 
now, but we think that the best way to make progress in 
solving those problems is, in fact, through the unity of 
ourselves and our Allies. 

Q Wasn't there an agreement at the time that 
President Reagan was in Tokyo that the Japanese were going 
to appoint a single official to sort of deal with the trade 
problems, and this is sort of a temporary thing; that 
Foreign Minister Abe is to deal with the exterior parts 


of it, and I've forgotten who the Assistant Deputy 





Secretary who is doing the inside stuff. 











© A When we were in Tokyo, all that happened 
was that we informed the Japanese side that we would make 
the Vice President in charge on our side. In doing so, we 
recognize that there is no precise counterpart in the 
Japanese system. In fact, no position remotely comparable. 

Let me say a word about how they're organized. 

A summary evaluation is that what the Prime Minister has 
done is to put himself in overall charge of the follow-up 
effort, and it’s really hard to imagine a more serious 
arrancement from our point of view than for the Prime 
Minister himself to be taking on a kind of personal 


responsibility to see that the effort works. 





Under him, he has designated the Economic Planning 
Agency Minister -- his title is Director, Toshio Komoto -- as 
responsible for interdepartmental coordination on the Japanese 
side. He's designated a senior LDP leader, Masumi Esaki, as 
responsible for internal party coordination. And he has 
designated Foreign Minister Abe as in charge of the External 
Economic Affairs. That is to say, the negotiations themselves. 

I think that this represents a solution that seems 


to best fit the Japanese system. And as far as the 








seriousness of it, we are in fact very heartened both by 
the Prime Minister's own role and by the number of senior 
party leaders that have been brought into the process. 


(Continued on next page) 











Q You have made quite clear wha: the U.S. message 





to Japan on these economic problems is. What prospects for 
progress do you see in each of these field you have listed? 
A I think if I could describe the issues for you -- 

I think if I got in the position of predicting results, it 
would be a mistake; but I think we have had very strong 
expressions of determination, from the Prime Minister on 
down on the Japanese side, to working with us to solve 

these problems. I think both sides recognize the importance 
of making progress here; and I'd say that despite the 
difficulty of each individual problem, overall, I feel 


optimistic. 





Q Have you noticed any lessening in determination 
since the election in December? 

A No. I think we went through a period when, 
understandably enough, the chief focus was on putting 
together a new government, and as it turned out, bringing 
new Diet members into the party in a way that I think has 
significantly strengthened the LDP membership within the 
Diet, and I think strengthened the position of the government. 

After that period, we have been very impressed with 
the way the Government of Japan has gotten down to business 


on these issues. And while occasionally, it is mentioned 
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that the election results pose a new difficulty, I think 

we have kept emphasizing the point that, difficult or 

not, we have got to make progress. And I think that message 
is agreed upon. 

Q When you say, “We have got to make progress,” 
who, exactly has got to make progress? And progress on what -- 
that the Japanese have to make progress on liberalizing their 
trade and we have to make progress where? 

My Unfortunately, there is a certain asymmetry here 
that corresponds to the fact that we have a very asymmetric 
trade relationship right now. The deficit runs in one 
direction, and there are a lot of points on which we've got 
to have some help from Japan and we've got to have an opening 
of Japanese markets. 

At the same time, that does require mutual efforts to 
reach agreement on difficult issues. You can't come to an 
agreement simply by one party doing all the work. And there 
are issues that the Japanese have raised with us. I think, 
most importantly from their point of view, there is the question 
of the unitary tax which the Foreign Minister took up with 
Secretary Regan. 


GERI, to what extent was the issue of 


relations with China discussed? And did you discuss the applica- 





Q 


tion for China's membership in the ADB? 
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A We didn't discuss that specific issue. We did 





have some general discussion of our relations with China 
and of the forthcoming visits of the Prime Minister to 


China in March and of our President to China in April, and 


recognized the importance to both of us, of both our countries’ 


having good relations with the Peoples Republic. 


Q In the area of high technology, were there any 
assurances from Mr. Abe regarding this government's concerns 
over new moves within the Diet and the LDP to restrict 
U.S. sales of high technology, especially the VAN and the 
Copyright Law on software? 


A He certainly heard about those concerns again 





rather forcefully, and I think they understand just how 
seriously we would view those new regulations. He wasn't 
in a position to offer us a solution to the problem, but I 
think it was very helpful to be able to air it at that level. 
Q The beef and citrus purchase agreements run out 
at the end of March, and there was a report that Yamamura, 
the Agricultural Minister, was supposed to come this week, 
but he is not coming. When and how will you handle that? 
A That's, on our side, really up to Ambassador Brock. 


I don't know. There, obviously, are a number of ways we can con- 


tinue further discussions, including a possible ministerial 
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visit in the future. There is some distance between us on that 
issue, and it is a difficult one so we're going to have to 
work in bridging it. 

Q You said you discussed on Korean questions. 
What,actually, did Japan give the assurance to the U.S. 
on stability in the Korean Peninsula, including support 
for the four-party conference? The President _- 

A I think, as I've said in some other briefings, 
when we look at the North Korean proposal for talks, we 
look at it, first of all, with a very large dose of 
skepticism based on the fact that this proposal comes from 
the government that carried out the Rangoon atrocity. At 
the same time, we see the objective of reduction of tension 
in the Korean Peninsula as being such an important objective 
that if there is even the smallest possibility that this is 
a serious move in that direction, we will want to be sure to 
explore it, and we are looking very carefully at ways that 

might be explored, talking most importantly with our 

Korean allies, whose interests are most directly involved, 
but also with others. This discussion here with Foreign 
Minister Abe is a step in that process, trying to figure 
out how best to explore the present situation. 

Q The Foreign Minister said in Japan recently 
that he would like to see vapan taking a very active role 


in the Korean discussion. pid he some way indicate that Japan 
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should be included in the peace talks in Korea? 

A I don't want to get into characterizing his 
views or his positions. I think we would see -- and I 
don't think anyone would disagree with this very much -- 
that the most important key to progress is getting the 
two parties directly involved to talk to one another. 

How one can facilitate that and what modalities are 

best for achieving that are very tricky questions to 

work out; but I think the priority on the dealings between 
North and South Korea is something that I think any 
observer would agree with. 

I'll take one or two more. 

Q On aid to developing countries, how did 
Foreign Minister Abe respond to U.S. request for economic aid to 
the Caribbean countries? 

A I think, again, you really have to ask him for his 
position on this, but we have very much appreciated the 
increased efforts that Japan has made over the last five 
or six years in providing economic assistance to critical 
countries in the general vicinity of the Persian Gulf,countries 
whose economic progress and stability is important to the 
Stability in that critical region. 

The need in the Caribbean is one that we have 


sort of more recently become conscious of ourselves, and we 


are hopeful that here, too, even though it is in some ways 
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seemingly further away from Japan, that nonetheless 
Japan will respond to the nocd in this area also. 

As you know, the Kissinger Commission recently 
finished its report on the Caribbean -- Central America -- 
and among its recommendations was the recommendaticn for 
a very substantial increase in economic assistance for 
that region. The Secretary actually mentioned that report 
in his discussions with the Foreign Minister, and indicated 
our hope that Japan will be able to play a role there 
also. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 3:38 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Just to remind you 
of the purposes and ground rules before we get going, the 
briefing this afternoon is on the proposed FY-1985 State 
Department budget, including foreign assistance -- both 
security assistance and economic assistance. 

The briefing, while ON THE RECORD, is embargoed 
until noon tomorrow, February 1, so we will expect everybody 
to stick with that. 

We're going to have three presentations seriatim, 
and then go to questions, so if you'd hold your questions 
until each of the speakers has had a chance to make his 
initial presentation, I think that will facilitate things. 

The leadoff will be Ronald Spiers who is Under 
Secretary of State for Management. He will be followed 
by William Schne:der Jr., Under Secretary of State for 
Security Assistan Science and Technology. And then 
M. Peter McPherson who is the Director of AID. 

As I say, they will each make their presentation, 
and then we'll go to questions. Ron? 


MR. SPIERS: As Alan indicates, our purpose is to 


brief you on the budget which will be made public tomorrow, 





give you an opportunity to asx any questions that you have. 
Be in three parts: State Department's operating budget 
which I will deal with, foreign assistance, and the aid 
budgets which Bill Schneider and Peter McPherson will talk 
about. 

Although from my perspective it's one of —-he most 
important, since it provides the money and people and support 
services to conduct our day-to-day foreign affairs and foreign 
relations, it is the least in money amounts, controversy and 
general public interest. I'm speaking of the State's “perat- 
ing budget. 

The State Department operating budget request this 
year for 1985 totals $2.7 billion. That is 250 million above 
the current estimate for FY-84. About half of this amount, 
$1.3 billion, is for salaries and expenses. In addition, 
we're seeking $259 million for our foreign buildings opera- 
tions, $588 million for contributions to International 
Organizations and Conferences, $50 million for narcotics 
control. 

Now, clearly, $2.7 billion is small when compared 
with the amounts which go into defense intelligence. From 
mine and the Department of State's viewpoint, the contribution 
of the Department of State to maintenance of peace and 
security is at least equal in importance. 

As you know, it's our responsibility to manage our 


relations with some 140 nations, to represent the United States 





in over 40 international organizations, to provide the 
political leadership of this country with the best economic, 
political advice and assessments that we can, and to man 
this headquarters and some 250 posts abroad. 

Also, the Department of State generally is the 
provider of support services for other agencies in U.S. 
missions overseas, including communications, security, 
logistic services, and the like. 

This Administration has undertaken major programs 
to rebuild our defense and our intelligence capabilities. 

We in the Department of State believe it is also now the 
turn of our diplomatic capabilities. 

Over the last 20 years, the number of American 
staff personnel has declined. This decline has been sharpest 
in political and economic staffing, our cutting edge, because 
we have had to shift resources from these functions to meet 
expanding consular and administrative workloads. As a 
consequence, our political staffing overseas is down 
22 percent, economic down 30 percent, in the last decade. 

Political and economic work, however, has expanded. 
We have new categories of interest: refugees, narcotics, 
science and technology, and the like. 

Today we have 145 Embassies and Missions abroad. 

20 years ago it was 116. We believe that we remain too 
sparsely staffed overseas to adequately report, analyze and 


promote American policies and interests. However, in speaking 





of the need to rebuild, we're speaking about relativelv 
small staff increases for 1984 or '85. We are asking for 
742 additional positions and the funding that goes with 
them. The biggest single block of these are for reporting 
and analysis. 

Before concluding and inviting Bill Schneider 
up, I want to mention three special priority concerns and 
needs, and the first is security. We propose to spend 
about $118 million -- that's 9 percent of our total 
Salaries and expenses -- expenditures on security. That's 
a $14 million increase over the current year. The 
terrorist threat is growing. We owe our people the best 
possible protection. Most Foreign Service people recog- 
nize there is no way to provide absolute security. Some 
risk will always go with the territory in the Foreign 
Service, and this will continue to be the case. Neverthe- 
less, there is much that we can do to protect against and 
deter threats. 

Communications: We are asking for $194 million 
to continue toc replace and modernize the diplomatic tele- 
communications service. 

Buildings: $259 million to manage and develop 
our property, physical property, abroad. 

Apout $5 million to open some new posts: Wuhan, 


China; Ponape and Madura in Micronesia; Windhoek and Luanda; 


and in the Comoros. 





I think perhaps it's best to withhold any ques- 
tions, and let us get through with the presentations, so, 
Bill, would you come up? 

MR. SCHNEIDER: Thank you very much for so 
thoroughly attending this briefing. I want to discuss very 
briefly the broad strategic and political rationale that 
makes fore.yn assistance a critical element of our overall 
national security program. Peter McPherson will then 
discuss how we use specific programs to help friends and 
allies get back onto a path of sustainable economic growth 
and development. 

The foreign assistance program for Fiscal-85 
totals approximately $15 billion, including Central America, 
of which $1.5 billion is for multilateral assistance, $13.7 
billion is for bilateral assistance, including both loans 
and grants. Looked at differently, 60 percent of the 
program is economic and 40 percent is military. You have 
some charts in your possession, but in the interests of 
Saving time, the charts are fairly self-explanatory. 

In Fiscal-84 we are seeking supplemental appropri- 
ations of about $1 billion, of which roughly $400 million 
is for emergency e::onomic assistance to Central America 
and $259 million is for military assistance. The President 
will be addressing the Central American supplementals in the 


next several days, and an explanation of specific programs 


and country levels will have to wait until then. 





Foreign assistance relates directly to the 
nation's foreign policy objectives; for example, peace in 
the Middle East, democracy and modernization in Central 
America, strengthening NATO, and support of our friends ix 
Africa and Asia. This translates into defense cooperation -- 
the defense cooperation necessary for our own national 
defense planning as well as providing access for strategic 
minerals and resources such as in the Persian Gulf or in 
southern Africa. 

Foreign assistance is a high leverage program 
which can foster political and social progress and revive 
economic vitality among our neighbors to the south. It 
means exports for U.S. manufacturers and jobs for U.S. 
workers. 

As the basic resource to implement our diplomacy, 
foreign assistance underpins U.S. credibility and gives the 
United States the ability to promote peaceful and democratic 
solutions to national and regional problems, be they economic, 
political or social. 

Specifically in discussing military assistance, 
you should note that it is focused primarily on countries 
of major strategic importance to the United States, such as 
Israel, Egypt or Pakistan, or in countries with direct U.S. 


defense ties that are necessary to ensure the ability of 


the U.S. forces to deploy overseas when needed. 





Broadly speaking, our overall foreign military 
asistance distribution pattern is similar: for Israel 
and Egypt about 28 percent, 29.2 percent for Base rights 
and frontline/military access, and about 10 percent for 
Central America and the Caribbean. 

Two commissions this year, the Carlucci Commission 
and the Kissinger Commission, have recognized the mutually 
reinforcing nature of economic and military assistance, as 
well as the need for increased levels of assistance overall. 

The Fiscal-85 budget increases bilateral economic 
assistance in an effort to promote sustainable LDC economic 
growth, and on the military side, as noted in the chart up 
before you, we are significantly increasing the concessionality 
of our assistance. 

The major structural reform that we are proposing 
is in the military assistance accounts where we are proposing 
to bring the entire FMS loan program on-budget. For many 
years, the Congress has urged this step. At the same time, 
the Congress and the recent Commissions I've mentioned earlier, 
have expressed growing concern about the heavy drag of mili- 
tary assistance repayrents as a burden on the economies of 
some less developed count’\2s. By moving the foreign military 
sales program on credit, we can now provide concessional 
assistance to selected countries or market-rate loans, or 


a combination of these tailored to meet specific 


economic situations. 





In addition, the other major element of this move, 
of putting all of the accounts -- the loans on-budget, is 
that assistance to Israel and Egypt will be on grant terms, 
although at somewhat lower levels than in the past. The 
improved credit terms will improve the character of our 
overall program with these countries while diminishing the 
economic effect of their defense programs. 

For over a decade these programs have received the 
largest share of our overall security assistance program. 
The need is no less great in Fiscal-85. Yet in both 
countries, debt payments are a major economic constraint, 
consuming about a third of each dollar in export earnings, 
with FMS payments a significant fraction of that sum. By 
shifting to an all grant program, we are able to slow the 
spiraling increase in FMS repayments while actually reducing 
the overall program size by about $425 million. 

And, as we proposed in Fiscal-85, programs in 
Africa, the Caribbean, and Central America will, owing to 
the economic condition there, be largely on grant terms 
under the military assistance program. 

Sixteen countries, such as Pakistan, Portugal, 
Turkey and Tunisia, and so forth, will receive a combination 
of programs of grant, military assistance program funds, 
foreign military sales loans on a concessional basis, and 


foreign military sales loans on a market rate. Adding 


the concessionality has proven a major factor in this year 





to enable us to lower overall military assistance levels 
from Fiscal-84 by a total of $177 million. 

Peter McPherson will now address the economic 
dimension of our foreign assistance program and its 
contribution to our foreign relations. Peter? 

MR. MCPHERSON: Thank you, Bill. Early in the 
Administration and shortly before Cancun, the President 
laid out a basic philosophy on economic assistance abroad. 
He pointed out that our economic assistance program, of 
course, had a foreign policy component, if for nothing more 
than long-term economic growth in the Third World was 
clearly to the United States’ benefit. 

He also emphasized that our program should be 
one of self-help, should be one of encouraging and fostering 
an environment of economic growth that would create income 
for poor people, not simply have a charity program. 

Following that, various initiatives have been 
put in place or begun. The Caribbean Basin initiative was 
a combination of tax, trade, as well as, of course, economic 
assistance. The Kissinger Commission report in recent 
times has been basically embraced by the President, and that 
report, as most of you know, strongly embraces growth -- 
change and economic growth, and change of economic policies 
in the countries in the region. 


Just yesterday, the Secretary of State stood here 


and announced a new program of the Administration on economic 
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policy initiative for Africa in which there is an emphasis 
upon giving money to countries which make important changes 

in their policies so as to encourage agricultural growth, 
policies such as paying farmers more so that the farmers 

will produce more. The Secretary talked about this initiative 
as not being a big stick program, but a big carrot program. 

I like to think much what we do in the foreign aid program 

is indeed just that. 

These various initiatives have been, as implemented 
by AID -- all of our programs, really, implemented in the 
last three years -- Nave basically followed what we call, 
or utilized what we have been calling, our four pillars. 
Those four pillars being: 

Pillar one, an emphasis upon working with countries 
to change their policies to more growth oriented policies, 
like paying farmers a reasonable rate so that they will 
produce more, so that they will get more income. 

Pillar two is our science and technology effort 
which emphasizes changing the environment through technology 
sc that, in fact, people can be more productive. Things 
like our very extensive investment in a malaria vaccine, 
our investment in higher-yielding sorghum and millet for 
seeds that the Sahel can use, and so on. 

Our third pillar has been to put money into 


building institutions, institutions like primary health 


care programs, like agricultural extension systems, and so forth, 
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institutions and training, and essentially again looking 
toward people being able to better help themselves. 

And our fourth pillar being the use of market 
forces, the private sector. And we've used this, I think, 
quite unconventionally. For example, in our family planning 
programs, emphasizing that the market could really work 
a lot better on distribution of contraceptives. And in 
Bangladesh at this time we've got, we think, roughly 
50,000 outlets for distribution of contraceptives through 
our program. 

In each case what we've done is tried to take 
the basic concepts of self-help, of economic growth, so 
that poor people in these poor countries can be in a 
position to have income and not simply have charity, 
because we think that's the long-term answer for them and 
really for the world. 

What this involves overall for Fiscal-85 is a 
program of $9.3 billion. That's up from $8.8 billion in 
Fiscal-84, including the supplementals. That's a 5.6 
percent increase. Now, this includes the whole range 
of economic programs, the so-called development assistance 
program, the economic support fund program (ESF), the food, 
the multilateral program, the banks, the Peace Corps, 
Micronesia, refugees, and so forth, the whole ball, 


really, basically. As Bill was pointing out earlier, some 
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57 percent, almost 60 percent, of our foreign assistance 
program being economic assistance. 

One last word about where we are on this is 
that this program, we think, makes good sense for 
America. I like to think of economic assistance as being 
almost an investment in America in the sense that roughly 
two-thirds of our economic assistance comes back as 
purchases of goods and services from the United Stat?s 
within 18 months, as well as the growth of these countries 
obviously creates markets for our businessmen over time, 
Some 90 percent of the population growth in the world is 
in LDC's, and we simply have to be part of and create that 
growth for our own benefit. 

Clearly, the foreign policy purposes are very 
important here, and, of course, I think that America is 
really quite willing and anxious to provide some of these 
economic assistance, if for nothing more than humanitarian 
purposes. The drought in Africa, where yesterday we 
announced a supplemental for '84 of some $90 million 
where three to four million people are under threat of 


starvation if no one were to do anything at all. 





In short, this is a program which I think benefits 


our own interest, and it has a clear importance to the 
world. It's nice to be here. I know all three of us will 


welcome your questions. 
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B-1 
Q Just one technical question before you get 


away: When you just gave that $9.3 billion figure, did you 
say that includes ESF? 

MR. MCPHERSON: DA, PL-480, the banks. 

Q In other words, in the figure you're giving, 
you moved the ESF from the military assistance to your 
counting it as -- 

MR. MCPHERSON: That's right, because, for example, 
in Egypt and Pakistan, we programmed a substantial portion of 
ESF for everything from family planning to agricultural 
programs, or whatever, and for our purposes it looks to us 
like it's properly counted as such. 

Q Can I just follow up on that numbers question? 
The $9.3 billion relates how to the $7.9 billion that we got? 

MR. MCPHERSON: At the top figure you'll see the 
banks, and so it's a totalling of the bank figure on the top 
of the page with the $7 billion-roughly figure down below. 

Q Again, on that, how does the $7.9 relate to the 


$5.6 that you mentioned in the thick summary -- 





MR. MCPHERSON: Let me tell you how it relates, but 
please don't get too confused and worry about the $5.6. 
The 5.6 is merely ESF and DA. 0O.K.? But the simpler way to 
look at this thing is, the $5.6 is part of the $9.3. 


The simpler way to look at this is to simply focus on the $9.3 
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2 figure, which is a combination of all these economic- 
saa related programs. 7 

Q What are the constant dollar changes in both 
economic and military assistance from ‘84 to ‘85? 

MR. SCHNEIDER: In one of the charts we've provided 
you -- it's Chart 2; it shows the constant dollar figure, and 


you'll note that in constant dollar terms, both the military 





and economic assistance show a slight decline. 

Q Do you have any numbers? It's hard to read 
that chart. 

MR. SCHNEIDER: Excuse me? 

Q I can't really read the numbers very accurately. 

MR, SCHNEIDER: Well, in constant dollar terms, it's 
a little going from a little under $7 billion in military to 
just slightly over $6 billion -- No, sorry. That's current 
dollars. 

Do you have a copy of the -- This may be a little 
more visible here (indicating chart). 

This hash line here (indicating) is the constant 
economic dollars, which shows a slight decline from ‘84 to ‘85. 
It*s slightly under $5 billion, and going down to perhaps 
$4.5 in constant dollar terms, Military in constant dollar 


terms starts around $3 billion and goes to slightly under 3. 
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Q You don't have a percentage change calculation 
on that? 

MR. SCHNEIDER: You mean the rate of decline in 
constant dollar terms? 

Q Yes. 

MR. SCHNEIDER: I don't have it. It's easy enough 
to get. I just didn't produce that mumber here. 

Q Hasn't your percentage split changed since 
last year -- 60% econ, 40% military? Is that a slight difference 
from last year? 

MR. SCHNEIDER: It's approximately the same. There 
might be a small difference, but the difference is small. 
There is no fundamental change in the ratio between economic 
and military. 

Q On page 8 of your computer print-out are the figures -- 

MR. ROMBERG: Excuse me. 

Q Some questions about the computer print-out. 

MR. ROMBERG: Who do you want to ask? 

Q Either one. 

First of all, on page 8, you have "Central America.” 

MR. SCHNEIDER: Yes. 

Q It's the first time I can remember that you didn't 
spell out each country. Could you do that? 

MR. SCHNEIDER: Yes. I mentioned in my remarks these 


numbers should be treated as approximations. The President 
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is going to make the final decision in an announcement the 
din end of the week on the country allocations, so these numbers 
should be treated as not the final numbers. We can-get you . 
a revised printout at the end of the week, if you want, that 
will have the details laid out. 

Q And the second question, which is more technical. 
Why this time do you have different categories for the pages 
for the Caribbean, then South American, and then Central 
America? Is there a reason for that? I mean, it used to be 
one -- 

MR. SCHNEIDER: It's just that owing to the results 
of the Kissinger Commission being published and there being 
specific recommendations associated with it. This is just a 
way of highlighting the allocations. That's all. 

Q Two figures here: Under the Program Summary, 
the footnote that talks about $389 million in the '84 supplemental 
related to the Kissinger Commission. Is that all economic? 

MR. SCHNEIDER: Yes, that piece is all economic. 

MR. MCPHERSON: That's merely suggested at this time, 
not a final number (inaudible) 

Q I understand. On the next page, you refer to 
the Jackson Plan figure of $904 million for Central America. 
That, I assume, the same question -- I assume that's all 


economic? 


U-¥5! 








B-5 


17 


MR. McPHERSON: That would be ‘85, though. 

Q Yes. I understand. 

Q Mr. Schneider, how do we factor in the cost 
in budget terms, of the change from loan to grant for 
military assistance to Israel and Egypt? The fact this isn't 
being seats will have some net cost to us, yes? 

MR. SCHNEIDER: That's true, but the cost in 
present value terms is small because the repayment terms are 
fairly extended; and when you compute the present value of 
repayment 20 years from now, the economic value of that is 
really relatively small, so the cost for the Israel and Eqgypt 
program in going from grant to loan is very modest. 

Q Is there any way to quantify that, though? 

MR. SCHNEIDER: It can be quantified by doing a 
present value calculation, but I haven't done the calculation 
here. I have in many cases, when I was at the OMB, looked at 
the cost of going loan and grant, and because we haven't in 
the case of Israel and Egypt fairly extended repayment terms 

and long grace periods, the economic value of the repayment 
is almost a grant. It's almost on grant terms because 
of the ease under which the payment terms are offered 
MR. ROMBERG: John? 
Q Yes. May I ask two questions? First, to my 


McPherson: When you talk about the Jackson Plan, you say $9.04.4 


million. How does that square against the Kissinger Commission 
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report about which you said in the briefing not long ago 


that you expected, the Administration expected to ask for 
roughly that amount over five years. 

MR. McPHERSON: Our projection here remains roughly 
over the five-year period suggested in the Kissinger report, 
that there would be a sum of that general range. 

Q So, in other words, it would have to increase 
in subsequent years? 

MR. MCPHERSON: Yes. 

Q Second question to Mr. Schneider. 

I know you said that the President will spell out 
what he wants on Central America, but I notice you have listed 
Guatemala as a potential recipient of military aid. Can you 
tell us anything at all about what that means? And also how 
you figure that squares against the criteria for aid, as set 
forth in the Kissinger Commission's report? 

MR. SCHNEIDER: Unfortunately, I can't discuss any 
of these until the President has his chop on it by the end 
of the week, so we can discuss it subsequently, if you wish. 

MR. MCPHERSON: Let me add a comment about the economic 
assistance for Central America. The Kissinger Commission 
envisions budget authority for economic assistance of roughly 
$6 billion or so, though that is not absolutely the line -- 
and envisions sone guarantees of a couple billion, so what 


you're looking at there is a budget authority figure-- not 


guaranteed. 
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Q One last one:' I can't find it here any place, 
although it may be. Why is there no breakdown of how you 
expect to distribute money among multi-lateral lending 
institutions? 

MR. MCPHERSON: Oh, we'd be happy to provide that 
to you. Those aren't secret figures at all; those are well- 
known figures. 

Ralph? 

Q Secretary Schneider, could I ask you, since 
your paper that you distributed points out that ESF is, 
technically, security assistance, if you include ESF In the 
military aid category, what would the percentage breakdown be 


for FY-84 and FY-85? 


MR. SCHNEIDER: It would put the military assistance, 
if you wanted to count it that way, over 50 percent; but the 
user is prohibited from using ESF for military purposes. So 
for that reason, we, in doing a characterization of how we 
describe the distribution between economic and military 
assistance, we combine all those accounts whose purpose is 
primarily economic, The reason ESF, for accounting purposes, 
gets lumped with security assistance is that ESF, that is this 
kind of economic aid is given to countries where we have 
a direct strategic interest, such as Central America, Israel, 
or Egypt as distinct from other types of economic assistance 


which we provide, which is done in our more general interest 
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B-8 in promoting world economic development. 

Q Can I follow that just briefly? The figure 
was 57 and 43 percent for FY-85. What was the exact figure 
for FY-84? 

MR. SCHNEIDER: I don't have the precise figure 
in my head. 

Q Mr. McPherson, you knew the one for ‘85. 

What was the one for ‘84? 

MR. MCPHERSCN: I think it was about 58 percent. 
It's almost precisely the same. We haven't really varied 
at all. You know, I honestly -- I think this discussion 
between ESF and DA that it really isn't as broadly understood 
as it might be. You take a program like Pakistan where we 
have ESF, and we're using ESF for the Family Planning 
Programs, for agriculture production programs, for a whole 
range of things. And Egypt, with ESF, we're building e-ectrical 
plants. It would just be a mischaracterization, I think, to 
consider chose programs military in nature. 

As Bili pointed out, we have DA programs, Development 
Assistance programs, in countries like Bangladesh where we, 
frankly, don't have that much of a strategic foreign policy 
interest; but nevertheless, almost $200 million is going to 


Bangladesh because we think that the humanitarian need, with 


$120 per capita income, is such that we ought to respond. 
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Q Mr. Spiers, on the State Department operating 
budget, the amount for thesractions! Organizations, does that 
reflect our pulling out of UNESCO? And how much is saved by 
that? 

MR. SPIERS: We don't pull out of UNESCO this year. 

I think there are $25 million in that for UNESCO. The 
UNESCO pullout, if it is implemented, will be the year after 
that. 

Q Question for Mr. Schneider: In your opinion, 
are Israel and Egypt better off having their total military 
assistance reduced, yet converted from loan to grant? 

MR. SCHNEIDER: Yes, very much so. The reason is 
as follows: Those two countries, Israel and Egypt, are the two 
countries that have the largest fraction of their external debt 
in the form of military debt,primarily to the United States. 
When commercial markets look at Israel and Egypt and see that 
this debt problem, instead of getting worse, will taper off 
and begin to decline as a serious problem, it reevaluates the 
interest rate which Israel commercial borrowers need to pay 
in international markets to borrow. The lower cost of interest 
to the Israeli borrower results in an increase in income to the 
Israeli economy that is far larger than the $300 million or so 
less that they might get in the form of loans. So it is, 
unquestionably, a very good deal for the Israelis and the 


Egyptians. 
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Q On the question of off-budget and on-budget, 
in other words on the FMS, does that mean the budget will 
show a -- 

MR. SCHNEIDER: -- $4 billion increase. 

Q -- $4 billion? 

MR. SCHNEIDER: Yes. 

Q O.K. 

Q A question for Mr. Schneider: If you aren't 
going to give us a breakdown on Central America, could you 
at least give us an estimate of how much is in military aid 
and how much is in ESF for ‘85, for say, Guatemala, £l Salvador, 
and Honduras, in overall figures? 

MR. SCHNEIDER: As one who is obliged to enforce 
this rule on other agencies when I'm in OMB, I'm now have 
sympathy with how people “got off the reservation,” but 
unfortunately, I'm prohibited from discussing country 
allocations until the President does this. 

Q To follow up, if I may? But you will have to 
tell the Congress at some point tomorrow in a Congressional 
document. Don't you have that available? Is that a classified 
document now? 

MR. SCHNEIDER: As of now, it is a classified document, 
yes. Sorry I just can't do. I'd like to lay it on you, but I 


can't. 
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Q Mr. Spiers, could you tell us how much the 
new Embassy at the Vatican will cost to house and staff? 

MR. SPIERS: I don't think there is any plan to 
build a new Embassy at the Vaticnn. I think that there will 
be a minor increase in staffing levels. We've had an observer 
there, an observer officer. 

Q Unpaid? 

MR. SPIERS: Yes. And I don*t know whether he is 
going to accept salary. I assume that he will be nominated 
and approved as the new Ambassador, and I don't know whether 
that is going to change his cost. 

Q You have no idea? 

MR. SPIERS: I think that there will be a smeil 
increase in the cost of the sustaining of a mission to the 
Vatican, but I wouldn't expect it to be very big. 

Q A million dollars a year or something? 

MR, SPIERS: Oh, I would think less than that. 
$500,000, I'm informed. 

Q Let me bring you back to those figures you 
can't give us. Mr. Schneider, in the President's budget 
Summary, there is a supplemental of military assistance 
for ‘84 of $259 million and an amendment to the '85 budget 
proposal of $124.5. 


MR. SCHNEIDER: Yes. 
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Q Some of us might be tempted to suspect that 
that was mostly for El Salvador. Are those the figures 
you're telling us to be leery of? 

MR. SCHNEIDER: Well, I'd start there, yes. (Laughter) 

Q Just to follow on that, the amount for the West 
Bank and Gaza is nct broken out. I wonder what that is, and 
how that compares to what was requested last year. 

MR. MCPHERSON: It's roughly the same, and it is 
mostly for private voluntary organization activity, PBO activity. 

Q What amount? What dollar amount? 

MR. MCPHERSON: Do we have a dollar amount. We'll 
get you one in just a minute. 

Speaking of numbers, someone asked earlier the bank 
numbers. We have now made those available. The Press Office 
will have those. We'll give you that number in one minute, 
if that's all right. 

Q Mr. Schneider, you mentioned earlier that the 
foreign aid is to promote foreign policy and U.S. interests. 
How are the users, as you also said, being monitored to make 
sure that the money that the U.S. gives out to promote these 
U.S. policies and policy, how do you monitor those? I have 
in mind, for example, the settlements issue, where it is 
assumed that some of the money is being spent on settlements 


on the West Bank. 
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MR. SCHNEIDER: Without specifically tying it 
dei to countries, we have audit arrangements in the various 
agencies that are responsible for managing programs, to 
assure that the purposes for which the funds were appropriated 
are implemented. These audit services are quite active, 
and I think they insure that the program is delivering what 


it was intended by the Congress. 


Q Could I pursue this ESF thing a second, 





because it creates confusions when you're talking of following 
this through Congress about how much is military and how much 
is economic aid? Is there still a theoretical assumption that 
the money provided under ESF frees up a certain amount of 
revenues in the possession of the recipient country that can 
be devoted to military spending purposes? 

MR. MCPHERSON: Ordinarily, the countries in which 


we provide Economic Support Funds are in fairly bad financial 


shape, and they need them for clear economic purposes. I 





suppose thatyou can always make the argument that one dollar 
frees up another, but I -- 
Q That was the argument that used to be made. 
MR. MCPHERSON: I think the facts are that the 
net impact is economic. 


(Continued on next page.) 
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Q Then why saith this as a category? Why 
don't you just put it in -- 

MR. MCPHERSON: Why don't we all fold it into 
economic? 

Q Yes. 

MR. MCPHERSON: People thought about that, but 
this focuses the program on countries where we have a foreign 


policy interest of great importance as opposed to the other -- 





it's the way the historical categorizaticns evolved, I 
suppose. 

MR. SCHNEIDER: Also, many of the countries for 
which we have a security interest, where we're providing 
economic support funds, have an economic situation such that 
they don't have any high quality source of foreign exchange 
reserves. It may be, as in the case of El Salvador, they 
have a war going on, they really can't earn any foreign 
exchange. So by providing them with economic support funds, 
say, for balance of payments purposes, they can use the hard 
currency to buy machinery and fertilizer, and so forth, to 
try to keep their economy going. 

In most of the individual countries, where we 


provide ESF, this is the predominent issues, I think. 
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MR. McPHERSON: That's an important point to make, 
let's say, to El Salvador. There simply isn't very much 
hard currency around. We put our money in there and in turn 
track how it's used, track how the dollars are used. In other 
words, you can't use the dollars that we provide to buy 
military hardware. What you do is you buy, typically in 


El Salvador, a businessman would buy our dollars with local 





currency and then those dollars will be used pursuant to 

a tracking system we have to purchase a part for a machine 
that is critical to keep a plant going to keep people at 
work. 

Q I notice that you only have $50 million 
earmarked for IFAD in 1985. How do you intend to finish 
our commitment to the first replenishment of ninety? 

MR. MCPHERSON: As you indicate, there is a $90 
million outstanding commitment for the first replenishment. 
We would be asking for this $50 this year and in the subsequent 
year we would ask for the balance. 

Q And also for southern Africa, I see that 
Zimbabwe is only getting $30 million. 


In light of the drought situation down there and 


the other difficulties in the region, don't you think that's 
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a little short for them? 

MR. MCPHERSON: We have fulfilled the promise that 
we made at ZIMCORD for a total of three times seventy-five 
that was made there, and we're now proposing a program of 
$15 million ESF and $15 million DA for a total of thirty. 

In addition to that, depending on the circumstances, 
we will continue where we are now of providing some food 
for drought assistance. 

Those drought assistance decisions are, of course, 
made at the time, and we're talking about Fiscal '85 so 
we'll just see how it goes at that time. But Zimbabwe as 
well as, really, no other country in Africa is being 
discriminated against on some political basis when it comes 
to the drought and starvation situations. 

Q Mr. Schneider, on the basis of last year's 
experience on the military assistance program funding by 
Congress, how philosophically can you go up to the Hill with 
a $920 million request this year compared to a $750 million 
request last year when it was cut by -- what? -- 30 percent 


or something? 


MR. SCHNEIDER: There's a couple of dimensions 
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to that. First, last year, - did not have a regular bill. 
We went on a continuing resolution. And under those 
circumstances there always is some residual optimism that 
the Congress will return to the subject and pass a regular 
bill where justice can be done. But appreciating that, 
that isn't necessarily the case given the difficulties 
that Congress has had with a regular bill. I think what 
we will try to show is that the circumstances in the world 
as far as American interests have changed sufficiently 
with respect to the ability of recipient countries to 
carry the burden of further debt. 

What we have tried by going on-budget is being 
able to offer more of the debt we do put out on concessional 
terms but would try to appeal to the Congress on the grounds 
that American policy interests are not going to be 
satisfied wholly by providing debt instruments to the 
recipient countries and that we need more grant. 

I think if you look at what was happening to the 
grant program, say, in 1980, when it was around $100 million, 
the Congress has generally seen fit to increase the grant 
component fairly substantially in MAP, for instance, so 


I think they're not beyond appeal on this one. 
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Q Two questions. One, just so I get straight 
on this on-budget/off-budget, I notice in the Fy-84, there's 
a $4.4 billion FMS guarantees which does not appear in the 
FY-85. 

MR. SCHNEIDER: That's right. 

Q Was that a budget item? 

MR. SCENEIDER: No, that's what gets shifted 
to going on-budget. 

Q That was not on-budget? 

MR. SCHNEIDER: That was not on-budget in Fiscal 
"84. The innovation, if one want's to call it that, would 
be putting it on-budget. 

Q The other question is, you referred to the 
Carlucci Commission in your military side. Have you people 
given any thought or recommendations to the administrative 
recommendations that your two agencies and groups be merged 
into a new body? 

MR. SCHNEIDER: I think from experience in State 
that we found a pretty good combination with the 
institutional arrangements that we've worked out to have an 
integrated foreign assistance budget that deals with both 


the economic and military assistance in a comprehensive 
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package that we can present to the Congress. 

Peter might want to some comments on this also. 

MR. McPHERSON: I think that's basically where 
we are. We thought the Carlucci Commission was very 
thoughtful and helpful in just a number of respects 
and certainly helped us within the Executive Branch to 
look at our organizational structure. But as we've thought 
about that recommendation since then, we basically have 
concluded that the role that "T" in State and AID have 
worked out in coordinating these aid programs, these 
assistance programs, has been quite constructive, and we 
probably will not immediately pursue that particular 
recommendation. 

Let me throw back to another question, and that 
was on this whole loan grant issue. As a person who looks 
pretty carefully at several of these economies, I think it's 
clear in recent years, while we've been piling guarantees, 
military assistance programs on countries, we're beginning 
to go too far. Some economies have begun to have problems 
with the interest rate of the guarantees and the paybacks 


that we're going to begin to accrue. 


This is a very important innovation, in my 
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judgment, to begin to move some of these military assistance 
programs back onto a grant basis. 

Q Mr. McPherson or Mr. Schneider. You still 
haven't explained to my satisfaction. If it's such a good 
idea and almost cost-free to change these from loans to 
grants, why don't you do it for the rest of the recipients 
of ESF beyond Egypt and Israel? 


MR. SCHNEIDER: It's a question of how far you 





want to go on grants. If we can provide FMS guarantees 

to a country at market rates where the repayment period is 
short, then there is a substantial subsidy if you go from 
loan to grant; or to put alternatively, there's a substantial 
cost of going from loan to grant. 

On the other hand, there are a few countries, of 
which Israel and Egypt are among them, where the repayment 
terms are fairly protracted. As a consequence, the economic 
cost of going from loan to grant is relatively small, and 
under these immediate circumstances justified. 

In some cases, there is also a benefit in terms 
of the psychology of countries. Some countries don't want 
grant assistance. They want loan assitance because they 


have a theory that they are in some psychic way indebted to 


I-44 








Cc-8 


33 


the United States if they cake it on a grant basis. 

Q Did you say it would cost only $300 million 
more to just give the money to Egypt and Israel rather than 
loan it to them? 

MR. SCHNEIDER: No. I didn't give a figure 
because I hadn't done the setae value calculation. By 
going from loan to grant with Israel and Egypt, we were able 
to give them a program that has, in fact, more economic 
value while reducing the total size of the program by over 
$400 million. 

Q Mr. McPherson, the Congress approved a 
mixed credit program last year. Are those figures in this 
budget, and how much would they be and from what account? 

MR. MCPHERSON: The mixed credit program that 
Congress really urged upon us basically, urged us to work 
through our program and find something, was directed at our 
so-called commodity import program countries. There are 
very few of those; Egypt, Pakistan and a couple others. 

We're looking within that CIP program in those 
particular countries to provide the mixed credit program 
that Congress envisioned. In fact, we are still in the 


process of working out guidelines, and so forth. There 


really isn't a figure. That's the point, Jim. There is 
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not a figure at this time for what the mixed credit program 
will have in ‘85. 

Q Mr. McPherson, back on Central America again. 
On Page 8, you list $1.3 billion as the total in economic 
and military aid for Fiscal ‘85 for Central America. What's 
the comparable figure for Fiscal ‘84 minus the supplemental 
that you're going to send up? 

MR. MCPHERSON: On the economic side, in Fiscal ‘84, 
it will be about $450 million on the economic side. I may 
be a little wrong in my figure. On the military side -- 
we're talking supplementals; right? 

MR. SCHNEIDER: It's less than $100 million. 

MR. MCPHERSON: In ‘85. 

MR. SCHNEIDER: Because $64 to El Salvador. I 
don't have the exact figure with me. 

MR. MCPHERSON: In Fiscal '83, it was about $624, as 
I remember for the economic side. 

Q You're talking about roughly a tripling of 
the amount; is that correct? $450 plus $95 as opposed to 
$1.3 billion? 


MR. MCPHERSON: Yes. If you assume -- it depends 


on how you calculate it. We assume, speaking generally now, 


roughly a $400 million supplemental on the economic side 
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for Central America on top the roughly $450 that Congress 
appropriated,in addition to get to that figure that you 
mentioned. 

Q A tentative question for Mr. Schneider. 
On the first page of the printout, it says “Central America 
(non-add), 259.1." What does the "non-add" mean. I don't 
understand that phrase. 

MR. SCHNEIDER: For illustrative purposes, it 
is not added into this total. That's correct. It's not 
added into this total. 

Q Could you explain that? 

MR. SCHNEIDER: Sorry. On the first page of 
the printout, Central America is broken out as a separate 
number and there's a parenthetical comment that says “non-add.”" 
The reason that's there is because these figures are already 
embedded in the accounts above it in the development 
assistance and ESF, and so forth. It's just broken out here 
separately to identify the explicit Central American number. 

Q Mr. McPherson, for purposes of comparing with 
other countries AID program , how much of this entire program 
is what the international agencies call official development 


assistance which is their kind of standard measurement of 


AID in terms of GNP? What DAP calls ODA. 
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MR. MCPHERSON: All the ESF is -- 

Q The ESF is? 

MR. MCPHERSON: The Economic Support Fund monies 
are. I'm just trying to look through this and see whether 
anything wouldn't be -- I believe that everything here on 
the economic ledger, that full $9.3 would be calculated 
that way. Not the peacekeeping amount which really 
shouldn't be there in any case. But the $9.3, roughly, is 
all so-called ODA. 

Q For both Mr. Schneider and Mr. McPherson. 
On Central America, does the Jackson Plan, the $388.9 
supplemental of the $904 for ‘85, how much of an increase 
does that represent to the region over '83 and ‘82? I 
think you addressed this but I lost in the technicalities. 
In other words, how much is economic assistance increasing 
for the region? 

MR. MCPHERSON: If you assume a supplemental as 
part of the base, you get a 22 percent increase -- 

Q In '84; right? 

MR. MCPHERSON: In ‘85. 

Q Twenty-two percent over -- 

MR. MCPHERSON: Over ‘84, if you assume a 


supplemental. If you don't count the supplemental, then 


L- 45! 








37 


you've got a substantially larger increase. 
Q How much -- are we doubling. We've heard 


the figure of doubling and triple economic assistance 





under the Kissinger/Jackson, whatever language you used. 
Does this represent -- 

MR. MCPHERSON: I really would like not to be 
quoted on this, but just to try to be helpful, what you're 
talking about is roughly doubling of the assistance. 

In ‘83, you had a $624 million economic assistance 
figure for Central America. Congress apprpropriated $450 
or so, but everyone understood that during the year there 
would not doubt be reprogramming. So I would have expected, 
without a supplemental or anything else, that we probably 
would have reached a $600 million figure. So we're probably 
talking roughly doubling. That was a range that we had in 
mind. 

Q For Mr. McPherson. The $500 million for 
Africa over the next five years, is that $500 million over 
and above what would have expected to -- 

“R. MCPHERSON: Let me tell you how that program 
works. We asked for $75 million in Fiscal ‘85 with the 


public statement of an expectation of asking for $500 million -- 
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a half a billion dollars over the next five years, including 
‘85. Those monies, as I was suggesting earlier, would not 
be earmarked by Congress by country but rather would be 
given to countries that were showing particular progress 

in their economic reforms. If you were to talk about those 
countries today -- though today, of course, we're not making 
those allocations like Somalia, Madagascar and others -- 
that really in the last year have just made enormous changes 


in how they're doing business. 





Q Was this in addition to the normal African 
programs? 

MR. McPHERSON: The overall Africa program will 
go up in excess of $75 million, but it's part of. We will 
put in Africa all economic spigots -- DA, PL 40 and ESF -- 
$1063.6 million. That's up from a little over $900 million 
last year. 

Q Mr. Schneider, what is the rationale for 
not including the money for the proposed Jordanian strike 
force in the foreign aid legislation as opposed to moving 
it to the Defense Department's budget? 

MR. SCHNEIDER: Unfortunately, I'm obliged to 
live by the classification system, and this alleged program 


is classified; and since I'm the one that has to make 
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license plates, if I talk about I'd prefer not to discuss 
it here. 
Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 3:30 p.m.) 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Good afternoon. Many 
of the themes that were addressed in private were also contained in the 
two ceparture statements. So I would just draw your attention to them. 


In the Oval Office when they first met, there was, of 
course, a getting-to<know-you session. There was a good deal of talk 
there about the Olympics. The President expressed great pleasure at 
the cooperation that both countries have had in preparing for the Winter 
Oiympics in Sarajeva next week, and the Summer Olympics in Los Angeles. 


There was a discussion of terrorism in that context, of 
our mutual desire to see that terrorism be eliminated. 


Q In the context of the Olympics? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. You'll recall 
Munich -- so it's an appropriate, relevant connection. 


We have been working closely with the Yugoslavs in prepara- 
ticn for the Olympics on security issues. 


The President expressed, as again he did in his public 
rerarks, Our stron¢ support for Yugoslavia's independence, nonalignment, 


anc territorial integrity. He expressed real pleasure at the state of 
re.azions -- bilateral relations. 


President Spiljak emphasized how important the relationship 
is for Yugoslavia and expressed particular appreciation for the efforts 
that the United States took a leadership role in -- in organizing the 


economic program last year. And now we are in the midst of another 
effort this year. 


Presicgent Spiljak gave the President a good description of 
the situation in Yugoslavia -- of Yugoslavia's efforts to turn around 
a éifficult economic situation. He pointed to the fact that deficits 
in 13981 of $3 billion have brought down in 1982 to $1 billion, and that 
this year there is a surplus on their current account. So that was 
a sositive factor that President Spiljak pointed to. 


He also roted that Yugoslavia's trade with the West has 
been increasing. He went over at some length the Yugoslav situation 
with the International Monetary Fund. There are discussions -- there 
have been dis .ussions -- going on in recent weeks, including this week, 
with Mr. De Larosiere who is the head of the International Monetary 
“uné and with Mr. Dracan who is accompanying President Spiljak. 


There was Deputy Treasury Secretary ‘icNamar who is 
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coc offices in connection with this economic package, that the 
MF is, of course, indecendent and makes its own decisions, but that 
we ar2 in acreement with the effort by the IMF and Yugoslavia to 
orinc cowr Yucoslav inflation and to bring about a. real interest 
rate in Yugoslavia. 


peel 


The Yugoslav's President Spiljak emphasized the 
Sesirability of avoiding trade restrictions, stong interest in expanding 
dilateral trade with the United States; he expressed pleasure over 
the tourism agreement which is going to be signed tomorrow. Also 
emphasizec that Yugoslavia is now studying new legislation which vould 
er.courage foreign investment in Yugoslavia, something that the United 
States has long been interested in increasing the amount of Western 
inves=ment in Yugoslavia, and President Spiljak expressed hope that 
there could be an expansion under new and more liberal legislation for 
foreign investment. 


There was a very extended discussion of the relationship 
with the Soviet Union, the overall East-West reicticonuship. The 
President stressed, 








as he has many times recently in public, his strong desire to move 

into a richer, fuller dialogue with the Soviet Union to get back 

to the arms control table in Geneva and to bring about some concrete 
results in the lowering of tensions and the lowering of the number 

of nuclear weapons in the world. The President specifically said 

that his personal objective is to eliminate nuclear weapons altogether. 


President Spiijak noted that he has been invited to the 
Soviet Union, that, in fact, he had been planning to see Mr. Andropov 
recently, that those -- the plans have been postponed, but he gave 


an extensive review of the Yugoslav understanding of what is going 
on in Moscow. 


I might say that this government has great respect for 
the Yugoslav ability to understand Kremlinology and therefore the 
President found interesting what President Spiljak had to say about 
their sense of what is happening in the Soviet Union. 


In brief, President Spiljak's view is that there is 
a great level of distrust between both sides, distrust present in 
Moscow, chat this is a burden on our ability to move ahead in the 
dialogue and to achieve the results that he believes the Soviets 
want and, of course, our President had stressed that we want. 


He, however, said that he felt there were some good 
signs. Foreign Minister Mojsov, for example, pointed to the fact 
that in Stockholm there had been some good things happening, that 
the Soviets have agreed to go back to the negotiating table in 
Vienna on conventional force talks and, therefore, the Yugoslav 
assessment, with which we agree, is that there is, in a very 
cautious way, there are some positive signs on the horizon in 
terms of “he East-West and specifically U.S.-Soviet dialogue. 


However, both sides in the talks today were cautious 
about that. Both underlined that it will not be easy and quick, 
but a strong desire was expressed on the Yugoslav side as well 
as by our President that we get on with the arms control process 
and with a broader dialogue. 


There was also an extensive discussion of the situation 
in the Middle East, where Yugoslavia, as one of the leaders of the 
nonaligned and given President Tito's deep involvement in the 
Middle East, there is a long history of Yugoslavia playing a 
role in the Middle East. In fact, it's our understanding that 
President Spiljak will be going to the Middle East soon. So 
there was a good discussion, particularly over lunch, of the 
dynamics of the Middle East with Bud McFarlane participating 
actively along with the President on our side and with both 
President Spiljak and roreign Minister Mojsov on the Yugoslav 
side talking about the situation in the Middle East. 


There was a good deal of discussion about the situation 
in Lebanon as well as the larger Palestinian -- Arab-Israeli 
guestion. 


Sorry. I'm just going through my notes because I 
want to make sure that I'm not missing any subjects that were 
covered. 


Well, I don't think I've missed anything. Those are 
the major elements that were covered. 


Q Did the Yucoslavs offer any opinion on whether 
or not the Soviet Union micht soon decide to resume talks either 
in INF or START and when that micht be? 








SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, they didn't make 
any specific predictions. They felt, as I said, that there was 
a general, gradual and difficult improvement; but they made no 


particular predictions about when the talks in Geneva might start 
acain. 


Q Did they cite any particular examples of why 
there's been improvement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. They felt that 
their own talks with Gromyko in Stockholm had been constructive. 
They pointed to Secretary Shultz’ talks with Mr. Gromyko which 
had briefed them on previously. They pointed to the fact that 
the Soviets, as I've mentioned, did tell Secretary Shultz in 
Stockholm that they are prepared to go back to 








Stockhoim that they are prepared to go back on March léth in 
Vienne to the MFBR conventional force talks. 


Q Was there any discussion of the possibility 
Yuscoslavian troops can play a role in Lebanon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I really don't 
know. That didn't come up. 


Q Did they suggest how this gradual improvement 
micht be followed up or what steps might be necessary now to 
continue whatever fragile dialogue there is or expand on it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't want to 
So into detail of the conversation, but the general sense we 
hac from she Yugoslav side was that they believe that this was 
a time to take, even if you could only do small steps, that it 


was a time to try to bring about greater mutu:1 confidence, 
a time for gestures, if you will. 


Q Did they suggest any gestures even if you can't 
tell ts about them? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They had one or two 
suggestions, yes. 


Q What -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry. I don't 
want to go into them. I think if the Yugoslavs want to talk 
about I think that's up to them, but I'd rather not. 


Q What other, besides distrust, what other 
things cic they say was going on in the Soviet Union? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We had a discussion 
of the leadership situation, which is an obvious problem. They 
felt that the Soviet Union wanted very much to get back to a path 
of peace. They felt the’ there were some objective needs in the 
Soviet Union which indicsted that they would benefit from this. 
Buz acain they underli».. the deep suspicion in Moscow of our 
aporoach and the need to get over that through a richer dialogue. 


Q Can you expand on that deep suspicion? I 
mean, what does that mean -- skepticism about sincerity in 
necotiating in Geneva or is it broader than that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's partly historical. 
I think both the President -- our President Reagan and President 
Spiljak felt that there were historical elements in this. But 
it also is just the history of the last few years in which we 
feel very strongly that the Soviet Union has taken a very aggressive 
stance which we, of course, have had to respond to. 


The Yugoslavs pointed to the fact of deployment of 
new missiles on both sides, not just the American missiles but 


missi.e ceployments on both sides which have raised new suspicions 
an2 d:s<rust. 


Q I had assumed you meant when you said there 
was Giscussion of the Soviet leadership, the state of affairs 
concerning Andropov and -- Is that what you said was discussed 
and can you say anything about what the Yugoslavs' point of view 
was O7 she situation there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry. I can't 


s¢= ittt what they said about Mr. Andropov. 
* Is he alive? 
. Tantalizing. 


« Did they say he was al.i‘e? 








Q Were there any points of disagreement in assessing the 
American and the Soviet Union situation? Okay. And the second question: 
were there any talks about Central America, Grenada and 
Nicaragua and so on? 


SENIOR ADMINITRATION OFFICIAL: I think that 
on the question of whether or not there are disagreements in our 
assessrent, no; that in general there was a very -. 4 larger element 
of agreement on the assessment of the situation and also 
of what needs to be done. 


On the question of Central America, yes, there was 
some -- a brief discussion of the situation there, but not nearly 


as extensive as the discussion of the East-West and the Middle 
East situations. 


Q How about Cuba? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo discussion of 
Cuba -- 


Q On economic -- Yugoslavia's -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- per se. Wot of 


Cuba per se. There was of Central America and the situation there 
but -- 


Q On Yugoslavia's economic problem, particularly 
its foreign debt, were there any specific requests made by the 
Yugoslavians or any specific promises offered by -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. Deputy Secretary 
McNamara pointed out that we're well along in terms of the government 
side of this. The governments have been meeting in Paris and 
the government side of the package is more or less finalized. 


The bank -- private bank side is also finalized 
more or less. Everybody is now waiting for the Yugoslav IMF 
conversations to come to a successful conclusion. So, we're 
not in a position now where the Yugoslavs have to ask anything 
of us or we of then. 


Q ror those of us who haven't been following 
it very closely, was essentially is going to happen from the 
government side and what, hopefully, will happen as far as 
the IMF goes? What's -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's very similar 
to the situation last year. We're dealing as we are in many situations 
of this sort with the debt that's coming due, on what to do about 
that debt, how to arrange it so that Yugoslavia can manage its 
trade 
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Situation and can build up a greater reserve. So we're talking about 
DScth goverrment and private debt that coming due. 


Q Rescheduling? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's not a classic 
rescheculing operation. It's broader than that because it involves 
scme new money and -- So it's like the Friends of Yugoslavia package 
last year, which was a complex package involving everybody, the 
Werld Bark, the Board for International Settlement, the INF, private 
banks, etc. It's a complex financial cooperation package, which 
we believe will allow them to build up their reserves further. 
They're beginning to turn the corner. 


Q President Spiljak was referring to some kind of 
initiatives by the nonaligned countries. Could you tell us in 
which ereas those initiatives were undertaken or are being under- 
teken at the moment? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Again, I think you'll 
have to ask the Yugoslavs. I'm sorry. We didn't get into any 
Getail into specific, nonaligned ap, coaches. We did discuss the 
Middle East at some length and what the nonaligned approach in 
general terms is to that. But beyond that, I'd have to refer you 
te the Yugoslav side. 


Q But did he mention the initiative specifically 
or just in some general terms? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: More in general terms. 


Please. 


Q You mentioned one of the positive signs as being 
the Yucoslav-Soviet talks in Stockholm. In what respect? Like 
in respect to the Yugoslav-Soviet relations or East-West -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, East-West relations. 


Q And can you be sort of a little more specific 
a>out what encouraged them in that meeting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think it's the 
same thing that encouraged us and that is that the Soviets, in 
private there, were talking about the need to get on with dialogue 
and about some areas where dialogue, they could see, was possible 
immediately, even though the nuclear arms control talks are in 
a>eyance for the moment. 


I mentioned Vienna, of course, Stockholm was a place 
in which all of us talked a great deal about Stockholm, about the 
Conference on Disarmament in Europe, about confidence-building 
measures and the Yugoslavs are very interested in seeing that that 
process, the process of working out confidence-building measures 
s.cceecds. So that's one of the things. 


They came away with the same sense we did, which is 
tnat the Soviets want to work in Stockholm to bring about some 
results. 


Q But you're talking about dialogue outside the 
“ain arms control -- They saw no particular sign of hope for the 
“ain cones, the long-range -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not a specific sign 
~ the sense that they, anymore than we, got a date from the Soviets 
“nen they would go back to Geneva, no. But they have the same sense 
tat we ic that the Soviets are looking for a way to be able to 
return t2 the nuclear arms control talks. And you can see that in 
<-@ fcviets’ public comments as well. There is a certain tlexibility 
.* give if the things that they've been sayins recently that 








Mr. andropov has been quoted in his interviews in the formulation 
that he uses about -- that the West, the United States, should 
express reaciness to go back to the situation before the deploy- 
ment of our missiles. They are trying formulations now that have 


a certain flexibility in them. And the Yugoslavs see that as we 
do. 


It's not enough yet -- I don't mean to say thet we're 
about to go. I don't want to use the word "breakthrough" -- 
(laughter.) We're not about to go immediately back to Geneva. 
Neither they nor we believe that. 


However, we both believe that some of the worst is 
behind us and that we, in a very difficult and slow way, are moving 
in a sligntly better direction. 


Q So they picked up the sense in this movement -- 


I mean, in these meetings, nothing specific. But they do want to 
go back. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: At some point, yes. Yes. 
Q -- START and -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They didn't make 


specific whether it was both or just, ingeneral, nuclear arms 
control talks. 


Q Dad they indicate in those discussions that this 
is something that at some point in the future is likely to lead 
to a resumption of the talks or did they indicate the Soviets will 
need some kind of a specific incentive or inducement? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They urged us to be 


flexible. They did not get into any question of what, you know, 


specitically needed to be done to get back to the arms control 
talks. 


Q But they had -- suggestions -- 


SEN{OR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not dealing with 
thas. 


MR. SIMS: Last question. Any last questions? 
Q Did you say -- 


SENIO®X ADMINISTRATION UFFICIAL: Dealing with U.S.- 
Soviet relations in general. 


When you say “arms control,” you don't mean 
missile control? Which -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATAON UFFICIAL: Nuclear arms control 
means missiie control, yes. 


Q It's the same thing? 
SENIOR ADMANISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Yes. 


Q About Central America, were there any disagree- 
ments in -- matters facing U.S. policy with regard to the region? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are ditferences 


sf «:ew abcut Central America. I can't say that in the discussions 
“cosa” trey were particularly expressed, no. But there are dif- 
‘erences i our views on Central Americe. 


THE PRESS: Tnrank you. 
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The Briefing Room 
9:33 A.M. EST 


MK. FITZWATER: This morning's briefing is on the 
Economic Report by Martin Feldstein, Chairman of the Council 
of Economic Advisers. The report is embargoed for 10:00 a.m. 


this morning. And we have extra copies for any of you who didn't 
get one earlier. 


DR. FELDSTEIN: I'm sure you've all had lots of time 
in the last few days to read the report. I don't have a formal 
prepared statement. But let me just make a brief remark about 
the report. 


There's no way to summarize it; but there are certain 
themes that run through it. And one that's clearly prominent in 
the first two chapters and that comes up again in some of the other 
discussion is the problems of the budget deficit. That's something 
that we in this report and that the budget message also = 
out as the single most important problem that has to be t 
with in the years ahead. We can't count on growing our out 
of these deficits. And if we don't deal with then, we can’t have 
the kind of economic recovery that we want. Unless they are re- 
duced over the next several years down to a small fraction of 
our GNP, we're going to continue to have abnormally high real 
interest rates. We're going to continue to see that investment 
is depressed, as a share of GNP. We will continue to have a 
lopsided recovery in which a strong doliar has adverse effects 


on our export industries and those that compete with imports 
from abroad. 


And in the longer term, as the report and the budget 
both make clear, the interest payments on our national debt will 
represent a very large share of total tax revenue, 30 percent or 
perhaps as much as 40 percent of personal income tax revenue by 
the end of the decade will have to be devoted to paying the in- 
terest on the national debt. So reducing the deficit has to be 
one of our highest priorities. 


I am, as many of you know, quite optimistic that 
these bipartisan negotiations that are scheduled to begin next 
week are going to be fruitful, that what we couldn't accomplish 
by sending up the kind of budget that was sent up last year can 
be accomplished in quiet negotiations between the leadership of 
the Republicans and the Democrats in the Congress and the admin- 
istration. 


Q Excuse me. Are you announcing that the Demo- 
crats have agreed to meet next week? 


OR. FELDSTEIN: Wo, I'm not announcing any news. I 
believe that -- 


Q -- again next week. 
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- FELDSTEIN: I believe that Mr. 


Wright and Senator 
oy eaphekal 46 dies aaah Comk And I believe that's been 
public information for quite a while. 

Q It's news to us. 
Q And you're characterizing -- 


DR. FELDSTEIN: -- I'm not intending to break any 
news -- Not saying anything at I don't believe I've read in 
the newspapers. 


Q You know, heaven forbid, news should break out 
here, Dr. Feldstein; but to what was this -- What were the difficult 
choices, the difficult decisions that we were told yest would 
have to be made in 1985, if there is no progress on the deficit? 
What kinds of choices? 


DR. FELDSTEIN: I wouldn't even put it that way. I 
would say that difficult decisions are going to have to be made 
in 1985, even if, as I expect, these negotiations are fruitful. 


Q What can you tell us about what we face right 
after the election? 


DR. FELDSTEIN: I can't tell you much because 
it's still clearly unknown. But even with success, $100 billion 
pius in these negotiations, we will have significant owes in 
the years ahead. And the only way that they oaae SO oeees ae 
brought down is to go beyond what the President tea’ “the hese 
contentious issues" and to take on some of the tough parts in the 


Sm 5m ane gntay to Cty ages Geet Che qqene ee 
that until we get to 1985. 


Q You're saying that there are going to have to 
be taxes, there are going to have to be spending cuts. 


DOR. FELDSTEIN: I'm saying these negotiations I expect 
that -- to get a compromise, to get $100 billion plus over the 
next few years agreed to quickly, we're going to have to have 
additional tax revenue, ae eee Se eee 
size of the defense authorizat and we're going to have to 
have domestic spending cuts. 


All that has to be done now. And I think it can be 
Gone and be done quickly. 


Q In these negotiations, are you saying? 
DR. FELDSTEIN: In these negotiations. 
Q What day next week -- 


DR. FELDSTEIN: I can't be telling you something you 
Gon't already know. The administration has said over -- 


Q -- negotiations was going to focus on -- We 
were going to focus on the less contentious issues. 


DR. FELOSTEIN: Yes, but that would include dealing 
not only with domestic spending but also with increased tax 
revenue through closing loopholes, going beyond the items that 

are in the budget. And, also, we expect we'll require trimming 
back the defense appropriations. 





Q Is some kind of general tax increase inevitable? 
Is that something we're going to have to do in 1985? 


DR. FELDSTEIN: I don't think we can answer that at 
this point. 


Obviously, what we're talking about is finding another, 
roughly, $100 billion beyond what can be done in this downpayment 
package. And we have to see just how that can be done. 


Q Marty, how much worse is the economic situation 
going to be because you're waiting and not solving the problem now? 
Because you're putting it off because it's an election year? 


Q So why did you send it up, Murty? 


OR. FELDSTEIN: Because last we tried to do the 
opposite. We sent up a budget that called for substantial spending 
cuts, called for a large contingent in tax increase and it got 
no where. It was just -- no reception at all in the Bouse of 
Representatives. And the result, I think, was that we made no 
progress. 


Therefore, if we're going to make progress, we have 
to do it a different way. We have to get the key people together 
in a room to talk about what can be done, rather than turn it into 
a public debate. 


Q Marty, since when is the budget supposed to be 
& political assessment? Isn't it supposed to be a budget? 


DR. FELDSTEIN: It is a budget. It is a budget that 
explains most of the things that have to be done in the coming 
year. But it doesn't explain how we can make the additional cuts 
and tax increases that are required. It describes the funds that 
are going to be needed to run all the agencies and all the programs. 
But we do need to find, beyond that, additional cuts. 


Q Dr. Peldstein, you're saying $100 billion from 
the negotiations over three years and then another $100 billion 
you must get -- 


DR. FELDSTEIN: A year. A year. 


Q ~~ in fiecal ‘865 and beyond, each year? 

















DR. FELDSTEIN: Wo, no. Let me be clear. “hat we're 
looking for in the negotiations is a $100 billion cumulative over 
three years, ‘85, ‘86 and ‘87, at least $100 billion. 


If we get $100 billion total, that will presumably 
mean something like $40 billion or $50 billion a in 1986, ‘87 
and beyond. That, obviously, won't get the deficits down to a 
balanced budget. th A we're going to Go that is to come 

and make the gore difficult 
decisions that will reduce x ._L_.4 Geficits by $100 billion 
or 


Q bon't yeu have to go to « tax increase to do 
that? 


DR. FELDSTEIN: We're going to have to wait until 
‘8S to see what can be Gone then. 


Q why? 


Q But realistically -- you can't get it all fros 
spending, can you? 


DR. FELOGTEIN: I think you're going to have to wait 
and see what happens in 1985. Unless there is -- Let me say this 
~~ wnless there is a significant change in priorities, we are 
going to have to have more tax revenue. 


growth. 
effect will a package of this ions, that 
is absolutely necessary, will have on econonic growth? 


J 


DR. FELUSTEIN: The crucial thing is what people expect 
about future years. If they see this downpayment as «4 serious 
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effort, and as an indication that Congress and the administration 
will be able to go on working , then, I think, the economy 


can produce the kind of solid growth over the next few years 
that we're forecasting. 


I think that's the c 
they see this as a downpayment to 


in the coming year. 


Q Dr. Feldstein, aren't really being dishonest 
on the -- You're saying you need tough ices in 1985 but because 
you have an election, you don't want to say what those choices 
are. With a President seeking re-election, isn't that really 
—— it is that you want, intend to do in 
1985? 


DR. FELDSTEIN: I think the President has said 
in very general terms what he wants to do. What he has said -- 


Q ~~ exactly the opposite. You've said he said he 
doesn't want new taxes. You say that -- you're going 
to need new taxes. He says he doesn't want to cut defense spending. 
You're saying that he's going to have to. 


DR. FELDSTEIN: I'm going to tell you what I think the 
President has said, and then you tell me where you think I'm wrong. 
What I believe the President has said and what the administration 
has made very clear about these negotiations is that in these 
negotiations, in the $100 billion over three years -- 


Q I'm not talking about the negotiations. 


DR. FELDSTEIN: Okay. Well, that's what I was talking 
about when I said that we're going to have to do something to -- 


Q Wo, you said that after the election that you 


need, unless there was a significant change of priorities, you'll 
need additional taxes. 


DR. FELDSTEIN: Because you mentioned defense. The 
defense I -- 


Q I was talking about taxes as well. 


DR. FELDSTEIN: Let me clear because maybe not everybody 
else is as clear as you are on this. In the negotiations -- 


Q -- clear. 


DR. FELDSTEIN: <-- everything is on the table -- in 
the negotiations everything is on the tatle. That includes taxes, 
it includes defense, it includes domestic spending. Now, what happens 
after the election? I can't say what's going to happen after the 
election. We face a deficit even with this downpayment that is on the 
order of two and a half or three percent of GNP. 


Q What I'm saying is for a candidate seeking re-election, 
doesn’t he have an obligation to say what will happen after the election? 


DR. FELDSTEIN: What he said is -- what he has said is 
that he believes that he wants to start on the spending side. He wants 
to start on the spending side and see how much can be done on the 
spending side. What he said when he came and spoke in this room about 
@ month and a half ago is that if one sees that spending has been reduced 
as much a8 possible, cost of government has been brought down as such 
as possible, and that still doesn't balance receipts and outlays, thes 
something has to be done on the receipt side. And he's emphasized that 
he wants the Treasury to develop options for substantial tax reform 











in a way that burdens the economy less. 


Q Aren't you not telling us what you want to do 
in 1985 because you're tryinc to duck a political issue? 


DR. FELDSTEIN: I'm not even going to be here in 1985 
so I don't know what the administration is going to decide in 1985. 


Q You're not even going to be here tomorrow 
after this. (Laughter.) 


Q Dr. Feldstein, how in the world can you be 
optimistic about the decision for compromising negotiations 
when the Democrats are not going to go for significant domestic spending 
cuts and the President has already overrvied advisors like yourself 
on the prospect for real tax increases or defense cuts? 


DR. FELDSTEIN: I think you're wrong. What has been 
said repeatedly -- Jim Baker said it on television awhile ago; 
Dave Stockman and Don Regan and I all said it in the general press 
briefing yesterday -- is that everything is negotiable this time. 
We expect there to be a trimming down in the proposed defense outlays 
in this budget. We expect there to be more tax revenue than 
is in this budget, and we expect to get domestic spending cuts. 


Q You're a dead man. (Laughter.) 


DR. FELDSTEIN: You haven't been listening to what 


my cCOlleagues have been saying recently. All this has been repeated 
over and over and over again. 


Q I've only listened to what one person has been 
saying and he hasn't gotten the word. 


Q What does the President mean, then, when he 
says not on your life that we're going raise taxes to reduce 
the deficit? 


DR. FELDSTEIN: What the President means is we're 
not going to have a general rate increase for everybody. What 
he is prepared -- 


Q -- for the poor, huh? 


DR. FELDSTEIN: Wo, now, in these negotiations. What 
he wants to do -- Allow me to deal with that in a minute, Sam. 


Q Okay. 


DR. FELDSTEIN: What he wants to do is to include 
as part of this package additioual tax revenue. Recall that in 
this budget there are $33 billion over the next three years in 
additional tax revenue. But it doesn't come from an across-the- 
board increase. It doesn't raise marginal rates directly. What 
it does is raise tax revenue by closing tax loopholes. In the 
President's mind that is a fundamental distinction -- raising 
marginal tax rates by an across-the-board increase and closing 
tax loopholes. 


Q How much additional can be raised above the 
$33 billion through the same process? 


DR. FELDSTEIN: Again, I don't want to anticipate 
in detail what the negotiations are going to have to focus on 
but you probably heard yesterday when Bob Dole and Dan Rostenkowski 
were on television and said that they could quickly agree 
to $50 billion over three years, if they were given the opportunity. 
I think that the leadership in the Congress really can deal with 
this and deal with it in a very fast schedule. 


Q Marty, speaking of 1985, there is really no 


secret as to where you're going to have to cut because cuts 
in discretionary programs, as Stockman said, it is fortunate that 
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you are already down to the bone. And he mentioned tie places where 
it's going to have to be cut. Indeed, he mentioned them yesterday, 
didn't he? So you are talking about such things as entitlements. 
You are talking about such things as medicare -- are you not? 


DR. FELDSTEIN: We don't know what we're talking about 
for ‘85. (Laughter.) 


Q That'll get on. (Laughter.) 
Q I realize, I realize that -- 


DR. FELDSTEIN: Well, right now we have the budget that 
has just been presented -- to be discussed, and negotiations to be 
dealt with. Why can't we wait until a year from now to talk about 
next year's budget? 


Q Because there's an election campaign on, and you 

are saying, rather frankly from the podium yesterday, thet you just don't 
want to get into the politics of this year and present these targets 

for everybody to shoot at. But the fact is that there are a hell of 

a lot people out there who are worried about what is going to happen 
during the next four years. You implied, very strongly, that the 

first priority of the President, as you quoted him, was to first see if 
he could get domestic spending down, as much as possible, and then go 

to the rest. Now, that domestic spending -- there are few areas left. 
Will you not acknowledge that they include medicare and entitlements? 


DR. FELDSTEIN: I don't want to point to any particular 
part of the budget for 1985. There have been no discussions -- there -- 


Q Will you tell -- 

DR. FELDSTEIN: -- have been no decisions within -- 
Q Will you tell, will you tell us that -- 

DR. FELDSTEIN: -- this administration about 1985. 


Q ~~ Will you tell us that social security entitlements 
and medicare are out of bounds in the next four years? 


DR. FELDSTEIN: I can't tell you anything because there's 
been no discussion in the administration about the budget to be sub- 
mitted a year from now. 


Q Why is it that Stockman in the Fortune interview 
specifically -- and yesterday -- mentioned that? 


DR. FELDSTEIN: Medicare is clearly a problem part of the 
budget. The medicare outlays do not meet medicare receipts over the 
next decade. There has been a quadrennial commission that has reported 
and said that the medicare program is going to be hundreds of billions 
of dollars short over that period, that either has to be made up by 
additional revenue -- earmarked for that -- or otherwise, or it has 
to be made up by finding ways of trimming the medicare progran. 


But at this point, no decision has been made other than 
the very small changes that are in this budget for medicare. 


Q Marty -- what you and Dave Stock»an were saying 
yesterday, and you again today, is that there's some sort of secret 
plan to deal with all of these problems, but don't ask us until after 
the election. I mean, is that fair to the voters? 


DR. FELDSTEIN: I will swear to you that there is no 
secret plan. 


Q There's no secret plan -- it's taxes and spending 
cuts ia places like medicare. 
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DR. FELDSTEIN: There is no plan. We have to face that 
problem. It will have to be dealt with in '85. There are going to 
have to be very difficult decisions, because we're talking about 
substantial numbers of dollars, but at this time there is no plan. 


There's an approach. The President said he wants to 
go through the budget, see what is politically and economically 
possible on the spending side, before he turns to the revenue side. 


Q Respectfully, efter three years in office, doesn't 
this man have an obligation to have a plan -- 


Q No -- 
Q -- which he can present to the voters? 


DR. FELDSTEIN: He has been making progress in bringing 
down domestic spending, and I think we just have to wait and see what 
happens in 1985. 


Q Will you bring the deficits down? 


DR. FELDSTEIN Tf the negotiations work, the deficit 
will be coming down. 


Q Do you disagree with Mr. Stockman who said yesterday 
that next year they were clearly going to have to look at entitlements? 
He said that in plain English, look at, meaning -- 


DR. FELDSTEIN: There are proposals in this budget which 
deal with what I think are sometimes called entitlements. There's the 
pensions for -- they're not low-income means tested entitlements. They 
are things like civil service and military pensions. And we propose in 
this budget to delay the COLA increases in those. 


There are a lot of things that would fall under the rubric 
of entitlements that have to be dealt with now as well as in the future. 
There are small changes in the Medicare and Medicaid program that were 
in the Congressional Reconciliation bill last year that we hope will be 
part of the discussions in these negotiations. 


Q But Mr. Stockman said there's going to be a very 
tough bullet to bite next year, which implies strongly that there's 


going to be a major whack taken at entitlements next year once the 
election's -- 


DR. FELDSTEIN: I don't know whether that's going to be 
possible. I don't know whether that's going to be proposed. All I 
kaov is 












the President had made it clear that he is committed to getting these 
deficits all the way down. He's committed to eventually balancing the 


budget. That's going to require very substantial reductions in outlays 
or increases in taxes. 


And I know his starting point. His starting point is to 
look at the spending side. 


Q How do you know he's committed to getting the deficits 
down? That's not what he's saying. 


DR. FELDSTEIN: Because he has said that repeatedly inside 
this administration. 


Q Not at the cost of taxes or defense increases. 


DR. FELDSTEIN: Let me refer you back to what he said to 
all of you when he came into the Briefing Room sbout a month and a half 
ago, which he said that he wants to bring down outlays, reduce cost of 
government as much as possible. But if that doesn't balance the budget, 
if that doesn't bring spending and receipts into balance, then he will 
look at the receipt side. 


Q But he's also -- 
Q That's not what he's saying in his campaign speeches. 
Q Yes, he goes out there and he tells these people -- 


DR. FELDSTEIN: Just repeat to you what he said to you in 
this room. I can't give you a better citation than what he said to you 
personally. 


Q I'm suggesting it's been outdated. 


Q You said that the negotiations, the deficit negotia- 
tions supercede the budget and the budget is not what you want. What 
do you want in terms of defense spending? You must have a bottom line. 


DR. FELDSTEIN: We don't have a specific bottom line. “ve 
are prepared to negotiate. We understand that the $305 billion for 
DOD that is in the authority request for 1985 will have to be trimmed 
as part of these negotiations. How far? More than the President would 
like, less than some of the people we're negotiating with would like. 
But we'll have to wait until we see what that negotiation leads to. 


Q Secretary Weinberger yesterday testified on the Hill, 
said just the opposite. He said that we couldn't accept any cuts in 
this $305 spending authority request. Why do you then today say what's 
negotiable and we expect that there will be cuts? 


DP. FELDSTEIN: I haven't heard the Secretary's statement 
but I know what was our understanding in the administration when we 
announced that we wanted these negotiations. That has been said over 
and over again. Nothing is ruled out, including defense and taxes. 


Q So the $305 -- is that a fake figure that you put up 
artificially high so you could bargain it down? 


DR. FELDSTEIN: No, no. That figure was, as you know, cut 
down oy about $17 billion from the figure that was carried over from 
last year. 


Q Yes, but you're saying that this figure is arti- 
ficially -- 


DR. FELDSTEIN: It is clearly less -- it is clearly lesr 
than the Defense Department would like, but we have to make changes if 
we're to get these deficits down and there is a complete commitment to 
doing that. 
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Q So why didn't you give the actual figure on defense 
that you really were willing to accept? 


DR. FELDSTEIN: The reasons which I'm sure you're fully 
aware of, that if we had proposed not $305, but $301, that would be 
the starting point for any negotiations -- 

Q So -- 

Q Negotiating position, right? 


DR. FELDSTEIN: It was the position that we came to in- 
ternally before the agreement to negotiate was decided upon. 


“ Dr. Feldstein, how can you say -- 

Q Feldstein. (Laughter.) 

Q How can you say that -- 
Q Here we go again. 
Q 


~~ taxes are not ruled out of negotiations when the 
President has ruled them out in two weeks of speeches? 


DR. FELDSTEIN: Let me repeat what I said to somebody 
here before. A general across-the-board tax increase doesn't fit even 
within the scope of the kind of downpayment plan that we're talking 
about. But we have not ruled out at all -- we have not ruled at all 
additional tax revenue. We expect there to be additional tax revenue. 
We expect it to be a substantial part of this $100 billion or $100 
billion plus. There's no debate about that. 


There's no debate about dealing with defense. That's 
something that the Secretary of the Treasury and the Director of OMB 


and I said very clearly to the entire press corps yesterday. So that 
is not a point of contention. 


Q But the President doesn't draw that distinction. He 
~ -- : says, no taxes. He doesn't say, no general tax. He says, no taxes. 


DR. FELDSTEIN: The budget -- you've seen this budget 
before? 


Q I know, but I'm only telling you what he says when 
the words come -- 


DR. FELDSTEIN: And what does it have in here? Whose 
budget is it? 


Q Well, what's he doing? Talking out of -- 

Q Well, we don't know. You wrote it though. 

Q And you don't like it. 

DR. FELDSTEIN: The President agreed to authorize the 
additional tax revenue that is in this budget because he makes an im- 
portant distinction between closing tax loopholes and raising marginal 
tax rates across the board. There is no direct impact on marginal 
tax rates in these proposals. 


Q So you're saying there's not going to be a request 
for marginal tax rates. 


MR. FITZWATER: Marty has testimony on the Hill, so we'll 
just have to take one question. 


Pat. 
Q Well, wait a minute. 
Q You said that the downpayment on the deficit is 
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important because it's necessary to send the right signal. How 
important is the actual dollar amount that's cut, this $100 billion 
figure, or is the more important thing just to show that Tip O'Neill 
and Ronald Reagan can sit down in civil fashion and discuss and make 
some progress on economic business? 


DR. FELDSTEIN: We look at 1986, and ‘7, and beyond. 
We're going to need more than the reductions that can come out of 
this negotiation. We're going to need more than $40 or $50 billion 
a year. So it's just a starting point. But, obviously, the more you 
do now, the easier it's going to be to get those deficits down later. 
So doing $20 billion a year now just wouldn't be enough. The more we 
can do, the better. 


Q It's the working together that's the key? Is that 
what -- 


DR. FELDSTEIN: It is very imporcant. It is very impor- 
tant to indicate thet we really -- and I think the language -- calling 
this a downpayment, is very important because it emphasizes the com- 
mitment to go on reducing these deficits in the future. 


Q What day do the negotiations begin next week to the 
best of your knowledge? 


DP. FELDSTEIN: Well, since I seem to be saying 


something 
that was a surprise to you I should probably stop there, but I believe 
that there will be a meeting next week. 


Q Do you know when? 
MR. FITZWATER: We don't have it -- no date's been set. 


Q You say in your report that you don't want to have 
see eee such big downpayment because it could suppress the growth and that it 
should be gradually and only step by step over the next few years. So 
how much do you really want this year? 


DR. FELDSTEIN: Well, what I said in the report was that 
a large reduction of the deficit in ‘84 coming suddenly could be a 
mistake if it were too large. But I think we're talking about FY ‘85, 
‘6, and '7 in these negotiations. So I don't expect any significant 
change in ‘84 at all. 


Q Dr. Feldstein, there are a number of people, as you 
well know, in this administration who say they're basically suffering 
your presence until you leave in September, but that you're not -- 

DR. FELDSTEIN: They didn't say it to my face. 

Q Well, that you're not a player anymore. What is -- 
what are the messages that you are getting? I mean, do you have any 
role in this administration anymore or -~- what's your status here? 

DR. FELDSTEIN: Of course I have a role in this administra- 
tion. I have the same role that I've had all along in the discussions 
about the budget that's been prepared and in generally advising the 
Prezident. 

MR. FITZWATER: Thank you very muct.. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 9:58 A.M. EST 
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The Briefing Room 
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MR. SIMS: This briefing is ON BACKGROUND attributable 
to a Senior Administration Official. We're going to have to 
finish this before 10:00 a.m., because the briefer has another 


meeting, so I'll move | ané give you some information on the 
Presicent's schedule as well. 


It's ON BACKGROUND attributable to a Senior Administration 


Official. It's embargoed until 10:40 a.m. when the President makes 
some remarks. 


Q Excuse me? 


MR. SIMS: At 10:40 a.m. This briefing, as I said, _ = 
embargoed until the President speaks to a group Sn the Sect Rem. 


East Room event will be a writing pool, photo coverage or pote. 
We will have an embargoed fact sheet ak the conclusion of iefing 
and hope to have the text of the President's remarks, also embargoed, 
at the conclusion of this briefing. 


Also on the President's schedule today, Alois Mock, 
the sition leader in Austria will be meeting with the President 
at 9:30 a.m. He's just returned from a fact finding mission to Costa 

2 +e-< < Rica, El Salvador, Nicaragua and Columbia with the International 
Democratic Union delegation. 


At 9:45 a.m. the President sees Swiss Vice President 
Kurt Furgler. Their discussion will be on issues of peace, progress 
and international stability, particularly the international economics 
area. And the President meets with Eugenia Charles of Dominica at 
1:45 p.m. We expect to have a White House photo on each of these three. 


Larry's briefing today will be at 1:00 -- what did we 
say ~~ at 1:30 p.m. 


Also, the President is going to have some remarks for 
elected Republican women officials at noon. 


Q Noon or 1:00? 
Q At 1:00. 


MR. SIMS: Well, okay, the remarks are at 1:00 p.m. and 
that will be writing pool and photo coverage. 


Q Is he going to Camp David? 
MR. SIMS: He's going to Camp David this afternoon. 
Q What time? 
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MR. SIMS: Don't have a specific time right now. 
Q The Republic women is -- 


MR. SIMS: It will be writing pool and open photo 
coverage. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Good morning. The 
subject here is the President's proposed Central America Democracy, 
Peace and Development Initiative. And let me tell you what I'm going 
to do. I'm going to first give you a little overview of the relation- 
ship between this and the National Bt re Commission rt, then 
go to the highlights of the proposed legislation that we will be 
sending up, we anticipate, this coming week, starting with economic 
and then military, then moving to the question that I know many of you 
are very interested in, of conditionality, and finally talking a little 


bit about the Central American Development Organization, CATO, which 
is recommended by the Commission. 


Now, on the overall situation, we believe that the 
recommendations of this Commission come at a very crucial time in the 
éevelopment of Central America. And we find it significant that the 
12 commissioners which included both parties as well as independents 
concluded that, “Central America is both vital and vulnerable and thet 
whatever other crisis may arrive to claim the nation's attention, the 
United States cannot afford to turn away from that threatened region.* 


We share the judgment of the Commission, that there is 
an acute crisis in Central America which endangers fundamental strategic 
and moral interests of the United States, and therefore, the President 
has decided to seek oo and to carry out appropriate actions 
t 


not requiring legislation to implement all of the Commission's 
recommendations. 


The -- in short, the legislative and non-legislative 
program is in consonance with the Commission's recommendations. 


Now, we agree not only on the more specific kinds of 
recommendations about money, but also some of the thrusts of the 
Commission's report, particularly with regard to economic policy reform, 
with regard to the desirability of regional integration the like. 


With regard to the money, I think it's important when 
we start going through the numbers, to remember that for the Fiscal 
‘8S, economic assistance will be 7 times the amount of military 
assistance that's in the proposal. And in the FY ‘84 lemental, 
the ratio is a different, because it's a little bit more toward 
the, or weighted toward the military side, but even so, when you take 
‘84 supplemental and ‘85 money together, it is 75 percent economic and 
25 percent military assistance. In short, a three to one ratio. 


Q Seventy-five -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Seventy-five economic 
and twenty-five percent military. That's supplemental plus ‘35. 


Q What about just the supplement? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll have to get that 
to you in a moment. Let me go through the different numbers, I chink 
it is -- on the supplemental -- why don’t I just take that right now, 
though I would like to do this in an orderly way. 

For the supplemental, it's 400 and 259, so it's -- 


Q 400 is military? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 400 economic, 259 
military. So even in the supplemental alone, it is almost two-to-one 
economic. And I'll go into the reasons why there is a little more, 
proportionately more, in the supplemental than over the whole program 
where it, as I say, 7 to 1 economic. 


And we also very much rt the principles reflected 
in the report on Democratic self-de tans oe economic and 
social development, benefiting all on a fair beodes support the respect 
for human rights advocate! in the Commission report, and the notion 


that there has to be cooperation in meeting threats to the security of 
the region. 


We recognize that we need bipartisan support in Rk a 
and we do seek it, because we think that this bipartisan 

important in responding to what the Commission has called "te th threat 
to American national security in the region. We seek a 5-year endorse- 
ment from the Congress so that there is the confidence in the region 
and there is an incentive in the region for making progress on human 
rights and introducing policy reform. 


In short, we believe that we need a program that has 
economic, political, diplomatic and security dimensions -- all four. 
They all have to go together, even any three of them by themselves 
really won't do it. It has to be a package. 


Now, let me get down to the specifics. With regard to 
economic assistance, for FY ‘84, that would be the supplemental, the 
Commission recommends, as I said before, $400 million. And, that is 
the area in which our requests will be. 


Q Does that mean it will be $400 million? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It may vary, very 


slightly, from $40C million because we have to have programs for 
specific countries and so forth, but it will be within -- 
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let's say, within five percent of that. 
Q That's $400 million added to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What was already 
approved for ‘84. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On economic assistance. 
Somebody had that -- 


Q -- 450. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- 450. 

Q That's FY ‘84? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: FY ‘84. 

Q So it's 450 plus 400 -- is supplemental? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They're always double -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. 
Q Yes. 


Q Just economic? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're talking about 
economic now. I'm only talking about economic assistance. I'll 


come to the military later. Let's try to keep it separate for 
the moment, and then we can compare -- 


Q You have to divide that up by countries yet? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have. Let me 
go through this, may I? And I thiuk I'm going to be able to 
answer almost all of these questions, but probably more effectively. 
And then -- or efficiently in any event. 


Let me point out that the need for the increased 
economic assistance rests on some facts. One is that there has 
been a grave decrease in the gross national product of these 
countries. Gross domestic product has fallen in the last several 
years by 35 percent in El Salvador, 23 percent in Costa Rica, 

14 percent in Guatemala and 12 percent in Honduras. And that, 

in and of itself, is a cause of social and political unrest. And 
we -- the economic program here is designed to address that problem 
as well as provide a base for long-term development. 


Now, with regard to the -- that was just the supplemental, 
the $400 million. We do accept the recommendation of the Commission 
for $8 billion over the next five years, that is to say, FY ‘85-'89. 
Of that, $6 billion will be cash, and the rest will take the 
form of insurance and guarantees. 


Now, the most important aspect of the $2 billion which 
isn't cash is that the Ex-Im Bank will have a trade credit program 
which is designed to provide credit which has tended to dry up 
to the private sector in Central American countries. For 
FY ‘65 itself, we expect to request about $1.1 billion for the area 
in appropriated funds and $600 million in insurance and guarantees. 


Now, this is the way to think of that: the program 
has to build up a little over time in order for it to worn. Moreover, 
at the beginning it'll be more heavily weighted toward the most 
immediate needs, such as balance of payments support. Development 
projects take time, take time for expenditure and so forth. And they 
will become more important as we go through the five years. 


Yes? 


~ 


° What ¢o you mean by -- 
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Q Could you explain insurance and guarantees a little? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Beg your pardon? 


Q Insurance and guarantees -- what is that specifically? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICTAL: For example, the 
Export-Import Bank will have a program which will provide credit 
where credit is not available from commercial sources for imports 
into these countries -- so they will be guaranteeing commercial 


—— Is that right? You may want to explain this in greater 
etail. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, this will be 
credit for up to one year in length. We've been very careful 
to limit it not to even medium-term credit because the ability 
of manufacturers and others to import parts and whatever has 
been quite limited in recent times and we think this will take 


up some of the gap. Imports like a part for a machine. 


Q What about guarantees? What specifically -- 
insurance. I'm sorry. Insurance. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Mostly we're talking 
about the CCC -- 


Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- and the Export- 
Import regular guarantee program, that type of activity. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: For the direct 
bilateral aid -- talking now about the money as opposed to 
the guarantees -- the figures for FY ‘85 will be for El Salvador 


ee over $300 million. For Costa Rica something over 
$200 million. 


Q Wait a minute. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll be giving you 
these figures. 


Q This is the $1.1 billion now we're talking about? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. The $1.1 
billion. 


Q -- fact sheet? 
MR. SIMS: Yes. You'll get the figures in a fact sheet. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll be giving 
you a fact sheet. But I'll slow down anyway because you can 
get it in your notes. But I'm just saying don't worry too much 
because we'll be giving you this in the fact sheet. 


A little over $300 million for El Salvador. A little 
over $200 million for Costa Rica. Honduras, over $100 million. 
And Guatemala, about $100 million. 


So -- Let me say, however, that while El Salvador 
will be the largest in total amount, it won't be the one that 
will receive the most in per capita. There'll be two others 
that will receive more on a per capita basis, so that you've got 
to look at population 
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of these countries in assessing where the -- in writing your stories 
and trying to get straight what's happening. 


Q Where is the other $400 million? 


SENLOP ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Where is the other 
$490 sillion? Well, we're -- There are more countries -- and I's 
not sure that I have that here so that I can give it to you. It 
is tore than these amounts, so there is where part of it goes. In 
other words, I said, “More than, more than, more than.* And I's 
mot sure that I can answer that question specifically. But there 
are more countries in the regions than the ones I have mentioned. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What is it? g<- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, they say these 


Gon't adé up to $1.1 billion. The other countries -- Belize -- 
Selize -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're talking about 
for ‘85? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, ‘85. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wot all countries are 
listed there. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. So they 
say what countries are there. 


Q How about the others? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Belize,-Panama -- 


Q ~~ what's Belize getting? 
Q What others are © **\ng? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATIC ’ ‘Abe We're still working 


out some of the final numbers. Inusw chere was some question -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What we're trying to 
here is not to give you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In consulting with 
Congress, particularly -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're not trying to 
give you the budget request. What we're trying to give you is what's 


going to the central countries about which most of the news stories 
have been written. 


Q Why don't you divvy out the fact sheets? 


Q -- can you just give us the other countries that 
are going to be -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICAL: Yes. 
SENIOR ADMINISTHATION OFFICIAL: Well, you've got -- 
Let me just read off the countries where there'll be a progran. 


Belize, Costa Rica, El Salvador, Guatamala, Honduras, Panama. And 
then there'll be some regional programs that are <- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That are separate 
but regional wide in focus. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right. 


Q Does that include the Central American Common 
Market -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
SENIOR ADMIWISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's ah example of 
a regional -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's an example. 
That's about $100 million there, isn't it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Over -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Over time. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Over a period. And 
we have to work out just how much that will be because -- number 
of complexities in getting the market really going. But that cer- 
tainly will be a focus of some of the monies. 


Q Are there only two other countries? Belize 
and -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The regional 2 


adé up to quite a bit, which are not given directly to part 
governments -- 


Q Can I follow up on -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it s. 
I think there's a limit to how much time you want to on this 
because my time is -- 


Q Let him finish the presentation. 


Q ~- Common Market. Will funds available to the 
Common Market be also provided to Nicaragua, through the Common 
Market? 


MR. SIMS: Why don't we do the briefing and then take 
the questions -- 


SENTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, we're getting 
ahead of ourselves -- 


Q You don’t happen to have the fact sheets, so 
that we could be looking at then? 


Mk. SIMS: Wo. 
Q Excuse me. 


Mx. SAMS: Do you want to help type? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The uses of the money 


are cuite diverse. At the beginning, particularly, there's going 


to be quite a bit of it going to go for balance of payment support, 


simply because tnese countries are not able to import the way they 
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nad been able to import and this is havinc a drastic effect on their 
employment and on the just general social and economic system there. 
But we'll also be using this money for housing projects, for infra- 
structure, particularly of a labor intensive kind; for education; 

for training and scholarships and for many of the other purposes 

that are set out at length in the Kissinger Commission recommendation, 
including a special funding for the National Endowment for Democracy, 
which will be earmarked for Central America. 


Now, military assistance: As I said before, the 
of the Commission Report, the concept of the administration, laid 
out very clearly in the President's speech to the Joint Session 
of Congress last April, is that military assistance is essential 
to provide a security shield under which these economies -- £1 
Salvador in particular -- can make progress on the economic front 
and in the development of democracy, so that there is a military 
assistance component. 


The Commission, I note, stated that they thought the 
worst solution was a long-term stalemate because that would be in- 
compatible with economic development. Therefore, our current thinking 
on assistance is as follows with regard to numbers. For £l Salvadir -- 

Q This is for what? 

Q Which program is this? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Military assistance. 

Q Yes, which year? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'm going to give 
it to you by year. 


First of all, we will be seeking military assistance 
only for FY ‘84 and for FY ‘85. Whereas, there will be on the 
economic side a whole five-year » in addition to the supple- 
mental for which we will be request funds. 

‘ Por El Salvador: %$179 miliion -- 

Q For what? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <= for FY ‘84 supple- 
mental assistance and $133 million for Fy ‘85. Wow, the 
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FY "84 continuing resolution already made available $64.8 million, so 
this would total, if you put together ‘84, '85 and requests and the 
continuing resolution for ‘84, about $376 million for two years for 
military assistance to El Salvador, and this is quite congruent with 
the languace of the Kissinger Commission Report. Now, there is a 
certain front loading, as I mentioned before, in order to break the 
military stalemate and provide the security shield that I was talk- 
ing about. For the rest of Central America, we now plan to propose 
$80 million in FY ‘84 supplemental military assistance and $123 mil- 


lion in FY'85. Most of this would go, well let me put it differently, 
Honduras would be the major recipient. 


Q What is the current FY ‘84, please sir? Already 
approved? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: For the rest of Central 
America? 


Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't have that. May- 


be we could get that for you. I just don't happen to have it on the 
table here -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Military number for ‘84 
without supplemental. 


Q Without El Salvador? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Without El Salvador. 
In the continuing resolution? 


Q Yes. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Without £1 Salvador -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'd have to compute 
that. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Could we get that for 
you. I just don't have it. 


Now, to come to the conditionality question. Let me go 
through this and go through the CADO, and then I know you have ques- 
tions about conditionality. Yes. 


Q Could you give us a breakdown on the $80 million 
for ‘84, and also the $123 million for ‘85? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we don't have a 
breakdown of the $80 million for the rest of Central America at this 
point. We want to consult with Congress. It will be, as I say, 
disproportionately for Honduras, but some of the other countries 
will be cetting small amounts. 


Q Will Guatamala also be eligible for the $80 million 
and the $123 million? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, this is one of 
the questions that we want to consult further with, and one of the 
reasons that I don't have the answer to that for you at this moment. 
Now, I want to take up two more topics, and then let me go through the 
conditionality and through CADO. I think it'd be the most efficient 
way to do it. I know you want to ask questions about conditionality. 


The Commission recommended that military aid to El 
Salvador should be made contingent through legislation requiring 
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periodic reports upon demonstrated projects -- progress, excuse me, in 
reaching certain enumerated objectives, such as free elections and 
reduction of death squad activities. And I would urge all of you to 
read what they actually say on page I04 because the recommendation is 
very concrete and it's somewhat different from proposals that you're 
hearing certain places on Capital Hill, and I think it's important 

not to assume, as some stories do, that what is being proposed by the 
Commission is what is being proposed by certain Congresasmen. It is 

mot. Wow, I think there is agreement, and real agreement, within the 
Executive, the Congress and the Commission, that human rights progress 
is essential in El Salvador. It's essential if there's to be a suc- 
cessful or reasonable outcome of the military struggle. It's essential 
for the protection of U.S. security and moral interests, and, therefore, 
that U.S. assistance should be conditioned on this progress as well as 
on other priority objectives. What we want to do is we want to work 
closely with the Congress to ensure human rights progress, while pre- 
serving the President's ability to pursue an effective foreign policy, 
and more specifically, we want the way this works to be effective and 
actually to achieve progress -- real progress on the human rights front. 


Let me now go on, as I say, to CADO, the Central American 
Development Organization. 


Q Wait -- (Laughter.) 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All right. 
Q Give us a break. 

Q Spell it out. 

Q Let's explore this. 


SFNTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All right, well, we won't 
have time, then, for the CADO. 


Q Fine. 
SENIOR ADMINSTRATION OFFICIAL: Fine. 
‘Q We don't want CADO. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All right, you're not in- 
terested in CADO? That's all right with me. (raughter.) 


Q Either the elder or the younger. (Laughter.) 
Spel] it out. 

Do you agree with legislation -- 

Good for you -- 





Spell it out -- 


-- or do you not agree with legislation? 


on Oo oO oO 9O © 


And would the legislation reserve the right to 
the President to decide whebher the aid is cut off -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: One answer at a time 
please. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All right. Let's go 
into this carefully, now. We'll forget about CADO. 


We believe -- first of all we accept the Commission 
recommendation which says -- Oops, I've got the wrong page reference 
here. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: With respect to 
El Salvaccr -- I'm quoting from page 104 -- “Military aid should, 
through legislation requiring periodic reports, be made contingent 
upon demonstrated progress toward free elections, freedom of association, «he 
establishment of the rule of law, and an effective judicial systen. 
Anc the termination of activities of the so-called death squads, as 
well as vigorous action against those guilty of crimes and the 
prosecution, to the extent possible, of past offenders. These con- 
citions should be seriously enforced." 


That is the recommendation. We accept that, not only 
completely, but wholeheartedly and enthusiastically. 


Now, what we propose to do is to consult very closely 
with the Congress, and we have beer <oing it -- the course of this 
week, there's another meeting this morning -- I have had conversations 
with members of Congress, I will be having more, in order to work 
out a basis that is acceptable to the Congress and effective. 


Now, what do I mean by effective? What I mean bv 
ffective is any system which involves Uncle Sam telling the people 
of Central America exactly what they've got to do, chapter and verse, 

is not going to be effective. It is not going to be effective 
phycholgically. It's not going to be effective in practice. I may 
make somebody feel gooc, it may make us feel good -- but, what we 
want is a system that's effective. And that's what we want to talk 
to the Congress about. 


Moreover, we cannot accept a system which involves all 
or nothing conditionality. That. is to say, where there are a set of 
criteria which have to be met word for word, and all met, or there 
is no funding -- we think that has proved to be counterproductive. 

And I rote that there has been more human rights progress in Central 
America during the period in which there hasn't been such legislation 
than there was previously in a similar period of time. And therefore, 
we believe, there has to have a system with more gradations in it. 


And in particular we will be seeking, with regard to 
the military assistance and the economic assistance, the a 
or the right not to make it all available for -- in the year in ch 
it is appropriated, so that it can be withheld as a carrot and as a 
stick to assure real progress. Moreover, we will be reporting much 
more fully on many more topics that bear on human rights progress 
including social and economic development to the Congress on a regular 
basis, so that the whole picture is before the Congress and not 
just particular numbers or particular facts. Although those will 
be there too. Everything that was provided before will be provided, 
but a lot more will be provided so that one can get the whole picture 
anc understand. 


Q Who do you want to see deciding progress? And who 
do you want to see determining the level of the gradation of the 
funding depending on the gradation of progress? Is that to be decided 
solely by the administration? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the Congress will 


obviously be appropriating funds. So the Congress will be able to 
make 4 
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jucgment. We believe that the administration is in the best position 
to make the kind of week-by-week, month-by-month, judgments as to 
whether to speed up or slow down the flow of money as a way of pro- 
vicing an incentive and some leverage on the situation. 


And it's that allocation of responsibility which is wnat 
we want to consult with the Congress about. 


Q Do you want Congress to appropriate all the money 
you're asking for. But as you give these reports, it will be the 
administration who decides whether they have fulfilled the qualifica- 
tions in this statement, whatever it'll be. It will be the one to 
turn the spigot on and off, not Congress? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is fundamentally 
true, but we want to work with the Congress on the exact mechanism 
because we will be making these reports and the Congress has certain 
legislative powers, too. 


Q Well, will you allow them to have a hand on 
the spigot? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: So, we believe the 
administration is in the best. position to control the spigot. 
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But, we recognize the Congress's interest in the subject and certainly 
their power of the purse. 


Q Are you saying that the administration agrees 
that there should be new legislation requiring periodic certification 
in order to continue aid, or are you saying that Congress should just 
rely on its appropriation mechanism and allow the administration to 
pursue its present policy of submitting reports -oluntarily on itself? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We think there should 
be legislation on the subject requiring the President to do certain 
things with regard to achieving certain objectives. The exact way in 
which that works -- the exact way in which that works is what we are 
now consulting, very actively, the Congress on. 


Q Are = qeres to submit a piece of legislation or 
wait for Congress to write it and then either accept or reject? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OPFICIAL: We are going to submit 


a piece of legislation, but only after we have completed our consul- 
tations on this subject. 


Q What would be the extent of the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And we hope to do 
that next week, but -- 


Q What would be the extent of the requirement in 
such legislation on the President? Requirements simply to report and 
consult, which he's alre Going voluntarily, leaving the amount of 
control -- the amount of thholding of money up to the President, 
or the administration -- unilaterally? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We think that the 
balance of -- I'm going to say exactly what I said before -- we think 
the administration's the best position to control the flow, but we 
want to report in a situation, consult on a current basis, with the 
Congress, so that this can be done jointly with the Congress on a 
consultative basis over the period as time goes on. What we are 
opposed to is a system in which there are a set of criteria where 
there is automaticity -- automaticity established -- 

Q What? 

Q Wait, wait -- 

Q Auto-ma-tis-- (Laughter. ) 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Automaticity -- 

Q You've done it again. (Laughter. ) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Automatic cut off of 
funds. 


Automaticity? 


Q 

Q Say that again -- you don't want automatic -- 

Q Doesn't the Kissinger Commission remember what -- 
Q 


But how specific is the legislation? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The legislation -- 


it is -- that section is not written, because we're through 
the consultations. — 


Q As you contemplate the legislation, will it only be 
on consultation rather than the withholding of money? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We not only -- we are 
proposing legislation to enable us not to spend money in any 
ticular year, for any particular country, in order to achieve 
progress in human rights. We are affirmatively for that. 


Q ~~ rather than negatively for that -- (Laughter.) 


Q ~~ affirmatively for -- negatively against -- 
(Laughter.) 


Q So the legislation will give the President the 
power to withhold the soney? Once app: opriated? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q It will stand on his -—- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In other words, it 
will be no year money can be spent later, or it can be -- 


Q It will expand -- on his current powers of 
rescission or power -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's not des to 
Go that. It's not -- we don't anticipate that question ari ° 


Q It's still vague -- it’s still on the table? 

Q That would be the effect -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It will still be there, 
it will still be appropriated. It could be diverted to other 


countries, and we will undoubtedly have arrangements with the committees 
in doing that -- 


Q It could also be speeded up? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it can't be -- 
money that's not appropriated can't be spent. But, sure -- the idea 
is that it can be speeded up. 


Q Wouldn't this legislation, in effect, limit 
Congress's power of appropriation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not designed to -- there 
are many -- 


Q -- by expanding the President's powers of impounding? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- many examples of 
money that doesn't have to be spent in a particular year that is 
available until expended. It does not have to be spent in the year in 
which it's appropriated. 


You suggested that we read the specific language 
on the Kissinger Commission report -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q #- on conditionality. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
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Q Many people, including people who are members of 
the Commission, say hat this calls for automaticity -- 


Q Oh, God -- (Laughter .) 


you just put it -- you said you ag 
with this. i“ the other > he. you're now, sound like you're 
you don’t agree with it. Can you clarify that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They -- if they think 
it calls for all-or-nothing certification, I must say they use a 
different language than I use. 


Q ~~ you can say that again -- (Laughter.) 
Q Thank goodness. (Laughter.) ' 
Q ~~ it is cut off at regular intervals? 


Q You continue to say that this is not designed so 
that the Congress has less power -- you're saying it's not 
so that the President can do, figure things -- but in fact, if it goes 
into effect the way Py Ks y eB will, that's the end result. 
The President can, in fact, Congress's power to authorize 


money because he can turn the spigot on or off, as he sees fit. Is 
that not true. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But that is true in many, 
many areas of the domestic budget for example -- 


Q No, but -- but in terms of the domestic budget -- 
we're talking 
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about military aid for £l Salvador. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right. 
Q We're talking about a highly controversial -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are opposed to all- 
or-nothing certification. I*m not -- I've said that repeatedly. 


Q But should Congress not have the -- 


SENIUR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wow, that is not 
power the Congress has used elsewhere. It's reserved it largely -- 
~~ I'm not -- Don't press me on all historical examples -- but 
has concentrated on El Salvador. 


Q Does Congress not have the right to turn on 
and off «se spigot? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It has that power 
through the appropriations process. 

Q When you get this appropriation that you want 
in a vacuum, say, that human rights is at a mid-level where you 


would like it, you lay out month-by-month = Ry Rede y 
or two, how then can speed it up? he ~Agh Be 
run out six months year. So isn't this, in effect, y the 
right to cut off money? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think perhaps 
in a first year it would be. But if some money is carried over to 
a subsequent year, then you have the possibility of speeding up. 


Q Well, would you fund it <-- arrange the payments, 
t a lesser level, so that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Might do that. Might 


Go that. There are lots of possibilities here. And it depends up- 
on -- 


Q “= © you want it to be a carrot on a stick. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. 


Q You might give them less money at the beginning, 
holding out the promise -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right. 

Q ~~ of more later -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Absolutely. 
Q ~~ within the dollars you've -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's certainly a 
possibility. 
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I'd like to shift just slightly. Is there any- 
in here for Nicaragua? Anything for the Contras? Where 
© the Contras show up? Can you address that? 


What was the question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question has to 
Go with the Contras. 


Q Also, anything for Nicaragua generally -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is 
in the legislation that we plan to send to the Hill which 
provide money with regard to the so-called “Contras.* And, as you 
know, we do not discuss that funding and -- But I do want to assure 
you that that's not part of this legislation. Period. 


Q Can you address the question that was raised 
by Ambassador White as to whether the administration is covering 
up information about Presidential candidate D'Aubisson? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll come to that in 
a second. But you had a second part to your question? 


Q Yes. Wicaragua generally. Anythine at all in 
here for the government of Nicaragua? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's no provision 
for military assistance for Nicaragua. 


With regard to economic assistance and the possibility, 
for le, that Nicaragua might be part of the CADO organization, 
the ssion has an approach to that, which I refer to, which 
ties economic funding more loosel chan the military fending te 
Saeneeee, Seseanree Oe Sire Se en ee 
reforms. And so in principle, Nicaragua might become elig ’ 


but it seems to me ta would have to happen before that were 
the case. 


.Q What about D'Aubisson? Don't leave before you 
answer that question. 


MR. SIMS: Your briefers have to -- 


answer 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: promised to 
to be the 


I 
one question here. Let me take that and that'll have 
last question. 


Could you give it to me again so I've got it clearly 
in mind? 


Q Ambassador White has cha that the administration 
has covered up information about Presidential candidate D'Aubisson. 
ané his relationship to those murders. Can you address that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think -- What 
I can say is this, I'm not -- I have not read the full text of 
what he said; but what I understood he was cayenne is that there 
was certain information that was not being followed up on through 
prosecution. 


With regard to that, I understand that the Justice 
Department has information available. They are the agency which 
undertakes the investigation of crimes in the United States. We 
stand behind the enforcement of the U.S. laws fully. And we have 
provided, on a regular basis, and this goes back years, information 
with regard to the violation of American laws, including with re- 
gard to this kind of activity. So I don't know -- The fact of the 
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matter is, I don’t know what he's talking about because we don't -~ 


Q Be said it was withheld from the Kissinger 


Commission. He said in his testimony yesterday that the informa- 
tion was withheld from the Kissinger Commission. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Withheld from the 
Kissinger Commission. Well, I don't know anything about that. I 
don't know the -- I'm just not prepared to address it. i'm not 
sure the Kissinger Commission even went into this question as such; 
so I don't know what “withholding® exactly means. 


The fact of the matter is with regard to the violation 
of U.S. statutes, that's a question for the Justice Department, in- 


cluding the FBI, and we provide information to them as we receive it. 
That's -- 


Q ~~ D*Aubisson involved or not? Do we have any 
information that D'Aubisson was involved in the killing of the 
Archbishop? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't have any in- 
formation on that. I understand that that's been a subject of end- 
less inguiry over the years, including in the Congress -- 


Q When you say, “I,” you mean you personally or 
does the State Department have any hard information? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have nothing to 


provide you on that subject. I'm simply not prepared to -- person- 
ally to answer -- 


Q Are you implying that the £l Salvadoran government 
is covering up? You said Justice and perhaps State are providing 
information on these crimes and nothing -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I'm not implying 
that. 


END 9:56 A.M. EST 
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set of comments. So I'll just your 
questions here for a little bit. 
Q 


Bow many troops are there ashore that would go 


is on the order of something between 1,200 and 1,500 and eventually 
we have in mind that all of those -- Well, let me correct that -~- 
Most of those would go back -- redeploy to the ships. 


assigning the will to provide security to our and 
other U.S. personnel, PB Fgh yy BA AY AL 
And the present plan would leave a contingent of forces ashore to 
provide that security. And those would probably -- Although the 
plan isn't firm yet, but they very well come out of the MAD 
so I ’ 1 of the MAU is moving back to the 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's certainly « 
possibility, if it requires the use of the 16-inch guns to 
silence gune that are firing into the greater Beirut area. 


Q Ie thie the 24th MAU? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know that, 
Jerry. You'll have to check with the Defense Department. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 22nd. 
Q 22n4? 


Q What are the other mesbers of MNF doing? Are they 
redeploying as well? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have consulted 
over the past day or so with the MNF co-contributors and they are 
assessing the situation and at this point we don't heve their pre- 
cise plans. I would ask you to talk to those embessies to get the 
details of what they plan to do, if it's been decided yet. 


Q What sort of time-table is there for this 
redeployment? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, as the President 
says, he has asked Secretary Weinberger to provide hie with a time- 
table, but -- ON DEEP BACKGROUND -- the order of the magnitude that 
we're talking about, and I wouldn't want you to, you know, this is 
not the time-table -- but the order of magnitude that we're talking 
ssout for the first increment to be completed in about « month. 


nore . TYR 




















That's not necessarily 
Again, it will depend on our 


» in conjunction with the government of Lebanon that has 
this move. It will depend on our combined judgment as to 





Orders of magnitude -- 


something probably, egain, we're going to wait on Secretary Weinberger'r 


Do you know how many are in the first phase? 
plan, but probably something on the order of 500. 


You mentioned phases -- how many phases? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 
how many phases there will be. 


tion 
ted 
many phases it should be done in. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION CFFICIAL: 


of the Lebanese armed forces -- and I think that's as 
t to go on that point. 


ubsequent phases over a4, at this point, an indefinite 
time, depending on the political situation on the ground, 















Q But not for a sonth? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wot necessarily. What 
I said -- would be completed within « month. 


Q What would be the earliest you'd envisioned the 
moving out? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Doug, that's a little 
hard to say. Most likely we would not wait until the end of this 
time period I've given you before we would But 
know, it will depend on the situation on the ground. We have been 


, 
| 
, 
t 
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counter-battery capability, and 
be more beneficial to them than the present crrangement has been. 


: 
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Q What would satisfy this condition about reconsti- 
tuting the t of Lebanon -- that's -~- that's broadly 
favoreé -- that mean pulling together « new cabinet or whet? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right. In other words, 
at the moment, President 1 is the only constituted part of 
the government. The cabinet has fallen, he is in the process 


of negotiating and consult with the various political factions 
within the country to form government. 


Q This is the administration's belief -- that we 
save Lebanon without a massive deployment of forces? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I think that's -- 
you know, a1] along we have not been talking in terms of & completely 
independent military action. What we have talked about is « 
combination of political and mili parts to the plan. And we 
still have » and I think genuinely so, that they will be able 


to reach « political agreement to form a government of national 
unity. 


Q Well, was this a quid pro quo -- that they wanted 
more naval gunfire, and that we wanted to begin re-deploywent -~- is 
that it -- your way of putting it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think all parties 
involved here had concluded that the present arrangement was not 
the most efficient under the existing circumstances of increased 
terroriem, and they obvinwely agreed sith vs oe 
of’ « t 











that this was a better arrancement. 


Q What direct impact will this plan have on the 
factions of Moslem gunmen who are controlling West Beirut now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In terms of immediate 
impact, probably not very such, other than the signal that we are 
sending to the Syrians by what we are doing that the U.S. has not 
given up on the government of Lebanon. We still support the govern- 
ment of Lebanon. think thet it is a viable entity. 


te fighting in the streets of Beirut is 
& problem for the government of Lebanon and the Lebanese armed 
contro And we, all along, have said that we did not 
want to become involved in the factional fighting, and, and large, 
we units have fired directly at our ts. 


the 
Ané the rules of engagement that we're talking about -- 


or the new portion of it applies to the Syrian controlled territories 
ee ee eee ts Ee ee ee, * a oe Ce SS 
way we respond to the fighting. 


from intimidating the government and the Lebanese armed forces. 


You know, the -- I'd like to make ea See Sate 

The logic of this is that the 0.6. presence in 

» We feel 

is important as an indication of the 0.8. support to the government 
as it is 

our responsibility to try enhance their security and their safety. 

Thus, we have the rules of encagement that we have. 


And we have the added benefit that at the same time 


we're providing that safety, it does provide support to the 
Lebanese armed forces. 


Q Have the Israelis been informed of the rules -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, they have. 


Q ~~ and what was their reaction to the redeploy- 
ment plan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I've read the cable 


a few hours ago, Doug, and I frankly can't remember. It's generally 
positive. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll take one more 
and then we'll shut off. 


¢ ] Do you expect Secretary Veinbercer to provide 
President Reacan with a plan while he's in Santa Barbara? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would think yes, 
that the anewer to that question is probably ves. I'm thinking 
about, you know -- it depends on how lone it takes to stabilize the 
situation in Beirut. But I would think in the next few days that 
we will have a plan. 
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Q In terms of the air support, do you foresee fly- 
over bombing raids to wipe out the Syrian positions? Is that what 
you're talking about? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The decision on what 
part of the force out there will be used is up to the military on 
the scene, and they will use whatever is necessary to hit back at 
batteries that are firing into Beirut. And if they need close air 
support, then that will be provided. But that will be a military 


decision on the ground. It is authorized in the rules of engage- 
ment. 


Q Is there any chance the President might cut short 
his vacation here to return to Washington? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo plans to at the 
mement. 
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THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1989, 4:00 P.M. 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 


MR. CARLSON: — Good afternoon. This is a background 
briefing on the Subject of Southern Africa. Your briefer, 
a Senior State Department Official, has a few remarks for 
you, after which he will be glad to take your questions. 

SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Just a few opening 
remarks: You have all been watching a period of quite 
intense diplomatic activity on the southern African front 
involving Mozambique, South Africa, Namibia, Angola -- the 
travel of various Americans and others to places like Cape 
Verde and South Africa. I just returned from a swing through 
southern Africa myself, South Africa, Zambia, Mozambique, 


Tanzania, Malawi. 





You have also been seeing a number of public pronounce- 
ments by the various parties, specifically on the Namibia 
negotiations -- statements by the Angolans, statements by 
South Africa, including the Prime Minister's speech on 
January 31 in Parliament, statements by SWAPO, media coverage 


by the key Front Line leaders, and so on <= and I thought it 


44 








would be useful to try to interpret some of that and answer any 
questions that you have on what is taking place. I 

expect that there will be more such meetings, statements, 

and press announcements in the coming weeks involving 

these key parties in various capitals. 

I think the-main point that I would want to make is 
really two-fold. We are three years into a policy whose 
purpose has been and remains;to define an agenda for the res- 
olution of conflict problems; to make possible peaceful 
change in this region; to define our role specifically 
in- that process -- our role as an honest broker or - 


catalyst; and,to provide an opportunity for the peaceful 





settlement of disputes and for peaceful change. 
Our policy in the region is a peaceful one, and the 


Opportunities exist on many regional fronts. What we're 


«t 


seeing in the most recent weeks, I think, is pretty clear 
evidence that the agenda we have defined is relevant to the 
region. I think specifically of the announcements being made 
on both sides about progress in Mozambique's relationship 
with South Africa, that reciprocal relationship. I think of 
the current disengagement offer which has been made, and has 


been accepted on all sides, in southern Angola leading to a 





a _ 1} ¢ yx 





period of restraint, and hopefully, peace that could be 





developed into a ceasefire and provide a more constructive 
Climate for negotiation of the larger issues that will 
lead us to a Namibia settlement. 
We see a clear receptivity in the region to the message 
that we have been arguing for for three years. We see a 
positive mood, a peottive climate. We seeno one rejecting anything; 
we see no one asking us to go. home. 
I'll get more specifically to where things stand on 
the Namibia/Angola negotiations in a minute, but I wanted 
to make that general point about what we were trying to do, 


and what appears to be the general climate in the region. 





The second point I want to make of a general nature is that 
we are not here today to announce breakthroughs or to cast on a 


the waters of the media a note of bullishness or optimism. 


We are at a very fragile point in the evolution of southern 
Africa's history. It may turn out to be an historic point, 

but it's much too early to make such predictions, and we're not 
making that prediction. It is a fragile situation, particularly 
as concerns Namibia and Angola. There are many things that 
could go off the rails; there are many questions and 
suspicions that remain to be answered and bridged, so we are 


simply pointing out that a process appears to be underway 





which has real potential. 














Now, for the more specific aspects: Our immediate 
goal in which we find strong support on all sides, that 
is from South Africa, from Angola, from SWAPO, from the 
Pront Line States, from our allies, from the United Nations -- 
I just met today with the Secretary General -- 
is to try to strengthen and consolidate this disengagement 
that has begun. What we have is, basically, a broad 
political understanding, and things are moving in the right 
direction; but we feel, as others appear to feel, that it 
would be useful in the near future to move towards more 
specific understandings, to work out problems, to serve 
as a channel of communication, to air grievances, and to 
track down information. So there may very well be in the 
very near future additional meetings, whether at Cape Verde 
or in Europe, or in southern Africa itself, to seek to do 
that between the parties most directly concerned. 

But I would stress that none of the key actors in this 
exercise have rejected any of this, and so it does appear to 
be on the tracks at present, albeit in a very fragile climate 
where you have a number of contending armies disentangling 
themselves. If that disengagement can be solidified into 


something that is more concrete and can be extended, it is our 


wt 


view that this could make possible progress on the broader 





issues of an overall regional settlement involving Namibia 
and Angola. 

It is also our view that the situation on the eastern 
side of southern Africa is playing positively into this 
Namibia/Angola equation. We are seeing a situation in the 
region in which, de the first time in some years, people are 
saying at the same time, “Let's explore the road to peace.” 
It is a road that has to be built. People are starting from 
different directions, and they have to see if they can 
arrange to meet in the middle. But that is the script 


from which people are speaking. 





There are other examples as well. There appears to be 
a tolerable level of co-existence relations developing as - 
between Lesotho and South Africa; Zimbabwe and Botswana 
and South Africa. Rut again, it's fragile. i 
I think the only other point I might add, and then I would be 
happy to take your questions, is that we're dealing with a 
region of great divisions and gulfs of suspicion. Historically, a 
number of the key parties and key leaders have not 
had close relations. One has to have a special taste to get 
to know some of the actors and parties involved, and work with 


them successfully, and they with each other. 
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Our goal has been to do precisely that, to acquire credibility, 
to acquire familiarity, to acquire, ultimately, influence as 
a catalyst, nothing more. We cannot impose peace on southern 
Africa. But by maintaining contact with everyone and not cutting 
ourselves off from anyone, we seek to advance this broad 
process I have been eesedtbien. 

I think 2°22 stop there and take questions. 

Yes. 

Q _ Prior to_the pullout, is it 
accurate to say that there has been an increase over the last 
three years in South African attacks in area, the amount of 
destouseben that has been in Angola? Is it accurate to say 
that? 

SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: You're talking specifically “<= 
about Angola? 

Q About Angola; about the South African attacks into 
Angola. 

A There is no question that the level of suffering 
in Angola has been severe in recent years, that the situation 
of war and loss of lives, property damage and so on has 
increased in recent years as a function of what are, in effect, 
two interrelated wars. 

Q O.K. As a follow-up to that, isn't the need greater 


by the Angolans to have the Cuban troops there for the South 


1-9? 





Africans -- I think the last invasion went almost 150 miles 





into Angola -- isn't there a greater need by the Angolans to 
have the Cubans there if the South Africans keep striking 
deeper and deeper, exacting a greater amount of damage? 

A I think what there is a need for is a willingness 
to explore the basis for a settlement that has something in 
it for wentite. That's precisely what we've been pushing. 
We have not been pushing suicide on anyone. 

The notion is sometimes bandied about -- and it always 
mystifies me why that would be the case - that it is our 


view, or someone else's view, that the Cuban troops should 


leave before anything else happens. It's ludicrous, and that 





is not what anyone has been proposing. There has to be a 
process that builds confidence, step by step, with something < 
in it for everyone. 
Q Just one other question, and this has to deal 
with UNITA. UNITA was not mentioned in the disengagement. 
Ambassador Fourie said that UNITA was not mentioned in the 
disengagement because of the fact that they were not operating 
in the area of the disengagement. Is this true, because 
UNITA has been claiming several successes, and these take 
place in the area that is under the limit that the South 


Africans reached during their last engagement. 








What is the level of UNITA's involvement in 





southern Angola, and will they be included in the disen- 
gagement talks? 

A I would simply say this, that a period of restraint 
and disenaacement offerina opportunities for everyone 
to think and act creatively) fn the interest of a political 
solution. That, of course, would have implications as 
well for UNITA. But the arrangements we've been talking 
about refer directly to the parties that have been involved 
in the province or the province and a half of southern 
Angola which is where the SWAPO/South African clashes 


have been taking place. 





Q In that area? Has UNITA operated in that area? 
A We don't see much evidence of a further complica- “ 
tion by that factor in this particular area of disengagement. 
Q Is UNITA indirectly involved in these talks, as 
it claims? 
A The parties involved in the talks that concern 
independence for Namibia I think are well known, and they 
are the sovereign governments involved. 
You know, as I said before, there 
needs to be a capability for us to maintain communication 


with everybody, and we do precisely that. But UNITA is not a 





party, specifically, in the Namibia talks; and I suspect that 


DAH 





the issue of the disengagement will have its own implications 





for UNITA as it does for the other parties, but we're not 
negotiating or seeking to bring them to the bargaining 
table on that issue at this time. 
Q My question was whether they were indirectly involved. 
A If it is taking place -- and I wouldn't rule it 
out -- it is not through our doing. 
Q I'm a little confused as to what exactly the 
disengagement, the 30-day initial period means on the ground 
with respect to South African troops in Angola. Can you say 


to what extent it is anticipated that they will withdraw 





from Angolan territory? Does it include a total withdrawal 
of all South African personnel from southern Angola, or ‘= 
a partial withdrawal? 
Can you nail that down at all? 
A Yes. There was some confusion earlier about that 
because there had been that significant South 
African operation into southern Angola in December and January. 
The forces involved in that operation pulled out some two 
weeks prior to the disengagement announcement of 31 January 
which the Prime Minister of South Africa just made. The 


31 January announcement confirmed South Africa's intention to 
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proceed with the disengagement. That disengagement is now 
proceeding, and its objective is the withdrawal of all 
South African forces that remained as of that time. So 
that's the way I think I would characterize it. 

Q The objective within the initial 30-day 
period? : 

A That's right. 

Q Just a follow-up on that question: You were 
saying that this disengagement affected those troops who 
were involved in Operation Askari. 

A No; I said just the opposite. I said the troops 
involved in Operation Askari had all been pulled out 
two weeks prior to the January 31 announcement. 

Q What about those troops who were there, the South 
African troops who were there in Angola before that operation? 
he Angolans claimed that South Africa has been holding N‘'Giva 
for the last two and one-half years and parts of the border 
right on Namibia. Are those troops, or have those troops been 
pulled out? 

By I'm not going to get involved in a detailed military 
briefing -~ we don't have the maps for it; but what was announced 
on the 3lst was the beginning of a disengagement process of 
whatever forces were left as of the 3lst of January. That 


disengagement is underway. 
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Q Does South Africa have troops in Angola right now? 

A I think my statement speaks for itself -- a 
disengagement process is underway. 

Q So there are troops there? 

A Yes. Maybe we're speaking a different language. 

Q How mary troops are there? Do you have an estimate? 

A I don't have any estimates, no. 

Q For those of us who don't follow this on a very 
close, day-to-day basis, it is my recollection that it has i 
been to this Administration a stumbling block -- the question a 
of the Cuban presence in Angola. And you say here that it is - 
 ) not a precondition that they have to go, and then we can get 
a deal. But where are we on that particular issue? 
Is there u. willingness for the Cubans to leave Angola, all 


other things being equal, or not? 


ot 


A I think two points should be made. We are not 
seeking to establish a doctrinal relationship between the 
two, or a juridical relationship between the two. It remains 
our view that the report of the Secretary General of the U.N. 
back in August is an accurate statement of South Africa's 
position, Tt is prepared to decolonize Namibia in the 
context of a commitment by the Angolans on the withdrawal of 


Cuban forces. This, of course, we have been seeking in our 
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bilateral talks for some time. It is our view that this 





effort to get a climate of restraint and of respect for 
frontiers established on the ground in southern Angola 

could well facilitate the whole negotiations in which we have 
been involved. 

We had a recent round of bilateral discussions with the 
Angolans at Cape Verde January 20-22, as you know, and we 
expect that there will be further discussions in the very 
near future, so I don't have a definitive answer for you on 
this; this remains to be seen. When and if we succeed on that 


point, it will be as a result of the sovereign decision of 





the Government of Angola, not as a result of anything else. 

















Q In the course of negotiations over Namibia 
over X number of years, on many occasions things have 
seemed so close and turned out once again to be yet so 
far. You have spoken about a new climate of receptivity. 
What has changed now to cause this? 

A Well, of course, we're talking about many 
different parties, and one could answer that question in 
the context of, say, SWAPO's attitude, or the Angolan 
Government's attitude, or South Africa's attitude. I 
won't try to answer each of these, but I think there is 
in general a growing recognition on all sides -- and this 
includes the Frontline leadership as well as the other 
parties that I've mentioned -- that there aren't any mili- 
tary solutions that are in the interests of anybody in 
southern Africa. They are not available. And the pursuit 
of military solutions will lead to open-ended scenarios 
of escalation that are not in anyone's interest. 

So that certainly would be one factor that may 
have entered into the situation. There are other factors 
that are different for each of the parties we're talking 
about, and they have to do with the views and decisions of 
individual leaders and what-not. But I really can't go 
beyond that. 

Q Is there any reason for the -- let's say 
the Frontline states to believe that things -- that South 


Africa is doing or going to endure when in the past perhaps 





they haven't worked out that way? 


A Well, I would say that the response 





that we have had in the last days and weeks from the 
Frontline leaders we've spoken with has been strongly 
supportive, first of all, of the principles that we have 
a special role to play in this. 

Secondly, of the principle that the way to get 
this thing done is to build step-by-step, and the first step 
is to have this disengagement succeed in southern Angola. 

We don't see anybody raising questions or doubts 
about it. We find far more doubts and questions being 
raised in the major American news magazines than we do 


by the leaders of the governments we're dealing with, 





which, of course, is nothing new, 
Q So you said that the United States is trying 
to act as a catalyst in improving the level of communications 


between South Africa and its neighbors. Is the United 
States consideriny setting an example by establishing normal 


relations with Angola without waiting for the last Cuban 


private to leave? 


A I'm not going to indicate specific formulae 
on that question. This is the situation we face now of 
no diplomatic relations with Angola. Ironically, we're 
having more relations with the government without having 
relations than we probably have ever had historically. But, 


in any case, the situation we face now is the same as our 





predecessors have faced, going back to the Administration 





of President Ford. So our policy in that regard is fully 
consistent with the way American administrations have seen 
the situation for some years. 

Having said that, the issue of our relations and 
recognition of Angola is one that certainly can fall into 
place in the context of an overall settlement. I can't go 
seyond that in terms of any precise formula. There are many 
things to be negotiated here. And I'm not saying we've 
negotiated them yet; we have not. 

Q | Is there still a -- would you describe the 
role of the Contact Group now in light of these initatives? 


Is there still a role for the Contact Group? Has the apparent 





withdrawal of France or its lessening of interest, or what- 
ever its withdrawal amounts to, has that been any kind of 
setback for these initiatives? 

A No. I wouldn't say it has. The Contact : 
Group is an institution of considerable importance because 
it is in fact a party to some of the agreements that are 
involved in Resolution 435 and the associated documents 
and understandings. So, clearly, the institution of the 
Contact Group remains important and remains relevant. 

At the same time many of the questions that we've 
been discussing and are dealing with do not specifically 


concern the U.N. plan, Resolution 435; they concern broader 


issues. So I don't think there's been any real damage 
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suffered from the situation you're referring to. Our 
clear understanding of the French position is that France 
has suspended its participation precisely because the 
Namibia aspects of the problem have been solved. 435 
exists, it's been agreed by everybody, there were no 
remaining issues connected with 435. So, you know, it 
doesn't stand in our way. 

Q There are rumors that an anti-regime 
Mozambican has been expelled, and this appears to be the 
first tangible proof of any success after your recent 
visit. Are there any assurances from South Africa's 
neighbors that they will stop providing bases to 
terrorist groups? 

A I certainly would not consider that that 
specific action you refer to is a result of my visit. 

As I said in my opening remarks, there is not going to be 
any Pax Americana in southern Africa. What does develop 

is a result of agreements or understandings or the failure 
of agreements and understandings between countries that are 
neighbors that live in the region. 

There has been a good bit of forward movement. 
As between South Africa and Mozambique, there have been 
four commissions meeting, as you know, on such questions 


as transport and tourism and energy and security affairs. 


Those meetings have already produced tangible results 


that are, I think, more significant than that one particular 
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item you refer to. 
Q Do you have any evidence that he has in 
fact been expelled? 


A No. I don't have anything further to add 


Q Have the Angolans been willing to agree 
in principle to a calendar for the withdrawal of Cuban 
troops, at all? Was that mentioned at all in your talks, 
and have they said that they would agree to a calendar 
on troop -- Cuban troop withdrawal? 

A | I think it's fair to say that the agenda 
of our discussions with the Angolan Government, both the 
aset recent one at Cape Verde and the ones that will 
come, includes everything that both sides want to 
have on the table -- everything. 

Q Have they agreed to it in principle, 
though, a calendar for withdrawal? 

A I would not put words in their mouths. 
We're at a ver’ delicate stage of the negotiation, and 
I would just ve it at that, I think, for now. 

Q With respect to the steps that -- the 
meetings that followed to which you've alluded, could 
you outline some of the meetings that may take place in 
the very near future besides U.S.-Angola? For example, 


another meeting between South Africa and Angola, the 


State of play with respect to all the dancing around SWAPO 














and the internal administration in South Africa? Could 
you outline what we might be able to see as indications 
that things are on track or may not be on track in the 
next few weeks? 

A I think the meetings that one may see in 
the next few weeks will be of at least three kinds. One 
is our own bilateral discussons with the Angolans. Another 
is possible discussions between Angolans and South 
Africans, which we may, or may not, be part of concerning 
the immediate situation on the ground. There may also be 
some contacts -- further contacts between SWAPO and South 
Africans or between South Africans and the internal leaders of 
Namibia. Now, these are all possibilities. I don't have 
announcements to make with dates and places and so forth. 

Q Can you tell us what the state of play 
is now with respect to the announcements that have come 
from SWAPO and South Africa and Windhoek? I mean, can 
you describe that at all, because a lot of it's confusing 
to us. 

A Well, sure it is. I can try, but it 
is a somewhat murky situation with little bits and pieces 
coming out of different capitals. 

What is very clear is that the announcement of 


January 29 out of Lusaka hy SWAPO constitutes an acceptance 


@ 


of the terms of disengagement. So I think that 

















in addition to the fact that Angola has signified its 
adherence to the understanding and South Africa has confirmed 
its intention to proceed with it, there's not much more you 
need. But it is a very fragile situation on the ground, as 
I've said, and it would be useful to proceed to more concrete 
terms and understandings. 

As conoerns the desire of SWAPO, or the resistance 
of SWAPO to meeting with South Africans or Namibians, this 
is an open question. I think there have been a lot of hints 
back and forth, and there may well be a meeting, but I have 
no firm news on that. 

Q Could you go beyond the fact that the realiza- 
tion that a military solution is not relevant? Say, for 
example, the impact that the drought may have had, the 
impact on the domestic situation in South Africa regarding 
this disengagement process? 

A I'm not sure I fully understand the question. 


You mean is the drought driving people to negotiate? 


Q Did it have an impact? 

4X I wouldn't see it as having a direct impact. 
There are good years anc there are bad years in the harvest 
in southern Africa. Right now they're having some rains. 
In fact, they're having floods. It is a fact that a number 
of the countries of the area have severe economic problems 


and problems of starvation. But it is not my impression that 





© anyone is being driven by Malthusian factors to the neqotiat- 
ing table. No. You asked another question about South 
Africa. I'm not sure I understood. 
Q The domestic sicuation within South Africa. 
I believe there's something to the effect that they found 
that, I believe, the nuther of people who support, let's 
say, forays into Angola or holding onto Namibia is significantly 
smaller than was believed. 

fy Well, you may have some information there or 
some reports that I haven't seen. I'm just not familiar 
with any such polling type data. But, you know, there's 
no question that after the referendum back on November 2 
that the Prime Minister has a mandate. 

© Q Malawi is not a member of the Frontline 
group nor has it been involved in the discussions. 
What was the purpose of your visit there? 

My It was two-fold. Malawi is a very close 
friend. We have many common interests. In many respects we 
see the world in similar terms. Its leadership has been 
around far longer than ours. And it was useful to 
compare notes on the whole regional security picture. I 
might stress in that regard that progress on the Mozambique- 
South Africa front is of direct concern to Malawi. It's a 
land-locked country whose transport possibilities in a rational 
worid are through Mozambique. So we obviously discussed 


that question more specifically. 














Q If I can come back to the earlier question, 
what exactly are our terms for establishing relations 
with Angola? I mean, has every Cuban got to go down to 
the last doctor? I mean, what exactly are the terms? 

A No. I'm not going to go beyond what I've 
said. We are in the midst of negotiations. 

Q But you said you went back to the Ford 
era. I'ma little unclear there. The situation was 
different. Could you spell it out for us? 

A The situation then, as today, is that there 
is a very substantial presence of extra-regional forces 
in the country, and the circumstances of independence 
led people to think then, and to think now, that this 
raises some questions about that country's orientation. 
That is the fact historically. But, we are in the midst 
of a negotiation which is aimed at resolving all these 
questions. They all can be. But they haven't been 
yet. 

Q But you don't want to specify what terms 
we're willing to open a U.S. Embassy in Luanda? 

A No. I wouldn't do that. Thanks. 

Q Thank you. 

Q Is Angola independent enough to make 


decisions for herself, do you think? 





B-10 22 


on We see quite a bit of evidence of an interest 





in sovereignty and security on the part of all the govern- 
ments of the area. Angola's participation in all these 
activities I've been describing, including their talks with 
us, would certainly seem to indicate a positive answer on 
that, yes. 

Q Is there any indication that the Soviet 
Union is having any effects -- any influence on Angola's 
attitude to the negotiations as they're now taking place? 

Ay We don't see a great deal of evidence at 
present, but there clearly is a very close relationship 
there, and no doubt a lot. of the influence that may exist that 


is not visible. 





Q Could I follow up just briefly? 

MODERATOR: Take just one last one. 

Q You have met with your Soviet counterpart, 
I think in Geneva, about -- I don't know, 18 months ago 
or so -~ have you met recently with anybody comparable 


from the Soviet Union with respect to recent events? 


A Have I? 

Q Yes. 

A No. 

Q Has anybody on your staff? 

A Secretary Shultz met with Gromyko in Stockholm, 


but that's about the only such contact. Yes. 


Q Thank you. 





(The briefing concluded at 4:44 p.m.) 
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MR. CARLSON: This is an on-the-record briefing 
on the Human Rights Country Reports. The briefing is on 
the record but I would remind you it is embargoed until 
twelve noon, as are the reports. 
The briefers are Assistant Secretary of State for Human Rights 
and Humanitarian Affairs, Elliott Abrams, and Deputy Assistant 
Secretary for Human Rights and Humanitarian Affairs, Charles 
Fairbanks. 

I think Assistant Secretary Abrams has a few remarks 
for you and then they will take your questions. 

Thank you. 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS: Thank you. 

This is the eighth set of country reports on human 
rights practices compiled by the United States Government, 
and the fourth that has been issued under the Reagan Adminis- 
tration. It documents human rights practices in 163 countries 


up to the end of 1983 and, in a few cases, into the first 

















weeks of 1984. 

It is a unique document. Private organizations such 
as Amnesty International and Freedom House prepare very valuable 
human rights reports, but their scope is much more limited. 

No other governmental or non-governmental body in the world 
prepares a human rights report comparable to this one. 

In preparing this report, we have tried to avoid sensa- 
tionalism or polemical language. Moreover, we do not explicitly 
compare human rights practices in different countries, nor do we 
issue human rights "ratings." That is not the purpose of the 
country reports. The purpose is to compile facts about human 
rights practices, and present the factual situation to Congress. 4 

It is fair to say, I think, that the more experience 
we have in compiling human rights reports, the better they tend 
to be in terms of accuracy, objectivity and sharpness of 
focus. For this reason, we think the reports for 1983 are 
the best we have ever prepared. 

There are a few differences in the categories this 
year. We found the term "killing," which we used last year, too 


broad and have substituted the more precise if more verbose 





phrase “unlawful or arbitrary deprivation of life." 


Similarly, there has always been confusion over the 





precise differences between "torture" on the one hand, and 


"cruel, inhuman, or degrading treatment or punishment" on the 
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other, so we have combined them as is done in the Universal 
Declaration of Human Rights. 

Finally, the former subsection "invasion of the home” 
was being interpreted too literally, to refer to the home 
physically only, so we broadened it to better meet the need 
fer the discussion of totalitarian abuse of human rights as 
contemplated in- the Universal Declaration. The new category 
is “arbitrary interference with privacy, family, home, or 
correspondence." 

We continue this year with a strong emphasis on 
political rights and on giving as much information as possible 
on the question of political rights. 

First, on participation in governing the country, we 
have tried to indicate when that participation is real, and 
when it is not. For example, there is a great difference 
between membership which can even be imposed in a mass organi- 
wtion organized by, run, and controlled by the government, on 
the qne! hand, and a real political participation in an open 
political system in which people do in fact choose the rulers 
of the country. So we've tried to give some information about 
what the real participation is. 

We continue to give more information on trade unions, 
because it is our sense that the trade union movements are both 


&@ measure of and a means of political participation by the 
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peoples of various countries. We've tried to show which trade 
® union-movements are free and which are not. 
We've tried to indicate who actually rules the 


country in question. That is, it is not enough to say "This is 





a one-party state." There are some one-party states that have 
a large bureaucratic party that really does control power. -- 
There are other one-party states where, in fact, only one man 
really rules entirely on his own. There are others where a 
gall ethnic group rules or a clique. So we have tried to dis- 
tinguish where does the power really lie. 

We've tried to give more information about elections, 


Saying not only whether they exist but how free they are. Are 





there multiple candidates? Is there a real choice? Are the - 





returns counted fairly? 

Similarly for parliaments or legislatures. We have 
tried to indicate not simply whether they exist, but whether ‘ 
they are real. Do they ever reject legislation? Are all votes 
unanimous, or are there sometimes split votes? 

In the area of free speech, we have tried to go bevond 
the question of public free speech, which is obviously crucial, 
but to cover, as well, the area of private speech. That is, 
are people even free to discuss political matters in private? 
Does the government have an informant network which prevents 


that? 
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Finally, we've tried to give information about the 


press, as in previous years, and tried to be more precise about 





the condition of the press. For example, who owns it? Is it 
government-owned, or is it not? What is the degree of govern- 
ment control? What is the amount of censorship? 

We have reprinted parts of the introduction to last 
year's report as appendices to the current report. These 
appendices describe the philosophy underlying our human rights 
policy and the preparation of the report itself. 

This year's introduction is new and deals with the , 
relationship between democracy and human rights. It explains the 


significance of the President's initiative to promote the 


growth of democracy as the best protection for human rights, . 





and it also explains why working to promote democracy is crucial 
to any human rights policy. 

I would like to highlight some of the more significant 
human rights events reported this year. As I am sure all of 
you know, Dr. Raul Alfonsin was elected President of Argentina 
and was inaugurated on December 10th. What many people don't 
seem to realize is that the recent inaucuration of President 
Alfonsin is only the latest in a series of victories for 
democracy in Latin America. 


| Since 1980, nine Central and South American countries 


© have either held initial free elections, or declared their 








intention of doing so soon: Argentina, Bolivia, Brazil, 


El Salvador, Guatemala, Honduras, Panama, Peru and Uruguay. 





This is an accelerating trend. The previous four years, 1976 
to 1980, only one Latin American country, Ecuador, moved from 
military rule to democracy. The stereotyped image of a 
Latin America entirely run by dictators is becoming increasingly 
outdated. > 

But if the human rights situation in Latin America 
is gradually improving, the human rights situation of the 
Baha'is in Iran is increasingly desperate. In August 1983, 
Iran's Revolutionary Prosecutor General issued an order that 


effectively banned all Ba'hai religious activity, and provides 


the legal foundation on which virtually all members of the - 





faith could be charged with crimes in Iran. This is more than 
simply religious persecution. It is an attempt by the Iranian 
regime to criminalize an entire faith -- a situation without 
parallel anywhere in the world. 

I also want to draw your attention to other human 
rights trends. In Turkey, there has been some movement toward 
a more open political system. In Nigeria, on the other hand, 
the democratic government was overthrown by a military coup on 
the last day of 1983. And in Afghanistan, Soviet occupation 
forces have continued and expanded the tse of reprisal attacks 


against the civilian population in militarily strategic regions 
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and areas of greatest resistance activity. The loss of life 


® and the degree of brutality are enormous. 


Finally, let me end this very brief human rights 





tour d'horizon with a few words about the situation in the 





Soviet Union. 1983 witnesses a deterioration of the human 
rights situation in the Soviet Union. Christians, Jews, free 
trade union organizers, and independent peace activists all 
have suffered intensified repression for having independently pro- 
‘moted: cultural, political, religious, or economic ideas, 
even those ‘such as peace and disarmament which the Soviet 
Union claims are fully compatible with official Soviet policy. 
Let me conclude by saying that we are delighted that 


the Country Reports have in the past few years maintained 





and increased their reputation for honesty and objectivity, 


and are becoming something of a standard reference work in the 





field of human rights. I want to repeat one cautionary remark 4 
I made last year about the length of the reports. 

Some readers have assumed that the length of a 
particular report is in itself a judgment on the seriousness 
of the human rights situation in a country. That is completely 
unwarranted. The length of the report is influenced by a 
number of factors, including, first and foremost, probably, 


the availability of information, the openness of the society, 


and not least the energy and skill of a particular reporting 


























officer. 

With me today, os you know, is Dr. Charles Fairbanks, 
who is Deputy Assistant Secretary for Human Rights, and who 
oversaw the compilation and production of the report, and we 
will try to answer any questions you may have. 


Q Before getting into the substance in a country- 





by-country basis, I wondered if you could go into some of the 

rationale behind the change in terminology involving "killing" 

to the "arbitrary. .. . deprivation of life?" I mean, that 

may strike someasmOrwellian new-speak kind of shift, and I 

am sure you were conscious of that, and could you elaborate 

on that? d 
SECRETARY ABRAMS: We are trying to move in the other 


direction. 


- 
> 


SECRETARY FAIRBANKS: I would say "blame the lawyers,” 7 
because after we, for the first time inserted a specific 
section on killing, we had complaints from certain people with 
legal training that this was ~- since there are executions 
carried out after judicial process, since there are killings 
in war which are not quite what we normally mean by human 
rights violations, that this rather strange and cumbersome 
title was the most accurate, and I would say that that is 


~probably true, in our judgment. I mean, it does describe pre- 


cisely what we are talking about, though it is rather long-winded. 
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Q Mr. Abrams, here on page 525, on the Cuba segment 


of the report, you mentioned that several Cuban-Americans have 





disappeared in Cuba. I hadn't seen that before. Can you 
explain how many and who they are or what may have happened 
to them? 
SECRETARY ABRAMS: These were cases where people 
went down to visit -- people who had been born in Cuba and had 
been here, in some cases for many years and went back to Cuba, 
visiting relatives usually, and were apprehended by the police, 
and are being kept. 
We have tried, we have a representative in Cuba, and 
we have repeatedly sought information from the Government of « 


Cuba about these individuals, and, as the report indicates, no : 





information has been forthcoming to us or to relatives in the 
United States who inquired. 
As you see, we have information from one individual a 
about what happened. He was accused of engaging in espionage 
and he was questioned and then he was released. But this is 
a serious issue in Cuban-American relations, that Americans 
of Cuban background go down to Cuba and are simply captured 
and kept by the Cuban Government. 
Q But do you know how many may be involved? 
SECRETARY ABRAMS: I don't recall the exact number. 


I think we are talking about something on the order of a dozen. 
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Do you recall? 

VOICE: It's on that. 

Q Do you have their names? 

SECRETARY ABRAMS: I don't have them memorized, but 
I can -~ we can certainly get them for you. 

Q Why has so little been said about that issue 
by the Department? 

SECRETARY ABRAMS: We have made representations to 
the Government of Cuba and we have tried to use whatever influ- 
ence we have, directly or indirectly, to get them out. 

Q But the glare of publicity can often be of 
Some assistance. 

SECRETARY ABRAMS: Well, that is one of the reasons 
that we put it in the book, that we are hoping that more 
people will become aware of it. It fits appropriately in the 
category of disappearance, because people are just picked up 
and put into jail and kept there, and no excuse for it is given 
by the Government of Cuba when we inquire. 

Q Would you talk about the human rights situation 
in Eastern Europe and how this might compare with the Soviet 
Union? 

A Well, it varies. One should not paint with a 
broad brush. The situation in each country varies, and also 
changes independently of the situation in the others. It is 


not the case that if the human rights situation in the 








ll 
Soviet Union deteriorates, therefore the situation in the 
Eastern European countries deteriorates, as well. 


I guess I have said briefly what the situation was 





in the Soviet Union, that is, there was a continuing deteriora- 

tion really in all ways with regard to human rights. In fact, 

the. late Mr. Andropov came to power in November, formally in 

November of '§2, -when General Secretary Brezhnev died, and this 

report actually covers, what, twelve of the fifteen months in 

which he was General Secretary, and it is a period of human 

rights deterioration. - 
The situation has, I think it is fair to say, not 


déteriorated as markedly in any Eastern European country. _. 





Even Czechoslovakia, I think, though the situation is really 
very bad, has not deteriorated as much in the last twelve months. 
I think we note in here small degres of progress 
in Yugoslavia, and no deterioration to speak of in Hungary. a 
Tre situation, I suppose it is fair to say, in Romania and 


Czechoslovakia are the two worst in Eastern Europe from the 





human rights point of view. 

Q Mr. Abrams, beyond South America, do you get 
any sense from the reports over the years on whether human 
rights situations generally are getting worse or better or 


about the same around the world? 


A No. There is this clear trend in Latin America. 
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I don't think that we can say there is any clear trend in 
Asia or Africa or the Near East of improvements or deteriora- 
tion in human rights. I think it is notable that everyone 
continues to maintain at least rhetorically his complete 
commitment to democracy. That is, there is a total rhetorical 
victory for democracy in every regime. It explains what it is 
doing in democratic terms. They have all climbed on to the 
rhetoric of the Universal Declaration of Kaman Rights and 
human rights rhetoric. But, of course, that doesn't have that 
much of an effect on behavior in many countries. 

Dissident activity, I suppose this is an encouraging 
thing. Despite the fact that one can say, "I think there is 
no overall trend towards greater, gree, progress for human 
aghts,” there isaremarkable amount of dissident activity on 
behalf of human rights throughout the world which no amount 
of setback seems to be able to crush. The Soviet Union itself 
is an example of this, but we find it throughout the world, 
and that at least gives cause for some optimism, despite what 
is in some ways not a happy picture. 

Q You have described the situation in the Soviet 
Union as a continuing deterioration. Would you use the same 
phrase to describe what has been happening in China during 
the last year? 


SECRETARY ABRAMS: No, I would not. I would say 




















15 
that probably the single most significant event that we note 
in here is the so-called anti-crime campaign, which has re- 
sulted in a very large number of arrests and some executions. 
But the last few years in China have seen a trend towards at 
least more routinized, pragmatic government, which, in its 
elimination of arbitrariness, has certain beneficial effects 
for human rights. 

I would not say there has been a steady deterioration. 

Do you wish to add to that? 

SECRETARY FAIRBANKS: No. 

Q Has there been a steady progress then? 

SECRETARY ABRAMS: Well, I don't know that there has 
been that much progress in 1983. I think if you look back 
over, say, the last three or four years, there has been progress, 
because you would be covering the period of when the present 
rulers are expanding their control and are attempting to 
maintain a regime that is more pragmatic and bureaucratic 
than its predecessors did. But I don't think we have seen 
what one could call significant progress. I don’t think that 
one can say there has been a lot of change in 1983. 

Q Could you talk a little about your information 
gathering techniques in countries that are friendly to us 
versus countries that are not? Do you rely exclusively on 


Embassy peopie doing this, or do you use other sources like 


cl 
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Amnesty International? 
SECRETARY ABRAMS: The real distinction is not 


between countries which are friendly or unfriendly, it is 





between countries where we can really get in formation and 


countries wiuere we can't. 


The countries where we can't, we note in here there 





are a number where it is just awfully hard to get information. 
Albania and North Korea would be examples of that. 

What we do is, first drafts of these reports come 
from our Embassies. They make use of the usual sources you 
would expect -- local human rights groups in the countries to 
which they are accredited; the local press; info-smation they 


receive from the local government. 





We then do what often seems to me to be about 90 





redrafts here in the Department. We always use the information 

fom Freedom House and Amnesty, which are the two private organi- 
zations that do global reports, and, as you will see, we men- 
tion the findings of Amnesty and Freedom House, I think, in 
every single report in here. 

We also use information that comes from a wide variety 
of human rights groups. In part, just to ask the Embassies to 
explain the discrepancies; that is, if one group is reporting 
300 disappearances, and the Embassy is reporting zero, then 


we ask the Embassy to explain that. And we mention the 
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discrepancies in here, as you will note. But we use - many 
sources as we can, and in avek countries it is possible to get 
a fairly wide variety of sources of information. 

In some countries, it is just very, very difficult, 
and we have noted that, and in fact it does have an impact here. 
There are some reports in here of countries that are very bad 
human rights violators that are very short just because you 
can't get much information. 

Q There seems to be a softening of the section on 
the Israeli West Bank this year. You referred last year to 
the Israeli human rights problem in the West Bank. This year 
you talk about a complex human rights situation. Isn't there 
a softening of the language? 

SECRETARY ABRAMS: I guess I wouldn't characterize 
it. I think this is -- I hope it is an 
accurate report, but I wouldn't characterize it as a softening 
or hardening or anything else. 

Q Would you say it is a problem, a human rights 
problem, on the West Bank? 

SECRETARY ABRAMS: Well, we do say that. 

We draw the distinction. There is a separate report 
on the West Bank, because we draw the distinction between the 
human rights situation there and the human rights situation 


in Israel. And we note the significant limitations on freedom 
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of speech and press and various other freedoms in the West 
Bank, and, I mean, what in‘e sense may be the central fact, 
which is that Israel is governed democratically and the West 
Bank is not. 

Q Looking at the countries, among the 162 that 
I regarded, as Israel is, as allies and friends of the United 
States, which among them have you noted the greatest disappoint- 
ments:or setbacks in human rights terms in 1983? 

SECRETARY ABRAMS: Well, as I mentioned at the outset, 
probably the most disappointing event was, from the human rights 
point of view, the coup in Nigeria, with which we have a close 
relationship, and whose democracy was very valuable for a number 
of reasons, not simply for Nigerians but as a model for others 
in the Third World and particularly in Africa. So that was a 
great disappointment. 

Q The Philippines, Korea? 

SECRETARY ABRAMS: Well, it is relatively rare, I 
should say, for a country to have in one year a major change 
in the human rights situation, except if there is a chance of 
government -- for example, by a coup, as in Nigeria. 

The Philippines, you know, is a mixed picture, because 
you had a major blow to human rights with the assassination of 
the opposition leader, Benigno Aquino. On the other-hand, in 


the aftermath of that assassination, you had a significant 


of 
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leosening up of the political situation in the Philippines, 


with a significant increase in freedom of speech and freedom 





of press and freedom of political activity, opposition, 
political organization. It is a little bit reminiscent of 
what happened in Argentina after the defeat of the military 
regime in the Falklands War, where the war itself was, from 
many points of view, including human rights, a calamity, but 
in the aftermath, there wee 0 clear loosening up of the 
political situation. 
I think that is the only country where I would mention 
that kind of significant change. 


Q On page 561, you say, "“Salvadorans who were : = 


deported back to or, for other reasons, returned to El Salvador . 





were not subject to any official penalties, harassmer.t, or 

reprisals." Are you concluding or saying that, there have been 

numerous reports that they have been, that all efforts to 

find evidence to support these claims have been unsuccessful. 
How strenuously did you seek independent confirmation 

of this, and if you have found confirmation, would you have put 


this in here since it would require a change in the U.S.'s 





immigration policy? 
SECRETARY ABRAMS: Well, if we had found confirmation, 
we would have already have changed our asylum policy, and if 


we ever do find confirmation, we will change it. We have made 
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a number of efforts over the years, going back probably three 


or four years, I don't remember the exact dates -- the Embassy 





in El Salvador made in the early 1980's two -- I hesitate 

to use the word "studies" because I don't want to give the 

impression that I am talking about some kind of mammoth 

s cientific survey -- but two efforts to take names at random 

of people who had been deported back to El Salvador and find 

out if anything had happened to them, if they had been persecuted. 
Those two efforts proved to the satisfaction of the 

Embassy and to us in the State Department, though, I should say 

this happened -- I am trying to remember if it was under the 

Carter Administration or this one, I am just not sure -- but 


in any event, prove tc the satisfaction of the State Department 





that there was no persecution. 

In addition, there is no logic to it, as we tried to 
analyze it. That is, hundreds of thousands of Salvadorans have 
been leaving El Salvador for a decade or more because of the 
population problem, and being returned either voluntarily or 
involuntarily from countries as various as Honduras, the United 
States and Mexico, and it would be crazy for the government 
to persecute them, because it is a common pattern of life in 
El Salvador to go abroad to find work and then return home. 

We have done other things to try to c.eck. For 


example, we asked last summer -- I think it was in June -- 
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people at Tutela Legal, which is the human rights office of 


the Archdiocese of San Salvador, and they said that they hadn't 





heard anything about this. It is an interesting thing that 
we hear about the persecution of fifty. percent, seventy percent, 
of the people who return to El Salvador from American Human 
Rights groups, but we do not hear it from the Salvadoran Human 
Rights groups. -And when we inguired of Tutela last summer, 
they said, "No, they were not hearing reports of a pattern 
of persecution of people whom we had deported." 

Now, we have another such study, which is either 
underway or is going to start soon, again on a fairly small 


scale. The ideal would be to get an international organization 


of some sort, an independent organization to do a study, and 





we have talked to some about it, but there has been a certain 
degree of reluctance on their part to get caught up in what 
is, after all, a political struggle in the U.S. over Central 
American policy, and to be seen as a pawn of either the Adminis- 
tration or its opponents in that struggle. 

It is also very difficult to gather this information 
because there is heavy conflict in at least the eastern part 
of El Salvador, but we will continue to make these efforts. We 
have made efforts in the past and every single effort we have 
made has turned up no evidence of a pattern of persecution. 


Q Do you see the death of Mr. Andropov changing 





. j 
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the human rights situation in the Soviet Union? 


SECRETARY ABRAMS: I don't know. I think it is im- 





possible to answer that. I mean, even if we knew who his 
successor or successors would be, it would be difficult to 
answer that. But in the absence of that information, I think 


it is really impossible. I think one can only say that funda- 








mental changes are ruled out by the nature of the Soviet system. 
Is that it? 
Q Yes, thanks a lot. 


(The briefing concluded at 11:35 a.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
VISITS OF PRESILENT MUBARAK AND KING HUSSEIN 
FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 10, 1984, 2:00 P.M. 





SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Normally, we brief the 
two visits separately, but in your interests and our interests, 
because they're ceming so close together, we'll brief them 
together. 

Let me start by saying, I can't tell you at this 
point whether Andropov's death and funeral arrangements will 
have any effect on the schedules. That remains to be seen. 

Let me start by running through the Hussein schedule. 


Then I'll run through the Mubarak schedule, anda then take 





questions on both of them together. 

Hussein has been in the States for a few days. He 
came over, first of all, for a check-up, and then has been 
vacationing in Colorado. The President invited him to stop 
by Washington as long as he was in the country. 

He'll arrive in Washington on Sunday afternoon. 
He'll have Queen Noor with him but no high level officials 
with him because his visit to the United States has been a 
private one, so he does not have a Foreign Minister, a 


Prime Minister or any officials of his government with him. 
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On Monday, he'll meet with the Secretary of 
State in the morning. Then with the President, and then 
have a luncheon with the President. 

The time of his departure is not absolutely 
worked out yet; Tuesday or Wednesday is what I can give 
you now. 

As for the agenda with Hussein, obviously, 
Lebanon and recent developments will be very high on 
the agenda. We've not had a chance to discuss the latest 
developments there or the latest developments here with 
peseeta. Likewise, we'll be wanting to discuss the 
peace process, what the prospects are, or Hussein 
entering the peace process; what the effect of what is 
happening in Lebanon would be on that. 

Thirdly, Hussein will be interested, certainly, 
in his own security situation in Jordan and our 
traditional assistance in helping Jordan provide for its 
legitimate defense needs and in helping in economic 
assistance. 

We have just submitted our assistance proposals 


to Congress for next year, for FY-85. Our proposals are 




















for $95 million in foreign military sales credits; 
$20 million in economic assistance, and $2 million in 
what's called IMET, military training. 
In addition to that, we have sent to the Hill 
this week a proposal to sell Stingers to Jordan, so the 
informal avuttecshten, informal 36(b) notification is 
now up on the Hill. 
Q The what? 
A The Stinger. The Stinger is an - 


individually fired surface-to-air missilc. 


Q What's the dollar on that one? 7 
A Dollar amount, I don't have. The = 
numbers I do have. The numbers are -- let's see, a = 


total sale would be 1,613 Stinger missiles. This would 
be only for the actual sale of the first tranche, or 
first quarter of that, which would be 315 systems. 
That is, missiles plus launchers, with an additional 
98 missiles for reserve. 

Q What does that mean -- one-quarter of 
the 1,613? 

A Roughly. The idea was to put it into 
four quarters but when you're seeking authorization, you 


might as well seek authorization for the full amount at 











the original time. 

Q No idea of the dollar value? 

A I've got it. I just didn't bring it 
down. Sorry. 

Q $38 million, gometh_ng? 

A That's not a classified amount. It's 


not a large, large dollar figure. 





Q $40 million? 
A Something like that. - a 
Q Something like what? 
A Forty. - 
Q Million? 
A Yes. +t 
Q Can you talk about the supplemental 

request? 
A I can't really say very much about that 


subject. What I could say is that the United States and 
Jordan have common interests in security instability in 
the Gulf area, We've both had relationships with helping 
those states strengthen their security and their ability 
to deal with threats to stability. 


I think we would be discussing ways we would 
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cooperate in that. 


Q What does that number come to? 
A I think all that's out on the record. 
Q When are you planuing the declassification 


on these -- 
A I don't know; I don't know. 
Q It was indicated that it was going to 
be done very quickly. 
A Chances are, John, I will learn that in 
a call from you or one of your colleagues. 
Q Against whom would these Stinger missiles 


be intended to be used? 





A Jordan has a real problem in its air 
defense capability in that, over the last few vears. it's 
capability has declined dramatically in relation to the 
increase in air power in potential threats against it. 

Q You're talking about Syria? 

A Certainly. Certainly Syrian air power 
is a major element that the Jordanians have to take into 
consideration. Syria and Jordan have not always been 
friendly, and they're certainly not particularly friendly 


right now. 

















Also in -- when was it? -- the fall of the 1980, 
Syria mobilized on Jordan's northern frontier. 

We view this as a legitimate defense requirement 
on the part of Jordan, and that is why we're going forward 
with this sale proposal to the Congress. 

Q Why don't you go on to Mubarak. 

A Let me hit Mubarak, then we can come back. 
Mubarak has been traveling in Africa. Was in Rabat 
yesterday, and this morning a very cordial visit with 
King Hassan, completing the formalities for Egypt's 
re-entry into the Islamic Conference Organization. 

He is in Paris this evening. I expect that he 
will be meeting with Mitterrand either tonight or 
tomorrow, and then will come on here on Saturday, arriving 
in the afternoon. He'll be accompanied by Mrs. Mubarak 
and Foreign Minister -- Deputy Prime Minister Kamal 
Hasan Ali and Osama al-Baz, his security advisor. 

On his schedule, he'll begin Monday morning with 
a meeting chaired by Secretary of the Treasury, Don Regan; 
will include Peter McPherson, Bill Brock, Lional Ulmer 


frou the Department of Commerce. In the afternoon, he'll 


see the Secretary and also the Secretary of Defense. Then, 


feet 











on Tuesday, he will have a meeting with the President 
and luncheon with the President. 
Tuesday evening, we expect that there will be 
a meeting with the Vice President. 
The agenda is going to look quite similar in 
terms to what I discussed with you on Hussein. Lebanon . 
will certainly be a very high item because Mubarak has 
been traveling in Africa along with his Foreign Minister 
and Osama al-Baz. We have not had a top level discussion 
with the Egyptians about the latest developments and 


will want to do that. 7 





We'll also want to discuss elements of the peace 
process with him, in light of the reinstatement in the 
Islamic Conference, in light of Arafat's visit to Cairo 
not so long ago, and in light of Egypt's own relations with 
Israel and Egypt's treaty with Israel. We'll also be 
discussing economic and security assistance. Two 
Egyptian Ministers on the economic side have been here 
this week discussing the economic picture and Egypt's 
Gebt situation, and what the problems «re going to be for 
Egypt as it looks out in meeting its debt to providing 


for its economic needs. 

















We've also just submitted our program for next 
year, proposed program to the Congress for Egypt, and it 
is a -- let me go through that, the aspects of it. 

The largest amount is the foreign military sales 
program which will be $1 billion 175 million, and this 
year that would be on a grant basis. In addition, $750 
million in economic assistance. In PL-480, Title l, 
$225 million, and Title 2, $12.8 million. Just to complete 


the picture, there's $2 million in military training 


program. 
Q The military aid is a grant? 
A Yes. 
Q Is this $750 economic a grant, too? 
A I believe so. 
Q It is a grant? 
A I believe that's right. 
Q Both are grants? 
A Yes. 
Q The same as Israel? 
A Yes. 
Q Any chance the two might meet? 








A Nothing that I can say definitely. They'll 
both be here. You might address it to the embassies. 

Q Has it been explored with each of them, 
whether they would be prepared to meet here? — 

A Are you talking about meeting the two 
of them or meeting with us? 

Q No, no. As far as I know, they have not 
meet except at the Non-al igned Conference; is that right? 
In a separate bilateral? 

A They have met at the Non-aligned 
Conference. Other than that, they haven't. They're 
coincidentally going to be in town at the same time, and 
visits that came up in very different ways and in very 
different spheres, so I don't have anything for you on 
whether they would be meeting together. 

Q My question is whether we, the United 
States Government, or you, the United States Government, 
have explored with each of them their willingess or readiness 
to meet the other one while the other one is here. 

Have you raised this in the preliminary 


discussions about the visit with them? 
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A Not in any real specific manner but I 
don't know what might come out. I want to leave that 
question open. I think I have to, quite honestly. 

Q Isn't there just a yes or no? Has it 
been discussed with them by our Ambassadors, or by you 
or by anybody in terms of their readiness? 

A Not in a definitive manner, but I don't 
want to exclude the possibility, or include the 
possibility at this time. We're just a little in advance 


of what might happen. That's all. 


Q That Non-aligned Conference took place 
when? 

A Sorry. 

Q Was that last year's in Delhi we're 


talking about? 

A It was in Delhi. 

Q And does that mean they have not met 
since when, prior to that? 

A I don't know. As far as the relationships 
between the two countries, they recently did conclude a 
trade agreement which is well post-Camp David. It's within 


the last few months. 
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Q Have you heard from the Egyptians? 
Are the Egyptians considering President Mubarak going 
to Moscow? 

A I don't think so, but I am not sure. ai 
That's just so recent. Let me tell you why I don't think 
so, and that is, there is no Soviet ambassador in Cairo. 

Q So if there's no meetings this week, 
it would be more likely because the President decided 
to leave town? - 

A That would be my guess. 

Q When do you think that will come 
together, whether this goes through or not -- today, 
tomorrow? 

A I think the Secretary just addressed it, 
didn't he, on that, and left all the possibilities open. 
It's something that we're now really wrestling with. 

Q Could you deal with the coincidence that 
Hussein was here originally for medical purposes and was 
taking a brief holiday; Miibarak has been invited by the 
United States to be here while Hussein is here. That 
sounds as though you fellows were getting ready for a big 


number that you don't want to talk about. 
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A No, no. That's misleading. That is 
not the case. The Hussein visit was scheduled and 


planned first. 


Q As a medical -- 
a We knew he was coming; he wanted a short 


vacation. It was courteous and also useful to invite 
him to Washington. He came. It was set at that time. 

Q Mubarak? 

A Mubarak expressed some interest to us 
in coming around this time, and it turned out that that 
was the: best date on the President's calendar. 

Q Did we try to invite any other Arab 


leaders here at this time? 


A No. 
Q We did not? 
A No. It really was coincidental. I see 


where you're driving, and I would like to caution you 


away from the idea of any big, new initiatives or big, new 


breakthroughs or something like that. 


Q How about a big extravaganza of a 


rendezvous? 


A I've already addressed that. 


aye es. 
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Q Apart from the coincidence, have you had 
discussions in recent days or recent weeks about 
King Fahd coming here? 

A No. 

Q Let me ask you please. Assuming that 
there will be, = election year -- and I'm not being 
facetious at all -- but there would be some attempts 
to move the peace process, as it's being called here, 
how does the Administration want to tackle the peace 
process, and will the presence of these two Arab heads 
of states would be used in that direction to accelerate -- 
that is, if there is going to be any peace process in 
this election year? 

A I think the President and others in the 
Administration have made clear that if there is a chance 
for progress in the peace process, the fact that it's 
an election year is not going to hold us back from 
contributing our full support to it. 

Q So you're waiting for a chance. You don't 
want to, as previously, to create the chance to do something, 
to take the extra steps, so to speak, to promote the peace 


process? 
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A I think if we saw steps that looked like 
they were worth taking, we would try to take them; yes. 

Q Let me just ask one more thing, please. 
Does U.S. conditions for a dialogue with the PLO remain to 


be the same -- . 


A Absolutely. 

Q -- after the visit of Arafat to Cairo? 
A Yes, there's been no change. 

Q And the meeting with Mubarak, as a head 


of state that has -- an Arab state that has a peace treaty 
with Israel? 

A There's been no change in the U.S. position 
or conditions on talking with ne PLO. 

Q Is Arafat,as far as you know, still planning 
a visit to Jordan in February, sometime this month? 

A Yes. That is supposedly on, but I don't 
know as anything has been announced formally. That's been 
a kind of rollin date that has been talked about for the 
last three weeks or so. 

Q Can you take the question about what 


Hassan said quoting Mubarak? It came up the other day when 
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Murphy was on the Hill. Hassan saying something to the 
effect that Mubarak had said that Camp David is empty now 
that the Egyptians have gotten the Sinai back and for hin, 
essentially, it's a dead agreement? 
Murphy was asked whether the U.S. had queried 
Mubarak to find —_ whether that report was accurate. I 
regretted to see that Murphy sort of cast some doubt about 
the accuracy of the press. 
Have we done anything to * nd out about that? - 


A We have been back to the Egyptians. We 


are assured at the very highest level there is no change in . 





Egypt's commitment to the Camp David process or to the 


Egyptian-Israel Treaty. Egypt's commitment remains firm. ° = 
Q But did he say what he said to Hassan? 
A I don't know. . 
Q Just something housekeeping on the schedule. 


He arrives Saturday -- Mubarak -- and you have him have his 
first meeting Monday. What happens on Sunday; anything? 

A Let me see if I've got anything. My guess 
is he rests. All I have on my schedule is “private program." 
I'm sorry, I don't have anything. I don't know. 


Q Thank you. 





@ (The briefing concluded at 2:30 p.m.) 
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MR. SIMS: This briefing is on background attributable 
to a senior administration official for information and not for 
publication. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President and 
President King Hussein have -- the President and the King have had a 
very good meeting continuing over lunch. The President was very 
pleased to find the King feeling so very well. As you know, the pur- 
pose of his visit to the States was to have a medical checkup, which 
he did last week out in Cleveland, and he spent the last several days 
on a holiday in Colorado. 


On the subjects discussed, and I -- oh, I should say 
that there was a meeting before the meeting with the President with 
Secretary Shultz. That will be followed by a further meeting -- the 
time and place to be worked out with King Hussein's -- on King Hussein's 
schedule, but during the period that he remains here in Washington. . 

In addition to the appointments that you know about for 
tomorrow with Secretary Weinberger, General Gabriel, there will be one 
further session with Secretary Shultz. 


So with both the Secretary and the President, we had a 
very thorough discussion of the situation in Lebanon and of Jordan's 
security needs in the context of the currently unsettled situation in 
the region. It was a very thorough exchange of views on the status 
of the broader peace process and the factors involving Jordanian parti- 
cipation in the process. 


The President and the King compared notes on developments 
elsewhere in the region, particularly the conflict between Iraq and 
Iran and its implications for stability in the Gulf. 


I think the way the King opened his comments in the first 
meeting with the Secretary set the tone for both sessions. He said, 
"We come, we sit again as old friends." 


There was discussion of his overview of the region. He's 
particularly pleased, he noted, with the development of relations between 
Eygpt and Iraq. Also, the increasing exchanges between the United States 
and Iraq. He pointed out the search for logic and stability in the 
Middle East is never easy. But it's not all that dark a picture. 


On Lebanon, the President assured him of our commitment 
not to abandon Lebanon, and also, of our commitment to the broader peace 
process. The King gave us his views on the situation there and his 
emphasis that the Palestinian problem, and not the Lebanon problem, is 
the main one and the one to keep our eyes on. And he discussed the 
hundreds of thousands of Palestinians in Lebanon today, in the Gulf 
today, the uncertainties about their future. 


Both the President and the King reaffirmed their comit- 
ments to 242 and to the President's initiative of ‘82. Among the other 
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subjects discussed were the military threat to Jordan posed by 
Syria and the reconvening of the Jordanian Parliament last month 
and a number of other questions. But let me stop here and try to 
field questions, please. 


Q Does the United States agree, or does the President 
agree that Syria poses a military threat to Jordan? And, if I can 
get two in for the price of one, last week 








Mr. Eagleburger at least twice on pulling the Marines from Lebanese 
8011 would pose dangers to moderate Arab governments like Jordan as 
well as to Israel. Did the King reflect any concern or is that now 
water under the bridge? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry, the first part? 


Q The first part simply is does the United States agree 
with the King, who's long been hostile to Syria, that Syria poses a 
threat to Jordan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You don't have to go too 
far back in the area's history, of course, to track the hostile feelings 
of Damascus towards Amman and towards the King's leadership; the mobiliza- 
tion of 1970, the movements of 1980, in that short space of time. WNone 
of us can have any doubts about Syrian attitudes towards the Hashemite 
Kingdom. The threat is real and we are unequivocally on Jordan's side. 


Is he concerned about the pullout of Marines from Lebanon? 
He didn't talk in those terms. I think he has been concerned for some 
time now that Lebanon was not the main arena of the problems for the 
area and that the Lebanese problem is going to assume its real dimensions 
-- only when you can tackle the Palestinian problem, begin to develop 
solutions on that, will Lebanon and the crisis that we have all focused 
on these last months sinks into a better shape, fits into a better shape, 
a smaller dimension. 


Q Does the United States Government still think the 
pulling out of the Marines poses any kind of threat to the moderate 
states? Or have we changed our minds? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: . I think the point is that 
our commitment to Lebanon, our desire to reset the presence of the 
Marines, as was explained. discussed, agreed upon, with President 
Gemayel -- reset, redesigned, restructured, whatever word is best -- 
that is evidence of our continuing commitment to Lebanon, our intent 
not to walk away from Lebanon, to walk away from the moderate Arabs. 

So I think that this redesign of our presence is accepted; it's not 
that pulling the Marines out doesn't make a difference. 


Q But in recommitting, do we also sort of commit to 
an escalation? I mean, using those big guns on those ships is a 
biqger way to commit, so are we committing to some kind of bigger 
involvement here? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The ships did not fire 
on their initiative; they fired in response to firing into greater Beirut. 
And as the artillery on the ground responded to the firings from the 
hills, so the ships did. It is responsive, it is in reaction to firing; 
not seen as an escalation, 0. 


Q The Jordanian strike force, and what discussions you 
had about it and how we stand on that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We haven't had any 
detailed discussions as yet in the visit. This, as you know, continues 
tomorrow -- he'll be with Secretary Weinberger tomorrow, a further 
session with Secretary Shultz. I certainly expect it to be discussed 
in the course of those meetings. 


Q Did the King express any feelings that the May i7th 
agreement is an obstacle to further compromise betweer Gemayel and the 
other factional groups? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He didn't really get 
into the, call it, details or the dynamics of Lebanese politics. 


Q So did he talk about the May 17th agreement with the 
President? 


MORE 
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SFNIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I believe there was 
no discussion with the President about May 17th. 
Q With the Secretary? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, it came up with the 
Secretary. 


Q Did he express an opinion on this? 
MORE 











SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, it came up with 
the Secretary, but -- 


Q Was there -- did he express an opinion on this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: His main concern on 
Lebanon is that it has become a diversion and his concern about the 
future of Lebanon is that you're heading -- or risk heading -- into «a 
partition of Lebanon which he definitely does not want to see. He 
sees that very clearly as 4 prescription for greater instability. 


Q What was the President's reaction to the King's 
remark when he esid the Palestinian problem, and not the Lebanon 
problem, is the main one. What did the President say? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't want to charac- 
terize the exchange any more precisely than that. We understand 
‘ust how complex the Palestinian problem is -- the ramifications it 
has for Jordan, for all the states of the region -- the implications 
for Israel. There was no real debate on the cuestion. 


Q Did we agree that the Palestinian problem is the 
more serious one? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: More serious than 





Lebanon? 
Q -- than the Lebanon problen. 


SENTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Lebanon is a manifestation 
of it. 


Q But, it is the more serious -~- does tat suggest 
that maybe our policy is headed toward a greater emphasis on -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I said the 
President reaffirmed his commitment to the broader peace process to 


be based on his initiative and 242. I think the King was reassured by 
that. 


Q You said that we are unequivocally supporting -- 
we are unequivocally on Jordan's side. What does t mean in terms 


of support -- physical support, financial support, militery support, 
et cetera? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That was said in the 
context of the <-- 


Q Assessment of Syria -- 
Q Syria -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Assessment of the Syrian 
threat and possibility of the -- of a further physical move by Syria 
against Jordan as happened in ‘70 and ‘80. 


Q I mean, what will we do in the event Syria does 
move? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're not going to 
spell it out. 


Q Over the weekend, Isreeli Prime Minister Shamir 
said that if the May 17th agreement is abrogated, that it sends a 
message to other moderate countries that if the U.S. works out deals 
between the moderate countries -- moderate Arab countries -- and Iereel, 
that the U.S. is willing to allow those to be abrogated. What is 
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our view about the importance of -- 


MR. SIMS: This briefing is about the meeting that was 
just held -- 


Q I understand that -- 


MR. SIMS: And he said that May 17th didn't come up. 
We've got about five minutes -- do you want to talk about this meetinc, 
or -- 

Q Wait, wait -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They're very inter- 
related. 


Q It's hardly -- 


MR. SIMS: We're going to be back tomorrow. There are 
other meetings. We talked May 17th with Larry. He's addressed it. 
I think you ought to move on and talk about -- 


Q Yeah -- and Larry, one of the things he said -- 
was he referred these questions to <-- 


Q That's absolute baloney. 


Q Since the -- representation came into the subject, 
since now there will be negotiation between Arafat and King Hussein -- 


Q ~~ take that question. 
Q Can we have the previous question? 
Q Could you take that question? 


SENTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All right. Let me 
try once and once only -- once again. 


Q What? Do you want the question again? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes <-- 


Q It was tough enough the first time. As Israeli 
Prime Minister Shamir said over the weekend that if agreements between 
moderate Arab countries and Israel are abrogated that it sends a bad 
signal to the moderate Arab countries that the U.S. is willing to cave 
under pressure to let those reements be dissolved, abrogated, 
whatever. What is our view of that? I mean, what is the signal that 
it sends? And how seriously would we view the abrogation of that 
agreement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our view is that it was 
an agreement seriously and intensively negotiated, represented a very 
extensive set of compromises such as any serious negotiation involve. 
We witnessed it and we stand by it. We have never said that if the 
parties themselves -- Israel and Lebanon -- found it desirable to 
review it, to work out some modification of it that we would stand in 
their way. But we do take the agreement seriously. We continue to 
take it seriously. 


Q Yes, but we're not talking their working out an 
agreement. Israel's made its position on the May 17th agreement very 
clear, that they don't want it abrogated. The question is -- we're 
talking about a unilateral abrogation and our view of that. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the agreement, and oll 
I know it’s been ae 








said many times the agreement, the bottom line was total withdrawal 
of Israeli forces. That remains a very desirable goal for Lebanon, 
for ourselves and for Israel. If you don't have May 1? agreement, 
you're going to have to have something else. 


Q You spoke about the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Which is not going 
to be easy. So don't lightly toss aside a hard fought and hardly 
negotiated agreement. 


Q About -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am slightly deaf in 
one ear. 


Q About the -- no representation. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q There will be negotiation between Arafat and 
King Hussein in the coming future. Did that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We -- Yes, that's what 
we understand. The King did not elaborate at all on his thinking 
about that negotiation. 


Q Didn't the administration -- Sir, what is the 
administration's -- 


Q This is follow-up, please. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q This is the issue of self-determination, the 
three jewel words that the King and President Mubarak was trying 
to get out of United States administration in relation to President 
Reagan's initiative of September list. Did the issue of the rights 
of self-determination of the Palestinians came out in these meetings? 
And what is the position of the administration on it right now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The position of the 
administration remains what it has long been, that self-determin- 
ation, on which our nation was founded, is certaialy a principle 
that we cherish. It has become in the Middle Eastern context a 
code word for an independent Palestinian state, which we do not 
support. 


Q Sir -- 

Q How -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- there was some- 
one -- 

Q Yes. What is the administration's view of the 


significance of the meeting, apparently last night, between King 
Hussein and President Mubarak? And was there a report on that 
at today's meeting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, there was no 
discussion of it. That was a meeting, I believe, involving just 
the two couples and we don't have a readout from any one of the 
four present. 


Q Without offering a readout, do you feel -- 














SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I didn't get one so 
I can't offer it. 


Q Yes. Without offering a readout, do you feel 
it's significant that they met? Does this advance the process 
at all? Have they met before? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think there's been 
communications between them. There have been emissaries back and 
forth between the two capitals. That's not new. They did meet 
physically at the New Delhi Non-Aligned Summit back in the fall. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They also met in 
Saudi Arabia. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And they met in 
Saudi Arabia? Yes. Okay. 


So it's not a first meeting. It's not, you know, 
historic, icebreaking in that sense. But they've stayed in con- 
tact and I think they took advantage of the fact, which was pre- 
sented to you as a coincidence, which some of you didn't accept 
last week. It remains a coincidence that they're both here in 
Washington. 


Q -- talk about the Iraq-Iran war? 


Q -- the first question, I have a couple of 
points. One question: Did the King reiterate his position re- 
garding joining any peace process before Israel completes its 
withdrawal -- the withdrawal of its forces from Lebanon as one 
precondition -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, he didn't get 
into that detail. There's no reason to think -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was never a 
precondition -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was not a pre- 
condition my colleague says. So the fact is the King is very much 
concerned about developments on the West Bank. Again, no secret 
that the arrangements for the Palestinians must touch on land and 
not just people, which is a difference, of course, between his 
outlook and that of the government of Israel. 


Q My second point is, Mr. Rumsfeld is on his 
way, I understand, back to this town. Do you envisage any meeting 
between Mr. Rumsfeld and King Hussein or President Mubarak? And 
what sort of role do you actually see fcr your two Arab visitors 
in solving or personally taking a solution for the Lebanese crisis? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, nothing is 
planned in terms of a meeting between Mr. Rumsfeld and the two 
chiefs of state. He did call on King Hussein about 10 days ago 
in Amman. He saw President Mubarak within January, I don't 
remember the exact dates. He's mot coming back for that. He's 
coming back for consultations with the administration. 


He has the two hats, of course, the Lebanon crisis 
and the peace process, 
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so what role we envisaged to close Arab friends, to moderate Arab 
states which we see as having a very key role in the peace process, 
and certainiy Ambassador Rumsfeld's discussions with him covered those 
general issues as well as the specific issue of Lebanon. 


Q Do you think that there's any possibility of reviving 
the peace process in this election year, or just leaving aside the 
election, while the Lebanon crisis is still going on? If so, what is 
the administration going to do about it? Are you going to send some- 
body out, are you going to have soundings? Where do you go from here? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the peace process 
never stopped. It is true that Lebanon became an obsession, has become 
an obsession. It may be that the boil has been lanced in the last couple 
of weeks. 


Q Where do you go from here, then? Do you take soundings 
now? Do you send out some -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, this is part of 
Rumsfeld's job, after all. He is taking the soundings on the regional 
basis, discussing the ideas, trying to set the framework, and we work 
through Ambassador Rumsfeld and through the individual embassies. 


Q Was there any indication on the United Nations peace- 
keeping force replacing the MNF? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. It did not come up. 
It may come up later but it hasn't come up specifically. 


Q Can you elaborate on your -- 


Q Was there an indication that the withdrawal of the 
Marines to the ships had in any way improved the atmosphere for the 
talks to take place? You were imprecise about the terms that the King 
used to discuss that. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'm imprecise by 
training. (Laughter.) No. I think, though <-- in all seriousness, I 
think the King has been -- it's not that relaxed a briefing. The King 
has been concerned, as I suggested earlier, that Lebanon, which he 
considers a part of the problem but not the core of the problem, has 
diverted energies, has diverted attention to the more basic problems of 
the area. 


Q How has the boil been lanced in the last couple of 
weeks? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the -- part of the 
very fact of the decision to take the Marines from the airport, have them 
remain on the ships, may be part of it. 


Q What's the rest of it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the internal 
political developments in Beirut, which are still being played out. There 
is nothing very precise you can talk to yet but the fact that, among 
others, that the Sunni leadership, traditional political leaders of 
Lebanon, had a couple days’ discussions in Damascus, have returned to 
Beirut, are not calling for the overthrow of the President, dissolution 
of the constitutional arrangements. These are among the signs. Perhaps 
that is a little too poetic to talk of lancing a boil. 


Q Who's obsession was it? Was it an obsession of U.S. 
foreign policy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Whose obsession? I think 
it was a ational obsession for ourselves. 
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Q Could you elaborate a little on the Iraq-Iran war 
that they discussed? What did actually they discuss? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the continuing dangers 
of that war, the fact, as you know, that fighting has just restarted on 
the ground, I think in the Dezful sector, in this last 24 hours, the 
ever-present danger of that sliding into the Gulf and interrupting the 
transit through the Straits of Hormuz, those dangers, the fact winter is 
coming to an end and as the ground dries and clears, you're probably 
going to get increased conflict. 


Q Can you say, as @ result of today's meetings, that 
King Hussein is any closer than he was before he got here to participating 
in negotiations 
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with Israel over the Palestinian question, or is that where it was 
before today's session? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think there's 
any ground to see change in his attitudes or his approach to the whole 
peace process. Today's meetings didn't shift his essessment . 


Q Can I ask you to qualify two things you said that 
seemed to be in conflict. One is that we have not changed our commit- 
ment to Lebanon, that just moving those Marines to the ships means 
that we're just as committed as ever. And your second comment -- that 
this “boil has been lanced" now that the Marines are off the ground -- 
explain how those two fit together? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is where we go 
OFF THE RECORD and -- 


MR. SIMS: I want to get back to the purpose of this 
briefing -- it's a readout of the meeting -- 


Q Yes, but -- he offered them -- 


Q Bob, he's already said it, and he's askine for an 
explanation. 


MR. SIMS: Okay, I under:.tand that, but he's got to go 
to a meeting with -- 


Q I know, but don't leave us without explaining what 
you mear, because we'll get a confusing set of -- 


MR. SIMS: Let's stick to this meeting -- 


Q ~~ headlines out of this briefing -- and you'll 
be upset if you don't clarify -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Absolutely. Could we 
make -- 


Q Since we're leaving -- since he's leaving -- 
Q Shhbh. He's answering -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let's make this one the 
last one that isn't directly on the meeting. Once more, now. Again. 


Q Okay. My question is: you've said that there's no 
change in our commitment to Lebanon -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Correct. 


Q -- that just because the Marines are being moved to 
ships we are committed to helping Gemayel restore and gain power -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q And yet, you also say that “the boil has been 
lanced" because the Marines are no longer on the ground there. And 
I'm trying to find out if we're as committed as ever, how this boil 
gets lanced if we are not focussed and obsessed still with Lebanon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In redesigning, resetting 
the U.S. military presence in Lebanon and our efforts to work with 
the government of Lebanon on behalf of the Lebanese Armed Forces, on 
behalf of, of course, the political dimension as well as helping to 
strengthen the central government -- the Merines, having cone underground 
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were no longer fulfilling even the symbolic purpose that thev were 

sent there for. Moving to ships we retain them in the area with their 
surge capability to return if the conditions require. But, we 

redesign our procrams to be of more direct benefit to, what we consider, 
a very important task of rebuilding, or modernizing the Lebanese 

Armec Forces. You know of the training programs that's gone on for 

the past 13, 14 months. These will be maintained. These will be, 
perhaps, better focussed on areas such as counter-terrorism, working 
with the artillery on counter-battery fire, on counter-intellicence. 


Why is that inconsistent with the other statement about 
lancing the boil? Lancing the boil is -- what can I say -- kind of on 
the psychological side. The Marines, their presence in Lebanon, had 
become a national obsession. Defenseless, pinned down by recurrent 
shell-fire, unable to defend themselves effectively -- the focus of 
attention went that way rather than on the positive contribution which 
we intended them to make by initially committing ourselves to the 
multinational force. So I don't think it is inconsistent. 


Q But you're just saying -- to follow that up -- you're 
just saying that it was a national obsession with us, and not 
productive domestically here -- you're not saying -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And not productive to 
the government of Lebanon either, because it raised questions of our 
durability. And it was not in the last weeks, in particular, an 
effective assist on the ground to security at the airport. 


Q Did the King explicitly commit himself -- 
Q Can the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You'll have to make this 
the last one. Last two -- all right. 


Q Did the King explicitly commit himself to Reagan's 
September 1, 1982 peace plan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He's referred to the 
242 and the initiative, Dick and -- 


Q Implicit. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Implicit, rather than 
explicit today, but they both were -- there seemed absolutely no dis- 
accord oon the question of 242 and how we, the sort of problems we 
have to tackle together. 


Yes sir? 
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Q Since the King kept emphasizing, as you told us, 
that the focus in the Middle East is the Palestinian issue, how 
did the administration satisfy those emphases? Did you propose any- 
thing new? Did you ask the King do do anything new? What can you 
tell us that you told the King to satisfy him, if he is satisfied? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We haven't satisfied 
the King. 


Q You have not? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Have not. 


Q So nothing new, really, on the King's emphasis about 
the Palestinian problem? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Nothing new. We reviewed 
our respective positions on it. 


Q What have we not satisfied the King on? I'm sorry. 


Q On the Palestinian question on being central to 
everything that's wrong -- 


Q How do you mean the word “obsession?” When you say 
& national obsession. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I watch the television 
along with you. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 2:10 P.M. EST 
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MR. SIMS: This briefing is ON BACKGROUND and may be 
attributed to a Senior Administration Official. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we started at 
~~ started with a meeting with President Mubarak in the Oval Office, 
a small group, and the two delegations met in the Cabinet Room, totaling 
about an hour, and then returned to the Oval Office for a trilateral 
meeting where King Hussein joined the two Presidents. 


Yesterday I did brief you on the bilateral talks we had 
with King Hussein. I'd like to start with going back a bit on the 
Mubarak visit. The subjects, some of which were touched on again today 
in the White House but covered in considerable detail with Secretary 
Shultz yesterday, were Africa. He has just come to Washington from a 
visit to five African nations. He felt his trip had been constructive 
in particularly working to reduce tensions in the Horn of Africa. 


He urged expanded economic programs for sub-Sahara in 
Africa. We described our efforts to combat the drought, support 
food production. The Namibia problem was discussed. 


On Lebanon, Egypt is concerned about a collapse in the 
situation, believes that a peace force is important, and that if the MNF 
is to go, then there should be a phased replacement of the MNF by «a 
United Nations force. There was no great precision, no details on how 
that would be put together. We had considerable discussion about the 
problems of getting a U.N. force into Lebanon today <-- as you know, the 
UNIFIL sits there below the Awwali but in a peaceable area -- how to 
get troop contributors to volunteer their forces for the situation, 
that is, Beirut and the disturbed areas, many of which extend far 
beyond even the greater Beirut area, the problems of inserting « U.N. 
force or, of course, even recruiting it in the first place. 


They discussed the process of national reconciliation, how 
essential that was; we had no disagreements at all on that. And he 
had rather the same attitude that King Hussein had that I described 
yesterday, the Lebanon problem has or will assume its proper shape, will 
shrink down in size if energies, attention, can be turned back to the 
peace process. 


On Eygptian-Israeli relations the President made -- Presi- 
dent Mubarak <-- made a very strong, g@ve a very strong stress to his 
support for Camp David and for the peace treaty h Isreel. He 
described the efforts and the origin of those efixucts when the [Islamic 
Conference was being convened in Rabat to invite Egypt back into the 
Islamic Conference on a conditional basis and he described how he had 
flatly rejected any conditions, that Egypt is a goveneee? nation, Egypt 
is not going to do one thing for the interests of appealing to the 
Islamic Conference or to the Arab League which, in his sense, conflicts 
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with Egypt.an sovereignty. Egypt has signed on under Camp David to 
& peace treaty with Isreel and it is not going to diverge from that 


and there is no dispute within Egypt to that position. He was very 
firm on that. 


On the peace process, they support, the Egyptians support, 
the Hussein-Arafat dialogue and getting Hussein as‘soon as possible 
into negotiations. They are convinced that Arafat has opted conclusively 
for a political solution and that he can deliver. 


Q Would you repeat that? 


SENIOR ADAINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That Arafat has opted for 
a political solution and can deliver a political solution. 


They encourage an American dialogue with the PLO. But 
basically they see Palestinian oarticipation as envisaged in Camp David 
as vital to getting the negotiations renewed. 


I mentioned the context of the Islamic Conference, his 
attitude towards Egyptian relations in the Arab world, and there was a 
very strong stress at several points in the conversations about improving 
relations with the Arabs does not diminish support for peace with Israe\. 
And they believe that the rising Egyptian influence in the region is 
going to be giving @ strong support to a broader peace negotiations. 


There were discussions with the Secretary, also referred 
to again with the President, about the economic situation, military 
assistance issues. We reviewed the proposed program for all grant 
in fiscal ‘85 under the foreign military sales. 


Well, those -- that was the range of topics covered before 
the meeting at which King Hussein joined. 


Q What is his position on the President's proposed peace 
plan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICIAL: Yes, supportive of that, 
supportive of Camp David, the peace treaty and the President's initiative. 
I think that has been public from the beginning, hasn't it? 


Q Were any decisions reached on how to proceed or was 
4ll this talk back and forth? What did the President mean by 4n exchange 
of territory was necessary and direct negotiations between the Arabs 
and -- 


MR. SIMS: DO you want to hear about the trilateral 
meeting first and then go to questions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Can we get a copy of the 
President's statement? 


Q And Mubarak's. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I didn't get a copy of 
that. Thanks. 


Let's do the trilateral and then open it to some bland 
questions. (Laughter.) 


Q What kind of questions? The bland leading the bland. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. (Laughter.) 
We thought it was a very useful exchange; it was a very animated ex- 
chanee of views with two leaders who are among our closest friends in 
the region. We had a common viewpoint on several issues, not on all. 
There was no breakthrough. We didn't promise a breakthrough; neither 


1-558 








-~j3- 


of them came expecting «a breakthrough. Wo decisions were taken, 
new plans were made. That wes not the purpose of the two bilateral 
then the trilateral meetings. We're interested in as frank an 
xchange of views as to where we stand, where the region stands, where 
Lebanon stands, and what can be done to reactivate the peace process. 


a § 


On Lebanon -- some of this is going to be redundant but I 
Go want to emphasize the subjects that were covered -- a very strong 
Gesire to restore peace to Lebanon was reviewed in the trilateral. 
The President assured both that our long-term objectives have not 
changed, especially the withdrawal of all foreign forces. We explained 
our thinking about the need to strengthen the constitutional authority 
in Lebanon and the legitimate institutions and our efforts to encourage 
broadening the base of government in Lebanon. There was no disagree- 
ment on any of those points. 


There was discussion about the security noeds, security 
assistance needs of Jordan; again returning somewhat to the ground we 
covered yesterday. We do see a threat to Jordan from the North, from 
Damascus. And we want to find a way to be as helpful as possible to 
Jordan in preparing to deter that threat. 


On the peace process the agreement was to refocus atten- 
tion on the broader process. The President assured them that he is not 
going to shy — from the peace process during this year, an election 
year. He made clear our commitment to the Camp David accords and 
reviewed the factors which will be involved in moving forward. There 
was agreement on the need to broaden the negotiations to include Jordan 
and we found King Hussein clearly looking for the context, for the 
framework, in which he can enter the negotiations. 


There was discussion of Iran-Iraq, of the Gulf war. They 
welcome the warsing up of U.S.-Iragi relations. They both have been 
urging that for some time past. And they recognize the threat that the 
conflict in Iraq-Iran poses to regional stability immediately in the 
Gulf region, but beyond. 


We will be continuing our studies of how to cope with 
state-sponsored terrorism and organizing our efforts, which are clearly 
going to have to be on « broader scale than just the Marines in Beirut. 


Well, you have the departure statement of the President. 
I don't have a copy of what -- I think King Hussein spoke extemporaneously 
and President Mubarak did speak from a prepared text. Let me say at 
the outset you can't control a statement of the departing chief of 
state. We certainly can't -- we certainly don't endorse it by standing 
there. Okay. 


Q Did the President have a copy of Mr. Mubarak's state- 
ment ? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, he did not. 


Q Could I ask you about what he means, the President, 
our President, by exchange of territory. What territory does he have 
in mind and who would be the recipient of this exchange? The PLO, 
Jordan, the U.N., Syria -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The sentence in the state- 
ment says, “The tragic events in Lebanon show that the occupativn of 
territory by outside forces does not lead to peace, but rather to 
continued conflict and turmoil." 


Q No, I mean when he moves along to describe the 
outline of the settlement. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And, “I reaffirm my commit- 


ments to << and that of the government <-- to the principle set forth in 
September, ‘82, particularly to the principle that the Arab-Israeli 
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conflict must be resolved through negotiations involving an exchange 
of territory for peace.” That is the heart of 242 -- 


Q No, I mean Egyptian-Israeli negotiations were rather 
simple. There were two parties and there was a definable territory. 
Now you're talking about a comprehensive settlement. You have Syria, 
you have the PLO, you have Jordan, you have Israel, you have various 
territories. The President is saying territories should be exchanged 
for peace. Who's he got in mind to get this territory? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, if you're asking 
specifically about territory, the West Bank. The American position is 
unchanged. We do not support an independent Palestinian state. We 
support a West Bank entity in association with Jordan. 


Q An association doesn't mean ownership, does it? 
Now he's talking about exchanging territory. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The beauty of association, 
and it's a word -- I guess I said yesterday I had an advanced decree in 
imprecision -- association was chosen for a very grod reason. 


Q The President is speaking more specifically than 
association. That's why I'm asking you the question. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, he said an exchange 
of territory for peace. He didn't get into ownership or the exact 
nature of that association. 


Q When Mubarak urged the United States to deal directly 
with the PLO, what was the reaction? What is the President's view? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have no change in our 
views whatsoever on the PLO, and that until the PLO has found its way 
to accepting 242, 338, Israel's right to exist. We have no intention 
of engaging in negotiations with the PLO. 


Q Do you have any indication that they're going to 
change? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, sir. 


Q Any indication that -- sorry -- did the Egyptians pro- 
pose to you a change in the PLO covenant to drop the paragraphs where 
tne PLO covenant says Israel has no right to exist? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That was one thing that 
was discussed, of how could we begin to even conceive, even if there 
was an acceptance of 242, 338 and Israel's right to exist, the covenant 
is one of the clear stumbling blocks to such discussions. 


Q My question is did the Egyptians propose readiness, 
did they tell you about readiness of the Palestinians, of the PLO, to 
drop from the PLO covenant these paragraphs? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't want to get too 
much into characterizing the Egyptian position, but as a general 
proposition their view is that in the course of the negotiations such 
things will fall into place, such things will become details and they 
will not be obstacles. Yes, ma‘am? 


Q Did you have any bilateral talks on the possibility 
of a U.N. peacekeeping force being introduced into Beirut? Did Mubarak 
express an opinion on the Soviet condition regarding the removal of the 
U.S. fleet from Lebanon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, he didn't. We talked 
to the Egyptians, I believe this was in the meeting with the Foreign 
Minister day-before-yesterday, about our concern that the mandate for 
the U.N. be very carefully prepared, because the situation in Lebanon 
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is not just a problem focused in those sites where the multinational 
force sits, not just on those sites covered by greater Beirut, but it 
spreads throughout Lebanon, throughout the areas of the refugee camps, 
the confrontation lines, and our position is to ensure that whatever 
is developed -- and, of course, the talks are just getting going 
intensively in New York -- that two things be kept in mind: you want 
a broad geographical mandate and you want a long duration so that you 
don't get the fits and starts of going back to voting every six months 
as you've ad on UNIFIL. 


Q Do we view the Soviet conditions as being the opening 
gambit in these negotiations, or as being real obstacles? 


SENICR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we don't have an 
answer yet on the Soviet -- but I think that's a fair statement, that 
it's an opening gambit and is not going to be taken that seriously, the 
conditions thev set out. 


Q What is our reaction to Mubarak making this sugges- 
tion that we now talk to the PLO? Did he do it to embarrass Ronald 
Reagan and, if not, why did he do it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think what you've got 
is a restatement of a very old, longstanding Egyptian position. This 
is the way Sadat spoke, the need for a U.S.-PLO dialogue, coes back 
over the years. WO, I don't think that 








Mubarak was in the least bit interested in embarrassing Reagan. He 


was interested in setting out Egyptian policy which has been 
enshrined in a number of statements over the years. 


Q Why did you come out here and announce to us that 
you can't control the statements of other Chiefs of State and we don't 
condone it by standing there -- what were you talking about? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I was making a general 
philosophical position that -- (Laughter.) -- we don't contro] 
statements by Chiefs of State. 

Q Were you embarrassed? 


' SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. I'm very rarely 
embarrassed. 


Q -- conflict between -- 


Q Do you think it’s proper for you to come out and 
repudiate a Head of State's statements? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I said I couldn't control 
it, nobody could control it -- 


Q Why would you assume that we identified the two? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I didn't assume. You 
had a choice of three Heads of State *o -- 


Q Right -- 

Q I figured they're individuals. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- to refer to. 
Q Could you clear up -- just 4 moment -- 


a+ se- eee « Q Do you see a conflict »betweer the support for 


President Reagan's peace initiative ‘Ss expressed and President 
Mubarak's warning today that no nat ; ‘d presume to speak for 
the PLO? Peripherally, some pointed at President Reagan glanced 


directly at King Hussein at that point. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we think that King 
Hussein is the one that's going to lead the delegation if there's going 
to be a delegation. And we -- our policy and the policy that was 
enunciated in that, in President Mubarak's departure statement, that 
we're just, we're not in agreement. 


Q What about the King Hussein's statement that -- 
quoting President Mubarak -- that Camp David was dead and -- did you 
ask President Mubarak about King Hussein's remarks? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't want to go 
into the detail of what we did or we didn't ask, but = can assure you 
that we got a series of very flat, very resounding endorsements of 
Camp David and the peace treaty. And I did describe the atmospherics 
a bit surrounding the Islamic Conference's invitation. 


Q Does King Hussein have clearance from the Arabs to 
be the representative, and to take this lead? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q That's been the problem up to now, hasn't it, and 
he hasn't been able to get authority to do it? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's a continuing 
problem, but I understand there's going to be some fairly early talks 
between King Hussein and Arafat and it's going to be the facts of 
those talks, I assume, that will run the -- 


Q That, you hope, will give him the authority to be 
the lead negotiator, then? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Correct. 


Q The very fact that these talks were held today was 
seen by some as advances, as progress anyway, in getting this 
Palestinian problem solved, at ‘east progress in getting to the table 
and talk about it. Was there any progresr made in that regard? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think whenever you get 
two leaders like the King and President Mubarak together with our 
leaders -- and this is, I guess, this is a first -- or a least a first 
since that visit by that Fez delegation where you had a group of 
Arab leaders visiting the White House back in ‘81, I think -- 

Q -- two -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ‘82, sorry, ‘82. This 
is a rare event and, yes, as I said, the exchanges were very lively, 
very animated. Did it result in progress, any changes, any 
breakt*roughs? I can stop well short of breakthroughs. No breakthroughs. 

Q Did Reagan participate -- 

Q Progress -- 

*) Progress? 

: Q -- in these lively exchanges? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Prosident did, indeed, 
participate. 


Q Progress? Changes? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Airing of concerns, 
airing of views about the need to get going, to renew the focus, renew 
the drive on the peace process. And this lead, I think, very 
naturally from not only the two vis!tors' concerns about the peace 
process, but from the dilemma that has faced every nation that's tried 
to deal with the Lebanon problen. See the bridge they make in their 
mind is that you don't get anywhere in Lebanon in a mator sense until 
you've moved ahead on the peace process. 


Q Were there any specifics -- you said that there was 
an agreement on the need to get Hussein involved in the peace process -- 
were there any specifics on how to get him involve., and how would 
you, if I can just -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the road which 
was blocked, the talks which broke down last April 





between Hussein and Arafat. And those talks will be resumed in the 
very near future. 


Q Will, definitely? 


Q Do you have a sense of cime on that or not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Weeks. Weeks. No, 
I don’t have the date. 


Q If I could just follow, there seems to be a con- 
tradiction in Mubarak's statement. On the one hand, he said no other 
nation can speak for the Palestinians other than the PLO. But on 
the other hand, he welcomes the Hussein-Arafat dialogue. Is the point 
he's making that if Arafat okays Hussein then Hussein can do it? Or 
is he saying that he doesn't feel that under any circumstances anyone 
can talk for the Palestinians? 


MR. SIMS: Let's have one Or two more. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it's -- I think 
your first proposition is the cne. That it's got to be a grant of 


authority to speak on behalf of the Palestinians which he believes must 
come through the PLO. 


MR. SIMS: Can we take some in the back. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And he thinks that's 
achievable. 


Q Both Mubarak and Hussein feel that Arafat is committed 
to a political settlement and they feel that he can deliver. Did they 
say that if he was not able to directly negotiate for the PLO, that 
his ability to deliver thet political commitment would decrease? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If he can't -- 


Q If he can't talk directly to the U.S., do they feel 
that his ability to deliver will diminish? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They feel that the 
ability to talk to the U.S. would support the peace process and move- 
ment in the peace process. But this is -- has been a standoff for 
years. 


Q But would they say that his ability would diminish 
if he was not able to talk? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no, they did not 


say that. They put it in a positive sense that talking with Washington 
would be a positive assist to the peace process. 


MR. SIMS: Just two more. Dave and Bob Allison, and then -- 
Q That won't do it. 
Q The Lebanese radio reported about 30 minutes ago 
that Gemayel was going to have an announcement of historic proportion. 
Do you know what that announcement is? Is it resumption of the talks, 
or what? 


SENIOR .DMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I heard the same 
broadcast. I note it is St. Valentine's Day. I'm waiting. 


Q Sending you the May 17th agreement with a red ribbon 
and black crepe. 
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Q Kiss, kiss, got to go, bye. 
Q Black kiss, white envelopes. 


Q Did Mubarak elaborate on talks concerning 
Namibia? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, he described the 
situation in Namibia as he saw it and we described our position about 
the presence of troops, and I can't say here again you had a break- 
through, but President Mubarak has been very concerned to get a 
solution in Namibia. 


Q May I ask -- what was the President's reaction -- 
MR. SIMS: One last one. 


Q Yes, one last. What was the President's reaction 
when Mr. Mubarak said that there should be a unilateral Israeli 
withdrawai from Lebanon and that that was a precondition? Did the 
President take the opportunity to say that's -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He didn't -- none of 
the - except perhaps the Syrians, none of them are saying it's an 
absolute precondition. It's -- I can't think of a single Arab leader 
that isn't saying that total, quick Israeli withdrawal isn't, as they 
see it, the key to getting the Syrians out, getting a solution for 


Lebanon. But precondition -- it's only really Damascus that's setting 
that in concrete. 


Q Well, what's our reaction to that? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We got an agreement. 
Q What? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: May 17th. 


Q You ain't sot an agreement long. 


END 3:04 P.M. EST 
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FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: I will make a few opening 
remarks and ask that my colleague join me as well, and you'll 
see why in just a minute. 

The speech that the Secretary will give tonight 
in Boston is a major statement of the Administration's 
Africa policy. It will be the first statement in this 
Administration by the Secretary of State on Africa policy. 

I will recall for you that the Vice President 
in November 1982 spoke in Nairobi and laid out the main 
themes of our Africa policy. Larry Eagleburger spoke last 7 
June as well, and this is the Secretary's important 
contribution to the definition of our approaches in Africa. 

The speech, as you will see, falls into several 
portions. The first is the basic definition of American 
interests in Africa, our strategic interests, our political 
interests, our economic interests, and the very real and 
deep human interests that this nation has in the African 


continent and in our relations with the countries that 


are constituent parts of that continent. 








The speech proceeds to its first major theme, and 
that is the economic crisis in Africa, the economic crisis 
in its many features, and on this score I will ask my 
colleague to fill you in with some more of the details. 

The economic problem and the responses to it by oursevles, 
by Africans and eon Allies, are a matter of some 
complexity. But I would underscore for you that the 
speech and what the Secretary will say in this portion 

of it, is an indication of our sensitivity to the broader 
economic problems facing the third world. Roughly defined, 


if you will, they are the problems dealt with in the 


North-South Agenda. 


But given their specific applications and the e 
specific natures of those problems in the African 
continent, the speech addresses how we will deal with those 
aspects that are more germane to Africa. The speech will 
define in further detail that which you heard already, what 
we have in mind with the policy initiative that the Vice 
President and the Secretary have referred to in the past. 

The third major theme of the sreech is regional 


security. I don't have to tell you that Africa is a 


troubled continent and that the meaning of the mature 








partnership that the Vice puiibident defined in Nairobi is 
one in which the United States will respond to Africa's 
many needs, including its security needs. 

There will be no development, there will be no 
political stability in the continent, obviously, without 
security and the united States has a role to play, not 
necessarily, if you will, only in the East-West perspective. 
We have to address the real problems that are faced inside 
the continent- §§ The continent of Africa is part of the 
global system and the East-West persvective is very 
much selenite there for how else would one define the 
presence of substantial numbers of external combat forces -- 
Cubans -- on the continent of Afri.ca. 

The United States, the Secretary will point out 
very forcefully, is not Africa's gendarme, but we will act 
in partnership with our friends on the continent and with 
our Allies where it is necessary to act, and we have acted. 
The examples of Chad and the Horn are rather sharply drawn 
and defined. But we will not be the security guardian of 


Africa. And I think the point is rather well made in the 


speech, or they're clearly made, that if you look at the 
wé 


weight of the matter the Soviets outspend us five-to-one 





in the provision of military equipment and assistance to 
Africa. 

The third basic feature -- or the last basic 
feature of the speech is southern Africa, where, as all of 
you know,.we have spent a great deal of time, a great deal 
of effort, to advance three basic causes. 

Pirst, overall regional security, the cause of 
Namibia's independence, and the issue of change inside of 
South Africa itself. The flow of our discussions is outlined ~ 
in the speech, the flow of the negotiation, the growing 
sense that we feel of realism in southern Africa, a willingness 
of all the parties to reach out and try to find common 
ground, one with the other. 

The example of Mozambique is carefully underscored. 
But our efforts to bring about a broader regional 
understanding are touched upon as the Secretary addresses 
the Angolan problems, the problems of security between 
Mozambique and South Africa and the other states in the 
region. It goes over carefully how we have pursued the 


Namibia settlement; how we have pursued it in the context 


of U.N. Security Council Resotution 435, our efforts with 


our Allies and with the governments of the area. 











The speech closes with a statement of United 
States policy with respect to South Africa. It underscores 
che key and cardinal point that the United States holds 
in repugnance the system of apartheid. At the same tine, 
we see change taking place in South Africa. We recognize 
that change. We see a complicated balance sheet of some 
positive developments, many negative developments, and we 
do not pretend that the United States has a blueprint for 
South Africa's internal design. But we feel that the . 
United States is relevant to the course of change in South 
Africa; that we must and, indeed, are using our influence 
in quite practical and tangible ways, and that that course 
ts one that we will stick to and persevere with. . 
The Secretary makes the point quite clearly that 
it is both in the interests of the United States to avoid 
an explosion in South Africa itself, to promote peaceful 
change, to be involved, to be committed, to be engaged. 
There is no interest of the United States in 
disengaging, disinvesting or upsetting ourselves from an 
issue of political significance and moral significance. 
Ladies and gentlemen, that is the basic structure 


of the speech that you'll be reading and some of its 


highlights, but given the special economic complexities 








6 


I would ask my colleague if he could join me for a moment 
in going into those in a bit more detail. 

SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: You will recall that 
the Secretary here, a couple of weeks ago, announced an 
economic policy initiative for Africa, and the speech 7 
elaborates on the reasons for that initiative and our 
interests in it and the background to it. 

The African situation is special and yet it's 
part of the world problem. Africa was hit very hard by 
the recession, commodity prices have declined dramatically 
in the last few years and most Africa countries are almost 
totally dependent on one or two commodity exports. 


You're well aware, I think, from the attention 


zm 


that's been given to it, to the climatic factors; a 
devastating drought going on now in many parts of Africa, 
across the Sahel and in southern Africa. 

I was with Senator Danforth and I know he's 
given a number of press conferences on this, and we know 
that those droughts have hit periodically in Africa, and 
they are devastating. They wipe away years of progress. 
But when you look at the African economic situation, you 
realize that the problems and the crisis go back behind 


the droughts and well before the world-wide recession. 








Because what we find is that for twenty years there has been 
economic stagnation in Africa; for twenty years there's 
been a declining per capita food production. There's been 
declining growth in GNP, so there is something more here, 
something very fundamental. And that is the debate that is 
going on now within Africa and within all the institutions 
working on Africa. | 

What the Secretary lays out in this speech is 
our recognition of these factors and the fact that it's 
important, as the emergency assistance is and as important 
as our traditional assistance is, there has to be a new 
responsiveness and a new flexibility in dealing with what's 
been called by the World Bank “a production crises;" what 
it's been called in other context, "a policy crises." 
That much of African policy and economics has been to deny 
incentives to producers to try and do through administrative 
controls what they should have been relying more on the 
market to do. And the resulting inefficiencies and 
distortions have deeply hurt African economic growth. 

What is significant is that this debate is going 
on in Africa. That almost every country in Africa is now 


going through a very fundamental re-thinking of economic 


policy. We and the other donors in the World Bank and 











the African governments are talking through the ways in 
which we can assist in a restructuring of the economic 
policies and the economic systems so that Africa can start 
to grown on a more sustained basis. 

Pood production is such a prominent aspect of 
this. Such of the data that you see on African 
economic crises is in terms of food production; the steady 
decline in per capita food production, the rising level 
of imports of food. But since agriculture is so central 
to all Africa economies, when you see a food crises you 
know that there is a general economic crises in Africa as 
well. 

One of the things we have to keep in mind . 
is that in Africa we are not the major donors. Our economic aid 
program to Africa has been going up steadily. It's been 
going up every year. As the Secretary indicates, the 
economic aid levels for Piscal ‘85 are 23 percent above 
those for FY-83. But even though our economic program 


. 


on a bilateral basis now exceeds a billion dollars a year, 


we provide only ten to fifteen percent of the total aid 


So a very important part of this response to 


flows going to Africa. 








the African ecc' «ic crisis has to be a concerted one 
with the other donors as well as with the African governments. 
Much of our diplomacy on the economic front in the last 
two years has been a process of consultation and coordina- 
tion. ; 
If all the “donors are moving in opposite | 
directions or each of them are putting on their ow 
projects with their own conditions, the African governments 
are torn in a dozen different directions. - 
The economic policy ingfiative, which the 
sosnetens describes at more length in the speech, is a kind 
of capstone to the efforts that we have been working on 
for the last few years. It provides further incentive to “. 
African countries who are undertaking these kinds of policy 
reforms. Remember that the policy reforms and the 
restructuring that the African governments are going through 
are politically very difficult. The involve a redistribution 
of wealth from more privileged parts of the population, 
mainly, the urban parts of the population to the rural. 
They mean taking political risks for many African governments, 


and they need encouragement to do that. 


The economic policy initiative provides a form 








of encouragement, of support in a flexible way to African 


countries that are taking those steps. 

Then, the Secretary turns to other measures that 
we have either underwey or under consideration on the 
economic front, because the problem isn't simply an aid o 
problem. It's a trade problem, a problem of investment. 

He specifies a number of measures that we are taking to 
try and improve opportunities for Africa in the export 
sector, in attracting investments, et cetera. So It ‘oe 
more than an aid response. Very clearly, an attempt to try 
and respond t> the special characteristics of Africa's 
economic crises. 


Q The Secretary refers to the communications 


among the key parties about Angola and southern Africa. 
There are new stories today out of Johannesburg saying 
that delegations from the United States, Angola and South 
Africa are going to meet on Thursday in Lusaka to discuss 
achieving a lasting ceasefire. 

Could you tell us what is going on and how this 
fits into the thing the Secretary is talking about in his 
speech about these communications, and so on? 


PIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: I think the Secretary has 
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defined quite clearly in his speech the role that the United 
States has played over time in southern Africa, the role 

of catalyst, the role of bridge-builder, the role of a 
stimulator of a peace process within clearly defined 

limits. 

The present circumstances that you're looking at 
in the Angola context in South Africa are important. South 
AFrica has committed herself to a diswngagement from southern 
Angola. That disengagement is an important political fact. 
If it is secured by all the parties, it opens the way 
for a negotiation of the important outstanding political 
features that lie before us. You know what those are. 
They're the implementation of 435, and in that context issues 
like these the South Africans underscored clearly at 
the end of August 1983 when they pointed to the fact that 
an understanding on Cuban troop withdrawal would be part and 
parcel of their agreement to leave Namibia. 

Negotiation is a long-standing one, as you know. 
It is taking place, as you just referred, Mr. Oberdorfer. 

At the present the three parties are coming together and 
have actually been together in Lusaka, Zambia. 

The objectives before us at the moment are 
precisely those: To pin down the disengagement and make it 


into the sort of political reality that opens the door 
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to a negotiation of the outstanding political issues. 
That negotiation is going to be tough one. It's going 
to take time. We are not looking forward to any instant 
breakthroughs, but we are looking at a serious commitment 
on the part of the South Africans and of the Angolans 
to come to some understandings, and that spirit which 
lies behind the present round of talks is indicative of 
the direction peoples’ minds are going as they begin 
to face the longer term issues. 

Q You mean to say there is a serious 


commitment or you're trying to get one? 


A There is a serious commitment, but that 
commitment needs to be pinned down, made mutuaily > 
comprehensible among the parties. We can play a role 


in making sure that's happened. That's why we're there 
on the ground. 
Q Last week the Angc ans and SWAPO said 
that South African troops still remain in southern Angola. 
Do you have any information to either support that or to -- 
A I can tell you that the disengagement is 
well underway. 
Q I understand that. That was the statement 


that was made iast week. Are there South African troops 


in southern Angola now? 
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A If you would let me finish. The 
disengagement is underway; the parties are meeting right 
now to talk exactly about the situation in southern Angola, 
and I think since that is a matter of diplomatic dialogue 
between those parties, I think they ought to have the 
privilege to work that through themselves. But let's look 
at what is happening. 

Senior representatives from three governments 
are meeting in Lusaka. They are meeting because there is an 
atmosphere of seriousness, an atmosphere of purpose, and 
they are moving in concert to deal with what is, in my 
judgment, an important departure -- the disengagement -- 
and that the road it opens up in the future. 

Q Are UNITA and SWAPO going to be brought 
into these disengagement discussions at a later date? Is 
there any plan for that? 

A The disengagement discussions refer to 
South Africa's presence in southern Angola and the 
disengagement of that presence. The discussions are 


taking place between the South Africans and the Angolans 


with ourselves there as the third party. 
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Q Does the United Meeees contemplate 
or is the United States considering putting in Americans 
as truce-line observers or in any way using American 
military or Foreign Service Officers in that function? 

A At the moment, the conversations in 
Lusaka are under way and we'll have to see what the out- 
come is. I have rfo way of predicting the final outcome 


/ 


of those discussions. 


Q But you're not denying that as a possibility 

now? _ 
A I'm not confirming it; I'm not denying 

it. ; | 
Q What is the prospect with respect to talks 

between form of the South African Government and SWAPO, 


about which we keep hearing reports to take place in the 
near future or something? 
A I think what we're looking at today is 
what we're looking at -- and that is that the South Africans 
and the Americans and the Angolans are meeting in Lusaka 
and we'll see what next steps will bring. But I'm not 
predicting any early meetings that would involve SWAPO, no. 
Q O.K. What is your understanding of where 


the SWAPO-South African exchanges lie today -- just as a 








description, not as a prognostication. 

A Well, I don‘t have a great deal to say 
about it. The South Africans and SWAPO have not started 
formal exchanges in any manner. They would find their 
way at some due and appropriate occasion in the 
context of the implementation or the beginnings,or the ° 
planning for the implementation of 435. But nothing is 
moving today that would require or permit me to make 
any comment. 

Q Your colleague said this is a capstone 
of the Administration's policy on Africa. It's now more 
than three years into this Administration, less than a year 


to go in this Administration. What took so long? 


aA You mean on the economic? sg 
Q Yes. 
A Well, we've been working on this for 


some time; and what has been taking place over the last 
few years is developing methods whereby the donors could 
come together with the African countries in a comprehensive 
way to look at the economic problems -- the debt problems, 
the destabilization problems, the policy reform -- and we 
didn't have those mechanisms, frankly, and it wasn't clear 
what was required of everybody. | 


What we've seen now over the last two or three 
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years is that the methodology is being developed. it's 
been developed with Sudan. It's been developed with 
Sudan; it's been developed with Somalia, with Kenya -- 
with more and more countries. We've had the World Bank 
and the IMF working more closely together, creating a 
framework and laying out the parameters of the problem to 
which not only the donors but the creditors can respond 
in a meaningful and flexible way. 

We've been more flexible with our _ 
own assistance in the last two-three years. 

Now that this has sort of taken hold in Africa 
and’ we have a system, what we want to do with the economic- 
policy initiative is to give it much more momentum; and 
we've consulted with the other donors and they're moving ° 
in the same direction, and they welcome this as a way of 
giving more momentum to the process elsewhere in Africa -- 
more encouragement to it. 

Q One detailed question. Do you have any 
idea of what is the accumulated debt burden of the African 
countries? 


A I've seen various figures. I've seen it run 


as high as 66 billion dollars, but I've seen lower figures. 


So it's hard to get a firm fix on it. But what you can see _ 
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is that from the seventies, when most African countries 
had very low debts, up to now the debt has risen dramatically; 
nd where must be a dozen or more African countries that 
are rescheduling their debts every year. 
So the debt factor has to be brought into play 
on this, and the creditors and the donors. Here's where 
your IMF-IBRD coordination is very important because we've 


got to look at that problem and the development problems 


together. We weren't doing that perore. 


o- -_-- 
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And that's what's been evolving in the African scene 
recently. 
Q I'm late here, so if you're done I 


apologize. I notice in the text, having been an aficianado 





of the various South African texts in the past few years, . 2 
I don't see Cuba mentioned. Is it? 

FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Yes. 

SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: Yes. Go back in 
the regional security. 

Q But on page 16, when you're laying out 
the plan, I mean -- oh, I see, the removal; O.K. 

But is this a new -- that last paragraph. Do 


you still want parallel withdrawal? 


_ FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Absolutely unchanged. 
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Q I'd like to ask you a follow-up, the 
question on the economic-policy initiative. In interviews 
in the past couple of weeks with African Ambassadors, they 
have described the policy as being counterproductive in 
the sense that you're attempting to modify or work with 
them to change their policy bilaterally rather than through . 
the multilateral institutions who have traditionally been 
charged with this sort of policy manipulation. 

Have you gotten much of feedback, first of all, 
so far that people will accept the money in exchange for 
altering their policies? 

SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: Actually the response has 
been very good, but it's not because we plan to simply 
negotiate bilateral policy sheenes -- just the opposite. 
What we see these funds being used for is to support 
policy changes that, in the ideal case, are precisely 
negotiated in the multilateral framework. This is 
supportive funds. And one of the things we don't want 
is all the donors going in and each trying to articulate 
a different set of policy changes. The African countries 
don't like that either. 

Sometimes our sector programs go beyond the 


multilateral institutions. 


Let's say we're concentrating in agriculture. We 








will become specific on the agriculture front, but we're 
trying to be in the context of this multilateral framework. 
Q Can I follow on that -- 
A Yes. 
Q On the one hand, ; 
you're doing this kind of unilateral initiative. On the . 
other hand, ld saying that all this has to be concerted 
withall the other donors, and you've tried to put that 
light on this initiative. And still, on yet another hand, 
the United States dramatically reduced its commitment 
to the multilaterals as stated in IDA. 
How is it that this essentially bilateral 
approach doesn't show a certain sash of confidence in 
the Bretton Woods institutions. > 
A Some of you were here when 
the Secretary talked to the economic-policy initiative 
and was asked a very similar question. He pointed out that 
our decision on the IDA contribution was made on the basis 
of what we felt realistically would be voted by the Congress 
within the time frame of the IDA VII replenisnment. 


To make a larger commitment and have it stretched out 


over four or five or six years is not going to help the 


developing countries, so we made a decision on what we felt we 
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could gain support for and assure the international institutions 


of a particular flow. 

In addition to that, because the African countries 
constitute most 2f the least-developed countries of the 
world, we are working within IDA and the World Bank to see 
a larger share of IDA funds going to Africa and the other | ° 
least-developed etnies’ And so we see the total effect 
to be very se of what the multilateral institutions 
can and want to do in Africa. 

PIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: I'm just looking at 
the clock, but let's try one more question. 

Q Considering the climate and the amount 
of time you put into this, can you imagine South Africans 
withdrawing completely without there first being in place 
some neutral observers who they will trust? 

mh Well, I think that, frankly, is an issue 
that's going to be worked out around the bargaining table 
in Lusaka . I'm not going to prejudge exactly how it's 
going to happen, but what I will go back to and stress 
again with you is that you've got a sehen remarkable 


phenomena. wWhén you 100k at the fact that two countries __ 


have been intermittently at war for a number of years, that tney're 
i 


meeting now to work out how you move from war to disengagement, 
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you've got a significant fact. And while that fact has 
to be measured in a very clear context, it’s one step; 
and it's a step that only opens the way for what will be 
very tough follow-on negotiations. It is an important 
fact in and of itself. 
Q How can you _ . 
have progress beyond the disengagement if there's no change 
in the insistence that the Cuban troops leave Angola? 
How do you see that unfolding if there's no change in 
that? . 
A Well, the political issues remain to be 
sesstved. We are seeing a process now in which people are 
coming together. They are coming together in a serious 
manner. I really don't have anything else to add. We'll . 
have to see how it proceeds. But you know the direction 
we're going in, and we're dealing with people who are 
looking for peace. 
Q What are our conditions for normalizing 
relations with Angola? Does every last Cuban soldier have 
to go? 
N I think we're kind of getting outside the 


framework of the Secretary's speech, and we are running 


up against time and I've got to see Alan Romberg. 
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Q Tet me just ask you this question. In the 
follow-up to this question where you had no comment essentially 
about U.S. forces down there now, until yesterday or today 


the only troops anyone ever talked about were the UN UNTAC. 


bE A  ~ ec aa a 
_—_ - 


Given the public angst in this country about 
our 1600 Marines in Lebanon and about not sending anybody - 
more down to Salvador, just letting that one hang out there 
about the possibility of American forces down in southern 
Africa could cause a lot of concern or anxiety if in fact 
that's not to be the case. . 
I mean is there any way you can talk to this? 
A No. I thought I was trying to be 
very careful and say that there is a negotiation that's 
in progress in Lusaka; there are a lot of issues being 
talked about. 
I am not going to comment on what the details 
are nor am I going to comment on any sort of role the 
United States would play. The United States has played a 


role and it will continue to play a role of catalyst -- 


of bringing two sides togetner to try to rina tne grounds tor 
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a settlement. 

Now, of course, we are very sensitive to all the 
facts around the world. We're not looking for new jobs and 
new ways to do things. But I do genuinely believe that 
we have a role to play, the parties want us to play 
that role of being a catalyst in this negotiation. It's 
in that framework that I would look at the way the dis- 
cussions may evelve in Lusaka. But it's too early to 
say, and I can't comment in a hypothetical manner. 

Q You're leaving open thatpossibility of 
American troops being sent there. 

A I am not leaving it open and I'm not 
shutting it. I'm just saying very simply that it's too 
early to go to that assumption or that statement of where 
we might be. It's premature and it's not appropriate 
to go that far. 

Q How many Cubans do you now estimate are 
in Angola? 

A Oh, I think we're carrying the figure of 
about 25,000. 

Q Thank you. 

A Yes. 


(Whereupon, at 12:03 p.m., the BACKGROUND briefing 


was concluded.) 
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RECENT ECONOMIC INDICATORS 
11:18 A.M. EST 


MR. FPITZWATER: This is a briefing on the most recent 
economic indicators by Secretary of the Treasury Regan. It's on 
the record for sound and camera. The Secretary will have a brief 
opening statement and then take your questions. We'll have copies 
of his statement at the end of the briefing. Mr. Regan? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Thank you, Marlin. Figures released 
today on housing starts, personal income, utilization of industrial 
capacity, and initial claims for unemployment insurance all underscore 
the strength of the current expansion and indicate that the economy 
continues to move ahesd at a steady pace early in 1984. 


On housing starts, new home starts jumped 15 percent in 
January to an annual rate of 1.9 million units, the strongest pace by 
far in the current expansion. Personal income: personal income 
jumped $31 billion, with an annual rate in January of about $10 billion 
more than in the prior two months. Much of the rise was in 
wage and salary payments, up at an annual rate of $23 billion, the 
best gain in the recovery, and reflecting continued improvement in 
employment and work hours as well as moderately rising wage rates. 


Capacity utilization: the rate of utilization of indus- 
trial capacity increased to 79.9 percent in January, up from 79.2 
percent in December. The utilization rate has recovered gore than 
10 points from its 1982 low of 69.9. 


Initial claims for unemployment insurance dropped to 
344,000 in the week of February 4th. These latest figures compare 
with new claims in the 430,000 range in the last two months of 1983. 
All of this economic news, along with the news released earlier this 
week that retail sales were up 2.2 percent in January and industrial 
production has risen 1.1 percent, gives us firm indications that the 
economy is moving on a steady, solid, and sustainable track. 


Any questions? 
Q What about the deficits, Mr. Secretary? 


SECRETARY REGAN: As far as the deficits are concerned, 
we are attempting to work with the Democrats in both the House and 
the Senate on a special program to see if, apart from the regular 
budget cycle, they can be cut further. 


Q The Democrats say that in the first meeting they 
laid out a proposal to you. Have you responded? Is there another 
meeting scheduled? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Well, I think the facts would show 
that in the initial meeting we laid out on the table some spending 
cuts, some revenue increases, about $47 billion of spending cuts, 
about $42 billion of revenue increases, together with the savings 
that that would have in interest on the debt. The result of that 
was about a $100 billion package. They have yet to respond to that 
that we put on the table. They have not put anything on the table. 


MORE 
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Q Mr. Secretary, you said that you want to reduce 
the deficit further with this $100 billion plan. Isn't that 
$100 billion included in the President's budget? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Wo, it’s not. There are some cuts 
in spending in the -- suggested in the President's plan. There are 
also some revenue increases, but together they don't total this amount. 


Q How much do they total? 


Q What would the deficit be in 1987 -~ fiscal ‘87 -- 
if your plan was accepted, what you put on the table? 


SECRETARY REGAN: It would be somewhere in the neighbor- 
hood of about $130 billion to $140 billion, in through there, I believe, 
in ‘87. I could check that figure for you. 


Q Mr. Secretary, I didn't get a chance to follow up. 
How much would they total? 


SECRETARY REGAN: How much would what total? 


Q The items contained in the budget versus the items 
contained in the $100 billion plan. 


SECRETARY REGAN: Well, it depends upon which are 
accepted and the like. We can't answer that question until we know 
whether all of ours get accepted there and all of our budget cuts 
get accepted in the plan -- 


Q Bow much have you laid out in the budget? 


SECRETARY REGAN: In the budget? We laid out about, I 
think it's $31 billion of revenue increases over the same period of 
time versus about $42 billion in the new plan, and we had on the spend- 
ing cuts side about, I don't know, $15 billion or $20 billion versus 
$47 billion. 


What can you tell us about yesterday's meeting 
between the President and Paul Volcker? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Very little. The meeting was another 
in a series of meetings that are scheduled in advance «~~ it wasn't an 
impromptu meeting. The President and the Chairman have been meeting 
this way over the past three years on occasions. It's a chance for 
them to exchange views on the economy and the outlook for it, for us 
to understand a little bit more about what they're doing on the 
monetary side and for them to understand a little bit more about where 
we're progressing on the fiscal side. 


Q Mr. Secretary, were any disagreements expressed? 
Did the President have any complaints about the conduct of monetary 
policy and, conversely, did Mr. Volcker make another pitch for reducing 
the deficits? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Well, I would suggest that in general 
terms that the President expressed hope that deficits would be reduced 
further, particularly if we could get cooperation from the Hill 
Democrats and, at the same time, the Chairman hoped that some of the 
new things that are coming in the monetary field, the CRR and things 
of that nature, wouldn't make the job of corralling the monetary 
aggregates too complex. 
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Q ~~ about whether the President had any complaints 
about the conduct of gonetary policy? 


SECRETARY REGAN: I don’t think that the President com- 
plained about it. All he asked was, and reassured the Chairman, that 
he hed no desires for, any need for excessive money supply nor did he 
want the goney supply too tight. Se wan 
would allow for the growth that both the Fed and the 
are projecting in the 4-1/2 percent resi growth srea, and for an 
inflation rate of 5 percent or less. 


Q Mr. Secretary, are we now having an increase in 
the money supply that is, as the President said yesterday, commensurate 
with growth? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Over the last two months the 


money 
supply has at better than « 10 percent rate. I would characterize 
that as sufficient money. 


Q Well, is there a risk of inflation -- reinflation? 


SECRETARY REGAN: I wouldn't think so, because the rate 
of increase in the soney supply over the past six months has only 
been 7 percent and -- 


Q You're satisfied? 


SECRETARY REGAN: All we're saying is it’s their job 
to supply that type of goney for this growth and that rate of 
inflation, and they said they would try to hit it. 


Q Was the ‘84 election mentioned during this meeting, 
or was that -- 


SECRETARY REGAN: Wot to my knowledge, no. 


. Q ~~ ie that the context in which thie discussion took 
place? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Wo. If you're asking are we turning 
the heat on the Fed, no, absolutely not. 


Q Then why is the stock market falling? 
SECRETARY REGAN: One minute. Over here, first. 


Q Well, there have been reports that you were upset 
with the money supply and that you felt that it was too tight. Are 
you denying those reports? It's not true, then? 


SECRETARY REGAN: I, a8 @ matter of fact, thought that 
that was a little bit exaggerated, that report. I've been having 
studies in the Treasury regarding money supply, because the aggregate 
suddenly ay as you know, in the past 10 days. They changed 
dramatically from the figures that were initially released for the 
year 198), and now the changes, plus seasonal adjustments. it 
changed them dramatically and I was trying to get « handle on how 
they've changed and what the significance of that was. 


Q If I can f« llow up, are you then satisfied with how 
Volcker is handling goney supply at this point or not? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Well, all T°il say ie if the Fed «- 
this is not « one-man job -- but if the Federal Open Market Committee 
will supply thoee funds, we'll be satisfied, yes. Wow your question. 

Q What about the stock market? Why is it falling? 


SECRETARY REGAN: What about the stock market? Any number 
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of reasons. I think the primary reason is that you normally have a 
rather large correction in any bull market; it's characteristic of 
every bull market there ever has been. We've had a bull market since 
August of 1962 without a major correction. I think that we're having 


that major correction now, and the market can find any number of 
reasons for that. 


I would suggest that one of the prime reasons for it is 
the unusual yield differential between stocks and bonds -- it's over 
7 percent at the 








current moment. In addition to that, there have been worries about 
our economy. There have Deen worries about our inflation, any 
number of things of that nature, including our deficits. So, the 
market has seized upon these as an excuse, and it's off. 


Q Then, you don't see it as a fundamental vote 
of no confidence looking down the road six or eight months in the 
economy as administered by the President? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Sam, we used to have a saying on 
Wall Street before I left there that the stock market predicted 
nine out of the last six depressions. And the market always 
does things of this nature. No, I'm not -- I don't think that 
is of that type significance at all. 


Q Secretary Regan -- 
SECRETARY REGAN: Yes. 


Q -- is there any concern that with the weakening 
of the dollar that the time deposits from abroad would not 
come in at the rate the Fed had anticipated in setting its targets for 
monetary aggregates? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Well, thank goodness, I'm not getting 
a question about a weak dollar. For two and half years we've been 
getting questions about what's the effect of a high dollar on our 
market. Isn't that pernicious and isn't that wrong and shouldn't 
we be trying to weaken the currency? And now that we've finally got 
a five or six percent retreat of the dollar -- or a strengthening 
of the mark against the dollar -- we finally get this question. 


Q What's the answer? 
SECRETARY REGAN: The answer -- 
Q What's the question? 


SECRETARY REGAN: -- no. (Laughter.) No, I don't 
think that a decline in the dollar means that we're going to lose 
the capital inflows from abroad. I might expand on that a bit 
by saying that there are two types of deficits that capital 
from abroad is supposedly financing. You have to be careful which 
you're referring to. There is a large trade deficit, and if you 
subtract from that our remittances from abroad on the capital we've 
invested over there, we come to the current services deficit. 


That current services deficit by definition has to 
be made up by importation of capital from around the world, but that 
is not going to finance our budget deficit. Foreigners are only 
buying about nine percent of all the United States securities that 
we're issuing -- in 1983 -- or have issued in 1983. So, you can't 
say that foreigners are financing our deficits. That is a wrong 
statement. 


* I have a -- 
SECRETARY REGAN: Yes. 


Q -- very serious question for you. How confident 
are you that the recovery will be sustained through election time? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Very confident. If you look at 
the work of 46 economists and economitrician organizations that make 
ip the s*-called Blue Chip Analysis, their most recent forecast 
that caMe out on February 10th indicates that every one of the 
expects continued growth through ‘85 -- not just through ‘84 








Their average is now about 5.2 percent growth this year. I know of 
no economist -- major economist -- who is predicting a recession this 
year. 


Q But you admit that you need to have that money 
supplied from the Fed in order to sustain this? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Oh, certainly. You have to have it. 
It's like blood in the system. 


Q So, was he twisting his arm yesterday? 

SECRETARY REGAN: io, sir. Not in any shape or fashion. 
Q What was he coing? 

Q Mr. Secretary -- 

Q Mr. Secretary -- 


SECRETARY REGAN: Having a conversation about the 
economy and what's going on. 


Q Mr. Secretary -- 

Q Mr. Secretary -- 

SECRETARY REGAN: Go ahead. 

Q -- can you tell us why Mr. Feldstein -- Dr. Feldstein -- 
is not here today in the normal role of the Economic Advisor reporting 
on these economic indicators? 

SECRETARY REGAN: Well, ever since -- 

Q Has he been muzzled? 

SECRETARY REGAN: -<-- ever since January of 1981, I have 
been and continue to be the chief economic spokesman. And occasionally 
I do appear here in that role, and that's why I'm here today -- 
as the chief economic spokesman. (Laughter. ) 


Oh. We haven't seen you in this role normally 
when housing starts -- 


SECRETARY REGAN: Perhaps you haven't been looking. 
I've been trying to indicate it, but -- 50, I'm here today to give 
this news. 


Q So the Treasury Secretary is the chief economic 
spokesman, not -- 


SECRETARY REGAN: Has been since January 22nd, 198) 
Q Should Or. Feldstein be fired? 

Q Mr. Regan -- 

SECRETARY REGAN: Back there. 

Q -- should Or. Feldstein be fired? (Laughter.) 
SECRETARY REGAN: I'll come back to you, Sam. 

« Will you take this follow-up? (Laughter. 
SECRETARY REGAN: I'‘1l come back to that. 


? 


° I waen't sure of your answer -- you ere concerned 
about the current money Suppiy or are not? 


SECRETARY PEGAN Pardon? 
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Q would you clarify that? Are you concerned about 
the current money supply? 


SECRETARY REGAN: I said in answer to a question 
up here regarding that that we let the Fed select their own targets, 
we let them be the determinant of what is enough money supply for 
continued growth in a non-inflationary way in this economic systen. 


Q -- notwithstanding what the Fed does, are 
you concerned, you know, right now? 
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SECRETARY REGAN: Am I concerned right now about what? 
Q The current growth of the money supply. 


SECRETARY REGAN: wo, I just answered again a question 
here, that 10 percent growth over the last two months was plenty of 
money to sustain this kind of non-inflationary growth and over the 
year last year 9.3 percent. That was enough to have a 6.1 percent 
growth and a 3 percent inflation. So we were satistied. 


Q At the very least, it's acceptable at the moment? 
SECRETARY REGAN: Yes. 

Q Will Dr. Feldstein be fired? 

SECRETARY REGAN: I wouldn't see why. 


Q Well, the why would be that he is a disloyal person 
in that the administration has set a course, wrongly or rightly, and 
he is at variance with it publicly. 


SECRETARY REGAN: I can tell you this as a person who has 
been a chief executive officer in a major corporation, any chief 
executive officer is well served by having differences of opinion around 
him from his advisers. If he doesn't, he has a bunch of “yes” men and 
that doesn't serve him well. And in this administration we do have 
sharp differences of opinion on economic policy among the President's 
advisers. 


The President himself is the chief economic spokesman for 
his own administration and he determines economic policy, takes the 
advice from among his advisers that he wishes to accept. In private 
oe we are accustomed then to falling in line and pursuing that 
policy. 


Q Well, that’s it. At Merrill Lynch, if I were your 
customer in those days, would you have tolerated one of your executives 
saying publicly that Merrill Lynch was unsound and warning that perhaps 
down the line the money market fund might fall apart? 


SECRETARY REGAN: I wouldn't want to characterize it that 
way, because I never had any public disagreements when I was head of 
Merrill Lynch. (Laughter.) 


Back over here. 


Q Mr. Secretary, you said in the fourth quarter of 
rear, when growth slowed down to 4-1/2 percent, that you were 
happy, because this eliminated fears of overheating. Now we have 
figures in a much faster growth. Is there any concern of overheating 
and possibly, again, running into Fed trouble? 


SECRETARY REGAN: I don't think we'll get into the over- 
heating stage, and I'm not prepared at this moment to change our fore- 
cast for the quarter. In spite of the excellent figures for January, 
we still have two more months to go in the quarter. We have projected 
a 5 percent real growth for this quarter. If it came in two percentage 
points over that, I wouldn't consider that to be overheat ng. 


And I think that this is a pure indication that the course 
that we've plotted is the one that's being followed and we're sticking 
to it. 


Q Can I assume, Mr. Secretary, on the dollar, will 
the recent movement and continued movement affect inflation in this 
country? 


SECRETARY REGAN: I don't think that the downward sovement 
of the do'lar need bring beck inflation to this country; it depends 
upon how it's handled from a monetary point of view. Obviously, if 
we don't heve a8 much foreign capital coming into this country, we 
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could make that up in increased exports, because our exports become 

more competitive with those of foreigners. There are many manufacturers 
who have told me that, product-wise, we're in a great position, from a 
cost of point of view as well as a quality point of view, to compete 
with other industrialized nations. It's just been the strong dollar 
that's prevented our really being able to compete. 


So if the dollar goes down and we can compete that way, 
we'll increase our exports. 


Q Mr. Secretary, you noted before that you haven't 
appeared here in a while in this briefing room. Why did you pick 
today? Does it have anything to do with the fact that this is an 
election year and will we see more of you as the election gets closer? 


SECRETARY REGAN: I'm not running for anything. Wo, it 
merely is that it so happens that there's been a conflux of good 
economic news and to try to put it all together and set a stage for it, 
I was asked if I would do this. 

MR. FITZWATER: Let's have a final question. 


Q If he‘s wrong, he may .e running from something, 
though. (Laughter.) 


Q In answer to Sam's question about whether Dr. Feldstein 
should be fired, it was reported in a news magazine that you had asked 
the White House to have Feldstein fired, that you had gone to Baker. 
Is that report incorrect? 

SECRETARY REGAN: That report's incorrect. 

Q What is the truth of that? Is there -- 

SECRETARY REGAJ: I, from time to time, do make my views 
known on comments by others in the media regarding economic affairs, 
and that just happened to be one of those days. 

Thank you all very much. 

THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 11:41 A.M. EST 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
SENIOR ADMINESTRATTON OF FICIAL 
THE BRDEPLOYKENT PLAN 
February 16, 1984 


4:12 P.M. EST 


MR. SPEAKES: This is a briefing on background. I would 
suggest those of you who cannot abide by the regulations that they 
be on the background, please excuse yourself. [If you cannot do that 
and wish to break the normal regulations we have here, then you 
may do so and endure the wrath of your colleagues and we will have to 
take that in considerati:~ ...en we're trying to provide information 
to you on a background basis. 


~ 


2 Well, I'm going to say tha ou identified the 
briefer in public at noon : 


MR. SPEAKES: We always identify the briefer. 
Q You were on the record. 


MR. SPEAKES: If you want to play that game, Sam, you 
may. 


Q It's not a game -- 
MR. SPEAKES: If you want to play it -- 


Q You're the spokesman on the record out here. Do 
you want to take it back now and say it wasn't on the record? 


MR. SPEAKES: No, no -- 

Q Do you want to accuse me of violating -- 

MR. SPEAKES: Wait a minute, let me speak. Do you know 
that every time we introduce a briefing here on background we identify 
the briefer? 


Q At noon, Larry. 


MR. SPEAKES: I understand that. But if you want to play 
that game, Sam, you can play it. 


Q I will. 

MR. SPEAKES: If you want to get up and walk out of here -- 
Q All right. 

MR. SPEAKES: <-- as a gentleman would do, and one who is 4 


professional and one who would recognize that we do these things or 
background or, I hasten to say, Jody Powell was right. 





9 Larry -- 


2 OhhAhhh. 


°) -- I am going to ident: ty A +: the 
: _ you like to be identified -- 


Tf as 


briefer -- 
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Q -- that you identified this noon. 
Q -- for history's sake? For history's sake. 


MR. SPEAKES: He prefers to do this on the background 
and he will do it on background. 


Now, if you want to play that game, Sam, you may. But 
I think we will take tha® into consideration when we do future 
briefings ani try to keep this press corps informed by bringing 
the people that are involved in the decision-making processes down 
here to meet with you. 


So -- 

Q We've indicated our position. 

MR. SPEAKES: -- you have made your choice. I think it 
is very unprofessional. I think it is not at all the right thing 
to do. But so be it and -- 


Q Your lecture on professionalism has been noted. 


MR. SPEAKES: Okay. Note it. And I hope you will take 
it to the highest levels within your organization. 





the briefer, as we alweys do, identif briefer 
Ana he 
Q May I ask a question? 
MP. SPEAKES: Yes. 
Q Why is he being on background and why can't we 


use his name? And what's the reasoning that you won't let us 
use your name? 


MR. SPEAKES: We prefer to do it that way. 


Q Is there a reason? 
; I can give you a long sermon on that -- 
Q He doesn't have -- 
MR. SPEAKES: Go anead, ms 
Q No, no, I mean, is there a reason that we can 


hear anywhere? 


MR. SPEAKES: Do we want to sit here and debate this 
xx do you -- 


9 Well, I want to ask that question. 

MR. SPEAKES: <-- want to cet down to the policy business? 
Q I want to ask that question. 

MP. SPEAKES: Well, that's the way we prefer to do it. 


That's the way we're doing business. If you don't like it, there's 
the door. 


< Words have meaning. 
. what? 
5 Mow are we identifying you? What is the -- 


“RP SPEAFES: Senior administration official. 
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Q We can't even say “White House"? 
MR. SPEAKES: What? 
Q White House? 


MR. SPEAKES: If you would like to say “Senior White 
House,“ you may. If ABC takes exception, they may go their own course. 


No, I believe he is a Senior White House Official. 
I don't take exception to that at all. 


Q Let the briefing begin. 
Q Thank you. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: To the extent that I 
may have contributed to the contretemps, I'm sorry. I volunteered 
to answer questions. I think it's apparent that in the past days 
and weeks there have been an interest among you in getting some pre- 
cision on the factors influencing decisions as well as the facts 
and so I offered to come down today and in days to come more often 
than I have to try to do that. And I said it, however, in the con- 
text of what I am here to do as opposed to what I'm not here to do, 
and the President looks to the Secretary of State to be the articulator 
of his foreign policy, and I think he should. 


So I don't want to get involved in that. But I do think 
it's useful to me, and I hope to you, to just answer questions 
where there is a lack of precision. And I'll try to do that more 
often. But I think it's healthy -- 

Q May I ask one question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- to do that on back- 
ground so -- 


Q May I -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- that there's no 


misunderstanding as to where responsibility for the public articu- 
lation of foreign policy lies. 
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Q Is there a decision? What is the decision you 
want to -- you'll be happy to answer questions on? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm ansu« ing questions 
that I thought that you and others had posed, Sam, about -- 


Q Well, maybe. But Larry Speakes said at noon 
that you would be down here to announce the President's decision on 
the so-called Weinberger Plan for the withdrawal of U.S. Marines 
to the ships from Beirut. Now, if you're not, fine. But that's 
why, I think, most of us think you're here. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm here for what 
I've said I was here for, and I think perhaps after you listen 
to what I have to say, if there is any ambiguity, I'll be glad 
to talk to you further about it. 


Q If there's a decision, what is it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As I say, I came 
here to answer questions. Has anybody got one? 


Helen? 


Q Yes. Has the President signed off on a plan for 
redeployment of the troops from Beirut to the 6th Fleet, and what 
is the plan? 


Q Thank you. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President's 
announcement last week asked that the Secretary of State and Defense 
consult with the government of Lebanon pursuant to the President's 
decision to redeploy the U.S. MNF contingent to sea and to offer 
other measures of support to the government of Lebanon. 


He asked that they consult with that government 
and with our partners in the MNF. A round of those consultations 
has been completed, and based upon those, the Secretary of Defense 
has submitted to the President his proposal for how that redeployment 
should be conducted to assure a stable transition into this 
new phase. 


He has recommended to the President that’ that 
redeployment commence and occur over time under circumstances and 
under procedures that will give us the best prospect of stability. 
The plan has been received by me, and I intend to submit it tomorrow 
morning to the President. It is not contentious, and as a consejuence, 
I anticipate the President will reach a decision to approve it 
tomorrow. 


For purposes of your own understanding of that, you can 
be confident that the redeployment will commence tomorrow. 


Q Tomorrow? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. Well, 
that -- approval will be granted tomorrow. And I would anticipate 
that movement will take place in the next two or three days -- 
the first movement -- and will carry on in a stable, orderly fashion 
in the coming days and weeks. 


Q Over a month? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President's estimate 
at the time and based on the Secretary's recommendation was that it 


could be accomplished within 30 days. That remains the Secretary's 
expectation. 
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Q Who do we anticipate will take up the positions 
left behind by the Marines at the airport? And what is your 
understanding of the current capabilities of the LAF? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The new garrison 
Or responsibility -- the responsible unit there is something that 
will be determined in the days ahead. All of us are aware that the 
political situation there is in some flux. The possibilities include 
Internal Security Forces of Lebanon -- tls ISF -- conceivably the 
LAF. The determination of that will be influenced by the political 
progress that is made in creating a stable situation in Lebanon and 
the attitudes of those in a position of influence -- Amal, 
Druze and others nearby -- based upon their self-interest in the 
continued operation of the airport. 


Q Were we going to -- Don't you have to determine who 
are we moving into the airport before we leave or will we leave 
and just let them fight it out if that's what it comes down to? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, of course, we 
intend to try with the government there and with our MNF partners 
to leave a stable situation there. 
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The success in that is governed by the progress that is made in talks 
that all of you are reporting now under way both in Beirut and in 
Damascus, too. Lesley? 


Q What about the U.S. fleet? What is the situation 
with the fleet? Is it possible that they could be moved off the 
coast? Is that an open question now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think I under- 
stand. When you say is it possible that “they,” “they” the Marines? 


The ships in the U.S. fleet that are off the coast, 
could they be ordered to sail away from the coast now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have no reason to do 
that nor would I anticipate that to be the case. The ground forces, 
the Marines, will go aboard ship, but they will remain in their current 
disposition offshore. Chris? 


Q What is the standing of this so-called eight-point 
plan. We've been told that the administration has some problems with 
it. Can you be at all specific as to what the problems are and how 
seriously do we take it as a possible solution to the Lebanese situation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The reports of the plan 
reflect its consideration by the government of Lebanon, and other 
reports have indicated that were the government to approve, that it 
would be tendered in Damascus. The United States has not been asked 
to take a position on it, nor have we. The future of it and its 
prospects are a function of Saudi diplomacy and its discourse with 
the government of Lebanon and, ultimately, Syria. 


But the U.S. position on various aspects in isolation 
are well known. The President yesterday made clear his continued 
support of the May 17 agreement. He pointed out that United States, 
while not a party to it and, consequently, not in a position to say 
yay or nay, helped in its negotiation in good faith and believes that 
it does provide, because it provides for the withdrawal of Israel, 
that it is a useful instrument. 


The Secretary of State made the very relevant point that 
for those who seek to dismiss it or set it aside, the responsibility 
inures to find a way to accomplish the withdrawal of Israeli forces. 


Q But if I can just follow up, given those concerns 
and obviously the Israeli vehement statements that they would be very 
upset and would stay in Lebanon permanently, were the agreement to be 
abrogated, do we really think it has any serious hopes for resolving 
the situation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't want to comment 
further on it, Chris. I've said that the U.S. position on the agree- 
ment is well known and hasn't changed. Ard -- 


Q Well, but it has changed, hasn't it? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <- the future of the <-- 
Q Didn't you tell Gemayel -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <= this concept will 
have to play out in Saudi diplomacy. 


Q But hasn't it changed? Didn't you tell Gemayel when 
he was here that we would not look with favor on an abrogation? And 
the President told reporters, I think yesterday, that if he abrogated it, 
we wouldn't change our policy. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think, if you check 
the transcript, the President said that we would continue our efforts 
to make peace. 

















Q We haven't been given the transcript. It's in the 
paper. The quotes are in the paper. Go on, that what? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That the United States 
would continue its efforts to make peace wherever -- for as long as 
there's promise of that. 


Q Yes, but the question was would we change our policy 
toward Gemayel if he abrogated the agreement, and the President said 
no? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President, then and 
before and since, has said that we continue to support the govern- 
ment's efforts to reach accommodation with the opposition and that we 
will continue to seek to contribute to a peace process in any way that 
we can. 


Q In isolation -- 








SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse me. Go ahead 
and then Andrea. 


Q In isolation, we have problems with the abroga- 
tion of May 17th. But how about looking at this Eight-Point Plan 
as a package? Emphasized to us earlier by an official that it 
was accepted by Gemayel as a package. And do we have a position 
on it as a package? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not going to comment 
any further on it. Our position on the agreement and our presumption 
as to the future course of this concept is as I have said it and 
we can't prejudge hcw it will come out either in Damascus or, sub- 
sequent to Damascus, back in Beirut. So it's just premature to 
prejudge that. 


Q Are we in any way attempting to influence what 
happens in regard to this package, even if we can't take a public 
position? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is not our packace. 
To the extent that it is important that people know where we stand 
on elements in it, we have made clear where we stand. And the 
President said it publicly. 


. 
e) Could -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse me. I said 
Andrea. 


Q Jumblatt has said that it's too little, too late 
and that this is a demonstration of the failure of American policy 
in Lebanon. 


Well, first of all, do you have any expectation that 
the Syrians will be able to influence Jumblatt to go along with 
it and that there is any hope for the packace? 


And, secondly, could you comment on the failure of 
American policy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Statements of that 
kind seem to me -- well, out of place for someone in a position 
of leadership if they aspire to some solution. Mr. Jumblatt has 
said on other occasions that he hopes for a peaceful settlement. 


Well, to then cast dispersions on someone's concept of 
how you can get there isn't very helpful. 


On your second point, whether or not Mr. Jumblatt is 
swayed by Syrian efforts is conjectoral. Historically, at times 
he has been and at others he has not. 


I think that the latter part of your question, while 
natural, is, I would say, tactical. Andwhat all of us, I think, 
need to do is to look at what is happening here in the framework 
of two years of effort. There have surely been setbacks, bad 
ones. But I think we have to recognize there have been substantial 
gains. 


MORE 








Q What are the gains? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are certain -- 





Well, I think the gains, first of all, were that two 
years ago we faced a situation that was extremely unstable in 
which we had a high number, over 10,000, PLO in a position and 
actively carrying out violence against Israel. Today, that violence 
has been very, very substantially reduced. The security climate 
on Israel‘s northern border has fundamentally changed and that's 
no small accomplishment. 


Q They don't think so. 


Q That's not our accomplishment. That's Israel's 
accomplishment. 


They invade. 


That's not an accomplishment of American policy, 


a) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The condition after 
the movement of Israel into the country still included these 
same 10,000 plus PLO in the country. And it wasn’t until the 
MNF went in there that the United States was able to broker the 
Zeparture of, first, about 5,000 out of Beirut and, more recent- 
ly, an equivalent number out of Tripoli to the north. That the 
government was able to do that was reliant importantly on that 
MNF presence. 


And I think, too, that you can't ignore that as fractious 


as the Lebanese population is and as fractious as their political 
parties are, that what is occurrirs is an effort 
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to establish a government reflective of the demography of the country. 
Now, that hasn't even been tried for 40 years. The fact that it is 
being tried now is a reflection of a willingness of a government 

to take some risks that it surely would not have been able to take 

Or willing to take if it hadn't had Western backinc. 


Q I want to follow up your -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And the MNF provided 
that. 


Q -- initial answer to me about Jumblatt. You 
were suggesting that Jumblatt was somehow sabotaging an attempt 
at a peaceful solution. Are you suggesting that the package is 
somehow a possible peaceful solution that this government could 
accept even though you have problems with discreet portions of it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Andrea, I didn't say 
that, that he was sabotaging anything. I said that at a time when 
he, the Amal, the government -- all have a stake in peace and an 
interest in peace -- that when someone has an idea, to dismiss 
is not terribly helpful. That isn't to say to assess a judgment 
by us on the plan; anybody's plan, it seems to me, ought to be given 
a serious hearing, whether it's the government's or the Amal or 
his. If he has one, it would be useful to hear it. 


Q May I follow on -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Steve. Then, I'll 
go to Larry. 


Q Is it now the approach of the administration 
to sort of take a less direct role in the region or in negotiations 
that previously we have, as you say, been the active broker, both 
with the Secretary of State and with two highly visible speciai 
envoys in the region shuttling around? Is it now our view basically 
that we've -- that the U.S. has done just about all it can as 
a broker for the time being and that we are sort of deliberately 
Sitting back and seeing whether other parties can do something without 


the taint, if you will, of American participation? Is that not what 
we re seeing here? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm glad you bring 
up the point because that is the core issue here, I think, Steve. 
And I assert and I invite your criticism that the striking outcome 
here -- perhaps two -- is that there is even more decuviy felt today 
an awareness of the imperative of solving the Palestinian problem. 
And there is, together with that, the recognition that only 
the United States can advance all the parties toward that solution. 


The singular documentation, I would say, to that 
assertion is that we have had in the past two days here two heads 
of state who have come and reaffirmed their commitment to the United 
States and their invitation to the United States to remain engaged 
as the critical link without which there can be no peace process. 
So, it is terribly worthwhile and important to note that this, 
far from being ruled out, is being underscored by those who have 
the greatest stake in it. 


Q By whom is it deeply felt? 


Q But -- wait. Wait a second. Isn't it clear 
though <-- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: By the visitors and 
by us. 


Q -- with the Secretary of State leaving town 
and other actions that, you know, the administration is sort of 
waiting for people to re-recognize that what you say is the truth? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't see -- 
Q I mean, what -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- why you 
Say that, Steve. It's hardly waiting when we have two heads 
of state come to town to talk about next steps in the peace 
process. It is hardly reticent on their part when they volunteer 
to do that. 


Q But it isn't a Secretary of State who's shuttl_ng 
through the Middle Fast now. It‘s a Saudi prince, and the American 
Secretary of State's going on a Caribbean vacation. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think really, though, 
Chris, if one wanted to find historical antecedents, I doubt that 
Henry Kissinger refused to take a day off in the eight months of 
Saudi -- or of Middle 
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East diplomacy in the 1974 period. 


Q You don't see any significance to the fact that 
it’s the Saudis that are carrying out the diplomacy now and not us? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Listen, the -- 


Q No one is asking this question in an accusatory 
way, just trying to analyze -- you know, these things ebb and flow. 
It now seems like you're saying that mavbe the United States has a 
more constructive role to play in refocusing everybody's attention 
back to the West Bank and the Palestinian problem, and that, perhaps, 
because of events of the last few days, perhaps even including the 
President's decision to redeploy, we can‘t play a constructive role 
right now in Lebanon, itself. Now, that's a perception that -- if 
you look at this that's, I think, what you xind cf conclude. Is 
that completely wrong or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The United States, as I 
Said, is acknowledged by the states in the area -- and I would include 
all of them, Syria as well -- as central to the peace process. And I 
submit and I'm very puzzled by even tae assertion that the presence 


here of two heads of state attesting to that should even leave it in 
doubt. 


The United States intends to remain engaged. The states 
in the area insist upon it. We intend to do so. And I think we've 
manifested that in the meetings we've had this week. 


Q But he's asking about Lebanon. 
Q He's asking about Lebanon. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me take three or 


four in the back. I'll stay, don't worry about it. Right here in the 
middie. 


Q Can we get back to the Marines just for a second? 
Q Yes, please. 
Q can you tell us how many Marines will start to leave 


tomorrow, and at the end of 30 days, how many do you anticipate will 
still be there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFIC‘TAL: Well, I'll give you 
some precision on the last part because it doesn't impinge on military 
plans. At no time would anybody in a peace-time exercise acknowledge 
how many are in X place or Y place. It just is not good security policy 
to identify when X number are going to move and so forth. 


The President's decision tomorrow will set in motior, 
surely within two or three days, movement. And the phasing of that is 
a function of what is orderly in the military sense and coordination 
with the MNF allies and the turnover of those responsibilities to a 
successor regime around the airport. 


The remaining mission ashore is both, as the President 
said, to provide training assistance to the Lebanese and also to assure 
the protection of Americans, the official presence, still there at the 
Embassy and the Residence. That will be at the same level basically 
as it has always been. This has been a watch of some 60 Marines who 
are on duty in the location of the Embassy and there are three reliefs 
of them there. And that presence will stay. 


Q How many army trainers? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That varies over time, 
and has always. There have been something on the orde: of 100 to 150 


that have been there historically. That number can go up and down. It 
would not be a dramatic change in that number in the future. 
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Q Would you reject the idea that the Weinberser 
plan calls for about 500 army trainers? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the composition 
of the -- call it, the American presence in-country includes trainers, 
the security people at the Embassy, the -- call it, managerial people 
involved in the security assistance program, and so forth, and I 
believe the Secretary's estimate is about right on that. 

Q 500? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In fact, that is -- 

Q 500 total? 

Q 500 -- but those are trainers or total U.S. personnel? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Those are total U.S. 
) personnel. 


Q That will be left after the redeployment? 
Q Military personnel? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. 


Q Including the Marines? As security? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. 
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° Wait a minute, does the 30 days start tomorrow, 
the next day, or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Doug? 
Q Tomorrow or the next day. 


Q How can you remove large numbers of Marines from 
their positions at the airport until you've worked out who's going to 
take their positions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you do have to do 
that and we are doing that. You can move -- 


Q But does that mean we won't get a large number out 
until you've worked out who's going to move into their positions 
behind them? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, at the beginning 
I pointed out that there is a considerable flux in the political 
situation there. Now optimally it would be good for the government 
to come to terms with the Amal, the Druze, and everybody else, and 
for all of them to say okay, we should put ISF into the airport. 
Now that is, call it, best case. The worst case may be that while they 
all agree on the purpose, they cannot agree on who does it, end thus 
the situation at the airport, which is not, after all, strategic to 
a faction’s influence or future power, could become a matter of 
armed truce. 





I think realistically, however, that each of the factions 
there, whatever may be their attitude toward political accommodation, 
sees value in avoiding violence over something that is inconsequential 
to their future. And so for that reason I think a presumption, which 
I take in your question, that there's going to be a lot of violence 
around there is not consistent with the seif-interest of Amal, or Druze, 
or anybody else. 


All of that rhetoric to the point that I think there can 
be a stable outcome regardless of who takes over, whether it is the 
internal security force, the Lebanese army, or a stalemate-accepted 
truce between Amal and Druze, and those that are present. In the back? 


Q Let me go back over the figures with you. Did you 
say 290 Marines per watch would be left? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sixty per watch times 
three, md there's some command and these buliets band-aids people, so 
it probably gets up to the order for security of about 200. But in 
addition to that, you have the trainers, and you have the managerial 
people, and that number would fluctuate. It would not exceed what 
the Secretary of Defense said of about 500 people. Jerry? 


2 The MAU has a large amount of equiprent, supplies, 
stores, ammunition, food, et cetera. Are they going to take all of that 
ashore -- I mean back to the 6th Fleet ships? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 

Q And I have a follow-up -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Go ahead. They will 
take everything they own. 


Q Even the food? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
2 And, secondly, they're being described as surrounded. 
The fact that they're surrounded on all four sides, but yet pass freely 


through, is that by arrangement, agreement, or are they passing with 
a flag of truce, or just how is that happening? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is by informal 
arrangement and, again, I take you back to the kind of logic of the 
Situation. That is natural, I guess, to worry about people that are 
armed being around you; that’s a sensibie impulse. But when you ask 
what is the interest of those people, there is no interest served for 
the Druze, for the Amal, and so forth, in stirring up a fight with the 
Marines. Indeed, the Druze have said their objective is that the 
United States leave. Well, the reality on the ground is that there 
is no hostility there and it's our expectation we can preserve that. 


Q You seem to be saying that -- could I follow tha: up? 
2 Do you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There, and then there, 
and then Larry. I'll get you. 


Q If the situation in Lebaron deteriorates very quickly, 
is it possible all the Marines will be pulled out much faster than in 
30 days? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is best done in an 
orderly fashion within the time frame I've given you. The local 
commander is prepared for all contingencies. He can telescope it and 
we're confident that he's prepared to conduct this in a fashion that 
both assures the safety of the people and tries as best we can to leave 
a stable situation there with our MNF partners and so forth. 


Q The plan the President will approve tomorrow, does 
it include a contingency for that? To telescope it a lot and very 
quickly if the situation warrants? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the Secretary's 
proposal included the ase irance to the President that the plans have 
been made for assuring a safe redeployment under any circumstances. 


I was just wondering if you report any progress on 
the formation of a U.N. peacekeeping force and whether, in the lonc 
run, you think that is or is not very realistic to expect? 


Q Ask one more question about the Marines? And then 
go back? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, let's do this one 
and tren Larry's and then you. 


I've seen the same reports you hee and the French have 
made suggestions of greater use of U.N. people. We have urged for a 
long time -- when I was out there, I urged, in September, a U.N. 
presence. And we think that would be very useful, particularly with 
regard to the -- ensuring the safety of the Palestinian refugee camps. 


On that point, I guess as a footnote, it -- there are 
right now over a thousand PLO there and they have a very high interest 
in assuring the safety of those camps. But I don't want to finesse 
the point. Yes, we are interested ina U.N. force under terms which 


assure its effective functioning there and we'll consider such proposals 
as are made. 


Larry. 


Q Back at the time of the Suq-el-Gharb action last 
fall and immediately thereafter, there was a certain taking of pride 
around here at the way the LAF had developed with U.S. help and training. 
And then there was some months after that where, presumably, there was 
more help and training. Why do you think it deteriorated -- the LAF 
deteriorated so quickly, is the first question. And the second ques- 
tion is, does it have any fighting capability left as far as we know? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The difficulties in 
overcoming sectarian factional differences that have existed there for 
the past ten years are very complicated and the positions taken at every 
faction are ones bitterly held, profoundly held. 


Now, steps in overcoming those are necessarily tentative. 
The government has proposed a framework it believes fair. [It has 
asserted that the formation of an army which is integrated by all and 
reflective of this reconciliation with Moslem-Christian balance and 
everybody acknowledged that. 








The willingness or the impulse for any single faction -- 
Druze, or Amal, Or someone else -- to influence the army and service 
by soldiers in it is a reflection of their confidence in the political 
\ process. It doesn't have anything to do about an army -- about the 
army, per se, and how it functions now. So it's a political expression 
i of the factions’ leadership to urge their Moslem soldiers to lea. 
That is -- I don't ignore your point -- that the result is th came 
if the army cannot function because of it. But I think it’. not the 
same thing to say that the army wasn't any good. The army was sub- 
verted, if you will, by the political leadership of the several factions. 
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| Their skills seemed good. The political overlay in 
which they functioned was the problem. 


Yes? 
Q I have two questions. The first is: When thc 


Marines are redeploved to their ships, do they then cease tw be part 
of the multinational force? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 

Q What? 

0 -- question -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The cuestion was: “When 
the Marines are deployed afloat, do they continue to be in the multi- 
mational force?” And the answer is yes. 


Q Can I ask -- 


Q Wait -- the way you formulated the question, the 
answer is yes, the way she formulated the question, the answer is no -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorrv <-- 
Q -- just for the record -- thev are consistent? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry, I -=- do vou 
want to say that again? 


Q I just said, When the Marines are redeployed to ships, 
Go they cease tc be members of the multinational force? 


Q Good job <= thank you. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okav. It was stated, 
"When they cet aboard ship, do thev cease to be a member of the MNF?" 
and I said, “No,” because thev don't cease, they continue. 


Q How long will they be members of the multinational 
force? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The multinational force 
has provided, I assert, and continues to ocrovide, « constructive 
influence. Our contributions, both training-wise and presence-wise, 
are in that -- in the context of trying to be helpful. 


The situation, again, is one of flux, and depending upon 
a political evolution in the country, the government of Lebanon will 
seek, I am confident, to establish their own control at some point. 
And the United States will deal with them in tryine to make that 
transition, when, and if, it occurs, as smooth as we can. 


Q Can I follow up -- 
Q Do you have <- the question of -- 
Q -- follow up -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Follow up here, and then 
I'll go to you. 


Q My second question was, earlier vou seemed to be 
indicating when you said -- Whv would these people, even though thev're 
armed, want to harm the Marines -- you seem to be indicating that you 
4id not feel they were in anv danger. Is that the case? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it would be feckless 
to say that somebody in Lebanon is not in dancer. (Laughter.) There 
is always the risk that somebody's coinc to harm you. As a conscious, 
Geliberate, premeditated act of violence acainst the Marines, mv 
assertion is that each faction has important incentives not to do that, 
Or reasons not to do that. I didn't sav that there isn't a risk. 
There is a risk. 


Yes? 


Q Could you explain to us what these trainers are coinc 
to be training, considering that the army is in a state of dissolution? 
Ané could you tell us -- is there anything you can add tc the statement 


that part of the new U.S. presence there will be a counter-terrorist 
force? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the whole motive 
for the U.S. review of our posture there was that there were -- that 
threats had emerged with which the Marines were not best suited to 
deal. And the question, is there a way that the United States can 
better help Lebanon deal with those threats? And, one of them clearly, 
is terrorism. 


If, between ourselves and the MNF partners, the British, 
the French, the Italians, we could provide both the internal security 
forces -- which we're not allowed to train -- and the Lebanese arev, 
which we can, a better abilitv to deal with that would be useful. 


So, yes, part of the temporarv training that we're willine 
to provide is counter-terrorist training. And the timinc of that is 
again a function of when stability -- when the political situation 
shakes out in Beirut. 


Q May I -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. You had a follow 
up from before. 


Q Can you -- from February 7th on for several days, 
the decision was that we were going to withdraw 500 Marines within e 
month and then the timetable was open beyond that. Why did we speed 


it up to withdraw practically all of them within 30 days? Can vou speak 
to that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The original planning 
was based upon an existing situation in Beirut at the time we completed 
it. And all of us could see that the importance of the MNF -- the 
importance that the government of Lebanon placed on it in its current 
role -- was one which probably would take a matter of time, and there 
was never any great precision on it, but that it had to take place over 
a period of months to establish the confidence there that the new 
presence, the reoriented role of trying to train them on <-- to deal with 
the real threat, terrorism -- could take place, and that this natural 
evolution in our force disposition ought to be done with some deliber- 
ation so as to maintain constency throughout. 


Q But -- the question is <-- whv are vou withdrawine 
them faster than <- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's what I'm getting to. 
(Laughter. ) 


Now, the events of last weekend in which the Amai and 
Druze forces took charge and control of West Beirut, created a very 
different situation in which the Marines, themselves, as perceived by 
the government of Lebanon, could be a vulnerability not onlv to then, 
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but of course to the Marines themselves and to us, and where they and 
we agreed that it would be less difficult for them to deal with one 
less point of -- weil, I'm getting too wordy -- (Laughter.) -- where 
they and we agreed that the -- we could get on with the business of 
training them toward the mission that was most urgent if the Marines 
went ahead and moved offshore right away, because neither -- thev could 
not foresee, nor guarantee, what the situation would be around the 
airport, around South Beirut or West Beirut, so they said the best 
course is for you to demonstrate your constancy to us bv beginning to 
reorient your presence, cet it aboard shio, and that's one less probler 
we'll have to deal with. 


Q How nice of them -- 

Q They were safer -- (Lauchter.) 

MR. SIMS: Two more questions here. 

Q I thought you said -- 

Q I think that <- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Charlie? 


* You have said they're not vulnerable and you have 
said they are vulnerable. I don’t know which you mean. 


Q Both. (Laughter.) 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the <-- 


Q You said they left, they're leaving, because they're 
vulnerable, but you said there's no need to rush because thev're safe. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it is a change of 
heart, really -- and it is a little ambiquous, Charlie -- (Laughter.) 
~~ the fact is that it's very -- whenever you're in the government of 
Lebanor, or if you were in the government of Lebanon today, vou would 
want as few issues each day in your in-box as you -- (Lauchter.) 


Now, if there is constantly the matter of the Marines there 
having to do business informally with two of the factions which are 
Opposing your government <-- that’s not something which you want to 
contend with. You'd rather not have a foreion presence that is doing 
business with factions that are opposing you. You'd also, flatly, not 
like to have somebody which -- whatever may be the real threat -- there 
is a perceived threat by many that there's risk there. And that 


creates political vulnerabilities and it creates, possiblv, military 
vulnerabilities. 


And 60, they and we agreed that -- look, there will be one 
less issue on your plate if we can get those people aboard ship and 
we can do a better job of supporting you if you do. Wow, I think -- 


Q But -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <- that is <-- that's a 
conclusion any sensible person would reach when the conditions chanced 
as they did. 

Q Are the French and the Italians leaving also? 

Q You said -- you said you're now working -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Here and then here. 


TF ble 

















» 20 - 


*) You sail vou'’re now working on who would come ir 
behind the Marines at the airpurt. To reemphasize or try to get 
some clarification of « question you answered earlier, is it conceivable 
that leck of success in that effort would hold up the withdrawal -- 
would prolong it to longer than 30 days? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I dom’t expect that. 
And you say, “is it conceivable?" -- I think there is -- 


Q If you don’t resolve that, would you prolonc the 
withdrewal? 


“ORE 








SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am very confident 
that we will be able to complete this redeployment in the orojected 
time frame anc I don't believe that the ex-post environment there 
will be a hinérance to t*hac. 


MR. SIMS: Car we get Ben and then Helen. And then we're 
going to have to erd. He has to leave, so we've got two. Ben, then Helen. 


2 If the Marines are now passing through the Druze 
lires under an informal arrangement -- if they are in fact safe 
ané no longer vulnerable, doesn't that invalidate our justification 
for continuing the shelling? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, first of all 
the premise is wrong. United States shells whenever somebody shells 
us. Now that happens from time to time and there has really been a 
lot of misinformation here. When you go back to last week, and I 
rea.ly urge you to do that, on Monday and Tuesday, the -- and that's after 
the suthorities were all there for us to fire -- the United States 
was extrevely restrained there. It wasn't until Wednesday when we 
got rounds inside the Ambassador's residence or compound that the 
United States reacted with some considerable firmness. Now we had 
passed back both to the Syrians before that. And at the time that the 
Unived States intended to react, our restraint reflected our hopes 
and our efforts to create some climate of calm in which the diplomacy 
could play out. Well, it wasn't. At least it wasn't being acknowledged 
by the other side. So we shot back. But it hasn't been a situation 
where we have been willy-nilly just shooting for the sake of it at 
all. It has been shooting back when Americans have been shot at. 


9 Now on the fleet -- 


MR. SIMS: Helen -- 
Q May I ask -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Helen and the Lesley. 
And wio'd you say -- 


MR. SIMS: Helen and -- take Lesley. 


Q What happens to Italy and France and their -- 


Italy and France, their troops, in the MNF? Are they all being 
pulled out? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I should not and 


I cannot speak for them. I'd have to refer you to those governments. 
In Our consultations, they -- 


Q It is one force, isn't it? Surely -- 
Q He was about to answer. 

Q Oh, I’m sorry. 

Q In your consultations, what? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The consultations have 
reflected a common theme of each of them believing that the MNF ought 
to be preserved and -- but I wouldn't comment on their intentions 
an terms of numbers or anything else. The Italians have a field 
hospital there which has been vell received and which they feel is very 
useful. The French have had other roles and missions to play and 
they have expressed renewed commitment to play a positive le in 
Lebanon. But I cannot and I shouldn't get into what thea mmediate -- 
what any change they might make. 


Q On the fleet, are you wanting to leave the 
imprefsion that it is non-negotiable that that fleet could be moved 
away, if that were a condition for bringing in a UN force? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I would. And 
the reason I would has nothing to do with Lebanon. Bear in mind, 
the fleet's been there for 38 years. And it is there not because 
of Lebanon; it's there -- has been -- as part of the European 
Command's naval component. 
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Q Right there off the coast where it is now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Often it is. My 


point is, though, that the freedom of navigation in the Mediterranean 
cannot be an issue here. That will be -- 


Q That's not what she's asking. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, if you're asking 
about the three-mile limit, United States operates in or cut of that 
as a practical matter. We haven't often operated inside that but we 
operate in and out of that as a function of the mission there and 
their presence is keyed to the mission. For as long as there's a 
mission, we will operate where we need to operate. 


Q Could you clarify that? I mean, I am a little 
confused about what you mean by the mission. If the government of 
Lebanon says we agree to this Eight-Point Plan -- we want a U.N. force 
and that means we'd like you to move further off the coast. Is that 
a possibility or not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, T wouldn't give 
any serious consideration -- I saw, for example, a report that someone 


had suggested that those units had to move beyond the range of tactical 
aviation. Out of the question. 


Q Is there any concern -- 

MR. SIMS: He has been here for almost an hour, you've 
had three or four questions, he has another appointment. If you want 
to have these sessions, we're going to have to have them begin and end. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 5:01 P.M. EST 
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MR. CARLSON: 400d afternoon. This is our BACKGROUND 
briefings on the Central America Democracy, Peace and Development 
Initiative. We have handed out cown in the Press Office -- 

I hope everyone has gotten it -- the text of the President's 


transmittal letter, the bill which he transmitted, draft bill, 


I guess you would call it, and that includes section-by- 





section explanation towards the back of it, as well as some 
background information that was prepared. 
The briefing is on BACKGROUND. You can attribute it to 


senior Department officials. 


SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I know that there have been 
previous briefings on the report of the National Bipartisan Commission 
on Central America. There was a briefing at the White House on 

February 3rd about the general thrust of the proposed implementation 


of the Commission's report. I will not repeat ali of that, but what 


ct 


I would like to do is emphasize just a couple of key points - firs 


the Commission developed a consensus that there was a 





need for immediate action as weil as long-term effort to address 


problems in Central America, that this was a matter of both 





strategic and moral interest to the United States, that the 
problems involvei economic issues, policy, political issues, the 
distribution of wealth within the region, security. It based 
its report on three principles of: economic development, 
the development of democracy and human rights, and cooperation 
in maintaining security. 

The President has adopted the recommendations of the 
Commission as a package. The legislation that he is sending 


to the Congress today incorporates all of the recommendations 





of the Commission on which legislative action is required. 





There are some elements of the Commission's report that do 





not require legislation. These will be pursued by 
appropriate executive and administrative action, 

The bill -- I could walk through’#ou briefly -- is 
divided into three main parts. There is a statement of policy 
which reiterates the issues of social and human progress, 
economic growth, political reform, and security identified by 
the Commission and gives policy direction to the Executive in 
a general way. This is followed by a title on Economic 
Assistance and Human Development in which there is authorization 


for assistance programs in fiscal years 1984 and '85 under the 





headings that appear in the Foreign Assistance Act, as well as -- 

















-- and this is a novel feature -- an authorization of 
appropriations for Fiscal Years 1986 through 1989 into a 
separate account from which the allocations would be made after 
we were in a position to evaluate what the most desirable 
allocations would be, on the basis of the first year's 
experience. 

The title on Economic Assistance includes some new 
substantive authorities. One is the Trade Credit Insurance 
Program, which does not exist under the existing Foreign 
Assistance legislative framework. This would allow trade 
credits of up to a year's duration administered through the 


normal processes of the Export-Import Bank, to be guaranteed 


by AID in order to stimulate the credit needed to promote 


a 


trade in the region. ° 
There is a provision on Land Reform which would allow 

foreign assistance funds to be used for the purpose of compen- 

sation of nationals of the country whose land is taken in a 

Land Reform program, if the President determines that this will 

further the national interest. 
There is a Central American Development Organization 

provided for in this title. This legislation provides a sense 

of the Congress that the President should enter into negotiations 


new 
looking toward the establishment of aymultilateral organization 


the 
to be called Central American Development Organization. It 





© lays out some principles to be followed in the pursuit of 
negotiating objectives, and I think key among them are that 
this be an organization that would involve the governments and 
the private sectors, both the business community and the 
labor community of the recipient countries. In the process 
of political, economic, and social development planning, the 
Organization would have an ability to approve or withhold its 
approval from a portion of the funds that would be allocated to 
each country for bilateral economic assistance each year, 
and the Executive Branch of the U.S. Government would be expected 
to come into agreement with the Srganization on that 25 percent. 
© These are set forth as principles. The President and the Congress 


would retain the ultimate control over whether U.S. funds are 


spent. 
I think I skipped over a provision on legal reform, 
which would allow a limited amount of money -- up to $20 million 
in each fiscal year -- to be used within the countries of Central 


America and the Caribbean for purposes of promoting better 
administration of justice without regard to existing constraints 
on assistance which involves law enforcement forces. 
Then, the third title of the bill is Military Assistance, 
and the bill contains authorizations for the Fiscal Year '84 and 
@ '85 only. It does not, as in the Economic Assistance title, seek 


to authorize funds beyond Fiscal Years 1985, the difference being 




















that we have planning, we have a comprehensive program in 
a five-year basis for the economic side. We do not have that 
kind of a program for the military assistance, so it is a 

Fiscal Year '84 and '85 request only. 

Finally, the military title includes a provision on 
reporting which directs a report to Congress every six months 
on the situation in El Salvador which will set out what El 
Salvador is doing to achieve political development, economic 
development and security, the President's assessment of what 
El Salvador is doing including the specific goals of human 
rights, free elections, freedom of association, dialogue and 
negotiations to achieve peace, the rule of 
law and an effective judicial system, the curtailment of 
extremists’ violence, and so forth. 

The President is also directed by this section of the bill 
to ensure that assistance provided under the title, military 
assistance, is provided in a manner which fosters progress 
toward these objectives that are to be addressed in the report, 
and that the President in every appropriate instance shall imvose 
conditions on that military assistance in order to achieve 
those objectives. 

Then, there are some miscellaneous provisions at the end. 
The one of significance, I think, is the definition of Central 


American countries. This identifies 9 countries. When we say 
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"Central America," then somebody says, "Does that include 


Panama? Does that include Belize?” 





We identify Central America as including those countries 
as well as the -- What are we? 7 countries. I'm sorry. 
In the 7 countries, Panama and Belize are included as well a 
as Costa Rica, El Salvador, Guatemala, Honduras, and Nicaragua. 
There is no money in the bill for Nicaragua, but Nicaragua is 
a Central American country potentially eligible for assistance 
under this legislation. 


Let me stop at that point with just a brief run-through, 


and open the floor to questions which my colleague and I will 





try to answer. 





Q What is the rationale for giving military ; 


al 





aid to Guatemala when the Human Rights Report says that conditions 
are still bad there? 

A Conditions in Guatemala are troubling. There 
is a human rights problem there, and there is no question about 
it. There is also, in Guatemala, a large country that is an 
active participant in the Contadora effort, a country that has 
scheduled elections for this year looking toward a constituent 
assembly. There have been some indications of efforts by 
the government to address the excesses by personnel who should 


be responsive to government control. We think it is important 

















to have some potential benefits for Guatemala as a key country 
in Central America. You can’t have all carrots and no sticks. 

There is, we think, an important interest to be served 
in having some assistance to Guatemala as part of the package. 

Q On Guatemala, if I may follow up, there is no 
money for Guatemala in ‘84, though , right, is there? Is that 
correct? 

a I don't think there is any ‘84 program. 

Q Is there anything new? 

A $20 million supplemental for Guatemala, for 
development assistance. 

Q But no military aid, right? 


A No. 


Loe: 


Q All right. 

Q What do you do about the 1977 ban? Do you repeal it 
or what do you do about it? 

A The enactment of this legislation, if it authorizes 
money for Guatemala, it's a law and the money is authorized, and the 
previous limitation would be overcome by this. 

It's a policy judgment for Congress to make. Either they 
decide that there should be some limited assistance for Guatemala -- 
in which case they authorize it -- or else they do not. 

Q The Kissinger Commission had recommended the same 


conditions for Guatemala that it recommended for El Salvador. Those 


aren't in here, are they? 


; (24 























A I don't think the Kissinger Commission recommended 
any legislation on Guatemala; I think they recommended a similar 
policy toward assistance to Guatemala in the human rights area, 
We don't have a quarrel with that. 

Q With no conditions? They didn't recommend conditions? 
I thought they did. °- 

A I don‘t think they recommended legislation. 

Q On conditions with respect to El Salvador, you've 
been talking with Congress now for some weeks about the 
conditioning requirement and how it would be included in 
legislation. 

A Uh-huh. 

Q Are you optimistic that what is set forth here is 
going to be acceptable? And isn't it just the same as what 
was Offered after the certification veto, essentially? 

Ay No. There are two differences. One is that this is 
legislation, whereas at present there is none; and secondly, there 
is policy direction given. What there is not, and what has been 
a problem with various formulas we've seen in previous years 
either in the law or proposed, is that we don't try to set out a 
legislative formula or a self-destruct form of words in the bill 
that will then come along and apply in some future circumstances 


a year or two later, and we don't try to impose a standard that 








La 


© it must always get better forever. 

We think that it is difficult to craft any kind of a 
piece of legislation that really can be an effective instru- 
ment day-to-day in trying to carry out these programs. We 
agree with the basic principle; we agree that we should seek 


to achieve improvements in human rights, in political reform, 





in economic reform. We don't think that you can legislate 
that, cast it in concrete in any precise way that will then 
prove workable over the long term. 
The legislation contains what we think is a reasonable 
and appropriate way to deal with this issue. 
Q But do you believe that this formulation is going 
© to be accepted by those Congressmen who are critical to 


getting this package passed? There just doesn't appear to be . 





anything that the Administration is giving with respect to this. 
It still gives complete discretion to the President and his 
judgment as to the human rights situations and others, so -- 

A It gives him general guidance, and leaves him with 
the discretion as to how to apply that on a day-to-day basis in 
the conduct of an effective foreign policy, for which he has 
some accountability to Congress over time. 

If members of Congress have other ideas, ycu know, then 
we'll hear what they have *o say; but this is what we think is 


@ a reasonable way to deal with the issue. 
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Q But based on your conversations with Congress, 
they've been going on for a week -- 

A I'm not going to say what Congress will enact, or 
what one member or another might think of this. This is our 
position, and this is what the President is sending forward, 
and we'll see what happens in the legislative process. 

Q You have made a point earlier on of having adopted 
and tried to put in legislative language the recommendations 
of the Kissinger Commission. 

A Yes. 

Q They had very specific language on this point that 
we are now discussing. Why didn't you use their language on the 


question of -- 


A On the question of 

Q On the question of conditionality. 

ih What they said was that the assistance should be 
contingent through legislation requiring reports, and that's 
what the bill does. 

Q It says it should be conditioned. I don't see any 
language saying it should be conditioned. 

Q It's according to how you parse the language. 

A But they parsed it -- 

Q I don't want to be a grammarian here. 


A I know. But the point is, they parsed it. It was 








ll 


more than grammar that was involved, and we both know that. 
The point was, they worked very hard on very specific 


language in all parts of their report including that; and you 





have picked up their language in their proposals in other 
parts. What is the Administration's reason for not using 
their language in -- 

A I don't think we have done an injustice to the 
Commission with this language. 

Q You would maintain, in other words, that you have 
used their language? 


A I would maintain that this is consistent with 


the recommendation of the Commission. 





Q I would like to ask you a followup 
question on the conditionality clause. Assume that Congress, *~! 
the House and the Senate, again approve certification language 
as before -- all or nothing. 

Ay In lieu of what we propose? 

Q What would the President do? What would be the 
recommendation? 

A Well, I don't want to predict here, you know, that 
the President will never accept anything than what is in this 
bill, and I don't want to predict what he will accept. I think 


that we have a situation here where the Commission has identified 





@ a serious national issue, an issue that needs national attention 








— 


— 
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on a bipartisan basis. In trying to implement the recommendations 
they have made after six months of study, the President can‘t do 
it without legislation from the Congress. The Congress can't 
address it without the President. There has to be some 
restraint, I think, on the part of Congress in what it puts in 
this legislation. And I think there has to be some willingness 
on the part of the Administration to listen to what Congress has 
to say. We have a serious problem. We're going to have to try 
to cooperate to solve it -=- and I don’t mean to pick on 
“conditionality” as the subject of that observation. I mean, 
generally, across the board, in dealing with this legislative 
initiative. 

Q Are there any five-year projections or 
estimates about military assistance? 

A No. 

Q None have been made at all? 

A Well, there are always -- Within the Department of 
Defense, I'm sure that somewhere there is a chart that estimates 
for lots of countries, lots of things going into lots of years. 
There is ao Administration position beyond Fiscal Year 1985. 

Q There is no Administration ball park figure, then, 
beyond ‘85 that you're working with? 


A No. 





i i 
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Q What are you planning to do to bridge the gap 
between the military aid that runs out shortly in El Saivador 
and the time that Congress appropriates more for you? 

my We simply don't know enough about that yet. We 
have identified a potential problem, that the assistance could 
run out. The continuing resolution, as you know, provides sub- 
stantially less ‘funds than had been made available in the last 
couple of years, and a percentage of that is not available for 
obligation until there is a verdict in the case of the four 
American churchwomen. So we are working with roughly half of 
what we had last year to work with. This in a period where, as 
they prepare for elections, we can anticipate the likelihood of 
guerrilla offensives, as we saw in 1982, and as now even the 
public statements of Ungo the other day are hinting, “Well, gee, 
there is one group we can't control and they may do some bad 
things.” He made a statement to that effect the other day. 

We have to look at that situation and we have to make 
an assessment as to whether they are going to get through or 
not, or whether they are going to face a real problem in trying 
to maintain security for these elections, which are crucial. And 
if something needs to be done, then we are going to have to 
consult with Congress, and nothing has been decided on that. 

We are looking at what the options are, and I read in 


the newspaper about what some of them are, but there is no 
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© decision to go forward and do anything in particular. 

Q Just to get some of the flavor as to how closely 
this legislation parallels the Kissinger Commission report, 
could you say, are there any recommendations in here which were 
not made by the Commission? And, conversely, did you reject any 
of their recommendations out of hand for whatever reason? 

A No, we didn't reject any of their recommendations 
out of hand. I think that there are probably going to be dif- 
ferences of emphasis or differences of degree. It attempts to 
provide the legislative part of a comprehensive plan accepting 
all of the Commission's recommendations, and nothing comes to 
mind. On the cther hand, I am sure that if we parsaithe legis- 
lation, parsedthe report, we would find something that was said 
a little differently, but I really don't have an example in mind. 

Q There is nothing totally new in here that was 
not mentioned by the Commission. 


A I don't think so. There is an example, I think, 





that is mentioned, which is that this provision for authority 
to use foreign assistance for compensation in a land reform 
program was addressed by the Commission in terms of emphasizing 
the importance of land tenure and equitable distribution of 
wealth, but there was no specific recommendation that the 


legislation should be amended. But if you accept the conclu- 





Sions they reach, this is a logical extension of what to do 
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legislatively to implement what they were saying. 

Q How about the police question, aid to police 
forces? 

A They addressed also the system, the administration 
of justice in Central America. And what we are dealing with here 
is, first of all, we have had some apprehensions about the things 
we are already doing -- and we have been doing some things for 
most of this year -- looking at the way the courts operate; 
their simple management resources; skills of judges and prosecutors; 
selection of judges; all of these things, and you get into 
something like training prosecutors, and you get a question, "Gee, 
is that assistance to law enforcement?" 

So partly the legislation is to avoid that problem, but 
beyond that, as we began to look at what makes this system work a 
and not work, a big part of it is what goes into that system. 

So that if you have a properly trained and properly selected 
judge and you have a skillful prosecutor, and you have an in- 
vestigator who aives them a coerced confession and no physical 
evidence, and the case is thrown out, the system hasn't worked. 
So we have asked for relief from the prohibition on assistance 
to law enforcement, so that we can do training for investigators 
and for law enforcement. We would like to do that in the con- 


text of regional programs of cooperation, not as a U.S. 
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initiative, but we think that is an important part of makina 
the justice system work, and it is something that these coun- 
tries want and need. 

Q Where is that? 

A It is in Title II. What is it, 207, thereabouts? 

Q 208. 

A 208, page 10. 

Q But on that, specifically, on the question of 
police, I guess that doesn't -- you are not saying then that 
the Reagan Administration plans to initiate a police training 
program in any of these countries, is that correct? 

A We do not contemplate a renewal of anything of 
the nature of some previous programs that have existed in the 
past and that were legislated against, indeed, by the prohibition 
now on the books. 

What we are saying is that we would like to have the 
authority to participate in programs that train not only judges 
and prosecutors and public defenders and court clerks, but 
also corrections personnel and investigators, and that that is 
an important part of a comprehensive approach to helping the 
countries in Central America make their legal systems function 
mom effectively. 

We are asking for a limited authority so that it could 


not exceed $20 million in any fiscal year, and we are asking 
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for a limited geography -- Central America and the Caribbean. 
And we are asking Congress to let us try this and see if they 
like the result. 

Q In terms of this language, quite apart fro: what 
programs you intend, would this language have the effect of 
lifting the old ban if it were passed? 

a There is a purpose test here in that you have 
to be working to strengthen the administration of justice in 
Central American cguntries and the countries of tne Caribbean. 

I am sure there will be legislative history that will 
make that more elaborate, and I am not sure beyond that what -- 

Q But as of now, in this proposal affecting this 
region, would this language have the effect of overriding or 
lifting the earlier ban? 

A It would provide an exception to that ban for 
the purpose of programs to strengthen the administration of 
justice, yes. 

Q Is there any money in the program for the 10,000 


scholarships that the Commission proposed? 


A Yes. 
Q Do you know where that would be in the Bill? 
Ay I don't know if I brought my chart with me that 


tells me that. 


Q 205. 
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@ A In section 205, somebody is saying. I think that 





is only a part of it, though. I think some of it is in the 





economic assistance money, as well, isn't it? 

Sections 202 and 205, yes. It is really in both. It 
comes cut to $10 million in fiscal year ‘84; $49 million in 
fiscal year '85, and $230-odd million in fiscal years ‘86 to 
"89. : 

Q Would Radio Marti get any of this money? 

A No. 

Q On page 8 in the briefing book, there is a para- 


graph on the regional military training center, which is described 


as temporary and austere, and the FY '84 supplemental program 





calls for $25 million and FY '85 $20 million, which doesn't 


sound either temporary or austere. ts 
A Well, have you seen it? 
Q Some of us have, yes. 


A It is -- 

Q The original amount was to start up with $7 
million, and now a iot more money is being put into the pipeline. 
Are we heading towards a permanent RMTC there? 

Ay Not as far as we are concerned. It is a Honduran 
facility and there are obvious disadvantages to mud and tents, 


and preferences for a little concrete, especially in the rainy 





season. I don't think that makes it cease to be austere. 
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The future plans that the Government of Honduras may 
have for continuing the use of that facility for something, I 
can't address, but we don't have any contemplated permanent 
U.S. role in that facility. 

Q But there is no time-frame in here, though. 

A No. 

Q And there is no doubt ®out what that $25 million 
and $20 million will buy. 

A Cinder blocks last longer than a year, yes. 

Q But there is no doubt that that would make it 
a permanent facility, whether it is a Honduran facility or one 
that -- 

A Well, nothing ‘s permanent. If you build some- 
thing with blocks and mortar, it is not going to fall down 
after a year, nor is it necessarily going to be there forever. 
But it is certainly more comfortable and in many ways more 
efficient to have some construction of facilities than it is 
to have the most severe kind of austerity in what you are ex- 


pecting people to live in. 


Q Two questions on the military aid section. The 
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first is, why are there fairly dramatic increases in military 
aid to Panama and Costa Rica? The second is, on El Salvador it 
Says on page 12 in the briefing book that assuming that the 
guerrilla threat will gradually decline over the next several 
years, then El Salvador can do thus and so. 

We have heard this before each year, the military 
requests have been larger, and it is argued that this will turn 
things around, and that El Salvador can then proceed more 
prosperously. 

What makes you think that even this vast infusion of 
aid is going to reduce the insurgency, and what kind of aid is 
contemplated in that? 

4 The requests have gone up, particularly last 
year when we did seek a significant supplemental appropriation, 
but the amounts in fact made available have not dramatically 
gone up, and indeed this year it has gone down. 

So we are a year behind in meeting some of the re- 
source requirements that we think should have been met a year 
Or more ago, and that is a large part of the reason why you 
have a substantial increase proposed for El Salvador for this 
year and next. 

I think that a more effective Salvadoran armed force 


would be an effective instrument in diminishing rather than 
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increasing the insurgency and the level of hostilities in 
the country. Our judgment is that the insurgency has not 
gained in popular support over the last several years. At the 
same time, the prolonged stalemate is a wearying process, and 
+he likelihood that the armed opposition will come into any 
kind of a democratic process, I thirkhas diminished, because 
they have some Hope of victory through that prolonged stalemate. 
We think that if the Salvadoran army was in a position 
to do more and do it better, that the likelihood is that we 
would see more of the opposition willing to participate within 
a democratic structure as an alternative to revolution. 
Incidentally, a better performing army would better 
protect the economy and the political and social institutions 
that are often targets of the guerrillas, and, in that way, 
enable the reforms to move forward that would remove some of 
the differences that divide that society. 


The assistance that is proposed -- and we will be having 





to develop this in greater detail in the days and weeks ahead -- 
focuses primarily in three areas, and that is training, where 

we have been saying for some time now that we think a substan- 
tially increased training program is necessary; communications; 
coordination among the units within El Salvador is in a far from 


desirable state; and transport, so that you can enhance mobility 





and coordination among the units in the country. 
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The military problem, as the Commission has said, is 
really all wrapped together with all the other problems, and 
we think that there has to be progress on the military front 
in order for there to be progress in the economic, social and 
political areas, just as progress in the economic, political 
and social areas contribute to a lessening of the military 
problems. . 

Q On the training, would that then include the 
construction of these basic training camps within El Salvador? 

rn There is one that I understand is proposed within 
El Salvador -- you say “camps?” 

Q Yes. 

One at La Union and at Zacatecoluca, and another 
one in the western part of the country proposed. 

By I was aware of one, and you are ahead of me on 
the idea of three. There was the idea, as you know, you now 
have a lot of independence among the original district commanders 
in recruitment and training, and the idea of nationalizing that 
process and making it a more homogeneous rather than fourteen 
different armies is one of the objectives in the training progran. 

As to specific where will facilities be located and 


how much will they cost, I'm sorry, I should know more than I 


do on that, but I am really not prepared for that. 
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Q Did this Bill go up today? 


A Yes 

Q Could you address that Costa Rica and Panama? 
A Let me answer somebody else's questions. 

Q I wanted to know what kind of assurances may be 


contained in this legislation for Congressional worries that 
the aid would not reach its supposed ultimate recipient in the 
wake of some of the reports recently on Central Bank mismanage- 
ment of funds and the nonaccountability for AID funds? 

A Let me just say a couple of things about this 
Central Bank report. I think it is important that that was a 
study that was done at the request of the Central Bank, and 
under contract with AID, I believe, and it was an effort then 


of the Salvadoran Government and the U.S. Government to identify 


’ 


problems and deficiencies in the management and operations of 
the Bank, so that those problems could be addressed and solutions 
found. 

The capital flight problem is significantly diminished, 
partly because much of the capital that would have flown has 
flown, but partly because the bank has done some things that 
have been effective in imposing better controls, and the fact 
that there are also deficiencies and problems, I don't think 


is reason to believe that th2re snould be no aid or that there 


ehonuld he nn ef fart made 
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how you look at it. 

I think that the fact that this is something that 
the Bank asked for, and that the U.S. Government helped to set 
up, should be some reassurance to people who are concerned 


about the integrity and the efficiency of the process. 


Q Is there anything specific in the legislation 
that deals with the accountability for the aid? 

A There are lots of other laws. 

SECOND STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: There really isn't 
a major problem in either the foreign exchange in the Central 
Bank or in the normal project aid which we are doing in all 
the countries. 

We reviewed very carefully the system that the Central 
Bank has in place, and we think it is relatively effective 
at keeping capital flight from taking place. 

Our resources amount to perhaps seven to ten percent 
of the overall foreign exchange reserves of El Salvador, so 
it is much more important that we have a system that works for 
all the foreign exchange and that we look at AID specific dollars 
with a magnifying glass to be sure they are absolutely pure. 

We think the system is sound. We think it can be even 


better, but we are satisfied that our foreign exchange is going 
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b-13 into their reserves, and those reserves are being used to 


finance essential imports. There is no major problem on that 





accountability. 





Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 2:50 p.m.) 
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MR. SIMS: This briefing will be on the record, but it 
is embargoed until 1:30 p.m. today, when the President meets with 
the Commission on Security and Economic Assistance. And we have the 
Chairman, the Honorable Frank Carlucci. 


MR. CARLUCCI: Thank you, Bob. 
*) -- fact sheet <-- 


MR. SIMS: We will have a fact sheet at the conclusion 
of the briefing available in the Press Office. 


0 How helpful. 
Q Yes -- 


MR. CARLUCCI: Well, I was going to say I assumed that 
you'd all read the report. (Laughter.) 


Q No. 
MR. CARLUCCI: That seems to be an unwarranted assumption. 


Let me just make a brief comment about the report be- 
cause the achievement of the report lies, in my judgment at least, 
not in the spectacular but in the fact that it lays out some clarity 
of purpose and in that it brought together a very diverse group in 
support of several fundamental concepts. One is the importance of 
our mutual assistance programs. And we chose not to call them 
“foreign aid programs,” but “mutual assistance” deliberately. These 
programs are really the most tangible tool a President and Secre- 
tary of State have to implement U.S. foreign policy. 


Secondly, the group concluded that current funding 
levels are inadequate to meet our overall objectives. 


Third, the group came down hard on the complementarity 
of the different programs, the mutually supporting nature of pro- 
Grams ranging from the multilateral banks to PL 480 to security 
assistance and economic assistance. In particular, it concluded 
that economic and security assistance were opposite sides of the 
same coin and the continue to debate, which was more important, was 
4 sterile argument. 


Third, it emphasized the need for an integrated ap- 
proach, consistent with its view on the mutually reinforcing nature 
of the program. The Commission suggested that ir .cead of deciding 
what the program levels ous -_- por — 
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The Comission strongly emphasized the need for a 
unified bipartisan approach to our mutual assistance programs if 
public support is to be increased. This is perhaps the most signi- 
ficant recommendation. It is really a call for leadership on this 
fundamental issue. 


There are a number of other recommendations in the re- 
port that are laid out quite clearly. And I'll leave those for you 
to read and take questions at this point. 


0 Historically, sir, when you call for bipartisan- 
ship, hasn't it been Republicans who have spoken the loudest against 
foreiaqn aid? And I'm talking over the long haul, the last 30-40 -- 
since World War ITI. 


MR. CARLUCCI: Well, you tend to get different viewpoints. 
Generally, one assumes that Republican support, military aid and not 
economic. And Democrats support economic aid and not security assistance. 
What the Commission said is, “Look, that's just not a valid argument. 
These programs ought to be pulled together and made more mutually re- 
inforcing, which is inherent in their structure, in any event.” 


All I can say in answer to your question is that we 
hed a number cf Republicans on the Commission, people like Henry 
Hyde and Bob Castin, attended virtually every meeting, worked 
extremely hard and I think are supportive of the conclusions that 
the Commission reached. 


Q Mr. Carlucci -- 


* -- lot of demogoguery on this and -- (laughter) -- 
suess on the House floor and sometimes on the Senate. Were the 
Republicans on this Commission cognizant of that and said they would 
try and dampen this? 


> 
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MR. CARLUCCI: The Republicans on the Commission 
indicated that they, the Republicans and the Democrats, the members 
of Congress on the Commission, all indicated that they would work 
to support the recommendations of the Commission. There was 


absolutely no demagoguery whatsoever during the deliberations of 
the Commission. 


Q Mr. Carlucci, you mentioned that funding levels 
are inadequate. Could you be more specific as to what type of 
funding we need and whether or not there's a constituency or 
support on the Hill for more funding? 


MR. CARLUCCI: The Commission did not view its mandate 
as entitling it to get into the funding levels for the respective 
components of our mutual assistance programs. The only judgment 
we made was that, given the multiple goals of these programs which 
we've laid out in the Commission report, the overall resources that 
are being put into the programs are inadequate and that any new 
initiatives, such as the new initiative for Africa south of the 
Sahara and the Caribbean, requiring new resources would have to be 


additional if we're going to achieve the objectives that the country 
has set forth. 


Q Do you see any support -- any support for additional -- 


MR. CARLUCCI: Any -- Yes. Hopefully, the Commission 
report, which as I said brought together a diverse political group, 
will enhance the prospects for support on the Hill. 


Q Did you conclude that the aggregate that's being 
committed right now is inadequate or is it the way that it's being 
spent? 


MR. CARLUCCI: The aggregate. 
Q What is being spent? 


Q Isn't that an unrealistic recommendation, chough, 
in the light of the concern over the deficit spending? 


MR. CARLUCCI: Of course, it is incumbent upon the 
President to set priorities, and we can't second-guess his overall 
priorities. We were giving a given area to examine. The first step 
that we took was to lay out our goals, and then during the course 
of cur deliberations, we measured our programs against those goals. 
And we had a responsibility as a commission to conclude that the 
funding levels were inadequate. Of course, it's up to the President -- 


Q Mr. Carlucci, how much is being spent right now 
on foreign aid? 


MR. CARLUCCI: It's all listed in the Commission's 
report. It's about 16 <-- 


Q Yes, but we don't have it. 

Q We don't have it. 

MR. CARLUCCI: -- $16 billion. The ‘84 <-- 

Q Well, can you g‘ve us -- 

MR. CARLUCCI: <-- figure -- let me see if I can find 


it. 
Q That's FY'84? 


MR. CARLUCCI: Let me get you the exact figure in here. 
The ‘84 request is $15.2 billion. 
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Q Well, what -- Can you -- When you say that that's 
inadequate, can you give us a frame of reference as to what kind of 
increase you're talking about? I mean -- doubling it or 50 percent 
more? Give us a-- 


MR. CARLUCCI: No, the Commission didn't attempt to 
make that kind of a judgment. Essentially it was a gquasi-subjective 
judgment, that, given the mutiple goals, given the need for security -- 
achieving our security goals, our economic goals, our humanitarian 
goals and our political goals, the levels that we have allocated 
to security assistance are clearly inadequate. And as the report 
points out, when adjusted for inflation, the level of real assistance 
has declined by 18 percent from an annual average of $16.5 billion 
during the '68-'72 period to $13.6 billion in 1983. And I think 
those figures speak for themselves. 


Q Mr. Carlucci -- 
MR. CARLUCCI: Yes. 


Q -- did the Commission make about how the administration, 
whether it was successful or not in the use of foreign aid as a policy 
tool? 


MR. CARLUCCI: The Commission concluded that foreign 
assistance -- mutual assistance is a fundamental policy tool of the 
executive branch, that by and large the programs had been successful. 
We did not attempt to go into a program-by-program evaluation; indeed, 
we recommended that a broader evaluation mechanism be established. 

In recommending a reorganization which would put the focal point of 
the budgets of the different programs in an FBI-type organization 

in the Department of State, the Commission had in mind bringing these 
programs not only closer together to each other, but closer to our 
foreign policy process. 
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Q Mr. Carlucci. there have been a lot of reports 
lately that a lot of foreign aid is being mishandled, it‘s being 
abused, it's not getting to the right places. Vas that factored in 
in any way in your report? Does it alter, do you think, support for 
your Commission report or play any part? 


MR. CARLUCCI: Well, the Commission, obviously, is con- 
cerned -- was concerned about any charges of this nature. However, 
it was really beyond our scope to investigate individual instances. 
I can tel! you from my personal experience that every effort is made 
in these programs to see that they are administered consistent with 
the law and consistent with the highest standard of ethics, and 
effectively and efficiently. And we have ail kinde of audits and 
reports that are required to demonstrate this. 


Q Mr. Carlucci, you said that you didn't make a 
program by program assessment and you have no recommendations for 
what would be adequate funding, so on what basis did you decide that 
funding was inadequ:‘e? 


MR. CARLUCCI: Well, on the semi-subjective judament of 
the members, all of whom had considerable experience in this area, 
coupled with an examination of the individual programs. We held seven 
Commission meetings. We had two -- maybe -- I think, three public 
hearings where people came and testified. We took extensive testimony. 
And after listening to that testimony and examinina the proarams, and 
then looking at the very lofty goals that we set for these proarams, 
the considered judgment of some 41 people was that the funding level 
was not adequate. 


Q Are there some programs that are more inadequately 
funded than others? 


MR. CARLUCCI: Oh, different programs have different 
advocates. Some people felt that PL 480 was too low. Others felt 
that economic assistance was too low. Still others felt security 
systems was too low. We didn't attempt to reach those kinds of juda- 
ments. 


Q What is the foreign policy result of the inadequacy? 


MR. CARLUCCI: The foreign policy result of the inadequacy 
is that we fall short of achieving our political, economic, security, 
and humanitarian goals. That we're unable to provide resources suffi- 
cient to conduct, for example, base rights negotiations. That we're 
unable to provide resources sufficient to meet the security needs of, 
say, a country like Tunisia. There are a whole range of needs around 
the world, whether you're talking about Thailand, Tunisia, Morocco, 
which cannot be met as a result of the inadequacy of resources. 


Yes, sir, way in the back. 


Q Would you tell us what does not cet accomplished as 
a result of inadequate funding levels? Let's say, for example, in 
Thailand or in the example that you qave -- Africa. What are the ob- 
jectives? What does not get accomplished? 


MR. CARLUCCI: Well, you have in many countries a very 
difficult time negotiating for the kinds of bases that we need. 


0 Where is that? 


MR. CARLUCCI: Well, we had -- we had a very difficult time, 
for example, getting adequate resources for the Azors and Portugal. 
The same thing applied to the Spanish base negotiations. It's a 
question of robbing Peter to pay Paul. There's always some re-pro- 
gramming that goes on whenever you reach a base agreement. 


MORE 
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In the economic area, the needs are enormous. One of 
the areas that the Commission recommended for additional resources 
is Africa south of the Sahara and the Caribbean. The administration 
has announced a new initiative. In this case, it will be a zero 
sum gain unless you ask for more money because clearly we do not have 
the resources to meet these needs. 


Q What's not getting accomplished, or where are we 
having difficulty accomplishing something in Thailand? 


MR. CARLUCCI: In Thailand? I think you've got a security 
problem that is not being sufficiently addressed. Fortunately, there 
has not been an invasion of Thailand, but that continues to be a threat. 
You've got enormous economic need if the country is to continue on 
the Democratic path. I think there's a lot that you could describe 
in a country like Thailand that is not being achieved. 

Q Could you describe it -- 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 11:15 A.M. EST 
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MS. DOUGAN: Thank you. I see mostly familiar faces. 
As perhaps you're aware, the World Administrative 
Radio High Frequency Conference ended over a week ago, 


but it took quite a while to get our very hard-working delegation 
back here in the United States. Thereare afew of them who still 
have road maps for.the whites of their eyes. 

This Conference is one that has perhaps not received a 
great deal of public attention, in part because,I think, we did 
better than damage control for a change in our negotiations, 
and it is something that is going to have more long-term 
Significance rather than short-term results. As Ambassador 


Marks will explain to you, this was the first of a two-part 





conference which was to determine planning principles for 
technical parameters for the use of the high frequency radio 
spectrum. 

Any of you who have been tracking the theory for years 
know that over the last four years, there have been a number 
of conferences that have attempted to tackle this issue and to 
plan for the high frequency spectrum. 

There was a presumption going on in that this was going 
to be a very difficult conference. that we were going to have 


a lot of political ramifications to it, and that we would do 











well to be able to come home with something besides our 
tail between our legs. We are very pleased that we did 
much better than that, and we had a number of concrete and 
specific positive results; and I think in a large measure 
we'd like to particularly attribute thanks to our very hard- 
working delegation-and very extensive bilateral negotiations 
ahead of time -- perhaps the most extensive advance prepara- 
tory and bilateral efforts we have had prior to a major 
WARC Conference. 

We were particularly fortunate to have as Head of 


Delegation a person who has had a long term experience, 





not only in the communications industry, but as he pointed 
out one time, he went to his first conference related to 
high frequency in 1948; he was also one of the fathers of 
INTELSAT, and perhaps, to many of you, best known as Director 
of USIA under the Johnson Administration. . | : 
He is certainly not only a veteran in the communications 
policy arena, but also a statesman; and I think this was 
very well demonstrated in both the outcome and the conduct 
of the High Frequency Conference. 
I would like now, with considerable pleasure, to 
introduce to you Ambassador Leonard Marks who chaired our 


delegation. 





AMBASSADOR MARKS: Thank you, and let me try to give 


: 
. , — 
— 





you the background of the Conference, and set the stage for 





what actually happened. In 1979, a World Administrative 

Radio Conference was held under the aegis of the ITU, and 

at that time the Third World countries, the developing nations, 
felt that there ought to be a separate conference to determine 
how high frequencies would be divided. High frequencies are 
used for short-wave broadcasting like the Voice of America, 
Radio Free Europe, Radio Liberty, BBC, Radio Moscow, and a host 
of other countries that use these frequencies for international 
and for domestic use. I underscore that many of the countries 
use the same channels to tell their own people what is going on. 


So with increasing congestion, it became very important for them 





that there be some measure of relief, and that the interference 
that resulted from too many requests for the same amount of 
frequencies be aleviated in a way that would give them an 
Opportunity to improve their services. : 

So the Conference was set.for 1984. As Ambassador Dougan 
pointed out, the Conference that we have just concluded in 
five weeks was a planning conference. How can we plan the 
better use of these frequencies for international high frequency, 
and in some cases, for domestic use. 


When the Conference was established, an agenda was set 


forth, and it was determined that at the end of the five weexs 





a report would be delivered to a second session which would take 




















place in October 1986. And during the interim, between the 

end of the first and the second, a period of testing would be 
undertaken to see whether the principles and the decisions 

that were made in tie f:rst meeting could be applied to improve 
the situation. 

As Ambassador Dougan indicated, the Conference had 
high political overtones -- North/South, East/West, the New 
World information order, all of the rhetoric that had gone on 
in previous conferences. 

Please remember that in 1982 the ITU held a plenipotentiary 
conference in Nairobi, at which time several weeks were devoted 
to the question of credentials, the seating of the Israeli 
Delegation, and a vote was taken -- and this was on purely 
political grounds. None of those political incidents occurred 
at this Conference in Geneva. There were no political-attacks 
on any country; there was no question of credentials. The 
issues were technical on how can we improve the present congestion 
that exists in the short-wave spectrum. I'm pleased to say that 
the Conference resolved many of the questions by referring to a 
computerized system which would use the planning principles 
enunciated at the Conference to provide more channels with 


greater coverage and less interference. 














A 100-page report was delivered. It was accepted by the 
Conference without a dissenting vote, by consensus. There 
were differences of opinion, but they were resolved; and now, 
the planning process will be undertaken for the next two years 
by the ITU under the aegis of the IFRB. 

What did we accomplish? We started with the concern 
that the small countries, the small users, would want a rigid, 
a priori system, that they would be given channels that would 
be useful to them 12 months of the year, regardless of seasonal 
variations, regardless of any of the climatic conditions that 
affect these broadcasts. That woule limit the utility of the 
band. It would severely restrict the number of channels that 
could be allocated around the world. 

Thanks to the preparatory work that we, and I'm sure other 
Western countries, did during the preceding six months, the small 
countries, the so-called Third World countries, came to the 
Conference, and within a matter of days recognized that rigid, 
a priori planning will not work, and that concept was abandoned. 

We were concerned that there would be a limitation on the 
power which is necessary in order to transmit a signal to the 
coverage area. Reason prevailed, and no such limitation was 


ordered. 











We were concerned about what would happen when a signal 
is jammed. Harmful interference results when, through deliberate 
or accidental operation, two stations operate on the same frequency, 
or adjacent channels, and interfere with each other. 
The United States, as you know, suffers from interference, 
as do many other coluntries. During the course of the Conference, 
} the Dutch introduced a resolution in which they pointed out that they 
monitored 85 different transmissions, from stations located in 
the Par East, Middle East, Africa, and the Americas. They found 
that of these 85 programs, 32 were affected by jamming. Of the 


32, 16 were affected by a jamming station on the same channel, 





and the other 16 on an adjacent channel. As a result, programs 
from all parts of the world were affected. So this is not just . 
a phenomenom between the Soviet Union, Easvern Europe, and the 
United States. 

For the first time in the history of the ITU, the phenomenon : 
of harmful interference was recognized, in two ways: Pirst, the 
report that was adopted provides that in the event of harmful 
interference, the administration concerned shall have the right 
to request the prompt assistance of the International Prequency 


Registration Bureau in finding another frequency to help restore 


that service to the level of reliability achieved in the plan. 














In addition, a resolution, as I said, introduced by 
The Netherlands was approved, and it provides, first, that 
administrations shall avoid harmful interference; second, 
that the IFRB shall monitor programs all over the globe to 
determine the extent cf harmful interference, and to inform 
the second session*of the Conference of the results; and 
third, it invites countries to take part in the monitoring 
programs in accordance with this resolution. 

Hopefully, that resolution and the provision in the 
planning methods will have a therapeutic effect, and will 


improve the situation that exists. Some countries that are 


causing harmful interference by negliger ‘ be put on 





notice and correct that. Countries that are doing it “ 
deliberately we hope will be embarrassed, and as a result of 
the publicity, cease these jamming activities. 

Where do we go from here? In the next two years, there 
will be an inter-sessional group consisting of countries 
located in all parts of the world, sending their represen- 
tatives to Geneva to devise the software program that will be 
undertaken by the IFRS through its computers; and in 1986, 
the results of those tests will become available. In ‘86 
we wiil have revealed whether or not we can have an improved, 


more efficient plan for the use of these frequencies. 











I'm pleased to report that not only was there no political 





Giscord, but that the Third World recognized -- the have-not 
countries, the small countries recognized -- that they must 
rely upor t'™ more sophisticated technical facilities available, 
and that under the aegis of the ITU, we will conduct such a - 
program with results that I'm hopeful will lead to a better 
and more orderly use of the spectrum. 
I'll take your question. 
Q Mr. Ambassador, wouldyou care to speculate why the 
Russians were willing to go along with the jamming, that is 
they didn't oppose the anti-jamming resolution? 


A I can only speculate. You'd have to ask them for 





the real reasons, but let me give you the speculation. First 

of all, as a result of preparations we made in visitine 7 
countries all over the world, particularly the smaller countries, 

and educating them to the phenomenon that existed not only between 

the Soviet Union and the United States, and the Soviet Union 

anc Western Europe, but everywhere -- everybody is affected by 

jamming, I believe that they realized that this was a phenomenon 

that had to be dealt with. 


secondly, I am convinced that the Russians recognized, 


the Soviet Union and Eastern Europe recognized, that the IT 











There are political overtones, but if you convert the ITU 





into a political forum with the same kind of rhetoric that 
exists in New York at the United Nations General Assembly, 
you will destroy the efficiency of this organization. 

The world needs an ITU in order that we may provide 
communications on a logical, technical basis. If political 
issues intervene, we may have the same consecuences that have 
occurred in UNESCO, and that would, indeed, be deplorable. 

So it is my feeling that maybe these considerations led to the 
very orderly meeting that we had, and to the very constructive 
results of that report. 


0 It has been discussed that the United States 





discussion of pulling out of UNESCO, threat, if you will, 
had some bearing on the de-politicization of the ITU. Would 
you comment on that? 


A I do believe that had its effect, yes. I think that 


cf 


- 
- 


@ 


United States has noticed that UNESCO having become an 
agency dealing with highly political issues beyond the 


competence -- and also there were other reasons for it -- may 


Or. 


nave had some effect on the activities of countries, an 
that it was a very useful one. 


° As a follow-up, can you attribute any of the 


depoliticization to the influx of the computer? It seems like 





everything the ITU does any more is done by computer, and people 


have to shut up and pay attention if they're going to catch 

















yes. We're all in awe of the computer, except when it sends you 
bills for which you are really not indebted. But there is a 
feeling that we are in a technological age where we should utilize 


the tools that we now have available to us; and certainly, the 


will bring benefits to this field. 


9 Are any LDCs suspicious of the technology? 
A If they are, they didn't voice their concerns at 


this meeting. There were groups of countries that raised 
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he economic means that these countries have. 


The issues were not, “You have it, and we want it,” nor 
were they the typical rhetoric of the North/South confrontation 
which has occurred in other agencies. 


Q Mr. Marks, would you say that given the fact that 


the Third World countries have accepted the technical premise of 


. 2 : | : . 
the developed countries, at least so far, that the pressure is 
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A Now wait a minute. This report was agreed to by 
technical experts fromallcountries, large and small, North, 
South, East, West. Everybody recognized that we now have to 
test the efficiency of the method proposed, and whether or not 
the computer can bring about the improvement, so there is no 
one country that imposed its views on another. There was no 
United States view, or no British view, or no Soviet view. 

This was a combined effort by everybody. 


If it fails, then it is the responsibility of th 
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ountries, and all engineers, and not one 


Q I'd like to present a question along the other line. 
I heard a tape of a BBC broadcast in which you participated -- 
a summary of the Conference results -- and my impression was 
lat Mr. Mancell of the BBC was a little more skeptical about 
the results, and that in fact, one of the results of the 
Conference may be that the large broadcasters may have to 
give something up, and that you certainly won't have as many 
frequencies for your short-wave broadcasting as before. 


Whether they would prove to be efficient with the use o 


the computer, and so forth, is a cuestion that still remains, 


4 
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that a correct assumption? 


ra I didn’t hear Mr. Mancell. I can only speak for my 


comments. So I can tell you that as far as I'm concerned, the 
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planning method that has been recommenced here should 
bring about an improvement for everybody -- a more efficient 
use of the spectrum and better utilization of the new bands 
that will “be added. 

I neglected to mention that in the 1979 conference, it 


was agreed that in 1989, new frequencies would be added in the 
high-frequency spectrum for the use of short-wave programs. 
And in 1994, an additional segment would also be added. That. 
should result in about one-third additional capacity. That 
will be factored into tais computer program. 

And as long as we're talking about the future, one of the 
big issues that we faced before the Conference opened was 
Single-side band, which will provide for an additional one-third 
increase in the capacity. 

The introduction of the single side-band transmitters or 
the single sideband receivers will, of course, necessitate 
expenditures by every country for new transmitters. It will 
require expenditures by the public to buy new receivers. The 
smaller countries felt that they should not be rushed into this 
because their economic resources did not permit it. We agreed 
to go along, and in 1986, a definite date for the transition will 


take place, but not before 20 years. But that will be a very 


large improvement in the facility. So I cannot help but feel 
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that the addition of the 89 frequencies, the addition of the 
94 frequencies, the introduction of the single side band, will 
ultimately give a large measure of relief, if not a complete 
satisfaction of all demands. 

Q AState Department document, just a summary of what 
happened, savs, "The Conference acreed to test a planning 
method developed largely b; the LDCs." 

Could you elaborate on that -- what it is that they 
brought to the planning process, what concessions, if any, 
were made? 

Qe Well, everybody entered into the spirit in 
determining, "How can we use this resource to greater advantage?" 
I'm not going to give you any technical parameters, but for 
example, the signal to noise ratio, should it be one number 
Or a lesser number? There were compromises reached; a limitation 
on the use of single transmitters versus multiple transmitters; 
what happens when you have an. overloaded band. 

All of these matters were considered by committees in which 
the LDCs played a large part. And I said that India, Iran, and 
Algeria were dominant in these discussions. 

The plan was evolved by the whole conference, not by any 
one group. 


Q What I’m wondering is if there are any planning 


principles, if you will, that can apply to the space WARC 


Or some of the upcoming conferences? 





~ ' ~ 
A I'm not going to comment on the Space WARC. 





That's a whole new subject, a different part of the spectrum; 
and some of the arguments that we had at this meeting will, of 
course, be made at the Space WARC, but I'm not in a 
position to judge whether or not they apply. 

Anybody élse? 


If not, thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at l 
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MR. SIMS: As the crowd slowly gathers -- this briefing 


is a background briefing attribu*able to a senior administration 
official. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Prime Minister Muldoon, 
accompanied by his wife, is making an official working visit to 
Washington from February 22nd to 25th. 


President Reagan will meet with him and host a working 
luncheon for the Prime Minister at the White House tomorrow. In 
addition, the Prime Minister will be meeting with Secretary of State 
Shultz, Secretary of Defense Weinberger who's hosting a lunch for his 


today, Secietary of Treasury Regan who he just met with, and Special 
Trade Representative Brock. 


He will also meet with members of the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee -- 


Q Quiet, quiet. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- Senate Banking Committee 
and the House Foreign Affairs Committee. Vice President and Mrs. Bush 
will host a dinner for the Muldoons tomorrow evening. Following their 
stop in Washington, the Muldoons will visit New York, New Orleans, Austin, 
San Antonio, San Francisco, Los Angeles, and Honolulu. 


New Zealand and the United States share a long tradition 
of close cooperation and friendly relations. As vartners with Aus- 
tralia and ANZUS Alliance, we work together to ensure our mutual 
éefense and to foster stability in the Pacitic. 


In addition, New Zealand and the United States share 
common goals and points of view on most of the major international 
issues we face today. We value New Zealand as a close friend upon whom 
we rely on for support and understanding. The visit of Prime Minister 
Wuldoon is another step in the ongoing process of high level frequent 
consultations that we conduct with our closest allies. 


I might mention too that New Zealand, while a small country 
and very far away from most other countries in the world, nonetheless, 
plays a significant role on the world scene and has, I think, a trul 
clobal outlook. That's underscored, among other things, by the t- 
rent of New Zealand forces to the Sinai peacekeeping operation. It's 
underscored by the role New Zealand plays in promoting stability in 
Southeast Asia, with its contribution of a battalion of troops in 
Singapore under the Five Power Defense arrangement. And somewhat closer 
to New Zealand, it's also underscored in the leadership role that New 
Zealand plays in the South Pacific working with a large number of 
newly independent countries in that part of the world who need a great 
éeal of help, particularly economic assistance and technical support. 
And New Zealand's played a leading role in helping those countries and 
in building relations between those countries and others, including 
ourselves. 
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Anc the Prime Minister, himself, as a man who's been 
on the world scene as Prime Minister for nine years, he's also 
Finance Minister, has, in fact, very broad views, and I'm confident -- 
in fact, = know already from this morning's discussion with the 
Secretary of the Treasury, the discussions here will touch not only 
on bilateral issues -- and there are quite a few trade subjects of 
importance -- but also there were -- I think going to have very 
broad discussions about international financial problems, about East- 
West relations, and about general global developments. 


I'd be glad to try to take questions. 


Q Are there any outstanding issues between the two 
countries? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think there are a 
number of -- let me easwer that first -- there are some outstanding 
issues. The thing that's more striking is -- 


MR. SIMS: Would you hold it down back in the back, please. 
Nobody up here can hear. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- and very important 
to us and something we are anxious to preserve is the common outlook 
on so many issues. We've had strong support from New Zealand in inter- 
national fora on a variety of issues, including most recently on 
Grenada. As I mentioned already, we, I think, take rather common 


but not identical approaches in the Middle East and found New Zealand 
supportive. 


And -- so there's a great commonality. I start from 
that point. Okay. There are differences, there are problems. I guess 
it's not surprising, particularly in the present international economic 
situation, and most of those are coming up in the trade area. 


I quess two that are of particular concern to New 

Zealand -- one concerns the whole question of dairy surpluses. New 
Zealand depends for more than 20 percent of its export earnings and 

a significant fraction of its GNP, therefore, on the sales of dairy 
products. It's probably one of the most efficient dairy producers in 
the world. They've been very concerned by EC policies of subsidizing 
éairy production and then selling it on the world market. And they 
have been concerned about the possibility that with our large dairy 
surpluses, we might end up doing the same thing. 


We have consulted frequently with them. Most recently, 
over an issue concerning surplus -- donation surplus dairy products 
by the United States to Jamaica that is under discussion now. We, 
of course, are pursuing that because of our strong concern about the 
Jamaican economy and the stability of the Caribbean. The government 
of New Zealand is concerned, both in this case and the broader prece- 
dent, that aid programs may become commercial programs and is anxious 
to have safeguards about it. 


We've consulted about that. I would <-- you'd have to 
ask them their view. I would hope they've at least -- 
the assurances we've been able to give then. 


Another area in the trade area which will, I guess, be 
particularly a subject with Secretary Brock is on the subject of New 
Zealand's export incentives program; something that they had agreed 
with us earlier as part of their subscribing to the GATT Subsidies Code 
that they would phase out export incentives by ‘85. Given other 
pressures and other trade liberalization actions that the government 
of New Zealand is taking, it has already told us it's going to find 
that deadline difficult to meet. We have difficulties in slipping it. 
So that will be an issue I'm sure we'll be discussing now. 
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But I would say generally and go back to it before, 
it’s a good, strong working relationship and we've stood by one 
another well, I think. 


Q Are the trade issues going to be thrashed out in 
the meeting between the President and the Prime Minister or are those 


going to be relegated to the sessions with Secretary of Agriculture or 
Brock or whoever? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Relegated isn't the 
right word. I think the way -- the pattern is as I think more or less 
normal is that you start to get into these issues and you find that 
they get very, very detailed very quickly and require, in fact, hours 
of expert negotiation. So they will tend in their detail to be 


handled by their specific departments. Frankly, it leaves a lot of 
us out very quickly. 


But the basic point -- the importance of resolving these 
issues is something that I think needs impetus from the highest poli- 
tical level and I would assume those kinds of concerns will get aired 
with the President. They get resolved in a more working level. 


Q Can you tell us what was discussed at the meeting 
this morning? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: With Regan? 
Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The principal focus 
was on international financial situation. The Prime Minister has been 
one of the leaders in calling the world’s attention to the, by now 
I guess, commonly recognized major problem of debt burden that the -- 
a large number of developing countries are bearing. 


He has also expressed some concern that our recovery is 
not going to be strong enough or long enough to significantly ease 
those problems. That's one point on which Secretary Regan was very 
strong in assuring him confidence that we have at least two more years 
of strong recovery in the United States. 


That we agree on the importance of that problem. In fact, 
that’s one reason -- that's the principal reason the President made -- 
put such a legislative priority on getting new appropriation for the 
IMP passed in the last session of Congress. The Prime Minister feels 
there are besic structural problems with the present international 
financial system. We're not as convinced of that. We're, I quess, 
even less convinced that at this stage, at any rate, that a conference 
without some more specific proposals to discuss would strengthen those 
institutions. But I think the discussion this morning was 4 very 


helpful one and part of a continuing dialogue we've been having with 
them. 


MR. SIMS: Any more? 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 11:21 A.M. EST 
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MR. SIMS: This briefing is ON BACKGROUND attributable 
to a Senior Administration Official. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't have any prepared 
remarks. I'll just make a few observations and then take questions. 


It's been a very good visit. It's a meeting between 
friends, both friendly countries and two leaders who consider themselves 
friends. In that sense, it is an important visit. It means, I guess, 
that there are fewer controversial issues, fewer contentious issues 
because we are friendly; but, in fact, also there is an outspokenness. 
The Prime Minister is not afraid to speak his mind when he disagrees 
with us as much as he does when he agrees with us, and that kind of 
exchange is beneficial also. 


We discussed among many other topics during the course 
of meetings with the President and meetings with other Cabinet 
officers, our important relations as members of ANZUS. We very much 
appreciate the role New Zealand plays in ANZUS, the welcome that it 
provides to American ships as part of ANZUS. We appreciate the fact 
that the New Zealand government understands our policy about ship 
visits and about the fact that we can neither confirm nor deny the 
presence of nuclear weapons on our ships. 


We appreciate the role, very constructive role, that 
New Zealand played in the review of the ANZUS that was conducted at the 
council meeting last summer. 


Slightly further afield, but not very far, as the President 
noted in his remarks, we very much appreciate tne leadership role that 
New Zealand is playing in the South Pacific, a region of a large 
numer of very small countries, none of them with robust economies, all 
of them struggling to create new political institutions, and New 
Zealand has played a very important role and one that we will continue 
to count on in making that part of the world a safe and stable region. 


We talked about many other issues during the course of 
these meetings, international issues, the situation in the Middle East, 
East-West relations and the prospects of arms control, the international 
finarm ial situation which is one, of course, on which the Prime Minister 
has very extensive views, very well-informed views. He's been observing 
this both as Finance Minister as well as Prime Minister for many years. 
And, while we don't agree on all points, we certainly benefit from the 
kind of discussion we've had. 


There are also some difficult bilateral issues, as I 
mentioned in the pre-briefing. I think we made some progress, at 
least in appreciating a little bit better the concerns of both 
countries. The Prime Minister made very, very clear the enormous stake 
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that \ew Zealand has in its dairy exports and enormous damage that 
can be cone to New Zealand's economy by dumping of surplus subsidized 


butter and other dairy products either by the EC or by the United 
States. 


We discussec in some detail the AID's program in Jamaica 
about which New Zealand has expressed concerns. There are no current 
pians, either in concept or in writing, to repeat that kind of AID 
program anywhere else, and we have made very firm commitments to 
New Zealand that should any such plans develop we would be consulting 
with them at the very earliest stages to make sure that New Zealand's 
interests are properiy protected. 


The Prime Minister also expressed very forcefully New 
Zealand's concerns about the commitment to eliminate export incentives 
anc the problems they face in doing that by the March 3lst, 1985 
Geacliine. Ambassador Brock made equally clear the concerns that we 
have and the place this fits in our overall concerns. 


The Government of New Zealand, I understand, will soon 
complete its review of its Export Support Program. The U.S. will 
review she situation thereupon in early 1985. 


That's really all I have to say in the way of remarks. 


Q You sounded kind of ominous -- what you said about 
the dairy there -- there are no current plans to repeat these and 
should they develop, we'll consult with New Zealand -- well, you know 
New Zealand's position, so what good does consulting do? Is the U.S. 
going to repeat this to other countries? And, on Jamaica, 


T-be? 








now much is the U.S. going to give Jamaica and when is it going to 
tart? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Don't make it sound 
ominous. It's not ominous. I think one of the very useful benefits 
of both the representations that the New Zealand Ambassador's 
mace here anc, even more importantly, the points the Prime Minister 
has mace curing his visit here is that our bureaucracy is at all 
levels, including the most technical levels within AID, aware of the 
potential damage that can be done through a program like that. 


They assure us and assure the New Zealanders that they 
have mo Similar programs in mind. And I can say that, if it should 
develop that in some other country a dairy donation of some kind 
would seem to be a useful aid program, we would be consulting not 
Simply by way of informing but also to try to ensure that the proper 
safeguards are instituted so that it is a genuine aid program and 
doesn't take away a commercial market. 


I might underscore, too, that we have with the Jamaica 


Goration itself, and I'm not sure of the exact size of it -- Do you 
know the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Two thousand tons 
of cheese; two thousand tons of butter annually. But it’s still 
under negotiation. It hasn't been finalized. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And that’s a roughly 
$5 million program. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not sure of the 
value, but it’s <-=- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As you may have heard, 
two thousand tons of butter, two thousand tons of cheese. And 
my recollection, but that's only recollection, is that order of 
magnitude is $5 million. As part of that program, Jamaica's 
undertaking a commitment to maintain its usual commercial purchases 
of dairy products. 


And we have committed to the government of New Zealand 
that we will review at the end of the first year of that program 
when it goes into operation -- we will review, particularly with an 
eye to the fulfillment of that so-called usual marketing requirement. 


So, I don’t think -- it shovldn't be seen as ominous. 
I think we put a lot of mechanisms in place, both to see that 
New Zealand's legitimate commercial interests in Jamaica are protected 
and, more importantly, that, should any further aid programs be 
developed, that they would be protected at an even earlier stage. 


Yes? 


Q Is there an; possibility that the March 31, ‘85 
deadline for the phasing out of export incentives would be put back? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Presumably, that's 
one of the things that would be looked at when we review the situation 
early in 1985. I can't say anymore than that. Might have to 
ask Brock's office. 


Q Sir, back to this butter situation, do we -- 
I'm really asking you from -- are we sometimes letting New 
cealand have butter so that she can maintain her commercial 
carkets when they need bolstering? And, then, we let them have the 
butter to sell, rather than try to grab the market ourselves? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. Let me explain. 
I think for the New Zealand press representatives here, this is all 
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very fariliar territory. I think Americans don’t appreciate that 
what we're Cealing with is, I think, the sost efficient dairy industry 
in the world from the farm right throush the processing. 


Q Are you talking about ours or theirs? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Theirs -- remarkably 
efficier: and terribly important to New Zealand's economy. Ours 
is pretty good, although, I think, it's somewhat subsidized. The 
European one, which is enormous, is very, very heavily subsidized. 
And that's, of course, causing a problem for the entire world market 
in dairy products and particularly for New Zealand. 


We are not selling our dairy surpluses on the world 
market, and we have given assurances to New Zealand that we understand 
their concerns in that regard. What -- this specific Jamaica program 
is not a commercial sale of U.S. dairy products; it’s an attempt to 
use a commodity that we have in surplus to help an important country 
in the Caribbean that is in bad economic straits and can use some -- 
in this particular area -- some specific assistance. And it's 
an aid program. It's not a commercial thing. 


Q Well, why don’t we sell our surplus butter on 
the world market? Why do we let somebody like New Zealand have 
some surplus when they need it and not go after the trade ourselves? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are talking about 
products that we have heavily subsidized. We're maintaining prices 
here in the United States. One of the things that we're trying to 
do in our general trade policy is to develop some 
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common programs among the producing countries. s7 that those countries 
that are efficient producers are the ones that sell and we don't end 
up finding world markets flooded with products that have really 

been financed out of taxpayer dollars at home. 


9 Are you saying then to me that we should let 
New Zealand be efficient and go ahead and sell and we should -- 


We're not so efficient, so, therefore, we shouldn't try to meet 
this market? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Certainly we can sell 
commercially. There's no problem with that. 


I thought you said a while ago we were not selling 
commercially on the world market. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. We will sell com- 
mercially. What we're not going to do is take surpluses that we've 
accumulated at government expense and then dump then, sell them at 
non-commercial prices in order to take markets away. 


*) Well, if you sold some, you'd get rid of the 
surplus, wouldn't you? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICTAL: You're getting into 
agricultural policy that's beyond me. I'm sorry. 


Q I gon’t understand at all what you're saying. 
We should not try to sell, or we should not get rid of our sur- 
pluses, that we should just let New Zealand have some of that 
surplus when she needs it to bolster her own market -- 


Q No, MO, AO, nO. 
Q Un-unm, Umum, uh-uR. 


SENIOR ADMINISTPATION OFFICIAL: New Zealand isn't 


selling surpluses. New Zealand is selling commerically-produced 
products -- 


Q I realize that. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <= not subsidized by 
governments. We're talking about large government stockpiles the 
United States has accumulated. We not in the process of disposing 
of those stockpiles, not going to destroy commerical markets. We 
have a serious problem with the Europeans who are doing the same 


thing and that is a problem that we're addressing in a broader 
trace context. 


Yer. 


Can we come to the Prime Minister's initiative 
on a new Bretton Woods Conference? Is the administration's position 
unchanged notably that it sees no case for a reform of international 
financial institutions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think that's 
our position. I think we're -- we don't see the case for a new 
conference. We think that <-- I suppose it's certainly the case 
we see that the interhational financial institutions are basically 
sound institutions and ones that we want to treat with the respect 
that, therefore, they deserve. But we acknowledge, and the Prime 
Minister's been one of the first in calling attention to it, that 
there is a major problem with the large debts that a number of 
Thie4 World countries have accumulated and that the problem of 
how to manace that debt is a very serious one And I would not 
rule out that some chances, some new policies sight not be in 
srder in addressing that. But =I don’t think we have any agreement 
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om what those policies would be. And we continue to feel that a 
-azrze conference is not the way to develop then. 
* You hold to your view, then, that a recovery 


: he American economy will eventually trickle down to the benefit 
of che rest of the world? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We don't believe that's 
the be-a.l anc end-all. We certainly believe that the recovery 
-m the American economy is a critical one, the recovery of other 
major incustrial economies along with it is critical and that that 
wil. make many of these problems easier to solve. 


But the Prime Minister's point that these debt problems 
nave become so large that they will still be around even if two 
rears from now we turn out of recovery and back into some economic 
srosble and we've got to have some long-term solutions I think is 
& point chat is recognized and is accepted. 


So we think our recovery is critical. We don’t think 
.t's -- answers everything. 


Have you heard anything from the Prime Minister 
on this visit which has caused you to rethink your position on 
these kincs of issues? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'd be the wrong -- I 
~ean, I think the most important audience there is Secretary Recan 
anc the people in the Treasury Department and you'd have to ask 


then. Certainly there was a very lively exchange and I think that 
<inc of ching is -- 


Q You were at the meeting with the Prime Minister 
there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q Was Secretary Regan? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


* Which other people were at the meeting besides 
Secretary Recan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The meeting with the 
Presidcert today? 


Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Secretary Regan had 
nis cwn meeting with the Prime Minister. I think he was <-- his 
deputy was in the meeting with the President. Other people attending 
it were Secretary Shultz, Ambassador Brock, Secretary Baldrige, 
Seruty Secretary of Agriculture, Mr. Lyng, as I already mentioned, 
the Deputy Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. McNamar and the Deputy 
Secretary of Defense, Mr. Taft. I think that's the full list. And 
the “SC Advisor, Mr. McFarlane. 


Q Sir, you said at the beginning that the Prime 
Mirister was not afraid to speak his mind when he disagrees. Were 
there issues today in-which he was forced .o speak his mind in 
sisacreenent? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think this 
se.nt we save discussed about the new Bretton Woods system is a very 
clear e a~ple of where he has a view that's different from ours. I 
“".*« we both benefited <-- I know we've benefited -- let him 
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speak for himself. I think we definitely benefited from the dialogue 
that has gone on, as a matter of fact, over quite a few years. 
Secretary Shultz recalls discussing some of these similar problems at 
a much earlier stage when he was Secretary of the Treasury and the 


Prime Minister was still, at that time, the Finance Minister also I 
believe. 


Q Could you tell us what he felt about the Middle 
East and also what he felt about the defense part. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I make it a practice 
to let the other side speak for itself as to what it said. I will 
say that on the Middle East, New Zealand really has -- again all the 
more remarkable for a country that is so small and so far removed 
from the immediate scene -- played a very constructive role. And 
in particular the contribution of a contingent to the Sinai Peacekeepins 
Force is something that we very much appreciate. 


There was also a great deal of common concern and interest 
in the situation in the Persian Gulf and the war between Iran and 
Iraq. I know, speaking for our own side, we are continually working 
to try to do what we can to encourage a peaceful resolution of that 
conflict and suppose most importantly to at least keep it from 
escalating and expanding even further. 


Q Did they discuss the role of the Soviet Union in 
the Pacific area? Was that brought up at all? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, and the Prime 
Minister -- I think we agree with the view that he has often expressed, 
that if you don't attend to the economic and political development 
problems of these small countries early on, you may ten or twenty 
years from now be faced with new Grenadas in the South Pacific. And 
while they're small countries and they are very far away and it's 
very easy to ignore them, that kind of neclect over many years ends 
up creating situations that are ripe for subversion. So, I'd say we 
appreciate the fact that he is continually calling to our attention 
special problems of these countries and, I think, has contributed 
importantly, not only to New Zealand's own policies, but through 
encouraging ours. 


MR. SIMS: Can we have -- one or two. 

Q I just want to follow up if I may, please. On the 
Jamaica butter deal -- has it officially commenced, or when does it 
begin? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Ne, it hasn't. I don’t <-- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's still under 
negotiations, a: will be for awhile yet. 


Q Thank you. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Larry? 

Q You mentioned the U.S. policy of not confirming 
the presence of nuclear weapons on U.S. vessels. Was that concern 
raised, specifically about the possibility of such weapons in the 


New Zealand waters? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it was specifically 
discussed, and we expressed appreciation for the fact that the Prime 


we have that policy. That for reasons of deterrence and for reasons 
of intelligence that we simply can't confirm or deny the presence of 
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weapons on ships and that -- for our ships to be welcome in some of 
those ports, that point has to be clearly understood, and it clearly 
is by the New Zealand government. 


I guess I can take one more. 


*) You were talking @arlier about the Prime Minister 


not being afraid to speak his mind. Did any of the exchanges become 
heated? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. (Laughter.) He 
can speak his mind and very forcefully and a grea: deal of good 
umor remains. 
Thank you. 


THE PRFSS: Thank you. 


END 1:55 P.M. EST 














THE WHITE HOUSE 


Office of the Press Secretary 





BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
ON THE VISIT OF PRESIDENT KIRCHSCHLAGER OF AUSTRIA 


February 27, 1984 


The Briefing Room 
1:01 P.M. EST 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm briefing on the 
visit of the President of Austria. Overwhelming interest I can see. 


President Kirchschla&dger arrived this morning, will be 
seeing the President tomorrow, state dinner tomorrow night. 
Kirchschlager 's return luncheon for the Vice President on Wednesday, 
after which he sets off on a trip to Chicaco and the West Coast. 
Will be leaving -- going back to Austria next Sunday or Monday. 


Article in The Post this morning, I think, put it in 
rather good perspective. Tne first visit by an Austrian chief of 
state since the founding of the Austrian republic. 


There will also be a meeting -- 
Q When was that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I beg your pardon? 
¢ When was that? ‘In 1950 -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, 1955 at the time 
of the State Treaty, yes. There were no visits by Austrian chiefs of 


state during the inner war period when we didn't have so many state 
visits. 


Q This is the first since -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: First since 1955. First 
ever. 


Q And it's a full-scale state visit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is a full-scale 
state visit. The only thing which could intervene to cut back on it 
is if it snows tomorrow morning and it's tough on the South Lawn. 


I think that's about all I'll say. The Secretary of 
State will be meeting this afternoon with the Foreign Minister of 
Sustria, Mr. Lane, who accompanied President Kirchschlager. Science 
.dvisor to the President, Dr. Keyworth, will be meeting with the 
Sustrian Minister of Science, Dr. Fischer, who also accompanied the 


President. They'll be signing an understanding on science and tech- 
nology. 


Q Any problems? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Any problems? Where? 
in the visit? 


Q No. Between the two countries. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have no basic bilateral 


i@sues *ith Austria so we expect the conversation will focus on multi- 
lateral issues == East-West relations. 
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Q Do we have any resentment of its neutrality? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. We, as a matter 
of fact, are treaty bound to support its neutrality as signatories 
of the Stéte Treaty so we accept and support Austrian neutrality. 


Q Well, is this strictly ceremonial then? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no. I think they'll 
have very substantive discussions of issues that are not tilateral 
issues. East-West relations where Austria has a very keen interest 
being on the frontier, if you will. A neutral country in Europe 
with important ties beth with the East and West. 


Austria does play an important role in other areas. The 
Middle East although with Chancellor sky's retirement, they're 
somewhat less outspoken on Middle Eastern questions. 


Q Is Austria concerned about the INF deployment? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Austria has not taken 
an official position on the INF deployment question, but they've 
expressed their hope that East-West arms control discussions could 


resume as soon as possible, as has the President, as has this admin- 
istration. 


The Austrians, more generally, are concerned about the 
state of East-West relations, feeling that in their own position they 


benefit when East-West relations are better and suffer when they're 
worse. 


Q And will the President be sounding him out on his 
visit to Moscow? Will the President sound him out on his visit to 
Moscow or was that -- that was -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, President 
Kirchschlager visited Moscow quite awhile ago. It's been almost two 
years. I think he'd be interested in the President's views on -- 
President Kirchschliger's general views on what's going on in Eastern 
Europe and in the Soviet Union. But President Kirchschlager was out 
two administrations ago as far as the Soviets are concerned. 


MR. SIMS: Will that do it? 
Thank you very much. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 1:05 P.M. EST 
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BY PRESIDENT KIRCHSCHLAEGER OF AUSTRIA 


February 28, 1984 


The Briefing Roos 
11:47 A.M. EST 


MR. SIMS: This briefing will be in English -- (Laughter) 
~~ it's ON BACKGROUND attributable to a Senior Administration Official. 


Q The Colonel says Firchschlaeger translates as 
“the man who strikes churches® -- is that right? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, it's not. "Kirsch" 
would be “church,” but it's not -=- that's not how it's translated. 


Q What is the translation? 
Qo "The man who strikes kirschs.” 
Q "The man who doesn't strike churches." 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: “The man who doesn't 
strike churches." The President and President Kirchschlaeger just 
completed their meeting. It lasted about an hour. Major issues 
covered in terms of time were Central America -- but I think probably 
first, and foremost, East-West relations. The President outlined his 
views and found, I think, a good area of agreement with President 
Kirchschlaeger. They both agreed that the resumption of the MBFR 
negotiations in Vienna on the 16th of March are a very important event. 


The President indicated that he hoped the Soviet Union 
would return to the two arms control negotiations on nuclear weapons -- 
INF and START. 


President Kirchschlaeger, of course, agreed that he, too, 
hopes that these negotiations will resume. They agreed -- the two 
Presidents agreed -- of course, that there was no way of knowing right 
now when they would, when the Soviets would return to those negotiations. 


Q Our President said there's ne way of knowing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He said at this time 
it's difficult to predict, but he remained hopeful that the Soviet 
Union would return to the negotiations, yes. 


On Central America, the two Presidents discussed the 
outlook for the elections in El Salvador. Both agreed that this was a 
very important event in terms of the political process in that country. 
On bilateral relations, the President expressed satisfaction with the 
fact that we have no cutstanding problems, a point with which President 
Kirchschlaeger agreed. 


The President expressed his appreciation, our appreciation, 
for the very important role which Austria has played ever since the 
re-establishment of the Austrian Republic in 1955 as the point of first 
asvlanm for refugees from Eastern Europe. Initially, of course, in 
1956 with the Hungarians and subsecuentiy Czech, Polish imigrees, and 
also, of course, very importantly, the Soviet-Jewish imigrees. 


Let me take any questions you may have. 
Q Well he -- the visitor seemed to piace such on “- 


=alkinc about messages between the two blocks that are very hopeful -- 


MORE 


L-6B 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: President Kirchschlaeger 
you mean? 


Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, President 
. Kirchschlaeger welcomed the President's speech of January 16 and the 
concrete proposals which it contained. He expressed satisfaction with 
the fact that Secretary Shultz had met with Foreign Minister Gromyko 
in Stockholm the next day. As I say, the two Presidents were hopefu! 
that the resumption of the arms control discussions in Vienna on the 
16th of March will represent a forward step and, perhaps, initially -- 


lead ultimately to a resumption of the two nuclear arms control 
éiscussions. 


Q Did they discuss Gromyko's speech as reported 
yesterday by Tass? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That was noted. The 
fact that Secretary Shultz was there -- and discussed this briofly -- 
that Foreign Minister Gromyko had made a speech in connection with his 


campaign for re-election to the Supreme Soviet -- a very important 
and momentous -- 


Q Did -- pay any attention to those election speeches? 


Q Did Shultz agree with -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the outcome of 
those elections, of course, is -- 


Q Whet did Shultz say -- did he see it as a tough 
speech? An unyielding speech? How did he characterize it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Secretary characterized 
he speech as being a standard Soviet statement -- not tough, not mild -- 
think, one way or another. Said there were no surprises in it. 


. 
~ 
* 
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Q Well, did they see that asc a setback to this improving 
climate that Mr. Reagan had hoped for, or what? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, 


. ne. There was no 
-néication shat that speech was a setback. 


Q Was any mentioned made of the President supporting -- 
Q Would you repeat that, please? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 


t'm sorry, I'm hearing 
several questions at once here. 


Q You speak very fast. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I beg your pardon? 
Q You said no indication of what? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was no indication 
given that either -- that this speec:, Gromyko's election speech yes- 


cerday was 2 setback in any way or in the process of U.S.-Soviet 
relations. 


Q Was any mention made of a speech -- of a letter 
purporting to come from the American Ambassador von Damm asking for 
radar defense cooperation with Austria? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That subject did not 
come up. Imight just say, by the way, that it's been demonstrated, 
I think, to everyone's satisfaction that letter was a forgery. 


Q What about -- 

Q What is it? 

Q I don't even know what the letter is. 

Q Yes. Can you explain? (Laughter.) 

Q That letter was a forgery. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I shouldn't have even -- 
I should have pleaded ignorance on this. There was a letter which 
surfaced in Austria about two weeks ago allegedly from Ambassador von Damn 
to the Austrian Defense Minister proposing -- I beg your pardon? 

Q Helene von Damm? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, Ambassador von Damn. 
Yelene von >amn, Ambassador to Austria allegedly sent a letter to the 
Austrian Defense Minister proposing enhanced U.S.-Austrian defense 
cooperation. It has, I think, been conclusively demonstrated that this -- 


Q It was a forgery? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm getting to it, for 
heavensakes. ‘taughter.) The letter was a forgery. 


Q You go so slowly though. (Laughter. ) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sorry. You guys are just 
too quick for ne. You know, Burt's on vaca -- on a trip, and I'm not 
ssec to this. 


*) Vacation. 
Q 


Ohhh. 
e Vacation. (Laughter.) 
STNIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm Sorry, no. 
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Q Burt's in Barbados, is he? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Burt's out of town. I's 
not used to this kind of tough questioning. The letter was « forgery. 
Everyone recognizes it as such except the Communist newspaper in Vienna. 


Q What about the MBFR? Was there any discussion about 
a new U.S. negotiating position? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, we didn't get into 


the substance of the negotiations. Austria is not a participant. They 
Simply provice the locale for the talks. 


Q Is there a new 0.S. negotiating position? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The United States is 


discussing the negotiating position with our allies. There's not going 
to be a specific proposal that I'm aware of, no. 


Q There's not going to be a specific proposal? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not aware of one but 


we are talking with our allies now on the MBFR negotiations. I'm not 
familiar with the new position. 


Q Are you denying the proposal in The L.A. Times today? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I haven't seen The L.A. 
Times article today so I can't -- 


Q You say there is not a formal -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I beg your pardon? I 


heven't seen the article. This is not really germane to the discussion 
we're on right nov. 


Q Well, you mentioned MBFR. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I mentioned the fact that 


the two presidents welcomed the resumption of the MBFR negotiations on 
the 16th. 


Ah, that's it. 


That's right. You brought it up. 


oOo oOo oO 


All right. Are you saying there is no -- 
Q Let him do it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think what he said was 
that's all they discussed in here because this is merely the scene. 


Q No, but you tell us about the -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As far as The L.A. Times 
story, which I still haven't read, and any other reports there may be 
on new proposals, what we're saying is that we're going back on the 16th. 


Ke're discussing with our allies the position which we will take at that 
time and we have nothing further for you. 


Q But you're not denying, again, that story really? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm certainly not denying 


something = haven't read. 

Q All right. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm just giving our 
sAsition. 
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Q I'm a little confused. 
Q I missed the beginning of this. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The sto is not germane 
to the briefing here today. nel % 


Q Yes, it is. 


You said you were not aware there was going to be 
a new position and your colleague seemed to indicate -- 


Q That's right. 


Q ~~ there may well be a new position that we're dis- 
cussing with the allies. Could you two reconcile that? 


*] Are we in consultations with then? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are in consultations 
with our allies. That is correct. 


Q Well, is there going to be -- I mean, is it your best 
understanding there is not or there is going to be a new U.S. position 
at the MBFR talks? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is my understanding 
that we're currently consulting with our allies on the position to be 


taken at the time when the MBFR negotiations resume in Vienna on the 
léth of March. 


Q Well, what did you mean when you said you didn't know 
about any new proposal? 


SENTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have not read The 


Los Angeles Times articles. I'm not sure what proposal you're talking 
about. 


Can we gO on to more discussions on the visit? 


Q Did President Reagan in front of President Kirchschlaeger 
analyze the change in East-West relations since Andropov's death and 
Chernenko's raise to power and, when yes, which way did he? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was no specific 
discussion of that subject. I think there was agreement that the 


leadership situation in the Soviet Union is as yet somewhat uncertain. 
It's a transitional period. 


Q Did the Austrian President say that he thinks there 
is a change in the attitude by the Soviet Union? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He did not make that 
point, no. 


Q Middle East -- did it come up? 














SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Middle East did 
not come up during these discussions today. 


Q I missed the beginning of this, so you may have 
mentioned -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well -- 


Q Did President Kirchschlaeger make any suggestions 


as to how the U.S. might act to any new initiative to bring the 
Soviets back to the table? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, he did not. As I 
said, he welcomed the President's speech of January 16 and the concrete 
positive proposals contained in the President's speech and expressed 
the hope that these would lead -- or these proposals would lead to 


improvement in the East-West relationship. But he did not make 
specific proposals of his own. 


When you talked about the hope that the negotiations 
on the 16th might lead to resumption of the other arms talks, is there 
more than hope? Is there going to be some kind of -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, there is -- The idea 
was that as these negotiations resumed, it is a step forward. And, 
perhaps, it will lead to an improvement in the atmosphere. But that 
was the only way in which these talks -- there was a relationship 
érawn between these talks and other negotiations. 


Q When they agreed that the elections in El Salvador 
were important, did they think that the elections in Nicaragua -- 
éid they mention those at all and say that they would be important? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was agreement that 
the elections in Nicaragua, if they are to be significant, will re- 
quire considerable preconditions in the sense of opening up the 
media to opposition parties, parties other than those participating 
in the government or to the Sandinistas themselves and it would have 
to be a political process. 


The point was made, I think, and agreed by both sides 
that an election is something more than just the vote itself on the 
Gay of the 4th of November, in the case of Nicaragua. There's a 
long process, preparatory process which is required. 


I think there was agreement on both sides that this 
process has not yet been seen-- the evidence of this process in 
Nicaragua has not yet been seen. 


Q Did President Kirchschlaeger invite President 
Reagan to a trip to Vienna or is that up to a next summit? Did 
they discuss the possibility of a next summit -- on the possibility 
of having such a summit in Vienna? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The answer, I think, 
is no to all of those questions. There was no invitation to the 


President and there was no discussion of the next summit or whether 
that next summit might be in Vienna. 


Q Is Gromyko going to win in this election? (Laughter.) 
Q Any discussion of Gary Hart? (Laughter.) 


MR. SIMS: All right. That's it. (Laughter.) Mike, 
last question. Last -- 


Q -- science and technology, what's involved in that? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I beg your pardon? 


Q ~~ exchange of letters on science and technology -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Science Minister 
Fischer andthe President's Science Advisor, Dr. Keyworth, will 
exchange letters this afternoon involving increased U.S.-Austrian 
cooperation in basic scientific research. 

Q Radar defense. (Laughter.) 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 

MR. SIMS: Thank you very such. 


Q Where is Burt anyway -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Burt's on his way 


back from Bonn. He was in Bonn yesterday. He's on an airplane 
right now. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 11:59 A.M. EST 
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March 1, 1984 


The Briefing Room 
2:04 P.M. EST 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Prime Minister, 
Mohammed Karim-Lamrani, who was accompanied by five members of the 
Moroccan Cabinet and a senior member of the Moroccan military, making 
a two-day official working visit to us, yesterday and today. He has 
just had a meeting with the President, with the Vice President, 
spent much of yesterday morning with the Secretary -- Secretary of 


State and will be having a further session with the Secretary late 
this afternoon. 


He and his delgation have been having other interviews 
with members of the Executive Branch and several sessions on the 
Hill. 


The discussions have focused on economic questions. 
During their visit here the delegation is meeting with the IMF, 
with World Bank officials, as well as with a wide variety of members 


of our government, concerning the current economic situation in the 
country. 


For our part, we have taken the occasion to review our 
éevelopment and security assistance programs and are about to con- 
clude several ongoing negotiations. You just witnessed the signing 
-- conclusion of one which was the agreement on the new VOA facilities 
in Morocco. Later today, there will be initialing at the office of 
the Special Trade Representative, a bilateral investment treaty with 
Morocco, which we hope is going to enhance the investment climate 


for American firms looking for possible locations for their overseas 
investment. 


The visit -- the idea of the visit came about last 
December as a result of the talks between Secretary Shultz with 
King Hassan in Rabat. They agreed it would be useful for both of 
us to get together at senior levels and review our programs with 
Morocco in more detail than was possible during the Secretary's 
brief stop at that time. The Prime Minister was newly appointed 
in December of late November and is a man of very long experience 
in both the private and public sectors of Morocco. 


Well, let me take any and all questions to the limit 
ol my knowledge on Morocco. Thank you very much for withholding 
a\l others. 


Q Could you spell the Prime Minister's name, 
please? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Hyphenated, Karin, 
K-ag-r-i-m, L-a-m-r-a-n-i. First name, Mohammed. 


And we have a list of the delegation, which I can 
eave after the briefing. 
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* Did the United States pledge any money for 
Morocco as any part of these agreements were being signed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the agreement 
~~ anc I'll ask my colleague to talk to you about the VOA agreement, 
that ¢coes involve expenditures in the country over the next several 
years for construction funds, be a source of stimulating some employ- 


ment. We've gone over the existing programs, which are under the 
AID Public Law 480 Code, 
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ESF funds for -- which will be -- this is the first year, fiscal ‘84, 
the first year -- a small amount of ESF. Foreign rilitary sales, MAP, 
military education. There are about six programs of which the ESF is 
& new one, but six programs we've had over the years with Morocco. And 
what we've done is listen, at this point in time, with his focus on the 


economic sitation, coming to this country in what is the tenth year of 
érought. 


You know, we've all focused on the Sahalian drought in 
Africa over the last several years which has been extremely severe and 
with starvation conditions across much of Africa. It is a little less 
well-known that Morocco, itself -- the whole rainfall pattern has been 
éisrupted since about ‘74, and the crops -- the water supply, the water 


table has dropped productions way down. So they've been afflicted by 
that general African problen. 


Q Does this radio relay station have anything to do with 
the towers at Kenitra? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Could you hold it for ay 
Colleague and he'll talk about the whole radio relay project. 


Q You mentioned the national security issue -- 

Q Well, wait a minute. 

Q -- Do we have use of any bases in Morocco -- 

Q The answer is no, right? 

Q Wait. Was there no more money, or -- I can't <-- 
Q There was never an answer. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're looking, we're 
looking. We're not -- yes, okay. We're not talking about anything just 
yet. We're looking hard to where we can -- if we can. At this point in 
our fiscal year, it's very hard to look around the barrel and see what's 
left, what could be reprogrammed from other programs where it won't get 
used by September 30. That's the effort that's underway and it's -- 
in the areas of existing programs like FMS, like our AID PL 480 programs, 
but I don't have figures to give you right now. We're working on it. 


Q So there's no -- right now, there's no pledge of 
increased aid? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're working on it. 
There's no -- we don't want to make a pledge that we can't sustain in 
terms of getting money out of -- what means getting out of other programs 
where the money isn't being spent, where the pipeline is backed up -- 
that sort of problen. 


Q How much was authorized, anyway, for ‘84 in military 
aid and economic aid? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: For ‘84, you've got «a 
totel -- dc you want just the global total? 


Q For economic and military. 


SENTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Economic and eg Tt | 
total runs $139 million under the continuing resolution on the Hill. 
And that is $139.125 million, if you want to get specific. 


Q How much of it is military? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Military? FMS, foreign 
military sales is $26.75, and MAP, which is grant, is $30, so that's 
$36.75, plus a small amount under the IMET program for military educea- 
tion training -- $1.475. 


. what's involved in this military Security agreement 
that vou mentioned that’s gcing to be signed later today? What's 
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-nvolved in that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no, no. No, that -- 
boy, I'm really misreading my notes if I said military security. No, 
-t's an investment. This is with Ambassador Brock's office, Special 
Trade Representative. Bilateral investment treaty. 


Q Was there any discussion of Mid-East problems? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. The -- certainly, 
«hen he met with the President, the Prime Minister, after bringing the 
Ring's greetings, said he hoped -- these included the hope from the 
king that the President would sustain his efforts in the peace process, 
and the President assured him that we, indeed, will remain engaged. 


Sut they did not get into more detail than that. But we had talks about 
this at the State Department. 


Q Was there discussion about Lebanon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not specific, no. Not 
in those -- 


Q Nothing about the Gemayel meeting with Assad? 
Neither of the two sides had -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. We're both waiting 
for readouts on that. 


Q Do you understand Gemayel headed to Lebanon or to 
Saudi Arabia? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Mixed reports. In this 


briefing on Morocco, I am not getting diverted from the essential 
nessage. 


°) Well, isn't it a little -- 


MR. SIMS: Radio time. Does anyone want to talk about 
the radio? 


Q Wait. Isn't it a little odd, though, that there 
would be hardly any mention at all? I mean, afterall, Morocco held a 
big summit and it's been -- I mean, it was just scant -- are we to 
understand that there was hardly any conversation about the situation 
in Lebanon? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The primary focus 
of the Prime Minister's trip was on the economic situation. They've 
got a very tough scene today in Morocco, against the background 


of this decade-long drought and the need for the country getting 
into structural economic reforms. 


You recall there was a problem back in January -- riots 
over the question of lifting or diminishing the subsidies on food 
Supplies. They have talked with the IMF. They have discussed 
@ package over there, I understand, of tax -- I'm sorry -- short- 
term, medium-term measures with the IMF which could help get 
Morocco out of the present difficulties. The IMF generally puts 
forward a series of conditions and then the country meets those 
conditions. They have standby facilities, that sort of thing. 


They've been discussing primarily economics. Su, 
there was not -- beyond the economic area, there really was noc 


much discussed on the peace process or on the overall political 
scene. 


I might just mention on the economic side, you've 
had a country that is like so many in the continent and in the 
third world. As the requirements for energy have gone, the price 
has gone up even faster. Food imports against the lowered production, 
the drought conditions -- it's all amounted up to a very, very 
heavy burden on the Moroccan government. 


But I don't have a story for you on the political side. 
Q All right. 

Q We weren't looking for that. 

Q Oh, no. We didn't want a story -- (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I appreciate 
your tolerance -- 


Q Thank you very much. 


SENIOR APAINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <= and look forward to 
our next get-togethecx. 


Q -- heavy foreign debt -- Morocco? Is it -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-~- regret. I'd have 
to refer you to the Moroccans on that. I don't know the overail 


figure. The one guy that was supposed to come bugged out just 
before this meeting. So -- 


Q Bugged out? 


Q Bugged out? State Department -- 
Q Cousin Ron -- 
Q -- there was no bugging out? (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: he. ie 


Q -- cuts and runs. 
Q -- redeployment. (Laughter.) 
Q -- redeploy himself in the State Department 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let's see how long 
Last 


The Voice America tocay broaccasts 
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all of our antennas are over 30 years old. The components on control 
panels were built in the 1920's. They're not manufactured any 
loncer; in fact, when one breaks down, we have to take them to our 
Own machine shops because replacement parts are no longer made. 


Q How many of them are left? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Beg your -- Oh. 
(Laughter. ) 


This is part of the administration's modernization program, 
the administration's $1 billion modernization program. In December, 
we signed an agreement with Sri Lanka to vastly increase our 
transmitting facilities there. The signing of this agreement today -- 
These two agreements mark the first time since 1962 that the United 
States has signed government-to-government agreements to significantly 
upgrace and improve and expand broadcasting VOA to the world. 


All this is a part of a worldwide, $1 billion modernization 
program for the Voice of America which we have proposed to Congress. 


And happy to answer any questions. 


Q Where is VOA now going to be able to go into that 
it wasn't going before you had this modernization in 10 years? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's a matter of 
a vastly increased signal. You can show -- if you're using a 40- 
year-old, 35 KW transmitter, you can say that you're broadcasting 
to Eastern Europe or to North Africa or to West Africa. You can 
say your signal's getting through. I can say a ham radio operation 
can get through half way around the world, too. It's a matter of 


strength of signal. It's a matter of predictability of the signal. 
when we were -- 


Q Was it going to Afghanistan or anything from that 
point or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We would not be 
broadcasting to Afghanistan from there. It's a bit too far away. 
But you're talking on all the countries of Eastern Europe; you're 
talking about possible broadcasting to the Soviet Union. We have 
broadcast to the Ukraine, for example, from Tangier in the past. 
We're talking about a vastly increased signal to Europe and one 
which can be counted on. We'll be -- 


Q It's a relay station, right? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll be replacing -- 
It's a relay station. We'll be replacing these ancient transmitters 


with 500 KW state-of-the-art transmitters, modern antennas -- the 
type of station 
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which means you get a clear signal from WMAL in Washington. 


Q How many relay stations you have presently 
in Morocco? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, one relay 
station. In Tangier. 


Q Now, will this reach farther into the Soviet 
Union? How far in will it go with a clesr signal? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The one -- the clear 
one-hop signal would extend through Eastern Europe. Second-hop 


signal, which is less dependable, will reach into the Soviet Union. 
I haven't checked, frankly, the maps -- 


Q Will it go as far as Moscow, for example -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We would not be broad- 
casting primarily to Moscow from this particular station. We have 
stations in Munich, in Great Britain and others. 


Q -- be southern -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right. 


Q Does that mean that now you have two relay 
stations or just a modernization of this -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll be replacing 
this station with a new state-of-the-art relay station. 


Q How long will it take? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's not going to 
take as long as the engineers say it's going to take now. I figure 
-- It takes -- The irony is the Voice of America has not built 
anything for more than 15 years. My friends at BBC say that it 
takes them an average of three years, beginning -- to install a new 
transmitter facility. We estimate three to five years. 


Q -- how much money's involved in the Moroccan 
project and what portion of this billion-dollar modernization pro- 
posal has been authorized or put into place here? 


SEN. OR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We received earmarked 


authorizatio fall from Congress for $165 million as the first 
stage of the year modernization program. This facility is 
estimated to t something like $175 million. It's going to be 


one of the most significant of our new facilities, one of the 
largest and one of the most powerful. 


We will be, of course, seeking -- and my colleague 
has some fact sheets on this -- we'll be seeking $113 million 
from Congress this year for this worldwide modernization program. 
This is much like a pipeline situation, like the space program, 
where you go each year for additional monies for projects you've 
already undertaken. Over five years, it's estimated $1 billion. 


Yes. 


Q Is this transmitter built atop a very high 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The transmitter is 
on the ground and the transmitter goes to antennas which are -- 
antennas and antenna facilities and that's how the signal goes out. 

Q How high are the towers? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: How high are the 
towers? High. (Laughter.) 


How high is high? 

Very high. 

How high -- 

I'm thinking of the tower of Kenitra that are -- 


He's been thinking about that all day. (Laughter.) 
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-- that was in there for 25 years and serving 
some purpose for the United States government all this time. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We only broadcast from 
Tangier, Jerry. And I think -- I don't really know about the facility 
you describe. The antennas I've seen around the world broadcasting 
for Voice of America look somewhat like the antennas at local radio 
stations, except there are many, many more of them in large fields. 


This facility, for example, will be 600 acres plus for the transmitting 
part. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 2:23 P.M. EST 
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, STATE DEPARTMENT 
BACKGROUND 3SRIEFING 


on 
CERTIFICATION OF AID TO EL SALVADOR 


FRIDAY, MARCH 2, 1984, 10:05 A.M. 


MR. CARLSON: Good morning. This is a BACKGROUND 
briefing on El Salvador. Your briefer will give you a few 
remarks and then he will take some cuestions. 

SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Thanks. It's 
a great pleasure to be back, as my friends say in the piranha 
tank. (Laughter) 

My hope is that I would give you two or three minutes 
of something on the elections and perhaps something on the military 
Situation, and if vou like, in response to cuestions, discuss an, 


and all other issues -- human rights, death scuads, all the obvious 


kinds of things. 


s 


° ‘On the elections process and what is nappening there, 
let me begin to say that despite what many of your colleagues are 
printing, neither I nor the Embassy nor the United States Governmen' 
has a favorite party candidate or coalition in the elections. 
Secretary Shultz announced that position: it is a position we 
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the oligarchy -- in the past had dominated the governmental 
process to one in which there is a free choice. That evolution 
began with the coup in 1979 of the reformist officers. The 
elections of 1982 marked an important step because they repre- 
sented a choice of a Constituent Assembly. That Assembly 

wrote a constitution and fixed the dates for the presidential 
elections that are coming on the 25th of March. 

Those elections will lead to the election of a president, 
and following that, next year, there will be elections again for 
a National Assembly, which should then complete the evolution 
to a freely-chosen government for El Salvador. 

These elections will be the first, I quess, observers 
tell me, in which it will not be known in advance -- for 50 years, 
at least -- who is going to be the President of El Salvador, and 
that's my current reading. It's a close race. 

The new constitution provides that if one of -the 
candidates does not receive a full majority on the first ballot, 
it will go to a second ballot, and the top two will run off. 


Currently, Mr. Duarte and Mr. dfAubuissonare running, in the 


t 


view of most of us, ahead of the pack. If that is the case, 
then they would, presumably, enter a runoff, if one of those, 
Or someone else, fails to get 50 percent on the first ballot. 


The present process is hard fought; it's a touch 


political campa:icn. In some respects, it makes 
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look like a garden party. Nevertheless, it has all of the 
attributes that one would expect to find in a democratic 
process and not a demagogic process. And it will be very 
important to recognize that the next stage will probably be 
one, if it plays ~ut that way, of coalition building, because 
the two who survive the first round will have to pick up votes 
tn support from those who do not. So we would look at it, I 
guess if you were to graph it, with polarization out to the 
edge. It's kind of an inverted hourglass graph -- it will be 
going toward polarity, certainly in the first round, and the 
process could well lead away from polarities and toward 
coalitions in the second round. 

The guerrilla attitude toward the elections is 
extremely interesting. As opposed to 1982, they said recently 
they recognized they made a mistake in physically and militarily 
attacking elections in El Salvador, and as a result they -were 
not going to do that. At the same time, individual guerrilla 
units have already begun the process of claiming that some of 
their actions, assassinations, some of their actions in small 


towns in El Salvador prohibiting the participation of those 
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ople in elections, or they should face, as they have said, "dire 


consequences” have indicated splits in their ranks. It's a 


- 
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n away, the indication that they 





don't intend to attack militarily these elections is a kind 
of back-handed compliment, even though they desparage the 
process. 

We think that whatever they may be saying -- and they 
said some of this prior to 1982 -- there ought t>2 be, and will 
be, planning for quite a heavy guerrilla offensive. The 
military situation has been at a stand-down, with the government 
retaking the initiative in recent months, since the beginning of 
January, and we would expect that that stand-down in part 
represents not only government offensive operations and initiatives, 
but in addition as well, the fact that the guerrillas are 
resupplying, resting, and reequipping for some events in the 
period of the elections. 

We think that the elections will mark not only a further 
bifurcation in the ways, if you like, between the military in 
politics, but they could very well present a presidential winner 


with a mandate. Indeed, if he has a majority, he or his coalition 
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will have a strong mandate to go ahead -- commander-in-chief o 
the military, a basis for programs for the future, which could 
leac, in our view, to very positive directions. Such programs, 
for example, as an increased dialocue looking toward the 1985 
elections, something that has been suggested by the Kissincer 


commission Report is something that oucht to be looked at reali 
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election certainly is their expectation for only a very small 
turnout, a very small support in the vote, which would be 
traditional, certainly, for their side of the political spectrum 
in El Salvador. Another is that those elections will be 

broadly based, and that there could, conceivably, be people -- 
mayors and congressmen in El Salvador -- who could be elected 
from their side of the house, and as a result, it would provide 
them a chance to achieve some results. A new government with a 
mandate, I think, could look with more confidence on that 
process. Indeed, the elections themselves might be one of the 
things that could drive that process forward. Another success -- 
and, obviously, our hopes are for success; we're strongly 
positive on the electoral process -- could achieve that. 

The Balloting, we expect, will go forward in a clear 
and clean way. “We have provided assistance to their electoral 
council for a registry to be prepared. It meets what we consider 
to be some of the highest modern standards of preparation. A 
register will be used in the «.*=%ttion, and indeed, there will 
also be opportunities for peopie to vote outside their normal 
polling place. 

Anybody in El Salvador over 18 can vote. 
is equivalent to the holding of a National dentity 
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so there will be a simple process of presenting your card and 
yourself. Ink will be used to mark fingers and cards; it will 
be visible ink to prevent double-voting. So we think it will 
be a clean process. 
International observers have been invited from some 

60 countries, including both government observers and parlia- 
mentarians, and academicians. The last time there were 1500 
journalists, by someone's count, so there will be plenty of 
Opportunity for people to gauge the process and to report on 

The military situation in El Salvador, as [I 
mentioned just briefly, has been one of succeeding cycles 


currently Oo . . 
in which ,the government has the initiative. Its maior efforts 
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hn, in a second department -- the 


first was begun a year aco in the summer of '83 -- called 


have been in implementing a pl 


Usulatan.. The plan is to provide security, follow up with 


reconstruction and development assistance on the civilian side, 


to develop a civil defense force in the area as a way of providince 


to the people and to the economy, stability, security and 
Gevelopment incentive in order to build control and development 


in the area. 
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We don't believe the guerrillas have succeeded over 
the years -- and certainly not in recent times -- in attracting 
an increasing share of the population to their side. In their 
counter-offensive run between September and December, they did 
attack some 75 isolated towns and villages, some strategic 
points. They did sucteed in occupying for a time some points 
previously under the control of the government; some of those 
the governmént has already taken back. It's a see-saw war, 
and very much in the sense of the Kissinger Commission Report, 


it's my persrective that it will continue to be a see-saw war 


without much change unless there is idditional United States 
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Support. Certainly the kind of support embodied in the Jackson 


to move away from that, not that that support 


will create a military victory and that that will end the problem, 


but that that support will create the increased security recuired 
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to move ahead on the intensive programs, in the economic sector, 


che political sector, the judicial sector to provide the long-term 
base for change. The military is absolutely necessary, but 
certainly, 
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Vice President Bush arrived just after an upsurge in right-wing 
death-scuad violence. The effort then was a three-prongec 
approech, both in time and objectives, to bring about a new 
concentration on Salvadoran leadership, on the absolute 
necessity to do something about the problem. 

A series of specific actions developed in a kind of 
compact between the two governments, and a series of sort of 
resuit-oriented judgments about what should happen, and 
within a short term, the idea of by exiling military officers 
and bringing pressures to bear on investigations on civilians, 
to create a clear view that participation in this kind of 
activity there, then, and immediately hac a cost attachec to 
it -- a cost on isolation from the government, a cost that 
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indicated that the Salvadoran Government was voreparec 
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action against these kinds of activities. 


The second stage involved the creation of an: - 


investigative unit which is going aheac, the issuance of orders 
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verning the terms and concitions of arrest, which incorporate 


fair standards -- no arrests in plain clothes without identification, 
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A third stage has to do with judicial reform, With 


~ 


the best investigation, with the best deterrents in the world 
through investigation and government action, without a system 
that is capable of punishing offenses, obviously, the best 


will in the world isn't going to work. They have been involved 


in judicial reform at the strong suggestion of my predecessor 


in 1982, in his speech in the autumn of that year, and that 


vrocess is proceeding. They have a commission. It will cover 


a . 


a wide range of judicial issues, includinc qualificaticns 


bar, 
Or the/protection of people, technical evidence -- ail the 
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things that a modern judicial svstem has that the Salvadoran 
System coes not yet have. That commission is expected to report 
before the new covernment takes office in sche middle of thi 
We believe we've made some progress. We believe it 
a goo@ beginning. We believe there is still a very long way to go 
in these issues, but that there has been a change and the results, 


we believe, indicate it. One of the organizations in El Salvador 


that keeps statistics on this, the Tutela Legal, which is 





connectec with the office of the Archbishop of the Roman Catholic 
Church, not known as one of the greatest admirers of the American 


Embassy, I might add, has indicated their view that the statistics 
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of the death squad have come down. 














The general trend in political violence statistics 
beyond that, ours and others for the last four years, has been 
down. We believe that with these steps that will continue. 

We believe, finally, that progress has been made on the 

American murder cases, on the nuns’ case, which we hope can 

come to trial this spring. There have been strenuous efforts 

made to keep that on track by the Salvadoran Government and the 
judiciary. _ Nothing is simple on these issues in El Salvador. 
Nevertreless, we believe that it is nearing the point of trial, 
and we believe it is nearinc the point of trial on the basis of 

an understanding which was reached between the two governments on 
how it would proceed some time ago -- some six months aco. We 
believe they are on track in El Salvador with the kinds of commit- 


ments they've made about mo 
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“On thé murder of the labor advisers, the key witness 


ts in jail pending his testim 
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m is critical in.the case. 
Another case ofa sturdered American has been raised +o the final 
trial stage and is pending an apveal by the defense on that 
stage of the trial. So there has Seen precress, agonizincly slow 
for all of us, but nevertheless, crocress in those areas. 


Let me end here and then open it up to your questions, 


tf you would. 


Q QUEM <here are estimates made in this 


building and elsewhere that military aid, the military supplies 








in El Salvador may run »ut between now and the end of the 
election. Let me ask you a few questions: If that happens,...... 
DO you agree with those estimates? Number two: If that 

happens, what would be the consequences? And number three: 

Do you expect the Presicent to exercise his executive authority 


anc send emergency military aid there? 


a 


A Yes, I agree with the estimates because I 





and the Embassy and my military group had a direct role in 
contributing to them. We're the central point of information. 
It appears to us that at the end of March and beginning of 

ril we begin to run short of some critical items. I believe 
that without those critical items, it will be increasincly 
Gifficult -- maybe even more sericus than that -- for th 
Salvacoran military to protect the electoral process, especially 
if, as we expect, it will have to go to a second ballot. 


Under their law, the second ballot would take place within 
30 days of the certification of the results of the Hinge balint, 
so that would put it sometime near the end of April or May, 
so we have a critical time period coming up. 

Bevond that, of course, is the critical time period 
for the installation of a new President and Vice-President in 


El Salvador which takes place on June 1. So looking ahead at 


those periods and contrasting that with expectations as to when 


funding might be available through supplementals or otherwise, 
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It is of serious concern. It is a question that is currently 
being looked at. My sense is that no decisions have yet been 
taken within the Administration on what to do about that, but 
that it its an issue of urgent concern, as the Secretary has 
made clear in his testimony in recent weeks on that subject; 
and I'm not ina position to go beyond, at this point, what 
he has said except those points that I've made to you. 

Q Following up on that question, a number of 
Guestions: One is, what are the critical items they might 
run short of? And secondly, just doing the arithmetic, 
essentially $45 million has been available to be svent since 
the other $20 million is encumbered by the Specter Amendment, 

nad we're five months into the fiscal year. One assumes that 
that money is being usec up. There must be some kind of deadline, 
and Congréss shows no inclination to act. 

Yesterday, the Subcommittee refused all supplementary 
aid, refused to consider it. So what -- It seems like you're 
out of money. 

A If I can say this, if it is an expression of concern 
on the Congressional action, I share it. If the point is that 
we're going to run out of money, we have in a sense that the money 


available has been obligated -- that’s my understanding, in any 


event; and more importantly, we're going to run out of supply, 
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and that's a key issue --pipelines are relativeiy long -- 
and so in some areas we might expect as early as late March 
from the frgures that I have seen and examined, some things to 
run out. ; 
I think the Administration will want to present 
its case on this when decisions are made at the appropriate 
time, and then have available for your perusal the “for ins*ances," 
"What is it that we will run out of at any particular 
time?" I'm not at this point able to give you that, but I hope 
that that kind of information will be made available when the 
decision is made. 
Q Would you be, then, ecuatine a coming disaster 
if you don't get the extra money? 
o Let's not try to characterize it in “coming cisaster” 


4 


Kinés of terms, but let's put it in terms that I have used here, 

that it is a serious. situation, that it will set inevaasinnly 

worse, and that the process is on of defending and protecting 

an electoral process, an essential democratic process in El 

Salvador. So that heightens the concern that I have. I suspect 

that that concern is shared by many in the Administration in Washincton, 


from my conversations here this week. 


Q Sir, reports from the field by impartial journalists 


from different parts of the world would seem to indicate that th 
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rebels are very well armed with American weapons, initially 
supplied to the Salvadoran Army, which in general still tends 
to fight aggressively, doesn't like to fight at night, doesn't 
like to pursue the guerrillas. Why should Americans pump 
more cash into that kind of a rat hole? 

A Well, let me take exception to the assumptions 
in your question. -- 

Q Please. 

A -- because, certainly, just look at the last two 
months. There have been a number of night operations in the 
military, some very important and successful ones. The impartial 
journals may have missed them down there, but we have seen them. 
Seconcly, if you take a look at the weapons -- we have -- we've 
looked at, for example, the captured M-l16s over the last couple 
of years,'‘and looked at the serial numbers. The serial number 
indications that I have Leen given indicate that 20 to-35 percent 
of the M-lés available over the last couple of vears (a sample of 
several hundred, I understand) came from Vietnam, that is they are 
traceable to Vietnam, and then they disappeared. Another 30 percent, 
I have been told, are not traceable because the Defense Department 
records for those particular periods of time are not available, 


but they matched the Vietnam times; and as a result, we would 


assume some percentage, maybe up to a third of those; the rest, 


the other third, seem to be a sort of cats-and-docs type of origin -- 
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some in Nicaragua, some from El Salvador, some from places in 
the United States. Obvicusly, the guerrillas have benefited 
from the international arms trade to some extent. But that 
gives you an indication of the sources. 

I¢ is true that the guerrillas have captured weapons 
from the Salvadorans. On the other hand, it is true that this 
sample indicates that there are other sources. Those sources 
are fairly considerable, and those sources point very directly 
to Nicaragua and to others as the source of a lot oF f-16s that 
the guerrillas have that have been captured by the government. 

Q To follow up, sir, have you called in additicnal 
assessment people to make sure that the information you're cgettinc 
is fair, honest, and accurate? 

A What information? 

“Q Well, from your own military staff. There 
has been a history in some American operations around the world 
of fraudulent, or at the very least, inflatec intelligence being 
| . tell 
given to Ambassadors at different posts to Ahem what they want 
to hear. 

Os Sure. I have several ways of checkinc. To 

begin with, the military group reports to ne; it's responsible 


for the training and equipment of Salvadoran military forces. 


Secondly, I keep, as a separate and completely different entity 
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the Defense Attache office, which is responsible to me, 

to repert to me and to the government what they see and hear, 

what they understand is going on. They have no obligations to 

anybody else, and I firmly enforce that strict accountability 

to me and to no one else. So I often get reports that cover 

both sides of issues; and we have a variety of information. 

We speak often to journalists -- I may speak to 6 or 10 a 
sometimes 

week -- and we trade information, as we often do with journalists. 

So that's an additional source. 

The Embassy Political Section has access to a wide 
rance of people and is a capable reporting organism, and it 
certainly is not beholden to any other section of the Embassy. 
But I understand the concern. We apply what I think are 


reasonable rules to provide a multiplicity of information 


and an opportunity to cross-check. Would be delichted to have 
suggestions as to how we can do it better. . 
Q Sir, I know you have, to some extent, tried to address 

this already, but it’s very hard for us to write a story about 

. ee if it turns out | | 
supplies going slim in El Salvador/later that we're talking abcut 
the fact that there aren't enough uniforms that don't have hcles 
in them or maybe the soles of their shoes need repairing or 


something like that. Are you talking about bullets and numbers 


of guns that will run out, or are you talking about spare parts 


for large equipment that is goinc to be sitting on driveways 
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unable to be used during the time you need security? You've 
got to give us some idea of what you're talking about. 

A The totality of what we provide will, over the 
next two or three months -- some of it beginning in March--begin 


The 


to run short. totality 


includes, with $45 million now and only 
an $80 million program last year, we're at the half-way point 


of the fiscal year, some indication of why we believe we're 


running short. fhe totality includes such things as munitions, 
which are a very large share of our program; spare parts for 
helicopters. They have very few trucks in their inventory; they 
often have to use civilian trucks; they have a very small number 
of helicopters, but they are absolutely essential to provide them 
with the tactical mobility to handle the problems that are 
normally inherert in a guerrilia war. They include such things 


\ 
as M-16s to equip newly-trained units and to replace any that 
might be lost among units. They include things such as ammunition 


for machine guns and mortars, for their 105 mm artillery, which 


is the largest they have. So it runs the whole panoply of things, 





but very little that we provide is non-essential;the procram 
is so small. I've been told it's only a one, two, or three percent 
of the total U.S. world-wide military assistance program at its 


$80 million level per year. ~- 








Q If I can follow up, the need for more helicopters 
is different from the question of running out of supplies. I mean 
you may judge that they need more helicopters to do the job, but 
that's a distinct thing from not having enough to continue 
what they're doing. 

A Decisions will have to be mace back here as to 
whether more of one thing cr spare parts for another thing are 
required. You can concentrate and focus attention immediately, 
however -- I have no trouble doinc this -- on the ammunition, 
on the weapons, and the spare parts that are recuired to sustain 
what is happening. 

Bevond that, there is clearly, for example, and has 
peen a subject that's been aconizing me for six months, a need 


tS provide for some medical evacuation capability in the country. 


4 


We orovidec and trained some 600 medical corpsmen with the 
med.cal assistance team last year; but we have, -and they have, 

in effect, no way to get their people from the battlefield, no 
dedicated way -- they have to take a hit-or-miss opportunity 

on their existing helicopters, which are fully occupied in 
fighting, to get people back. So we have death rates that 
sometimes approach one in three, which compares to perhaps one in 


nine casualties for the United States in Vietnam where this kinc 


of capability existed. 











These are the sorts of thincs that I think are urgently 
nee“ed in El Salvador. 

Beyond that, obviously, as I indicated to you before, 
additional tactical mobility is required. All those things have 


to be put in erieritys they have to be looked at by the 
Administration and decisions made. 

Q Sir, can I take you back to the election just for 
a second? . 

A Delighted. 

Q I know you have said the Secretary has saic 
you are neutral as to the result, but realistically, given what 
was saic on the Hill yestercay about support if Mr. D‘Aubisson 
is elected, given what you've said about moving away from the 
y == someone said a d'Aubuisson election would 
reinstitute the oligarchy -- given what you've said about the 
possibilities for dialogue after the election, dialogue with 
the guerrillas which Mr.d*Aubuisson, obviously, is not interested 
in, don’t you have to be concerned and a little more than just 
neutral in what could happen? 

A The United States is supporting a democratic 
process. As the largest aid donor, it certainly is a country 


which has a substantial interest in relationshivo with El 


w 


Salvador. Our neutrality in the election process is the keystone 


of this effort, and the election process is extremely important. 











It's another step on the road to democracy, and I can only 
repeat again what the Secretary has said and what I have 
been saying, that we are neutral. 

Q Just the Hill example, I mean you have great 


Gifficulty getting aid now. What would it be like with a 
d'Aubuisson presidency? 

A Luckily, E don't have the capacity to speak 
for the Hill. I do have the capacity on this platform anc 
Gown there to speak for the Secretary and the Administration, 
and I repeat acain the neutrality. 

Q Sir, you're talking about neutrality in the 


election process. Your predecessor was a very important 


smination of the interim president after 


’ 
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the last election. Are you saying you would not participate 


in the selection of the president? 
A The selection of the president is to be by 
ballot in elections by vote. It's a direct vote for president. 


We are not prepared to participate in favoring or being positive 


toward or negative toward any candidate. We are neutral. 


Q Or any coalition? 
My Or any coalition. 
Q Could you develop the idea of what a mandate 


for the president -- whoever wins -- micht lead to toward 


negotiations, as I thought you sucgested? 





A Sure. I think that you must compare the situation 
after the election with the situation before. We have a situation 
now where the Constituent Assembly, voted in by about 80 percent 
of the voters in El Salvador in 1982, and composed in the main 
of four major parties, has been the responsible body for 

choosing & transitiondl anc provisional government. That trans- 
itional and provisional government has no direct mandate; it 
has an indirect mandate. That mandate is, in effect, throuch 
four parties who have wide-ranging differences as well as 
capacities, as they have shown to acree. 

The new president will have a direct, popular mancate. 
it must be, By their Constitution, more than 50 percent of the 
votes cast in the electicn in which he is chosen. That par- 
ticular mancate, whether it's gotten by the man as an indivicual 
or through a coalition formed by him to win the election, will be 
& striking and important cifference. 

President Magana,who has done a sensational job, has 

. had | 
not hac that kind of mandate. He has not,the opportunity to go 
to whomever and say, “I am the Chief Executive, I am the 
Commander-in-Chief. More than 50 percent of the people have put 


their name on the line with me, and these sre my procrams, these 


are the things I ran on." So it will be a strikingly differen: 


Situation in any kind of a political context in El Salvador 
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to have that mandate, and that's what I was talking about. 
That mandate would give that particular individual an 
opportunity to develop his procrams and policies, whatever 
they might be. The hope is that out of those programs and 
policies would come an increased impetus for the process of 
dialogue. . 

We also believe that the elections themselves, 
if you're looking at the dialogue, will be an example 
again to the left, as they were in ‘82 -- that's our hope -- 
that the process of bullets is gcing to be defeated acain by 


ballots, ené that the ruad to power is not through bullets, 


and that they take another look at participation in the 


° You have the new president -- let's go ahead 


down the calendar -- you've elected him; you have a majority 
presicent with a mandate anc so forth. If you then had a 
Gialogue with the left, wouldn't you then absorb a policy which 
the Administration has consistently rejected -- that is the idea 
of negotiating the sharing of power? Is that what you're setting 
at or not? 

4 No, no; I think quite the contrary. 


The Administration has supported a dialogue in El Salvador: 


the Administration has supported the position of the Government of 


El Salvador to erter into that dialogue, with the object of 
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negotiating or discussing or agreeing, whatever form of words 
you want to use, about the participation of those people on the 
left who want to, itn the democratic process in El Salvador, 

the idea that they would be part and parcel of an electoral 
process leading to a government. 

Q The Electoral process -- you're not thinking 
of going beyond that? This new president would not, from your 
view, be thinking in terms of a power-sharing? 

A No, and I think all the presidential candidates 
in El Salvador made it clear that they are not thinking of psower- 
sharing; they are thinking of negotiations. 

Q What would he have to say to them? They've got 
ing for a number of vears. I'‘m the 
new president. What do I have to say to these people that would 
make them lay dcown their arms without getting any power? 


A They can surely say what they have been sayins, 


rh 


that "We've been through a new election; a large percentage o 
Cur people haye spoken; they’ye made their choice; the process 
of elections continues; it's the way of the future here; 


we're a democratic country. We, as a government, ar 
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to talk to you about the participation of you or your group in 
the electoral process, to define that; freedom of access to th 
media; security" -=- all the kinds of things that have been a 


pre-occupation. That's, I think, the viable way, the road to 


the future. 
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Q You're assuming -- 

Q Do you believe, as the Kissinger Commission 
Goes, that inadequate military aid levels are worse than no 
aid at all?_ 

A Certainly as bad as no aid at all, and maybe 
worse, because they perpetuate a stalemate, perpetuate the 
killing that goes on in the war; they perpetuate the incapacity 
to bring the question to a solution through negotiations. 

I think I would find it very concenial to be with the Commission 
on their conclusions on that point. 

Q But isn't it rather discouraging to see that 


the attempt to forse a bipartisan consensus has failed its 


A Well, I guess one has to be Ootimistic ina 
sense pf looking at that and recalling conversations of many of the 
people who participated in that consensus, that there is a 
negotiating process that goes on in this government, as it does 
in many other governments. Our hope is that that is a 
negotiating position and only a negotiating position. It, 
certainly, from my point of view, is not a position that wili do 


the job. 


Q How much contact does your Embassv have with the 
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A My Embassy does not have contact with the FMLN. 
Those contacts were the responsibility of Dick Stone; ane I 
presume, although I don't know what his mandate would be -- 
I'm just guessing on this -- presume that Harry Shlaudeman 
would continue with that responsibility, but that's the locus 
of those kinds of contacts. That official, that Special 
Ambassador, is responsible for the regional negotiating 
context. 

Q I'd like to ask you about the arms flow again 
from Nicaragua to El Salvador. Exactly how is it coming 
through? In what quantities roughly? Is it-- Without that 
arms flow, would the insurgency be containable, more so than 
has been in the past? Does the insurgency rely on it? 

And what efforts are being made to interdict that arms flow? 


\ 


A Certainly, with respect ne the arms flow <-=- and 
I'll speak to you in. general terms -- there is an intatiigusse 
sources and methods question sbvieusly tied up in here, but I'll 
speak to you in general terms and tell you that without that 
arms flow, it would be much, much easier on the government side 
to deal with the military side of the question of the guerrilla 


activities. There is no question in my mind about that. 


That flow seems to go-up and down, but we see plenty 


ct 
+? ° 
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of evidence of it continuing. As I said earlier, I'm no 
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a position, not able, for the obvious reasons, to give you the 
details that you seek on those particular points. What details 
I can give you on the M-l6s, as at least a rough indicator I 
have, but I can assure you that we see it continuing. 

Q You mean -- 

A It continues in al the obvious ways -- by sea, 
by air, and by land. 

Q° Your predecessor indicated in a similar briefing 
here, although he was ON THE RECORD, that it was coming in, 
at one point that they had switched, that they were relying less 
on iand, which had pretty much shut down, he said, and less on 
boats because of the navy, and more on aircraft. 

Would you go along with that? 


A No. I think that we see continuing evidence both 


\ 


by sea and by air, and some reports they are more difficult 
to achieve, they are. more difficult to get, of land. here are 
Still open land borders in the ares that make movement by land 
also possible. Movement by road, movement by animal, and 
movement by human beings carrying material, I think, are alla 
continuing part of the process. We get that kind of information 
from people who rally to the government, from people who are 
captured. 


Q Coming back for a minute to the question of 


neutrality, don't you, by taking that position of neutrality at 
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this point, set up the possibility -- in fact, since you 
suggested that Duarte and d'Aubisson are the two front runners, 
if you will -- more than a possibility, a good probability, that 
if one of those candidates is elected, the Administration, the 
United States effort to send a great deal more aid to El Salvacor 
would be, in effect, repudiated at some point by the Administra- 
tion, and it would say, "Look, we're not interested in sending 
any mere money down there,” and that would say that all the money 
that has been spent so far and the effort that has been spent so 
far has been a waste? 

Don't you set yourself up for that situation by 
saying that "We've got to be impartial as to who is elected”? 

A We can circle around this question any number of 
ways, and I've spent hours in El Salvador with it, circling. 
The point’ that I would give you is only that I would want to 


reemphasize to you that we are neutral. _ 


. 


* 


Q The point is not.the neutrality on the election 
process. We understand that you support the election process; 
but it’s hard for anybody to swallow the belief that the 
Administration is neutral on the candidates themselves. 

A If the election process is to be supported -- and 
that's our primary significant objective -- the democratic process, 


free, fair, and just elections, then the only position for us to 


take is to be neutral. 











' 28 


Q Could you please explain why a visa was denied 
to Mr. d*Aubuisson last November? And what would be the answer 
if he applies again now? 

A I don't know that he has applied. I understand 
that he may have made a statement today that he may be applying, 
but I haven't receivéd any confirmation. And the position that 
was made very clear, I take it from this platform last November, 
was that his visa was denied for foreign policy reasons. 

Q Sir, you know that there has been a threat 
by one of the major death squad groups to assassinate journalists. 
I'd like you to comment on that, please, and put it in the context 
as you see it of the political process which this country is 
so strongly committed to seeing go forward in Salvador. 


- 


A Let me say -- maybe I could be permitted to go 


\ 


ON THE RECORD -- speaking for my Embassy, I absolutely deplore, 


- 


I think it's reprehensible, the issuance of those kinds of threats 


against anyone, any time, any place, but particularly against 


people whcse responsibility is conveving the truth of what happen: 


in El Salvador to the people of the world outside of El Salvador. 
Let me go back ON BACKGROUND, and say that we have, 

and obviously continue to have, these small maverick groups who 

issue these kinds of crazy communiques. We have no indication 


in their actions they will notdo what they say; on the other 


GUODAU -—UL-NO 











hand, we will do all that we can and continue to do all that 
we can to try, with the Government of El Salvador, which is 
dedicated to stopping that kind of behavior, to see an end 
to that sort of behavior. 

Q ° To follow up, does that particular unit, according 
to your intelligence sources, have a track record of killing? 

A I don't know which unit issued the communique; 
but you have to understand these are all pseudonyms, these are 
all cover names. I don't even know whether, in fact, among those 
units or others there is a consistency in the use of names. We 
Gon't have that kind of information. But if maybe afterwards you 
could get me the name of the unit, I'd be glad to tell you what I 
know about them. 

Q It was ESA. 

A THEsa does have such a track record. 

Q On the Nicaraguan pipeline, can you tell us if the 
U.S. military maneuvers in Honduras have had any effect ‘on that 
pipeline? 

A I believe that they have, and I believe that's been 
a positive effect. I believe that has helped both to understand 
how the pipeline functions and to help the governments in the 
area to deal with the process of reducing the flow. I wish I could 
say that it was 100 percent effective, but I can't. 

Q Is that a reason for continuing the exercises there? 


A I think that's a decision that will have to be made 
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ir light of a whole lot of factors, not just that particular 
area. I would say that the effect that it has in my judgment 
is one reason for continuing the kinds of activities that have 
been part of the exercise program. 

Q- Sir, you project sort of some controlled 
optimism or hope, if that's the word, about what may evolve 
in El Salvador. What. gives you that sense that the El Salvador 
experience may not end up like the helicopter on a roof in 
Saigor.? 

an I think that's a synthesis of having been there 
for six months as much as anything else, setting to know and 
understand Salvadorans, seeing their determination, getting a 
feel that, above all -- and I think almost every Salvadoran would 
agree -- the objective is to find some kind of peace in the 
country. ~There is not much unanimity om too many things, but 
I would say all across the board among Salvadorans, there are 
very féw who don't want that objective for the country; and 
they are united in that more than anything else. 

I think we will see that in the coming elections. 
It is certainly the hope of the United States Government that 
those elections will be successful and convey again that 


Getermination to whoever is elected that he has a mandate in 


that direction. 





Q When you were president of Salvador, (inaudible) 


MR. CARLSON: Let‘s make this the last one. 
SENIOR OPPICIAL: When you get through saying, 


"If I were president of El Salvador," it's time to quit. 


(Laughter) 

Q I don't want to ask you to speak counter to 
Administration policy, but clearly the issue on the Hill is 
conditionality and tying aid to conditionality. Why would not 
some form of certification, whatever the language is, not work, 

as sO many members of Congress seem to insist upon? 

A Well, your invitation not to speak counter to 

the Administration's policy is welcome and accepted (Lauchter). 

I would say this: I think if you look carefully at the record, 

the acceptance of the Kissinger Commission Report in its totality 
is an acceptance of what that report sontnined with respect to 
conditionality, and I think the Administration Kas nade that clear. 

The problems with the Hill are symptomatic by the 
disaster that was produced yesterday, which is all conditions 
and nothing else. And it seems to me to be a host of conditions 
that are unmmeetable. They are unmeetable in El Salvador; they 
are unmmeetabie in Louisiana; they are even unmeetable in Brooklyn. 
And as a result of that kind of proposal, it's clear there would 


be no policy of the Administration in the area, there would be no 


Support. So in a sense, zero money and 150 percent conditionality 

















Commission 
is certainly not what the Kissinger,/Report was talking about. 


Indeed, that's a far cry from the report. 

Q But the certification that used to exist before 
the veto was something on that order. What club, what power, 
what sanction do we have if we don't impose scme -- as 
the Democrats argue on the Hill, and some Republicans? 

A tft think the question, hopefully, will resolve 
itself around the terms and conditions of conditionality 
since the principle is accepted and the working out of the 
conditions, the precess, the reporting, the determinations 
and so forth has to go on between the Administration and 
the Hill. Luckily, I don't have to bear the burden of that 
negotiation. 

n@ I_guess my question is, is conditionality a 


\ 


potential sanction needed to bring about the changes in 
El Salvador that you want? ° ” 
A I think that it's Clear in the acceptance 
of conditionality that there is a belief in the acceptance 
of conditionality that serves a purpose. That would 
certainly be my view, that it does serve a useful purpose, 
but it has to be carefully phrased. It has to be put together 
in a fashion that is doable, and it obviously has to carry with 
it -- because conditionality without either carrots or sticks is 


- 


meaningless. 
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Q Thank you, sir. 
A Thanks. 


(The briefing concluded at 11:55 a.m.) 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're going to 
spenc a few minutes on the visit of Chancellor Kohl -- give you 
some logistical information anc then some broader, substantive -- 


Q -- geopolitical -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- not geopolitical. 
(Lasghter.) tun Friday. (Laughter.) 


Q I need some nuances. (Laucghter.) 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Some names. 


Q -- nuance already. 


Q He who holds the land bridge to Asia rules the 
world. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Kohli arrives here 
Saturday night. His meetings actually begin on Monday -- that's 
March 5-6. And he will depart on the 6th. The origin of the vigit -- 
I've got a memo here which isn't correct -- the origin of the visit 
is actually a discussion that the Chancellor had with the Secretary 
of State in a visit last December where they had an opportunity 
to spend a couple of hours talking about the overall international 
Situation. And it was quite a relaxed and productive meeting. 


And they agreed that if possible in the rext few 
months that the Chancellor should have a discussion like this 
with the President. And what we have tried to do in planning this 
visit is make it a real working visit in the sense that -- very 
little ceremony, very little fanfare, trying to emphasize as much 
real discussion and dialogue as possible. And that has been something 
that we've tried to do in working on the visit. 


It will be the first meeting that the President and 
the Chancellor have had since Williamsburg, and that was a meeting 
immediately following the actual summit in Williamsburg last spring. 
He will see the President in the Oval Office for a session and then 
have lunch. On the Sth, he will have breakfast with the Secretary of 
S-ate -- on the Sth -- and will visit -- will talk with, not visit, 
will talk with Don Regan and Cap Weinberger on the 6th. 


He will meet with the House Foreign Affairs Committee 
on the ith, the Senate Foreign Relations Committee on the 6th, 
and he is hosting a dinner for the Vice President on the 5th. 
He will, I think, have several -- the Chancellor will have several 
sress centacts; I think there's a Press Club luncheon that you're 
aware of. And he is giving a press conference on the 6th. 


He will also meet with some representatives of Jewish 
ucs. The topics, I think, are fairly obvious -- be talking 
= the state of the Alliance, the prospects for East-West 
‘atiors, the status of several arms control negotiations, trade 
sco-onmic issues -- discussing, already, I think, planning for 


“sre summit. They will <-- the Chancellor was in Moscow for 
.carccey funeral and had an opportunity to meet with Chernenko, 
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so there'll be a good opportunity there to discuss <he new Soviet 
leadership. 


And there are, of course, some bilateral issues. 
For our part, we will want to stress the very strong leadership 
role that the Chancellor is playing within the Alliance at the 
current time, especially the courageous leadership he provided 
on the INF deployment question. And we will want t> continue the 
growing personal relationship between the President and the leader 
of one of the closest allies of the United States. 


Yes? 


Q The Chancellor has spoken out on the advisability 
of the meeting between the President and Chernenko. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is nothing new. 
The Chancellor,I think, both privately and 
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occasionally publicly, has called for a meeting. And I know that he 
Supports the President's view that if a neeting is going to take place 


tha: it should be a substantive meeting and one that produces real 
results. 


Q Is here any value, given the Chancellor's view 
tncagh, trat there could be some value in just meeting with Chernenko. 
Is tbere any value seen in -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you're asking me 
a question on the value of a “getting-to-know-you" Sumit, and that's 
a citferent issue. I just know that, in the past, that when the 
Presicent and the Chancellor have discussed that, that they have agreed 
that a Sumit should be substantive and there should be a good 
Opportunity to produce results. 


I don't know whether his view has changed, and what, 
obviously, he will want to tell the President during this visit. 


Q How much a problem is it in interalliance relations 
that certain trade on economic matters seem to be coming to a head. 
I mean, we do hear critical little noises from Bonn and other European 
countries -- the German Finance Minister Lambsdorff is in town 
richt at the moment complaining about the deficit and, for good reason 


I cuess -- how much is that going to overshadow the otherwise 
amity of this visit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't see it as a 
prceblem area that's going to overshadow an otherwise positive meeting. 
I think this is a real working meeting and these are serious issues 
anc they will have to be discussed, and I think both sides want to 
Giscuss them. And I think -- I'm glad you raised the question -- 
because I don’t think that people who write about U.S.-German relations 
or J.&.-European relations are emphasizing to sufficient degree the 
economic difficulties that could lie ahead. We are very concerned 
here about growing pressures of protectionism on the Hill. The 
Europeans are thinking about taking protectionist measures in the area 
of agriculture. As you know, there is a real debate in Europe about 
the future of the EC budget and its relationship to the common 
agricultural policy. And this is not the sexiest issue in the world, 


but at the same time, it means jobs, it means a lot of money, it means 
exports. 


And I am one who thinks that if there is -- if there will 
be a very serious strain within the alliance over the next year. it 
will not occur in the area of East-West relations, or security, or 
arcs control -- it will occur in the economic reals. 


So I think this will be a very good opportunity for the 
leader of Europe's biggest economy to discuss these issues with the 
Presicent. And this is part of a process which will be, I think, will 
becin with the Chancellor. We will have the French President here 
whe happens also now to be the President of the EC. And so that will 
be a vence for discussing these issues. And we move up to the June 
Sucmit in Lendon, so this is a very important topic. And, I think 

hat in ceneral, though, both the President and the Chancellor agree 
that we have to avoid protectionist measures even though the pressures 
on both sides of the Atlantic are very, very strong. 


° Will the President be able to operate concessions 


or cocfort on either the steel imports or the West German concern about 
the high interest rates hurting their recovery? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, on the interest 
rates -- first of all, I think that the German economy is becginning to 
show some healthy signs of recovery. I think the official German 
estimate is growth this year of 2.5, 3 percent, somewhere in that 
range, which is very good. I think -- so there is more optimism now 
in Germany and in Europe as a whole about their prospects for recovery. 


And I know that issues like the strength of the dollar, 
interest rates, deficits, all of those issues will come up. I don't 
think, though. the President and Chancellor will want to be -- sicro- 


manage these qvestions -- they will want to discuss them generally, 
and talk about the prospects. 


And I've forgotten your first point about the -- 
Q On the steel tariffs. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think that -- 
I don't know whether, i can't say whether that specific question will 
come up. I know the broad question of protectionism and efforts to 
fight protectionist forces will certainly come up. 

G Will they discuss MBFR and has the NATO Alliance 
agreed on a new position to bring to the March 16th resumption of the 
talks? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm 
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cuite certain they will discuss the Mutual Balanced Force Reduction 
talks in Vienna. We have a new round of those negotiations cetting 
underway in -- the 16th of March. And we have had some discussions 


with the Germans on that question. And we will want to consult with 
other allies. 


I think that people forget that the U.S. -- that those 
negcitations are not U.S.-Soviet negotiations, they are block-to- 
block, if you want to use that phrase there, alliance-to-alliance 
negotiations. And we are in the process of thinking about those 
talks anc we'll want to hear the German views and we will want to 
consult all the allies. 


Q Well, do we have a new proposal? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. As I pointed out, 
it's an alliance-to-alliance -- 


Q Well, does the -- NATO have a new proposal? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're in the process 


Q -- got a proposal, though -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're in the -- No. 
That is a misnomer. The Germans have been thinking for nearly a 
year about these negotiations. They have substantially contributed 
to a lot of the thinking about this. And it would be very wrong 
to conclude that at any -- if any new proposal is tabled in those 


necotiations chat this is a U.S. initiative alone. 
Q Well, it was formulated by us. Wasn't it? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is not correct. 
Q Well, who formulated it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The alliance. 


Q Well, why do you have to consult if it's al- 
ready been formulated? (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I haven't said it 
has been formulated. I said we're in the process of consultation 
anc I said if we have a new proposal. 


Q Oh. (Laughter.) 

Q What's the attitude of the administration -- 
Q You got that? 

Q -- toward the intra-German -- excuse me -- 


intra-German detente in a time where the detente between the 
Suter ?cwers seems to be dead? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, first of ail, 
I éisagree with the assessment that -- Well, I won't -- Whether 
-=- what -- Yow one defines detente is another issue. But we are 
Surportive of contacts between the Federal Republic of Germany 
anc the GOR. That's our attitude. 


Q What is the status of the formulation of the © 
> sroposals? With only two weeks left, are you just putting 
‘i-al touches on it? Still some disagreement on basic points? 
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Q No, that's not the question. Is it almost 
finished? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that when you're 
in the process of consultations it's a mistake even on background 


to say’whether things are almost finished. Everyone will have a 
say on the subject. 


Q You are saying, then, you anticipate a new 
proposal. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I'm not. 
Q You don't anticipate a new proposa.. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I'm not saying 
that either. 


Q If there were a new proposal, would you expect 
it to include some of the features that were reported earlier this 
week? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's possible, but, 
again, this will not be a U.S. initiative. Other countries will 
have their views. As I say, the Germans have been thinking about 
this problem for some time. Their views will be important, as will 
the other allies. 


Q But do you view the Soviet proposal, which ap- 
parently does change the kind of exit and entry -- (laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Go ahead. Want to 
hear it. (Laughter.) 


Q Was that a signal that there is some flexibility 
on their side? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They have -- Last 


summer, they have introduced some ideas on the question of verifica- 
tion and we have studied those ideas. 


Q And what is your sense of those ideas? Are those 
ideas positive or not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Anything that makes the 
process of verification and the so-called “cata problem" in those 
negotiations easier is a step in the right direction. 

Q Is on-site verification going to be possible? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that's a totally 
different subject. That's not -- That -- 


Q How many years have these -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That has nothing 
to do with the data problem. 


Q -- negotiations gone on? 
Q No; but it has to do with our proposal. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Those negotiations 
Sesan in 1973. 
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- SIMS: One more? 


- SIMS: You got it. 


Q What about a discussion of high technology 
exports =o the Soviet Union? Is that likely to be a topic? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that the 


issue coulé arise. I can't predict, but I think it could come 
up. 


Q We don't plan to raise it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I said I think that 
issue could arise. 


Q What do you think about merging INF and START? 
(Laughter. ) 
MR. SIMS: I think the last question -- 
Q Don't you have an important meeting to go to? 
(Lauchter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll tell you, I would 
be happy, Sut it would take me at least -- 


Q I've got time. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- 55 minutes. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 11:22 A.M. EST 
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The Briefing room 
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MR. FRANKLIN: This is a background briefing on the visit 


of Chancellor Kohl. The briefer shall be referred to as a Senior 
Administration Official. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Good afternoon. Some notes 
here that I made for myself -- I'm just sorting them out. I will try 
to run down the issues that the President and the Chancellor were able 
to touch on. I think that I will begin with the general question of 
the state of the Alliance, because, as you know, there's a great deal of 
Giscussion going on in the press and elsewhere on the Alliance. And, 
I think as you could tell from both the President's and the Chancellor's 
statements that both leaders are very upbeat and optimistic about the 
prospects for the transatlantic relationship. 


In specific terms, the Chancellor made the point that there 
should never be any doubt about, in Europe, about the American commit- 
ment to the security of Europe, and that in Europe there should never 
be any doubt about the importance for European security of an American 


presence in Europe. And this was something that the President readily 
acreed to. 


In discussing military subjects there was an emphasis on 
the successful implementation of the December, 1979 decision which was 


reflected in both leaders’ statements, that is, the missile deployment 
issue. 


In the economic area, there was a strong emphasis on working 
on both sides of the Atlantic to avoid protectionist pressures and thus 
keep the world trading system open. And, as a result, to enhance the 
economic recovery underway here as well as the -- give new impetus to 
the encouraging signs of economic recovery underwa, now in Europe, 
particularly Germany. 


And finally, in the political area, there was strong agree- 
ment on the common approach of the European allies and the United States 
to a dialogue with the Soviet Union. And they -- in common agreement 
that this current perio’ of transition in the Soviet Union, particularly 
following the successful implementation of the missile deployment, 
provided the West with a great opportunity in discussions with the 
Soviet Union and Eastern European countries -- an opportunity that 
should be seized. 


And both leaders emphasized their s*-oncg support for a 
Fuller dialogue with the Soviet Union. And in anticipating -- I think 
an obvious cuestion here -- and that is the issue of a Summit meeting, 
of course the issue dicé come up. And both leaders agreed that if such 
a meeting could be carefully prepared and had the prospects of achieving 
veal results, that such a meeting should be held. 


Now, very briefly, going into a little bit more detail on 
he subject matter: the Chancellor spent a good deal of time describing 
s@ current domestic situation in the Federal Republic. 
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I rentioned the encouraging signs of an economic recovery there, 
mentioned the discussion of protectionism. He, obviously, is in- 
terested in avoiding protectionist measures agreed to on Capitol 
Hill. And the President here assured the Chancellor that he would 


continue his strong opposition to protectionist measures even in 
an election year. 


There was a description by the Chancellor of the European 
status of the European community at the current time, problems that 
the community faces agreeing on its budget and a strong statement 
of support by the Chancellor for President Mitterrand, who is in 
the Presicency of the EC now and trying to solve some of these prob- 
lems because the Chancellor believes very str ngly that the European 
community is an essential instrument for European economic and 
political cooperation and essential, too, for the Federal Republic's 
Gefinition of its own foreign policy role. Thus, he said that he 
would be a leader or at the forefront amongst European leaders 
pushing for more political and economic integration in Europe. And 
-- as some of you have probably heard his metaphor of the trans- 
Atlantic bride, he feels that the European pillar for that bridge 
must be strong and this means closer ccoperation and consultation 
amongst the Europeans in the EC and assured the President that this 
closer cooperation would not come at the expense of the United 
States, that it was not an either/or question, that European cooperation 
would enhance relations between the United States and Europe. 


On the question of the Soviet Union -- and there was 
quite a lengthy discussion between the President, the Vice President 
and the Secretary of State and the Chancellor on the outlook in 
Moscow, views on Mr. Chernenko. And there was also a lengthy dis- 
cussion on arms control with the emphasis here on the preparation 
of a new draft treaty on chemical weapons which would ban the world- 
wide deployment, production and stockpiling of chemical weapons. 
And, as you know, the United States is currently engaged in putt: 
together a draft treaty which would be tabled at the CD, that's 
the Conference on Disarmament in Geneva in the near future. 


There was, in addition to chemical weapons, there was 
a discussion of the Vienna negotiations, that's on mutual and 
balanced force reductions. And, as you know, there if no secret 
that we are currently examining a new proposal with the allies on 
mutual and balanced force reductions and, again, the President and 
the Chancellor felt that this was an important initiative to take 
in the near future. 


There was a discussion of the inter-German relation- 
ship, thatis the relationship between the Federal Republic of 
Germany and the German Democratic Republic in East Germany. And 
the Chancellor had an opportunity to explain developments in that 


area and -- as well as other eastern European countries, including 
Poland. 


And I think that is a -- that is, I think a list of 
the important -- 


Q -- seemed unhappy about interest rates. 

SENIOR ADMIN*’STRATION OFFICIAL: <-- important issues. 
Q Didn't he blast the interest rates -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The cuestion of 


interest rates came up. I would not characterize his comments 
as "a blast.” 














Q Well, what did he say? Or how wruld you character- 
ize those comments? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He, I think, reiterated 
what nearly every European visitor to the White Eouse does, that -- 
their concern over the interest rates. But this was not a center- 
piece of the discussion. 


Q -- respond to that? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, he didn't respond. 


But I think it's easy enough to sort of state our pcesition, which is 
that we're unhappy 


MORE 














“4 <- 


about the size of interest and are working to get them down, and in 


fact, they are about half of what they were when the President entered 
office. 


Q Kohl's reference to new proposals that implied only 
to the areas of the chemical weapons and M3FR, and not -- he was not 
talking in the context of the other arms negotiations -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Chancellor did not 
call for or press the President for new proposals in START or INF. 


Q Does the summit meeting have to be based on an agreement 
on missiles, or can there be a summit meeting without a breakthrough 
on the deadlock on the missiles? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think -- we 
publicly and privately, I don't think, say what precisely has to happen 
for a summit. I think we keep our requirements fairly broad, that is, 
the desire to have a carefully prepared summit, and the desire to have 
a good opportunity to achieve real results. 


Q -- so results have to be in the missile field, or 
can they be in some other field? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I've just said -- 
I've just said that we -- I don't think it's wise to pin ourselves down 


in terms of our own policy-making to say just exactly what progress 
has to be made in specific areas. 


Q Following up on that -- you associated Kohl: with those 
two U.S. criteria -- careful preparation and the prospect of results -- 


and yet he, in his departure remarks, I believe, cited only careful 
preparation. Is there -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't think we've 
thought of these as two essential components and looked for those two. 
I think you're looking for differences that don't really exist. 

Q Is there anything of significance -- 

Q Well, what is new about it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's really nothing 
new about it. 


Q Is there anything significant in this discussion between 
the two wherein they've both basically repeated past positions on «a 
summit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: is there what? 


Q Is there anything signif‘cant about this conversation 
regarding a summit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I guess it's how 
you define significant. 


Q Well, you define it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I wouldn't define 
it. I'm just reporting what happened. 


*) Well, what do you make of the discussion between the 
two? 

















SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think the most 
important aspect of the discussion was that they were able to talk, 


as = saic before, about this being a time of real opportunity with the 
Soviet: Union and a real desire to work -- 


Q Why do you say this -- why do they think there's a 
real opportunity now? Could you elaborate a little more on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think, first of all, 
the Soviet Union has been dealt an important political setback in the 
missile ceployment area. Thus, from our standpoint at any rate, we 
assume that they are carrying out a reassessment of their earlier 
policy. They tried to divide the Alliance and failed. So, it appears 


to us, at any rate, that this is a moment for them to be thinking about 
new alternatives. 


Secondly, you have a new leadership in the Soviet Union 
and that is an obvious time to be thinking about new approaches. 


And, thirdly, you have what I might call an outstretched 
hanc. You have in the statement taken by the NATO Ministers, NATO 
Foreign Ministers in December; you have with the President's speech in 
January 16th; you have with the statement made by the President, the 
occasion of Ancropov's death and the visit by Vice President Bush to 
Moscow; and the meeting with Mr. Chernenko. You have a clear sign that 


the United States and the West as a whole is preparea to talk with the 
Soviets. 


So that, to us, when you put those aspects together against 
the back¢rop of strong Alliance unity and cohesion -- this is the time 
for Opportunity, it seems to us. 


Q Is there any -- at any level, diplomatic level, right 


now, is there any exploring of whether a summit could be put together 
this year? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it's how you 
describe exploration of a Summit. If you're asking me if we're contacting 


the Soviets and looking at a calendar and looking at dates -- the 
answer is no. 


If, on the other hand, you're asking us whether we have 
said so the Soviets, and are telling the Soviets, the circumstances 
under which we'd be prepared to meet -- the answer is yes. 


They know very clearly when, and how, we would be prepared 
to have a serious meeting. The Chancellor made it very clear, I think, 
and, = think he spoke for the President when he said, we're not interested 
in a purely propaganda coup, or a political stunt. This, of course, 


was a primary reason that the President decided against going to Moscow 
for the funeral. 


Q At what level, though, are we doing that? Has that 
level escalated -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no. We have high 
level discussions, ané have had high level discussions, with the Soviets 
for sone. time. 
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Q On this issve? On this -- 


Q What are the -- Was there anything that moved 
the prospect of a summit forward from the conversations today? 


Secondly, what are the prospects of a summit before the election 
this year? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't say what 
the prospects of the summit are before the election. And I think 
that your questioning is kind of getting -- you are leading or 
creating the impression that the two, the Chancellor and the President, 
spent most their time on the summit -- on a question of a summit. 
I would say that was a minor part of their overall discussion. 


Q We're trying to find out if there was eiy 
movement on the summit because -- as a result of the talk today. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think what's important 
on the question of a movement towards a summit is what happens 
in the U.S.-Soviet relationship. 


Q On the summit, again, where you said there's no 
difference between the views of the two leaders, when Kohl said 
he orly had two qualifications -- not a propaganda coup and well 
prepared. Ts that definition amenable to President Reagan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it is, but 
I think what you need to do is -- I can give you my own perspective, 
that I did not detect any important differences between che two sides, 
given the fact that this was not the centerpiece of their discussions. 
But I would suggest you ask Chancellor Kohl, see what he says. 

Q No. I'm trying to find out what Reagan view is -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, Ii think -- 


Q -- because Kohl did not mention results, and 
Reagan did. 


SFNIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, all I can tell 
you is just what I've said. 


Q When you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I did not detect any 
major differe.ces on the question. 


Q You talked again about this being an opportunity 
now -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Why con't we give 
somebody else a chance -- 





Q Yes, if I — 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's not because your 
questions are so tough. 


-- I'll change the subject -- Was there any discussion 
at all of possible German arms sales to Saudi Arabia? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, the subject 
came up. The subject did come up. 


Q What is the question? 














9 What did we tell him? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We said that it 
was a matter for the German government to decide. And we pointed 


Cut Our own support in the past for Israeli security. But that 
is a well-known position. 


Yes? 


Q Could we just go back to the question of the 
Summit again? Does State and does the administration define any 


meeting between the heads of state as a summit or, in fact, is there 
soceshing -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that -- 
Q -~- is there -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- I don't know 
what State defines. I would have thought that any meeting between 


the heads of state is a summit meeting. I think that's how the 
éefinition -- 


Q Well, I mean, in fact -- after Andropov died, 
in fact, the White House portion of this administration was sugcesting 
at least that something short of a full-fledged summit, something 
where no enormous developments could take place but which -- it might 


Still meet the criteria of carefully prepared and capable of getting 
meaningful results, could transpire. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that's very 
interesting, 


Q Well, was there anything along those lines that 
happenec? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I <-- 


Q And could you say more precisely what was discussed 
about Poland, you mentioned? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. 
Q -- answer my question please? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, what is it? 


Q My question is: was there something beyond a 
major meeting of the two heads of state that would not involve 
an arms control -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


On Poland, the subject did come up, both with the meeting 
with the Secretary of State and the President. And, I think, the 
“irst thing I would say is we were just simply interested in hearing 
Chancellor Kohl's views on Poland. West Germany's obviously 
close to Poland. They have a lot of contacts there. And their views 
are irportant to us. 


I think that, in particular, the Chancellor talked 
about the possibility. of an initiative that can be taken with Poland 
throuch private sources to enhance the agricultural sector. And 
shis i.s something that we have talked to the German government about 
befcre ani something that, in principle, we're prepared to support. 


Q Sir -- 
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*) When you talk about the new opportunities for 
relations with the Soviets -- some of these people have met with 
Chernenko -- was there some feeling that Chernenko was more disposed 


towards a new, closer relationship, detente, whatever with the West 
than Andropov was? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think they -- everyone 
rececnizes that Sovietology or Kreminology is a kind of black art 
ana that it’s difficult to make these predictions. But they're 
recognizing Chernenko's relationship with Brezhnev -- and some of the 
Statements he has made in the past as well as some of his more recent 
statements, such as his speech last week -- that he is interested 
in -- it does appear that he's interested 
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in a Gislogue. And I think both the Chancellor and the President are 
determined to reciprocate. 


Q Are you also saying that the U.S. will have new 
proposals on chemical weapons and MBFR? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't class those 
two together. On chemical weapons we have said, the Secretary of State 
has said publicly, that we are working on a draft treaty and we hope 
to table it in the next few months. In the area of MBFR, this is an 
alliance-to-alliance negotiation and we are in the process of consulting 
on this subject with the allies, so it's really not -- we can't make 
unilaterally a prediction. But, I think both the President and the 
Chancellor indicated their support for moving in this direction. 


Q How many troops -- 


Q Would this administration consider sort of a get- 
acquainted-type summit without a detailed agenda a propaganda stunt? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I haven't said that and 
I don't think the President would. I think what he has said before is 
that a summit meeting that is not properly prepared and did not have 
the possiblity of making some progress as having the danger of raising 


expectations about what might be achieved that would be disappointed 
afterwards. 


Q So it's not a valid concept -- in the President's 
mind? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think I have just 
pointed out the problems that the President has seen with that kind 
of getting-acquainted meeting. 


Steve? 


Q You said the Chancellor didn’t recommend any steps 
to move on START and INF -- does the Chancellor and President Reagan 
have identical views about the wisdom of any new initiatives from the 
West or from the U.S. to get those negotiations reconvened? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that's going too 
far. I don't know precisely what the Chancellor's view on that is. 
I simply -- as I said before -- he did not say or did not press the 
President for taking any steps. Our position is that we're prepared to 
listen to Soviet ideas if they have some views that are different than 
simply returning to the negotiations. We think the best outcome would 
be for them to come back to the INF and the START negotiations. We 
also believe that making concessions merely to bring the Soviets back 
to the negotiating table will not have that effect -- it will have just 
the opposite effect: that if they think that by staying out of the 
negotiations that this will stimulate further concessions, they'll just 
stay away from the negotiating table. 





Q You mentioned the subject of the German-German 
relations. What did the Chancellor say about the development of the 
GDR? 


SENIOR ADMINISTPATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think <- it's 
hard for me to be brief on this question, because this was much more -- 
and I guess I should try to underline this for you in terns of the 
general discussion -- that this was very much an informe’ session, 
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where there was an opportunity for both sides to talk about the 
background of policies, history, and their thinking on different 
subjects so that they could understand each other's viewpoint. 


I think cainly the Chancellor was just talking about the 
new cevelopments there; the fact that inter-German relations appear 
to be improving; the ‘fact that that is taking place in the context of 
an East-*est situation which has been fairly chilly recently is an 
interesting developrent, it was one that we were interested in hearing 
the Chancellor talking about. The President asked several questions 
about the GOR. I think it's fair to say that most Americans don't 
know what's going on in the GDR. We don't have a lot of contact with 
the GDR. 


So, I think it was a good opportunity for the Chancellor 
to explain what German policy is, and what might occur there. 


Q Well, what did he attribute the thaw to? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Chancellor? I think 
the strong desire on -- for one reason or another -- of the Honecker 
government to maintain its improved relationship with the Federal 
Republic. 


Q Is there any disappointment expressed regarding 
Chernenko’s recent hard remarks <-- or any opinion at all? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't think that 
was our interpretation of Chernenko's -- you're : 
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probab:y talking about Gromyko's speech. (Laughter.) 


David. 

Q You mentioned that there was -- 

Q Mix it up, did you, Qiigpe (Laughter.) 

Q You mentioned that there was agreement on Kohl's 


position that there should never be any doubt about the U.S. commit- 
ment to European security and that suggests that there may be some 
doubts around at the moment. Did Kohl yo into -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, let me say he 
was saying that -- he was not saying that there is no doubt. He 
was saying that it was absolutely essential within the alliance 
that, on the one hand, the Americans recognize their commitment 
to Europe and, on the other hand, the Europeans recognizing the im- 
portance of America for European security. 


Q -- on that line, how many American troops do 
we have in Germany and is Kohl worried about these being reduced? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Roughly 200,000. And 
I don't think Kohl is worried about those troops being reduced. And 
he has heard, I think, from a number of senior officials, including 
the President that there are no plans to reduce those troops. He 
did emphasize -- he did note that -- his disagreement with various 
proposals for reducing those troops. 


Q Are you referring there specifically to the Kissinger 
proposals? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Can I follow up on that? Doesn't the fact that 
Kissincer was appointed to the President's Foreign Intelligence Ad- 
isory Board sort of undercut the administration's attempts to distance 
itse.f from that proposal? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not at all. 

Q Was Kissinger mentioned specifically -- 

Q Why not? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Because it's not the -- 
it's not the function of members of the President's Foreign Intelli- 


gency Advisory Board to publicly write propus«i.s for restructuring the 
NATO Alliance. Tt think that's pretty obvious. 


: Why was he put on it, then? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. 
Q Was Kissinger -- 


Q You don't know when -- 


Q You've been quoted as calling those proposals 
bizarre. Is that an accurate quote? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q And was that met with criticism? (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I was -=- what I was 
quoted as saying -- and I don't think I was referring in the quotes to 
any -- to Henry Kissinger's specific proposal. What I said was bizarre 
was <hat in the aftermath of withstanding one of the greatest challenges 
of iss history’, which is the Soviet campaign against missile deployment, 
ani -avanc e.acceeded in withstanding that challenge, that it’s somewhat 


m™isitre 
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- 12 - 


Alliance. I'm a great believer in the approach of "if it ain't 
broke, don't fix it." Yes. 


Q Did Kissinger come up at all, can you just say? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q You said that it was the administration's feeling 
that Chernenko was interested in dialogue. Can you tell us what 
specifically leads the administration to believe this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think that 
you just read his speech last week. 


Q Other than his speech. Were there other elements? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was a conversation 
with the Vice President in Moscow. 


Q Did the Chancellor or the administration have any -- 
Q Anything else? 

Q -- have any feeling -- 

Q Jus. those two things? 

Q -- , at there is any new steps or initiatives the 


Alliance can take to encourage dialogue or is the ball in the Soviets’ 
court right now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think we've 
taken a number of steps. You heard me talk about them this afternoon. 
We're talking about a chemical weapons treaty. We're talking about 
possibly a new proposal in the mutual balance force reduction talks. 
We're negotiating hard in Stockholm on confidence-building measures. 
There are a lot of things we're doing. 


Q Beyond that, is that -- 


Q Did Kohl make the point that the Kremlin, in his 
view, is under great pressure from the East Europeans to be more forth- 
coming toward the West? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 
MR. SIMS: One more question. 


Q In the discussion of trade, was there any discussion 
of specific trade disputes between Europe and the U.S.? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, there was. Yes, 
there was. There was the discussion of possible moves by the EC to 
impose restraints on agricultural exports to Europe, and there was, I 
think, a recognition that if these could be avoided, that we would 
head off aa action, reaction sequence which could lead to protectionism 
on this of the Atlantic. Both sides woule have to exercise responsi- 
bility on this very sensitive issue. 


Q Is there -- 


Q Can you just explain on Kissinger who brought the 
subject up and what was discussed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think I said -- I'll 
just try to restate what I said because I con't -- again, I don’t want 
to over-emphasize this element of the 
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overall discussions. Bui the Chancellor made it very clear that troop 
withdrawal proposals at this time would be counter-productive. And I 
think that should make it clear how it was addressed. 


Q One can infer fiom that that he then raised it and 
mace a judcoment about it -- about Kissinger's proposal as a kind of -- 
as a bad icea. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't necessarily 
steer you away from that. (Laughter.) 


Q Did Kohl -- 
MR. SIMS: One more. 


Q Yes. Did Kohl say that he felt satisfied with the 
way the MBFR petition is going? Did he say it's moving too slowly? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, he didn't. He seemed 
satisfied. 


Thank you. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 2:21 P.M. EST 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL 
ON 
CLASSIFIED DOCUMENTS FOUND AT LORTON PENITENTIARY 
MONDAY, MARCH 12, 1984, 4:10 P. M. 


MODERATOR: Good afternoon. This is the 
BACKGROUND briefing that we discussed before on the 
subject of Lorton. It is ON BACKGROUND for attribution 
to a senior official of the Department. He has a couple 
of words for you, and then we'll take your questions. 

SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: The only words I 
have are to explain what the Inspector General is and 
why I'm the one who's up here. Section 209 of the 
Foreign Service Act created an Inspector General of the 
State Department Foreign Service which is petterned after 
the Inspectors General of virtually all the departments of 
government who were created in the Inspector General Act 
of 1978. 

Inspectors General have a statutory independence 
and autonomy from the departments in which they operate. 
At the same time they do report to the Department head, 
for instance, I have the authority, as do all 
Inspectors General, to demand documénts from any part 
of the system, to demand anyone speak to me in the system, 


I can subpoena, no one can refuse to be inspected or audited, 








and there is a range of statutory authorities that I have 
at the same time that I am responsible to the Secretary of 
State. So that it's a rather strangely defined kind of a 
relationship, but it is one of independence as well as 
part of a system. 

I have no operational responsibilities. I may not 
by law have operational responsibilities in the Department, 
because I‘m responsible for reviewing, auditing, inspecting 
what everyone else is doing in the Department and investigating 
as well. 

The Secretary of State, when this very unhappy 
incident occurred last fall and came to light at the end 
of the year, was very concerned about it. He wanted to lave 
the best possible independent checkup made of the whole 
issue to see first what happened, who was responsible, how 
it ever could have occurred in the first place; and, secondly, 
to see what could be done to try to close every possible 
chance to prevent a recurrence if we possibly could do so. 

For that reason, instead of turning to the manage- 
ment of the system or to the Office of Security to do the 
investigation, he turned to me as someone who had relative 
autonomy and independence to do a special inquiry of the 
whole subject, and then to make a report and recommendations 
to him. And that is exactly what happened, and it was as a 


result of this inquiry and these recommendations that the 











three individuals who were discussed this morning by John 
Hughes were referred by my office to the Director General 
for possible disciplinary action as a result of the inquiry. 

So any questions you have, I'll do my best to 
answer. 

Q Does a reprimand make any difference to any- 
body's career? 

A I guess it's hard to predict that. It would 
depend pretty much, I suppose, on whether something came up 
in the future of that individual, whether for promotion or 
reassignment or any other responsibility, during the year 
that the reprimand was in the file. It stays in the file 
for a year, a formal reprimand. And I can only suppose that 
it probably would. I don't know -=- you'd have to put your- 
self in the position of someone making a decision like that. 

Q And then after that year, it disappears. 
There is no -- 

A After that year if there is no other action 
of a reprehensible sort during the year, yes, it disappears 
from the file. 


Q Were any of these people FSOs? 


A I don't want to say anything which would identify 


the people involved. 
Q Can you address -- 


Q Were they specifically supposed to look at 





those -- all of the equipment, and they didn't do it? 

on There were a number of regulations and 
security provisions in the Foreign Affairs Manual, as 
you can review yourself. It's a complex document, but it's 
also an unclassified one cn security matters. There are a 
number of provisions which everyone is supposed to take 
to properly carry out the security provisions of the govern- 
ment to take care of classified information. 

The three individuals involved were found by the 
inquiry to have behaved in such a way as to cast doubt on 
whether or not they had properly carried out their responsi- 
bilities in relation to this incident, and for that reason 
were referred over to the Director General. 

Q If you were an outside observer of this 
Situation and you had seen the reports of the kinds of 
docurs. * that were involved, and you now saw the kind of 
punishment that was meted out, what can you tell us to 
dissuade us from drawing the conclusion that this will 
broadcast to the rest of the bureaucracy that in the event 
you are caught inadvertently or advertently releasing 
highly classified intelligence information to prisoners, 
you will receive a verbal admonishment and a letter in your 
file for a year? How do you counter that impression, or 
don't you? You don't think it needs countering. 


By No. I think it does. I think it's a legitimate 





question. The findings of the inquiry were really, I 

would say, twofold. The first was, as I have mentioned 

a moment ago, that these three specific individuals had 

not carried out the regulations to the letter in a completely 
proper way, and in the view of the Inspector General, 

their conduct should be reviewed for possible disciplinary 
action. 

The second aspect was a conclusion that in many 
respects our regulations have not, over a period of time, 
been carried out with the meticulousness that they should 
have, and in a few areas the regulations and procedures 
themselves needed some tightening up. So that we have made 
a whole series of recommendations. I've forgotten how 
many, but it’s a couple score, probably, of recommendations 
for different types of improvements and better implementation 
of existing regulations. 

So that I think what you really have to do is to 
put these two things together. The individuals involved, although 
responsible for not carrying out what they should have 
known they should carry out -- it was in the rules they were 
living by -- also were part of a system which in fact over a 
number of years we now find because of this incident was 
not watertight and was not operating as perfectly as it 
should have. 

We have therefore proposed all of these changes 


and improvements, both in the way in which existing regulations 





are implemented, and in some cases in the span or the 
regulations themselves which will, we believe, make it at 
the least very, very difficult to have a repetition of this 
kind of thing, and we hope “* will prevent any repetition. 

Under those circumstances, it seems a little 
difficult to call the three people who were, according to 
the inguiry, directly involved in the incident -- to put all 
blame on them and to punish them in a highly severe way 
when in fact an historical system has to share the blame 
for what has occurred. It is the historical system and the 
improvements necessary in it that we're now addressing, and 
I believe in a short time -- we have a system in the 
Inspector General's office after we do an inspection and 
audit, we put out a number of recommendations of a very 
specific sort. And we have a compliance system which is 
really quite tough to be sure that over a defined period of 
time those recommendations are implemented. 

We're now in that process. A number of bureaus 
of the Department are involved in the recommendations. We're 
in the process of compliance now to be dead sure that all 
those holes are stopped up and the changes are made which 
will prevent any repetition. I think I'd give a long-winded 
reply in answer to your question as to why these three 
people got off easily and someone else would get off easily 


too. I think it would be incorrect to regard these three 





individuals as responsible for something that's developed 
over many years. 

Q Isn't this a ciassic illustration -- one 
that I don't remember, a repetition of anyway, it's quite 
a few years -- of this system just covering up for itself, 
protecting its own people? Isn't this a whitewash? 

A I don't think so. Who would you have 
responsible? The Secretary of State of today? The Director 
of Intelligence and Research? The Director of Security? 

Or today the individual Director of Management, the 
Director of the Foreign Service? Those individuals, I 
think, have not made specific decisions which have caused 
this to happen. You can look at it as a -- 

Q But there is responsibility, would you not 
agree, that does go higher than the three otficials involved? 

A I suppose you would have to say that a -- 
yes, that I think it's in a sense the system as a whole 


has been shown by this event to not have been a proper -- 


(Continued on following page) 








Q But who is responsible for the system as a 
whole? 

a I suppose all the people that have worked 
in it and developed it -- put it together. 

Q I know, but somebody is responsible. 

Q Aren't the managers who manage the system 
on a daily basis responsible for reviewing the very pro- 
cedures you're citing, and for maxing sure, especially when 
the President and other high Administration officials: have 
made it clear that they are very concerned about leaking of 
Classified information? 

Aren't the managers of today responsible for checking 


on those procedures to be sure they are"“water-tight," in 


your words? 

A As I say, the procedures have needed some im- 
provement. It is more a case of procedures and regulations 
which were failing in some respects, but essentially fairly 
sound -- their not having been implemented. Over a period of 
time, there has not been the kind of meticulous attention to 
things. I suppose "familiarity breeds contempt” in some 
respect when you're dealing with a very high volume of 
Classified material over time, and a jolt is required some- 
times to bring people to focus the attention again. 


It is, I think, difficult to say that when, as 


administration follows administration, a new Director or a new 





Under Secretary comes into office, that although perhaps 
in a very strict interpretation you could say that he is 
responsible for everything that has come before him which 
he has now inherited, the fact of the matter is that I 
think, realistically, it would be very difficult to expect 
that he would be able to start from a kind of a zero 
budgeting operation and begin again to review all the 
things that taken (inaudible) 

Q Put it the other way: Aren't you saying, then, 
that nobody is responsible? 

A I suppose you could turn that way; I would 


say it’s a collective responsibility, but you could -- 





Yes, if you wanted, you could say, “Is it half empty or j 
half full?" 

Q Is it very hard to say specifically what 
the weakness is? Is it a case that it is too vague. It 
says, “You shall not let Secret equipment out of the 
Department,” but doesn't say you have to open every drawer 
and look inside? Is that what the weakness is? 

A There's that kind of thing. Let me read you 
a few -- just a generality of the types of reconmendations 
that came out of our investigation. These are just to give 
you a notion of the sort of -=- inquiry, not investigation -- 


but the sorts of, the categories of improvements and changes 
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that we have recommended to the Departmert and are now 
in the process of seeing that there is compliance: 

"To strengthen specific aspects of the regulations 
requiring amended and more comp:eensive excess 
property certification procedures; expand guidance 
On security aspects of word-processing or other 
automatic data processing equipment, and cross- 
reference where appropriate." 

In other words, this applies to a better organization of 
the regulations, more comprehensible and lucid regulations. 

"To bring the current practices in the Bureau 
of Intelligence and Research into conformity with 
Department security regulations, to better safeguard 
Classified information;” : 

to pe sure that this particular Bureau from which these safes 
happened to depart is very correctly carrying out the 
general Deoartment regulations. 

"To insure that the IBM 100 and other word-processing 

or ADP equipment not approved for classified information 
be identified, properly cleared, and removed from classified 
Operations.” I think, as we've said, one of the problems 


was the clearance of classified information from automatic 


data processing equipment, which was not in fact supposed 














ll 


to have been utilized for that purpose. 

Another was to make certain that the warehouse where 
material or equipment declared surplus or excess, the 
warehouse where it is stored, is very specifically ard 
properly brought within the security operations of the 
Department in a more direct way than has been the case in 
the past. 

And then lastly, “to realign certain functions of the 

office of security and to be sure that the office 

very effectively keeps people properly briefed, keeps 

the whole system more directly aware and more aware 

from the standpoint cf a personal responsibility of 
what they are doing and what is required of then." 

Q We have two different issues. We have the data- 
processing issue with respect to the typewriter and the -- 

A Yes. 

Q == the files that actually made it. Are you able 
to say if an individual was disciplined for the typewriter 
incident and (2) for the Lorton paper incident? And secondly, 
isn't the system, whatever the system is, as good es the - 
individuals who operate it? And a systematic change will only 


be as good as the people who adhere to that system? 


Realizing that, do you think the appropriate disciplinary 
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measures have been taken, again going back to an earlier 
question -- have pecple been seriously told that"you have 
made a major mistake?" Do you think that the cisciplinary 
actions recommended match the crime, so to speak? 

A Let me see, on the question whether the people in 
the system -- I think it’s true. Certainly, no system is 
any better than the people carrying it out. But I think it’s 
a more complex question that in that you have regulations and 
you have a system that operates; you have people who operate 
that system, day after day, year after year. They must be 
reminded; they must be rebriefed; they must be told again 
and again what their responsibilities are because people 
tend to not pay sufficient attention. All of us are that 
way, I think, in carrying out the regular rules that we have 
in our lives. This is one part of what we're doing. 

Q Was it the responsibility of these peoples’ 
supervisors to constantly remind them, is that what you're 
saying? 

A I think that -- Yes, it is. It is the 
responsibility of those responsible for security in the 
Department, for those responsible for the management of the 


overail machine, and for the supervisors of the individuals. 


All must (inaudible) 
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Q Then, is not that line supervisor being held 
acccuntable, the person who is there, was directly responsible 
for seeing to it that they do carry out regulations? Where 
is this line supervisor? 

A I've not identified who the three people were. 
You're jumping to a conclusion that one was not a supervisor. 

Q Jumping back to the two separate incidents, if we 
could, were the disciplinary actions taken with respect to 
two different branches, whoever might have been in 
control of the data-processing equipment, in one area, 
and another person in, let's see, in Intelligence and Research, 
Or were all three in the same bureau, the same branch? The 
two,clearly, are not associated? 

A I don't think that information is public, is it? 
I'm afraid I can't -- 

Q They are not associated incidents. That's why I'm 
trying to figure out was everyone disciplined as a result of 
just the Lorton papers that got out? Or, the typewriter 
incident was a completely an entirely different set of 
circumstances. 

A It was a completely different set of circumstances, 

but I'm afraid -- without -- my objective, as you can see,is not 


tc divulge who these individuals were. The more you specify, the 


more easy it is to (interruption) 
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Q Can you at least specify -- you hinted that 
possibly one of these people might be a supervisor of the 
other two. Is that the case? 

A I’m not going to be able to tell you more 
about what (inaudible) 

Q What if we jump to that conclusion? 

Q You told us not to jump to another conclusion. 
What if we jump to the conclusion that one of these was a 
supervisor? Would you tell us not to jump to that conclusion 
either? 

A You may jump to that. No. Sure, I would tell 
you that because I really don't want to tell you what -- 
(inaudible) 

Q Could you tell us physically what happened to the 
papers? Were they -- Did the workmen move into a classified area 
where they shouldn't have moved, and semoved a file? Were the 
papers taken from a classified scorage area and moved into an 
un -- I don't get a sense of the movement cf the actual files. 

A I’m not going to go into a lot of detail on it at 
this time, but I will certainly try to answer that. It's a 
reasonable proposition: in essence what has happened is that 
safes which were declared surplus were moved out of the State 


Department, to the warehouse, and subsequently to Lorton without 
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having been properly tripple-checked to be sure there was 
nothing in them, That's -- 

Q Directly out of a classified storage area 
or out of the Department, an office in general? 

A Well, both. I mean, you first come out of a 


Classified area and an unclassified area, and then on to -- 


(Continued on page 16.) 
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Q Has the Department determined yet the full 
extent of the security breach, and can you determine that, 
just how many, if any, copies of this material was made? 

A This is the subject of an FBI review over 
at Lorton which is talking to the prisoners and other people 
there, which is not yet completed. 

The intelligence community -- it is already 
engaged in it -- it will, of course, do a very careful 
assessment of the extent of exposure or possible damace 
to security. 

Q That's not been completed either -- the 
damage assessment? 

Oy It’s very difficult to do that until you 
know what the prospect was of the material getting out 
beyond the inmate who reported it. 

Q So at this point you cannot say definitively 
just how much damage there was; you haven't made a complete 
and final damage assessment? 

A No, nor will that be made purlic. 


Q The statement that che Department issued 


today said "Justice has indicated that it will not pursue 
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” 
criminal prosecution against State employees. 


It seems easy to draw from those words the 
conclusion that the Justice Department -- that the FBI 
as part of the Justice Department determined that there 
were violations of the criminal law that outlaws mishandling 
Classified information, but that the Justice Department 
made a determination that it would not pursue prosecution 
of those violations. Is that a fair conclusion? 

A At the same time that my people were 
doing an inguiry into this whole subject here, the FBI 
separately did an inquiry here in some collaboration 
with us but it was a separate operation, and they went on 
to do their study over at Lorton where the State Department 
Goes not have responsibility. 

The Justice Department, on the hesis of the 
findings which we shared with them of our group, and based 
upon their own findings, decided that they did not have 
interes: in prosecuting these individuals. Whether they 
felt that criminal violations had -- a felony had taken 
place or committed by these people and decided they could 


not support it, I don't know. 


At any rate, they said they were not going to 
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pursue it. In other words, in a sense, I suppose you could 
say that the Justice Department's conclusions were not 
unlike those of the Director General in the decision 
against taking stronger action against then. 

Q Did the Justice Department tell you when 
it reported that it would not prosecute; thac there were 
no violations of criminal law, or did they tell that there 
were violations of the criminal law -- 

A No, they did not say there violations of 
Criminal law. They simply said they were not going to 
prosecute. They did not comment on that point. 

Q Did you know if their investigation is 


complete; aside from the Lorton investigation, the State 


investigation? 

A tT believe it is, yes. 

Q Could you tell us, please -- 

Is In fact I know it is. That part is complete 
of the FBI. 

Q Earlier on you said that the Secretary, 


when he was informed about this, asked for a full investigation, 
et cetera. Was it the Secretary who decided that the 


punishment, such as it is, was sufficient? Did it sign 
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off at his level that there would be these reprimands 
which stay in the file for a year and somebody gets an oral 
reprimand? 

A The Director General is a manifestation 
of the Secretary of State, and his recommendation is 
approved by the Secretary of State. 

Q So that it is fair to say that what we 
now have before us is the result of the Secretary having 
Cleared it? 

4 Yes. 

Q That's what he wanted; right? 

The other question I had was that if all of these 
papers, these classified documents, had been in my possession, 
not working for the Department of State, what would have 
been the legal action taken against me as a citizen 
of this country but not an employee of the U.S. Government? 
Any idea? 

N I don't know. I'm not sure what is being 
done against the inmates over there. That's the situation 
you would be in. 

Q Not quite. What I'm trying to get at is 


that if somebody is in possession of these classified 


documents in an improper way, as the building determines 
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propriety in this case, whac happens when somebody who is 
within the system does something that is wronj, by your 
definition, and what happens if you're outside the system 
and you end up doing essentially the same thing? Will the 
punishment be the same? 

Would you, for example, if I were in that 
position, just send a letter to NBC and say this guy did 
the wrong thing, stick it in my file? 

A I don't think that the analogy is there. 

Q The analogy may not be. Grant you, it's 
not verfect. But wh.* I'm trying to get at is the care 
with which this Administration has expressed its concern 
about classified documents, about leaks, you didn't have 
to be a great genius in or out of this building to know 
that this Administration feels very strongly about the 
issue. 

Then there's this hemorrhage and out of it comes 
a massive investigation producing three mice, and I'm 
trying to understand where -- how the punishment fits the 
Crime; how, if this is not -- and I asked you the question 
before, and you really didn't answer it -- whether this 


not an example of all of you gathering around the corral 


and protecting your own because it's too embarrassing 
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to do anything else? 

A I think the main concern that the 
Secretary has had is to halt the hemorrhage. That's what 
we focused on, what we've done. 

Would you regard punishment as more important 
than taking the corrective actions required to stop it? 

Q Pair enough. I was just trying to ask 
the questions and looking for answers on your part. 

That's the way these things get set up. 

SO @ould you try to answer the question? 

4M The question is -- 

Q I can't put it anymore bluntly. You're 
protecting your own people. And if it weren't an example 
of the protection of your own people, probably the result of 
this investigation would be quite different. And I was 
asking you whether you don't think that's a proper kind 
of conclusion. 

MN I suppose one thing -- although there's 
no particular point in my turning to the Justice Department, 
but certainly there's some interest in the fact that the 
Justice Department has made a somewhat comparable decision. 


Surely, if there was a sense of explicit, serious, 


personal culpability on the part of individuals, they 
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would be prosecuted, I would suppose, and tney're not 
being prosecuted. 

Q Did you bring in other agencies,who 
handle classified material in great volumes regularly, in 
to consult on this? I mean, in correcting the procedures 
that you think went awry? 

A We've discussed the whole problem with the 
broader intelligence community; sure. 

Q From which agencies, then, do you draw 
the bulk of the lessons to be drawn in the corrections 
and all? 

Oy I think it's the entire intelligence 
community, headed by DCI with whom the whole thing has 
been discussed in full, and we're discussing with them 
the corrective actions we're taking to be sure that what 
we're doing is the most satisfactory correction we can 
take in their eyes as well as ours. 

Q One more, if I could. Would you be willing 
to say at this point that in the event, after the 


investigation at Lorton is complete -- understanding that 


it isn't yet -- but after it is, in the event that a 


prison inmate at Lorton is determined to have made a Xerox 
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copy of one of these papers and given it to somebocy, or 
made a copy and it found its way out of the prison somehow, 
that the State Department will recommend to Lorton and to 
the FBI, the Justice Department, that that inmate be 
punished in a method comparable to the punishment of these 
employees who -- or State Department employees who allowed 
reams of the documents to leave the Department? 

A I just can't comment on it. I don't know. 
I doubt if we would make any recommendation on prosecution. 
It would be up to Justice. I don't know what we'll do. 


Q Thanks for coming. 


(Background briefing concluded at 4:36 p.m.) 
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AMBASSADOR PICKERING i*3 iike st tO say at the outset 


anc then perhaps open up for questions that I had a very ceood 
Opportunity to brief the President on the situation in El Salwador 
discuss with him the progress and process in the elections, their 
importance to the democratic process in El Salvador as an important 
step Of Stace in that process; to describe for him the current 
) Miiitary Situation, the reasons that motivated me *c recommend a 
eea for an acditional increment of emercency assistance and the 
stron Slve that Salvadorans and my embass ana i attach ¢ the 
54m that he submittec in support of the Kissinger - the Nat nal 
R artisar omm™ission recommendations to ir ar che Lan *e 
- bys _-* . ‘rs * ‘TS ¢€64 if s wort =¢ *hoaf 
we Jiscussed as well procress i the human richt rea 
| Salvador progress on the iand reform issue, which is extremely, 
portant : liscussed some aspects of what's happenine in the 
ec my ther -- a broad and general overview He indicated to % 
"is very Strong personal support for the two packages, the emergency 
SSistance package whi we will need to support the elections 
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"MBASSADOR PICKERING: Yes, there are medical supplies 
being received on the civilian side to deal with the civilian 
hospitals. That's part of their budget, and it’s part of our 
aid assistance program 


* But the military's not getting any medical supplies? 


AMBASSADOR PICKERING: But the military assistance -- 
everything has been obligated under the military assistance. It covers 
all the lines of 








military assistance from ammunition to medicine. 


Q Well, is the answer Yes or No? Are they getting 
medical supplies and military supplies or not? 


AMBASSADOR PICKERING: They have some medical supplies, 


but they will run out. I can‘t give you an exact figure on the medical 
supplies, but they're incorporated as well in the $93 million request 
that covers provision on an emergency basis of assistance to the army -- 

Q I asked -- if I may just press one more time -- 
the President said yesterday that they were getting no more medical 
supplies, if I understood him correctly. Our information is that medical 
supplies were going in yesterday to El Salvador -- 

AMBASSADOR PICKERING: I don’t know what the source of 
your information is -- 

Q It*s the President -- which does raise this question -- 


AMBASSADOR PiCKERING: But, the President makes it very 
Clear, and the President's correct, that there are no more medical 
supplies in the pipeline to go in, unless they have been paid for by 
this earlier $44 million. But, there is no more money to provide 
additional medical supplies, to provide additional ammunition, to provide 
additional rifles. That $44 milion that’s available has been fully 


yated. What's coming in in the pipeline is not going to be enough 


© 


in a number of areas -- one of those is medical supplies -- to keep -- 

Q Before March 25th? 

AMBASSADOR PICKERING: No, we're talking about the period 
between the first and second elections -- and that is more attuned to 
the middle of April, certainly in May. 

. Well, Mr. -- 

AMBASSADOR PICKERING: Each, each of these supply lines, 
9f course, has a different period. There isn't an absolute accuracy 
and equality -- it's a war, and the use of supplies in a war is not 
predictable. 

Q Can you characterize how serious you see the threat 


to the election process right now -- given the military effort by the 
left on the one hand, and the supplies running out <-- characterize how 
serious the situation is. 


AMBASSADOR PICKERING: . would characterize the issue as 

serious. I've used the words serious, acute, important, vital <- all 

of those, I think, are apt characterizations given both the importance 

f the democratic process to El Salvador and the need f additional 
assistance right now in order to provide the army with the requisite 
supplies to defend that process, to see the country through that 
process,through the inauguration which takes place in the first of June, 
through the summer period. There is no anticipation we have now fror 
statements you all have reported from the Hill, that it is likely that 
the bigger package, the supplementary package, will be considered before 
the summer. All of this has to be predicated on some judgment about 
those circumstances. 


Yes? 


0 Looking past these immediate elections, are you 


concerned about Congress's willingness to approve that bigger packas: 
this summer if D'Aubisson wins? 


AMBASSADOR PICKERING: I'm concerned about the Congress's 
willingness tc approve that package any time under any circumstances. 
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I spent a week on the Hill two weeks aco, spent yesterday on the Hill, 
and it's of vital importance to us. I think that, as you know, we have 
taken a position in the elections with respect to any candidate, that 
we are going to be abgeolutely neutral in cur public statements and in 
our private assessments and analysis with respect to candidates. And 
sO, I will not venture into questions here which in any way at all 
indicate a favoritism or non-favoritism with respect to the candidates. 


But the question is important with regard to the issue of 
that assistance -- yes. That assistance is extremely important. The 
Congress is looking at it very carefully. We hope, certainly, they 
will pass that assistance anc in due time. 


Q Did you tell the President that human rights progress 
was being made in El Salvador? 


AMBASSADOR PICKERING: Yes, I did. And I certainly believe 
that progress is being made. Certainly not all that we would want or 
hope for, and not as rapidly as we would want. 


Q Can you be specific? 


AMBASSADOR PICKERING: Sure. I can tell you that in 
figures for political violence in February were the lowest in any months 
Since the Embassy has been recording statistics on this -- since 1980. 
And the figures for political violence in February were 68 deaths as 
compared to the high months of 1380 where they were over 850 per month. 
No statistic, obviously, is acceptable if it indicates any deaths -- 
and our objective is not to compare 68 and 880 -- and say everything is 
splendid -- it's to say that the process is down, that that's the trend 
with respect to the statistics that all of the people who keep statistics 
on El Salvador produce, even though those statistics are not always 
the same. 


Yes? 
Q Is Mr. D'Aubisson involved in the death squads? 


AMBASSADOR PICKERING: Mr. D'Aubisson has received, and 
been talked about in public many times on these issues. I think our 
point of view, and our statement on that, has been very clear. We have 
seen this information. We have reviewed it, and we have examined it. 
We have not found that that kind of information -- that the information 
we have -- is conclusive, as I have said in a speech in November -- 
conclusive for a court of law kind of evidence with respect to him or 
with others. But, that’s as far as I can take that particular point, 
and that repeats what we have said in the past -- 

* Why don't they bring the murders of the four Americar 
women to justice -- 


AMBASSADOR PICKERING: I'm sorry -- let me take <-- and 
then I'll get to the church women's case. 
Yes? 
. The way I follow it, there are 1,400 troops, Salvadorar 


troops in training -- 1,400 to 2,900 <= who have no weapons, 








and who would presumably be used for election day security around the 


country -- at the polling places. Is that am accurate description, 
and can you expand on that? 


AMBASSADOR PICKERING: Sure. That is an accurate de- 
scription. There are 1400 troops in training for whom we currently 
have no M-l16s. We expect a shipment of M-l6s within the next week or 
two, but that shipment will not be sufficient to cover all the troops 
that we expect to have in training in the period covering the elections 
and the inauguration. That is, for the next three, four, five, six 
montns. Sc the 2000 figure represents what the short fall will be for 
the next six months. The 1400 figure represents the current actual 
short fall for the present time. 


Q Do you have other weapons for them? 


AMBASSADOR PICKERING: Similar to the M-16? You mean 
rifles? 


Q M-l6s -- anythinc else? 
Q M-ls? 


AMBASSADOR PICKERING: No. The standard weapon we provide 
under our military assistance program -- the standard infantry hand 
weapon is the M-16 <-- 

Q Do they have anything to shoot with? i mean, do 
they have any weapons at all, whether it's standard or -- 


AMBASSADOR PICKERING: They have, within their own 
inventory, troops equipped with G-3s, some with oozies, some with other 
weapons -- FALs. But the 1400 were talking about means that in effect 
there are no weapons for those 1400 from any sources now in El Salvador, 
and they are counting on this delivery of M-16s to deal with that. 


0 Mr. Ambassador -- 


Q Can you break down the $93 million request into 
the money that's going to go to resupply and ammunition and medical 
supplies, and the amount that's going to go to expanding the armed 
forces? 


AMBASSADOR PICKERING: Sure. None of it goes specifically 
for expanding the armed forces if you're talking about numerical ex- 
pansion. In other words, they're not waiting to recruit another 12,000 
juys. 


They money is roughly broken down about $50 million 
in what we call the continued sustainment which is analogous, in effect, 
to what we provided last year. Last year, there was $81 million. The 
additional $50 and the $44 that have already been provided have very 
little for any increase in major equipment. 


The remainine amount is divided -- 
Q That's the same <-- in equipment? 


AMBASSADOR PICKERING: That's everything -- uniforms, 
training, ammunition, that kind of thing. Basic equipment. In addi- 
tion to that, the rest of the package would include about a third of 
the additional part of the package, a third of the roughly $40 million, 
for medical evacuation including four helicopters and a number of 
ambulances. Last year, the President decided to train Salvadoran medics. 
Four hundred were trained by U.S. trainers. That's improved the field 
care of the wounded. 


The wounded have to get from the field to the hospital 
and there's no way to do it. And, currently, loss rates among wounded 
in El Salvador are about one in three. And the effort is, obviously, 
to provide a capacity to get people from the clearing stations -- from 
the casualty stations to the hospitals where the saving record is good. 
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The second part of that package is a mobility package. 
It involves providing the army with a few additional helicopters -- nine 
or ten are currently envisaged -- and a number of trucks. Currently, 
the army has to rent civilian trucks to move. That's designed to offset 
the real tactical advantages that the guerrillas enjoy by picking and 
choosing where they attack and the army has to defend everythinc. 


Now, there is a slight bit in there of communications 
equipment. But that gives yo. a sense of that one -- do you want to 
go for your question? 


Q Go ahead. 


Q I lost you on the figures. I figured you were 
breaking down the $93 million package and then you made the reference 
to one-third. 


AMBASSADOR PICKERING: I am. I'm breaking down the 590 
million into two parts -- $93 - roughly, $50 and $33. 


Q Oh, I thought I heard you say one-third of a hundred. 


AMBASSADOR PICKERING: $43 -- I'm sorry. And the $43 is 
now being broken down one-third for medical and the rest for helicopters 
and communications. 


Qo Now, how about the women? 


AMBASSADOR PICKERING: The church women's case is currently 
scheduled for trial within the next month or two. We have since October 
been on track with the Salvadoran government as to exactly how their 
case proceeds. Under Salvadoran law, there are fixed times to do certain 
things in bringing that case to trial. 


The defense, as it does in any country, has the right to 
make certain kinds of motions. Most recently, I have been told that 
most of their rights to make motions that will delay the case have been 
exhausted. But generally speaking, we believe that's on track. That 
could come to trial as early as late April, perhaps as early as the 
middle of April if we have some astounding success in keeping things 
moving. But it's in the final stages and we're all hoping that it will 
be done fairly soon. 


Q Over a year ago it was in the final stages of going 
to trial. I've forgotten what happened. You can refresh my memory. 


AMBASSADOR PICKERING: Over a year ago, someone introduced 
new evidence that maintained -- 


Q Well, why won't someone introduce new evidence two 
>r three months -- 








AMBASSADOR PICKERING: Because the periods under 
Salvadoran law for the introduction of new evidence have been passed. 


Q Mr. Ambassador -- 
Q The law isn’t being followed, is it? 


Q Mr. Ambassador, the President seemed to imply 
yesterday that if Congress doesn't vote this money that El Salvador, 
conceivably Central America's going to go down. It's going to 
be lost. Is there some feeling that -- did he get into a political 
issue here of Congress being responsible for losing El Salvador? 


AMBASSADOR PICKERING: I don't know how Congress is 
going to see it. When I've been up there, the Congress has indicated 
to me their personal preoccupation with that particular problem. 

The question is clearly what kind of assistance is required just 
to keep Salvador afloat for the next period of the fiscal year, t> 
Say nothing of the urgent request to try to provide an increase 

in assistance to do what should have been done years ago and what 
continues to need to be done -- is to provide more security. 


A third of their military force roughly has been 
trained and equipped by the United States after this four years. 
So, there is still a long, long way to go to reach anything like 
what would be considered to be favorable or helpful with respect 
to the military forces. And a military force that's one-third 


trained and one-third equipped is basically not a very effective 
military force. 


Q But isn't there <-- 


AMBASSADOR PICKERING: So, the issue is now for El Salvador 
I can’t speak for Central America as a whole -- is there sufficient 
willingness on the part of the Congress, working with us on this 
particular issue, to provide tne assistance necessary, the bare 
minimum assistance necessary, to get through the election process, 
an extremely important process, and through the remainder of the 
year on the basis wr just “stay alive” kind of assistance. 


Q But how do you -- If I could just follow up with 
one question, Bob. I mean -- How do you explain the fact that 
the U.S. has poured tens of millions of dollars into El Salvador 
and with all the action in Honduras -- from what we hear, the flow 


of arms from Nicaragua has really cut back -- and yet we're still 
in this dire situation? 


AMBASSADOR PICKERING: I think it <-- You have to 100k 
at what it costs to equip and train a counter-querrilia force and 
how you should best do it. Unfortunately, there have been tens of 
millions, but that hasn't been sufficient to train more than, 


I said, a third of the force and equip more than a third of the 
force in El Salvador. 


Our plans are, with the kind of supplemental request 
that has been made, to foliow the Bipartisan Commission report, 
to provide additional training and equipment for the remainder of 
the military force, to get it in a position where it can provide 
security. 


Q That doesn't answer his question. You've -- 
the United States -- 


AMBASSADOR PICKERING: And I've said -- Well, let me 
get to the answer of his question. 


Q Yes. 
AMBASSADOR PICKERING: And I have said that, without 


sufficient security, then, obviously the country is in danger and 
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in difficulty -- 
Q But what's -- 


AMBASSADOR PICKERING: -- and the army provides 
that security. 


Q What's happened to all the assistance and 
all the help we've been giving for four years? It sounds 
like we're backward. We're -- 


Q They raked it off the top. 

Q We're in the -- Have they raked it off the top? 
AMBASSADOR PICKERING: Absolutely not. 

Q Yes, they raked it. 


Q Well, what's the -- Why have we invested all 
of this and we're behind? 


AMBASSADOR PICKERING: Because what we have put in 
has been less than one or two percent of our total worldwide 
military assistance. And while the numbers seem very large, the 
question is really what is required and what is sufficient. The 
President this year said $243 million are required to do the job. 


He's gotten thus far $64 million, a third of which 
is being held up. So, he's gotten about a sixth of what he thinks 
he needs to do the job this year. In past years, he's -- 


Q What -- how about <-- what -- You're still not 
answering -- 

AMBASSADOR PICKERING: <= gotten still a small 
percentage. 

Q -- why have we been pouring whatever money we 


have into this country? As Chris says, the flow of weapons coming 
in has been at least curtailed. Why are we in, as you put it, @ 
"staying alive” situation? What <- 


AMBASSADOR PICKERING: Because what we have provided 
in the past has been enough merely to buy a continued stalemate 
in the changing military situation in El Salvador. 


MR. SIMS: Can we have one more question on <-- 
the back here? We've got to do this other briefing or we won't 
have any. 


AMBASSADOR PICKERING: You ought to take a careful look 
at the record, but $60 million in a country like El Salvador on 
an annual basis has been just enough to buy a continued stalemate. 


Q And what makes you think if you double that 
you're going to -- it’s going to be -- make a big change? 


AMBASSADOR PICKERING: Because the people that we 
have trained and equipped have indicated that they can fight 
and deal with the problem and that, if more people can be trained 
and equipped, we have an expectation we can increase the security. 


MR. SIMS: Ben, last question please. 


Q Mr. Ambassador, we have said that we want to 
be neutral in the elections. Do we <-- what happens if Mr. D'Aubisson 
wins? Are we going to support him? 


AMBASSADOR PICKERING: We have said that we are neutral 
in the elections, but we will accept the outcome of a free, fair 
and democratic election. And we have said we will condition our 
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policies with respect to the person who wins on the basis of the 
policies that individual pursues toward us. That's been our statement 
and I'm sure it will continue to be our statement with respect to 
that question or with regard to any other candidate. 

Q We will support Mr. D‘Aubisson? 

AMBASSADOA PICKERING: We will support the results 
of a free, fair and democratic election in El Salvador without 


reference to the candidate. And that’s been our position and 
will remain our position. 


MR. SIMS: Thank you, Mr. Ambassador. 


Q Bob, just -- When do you need this $93 million by? 
When does it reach the breaking point? 


AMBASSADOR PICKERING: We've already indicated that 
some of the equipment required will run out at the end of March 
and the beginning of April. We need to have the money in advance 
in order to order it. Often, it takes 60 to 90 days to get equipment 
there. If we have to fly it, of course, we have ‘ess money for 
equipment and more for transportation. 

Q By when? 


AMBASSADOR PICKERING: We would like to have it 
as soon as possible. 


Q Did the President say that he's going to use 
emergency powers to you if need be? 


MR. SIMS: We've covered that. 

Q That's a pretty important point. 

MR. SIMS: We've covered that. 

Q ~~ that last question -- 

MR. SIMS: We've covered the emergency powers -- 

Q -- by general consent -- 

MR. SIMS: -- times. The President has the opportunity <-- 
> Well, what did he say about it today? 

MR. SIMS: -- and -- 80 -- 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 10:25 A.M. EST 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me first give you an 
idea of Prime Minister Soares's schedule here -- talk a bit about his, 
and then go om very briefly to sketch out the likely agenda. 


He's been in the country since Saturday. He's been in 
New York. He's having -- had meetings over the weekend with Portuguese 
community and business leaders. Yesterday he flew to Colorado Springs 
where he visited NORAD Headquarters. He arrives this afternoon in 
Washington. He will be hosting a dinner this evening which will be 
attended by the Vice President at the Portuguese Ambassador's residence. 


Tomorrow he has an 11:30 a.m. meeting with the President, 
lunch with the President, 3:00 p.m. meeting with the Vice President, 
4:00 p.m. with Don Regan, 5:00 p.m. with Undersecretary of Commerce 
Dimer, at 6:00 p.m. with Assistant Secretary of State Crocker, 
Assistant Secretary of State for African Affairs. who I think he'll 
also be meeting with this afternoon, in fact. 


On Thursday, he'll lay a wreath at Arlington. #e'li 
Vieit the OAS. He has 4 meeting with Secretary Weinberger. The 
Secretary of State will host a lunch for him, and in the afternoon he'll 
meet with Coneressional leaders. 


on Friday, he goes back to New York. He'll spend the 
weekend in New York where he'll be meeting with members of the Portuguese 
community egain, and departing on Sunday for Lisbon. 


Now, Soares is a figure of some internationa) stature 
in addition to being Prime Minister of Portugal. He was a pivotal 
figure in the Portuguese revolution and its aftermath, and played «a 
critical role in the establishment of democratic institutions in that 
country. There was a period after the Portuguese revolution, of which 
this is the 10th anniversary, in which the establishment of Parliamentar 
Democracy was by nO means certain in Portugal. You had what essential. 
was 4 Military government -- 


MR. SIMS: -- can we hold it down a little bit in the 
back of the briefing room? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: «= with substantiai 
communist influence. And Soares and his Socialist Party -- Soares has 
succeeded in mobilizing a Socialist Party in the aftermath of the 
revolution, and played, as { said, a major role in the evolution of 
a full democratic system; and was, if I remember correctiy, the first 
democratically elected Prime Minister of Portugal. He took office 
again after elections last year -~ took office in June. The Sociaiist 
Party and their social democratic coalition partners have 70 percent 
of the seats in the Parliament. It was an important election victory 
He campaigned on the need for an austerity program to right the 
Portuguese economy, and he has << since coming into office -- made good 
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on his promises and put through some very tough seasures which have 
had the effect of correcting the Portuguese balance of trade, and 
stabilizing the economy -- albeit, at some considerable costs in terzus 
of real wages and other hardships. 


He's also very active in his capacity as 4 socialist 
leader. He's a Vice President of the Socialist International. And, 
both in and owt of cffice, he has played an important role in the 
Socialist International and in its activities in areas like the 
Middle East, Central America and on arms control and other issues in 
which the Socialist International has played a role. 


Let me briefly sketch out the issues that I think heii 
be interested in talking about, or we'll be incerested in talking about 
with him. And then [I'll take your questions. 


The Portuguese are very interested in Africa -- particuiar., 


Southern Africa. They had, as you know, major colonial holdings in 
Africa, which were decolonized more-or-less coincident with the 
Portuguese revolution « decade ago. In recent years, both the current 
government and its predecessors have made a major effort to reestablish 
their ties in that region to improve their relations, which had 
deteriorated, with the local govermments, and to be come more active 
in aid «= advisory roles -- and general level of presence. This is an 
activity 





which we support. In some of the countries, we're talking with the 
Portuguese about coordinating their and our aid programs so that +*! 
can both be more effective. 


The Portuguese are very interested in what's going on in 
Southern Africa in the agreements that are being negotiated between -- 
to some extent, with our assistance -- between the South Africans and 
some of the neighboring states. And they've been very supportive of 
this process and want their inflwence to encourage both sides -- the 
South Africans, the Mozambiquens, and the Angolans -- to play a positive 
role in these negotiations. 


Another issue on which, I'm sure, Soares will be interested 
is Central America. He's spoken out on those issues; he's played a 
role through the Socialist International and has a continuing interest 
in the issues of that region. 


Finally, he's planning, I gather, a trip to the Middle 
East. I dom’t think a date has been set but he is planning on visiting 
some of the countries in the Middle East, and I'm sure he'll be interested 
in the discussions on that region, as well. 


In addition to these, there are the usual bilateral and 
European related questions. The Secretary visited Portugal in December 
where he signed the Mutual Security Agreement with Portugal, which both -- 
as 4 result of which there's substantial J.5. military assistance and 
economic assistance provided Portugal, as well as U.S. use of the Azores 
base. 


Well, i think that that pretty much gives you an idea of 
what they're Likely to be talking about, and I'll be glad to take qTues- 
tions. 


> The two other <= the two other base or facilities 
agreements being negotiated in addition to Lales -- there are a couple 
of other negotiations going on. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The only other one [I's 
aware of is for a satellite tracking station which is, essentially, a 
technical agreement for a very technical facility, not a military 
facility. And that's the only one that's being discussed. 


o What areas of disagreement are there that we would 
like to bring up with him? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATI OFFICIAL: I don't think there are 
many areas of disagreement with the Portuguese. Ye've had very good 
relations with them under all of the democratic governments that heave 
been in office. Soares has been very close to the United States, very 
friendly. tf think that there may be differences of nuance on questions 

f the Middle East or Central America, but basically, we found that 
Soares has played a constructive, helpful role in the socialist inter- 
netional discussions on that. We is @ very pragmatic, sensible man. 
And he's had experience himself with the difficulties of establishing 
a democratic system with the efforts of some, including the communist 
party in his country, to undermine that kind of system. And so he's 
clayed a pretty tough role in those kinds of issues. 


= Well. would we like to use him as an intermediary 
in the Middle East oc Central America? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think he << I 
don't think we would envision using him or he would envision himself as 
an intermediary. But I think that we both value his counsel and believe 
that the role he played would be a constructive one, on balance, and 
helpful. 
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* So he'll get a short lunch tomorrow. 


Q What's the kind of -- does he have any proposals 
for Central America, in particularly, El Salvador and Nicaracua? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: None that I's aware of. 
Not in terms of specific initiatives or proposals. 


~ 


6 Has he taken public positions -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not aware of any 
specific public positions. In general, I think he has been very 
skeptical of the democratic credentials of the Sandinistas and suppor- 
tive of the building of democracy in Nicaragua -- in £l Salvador. 


Q On the common market, does the United States fully 
support Portugal's admission to the economic community? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Without qualification. 

0 He's got two meetings with Chet Crocker. Can you 
be more specific about the role that he and the Portuguese are playing 
in the South African negotiations? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it would be 
wrong to suggest that there's some sort of intermediary playing a 
direct negotiating role. They do maintain a presence and have influ- 
ence, more in Mozambique than Angola at the moment. They have sought 
to use their influence to move the process in the right direction. 
They've been consistently helpful. They've provided us good advice. 
They have information that we don't always have access to. And when- 
ever they've been asked to do so, they've lent their support. 

I think that they're -- in addition, as I said, we are 
talking about coordinating our aid programs. We're already doing that 


in Bissau which is one of the former Portuquese colonies, and looking 
4t if if 


MORE 








some of the other areas, sO that our soney and sedvisers and others can 
be used most effectively. And they'll be talking about same of those 
concrete things, I would guese, in seédition to sort of the big picture 


of diplomacy and the possibility for progress in Southern African 
negot iations. 


Q There seem to be some sovement -- or indication of 
movement -- on the question of the Cubans in Angola. I would think 
that there, in particular, the Portuguese would, saybe, know more than 
we do. Oo you have any pricr indications before the visit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think that 
their relations are better with Mozambique than Angola at the moment. 
But those are the kinds of things that we've -- that they've been 
valuable in, in terms of their contacts and ability to supplement our 


own information. I don't Know of any sort of specific role they're likely 
to play in that. 


Q What is the size of the military aid program? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me see, I think i've 
got the figures here. FY ‘84 <= it's $45 million foreign military 
sa\es, $60 million MAP, which is a grant assistance, $409 million 
economic support funds, and $2.4 million military training. 


in the "85 request, which is up on the Hill now, is 
$55 million foreign military sales, $70 sillion Military Assistance 
Program grant, $80 sillion economic support -- which is a doubling of 
the $40 million of the previous year, $3 sillion for training. The 
gross totals, therefore, are $147.4 gillion in FY ‘84, and $208 million 
in Fy ‘85. 


Q Was there an economic program as we.i? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The figures of $40 and 
$80 mallion are economic funds. They come under the Military Assistance 
Program, but they're for economic use. Traditionally that money has 
been spent in the Azores to assist the ecomomic situation in that 
region, which is traditionally one of the poorer ones of Portuguai 
The $80 million this year will allow $40 million to be spent in the 
Azores and $40 million in Portugal. So, for the first time, there wiii 
be part of the economic assistance directly spent in Portugal. 


3 Would theirs be without strings attached to it, oF -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's no strings 
attached to this except the normal parts of those programs. Dut ‘here's 
no speciai -- 

Q That aid program is linked, is it not, to the base? 

SENIOR AOMIAISTRATION OFFICIAL That's right. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 19:42 A.M. EST 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
ON THE VISIT OF 
PRIME MINISTER SOARES OF PORTUGAL 


March 14, 1964 


The Briefing Roor 


MR. SIMS: This briefing will be ON BACKGROUND. It's 
attributable to a Senior Adtinistration Official. We also have with 
us his colleague. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATI OFFICIAL: I think as Bob Sims 


saic, we have ty colleague here who can correct any mistakes I might 
make. 


The meetirgs this morning covered a number of topics. 
I think I'd mention Central America first. There was a good discussion, 
where the President was able to explain the U.S. approach to Central 
America, El Salvadgdor ard Nicaragua. They talked about the findings 
of the Kissinger Commission. There was some discussion of the evolving 
views of the Socialist International, as some of you probably know, 
the Portuguese Prime Minister plays an active role in the Socialist 
international and from our standpoint, a helpful and constructive role. 


There wes discussion of the forthcoming elections in 
El Salvacor. And also, some interesting comments by the Portuguese 
Prime Minister on the evolving role of the Catholic Church in Nicaragua. 


Beyond Central America, there was a good deal of’ taik 
about the Portuguese economic outlook, the Comestic situation in 
Portugai, the Portuguese effort to become a member of the European 
community. The Prime Minister explained the major effort that he har 
taken to revive the Portuguese economy. anc woth the President and the 
Secretary of State praised the progress that has been mace. There was 
discussion of the performance of the Portuguese government in working 
Out economic austerity measures in response to guidelines or proposais 


laid down by the IMF. And there was general agreement that that effort 
has been successful. 


The Portuguese Prime Minister pointed out, a8 well as 
other members of the Portuguese team, that Portugal is a very attractive 
area of economic investment, with comparatively iow wage rates in 
Europe «~~ and the efforts that the Portuguese government, together with 
private Americans as well as officials like our Ambassador, are making 
to stimulate investment in Portugel. 


There was Ciscussion of the Micdle East. As some of you 
may know, the Prime Minister met with Yasser Arafat in Moscow at the 
Andropov funeral. And the communists are reported to the President 
that discussion -- the discussion of the situation in and the possibile 
emergence of peace talks involving Jordan, Iereel and the Palestinians. 


Then, I think it would be fair to say, there was 
discussion of the general situation in Europe «+ East-West relations, 


MOPE 
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ty 


prospects for arms control talks -- and Caspar Weinberger, who attended 
the meetings in the Cabinet Room as well as the lunch, talked about 
the success in completing the base negotiations, the importance of 


Lajes in the Azores to U.S. and NATO defense programs, and the hope 
hat we can continue those programs, in particular focusing on the 

large increases that we have requested this year from the Congress in 
security and economic support assistance for Portugal, and the 

increases that heave already been approved by the Congress in recent years. 


Sc, with that, i°il be happy to take your questions. 
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SENIOR ADMINIST ON OFFICIAL: I think -- well, I 
would put them -- I wouldn't call them either acvisors or inter- 
mediaries. They have their own interests in the area. They're 
active on their own. In no way are we asking them to deliver messages 
for us. They have their own messeges to deliver. I think that we 
have -- both countries have different roles to play, but what we're 
s staying in close touch and trying to work out a cooperative 
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' Was there any discussion o 








Gid the Portuguese raise this question, the answer is no. 


Q How do they see the evolving role of the church 
in Nicaragua? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think they are some- 
what disappointed in developments in Nicaragua since the revolution 
They share with us a concern that the drift has been towards an 
authoritarian, one-party, communist state. And they are concerned, 
as we are, about the implications of that for the church. 


Q But he mentioned the Contadora group, was that 
-- Dic he suscest that that would be a better tack than what the 
administration's doing now? Or what was said about that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we suppo.t the 
Contadora group. And, in fact, as one of the important initiatives 
uncer the Contadora principles is elections, free elections in both 
El Salvador and Nicaragua. So there was no real disagreement about 
the support for that initiative. 


Q Could you expand on the new ties the U.S. wants 
to have with Mozambique -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not the person 
do that. I would just note that there have been developments ir 


Ozambigue, relations and contacts between South Africa and Mozam- 
bigue and that's one of the topics that was discussed durinc these 
mee 


Q You mentioned Secretary of State Shultz. Did 
the President participate in the discussion about southern Africa? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm trying, now, to 
-- because these meetings tend to run together. ! do not think 
scuthern Africa came up in the meetings. Althouch, * must say, 
there was a brief meeting with -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Briefly. 


SENIOR ADMINISTPATION OFFICIAL: There was a -- It 
- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Just briefly 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it was discussed 

9 What would the Unit 
modernization of the Portuguese armec ¢ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we are coing 
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a 300¢c ceal, aS I pointed out with the Cigures that i mentionec, 
both in military assistance and foreign military saies credits 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the Prime 
Minister explained his desire, along with the desire of Spain, 
to accede to membership in the European Community. And there was 
a discussion of some of the current problems that the European 
community has with its budget, with reforming its common agricul- 
tural policy, a discussion of the relationship between that and 
Spanish and Portuguese accesssion. And I think there's a general 
feeling that accession will take place at some stace in the future. 

© Does the United States have any interest in 
military facilities for use on the Portuguese mainland? 


ENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, this is a 
question that has come up. It was not -=- By the way, it did not 
come up in today's session, but it is something that we have -- 


a 


Q Wi.at question was that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This was a questicn 
of whether we have any interest in the use of facilities on the 
mainland, as distinct from the Lajes Base in the Azores, 
this is a question, as I said, that has come up and it's an issue 
that I think that in the future we will discuss with th 


csovernment. 


9 Would that include a NORAD satellite trackinc 
e you talking about -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Discussions on that 
question are now underway with the Portuguese government. In fact, 


the person who is conducting those discussions is right here, 
my colleague. 


Q Is it limited to that? Is it limited to a 
tracking station? Or what else might you have in mind? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: At this stage, that's 
what it is limited to. 


Q What about -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And, as you know, 
the Portuguese Prime Minister had an opportunity tc visit NORAD 
in -- at Cheyenne Mountain, Colorado, and based on what -- the 
sense that I picked up today, talking to people in his party, that 
was en enormously successful visit and that they have a better 
understanding of just how NORAD fits in to the broee curity 
interests of NATO in the West. 


Q What did he have to say about -- 
MR. SIMS: Last question, please. 


Q What did he have to say about his meetings with 


Arafat? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATI 
would be appropriate to reaily ¢ 


ON OFFICIAL: I don't think that 
C 
than just to simply say that he d 
r 


into too much detail, other 
scussec Arafat and the PLO's 
political equation and raise: 


changing position in the Middl st i 
portunities here for the peace 


he possibility that there were 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
ON THE VISIT OF 
PRIME MINISTER FITZGERALD OF IRELAND 


March 15, 1984 
The Briefing Room 


10:05 A.M. EST 


MR. SIMS: This briefing is on background for your 
information only. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Prime Minister FitzGerald 
arrived here in the United States on Saturday, has spent the intervening 
time between then and yesterday afternoon when he arrived in Washington 
in New York City. The program in New York was essentially arranged by 
the Irish government and included the United Nations, a call on the 
officials of the city of New York, and a fair amount of programming 
with the Irish-American community. He also appeared on a number of -- 
or several television programs. 


He arrived here yesterday afternoon. He met with the 
Vice President last night. He hosted a dinner in honor of the Vice 
President last evening. This morning he is addressing, at 11:00 a.m., 
a Joint Session of Congress. There will be a reception on the Hill 
Sllowed by a luncheon in his honor hosted by the Speaker and, essen- 
ially, a group -=- an informal group on the Hill called the friends 
£ Ireland. He will also pe meeting with the Treasury Secretary and 
he Secretary of Interior. 


C That's today? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Today. 

Tomorrow morning, he will be meeting with the Secretary 
of State. He will have a meeting here at the White House with the 
President at 11:30 a.m. followed by a luncheon in honor of the Prime 
Minister and his wife hosted by the Reagans. The luncheon will be an 
enlarged luncheon. It will not be the normal official visit luncheon, 
but it will be more the type of a state visit -- the type of function 
that would normally be held in the evening. 


Following the White House luncheon tomorrow, the Prime 
Minister will be leaving Washington in the afternoon. I think he's 
heading back to Europe. 


And I think maybe the best thing to do is to turn it over 
to you for questions. 


Q Do we have any problems with Ireland? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Essentially, we do not 
have any problems with Ireland -- 


“ Any issues? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think each sade has its 


agenda. If I can look to the Irish side first -- Irish leaders have, 

in the past few years, tried to come here around St. Patrick's Day, 

some to the United States around St. Patrick's Day. Two years ago, the 
then Prime Minister Haughey visited Washington on an official visit. As 
Prime Minister FitzGerald, himself, said the other day, this is the 

time of the year that the Irish tend to be able to get a hearing in the 
United States. And he is here for -- to obtain a hearing not only to 
liecuss problems of freland with the administration, but also to discuss 
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issues related to Irish questions with the Irish-American community. 
I think this is very much on the mind of the Prime Minister. 


Q For example? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me return to that 
in a second, and just say that from our standpoint, orr relations 
with Ireland are good, but point to the fact that in the second half 
of the year, the Irish assume the Presidency of the Common Market, 
The EC. It's useful to have a meeting with them and to go over issues 
related to EC developments with them and -- 


When does he assume the Presidency? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: July 1, and will have 
the Presidency for the second half of the year. So there -- 


® He is coming into that? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He will assume -- the 
irish government assumes the Presidency in rotation on the first 


T.5 Tae 
~ wee 
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The President will also be visiting Ireland, as you know, 
in early June, and it will give him a chance to discuss with the Prime 
Minister the agenda of that visit and to prepare for it properly. 

. So the question remaining was, what are these issues 
that the Irish want to have a hearing for? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, essentially, from 


the irish standpoint, the area of most concern to them is the question 
of Northern Ireland. And Prime Minister FitzGerald, without putting 
words into his mouth, Prime Minister FitzGerald is very much concernec 


t the problems of Ireland be resolved by the parties themselves, 
that they be resolved in a constitutional and democratic meuns, and he 
is very much concerned about outside -- unhelpful, outside influences 
that assist -- or that support those elements who are not working for 
a peaceful resolution of the question of Northern Ireland. 

: Is he speaking of material support -- sending arms 
and financial] aid to the IRA? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't speak for him, 
but this is one of his concerns. That Americans of Irish heritage 
primarily not get themselves involved in supporting of non-constitutional 
means of changing the situation there. 


. What do the Irish want the U.S. to do that it's not 
now doing to stop the gun-running to the IRA? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm aware of no recent 
requests of anything more than they have. They have, in the past, dis- 
cussed with us efforts to control the flow of material to the terrorists 
in Northern Ireland and we have actively pursued that in the past. 


9 What's the best estimate of how bia that flow is 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm afraid I just don't 
xnow. I would answer indirectly in saying that in general, terrorisr 
has declined in Northern Ireland, although I would note that yesterday, 
unfortunately, there was an act of terrorism against the leader of the -- 
the political leader of Sinn Fein, which is the political arm of the 
Irish “epublican Army, and so terror seems to beget terror. 


° Is that a legal party <-- the political wing of -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, it is political, and, 
fact, Gerry Adams who was shot yesterday, was elected in the last 


elections to the Commons. Rq 
_ I / 
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° What sort of announcement -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- He hasn't taken 
& seat. 


+ Sorry. What sort of announcements or statements 
do you anticipate at the end of the meetincs tomorrow? What sort of 
subjects? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It essentially wil! be 
in the form of a toast. I don't know the contents of the toast of 
the Prime Minister, but I think the thrust of the toast from our side 
will be that we -- to emphasize the friendly relations we have with 
Ireland and to reiterate the points the President made in the 3t. 
Patrick's Day statement last year regarding the -- our hope that the 
questions of Ireland are resolved -- the problems of Ireland are 


resolved peacefully, constitutionally, and we support the efforts of 
those involved. 


. The President, I think, in the past two years has 
Said -- has indicated the United States would be willing to help 
Northern Irelanc with some sort of economic aid if there can be a 
peaceful resolution. Is there some actual plan in mind <-- amounts, 
types of aid, what sort of industry will be helped? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, there is nothing 
in manc. We are encouraging -- we do encourace private investors 
to ianvest in Ireland, both North and South. 


. John DeLorean. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 300 -=- over 300 American 
firms are active there. Short Brothers, a Belfast firm has just 
received a contract from the Defense Department for the production of 
some airplanes for the United States military. 


° Well, I’m thinkine mostly of any possible government <-- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But, at the present tive, 
there's no proposed government plan. 


. What initiatives are being taken by the Irish 
jovernment to help <-=- to try to resolve this situation in Northern 
Ireland peacefully, and what initiatives have we taken? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry, I didn't 
get the first part of the question. 


. What are we doing to try to reach a peaceful solution, 
and what is Ireland doing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: From the standpoint of 
the Irish at the present time, they have asked that aside from under- 
standing for their efforts and an attempt to control the gun-running, 
that we support their efforts to enhance dialogue over the issue and 


Stand back. They have not asked for our direct involvement in the 
process. 


The Irish, themselves, are engaged -- the present Prime 
Minister has resumed dialogue with the British. He met with 
Mrs. Thatcher last November. I believe a further meeting is set for 
later on this spring. The Nationalist parties of Ireland, both parts, 
are engaged in so-called New Ireland Forum, which is something that 
Mr. FitzGerald has given support to. That Forum is expected to provide 
a report within the next month or two. I would expect that the Prime 
Minister might address the drift of that report while he's here in 
Washington, but it’s -- since it has not been finalized and while the -- 
as I understand it, the questions have been identified, the tone of 
the report and the manner in which the questions are going to be 
addressed hasn't been finalized. 50 he may not be in 4 position to 
yet into a very concrete discussicn of it. 


_ LM 








But these -- from the standpoint of the Irish government, 
the dialogue with the British and the New Ireland Forum are the 
avenues which they are pursuing most directly at the present time. 

* How successful has the United States been in putting 
the squeeze on some of the gun-running activities? Do you have any 
examples of that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there have been 
in the past, and I don’t have them at har. ut there have been efforts, 
successful efforts, to -- by the law enf: .cement agencies here to 
thwart the illegal exportation of arms to Northern Ireland, and some 
people have been indicted. In fact, there have been sentences involved. 
We have also sought to work with the Irish community here to encourage 


them to refrain -- the Irish-American community to refrain from 
activities. 

Q Well, in that connection, has the administration 
had any contact with New York City over the last few years when they've 
chosen these people to be in their St. Patrick's Day parade, which 
really annoyed -- I understand, anyway, they really annoy the Irish? 
Has the administration been involved in any way in any mediation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Last year was the 
real problem, and <-- 


Well, they’ve done it again this year. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This year it if ina 


Slightly different situation. tif you look at the election of the 

grand marshal, and there is an election of the grand marshal, the 
candidate supported by the -- shall we say, the radicals, as it were, 
did not do very well, and, in fact, Mr. Gleason has been elected the 
Grand marshal. An honorary grand marshal is Michael O'Rourke, who 

is a fucitive from justice in the Irish Republic and is under detention 
here pending a decision on whether he will be extradited. 


nN 


. Is that a subject -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This has not been a 
subject of discussion with the officials of the city of New York be« 
cause it is not an official New York parade. This is a parade orga~ 
nized by the Irish-American community. The Irish government, itself, 
has issued a statement regarding the parade this year in which it notes 
with regre* Mr. O'Rourke's election. However, the Irish government, 
itself, will attend the parade and will only desist from participating 
in those portions of it where supporters of terrorism are present. In 
other words, the Irish Counsel General and representatives of the Irish 
yovernment will leave the reviewing stand. 


. In that <- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is an Irish matter. 
Q In that vein, you say the Prime Minister is leavins 
Friday. Where will he spend the 17th? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm afraid the -- you 
ought to address his party. As of last night, his precise program 
was not set and he does have a commitment in Europe with the European 
community, I think, on the 19th -=- 18th or 19th. So they haven't 
decided themselves what he's going to do. 


. Do you expect Tip to lobby him to become the -- for 
support to become the Irish Ambassador? (Lauchter. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Weil, I thank carcur- 
stances will have to chance before -- (Laughter. 

. Don’t bet n that. The President wight appoint Air. 





wore L 74! 


That’s right. A good way to get rid of in. 


- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He just appointed 


= 


* Is the O'Rourke thing likely to come up in dis- 
cussions while the Prime Minister is here? I mean, we're still <-- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's a matter -- 
you know, it's a matter in the judicial and it's the process here 
and I don't expect it to come up. But <= other than to note the 
question of terrorism. And the Irish feel very stroncly <-- the Irish 
sovernment -- about the question of terrorisr. 


. Why don’t the British just cet out of there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well <-- 


. That would be too easy. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: How do you <-- 
° Do they have that much of an economic stake? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think there 
are a lot of issues here. I mean, first of all, what do you do with -- 
you *' ot two communities, a million versus 500,000, and how do vou <-- 


. Take care of the 500,000? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: How do you take care 
9f the 500,000 Catholics or the one million Protestants? That's the 


And secondly, there are a whole series of economic 
problems. For instance, the British government provides $2 billion 
in aid, essentially, if you do all] the calculations, to Northern 
Ireland. The standard of living in Northern Ireland, even with the 
terror, is Substantially higher <-- the per capita income <-- than in 
the South, in the Republic. 


C But do they want to identify with Ireland <= the 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Some of the Catholics 
Clearly do. Many of the «= most of the Protestants clearly do not. 
Ang it's a matter of trying to work out over a longer term grounds 
in which some sort of resolution of this issue can be achieved. But, 
certainly, unilateral withdrawal certainly is not <=- would not bring 
about a peaceful resolution -- reconciliation of it. 


. Can anybody reasonably or intelligently be discussinc 
partition? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think we're 
in the position to do that. 


2 No, you're not. But can anybody on the ground there 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think at the 
present time -- one of the things we're most interested in seeing is 
how this forum comes out because all of the issues are being floated 
and all the ideas are being floated as part of this ongoinc -- 


. Where are they meeting? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The forur itself, 
1S takin« part in Dublin. And they've done a lot of studies and 
polline and attitudes, ard it's really been a <-- as we understand it, 
a rather comprehensive effort at seeking dialogue The Church has 
been br ht in because it plays such an .mportant role in the North -- 
ae DFT _—_ 
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and it becomes a factor in the North in terms of the 
would happen should there be any sort 
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PRESS BRIEFING 
BY AMBASSADOR JOHN NEGROPONTE 
ON HONDURAS 


Mr. Speakes’ Office 


10:06 A.M. EST 


MR. SIMS: This will be on the record but not for audio 
broadcast. If any of you want to interview the Ambassador while he's 
here for broadcast purposes, what have you, you can contact the State 
Department -- Jonathan Miller or Otto Wright, 632-6751, and we will 


make a transcript of this, make it available to the rest of the press 
corps. 


Ambassador, would you like to talk about the meeting with 
the President and then answer some questions? 


AMBASSADOR NEGROPONTE: Yes, why don't I talk just a little 
bit about the situation, the way we see it from a perspective of serving 
down in Honduras, and then maybe take some questions. 


Honduras is a country very concerned by what's happening 
in the region, particularly with the -- there's a strong desire to con- 
sOlidate their constitutional democracy which has been in existence since 
presidential elections in 1981. They're looking forward to holding 
elections again in November of 1985. There is tranquility and internal 
Stability in the country and there are no threats to the constitutional 
process that we can discern -- internal threats to the constitutional 
process that we can see on the horizon. 


The Honduran military are fully supportive of the consti- 
tutional process. But I think there's a deep preoccupation in that 
country that goes all the way from the leadership of Honduras right down 
to the average Honduran situation about the impact that regional poli- 
tical instability can have on their future. Not only their political 
future, but their economic well-being. And in that regard, they're 
especially concerned about two factors. First is the continuing civil 
war in El Salvador. 


They're very eager that we be able to provide the necessary 
assistance to the government of El Salvador to bring that situation under 
control because there's a general conviction that if Honduras -- if 
El Salvador -- excuse me -- were to fall into communist hands, that 
Honduras would be targeted next and that the risks for that country -- 
to that country would be significantly increased. 


And secondly, there is a great concern about developments 
in Nicaragua. First, the military buildup there, the fact that Nicaracua 
has plans to develop a military establishment larger than all of the 
Central American countries combined. Secondly, it's policy of supportinc 
the guerrilla efforts in El Salvador; and third, its Marxist-Leninist 
Orientation and ever closening ties with Cuba and the Soviet Unic:. 
So, in that contcxt, Honduras is definitely one of the countries affected 
by what's going on in the neighboring countries and looks to the United 
States to play a supportive role. They're not asking us to do the 
ficghting for them in the region. In fact, they frequently say, what we 
want is the necessary economic and military assistance to stand on our 
own feet. They're not looking to our direct military involvement in the 
recion. 


But they are very supportive and they welcomed very enthu- 
Siastically the Bipartisan Commission Report, both because of the fact 
that it recommended significant increases in economic and military assis-~ 
tance, but also because it recommended a longer term approach to the 
region which they, as well as we feel is necessary. 
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So, with those few remarks, maybe you've got some 
questions. 


Q What advice did you give to the President for -- 
situation report did you give to the President? 
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AMBASSADOR NEGROPONTE: I spoke to -- I mentioned to 
him the concerns that the President of Honduras whom I had seen 
on Monday has about the various Congressional programs, the various 
proposals that the administration has put to the Congress -- that they 
be successful.y passed through our Congress. And the President 
of Honduras, in fact, has sent his own Foreign Minister up here who, 
together with the Foreign Minister of Costa Rica, has been making 
the rounds on Capitol Hill and elsewhere within the executive branch 
and with the media during these past several days to show the 
importance that he himself attaches to the situation. 


He's not only exhorting us to act, he's sending up 
his Foreign Minister, too, in support of these things. And the 
othe. point I made, which is very high on the minds of the Hondurans, 
is their difficult economic situation and their hope that these 
bipartisan commission recommendations can be implemented rapidly 
because of the critical economic situation. 


Q Did he advise you that the whole program's 
in trouble despite the Senate vote yesterday? 


AMBASSADOR NEGROPONTE: We did not get inte the discussion 
of the tactical situation. It does fluctuate somewhat from day to 
day, but I think that there's a hope and a desire that these things 


go through as quickly as possible. But I'm not the parliamentary 
expert on the House. 


Q Can I follow that up a little bit? I think 
the issue in Congress at this point could be divided into 
two parts for Honduras specifically. 


AMBASSADOR NEGROPONTE: Right. 
Q One is the military construction -- 
AMBASSADOR NEGROPONTE: Yes. 


Q -- that the Defense Department is conductina 
there for semi-permanent or temporary facilities. And the other 
one is the attempt in the House, I think, to cut some military 
aid for Honduras from $60 million something to $41 million. 


AMBASSADOR NEGROPONTE: Yes. 


Q Is that one of the concerns -nat you discussed 
with the President or that the President of Honduras discussed 
wath you? 


AMBASSADOR NEGROPONTE: Well, let me say about our 
military assistance to Honduras, to try and put it in context: 
first of all, the basic thrust of it is to try and help them 
improve their own capacity to defend themselves. And we have 
a military assistance program that, so far in 1984, is budgeted 
at $40 million. There's a supplemental request into the Congress, 
and we'll see what happens to that. But the emphasis is on improving 
the quality of their own armed forces. 


In addition to that, there are some military construction 
activities, but I think there's been a certain amount of public 
confusion over the issue of what's permanent and what's not permanent. 
The only permanent facilities, if you will, are assistance that we 
are extending to the Honduran government with full authorization of 
the Congress to improve one airfield at Palmerola. That's the 
principle item. There is funding pending for another airfield in 
Honduras to which we would have access for various kinds of contingencies, 
such as search-and-rescue, reconnaissance and overflight. 
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In addition, there was some construction activity 
of a very temporary nature conducted during the recent exercises 
that took place from August of last year to February of this year. 
But these were -- and I want to emphasize this -- were -- in no way 
could be considered permanent-type installations. They were dirt 
airstrips and so forth. 


Q Wasn't there a de facto permanent U.S. military 
presence there? It seems that there have been, like, wall-to-wall 
exercises, training exercises, there for the past couple of 
years. And that seems to imply to some people here, as I say, 

a de facto -- 


AMBASSADOR NEGROPONTE: I want to stress the thrust 
of our approach is to avoid any kind of direct U.S. military 
involvement. And the basic thrust of the policy is to try and help 
them improve the quality of their own armed forces, not with sophis- 
ticated weaponry but with improved training and so forth, to 
be able to handle their own situation. 


It is true there have been military exercises conducted 
in Honduras practically on a regular basis since 1965. Now, 
admittedly, in light of the regional situation, these exercises 
given developments in recent years, have become larger ir scope. 

But they stili are temporary. They begin and they end. The exercises 
started in August and did end in February, and 


MORE 














there were as many as 3,000 -- 5,009, in fact, U.S. forces exercising 
there during the peak of those exercises. And now the level of our 
military presence in Honduras at this moment is back down to about 
1,700 personnel. 


Q Well, what are they doing there -- 


AMBASSADOR NEGROPONTE: A number of them are engaged in 
reconaissance activities concerning the region and will be there 


probably until at least after the Salvador electoral process, after 
which it's visualized that a number of those activities will also 
be -- 


Q What kind of reconaissance? I mean, what are 
they looking at? Are they watching the situation in El Salvador 
or checking on guerrilla movements or -- 


AMBASSADOR NEGROPONTE: Well, I'm not technically competent, 
in fact, to give you a breakdown of the various kinds of activities, 
but ic's mostly aerial reconaissance which is involved in gathering 
information that could he useful in helping -- 


Q Helping what? 
Q -- Honduras -- 
Q Helping what.? Helping? 


AMBASSADOR NEGROPONTE: Acquire information which -- con- 
cerning activities which might effect the Salvadoran elections. 


Q So after the Salvadoran election period -- 
Q Who -- 
Q -- who are they looking at? What are they looking 


at? 


AMBASSADOR NEGROPONTE: Well, I just don't want to get into 
the technicalities of the intelligence operations. I said they 


were reconaissance-type aircraft and I think that as far as any 
kind of technical explanation, I -- get myself in hot water -- 


MR. SIMS: The Pentagon has discussed this in some 
detail over the 10 aircraft and given out a number of -- 


AMBASSADOR NEGROPONTE: Yes, I'm not tryinc to be evasive. 
I think that I might give you -- 


Q Can I follow up with something you said on the -- 

AMEASSADOR NEGROPONTE: Yes, sir. 

Q You saic that the level now is 1,700 and that 
after the electoral period -- And then you -- Can we say that after 
the electoral period in El Salvador, not necessarily the March 25th 
election, but, say, the run-off period, you will withdraw some of 
these 1,700? 


AMBASSADOR NEGROPONTE: The plan for the next several months 
is that these figures will fluctuate between 800 and 1,700 personnel. 


Q 800 to 1,700? So they could go -- 


AMBASSADOR NEGROPONTE: There is another exercise planned 
in the May-June time frame. 
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Let me add here that because this is an issue that 
attracts more public attention, I think sometimes we have a dis- 
torted picture of U.S. programs and activities in Honduras. Our 
economic aid program, as it stands right at this very moment, is 
24 to 3 times larger than our military assistance program to Honduras. 
We had a $100 million economic aid program to Honduras in fiscal 
year 1983. We have 250 Peace Corps volunteers and Peace Corps 
trainees in Honduras. so we feel that we've got a very balanced 
program there and the focus isn't exclusively on security issues 
by any means. In fact, a great priority is spent on the questions 
of economic and social development. 


°) Mr. Ambassador, can I co back to -- 
AMBASSADOR NEGROPONTE: Yes, sure. 


Q -- your discussion of the 1,700. You said that 
a majority of those personnel are involved in surveillance, re- 
conaissance -- 


AMBASSADOR NEGROPONTE: I said a larce number. I 
don't have the detailed breakdown at my fincertips, but a large 
number of them are, yes, in flying those aircraft and in associated 
activities. 


~ 


2 A Bronco is a very small airplane. What do 
1,700 people do -- 

AMBASSADOR NEGROPONTE: Well, in addition to that, 
there is a field hospital, there are a number of heliocopters. We've 
got the Regional Military Training Center in -- on the north coast 
of Honduras, where we have 117 special forces, enlisted men and 
officers, engaged in training. That's Salvadoran and Honduran 
troops. Those kinds of support activities. The ficure adés up 
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to about 1,709 


Q I guess it shouldn't surprise you, the Sandinistas yves- 
terday said that an invasion is beinc planned -- 


AMBASSADOR NEGROPONTE: Well, you know, that's the kind 
of charge that they -- if you look back at the record, they have 
put that out off and on over a four-or five-year period. It's -- 


. We now have a permanent presence there of 1,700 
minimum -- 


AMBASSADOR NEGROPONTE: Well, it’s -- I would <-- First 
of all, I would quastion the use of the word ° permanent.* 


Q -- ground reconaissance -- 
AMBASSADOR NEGROPONTE: No. 


And, secondly, they are not deployed in any kind of 
menacing fashion In fact, the Regional Military Training Center 
is on the north coast of Honduras, far removed f-om Nicaragua. And 
the largest number of forces are also located at Palmerola Airfield, 
which is in the center of the country. We do not have peopie up 
close to the border or in any way deployed in a menacing fashion. 


And, also, I think that -- if you don't mind me sug- 
gesting -- I think that che Nicaragquans frequently put out these 
kind of allegations to distract attention from their own very 
massive military buildup, which has been rather dramatic. They 
have 60,000 to 110,000 people under arms in their country, which 
compares, for example, with 15,000 soldiers in the Honduran Army. 
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Q Why do we need the $21 million in covert aid for? 
What is so urgent about that? 


AMBASSADOR NEGROPONTE: Let me say on this whole question -- 
we've made our position. We've put it forward to the select committees 
that deal with these questions, and I'm not going to elaborate on what 
administration witnesses have been saying to the pertinent Congressional 
committees. But I would refer you to the Kissinger Bipartisan Commission 
Report which makes the point that, as a general proposition, that 
Commission felt it would be unwise to dismantle pressures and incertives 
on Nicaragua in the absence of demonstrable progress on the negotiating 
front -- 


Q Well, Ambassador -- 


AMBASSADOR NEGROPONTE: -- and I subscribe absolutely to 
that report. 


MR. SIMS: Mr. Ambassador, your time is our time, but i 
was told that you have an appointment on the Hill -- so you'll have to 
tell us when you're ready. 


AMBASSADOR NEGROPONTE: Perhaps two more questions, if you 
don't mind, and then you'll have to excuse me. 


Q Why has the Presicent not described the support -- 
whatever support is being given to the contras -- as an effort to apply 
pressure on the Sandinistas? 


AMBASSADOR NEGROPONTE: I've just cited the Kissinger 
Report -- and I seem to -- 


Q Right -- 

AMBASSADOR NEGROPONTE <-- recall that the President 
referred to that report in very positive terms. And I know that in my 
discussions within the administration, that people subscribe to that 
language -- 


Q Last year we were told it was to interdict the 
arms flow to El Salvador -- that would suggest -- 


MR. SIMS: Policy's always been described in those terns 
and justified in those terms. 


AMBASSADOR NEGROPONTE: Again, I refer you to that statement, 
and I think that it puts it in a somewhat broader context of trying to 
achieve some satisfactory necotiated outcome in the region and to 
contribute to some kind of acceptable, comprehensive, political solution. 

Q So can we accept the premise, then, that the 
Kissinger Commission is reflective of what the administration's goals 
and objectives are? 


AMBASSADOR NEGROPONTE: I'm saying I think we can subscribe 
to that statement that, I believe, is on page 116 of the -- 


Q What's the -- 


AMBASSADOR NEGROPONTE: -- of that report. Perhaps one 
more question. 


Q What's the value of the arms -- 


Q Yes, I want to ask you about what your analysis is, or 


Z $00 








why you think that Congress isn't buying all these arguments. The 
President's been making them for months. Everybody, you know, has been 
pushing Congress -- 


AMBASSADOR NEGROPONTE: I'm really not the person to give 
you an expert analysis on the Congress's actions -- 


Q Well, why isn't the argument selling as a whole to 
the American people? 


AMBASSADOR NEGROPONTE: -- but I would, I would say this: 
I've been down -- I've been serving in Honduras for two-anc-a-half 
years, and it seems to me that during that period I've been able to 
feel, palpably sense, a higher pricrity being given, not only by the 
acministration, but by the United States as a whole to the problems we 
face in Central America -- 


Q But you're point is not selling -- 

AMBASSADOR NEGROPONTE: -- the Joint Session, the President's 
addressing the Joint Sessivun of Congress, the bipartisan commission 
report, and I think the just generally greater attention that's being 
given to the region. We have five times as many -- 


Q With them -- with them, though, you can't muster 
the support. That's my question. 


AMBASSADOR NEGROPONTE: Well, I don't want to prejudge how, 
what the outcome of the effort is going to be, because I've learned from 
watching it from a distance that you never really know when the last 
voice has been heard until all the returns are in. 

Q Is your job secure? 

AMBASSADOR NEGROPONTE: Mine? 

Q Who's supplying the arns -- 

Q Yes. 

AMBASSADOR NEGROPONTE: Well, I feel secure. 


Q Who's supplying the arms going from Nicaragua to 
El Salvador -- 


Q You're not going to be moved from Honduras? -- so, 
at the State Department, you're -- okay? 


AMBASSADOR NEGROPONTE: Yes. As I say, I'm not aware 
of any such problem. One last question. 


Q What does ‘am know that you don't -- 


Q What's the volume of arms going from Nicaragua to 
El Sa..ador now? Do you know? 


AMBASSADOR NEGROPONTE: I'm not sure I can quantify it, 
but there certainly are indications of both sea, land, and even air 
traffic of arms from El Salvador -- or, from Nicaragua to El Salvador. 


Q Is it growing and growing? 

AMBASSADOR NEGROPONTE: Well, these are hard -- these are 
difficult questions to quantify. But certainly the amount of Soviet 
and Cuban arms deliveries to Nicaragua last year were at unprecedented 
heights. And I think it's reasonable to suppose that a certain amount 
of that was destined to supply the Salvadoran rebels. 

MR. SIMS: Thank you, Mr. Ambassador. 


AMBASSADOR NEGROPONTE: Thank you. 


END 10:26 A.M. EST E30! 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
ON DOWNPAYMENT PLAN 


March 15, 1984 


The Briefing Room 
5:06 P.M. EST 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: From my point of 

view, I think the main features of this -- show the continued 

determination to reduce deficits. And this package certainly should 
relieve .e pressures on those who are concerned about higher 

interes: -ates resulting from crowding out. And this should 

ease the job of the Fed in its battle on the monetary front because 


of the less crowding out. It leaves in place all of the incentives 
of the Reagan progran. 


Q Have you got a statement you're reading from, 
sir? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Just some notes. 


And I would think that, put those all together, and 
I think this should ensure the continuance of the recovery. 





Q Do you think it'll satisfy Or. Feldstein? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll have to let 
Dr. Feldstein talk about himself, but, in all seriousness, I think 


this is the administration's program. This should satisfy all members 
of the administration. 


Q QQ how is this going to do anything? 
This is simply an agreement among Republicans. 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: First of all, you've 
got to remember that the eight Senators -- involve the Senatorial 
leadership -- are now pledged to get this through the Congress, 
through the Senate first. The House Republican leadership is also 
there. They're pledged to fight for this. As far as the revenue 
portion is concerned, that's already in place in the form of a bill 


that's been passed on a bipartisan spirit in the Ways and Means 
Committee. 


So, if you believe what the remainder of the Democrats 
have been saying about wanting to reduce budget deficits, you have 
to think that they would go along with this package. 

Q Sir, how much 

Q Will thu administration -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: A follow-up here 
and then I'll come back to -- 


Q Will the administration then support the 
Rostenkowski bill in the House? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right from the start, 
the administration has had representatives working with them; 
the financial experts, the Treasury tax experts have been working 
with them. And in general, we agree with many and most of the 
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trovisions in the Ways end Means bill. We know that it'll go 

to conference. We don't know what the final bill will be, and that's 
why in this handout here these figures are a target. They will ro: 
be the exact figtres, obviously, that will be finally agreed on. 


Sack there. 


Q Sir, of the senu of items that case up four 
weeks ago, how much of that is contained in this package that 
was agreed on today? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would say a lot 
cof it is in there, speaking particularly from the revenue point 
of view. That figure was $33 billion over a three-year period: 
we're now at $48 billion on this target, but that $33 billion included 
a cap on health items which is not in this package anymore. 


So, I would doubt that much more than maybe 25 percent 
cof what we hed originally proposed is .n this packace now. 


Q How much of -- given that, how much of a reduction 
is it from your deficit? I mean, you're a 169 in ‘85S. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right. We were 


originally at 180 on the budget that we submitted to the Congress. 
This now -- 


Q So, in fact -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- picks it 
up at 169. 


Q So, over a three-year period, you've claimed 
¢eficit reductions of 150. From your budget, how much have you 
reduced the deficit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let's see. We're 


approximately -- We averaged 180, did we not, over the three-year 
period? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll have that -- 


0 GaEED -- 
Q Does this -- 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Go ahead. Back 
there -- a follow-up. 


Q The 169 figure contained -- 169, 150, 143 deficit 
reductions here. These were all based on the total deficit. What 
would it be compared to the deficit excluding the federal off-buéget? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excluding cff-budget? 
‘nis is -- 


Q ‘-- bucget -- 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is just on-butget. 
This does not include the cff-budget. 





Q Weil, the figures add up -- from ‘85 to a 
$195 billion deficit which is the totai deficit, is it not? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me answer that -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, go ahead. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's not right. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Want to step up here 
cr you want to take it -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, when you cet 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All right. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. I'll wait -- 


Q Can we get some explanation of the defense fisures 
2lsco? Whac the percentage for -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's -- 
Q -- FY ‘85? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: My colleague will hand 
that. He's got all those percentages there. 


Go aheac. 





Q When Senator Domenici first proposed this 5 per- 
cent real defense increase, we were told over here that it was hard 
to imagine a program at that level that would provide an adequate 
national defense. You seem now to be signing off on that number. 
what's changed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I would say shat 
this figure here is a compromise figure with the leadership. Soce- 
thing that we think is do-able. It does reduce our defense mar¢cin- 
ally. It certainly slows down the rate of growth in it. But, never- 
theless, it is something that we think that both Houses of Congress 
will approve of. 


Q Did the President get his request for -- to be 
shown some programs that would be trimmed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This was gone over 
very carefully. 





Q Which programs? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you'll have *o 
cet details on that through the appropriations process. But this 
was gone over by Senator Tower, by Secretary Weinberger. It was 
cone over by other people in the appropriations process and that 
will be noted. 


Yes. 


Q How willing was the President to go along wits 
the defense cuts? Because we've been hearing for a couple of weeks 
now that defense was the hangup? Who was it a hangup with? Was 
it Weinberger? President Reagan? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I would say chat 
she Defense Department, obviously, wanted to get as much as it could. 
=t thinks it needed that much. The opinion of others was that trat 
wasn't politically feasible. And some place in between had to be 
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a corprozise. 

The President held out until he was absolutely sure 
that the other two lecs were in plece and that this was agreeable 
to all sices. And then he signed on. 


Are you seying this is agreeable to Weinberger 


“> 


now? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q A tax question -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Go ahead. 
Q The President said these were loopholes and -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Mainly. 
Q -- not tax increases. 


Well, I was going to ask, for instance, about income 
averaging. Is that a loophole? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, for those that 
could benefit from it. And all we're doing there, we're extending 
it mow to three years and 140 percent, rather than the 120 percent 
that it is now. 


Q Over four years. It's now four years. 
SFNIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Four years. Yes. 


Q -- capital health care, does that mean -- from 
this package -- does that mean you're going to forego it this year? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not sure. That's 
an item that was supposed to come up in the Senate Finance Committer 
this afternoon. And I don’t know what's happened to it, whether they 
have discussed it or not. But Senator Dole was trying to find some 
additional revenue raisers to fit in with some of the revenue 
losers that he's enacted. So I don't know what's going to come 
out of that. 


Q That means the administration is still <-- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'd like to see it, 
yes. We'd like to see it -- at least an initial downpayment on 
that to esteblish the principle. 


Yes. 


Q Are there any taxes in here on alcohol and tobacco? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Senate version 
éoes have that. You see, we, in this -- Again, I repeat, we have 
put this as a target. We don't know what the final items «..: be, 
particularly after the conference. So we are not hung up on any 
cone specific item, as long as it will total around the $48 billion. 
But alcohol is in the Senate Finance version. 


*) Tobecco? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Tobacco to the extent 


of 12¢ a pack. It's now 8¢ <= It is now 16¢. It was due to go 
4own to 6¢. It will remain at 12¢. 
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Yes. 


9 Are you suggesting this keuxps the Fed fror 
raisinc she prime rate either tomorrow or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That doesn’t raise 
any prime rate. Let's get that straight. 8s :ks raise the prime 
rate. 


G Well -- but, I mean, the banks raise it; but 
basec cn the Fed's policy. Do you think this keeps the Fed from -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I would say 
that it cakes the job of monetary policy a lot easier to see this 
fiscal act of reducing $150 billion over a three-year period out 
of the public sector back into the private sector. It makes that 
much noney available for others. 


Q If this package was approved, should the Fed 
expan: its monetary targets? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're not going to 
tell the Fed what to do. We're going to let the Fed guide -- what 
this is. The Fed has called for deficit reductions. These are 
deficit reductions. 


Q How much of the $48 billion in your tax loophole 
packece was in your budget already? 



































SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, again, I said we 
hac $33 billion as 4 figure -- 


Q Over three yeers -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Over three years. 
* What was the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is now $48. Now, 


many of the items that se had in have been taken out, new ones have been 
put in. 


Q How mich of what's in there now was in your budget? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: in what? You see, again, 


I come back to what I'm trying to tell you. There's a Senate version, 
there's a House version. We don't know what the final version will be, 
so I'm unable to tell yo: unless you specify -- 


9 This iist that we've been handed is not definite 
then, or does not -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Notice what it says. 
It says there are similarities in these items between the two versions. 
And there's an additional $10 billion or so that's still to come -- 
the different items of erch, and has to be reconciled. 


Q Can we ask some questions about spending now? 


SENIOR ADMI ‘ISTRATION OFFICIAL: One back here, and then 
t°ll be out. 


Q What w.1l happen to interest rates if this package 
passes, will they -- 


SENIOR ADMIWISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have no idea, except 
that I'll repeat that this makes the job -- or should lessen the 
fears on crowding out, let me put it that way. Because there will be 
$150 billion less that the federal government will be taking than had 
been previously expected. 


Okay, my colleague -- 
Q Can you give us the defense numbers? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Those are on the 
bottom of the page. 


Q Can you give us the percentages as far as -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Those are on the bottom 
of the page, too, if you'll -- 


Q Is that BA or outlay? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Defense growth is always 
measured in BA. This is the national defense function which includes 


DOD. This is the way they do it on the Hill in the budget process and 
in the budget resolution. 


Q The 5 percent is the BA? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, the 5 percent is 
real BA growth of 1984 <-- the budget resolution mark, compared to the 
number of 299 that we've agreed to for 1985 on the defense function. 


Yes? 
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Q To get back to the question of what we were told 
several weeks ago when Domenici first proposed 5 percent -- we were told 
that that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The real issue is the 
Gollar level, okay? And there are all kinds of different ways of 
measuring the real growth rate. We have one set of inflators or 


inflaticn assumptions, CBO has another, there's the question of the 
starting point -- 


Q But -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- now if I can just 
finish this -- the problem with the original Domenici plan was the 
number -- and that's what counts -- the defense budget authority number 
for 1985 we felt was unacceptably low. His number was 293 for the 
Gefense function. If you look on this paper, you see we have 299, and 
that’s the agreed level. Our original request was nearly 313.5, 314. 


Now, the second point was, his proposal was on a three 
year basis, and on a three year basis he cut more than $80 billion in 
Gefense budget authority. And there was no way that the Secretary of 
Defense and other, including John Tower and many others in 
the Senate -- Ted Stevens -- felt that that big of a defense budget 
authority cut, and that's really the thing that drives the defense 
program in terms of what we do, was compatible with not absorbing un- 
acceptable risks in terms of our defense progran. 


So, this is substantially different, and less of an 


impact, but still a very major change in the total number of defense 
dollars. 





Q What's the comparison in terms of 3-year budget 
authority to the $80 billion that Domenici has proposed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay, if you will look 
at the very bottom of the page, it says “Change from Administration 
Recuest.” This agreement would cut 14.4 as you can see, in ‘85 -- 25 -- 
ané then 17. So it's -=- 57 rounded. 


Q So 57 compares to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: $57 billion -- that 
compares to '8l. We felt that $57 was the absolute limit over 3 years 
that you could absorb in terms of major changes in the defense program 
in terms of giving up on some important objectives, or taking security 
risks that we felt not acceptable. 


Q The President insisted that it be demonstrated 
what programs were at stake. What was he told by the Senators, and 
can you tell us what programs were trimmed here? Or was that issue 
put off to the Appropriations Committee? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, that was discussed 
a lot among those who were the defense experts in the process. And, 
frankly, this thing was worked over and over and over between the 
leadership in the defense committees and the Senate -- Senator Tower, 
Senator Stevens, Senator Domenici, from the budget committee -- and 
obviously people from the administration and the Defense Department. 
Ané these numbers were the result of going through a quite difficult 
process in terms of figuring out what you would have to give up to get 
down to that number. 


Q Can you tell us? 


Q What are they? What are we giving up? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, what this then 
becomes is a ceiling, an overall level, for the authorization bill to 
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be marked up and for the appropriations bill later. Now, at some 

point, we are going to be working on a line-item basis. Remember, there 
are about 2,000 or 3,000 line~items in the defense authorization and 
appropriations -- we'll be working with line-item details with the 
committee to indicate where these adjustments have to occur. 


Q You don't want to tell us -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Nobody has a -- 
Q What was the President told, though? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon. 

Q That's the point. 


Q What was the President told. What things was the. 
President told he'd have to give up in his budcet -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Now, look -- I'm not 
going to go through all of the conversations that occurred as to what 
you could possibly give up. There are a lot of different ways to get 
to 299. But basically what he was told is that we can maintain the 
defense modernization that we have underway in the conventional area, 
most of the systems that we think are important -- that this will not 
impinge on our strategic program in terms of the three or four basic 
procrams that are important -- MX, B-1 and the Trident -- 


Q Domenici cut that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- if I could just 
continue. That this will provide enough funds, although with some 
reduction for readiness and for pay. Now, you're going to have to sgeeze 
back in all fovr of those areas on the margin to live with these dollars. 


Q Which four? 
Q List them again. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In every area in the 
budget you're going to have squeeze back on the margins, but you can 
come up with a mix that is not going to undermine the fundamental 
thrust of strategic, conventional modernization, readiness and an 
adequate pay level for the forces. 


Q Does this effect the Star Wars Program? The 
space defense program? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we're talking about 
a $300 billion, $299 billion, budget. That program in 1985 is less 
than 1 percent of that, so it obviously doesn't have to have any direct 
effect, and hopefully it won't. 


Q What proportion, then, of this effects readiness, 
maintenance, operations -- versus weapons procurement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That -- the only thing 
you can say right now is that there will have to be some balanced 
reductions taken. I don't think anybocy can take, right at this point, 
the 14.4 and down to the nearest $10 million dollars, tell you exactly 
what accounts it's coming out of. That will happen as you finally 
write that long, detailed appropriations bill. But to arrive at this 
number we had to do some fairly hard looking at each of the major 
components of the budget to see what cculd be cone and what was compatible 
with not taking unacceptable risks. So, I won't take any more questions 
on this, because this is as far as the answer could go. 


Q Domenici -- 
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Q What about entitlement -- 


Q Domenici, you said, had an outlay, or had a BA 
refuction of over $80 billion. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: $81 billion. 


Q His outlay savings was somewhere in the $40‘s, right? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. 


Q You've come down with a BA reduction of only $57 -- 
and you're still claiming an outlay reduction? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's because he, in 
that original proposal -- and one of the problems with it -- was that 
he took all of his BA cuts, or disproportionately budget authority cuts. 
And that's what Congress votes. You know, the outlays happen after 

) somebody delivers a weapon, or somebody gets their paycheck. But he 
took his budget authority reductions disproportionately in procurement, 
and they were so large that they would have impinged on some things 
that we think are highly important -- 


Q So to achieve the outlay reduction, you're gcing 
to have to take them elsewhere from procurement, right? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, as a result of 
being so heavily weighted towards procurement, he got fewer outlays 
over the three years, because it takes 8 years to build a ship, and 5 
years to get some of the more sophisticated planes on line and so forth -- 


Q Can you run over the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- that's the reason for 
the difference. 


Q The point earlier about the deficit totals -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Can I answer that 
guestion that was raised? All of the calculations on this paper are 
from the current services basel.ne. In other words, we gc all the way 
back to the starting point -- the built-in revenues under current law, 
the built-in costs of all the entitlements -- 





Q July of 83? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it's the January 
budcet current services baseline. That is -- those numbers are all in 
there -- what it would cost in both the revenue, or on the outlay side, 
and what the revenue would be generated on the tax side, under current 
law. Now, all of these reductions -- the $150 billion package -- are 
either revenue increases to current law taxes, or revenue -- or they 
are spending reductions from (a) our defense request, or (b) current 
services baseline for all the non-defense programs. 


Q What does that mean? 


Q That means that if I add up $25 and $159 and come 
“up with -- my guess is $194 -- that $194 corresponds to the 
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180 deficit in the budget had all our policy recommendations in it. 
If you stripped all of those out and went back to the starting point, 
which is to say the current law baseline for revenues and our defense 
request and current lost spending on all the other programs, you 
would go back to 194. That's right. 


Q -- budget deficit is increasing. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 

Q Let's go back to the -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: How much of the 150? 
Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, none of the 


defense is in there, obviously, none of the defense savings, so 
that’s 40. 


On revenue, we had net of 33 billion. Wow, it was 
gross at 40; but then we had some revenue losers for some of our 
initiatives. So in the budget, calculating the deficit net of 
33. This is 48. So in net revenue terms from current law, there 
would be that additional amount of about 15 billion. 


On spending, there is a different way of getting to 
the svending than we have in the budget. The discretionary ap- 
propriations freeze is across the board, not program-by-program 
but for all non-defense appropriated accounts. We have ups and 
down, but it would probably net out pretty much the same. So on 
the spending side, it's fairly close to our budget, although a 


Little more. On the defense side, none of it is in our budget be- 
cause we -- 


Q Your $150 billion savings in the deficit, 
how -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that's from 
the -- 


Q In 1985, you've only cut your budget by 
$11 billion really. There's an $11 billion difference in your 
deficit. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, but our budget -- 
now, come on, you know this -- our budget had a variety of cuts -- 


Q All I want to be able to explain to people 
is when the President talks about his downpayment of $150 billion 
or $25 billion in '85, he's really only talking $11 billion more 
than the deficit that he's already presented to the country in 
January. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, but that deficit 
that he presented in January assumed that Congress would enact all 
thesc rcvconct measures. It assumed that Congress would enact 
some of the entitlement changes that we had in the budget and 
that it would hold discretionary spending down. 


Now, what we're saying is we have an agreement here 
to do just that. And that agreement adds up to $150 billion. 


Q How much would it have been -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There wasn't -- The 
President's budget in January would.'t have been $180 billion 
deficit, if Congress had sat on its hands all year, if there hadn't 
been any agreement, the deficit would have resulted in 1985 at 
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$194 billion because no tax law would have been changed, no enti*le- 


ment law would have been changed, no appropriations would have been 
constrained. 


Q Why don't you want to give us the number that 
compares with the 150? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: With the 150? 
Q You know the number. What -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, let me calculate 


it, if you want to have it. 40 of it isn't in there, of the 150, 
because that's defense savings. We didn't propose those in January. 


Q No, that's not what I'm asking. What I'm asking 
is is over three years your deficits are 169, 150 and 143 with this 
) peckage. How much is that less than the deficit you've presented 


in your budget? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: $74 billion. 
Q Thank you. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But the deficits in 
our bucget assumed a lot of things that would be enacted that are 


included in this package. So I hope no one makes the point that this 
isn't 150. 





Q How come -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On the basis that 
this whole system does budgeting, Congress and the budget resolution 
and so forth, we always start from the built-in baseline, the current 
law bascline. And this is 150 and it's legitimate and hard and 
genuine from the baseline that would occur if nothing happened. 


Q Why isn't that 74 the same as the 40 in defense 
that you're saving plus the 15 in additional revenue increases -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Because you've got 
more debt service savings and the non-defense is a little higher 
than what we have in the budget. We -- 


Q Can you give the corresponding percentage figures -- 
the President asked -- on the defense only numbers. The President 
had asked for a 13 percent real increase on military only. What 
will the increase be now in '85? And then ‘86 and ‘87? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it's at the 
bottom of the page here. 


Q That's using CBO numbers, though. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, well, our 
dGeflaters are somewhat different. 


Q What's -- what's -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have 4 lower in- 
flation assumption. I mean -- And -- 


Q I just want to keep apples and apples -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. Using our 
inflation, which is 44 percent for the defense market basket, 


rather than CBO's which is 6 for ‘85, the growth is about 74 per- 
cent or some fraction for ‘85. 


MORE 


gsi 

















e 12 
Q And for ‘86? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't have that 
one right in my head; but it's not more than 5 percent, I'm sure. 


Q Now, on the outlay side, what are the real re- 
ductions in cutlays from what the administration proposed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The numbers that you 
see at the dbcttonm -- 


Q -- proposed in ‘85, military only outlay in- 
creases, real, from $.3. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, that's the growth 
rate. 


Q Right. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. What's the -- 
Q What is it now? Or what would it be now? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll have to calculate 


that for you. Nobody pays any attention to the outlay real growth 
rate. Whenever you hear the real growth rate argument, it's 
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on defense budget authority because that's what Congress appropriates. 
That's -- 


Q And that's the 7.5 figure -- 
Q The deficit reduction side is only on the outlay. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 


Q To reduce deficit comes only with cuts in the 
outlay. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I know, but, first, 
you reduce budget authority. That means that fewer checks are 


written. Eventually, less checks are cashed. As the result, outlays 
are lower and the deficit's lower. 


Q -- and it's outlay reduction that you're claiming 
is $40 billion. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Over three years, 
that’s right. 


Q Therefore, if it's broken down over ‘85, ‘86 
and ‘87, there's some numbers -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q -- and those numbers represent percentages. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, those numbers 
represent dollar reductions at the bottom -- $6 billion the first 
year, $16 billion, 18.2. 


Q Is it fair to say from what you've just said 
hat if you take the President's -- budget with 13 percent 
fter inflation, that what you've done is you've reduced that 


a 
B.A. growth from 7.5 percent? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Under the same 
Geflator, that’s right. 

Q -- in half? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's in half. 

Q Okay. Thank you. 

Q Can you just run over the entitlement -- 


Q -- your sentence on the big-ticket items back 
here. Do you predict no impact on the MX, B-1 and Trident at 
all or is there a slowdown in their production? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that is still 
denenfentr. obvinnely, on the precise line-item mix of changes in 
reductions that the Authorization and Appropriations Committees 
will work up. It is our intention to fully protect the highest 
priorities, and clearly MX, B-1] and Trident are right up there at 
the top of the list. And those can be protected. You can still 
get $57 billion worth of defense authority reduction over three 
years without impinging on those items. 


Ga can you just be more specific about 
some of the non-defense cuts? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What would you like 
to know? 


Q Entitlements, COLAs, appropriations -- freeze -- 


Q The entitlement and the others. 84 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. Almost all -- 
Q -- telling us about -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- of that FSC, for 
anybody that -- that stands for Senate Finance Committee -- this 
is a rack-up of what they have in the bill that's got bipartisan 


Support as of 4:00 p.m. this afternoon. Now, that ray get adjusted 
before they vote it up. 


Q Can you just basically brief us -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oxay. Basically, what -- 
Q Sorry. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- you have in there 
is provider-side changes in Medicare, the reimbursement rate. For 
instance, for hospitals -- will be adjusted down. There'll be freete 
on position fees. The reimbursement rate for durable, medical 
equipment that is provided by home health agencies will change. 
A whole variety of small or majors of that sort. 


In addition to that, there is a cap on Medicaid 
reimbursement to the states the Congress put in in ‘81 and had 
bipartisan support. That expires in ‘84. This would extend it. 
No change from current law, but it's a savings because without 
extending that law, the cost would go back up. 


Then, there are some minor chances in there that are 


less than $1 billion -- if you can get the details from the committee 
on. 


Q And what of the Grace Commission have you decided 
to accept -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. On the Grace 
Commission, they have put into the Senate Finance Committee bill 
three things. One is an authority for debt collection so that 
people who have overdue federal debts could have those offset 
against tax refunds that are owed by the -- them by the IRS. 


Second, there is some tightening of authority for 
income verification between programs in order to recuce some of 
the overpayment that occurs in a lot of federal benefit programs. 
Third, there's an authority for electronic transfer of funds in 
terms of federal payments that will save dollars because it's mse 
efficient. Now, we couldn't do that administratively and so 
the Senate Finance Committee's put that authority in the bill. 


Q Does your discretionary freeze assume what 
level of spending? The spending in ‘84 was a supplemental? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q -- assumes you -- that's all your £1 Salvador and 
your foreign aid money and -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, as well as 
some other things -- 


Q Right -- Wick -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- the pay supplemental 
and we've got a Wick supplemental. 


Q Have you got a breakdown of this so we can 
set a copy of -- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Which part? 
Q Of the non-defense, discretionary -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the best 
way to get an answer there is when they report that bill out of 
the Senate, there will be a very long list of what's in there. 
That is the starting point. We'd hope to get that passed in the 


Senate. Obviously, when you get to conference, some of these things 
are soing to be adjusted. 


But I think the Senate Finance Committee will issue 
a paper with all the items in it as soon as they vote it out of 
committee. 


Q So, for now, you prefer not to do that? 


Q Can you explain again how the -- an appropriations 
freeze is actually a reduction? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Because under the 
conventions by which the current services base line is calculated 
it is assume that every discretionary program, for instance, Head 
Start, will get the 
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1984 amount which was about a billion dollars, plus an allowance 

for inflation. And when you have a freeze, at least in the aggregate, 
there is n> allowance for inflation. Now, some programs probably will 
get. a littie bit for inflation, sthers might have to come down a few 
dollars from the 1984 level. 


So this is not our idea. This is the way that CBO 
calculates what's called the current services baseline, the starting 
point from which all budget proposals, plans, reductions on the Hill 


occur and it's the convention we use. There's nothing untoward in 
this. 


Q How does the tax freeze then work? In the opposite 
way? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The tax -- everybody 
‘avents terms tc make it sound like what they're doing is popular. Ros- 
tenkowski came up with a nice term there which was that a lot of 
the stuff that was in the 1981 bill that had a delayed date of effec- 
tiveness -- ‘85 and ‘86 -- would not be put into effect. And that's -- 
so that was a freeze. I sean, there are all kinds of freezes. 


Q All relative. 


Q Could somebody -- on the tax side, though, what is 
net interest exclusion? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In 1985, you would figure 
up the amount of interest you paid, amount of interest that was owed 
to you -- whatever the net figure was, if it's interest paid, interest 
earned -- .5 percent of that excess interest earned by a taxpayer was 
to be excluded from income. That will not be done now. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Is there anymore -- 


Q And to claim the interest savings, $18 billion, is 
that savings over what it would have been under the President's 
budgets? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it's just a straight 
calculation that CBO will do for you. You take all the changes to 
current law revenue, all the changes to current law spending, and as 
a result of that lower deficit than those policy changes, you'll have 
less debt services. It's a standard calculation. Everybody does it. 


Q Straight calculation of the 150 figure or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. In other words, 
there's a $132 billion in policy changes -- defense revenue and non- 
defense spending. By having $132 billion lower policy debts in over 
three years, you will save debt service of an $18 billion magnitude 
over the three years. 


Q Isn't it fair -- is it fair to say, as some of the 
staff types were saying a moment ago <-- that it looks like the stumbling 
block was on the BA, on defense, between the Tower level and the 
Domenici level, and that what happened was a close to splitting the 
difference -- perhaps a little bit closer to Tower than to Domenici, 
and that that was the breakthrough in this whole thing? Is that basi- 
cally what happened? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I -=- there are 
a lot of different ways to characterize an outcome when you get people 
who disagree as severely, let's say, as Senator Hatfield and Senetor 
Tower might or we might, or some of those in Congress. And so, any 
process of compromise can be described as coming somewhere towards the 
middle of the field. But there -- 


Q You don't reject that general assessment? 


L3!! 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'm not going 
to characterize it. That's your job. 


Q When the President originally talked about $100 
billion cownpayment, was that $100 billion beyond his budget? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, as we said at 
the time, that was $100 billion worth of things that sart of which 
were in his budget <-- about half -- part of which were -- 


Q He went before the country and said that he wanted 
recuce the deficit more than what he had in his budget. He offered 
to do an extra $100, right? 


c? 
Oo 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, we never said that 
at the tine. We said -- 


Q That would be part of the budget. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Again -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Some of it war in the 
budget, some wasn't. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: A lot of you want to make 
a >big point about whether it's an addition to or extra, or whatever, 
but the key thing is that if no laws are enacted, you go back to the 
current services baseline. And so, this package is $150 from what would 
ha>pen if we didn't have an agreement and some legislation. 


Q If you had editors, you wouldn't be so baffled 
at all these questions. 


Q Yes. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh. Well, I know it's 
mot your fault. I don't mean to suggest that some -- 


Q But, basically, if, in fact, the President's budget 
was approved, then, in fact, it would be a $74 billion reduction 
over the three years? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Even beyond that, if 
Coagress is willing to do everything in his budget. But some of the 
things in his budget are in this agreement. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 5:38 P.M. EST 
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The Briefing Roos 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As you could tell, 
I think the first thing to note is that a visit by the Irish Prime 
Minister is not a normal event. I will get to the business of 


the meetings, but there was a good deal of good cheer, a good quota 
of good stories in the various meetings. 


Q Who was the guy who was supposed to be the 
entertainment up there? (Laughter. ) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. 


Q God -- I wa:t to applaud whoever had the foresight 


to shorten the program -- (laughter) -- for which the President 
apologized. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't have anything 
to do with that. 


Q That came up in the elevator. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But, no, I'd like to 
say a little bit about the meetings themselves because -- First of 
all, Garret FitzGerald is a very interesting and intelligent 
politician. He is aman with a great deal of experience. He has 
been a Foreign Minister for a number of years. He's been the leader, 
he's been the Prime Minister of Ireland, not just now but earlier 
on. So. he has a great deal of experience. 


And he has views on a number of issues. He was 
very interested in listening to both the President and, earlier 
this morning, the Secretary of State talk about East-West relations. 
He was interested in the future of the U.S.-Soviet dialogue and 
is very supportive of U.S. efforts to improve relations with the 
Soviet Union and, I think, listened at length to the Presicent talk 
about his hopes in this area. 


FitzGerald is also interested in Central America 
and in a visit last spring that the Vice President paid to 
Dublin. There was a discussion then,and, again, the President and 
the Secretary of State were able to talk about Central America, doth 
the concerns we have over the future of Nicaragua and concerns about 
.aternal developments there, as well as our hopes for the election 
srocess in El Salvador. Andc, again, we think that the Irish, whe 
save their own lines of communications, mainly in terms of their 
religious links throuch missionaries to the area, have some views. 
And, $0, it was a good exchange, no disagreements or debates, but 
.t was a good discussion. 


As some of you know, the Irish will take over the 
Presidency of the European Community in July. And they are on the 
verce of making some important decisions on such questions as the 
Community budcet, the future of the common agricultural policy, 
and they have important implications for trade ties between the United 
States and Europe, so there was a discussion of those subjects. 


And, of course, the question of Northern ireland 
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came up. There, I think, for obvious reasons, the Prime Minister took 
the lead in explaining their views on that very controversial subject, 
& sensitive question. The President applauded efforts that the Irish 
Prime Minister had taken recently to improve lines of communication 
with London. The Anglo-Irish summit -- process of summits -- there 
#85 & meeting last November, and he described his discussions with 
Mrs. Thatcher. I think the plans are for another meeting to take 
Slace this spring. And we strongly endorse an Anglo-Irish d‘alogue 
over the question of Northern Ireland. 


And the Prime Minister was also able to explain what 
was happening in the new Irish forum. And our response, as the President 
said in his toast, is that we are heartened by any efforts to improve 
communications, not only between London and Dublin but between the 
various communities and 














traditions in northern Island itself. 


So I think those were the main issues. So I'd be happy 
to try to answer your questions. 


Maybe let me add just one thing and that is that while 
the Irish economy is mainly agricultural based, the Irish have made 
real progress in recent years in attracting American investment to 
Ireland, particularly in the high technology area and the President 


was able to say that we would do what we could to encourage that 
development. 


Q Any talk about further U.S. efforts to stop the 
in -- flow of arms from the -- into Ireland from the U.S.? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, yes, there is 
complete agreement between the United States and the government of 
Ireland on the need to undertake efforts to stop that flow of arms 
and we are prepared to cooperate in every way we can to see that that 
happens. 


Q Is there any new -- a stepped-up effort or any 
new discussions of -- you know, working groups -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we think we have 


the policy and the programs in place. It just requires consistent 
follow-up. 


Q Is there any legislation that needs to be formu- 
iated to improve on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not sure. But I 
éon’t think there is. 


Q Everything's in place -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right. We believe it 
is. And -- something we're very dedicated to doing. It requires 
the cooperation of the courts, of course, and it requires the co- 
operation of private American citizens. But I think you heard in 
both the remarks of the President and the Irish Prime Minister 
there are very strong feelings that people who, for misguided reasons, 
the interests of Ireland are dead wrong. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 2:12 P.M. EST 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
ON THE VISIT OF PRESIDENT FRANCOIS MITTERRAND 


March 21, 1984 


The Briefing Room 


2:35 2?.M. EST 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We thought we'd give 
you a little briefing before the French President arrives tonight. 
I will go through both his itinerary here, as well as some of the 
~ssues we expect to come up. And as usual we will privide you 


a readout following the President's meeting with President Reagan 
on Friday. 


We see the visit as a key event in a series of important 
meetings. You know we recently had the Chancellor of Germany, 
Helmut Kohl, here. 


In April there will be a meeting of the 0.E.C.D. in 
Paris which will discuss Western economic issues. 

As some of you know, at the end of May there will be 
a meeting of the NATO foreign ministers here in Washington. 


And then of course in June,*the President will travel 
=) tc attend, among other things, the NATO Summit -- not the 
the Industrialized Summit Meeting in London. 


All of these meetings fit into a broad pattern focusing 
on economic, political and military issues. We believe that they 
will demonstrate or reflect the degree of Alliance concensus and 
cocperation on security and economic issues. In short, we think that 
the Mitterrand meeting will go very well. 


As I said, he arrives tonight at 7:00 p.m. And tomorrow 
li have the arrival ceremony at the White House. He will meet 
with the President. . 
There will be a State luncheon hosted by the Secretary 
e and Mrs. Shultz at the State Department. He will then 


of Scat 
adéress the Congress in joint session. 

And tomorrow night the State dinner hosted by the 
Pres:dent and Mrs. Reagan. 


On March 23rd the French President will meet again witr 
es.dent Reagan, which is fairly unusual in a State visit, to have 
© substantive sessions. 


Pr 
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There will then be a press conference. The Frencn 
President will then attend a wreath-laying ceremony at Arlington. 


The Vice President will host a small working iuncheon 
fer President Mitterrand. 


And then there will be a series of private meetings 
fficials of the IMF, and some officials -- a small group from 
@ American Chamber of Commerce. 
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There will then be a reception for the French 
community. And the French will hest a dinner in honor of the Vice Preside 


On March 24th, President Mitscerrand will appear, or will 
tape "Meet The Press” before departing for Atlanta. 


He there will attend a luncheon hosted by the Mayor, 
Andrew Young. 


He will visit the Hich Museu= and the King Memorial of 
in Atlanta. 


He will meet with Mrs. Caretta King, and then depart 
for San Francisco. 


He will stay from March 24th to the 27th in the San Francisco 
area. There, among other things, he will visit the University of 
California 
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at Berkeley, Stanford University, Davis, where he will see a solar 
enersy plant, meetings with the cultural and scientific community 
around the San Francisco area. He will attend a reception by the 
Mayor anc will make an address to a joint dinner of the Commonwealth 


=F 
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Club and the World Affairs Council in San Francisco. 


On March 27th, he will visit Galesburc, Illinois, where 
he will visit the Secretary of Agriculture John Block's farm and have 
meetings with farm leaders. He will stop in Pittsburgh, Carnecie 


Mellon for a ceremony honoring Raj Ready, world's leading computer 
specialist. 


On March 28th, he will visit nis favorite American 
city, New York, where he will meet with the New York Governor and 


the Mayor of New York and make an address to the Economic Club and 
then will dcepart for Paris. 


We do not have a formal agenda for the meetings. We 
expect, civen the time assigned for substantive talks, fora whole 
rnace of issues to come up, obviously Alliance cuestions, Western 
security issues. As you know, the President has been very supportive 
of INF dep'oyment in Europe and of efforts to strengthen NATO security. 
we expect, of course, the Middle East to come up; the war between Iran 
and Iraq; Africa, of which the French President is an expert and very 
interested; economic issues, including the relationship between the 
United States and the European community. 


In addition to President Mitterrand, the French Foreign 
Minister Claude Cheysson will be on -=- amongst the delegation, as well 
as representatives from the Senate and the French National Assembly. 


Just for your background, fér previous French visits, 
iscard came in 1976, Pompideau in 1970 and, DeGaulle in 1960. All 
hree of these former leaders also addressed the Congress. 


And with that, I'll be happy to answer any questions 
if you have them. 


Q Well, are there any key issues? Are there any 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't know 
if controversies is the right word. In fact, to tell you the truth, 
there are remarkably few controversies. We have had disacreements 
with the French on a range of issues in the past; but at the current 
time, I think on most basic issues, we find ourselves in acreement. 
In terms of key issues, I would note that yestercay's meeting of the 
European Community Heads of State did not appear to reach an agree- 
ment and President Mitterrand presently -- the French presently are 
in the Presidency of the EC, so I know the President and the Secre- 
tary of State will be very interested in hearing a first-hand report 
from President Mitterrand on the problems that the European Community 
aces. But I think this is an opportunity less to settle problems 
r controversies and more to work out common approaches and strategies. 


Ornar 


John. 


Q Notwithstanding what you've just said, the French 

pretty upset about the lack of consultation prior to the American 

withdrawal from Lebanon. And, in addition to that, i mean, generally 
sn the Middle East, they seem to be -- I don’t mean lack of consul- 

tation, complete absence cf consultation anc ¢t that -- they're 

Saying that the May 17 Accord was doomed from the start and they have 
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seer telling us that and that our Middle East policy, psarticularly 
on the Palestinians, is just coastina, quote, unquote. Are those 


act sericus enough to be taken seriously? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think they 
are controversies and that was what the question concerned. I have 
not heard French complaints about the absence of consultation. 
The French pride themselves in an independent pclicy, followinc 
the Presicent's decision to withdraw from Lebanon, the Vice President 
visited President Mitterrand and spent over an hour discussing the 
Situation in Lebanon and the Middle East. So I think we have succeeded 
in stayinc in close touch on Lebanon and Middle East policy generally. 
We don't expect the French to see all of these recional issues 
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precisely the way we do. What's important is that we can discuss those 
Giftferences. I think the French make the argument, and I think, without 
prejucging or trying to predict what President Mitterrand will say 

while ne's here, but they note that there are differences with the United 
States; that tney do pursue an independent policy, but the important 
thing is that on issues that really count, and on matters that really 


count, we can depend on them. And that has certainly been the case in 
the past. 


They have a very active foreign policy in nearly every 
part of the world, and in most of those areas, we're very supportive of 
their efforts to play a large role. 


Q Consultation doesn't count -- we don't do that as 


an issue -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, we think consultations 
are important, but again the French, unlike, say, other members of 


NATO -- of NATO's integratec military command -- probably place less 
emphasis on consultations. 


Q In the past the Europeans have come up with their 
own Middle East plan. There's now talk again, particularly led by 
the French, that they would like to come up with something now, par- 
ticularly in the absence of any U.S. activity. Will you actively 
Giscourage the Europeans from doing that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, no, but I think 
that I have not seen any of those reports that you point toward. I am 


not aware of any European effort to produce a separate Middle East 
peace plan. 


Steve? i 

Q With interest rates and -- American interest rates -- 
and ongoing problems for the last few years between French and American -- 
French-American relations, is there any special concern by the 
Administration that this week happens to be one in which interest rates 
happen to be one in which interest rates are going back up? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think as 
Chancellor Kohl, during his visit there, that Europeans genurally have 
some concerns about certain aspects of the American economy. But I 
think we shouldn't obscure -- let that obscure -- the fact that the 
most important thing about the American economy is that it is growing. 
And all the European leaders are pleased by that prospect. They hope 
that, becsuse of the American recovery, that their own economies will 
begin to show signs of recovering. And I think, again without trying 
to predict what Francois Mitterrard will say, I think generally speaking 
he will be very encouraged by the growth of the economy here. 





In the past, some of the Europeans have been concerned 
about the strength of the American dollar. As you know, the American 
Gollar now is beginning to slip somewhat in European currency markets, 
and that's something that, I think, might encourage tli.2 Europeans, 
although they're then likely to argue that the dollar is too weak, rather 
than too strong. But, again, if you look at the -~ at French internal 
economic policy, you'll see that it has changed over the last two years, 
and more and more I would argue that most of the major Western economies, 
Or coverrments, are pursuing the same economic policies. You don't 
see the kind of inflationary policies pursued by the present French 
government that we saw eighteen months ago. We don't see the policies 
of nationalizing industries that we saw. If anything, we see a process 
of real convergence in the general economic strategies pursued by all 
the major European governments. 
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Q Has Mitterrand shelved his push for a 1ew B-etton 
Woods agreement? He was pushing hard on that last year at Williamsburg. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the way to answer 


that is we have not heard very much -- we haven't heard that proposal 
recently. 


Q Do you sense that since last year this thing has 
been on the way out? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the French are 
till very much interested in thinking about and working toward, perhaps, 
coordinating currencies. But, again, we haven't heard, or haven't seen 
a push for a new Bretton Woods, along the lines that the French 
President discussed at Williamsburg. 


Q How does he feel -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sorry -- 
Q Does President -- 

Q -- sorry -- 


Q Presicent Mitterrand is a Socialist. And he has in 
his government Communist Ministers. It's usually said in this country 
that President Reagan is conservative. Why are these both men are on 
so friendly terms? (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The reason -- I'm 
hesitating to answer that question -- is that I don't think it's -- it 
makes a terribly great, a lot of difference really, about sort of 
whether Mitterrand is a menber of the French Socialist Party, or whether 
President Reagan is a member of the Republican Party. I think the 
important thing is both are leaders of tw large, Western countries 
that generally see the world in very similar terms. They both see 
a problem stemming from the growth of Sovtet military power. They both 
Support, very strongly, human rights in -- throughout the world. 

Both, I think, are very strongly supportive of a cohesive Western 
alliance. I don’t -- I think that they have hac opportunities to talk 
before. And I think, again, On most basic issues, they agree. 


Q What kind of conn approaches will they be working 
on? Iran-Iraq -- the President's some way to keep the Straits open? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we are concerned 
about the potential for the Iranian-Iragi conflict to spill over into 
the Gulf. And, the French, like the United States -- and also including 
the British -- have a very strong interest in maintaining the freedom 


of navigation through the Straits, so I'm sure that this will be a topic 
that will come up. 


Both leaders are also concerned about the military trends 
and the need to maintain a strong, conventional defense and nuclear 
deterrent. And I think both leaders also support an enhanced dialogue 
with the Soviet Union. 


Q King Hussein, in his interview with The New York 
Times last week, suggested that -- since he didn't think the United 
State. was getting cer in peace treaties in that area -- that perhaps 
the peace treaty efforts should be joined by the permament members of 
the U.N. Security Council, Britain and France -- has anything happend 
there? Is that likely to be a subject of discussion between he and 
Mitterrand? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sot avare of anything 
happening there, Dan, and I tend to doubt that that will be -- that 
specific proposal -- will be an item for discussion. 


Q In the past Mitterrand has been highly critical 
of U.S. policy in Central A.erica, especially given that his visit 
comes before their elections day, do you expect him to keep quiet on 
that subject? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would just simply say 
that over the past year or so, there have not been any major disagreements 
between the United States and France, either in private or in public 
about Central America. And I'm sure because -- I'm sure the subject 
will come up. I know the President is very interested in the topic. 

He raises it with nearly every foreign visitor, so I'm sure it will come 
up. I can't guarantee there will be total agreement, but I don't see 
any potential for vast disagreement. 


Q How does he feel about the restructuring of NATO? 


I know they don't participate in the military part of NATO, do they, at 
all, so -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think that 
the general thrust of, for example, the Kissinger proposal, which was 
to give the Europeans greater responsibility within NATO, I would 
guess is something the French can readily support. And, I would just 
call to your attention that the French recently have talked about 
revitalizing the Western European Union, which is -- as a possible 
venue for the Europeans to do more working together for the common 
defense of Europe. So I think that if the French President has ideas 
on this score, that I know we will be very interested in hearing what 
he has to suggest. But, the French have always strongly supported an 
effort on the part of the Europeans to do more for defense. They spend 
a lot for defense. They have a very actiye conventional and nuclear 
program in that area, and -- e 


Q They do it for themselves, they don't do it for 
the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I would also point 
out that, for example, there have been recent proposals by the French 
to create a quick reaction force to be used, not just to protect 
France in time of war, but to protect neighbors, like Germany. There 
is an expanding pattern of Franco-German contacts 

















on security questions, meetings between the French .nd German Defense 
Ministers. So, while you're correct, that they are not members of the 
intecrated military system of NATO, I think that they jradually are 

taking on a broader role in terms of the defense of Europe as a whole. 


And this is something that, of course, is up to them. 
But at the same time, it's a development that we support. 


Q The French have been the leaders in sort of -- 
part of the EEC reform package would be to limit imports on some 
American products like farm products. would that be brought up? 
Is the U.S. side going to bring that up? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we bring that 
up with every important European visitor; the issue of combatting 
protectionism is one of the key issues on our agenda. We worry that 
if the Europeans take protectionist actions that protectionist measures 
enacted by the Congress will become inevitable and that we have a 
tremendous stake in U.S.-European trade. And, so, we tell all 
European visitors thac actions to curb U.S. agricultural exports 
will -=- could lead to protectionist measures here and that in the 
long run everyone will suffer. 


I might note, though, that it is our understanding that 
no measures were agreed to yesterday in Brussels curbing U.S. 
agricultural exports. 


Yes? 


Q On the quick deployment force, was there any -- 
were there any negotiations between the French. or any discussions between 
the French and NATO on how that would be used in conjuction with 
NATO forces? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- no, there haven't 
been as far as I know. I just know that there have been discussions 
between the French and the Germans about this force. 


Q When he goes to Normandy, when the President 
goes to Normandy, will he be seeing Mitterand in Paris or is there 
any talks -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: My understanding is 
that he will see Mitterand at Normandy. Whether or not there wil) 
be an occasion for a formal meeting is -- I can't -- I don't know. 


? 


I don't think the planning is far enough along. 


Q Will the MBFR be in the agenda because it seems 
that the U.S. -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sorry. 


Q The MBFR? MBFR talks in Vienna? It seems that 
the U.S. is still consulting with the Allies about getting a new 
sroposal on the table. When do you expect on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You mean in this 
spcoming meeting? 


Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, of course, the 
french do not participate in those negotiations, but I think if -- 
I's sure the subject of arms control will come up and we will 
enhance views on the Vienna negotiations, on the conference on 
aga~mament in Geneva, chemical weapons and the progress we're making 
@ictting together a draft treaty banning chemical weapons, as 
as the Stockholm conference on disarmament in Europe. 


MR. SIMS: Can we have one last question or no last 
Thank you. 


i 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
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BY SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
ON THE PRESIDENT'S VISIT TO CHINA 


March 21, 1984 


The Briefing Room 
3:05 P.M. EST 


MR. SPEAKES: The briefing today is on background. 
You may attribute it to a Senior Administration Official. 


This briefing today is the beginning of our Press 
Office effcrt to make your coverage of the President's trip to 
China as well informed as we possibly can. 


Between now and departure time, we expect to have a 
series of briefings. Some of them will be here for all of you who 
wish tc attend. Others will be in other parts of the White House 
complex for smaller groups of reporters who need more indepth treat- 
ment of specific subjects by our experts. 


We hope to have Secretary Regan here to report to you 
when he returns from his trip to China, which he is now on. And -- 


Q When is he due back, Larry -- 


MR. SIMS: I think he gets back the 26th or 27th, 
somewhere in there. 


MR. SPEAKES: And as our pre-trip grand finale, we 
will have Secretary Shultz for an on-the-record briefing expected 
on the 18th of April, the day before we leave for the West Coast. 


When we're on the trip itself, in Beijing and Shanghai, 
I would expect to have daily press briefings as we customarily do. 
And we will also have with us Paul Wolfowitz, who will be available 
to give you readouts on the day's activities, usually taking place 
toward the end of the day Far East time. And that would be during 
the early morning hours on the U.S. East Coast. 


Bob Sims, as always, will be my right-hand man in 
all press ratters, both before and during the trip. 


Sheila Tate will be the First Lady's Press Office 
and will be with us on the trip. 








Pete Roussel will m. nage the Press Office on the trip. 


Mark, as usual, will have the pool assignments and 
accompany the pools. 


Robin, Kim and others on our staff will be in our 
Press Office their usual 18-hour-a-day schecule. 


We're already cetting an extraordinary amount of 


cooperatior. from Sud McFarlane anc the NSC staff, as well as the 
State Depar=-ent and USIA. 
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I wanted you to be familiar with a number of people 
chat are assisting us and will be available to assist you in the 
pre-trip sessions, as well as on the trip, should you have specific 
neecs for information on the trip. 


Gaston Sigur, who is Special Assistant to the Presi- 
cent and Senior Director, Far East NSC Staff, he is a former-:Director 
of the institute of Sino-Soviet Studies at George Washington University. 
As you recall, Gaston accompanied us on our Japan-Xorea trip, has a 
cepth of xnowlecge on the President's Pacific Basin policy, as well 


as stratesy. He accompanied Secretary Shultz on his trip tc China 
a year aco. 


Bill Martin, Bill is Special Assistant to the President 
anc Deputy Executive Secretary of the NSC Staff. Bill is also an 
expert on international energy matters and was part of the pre- 
advance trip that went to China several weeks aco. 


David Laux, who is Director of Asian Affairs of the 
NSC Staff, is a China specialist of longstanding. 


And Roger Robinson is the Director of International 


Economic Affairs for the NSC and he is currently in China with Secre- 
tary Recan. 


Also, we have returning with us, Rob Neavitt, who is 
Director of East-Asian and Pacific Affairs at USIA. He will accompany 
us on the trip and he was with us on the Japan-Korea trip. 


Rob is the overall coordinator of our worldwide public 
Giplomacy effort associated with the President's trip. And because 
cultural relations are part of -- with the People's Republic are an 
important part of our trip, Rob will be one of those with whom we 
will arrance background briefings with you on that subject. 


In addition, his USIA associate, George Beasley is 
on loan to us from VOA for the next six weeks. He was also on the 
pre-advance trip. He speaks Chinese and between now and the trip 
time, George will be your point of contact in our Press Office for 
assistance in obtaining information, advice or access to our policy 
makers for your special needs. George will be located in the Old 
Eos. ree, stand so -- you'll be our point of contact. George 
will be in the Old EOB on a full-time basis. He can be reached 
at 395-6965 or through Bob Sims’ office, which is 456-2947. 

















For questions about the logistics of the trip, our expert, 
as always, is Mark Weinberg in the Press Office who was on the pre- 
advance trip, and also Charles Bakaly, who all of you have worked with 


on our trips abroad, is equally adept in the logistics of the trip. 


Also, you should know that some of your colleagues have 
made he pre-advance trip. Jim Gerstenzang of the AP who represented 
the print media; Joe Peyronnin, CBS; Mike Zusty, the TV pool; Steve 
Skinner, ABC; Scott Goodfellow, NBC; Jim Schultze, CNN; Richard 
Rosenbaum of the redio pool; and Chick Herrity of the still photographers. 


Now, we're going to make available to you two versions 
of our trip schedule. One you will receive now. That is a for publi- 
cation schedule, and I will go over the events and you can follow then 
with me. In addition, at the conclusion of the briefing we will make 
available a not for publication schedule. That schedule contains some 
times and some names of events and persons that we're not yet fully 
locked in on. But this is for your planning. 


You will also receive the China background notes which 
are the State Department background notes. And finally, when Secretary 


Shultz briefs, you will have the customary complete press book that's 
available. 


Now, today's brief is not intended to be a travel- 
logue but we will give you some of the history and some of the reasons 
for the President's trip to outline our objectives and to discuss our 


bilateral relations with the Chinese on principal issues that we expect 
to be factors on the trip. 


Now, if you will follow with me on the schedule, and I 
can cover some of the logistics, and then I'll turn it over to my 
colleague for the détailed information. 


First of all, as you know, we leave on Thursday before 
Easter going to Santa Barbara, and then leaving there on Sunday morning, 
Easter Sunday. 


The President and Mrs. Reagan arrive in Hawaii. They 
will attend Easter services at St. Andrew's Cathedral, an Episcopal 
church, on Easter Sunday. 


While in Hawaii, on Monday, April 23rd, the President will 
be briefed by the U.S. Pacific Command, by its commander-in-chief and 
his staff. 





The President will leave Hawaii on Tuesday, April 24th, 
crossing the International Dateline and arriving in Guam on Wednesday 
afternoon, which is essentially the same day for us but will be 
April 25th. 


There will be a welcoming ceremony and the President will 
have remarks. He will then attend a reception by the Governor and the 
Trust territory leaders. 


On Thursday, April 26th, at 2:95 p.m. local time, which 
is 1:05 in the morning Eastern, Air Force One arrives Beijing Airport 
in the People's Republic of China. 


The arrival ceremony will take place at the Great Hall of 
the People, and a meeting with a Chinese leader. Now, for your infor- 
mation, it is customary for the Chinese not to announce the names of 
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their principals at these meetings this far in advance. 


That evening, the President har a meeting followed by 
a courtyard reception with toast and a dinner to follow. 


On Friday, there's another meeting in the Great Hal) 
in the morning, an afternoon address to Chinese community leaders, 
and then two more meetings with Chinese leaders. 


That night, the Reagans will go to a banquet at the 
Great Hall of the People. There will be toasts at the banquet. 


On Saturday, April 28th, the President is interviewed 
on Chinese television. The potential audience is 350 million to 
400 million. (Laughter.) 


And another leacership meeting followed by a working lunch. 


Q Plus another 50 million here. You forgot to add 
that in. 


MR. SPEAKES: That afternoon, the President will visit 
the Great Wall. And that evening, he attends a reception with the 
American community and hosts a reciprocal dinner with more toasts at 
that dinner. 


Sunday, April 29th at 11:30 a.m., the President will 
leave Beijing for Xian, China -- one hour and 35 minutes on Air Force 
One. 























The events there include a visit to the Mausoleum to 


view Terra Cotta figures that were part of the archeological find 
there. 


He returns to Beijing, leaving Xian at 4:35 p.a. 
arriving back at Beijing at 6:00 p.a. 


On Monday, April 30th, at 8:55 p.m., farewell ceremony 
et the Great Hall. 


And at 10:40 a.m., Air Porce One departure for Shanghai. 
There the President will visit the Shanghai Foxboro Company for a 
syste-s section briefing and a tour of equipment displays at this 


Location. That is where U.S. industry is involved in a cooperative 
venture with the Chinese. 


The President then visits Fudan University in the 
afternoon, has tea with Madam Shasheda, a Smith Collece graduate who 
is president of the university. 


Re has a classroom visit with Chinese students, makes 
remarks, then adécresses the students and faculty of Fudan University. 


That evening, there's an official banquet at Shanghai 
Main Exhibit Hall with toast. 


Q Who are the hosts of that? 

MR. SPEAKES: Pardon? 

Q Who are the hosts of that -- a Chinese mayor? 

MR. SPFAKES: The host is the mayor of Shanghai, I believe. 


On Tuesday, May list, the President visits Rainbow Bridge 
Township, which is a child care center there as well as a kindergarten 
classroom where there will be a performance by Chinese children, 
ané visits a private residence. 


At 10:35 p.m., it's wheels “p for Fairbanks, Alaska. 
The President arrives there at 3:20 a.m. local time, efter an eight 


hour flight, eight and a half hour flight that crosses the International 
Dateline. 


He essentially goes to bed then and spends the remainder 
of that day, May lst, in Fairbanks. On the next -- spends the next 
night. 


And on Tuesday, May 2nd, the President will meet with 
Pope cohn Paul Ii. 


Q Wednesday? 


MR. SPEAKES: Wednesday. This meeting will include -~- 
yes? 


Q Any time on that meeting yet? 

MR. SPEAKES: I think around 10:00 a.m. local time. 

This meeting, which covers issues of mutual interest, 
will be an occasion for a brief stopover for the Papal aircraft en 


route from Rome to Seoul, Korea. 


The President is schedulec¢ to return to *ashington at 
9:55 o.m. on Wednesday, May 2nc. 


In addition to the piece of peper you received, you 
will also receive a separate schedule for “rs. Reasan for the days 
in Beiting ané Srangha:. 




















So, with the travel schedule behind us, I'll bring on 
the Senior Administration Official to give you his message. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As you just heard, the 
Presi¢ent will be visiting Beijing, Xian, and Shanghai during 
April 26; to May is*. 


Might make a note, too, those of you who have to 
pronounce these words on television or radio -- The best approximation 
I think you can get for those X's in Chinese transliteration 
is an "sh" == Xian. If you want to work on refinements, we can 
offer you some linguistic help. But that's pretty close. 


Ané Shanghai during April 26th to May lst. Although 
we may have some refinements to make, the general concept of the 
trip is clear. 


In Beijing, the President will hold meetings with «a 
number of China's senior leaders. For the reason that you were 
Sust explained -- that is, that it's not customary for the Chinese 
to announce which of their principals will be in these meetings 
this far in advance, I can't today get into the question of which 
specific leaders the President will meet. 


I can tell you, however, that we are very pleased with the 
Thinese arrangements overall; including, quite specifically, the 
generosity with which they have made the time of their most senior 
leaders available. 


The President will be having about 10 hours of meetings 
all told with senior leaders in China. 


He will spend approximately a day each in Xian and 
Shanghai. He will be the first president to visit Xian, which 
is the cradle of ancient Chinese civilization, and the repository 
of world famous archeological treasures from 2,000 years ago, 
pecifically the remarkable Terra Cotta statuary army that was 
unearthed not long ago. 


In Shanghai, the President will be visiting one of China's 
most cosmopolitan cities, 























a center of education, commerce, light industry and high technolosy 


and also, as noted, be visting an example at the Foxboro Company of 
the U.S.-China joint venture. 


In light of the pace at which our bilateral relationship 
with China has developed, it is, in a sense, surprising that President 
Reagan's trip to China will, in fact, be the first by a serving U.S. 
Presicent since Presicent Ford went to Beijing in 1975. That is to 
say, in spite of the consistent development of U.S. policy toward 
China throuch four administrations, no U.S. President has visited 
china since the death of Chairman Mao Zedong, since the emergence of 
a more pragmatic, outward looking leadership in China or since the 
reorientation of China's national policy toward the paramount goal 
of economic, scientific and defense modernization. 


Also, no U.S. President, importantly, has visited 
China since normalization and the establishment of diplomatic re- 


lations between our two countries. So this is a very important first 
in that regard. 


Premier Zhao himself has aptly observed that there are 
numerous possibilities for bilateral cooperation inherent in the re- 
lationship between two countries that are respectively the world's 
larcest ceveloping country and the world's most technologically ad- 
vanceé nation. We agree with that view and we see opportunities for 


important andconcrete U.S. cooperation in China's ongoing moderniza- 
tion effort. 


The President has stated his personal interest in co- 
operation with China's efforts to build an economically-prosperous 
and secure nation. Such a relationship, in his view, will not only 
enhance opportunities for U.S. trade and commerce, but, perhaps 


even more importantly, will contribute to peace and stability in the 
region and glcbally. 


I think it's correct to view this visit as part of a 
process, both in the sense of -=- as we tence to see the visit by 
Premier Zhao back in January and the Presicent's visit now <-- as, 
in a sense, a single event separated by three months, but also a 
part of a process of development of relations that began some time 
aco and will continue into the foreseeable future. 


In a broad sense, the Presicent's visit represents 
the maturing of this extremely important and extremely complex re- 
lationship. It will help us to consolidate our relations by af- 
fording an opportunity for the President and Premier Zhao to continue 
their dialogue, for the President and other senior Chinese leaders 
to get to know each other. 


In terms of specifics, we will be dnaling with a very 
broad range of issues and will have an opportunity to air our views 
in some Getail, aot only on bilateral questions, but on recent in- 
ternational events. 


I think it would be premature right now to specuiate 
on what specific subjects will dominate the President's agenda or 
specific meetings. I think it is useful to reiterate a point that 
Secretary Shultz has made on a number of occasions, that in our 
relations with China, we have now matured beyond the stage of al- 
ternating bouts of euphoria and depression, where we either forgot 
that there are differences and problems between us because we were 
go overwhelmed with the importance of what was taking place or we 
became so overwhelmed by differences and problems when they emerged 
that we thought the whole relationship was in jeopardy. 
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We are now in a stage where we are manacing in 2 
Dusiness-lixe fashion one of the most complex and most impertant 
bilateral relationships that this country has. Specific acreements, 
understandings and treaties are the natural consequence of such a 
relationship and we may well have some signings of specific agree- 
ments during the President's trip. 


But we also recognize that our relationship does not 
recuire showy spectaculars and that the interests of neither side 
are well sezvec by pressing ahead prematurely to reach agreements 
Simpy for she sake of having agreements. 


I think, though, some measure of just how rich this 
relatiornshi> is and how complicated it is can be gotten if I just 
run through in a very summary way a list of the kind of topics that 
we have on our bilateral agenda now, topics that are likely to come 
up in various of the President's meetings in China. We have a 


whole host of economic and trade issues. I think, as you know, we 
are 








working on the subject of peaceful nuclear cooperation and trying to 
necotiate an agreement that would make that -- open up that area of 
cooperation between us. 


We're seeking to work out agreements that would provide 
the necessary guarantees for U.S. businessmen to operate well in China; 
s>ecirically, work on a bilateral tax treaty, bilateral investment 
treaty. We are involved in one of the most excensive and most important 
exchanges of scholars in the world. There are not only 10,000 Chinese 
s<ucents in the United States, but American scientists, including 
social scientis<s and students all over China. 


We have important civil aviation relations and a civil 
aviation acreement. And we have problems there which we have, for the 
time being I think, successfully worked out. We are discussing defense 
cooperation with the Chinese. We have made a major step forward in 
the liberalization of U.S. technology transfer to China which remains 
a very important subject on the agenda where we anticipave that U.S. 


sales of advanced technology to China in 1984 could well double to the 
neighborhood of $1.5 billion. 


Q You said two? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: $1.5 billion -- 
Q Oh, to $1.5 billion -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That would be a doubling 
from the '83 level. 


We have a very important trade with China in textiles -- 
Chinese textile imports to the United States -- also a difficult subject 
because of our concern to avoid disruption to U.S. domestic producers; 
very important to our bilateral relationship as well. 


We have an important U.S. export trade in grain to China 
that's covered by a bilateral grain agreement. 


We have science and technology exchange, under our 
Science and Technology agreement that has twenty-one separate protocols -- 
one of the most extensive S & T agreements with any country in the 
world. And we are considering new areas such as telecommunications, 
fossile enersy, information, and management training as possible areas 
of cooperation there. 


We cooperated with China on census taking, information. 
We have begun discussing with China the very important issue of arms 
control. The Chinese have made a number of important decisions on their 
own to join the International Atomic Energy Agency; to put their 
nuclear exports under IAEA -- that is international Atomic Energy 
Agency safeguards; and have declared publicly their policy not to assist 
other countries in the development of nuclear weapons. 


Those are examples of where China's role in the arms 
control process can be important and where we would like to see it grow. 


We have important cultural relations with China, and 
we have been in intensive discussion with tnem about our official 
cultural exchange for the next year in planning a number of specific 
programs. 


And this list is in no particular order, but I come last -- 
anc very far from least -- to the fact that our relationship with 
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China has a reach that goes far beyond our two countries. It effects 
the stability of the region, indeed, of the world. We discuss with 

the Chinese our respective policies on a-number of very important 
issues such as Afghanistan and Kampuchea in particular. We're -- our 
efforts, = think, jointly contribute to a more stable world and 
regional situation. And we are exploring with them now the possibility 


of efforts to reduce tensions in the Korean Peninsula, to name another 
Slightly cifferent example. 


That very long list ~- and it could be added to, in fact -- 
of topics that are on our bilateral agenda, and no doubt will be on 
the President's agenda in Peking, I think gives you a feel for how 
important this relationship is and also how complex it is. 


I'll be glad to take questions. 


Q Will there be a signing of a nuclear treaty -- a 
nuclear agreement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If it's completed. And 
let me -- 


Q Where does it stand? 


SCNIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Where does it stand? 
It -- we have made a great deal of progress through very extensive 
necotiations that has brought us to the point where, I think, there is 
now only one really hard issue. And the question comes down to 
whether that hard issue is too hard to solve. 


We are up against very strict requirements of U.S. law 
with respect to the conditions that any agreement for peaceful 
nuclear cooperation has to meet. And, I believe, we've negotiated 
already eleven of these under the terms of the law with various 
countries, including Canada and Australia. 


One of the requirements of that law is the requirement 
for U.S. consent for the reprocessing and other handling of fuel 
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shat soes through reactors provided by the United States. We can't 
waive that requirement. We have to have an agreement that meets that 
requirement. We've tried a number of different formulations that might 
meet that requirement in more or less acceptable ways. None of then 
so far have been acceptable to the Chinese side. 


Q Do they want to reprocess, or what is the problem? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we have a require- 
ment of law -- they feel as a matter of principle that what they do 
with their own fuel, even if it's processed through one of our reactors, 
is a matter of national sovereignty and they're not -- so far at least -- 


willing to -- or we haven't found a formulation that can bridce that 
éifference. 


Q Can you update the Taiwan issue in view of recent 
statements by the Chinese posing arms sales to -- American arms sales? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We know -- we recognize 
that the -- that our differences over Taiwan are one of the important 
differences in this relationship. We can't resolve those differences 
between us, but we have signed three important communiques of the 
Chinese, including the most recent one in August of 1982 governing arm 
sales. The President has made clear that we intend to live up to the 
commitments we made in those communiques, just as we expect the Chinese 
to live up to their commitments. 


That then becomes a device for bridging and managing our 
éifferences. The ultimate resolution of those differences has to be 
by the Chinese themselves. The Chinese in Taiwan and the Chinese in 


the mainland. Our only requirement is that that resolution be a peace- 
ful one. 


Q One follow up. In view of the list of issues in 
which you cooperate, you say, very closely, do you feel or do you not 
feel that Taiwan is not really a major stumbling block to the develop- 
ment of relations in other respects? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, let me say, our 
view is to try to make progress on as much as we can. We have -- we 
feel that we have done what we can to manage our differences over 
Taiwan and that further progress on that issue is up to the Chinese. 
That is, the Chinese on Taiwan, the Chinese on the mainland. Whether 
the continuation of that difference retards progress on other issues 
is a hard thing to judge. Our feeling is we want to go ahead and make 
progress on as many other issues as we can. 





Q What advanced technology are we going to sell them? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We could get you some 
more detail. The Chinese have already purchased a great deal of 


advanced U.S. technology. I believe the figure was $800 million in 
1983, about $400 million -- let me check those -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: $300 <= $350 million, 
and then $800 last year. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: $359 million in ‘82. 
$800 million last year. 


Q $359 -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In 1982. $800 million 





in 1983. 





Q What sort of -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It includes computers, 
aeronautical equipment -- both aircraft themselves, navigational equip- 


Ont. It includes now, I think, under the new liberalized guicelines, 
we wOsld expect to see a lot of interest in micro-electronic manufac- 
curint etuitment, semiconductors, advar.cec scientific instruments. 
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Q Can you clarify on the nuclear agreement, you said 
the stumbling block is the U.S. consent on the reprocessing and 
handling of fuel. . does that-mean U.S. consent for any reprocessing 
and handling that they might do or U.S. consent for the purpose to 
which they might put that? I mean, I'm just a little confused about 
what exactly the law requires U.S. consent for. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We can get you the 
exact language of the law, but I believe it's -- and we probably 
should -- it essential requirement is that the U.S. has to give its 
consent before any fuel from a U.S. reactor, regardless of its origin, 
is reprocessed, stored, or further enriched. And the conditions under 
which we give that consent, I would think -- and we have talked about 
this some -- would essentially be if we had assurance that it would 
continue to be applied to peaceful purposes. But the law isn't speci- 
fic about the conditions under which the consent would be given. It 
only requires that our consent is necessary. 
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Q -- this reactor isn’t -- does -- would have the 
capacity to reprocess -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, reactors don't 
Treprocess. Reactors take fuel anc tend, when they're done with the 
fuel, to leave a higher quantity of plutonium in the fuel. And 
if you want to get that plutonium out, you have to reprccess it. 


So, it's -- the consent is required if you want to reprocess the 
<uel, for example. 


Q Is it still the case that no formal communique 
is planned? And if that’s the case, why is that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's been the seneral 
practice, in this administration at least, to generally stick to 
Our Own statements at the end of trips and let the other side speak 
for itself. And I might say, generally speaking, personal observation 
is that it leads to a greater atount of frankness and a greater amount 
of information than the kind of thing that you can -- where you end 
up with the least common denominator. 


Yes? 


Q Would there be an agreement where the -- we will 
sell them computers and other scientific equipment that we do not 
sell to Russia now? Would there be -- the agreements state that 
they cannot make their own machine and sell it -- Because they 
Go; I mean, as you know, they duplicate something immediately and 
do a very good job. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In general, I think -- 
let me -- The question you're asking, I believe, is about the question 
of counterfeitingand copying of technology, which is -- I guess it's 
fair to say we've found that a number of East Asian countries are 
rather talented and, among other things, are very good at picking up 
our technology and producing their own versions of it. And 
get into a very complex area of law of patent and copyright protecticn 
for these things. 

That is, in fact, broadly a subject on our agenda 
with the Chinese. We would like to see, in fact, improved protection 
for that kind of -- what a firm will call “intellectual property.* 
Basically, it's up to a firm to make its own decision as to whether 
the conditions attached to a sale are sufficient to protect its 
interests. Our point to the Chinese government consistently has 
been that if you will give American firms greater assurance that their 
“intellectual property” <-- that's the term that's used -- will be 


protected, you will find American firms more willing to sell their 
stuff to you. 


Q Yes, but the Chinese have never honored any -- 
patent or so forth. I mean, they've done their own. And, also, 
you say about a lawsuit. That coesn't mean anything to them. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I disagree. I think 
the record of living up to agreements is pretty good. And I think 
there's this -- the breadth of the relationship that I've described 
is also a kind of assurance that, if you want to keep it going, if 
you want it to develop and progress, y ‘ve got to inject into it 
a phrase the Chinese use often -- “mutu. trust and confidence." 

You can cheat an American company and scare off 100 for the future. 
I think the Chinese ere interested in, ir fact, providing the kind 
of atmosphere in which American conpanies will invest and work in 
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Chine with some confidence. 


Q Are the Chinese aware that the President is 
using this crip in part -- as part of his re-election campaign in 
1984? is that @ concern that they've expressed or is -- have 
they mace any statements -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President is not 
using this crip as a part -- election campaign. 


Q He isn't? (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The -- And I might say 
this was a crip that -- In fact, the pair of visits, and I've referred 
to it as a cair, is one that we would like to have seen take place 
along tite ago. The original invitation to Premier Zhao was extended 
back as ear.y as 1981. It was tanally agreed -- when the Chinese 


acreea to Premier Zhao's coming here, we agreed to make it a package 
of two visics. 


Q Secretary Shultz said the other day -- yesterday, 
I think it was -- that,in the administration's view, that President 
Reagan is not the Soviet -- candidate that the Soviets would like to 
see re-eleczed. Do we feel that the Chinese have a candidate? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would advise them -- 
(laughter) -- to follow the same advice that we try to follow 


ourselves, and that is not to intervene in the internal affairs 
of other countries. 


Q -- you said that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It rarely works the 
way you want it to either. So -- 


Q Will Secretary Shultz or others go on to Tokyo 
after this teeting to brief the Japanese or will there be some kind 


of -- 
Q Or to Taiwan. 
Q -- exchange with Japan on these visits? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me say the -- 


as a genera. principle, there will certainly be briefings of our 
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friends and allies in the region about this visit, which I think is 
important to their interest as well as to our own, and we recocnize 
that. We recognize their interest in it, and within the limits of 
what's appropriate diplomatically, we will certainly brief then. 


I can't give you the details on how that will be done 
right now. 


Q You seemed to suggest carlier that there might be 
more than the nuclear agreement kicking around and ready for signing. 
Can you give us any better idea what kind of negotiations are taking 


place right now, what else we might see in terms of concrete agree- 
ments signed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The one specific one 
that is, in fact, taking place or has -- I think Secretary Regan's 
finished his discussions of the tax treaty in Beijing and those went 
very well and we believe that will be ready for the President's 
signature. And that is quite important. It's part of -- 


Q Bilateral tax? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Bilateral tax treaty 
that lays out the rules under which American firms operating in 


China would know what part of their taxes have got to be paid to the 
Chinese -- 


Q Be has initialed that, hasn't he? Yesterday or 
today? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I believe he has, yes. 
Q Is that the only other -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Is that correct? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, it was initialed. 


Q Is that the only other outstanding issue that could 
be resolved by then? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we might have a 
nuclear agreement. We might -- although I think this is a very long- 
shot -- have an investment treaty. I think more iikely, we won't. 
And there may be a number of other smaller agreements. 


Q Well, if -- I'm sorry. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes? 


Q Will the President reaffirm the Shanghai Communique 
and, you know, reaffirm that we are going to dwindle down our arms 
sales to Taiwan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The arms sales communique 
is the August 17th one. The three communiques that I referred to 
earlier are the Shanghai Communique signed by President Nixon in ‘72, 
the communique on normalization of relations signed by President 
Carter, and the August 17th arms sales communique by President Reagan. 


And when I said earlier the United States and the 
President have made clear -- the President has made clear the United 
States is going to live up to these communiques, I meant all three of 
them. And he has reiterated that on several occasions. 


Yes. 
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Q Could we ask, just as 4 reference, if those three 
éocumerts can be made available to us? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sure they can. 
Yes? 


Q Secretary Regan said when he got to Beijing that 
the U.S. was interested in a new -- extending the grain agreement, 
which we already have problems with the Chinese over. Is this some- 


thing that's going to be discussed, and is it possible an agreement 
would te signed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's true that we have 
some problems. We have -- the Chinese did not buy the full 6 million 
tons that they were supposed to buy in 1983. We have been assured 
that they will cake that up in 1984 and buy the required 6 million in 
1984. We would also, I think -- although you should really address 


this to the Department of Agriculture -- I believe we would like to 
see =hat acreement extended. 


It, on the one hand, provides China or other countries 
that sign such agreements assurances of adequate supplies from the 
Unites States and at the same time, of course, it provides an assured 
market for U.S. farmers. So I think it's mutually beneficial. 


Q Two questions. One on Taiwan. You say that the 
C.S. view is basically we've done about all we're going to do and now 
it's really up to the two Chinas to work things out. Does the People's 
Republic share that or do you expect that to be an issue -- do you 


figure that to be a source of some discussion in the meetings with the 
President? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think you should 
really ask them their views, but obviously, when I say we have dif- 
ferences, our views are not the same. I think we have bridged the 
éifferences. We've made them more manageable. But it's a problem 
and I believe they will continue to raise it as a problea. 

Q The second thing, I was reading an article in the 
paper the other day about the harassment of Western reporters in China 
anc the fact that some of the security forces there are upset about the 
continueé Westernization, modernization. Can you discuss the internal 
tensions within the Chinese government about the move toward the West 
by the present leadership? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think it's fair 
to say that the -- China's gone through a lot of very important change 
in the last ten years, even in just the last five years, coming out of 
the Cultural Revolution, undoing some of the damage that was done then, 


and this very important and difficult opening to the West and the out- 
sice. 


I think there are bound to be strains 
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and we see signs of those strains from time to time, but I think 


there's also consensus within the leadership on the importance of 
continuing that. 


Yes. 


Q Just one question on grain. I'm not sure what 
you said in reply to the question, I think, as to whether there was 


@ possibility of reaching a new agreement next month, during the 
Presicent's visit. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, I think -- No, I -- 
Q I didn't quite understand you. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. I == At the moment, 
our discussions on grain are focused, most importantly, on making sure 
that the present agreement is carried out faithfully. I'm not sure 
at what point we would want to introduce the idea of a new agreement 
or whether it would be done this early. 


Q How long does the present agreement go for? 


. , SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It expires at the 
end of this year. 


Q Is it the sense of the administration that the 
Soviets are concerned about this trip? And, also, what does the 


trip do in terms of improving East-West relations, or Soviet-U.s. 
relations in particular? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The purpose of the 
trip is not to make the Soviets concerred. We don't believe that 
our relationship with China should be played as a card simply for 
the benefit of a third party. 


I do think the fact of a strong 0.S.-China relationship, 
that this trip both represents and helps to reinforce, is something 
that is a ¢iscouragement to Soviet acts of adventurism and, in that 
way, contributes in the long-run to healthier and more stable East- 
West relations. 


Q Is there any concern at all to be raised by the 
U.S. side in the talks in Beijing over human rights inside China? 
The administration, I think, has received complaints from, for in- 
stance, Catholic and other religious groups over alleged persecution 
or harrassment of their people inside China. Will that be raised? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think I've said 
that we recognize that this is a relationship between two countries 
of a very ¢ifferent political, social and economic systems and those 
éifferences include the way in which we hancle issues of human rights, 
issues cf civil liberties and freedom of religion. 


It's also she case, as I think you know, that this 
administration believes as a matter of policy that the way to handle 
issues of that kind with friendly countries is through private 
diplomacy and private discussion and not through public talk about it. 


Q Well, is this e matter that's going to be dis- 
cussec in private then? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know risht 
now. 


Q Could you elaborate a little bit on how trips 
like this can help discourage Soviet adventurisn? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I said that a strong 
C.S.-China relationship, I believe, helps to discourage Soviet ad- 
venturisna. And I believe a trip like this trip most specifically and 
importantly helps to strengthen and develop that relationship. 


Q How does a strong relationship with China heip 
to disccurazge Soviet adventurism? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Take a specific case 
cof a Soviet -- Vietnam, which is an ally of the Soviet Union and 
heavily backed and armed by the Soviet Union, which currently occupies 
2 ne ¢ghtorhing country, Kampuchea, and in the view of the Southeast 
Asian countries, threatens the rest of -- the security of the rest 

£ them, the cooperation between the United States and China, I be- 
lieve is a -- And you would find this a consensus, I think, of experts 
on the region, is a major inhibition on further Vietramese aggression. 





Q You mentioned defense cooperation as an item on 
your bilateral agenda. Can you elaborate on that? Do you expect any 
arms sales to China in the foreseeable future? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is an area where 
I think both of us, partly for similar reasons, partly for different 
reasons, are proceeding very carefully. The President, some time 
ago, mace it clear that we would consider Chinese requests on a 
case-by-case basis for certain defensive weapons. We have had 
technical discussions with them, concentrating particularly on the 
possibility of cooperation in the area of anti-aircraft missiles and 


anti-tark missiles. We've had, in recent months, a couple of important 
technical oxchanges, . ' 
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but so far still I don't -- we haven't had ange that I's aware of, 
direct Chinese requests to manufacture for sale of U.S. weapons. And 
I wouldn’t want *o speculate whether they will, or when they might. 


Q Bas there been any informal discussion on the 
possibility of the Chinese purchasing F-lés? 


‘ SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wot at all that I know 
3° >. 


Q What's the question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He asked whether F-lés 


were included in the items being discussed, and I said, not at all 
that I'm aware of. 


Q What about the satellites and, you know, 
communications -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't believe that's 
on the list either. 


Q Can you give us a brief rundown on where the state 
of the Korean negotiations -- 


SENIOR A MINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You see, now, 


communication is a very, very broad area. There, there may be some 
communications -- 


Q ~~ where the state of Forean negotiations are now, 
and the U.S.-Chinese role in that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are a couple of 
very public proposals on the table and the North Koreans have proposed 
talks between them and the Onited States in which they have said they 
would permit the South Koreans to participate. The South Koreans 


have, themselves, proposed direct, bilateral talks between them and 
North Korea. 


We are consulting particularly closely with our South 
Korean allies to see whether, perhaps, between these positions there 
are some ways either that talks can be approached or, alternatively, 
that some practical steps can be taken to reduce tensions. 


I have to | that we are extremely skeptical of North 
Korean motives, particularily since this most recent overture came just 
at the time that they were planning and carrying out the atrocity 

in Rangoon, where they attempted to murder the President of South Korea, 
and in the process, murdered fourteen of the very best Korean officials. 


At the same time, we feel that the subject of reduction 
of tensions in the Korean peninsula is one that is so important that 
we don't want to ignore or pass up any genuine opportunity to reduce 
them. We do feel the Chinese government shares our view on the 
importance of tension reduction. We've had a number of diplomatic 
exchanges with the Chinese on the subject, and we certainly are interested 
in the ideas they might have as to how this dialogue might be furthered, 
or how practical tersion reduction steps might be taken. 


Q Well, what do you think the motive is -- in wanting 
these talke <- if not -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALS: Between the North 
Koreans or the Chinese? 


©) North Koreans. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's hard to speculate 
on motives, especially of people who are as closed as the North Koreans 
are; but, let se put it this way -- the most obvious sotive is sizply 
& propaganda one, to divert attention away from what they did in 
Rangoon. The sost hopeful, but probably least likely motive, is that 
they are seriously interested, themselves, in reducing tensions. 


I sey it is least likeiy, but even a small possibility is too important 
to ignore. © 


I think in the case of the Chinese, I think they share 
our concern that a war in the peninsula would be very dangerous to 
the interests of all the countries in the region and ourselves as well. 


MR. SIMS: Can we have one or two more? I think we've 
had it for an hour here. 


Q Sir, in comparison with what we have achieved 
during Thao's visit to Washington this last January, what new -- 


substantively new -- do you expect of the President's trip to Beijing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, t°1ll wait until 
after that trip te compare. I think we'll move forward on a number of 
issues end that's -- whes you look at the huge number of issues that 
there are -- that's where the relationship is at now. As I said, it's 
not measured in terms of breakthroughs, it's measured in terms of 
sometimes small, sometimes large progress on a host of issues. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 3:53 P.M. EST 
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MR. SPEAKES: Before -- As we becin, let me clear up 
tne matter that was asked me about Meese's status as he continues 
as Counsellor to the President. He has been Counsellor to the Presi- 
Gent. He will continue as Counsellor to the President. Thereby, 
whatever duties he had previously have not chanced through this process 


ané still continue. So those people who have always reported to him 
will continue to do so. 


The one exception is that Meese will not be involved 


in any matters dealing with the Justice Department while these things 
are proceeding. 


The briefing this afternoon is on background. You 
may attribute it to a Senior Administration Official. The subject 
is the March 25th presidential elections in El Salvador. 


As usual, there are always a number of news-worthy 
Central American topics that you would like to ask questions on, but 
this briefing will be confined to the elections. 


We're also making available a briefing book with back- 
ground information on the election. 


Q Larry, can T ask -- 
MR. SPEAKES: Yes. 


Q Why isn't Meese having anything tc dco with the 
Justice Department if he's carrying on his regular duties? 


MR. SPEAKES: So that he will not be accused of 


trying to influence of the outcome of the preliminary incuiry anc 
so forth. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll just make a 
few cpening remarks about the election. 


I've been following Latin American elections for a 
long, long time and I find this a particularly interesting one. 


One way to look at this election is as part of a -- 
as a stage, really, the next stage in a process that began in October 
1979 with the coup, went on through the March 1980 reforms, land re- 
form, banking reform, through the constituent assembly elections two 
years ago, the promulgation of a new constitution in December of last 
year. Now, we have the election of a presicent and vice president in 
El Salvador. And early next year, there will be local municipal 
and lecislative elections. 


This is a long and a very ¢ifficult process, the goal 
of which, of course, is to transform Salvadoran society, its political 
and social order and to create a stable and democratic order. 
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In the election there are eicht slates, eicht parties 
running candidates. As you know, ‘hey are going to follow the -- 
which is now becoming quite common in Latin America -- the French 
syste= of runoff if you don't get 50 percent or better. 


; The runoff will take place -- if there is one -- 
30 days after the Central Electoral Council certifies the results 
of Sunday's election. I can't really estimate how long that's going 
to take. It will depend on how many challenges there are and a 
number of other 
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factors. But we expect,if there is a runoff, for it to take place 
in late April or early May. 


The polls -- There have been a lot of polls taken 
in El Salvador, a number of them commissioned by the parties. They're 
quite inconsistent, except on two points. 


One is a very high percentage of those polled say they 
intend to vote. The other is that they seem to agree, the polls, 
that nobody will get 50 percent, so there will be a runoff. 


I, however, remember very well in Argentina that none 
of the polls showed that anybody would get 50 percent there before 
the election of October 30. And as you know, somebody certainly did. 


There are -- These will be I think very interesting 
elections. Not just who finishes first and second, but how these 
various smaller parties do. Clearly,if there is a runoff, these 
parties may indeed have something to say about who wins, about what 
kind of informal coalitions are put together. So that I think it 
will be an election worthy of some analysis. 


The -- There are three differences in this election -- 
between this election and the one of March of 1982. The first is 
that there will be a registry this time. A registry has been prepared, 
much as as we have a registry in our own elections. This is a 
system that we contributed to. We helped finance a computer system 
in which all the national identity cards were run through and checked, 
duplicates removed, people who had died taken off. In order to 
vote you will have to present your identity card at the place 
specified for your voting. 


However, there will be certain special voting places 
where there will be a national registry where you can vote if you 
can't make it to the place that you're supposed to. 


Another difference is in the ink. Last time the--+ if El Sa’ 
vacor, as in most places in Latin America, you dip your finger in the ink. 
in indelible ink»so that you can't vote twice. Last time the ink 
was invisible. (Laughter.) -- Invisible unless, except under a special 
device. You've probably seen these things in dance halls and whatnot. 
Anyway, it didn't ~- It created quite a bit of confusion and this time 
the ink will indeed be visible. (Laughter.) 


The third difference is that there'll be no telegraphic 
returns. Last time the returns were telegraphed to San Salvador 
from around the country. This time a very complicated, and -- but I 


think a very secure system -- has been devised so that the official 
returns will be slower in coming out. 


However, all the parties will have poll watchers. And 
I would assume that the parties will be announcing their version of 
the results quite soon. 


Tdjust say one final word about the turnout. As you know, 
last time about a million and a half people voted -- Around 80 percent 
of what we calculated to be the electorate. This time the registry 
system might hold it down somewhat. It is a little more difficult 
and complicated, although I can't tell. I would -- “ would presume 
they'll have some difficulty with this system on its first trial. 


The -- But as I say the polls show an intention to vote 
on A very large scale. The -- The Central Electoral Council has 
announced that only 22 of the 260 municipalities in the country, 
will there be no elections. These 22 are -- are generally underpopulatec 
and in territory in which the guerrillas are operating. It's a smaller 
number than last time. 
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We do have indications, a number of indications, that 
cespite public pronouncements to the contrary that the guerrillas 
are,in fact,embarked on an effort to disrupt the elections. 


The military, the Salvadoran military,are in the field 
aztempting to create the conditions in which the maximum number can 
vote. Okay? . 

Yes? 

Q On this -- On this question of identifying those 
who vote --Wasn't one of the reasons in 1982 that they were marked 
with invisible ink was because the left had announced that those who 
had the ink marks on their hands would be assassinated? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's exactly right. 

Q Now is there not that same threat this year? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, this may be. 
However, publicly they've said not. Publicly the FMLN/ -- 
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FOR has said that there would be no reprisais. But that's richt, 
that was the idea. 


Q Well, publicly they saic that there's -- Do you 
think, though, even though that publicly they have not announced 
reprisals that those who did vote last time and those who remember 
that threat in 1982, will think twice before going to the polls and 
being marked with indelible ink? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think not, that’s 
just my -- What do you think? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the feeling 
is that El Salvador is an intimate country and that -- and nobody 
really felt that the invisibility of the ink protected them such. 
The guerrillas might not have known who you voted for, but they 
could tell whether you stood in line for five hours to vote. And 
since there were no reprisals in ‘82, even thoush the cquerrillas 
probably didn't know who were voting, and because there was such a 
high turnout and they would have to take reprisals against a broad 


cross-section of the population, the feeling was that that consideration 
wasn't so important. 


Q I have -- Wait a minute. One more followup on 
this. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q The President often refers to this woman who 
stood in line and was wounded, and there were documented accounts of 
some of the polling places being harrassed by guerrillas. They vere 
shot at, basically. Were there any cases of actual reprisals after 
the election, as had been threatened? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're unaware of any, 


Yes. 


Q Do you see -- Do you know what the divisions are 
in the left, given the fact that Villalobos and ERP made critical comments, 
but not absolutely saying they'd disrupt the elections, this new 
urban terror group? Is there a split between the FMLN and the FDR? 
Row do you see that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I -=- This 
terror group that you're referring to, the Clara Hernandez Front, 


apparently is a split within the FPL, rather than between the "MLN 
and the FOR. 


I think that there probably are differences, but they're 
nuances. I would assume that those in the FOR, Ungo and the other 
spokesmen for that part of the front, because it is their responsibility, 
are very interested in the kind of image they -- Certainly they suf- 
fered a public relations defeat the last time. And I think this idea 
of projecting the notion that they would not attempt to wreck the 
elections is part of that. But the fighting people, on the other 
hand, seem to have different ideas. 
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Q Sut how do you interpret Villalobos’ statement? 


Will there be an effort to extract -- to prevent people from voting 
on scmething? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think there'll be 
an acte=pt to disrupt the voting, yes. 


Q What's the government doing about those people 
whose icentity cards have been taken away by the guerrillas? Can 
they definitely not vote? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They definitely 
cannot vote. 


Q No emergency provisions for that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is no -- If 
you tried something like that, I mean, you would really open the door 
to widespread fraud. But thie is a very small nember. Yes. And it's 


also random. That is, you know, it doesn't really -- it doesn't favor 
one candidate over another. 


So you think that under the system that has been 


Q 
Gevised this time it's impossible to have the same fraud as there 
was last tine? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think, as far as 
I can determine, there really wasn't very much fraud last time. There 
was, obviously, in any election there are certainly irregularities. 
But as far as I can determine, it was a minor factor. 


Q But there were reports that more or less between 
20 and 25 percent of the voting were a result of fraud. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that the 
system they run through the computer system has pretty well disproved 
that. They did not find the number of double megs f duplicate 
identity cards they believed they would. And these allegations, I 
think, it's important to bear in mind, were made in the middle of 
-- a long time after the elections and made in the middle of a very 
fierce political campaign. 


Q The President now has a $93-million militery aid 
request for Salvador up before Congress. And the administration has 
said that to pass that before the election would send & strong positive 
signal to Central America. Do you think that campesinos out there in 
the outlands of El Salvador would really get the message? Would be 
encouraged to vote one way or another by this vote? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's difficult to 
tell whether that message gets all the way out to the campesinos. 
I think that the object of what the President said is, number one, 
is you've got to keep in mind we're talking about an electoral 
process that'll run through May. Now, more than likely, there will 
be a runoff, as my colleague said, so we're talking about a program 
designed to cover a whole process. Wow, I can't answer your question 
as to whether it goes all the way down to the campesinos. 


Q Can you answer one question? Will any of that 
material get cown there before the elections, even if the Congress 
acted right -- immediately and the money was appropriated -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It would certainly 
get down there before the finish of the process as we envision it 
to be, which is through the end of May. 

Q But it wouldn't get down before the elections on 
the 25<h. 
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_ _ 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On Sunday? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Next Sunday? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It would be difficult 
for it to get down there before Sunday. 


Q Has anyone in £l Salvacor asked why there is so 
much United States concern for human rights in £1 Salvador, as compared 
to so apparently little concern for human rights, say, in Nimbabwe? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me just -- Let me 


~~ My colleague is in a very difficult position. He is up before a 
Senate confirmation -- 


C Then will you answer it? Could you answer it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think, as Larry 
said, is we will try to focus on the elections. 


Q Well, this has to do with the elections. I wonder 
if the £1] Salvadorans wonder if we have a racist policy. We have 
more tolerence of assaults on human rights in Zimbabwe than we do 
in £l Salvador. In other words -- expect more. 

MR. SIMS: That's off the subject. 
Q ~~ we expect more. 

MR. SIMS: That's off the subject -- 
Q It’s not off the subject. 

MR. SIMS: -- Lester -- 


Q It's on the slection. I'd like to know. Have 
you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, let me see if 
I can be responsive to your question. 


Q That's great. 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. There is no 
doubt, I think, that there is a lot of attention placed on <-~ not 
just by the United States, but by other groups -- on the human rights 
issue in El Salvador, as opposed to Zimbabwe. I would give you that 
as a given. I don't think that reflects the government's position 
om human rights, which it has a feeling across the board on. 








Q Well, isn't there any resentment of that by the 
Salvadorans, that we haven't <-- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You would have to 
ask the Salvadorans, but my feeling is -- 


Q You haven't detected any? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I have detected 
among some Salvadorans -- 


Q You have? Oh. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFIC.AL: That's correct. 
Q That's interesting. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION CFFICIAL: Yes. 
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Q You said that you expect that there will be 
Scre attex=pts to cisrupt the voting. Are you confident right now 
shat the Salvadoran Army is well enough supplied and well enough 


srained to keep the attempts at disruption from becoming a major 
>robles? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is -- We certain- 
-~y expect that they can. Wow, whether -- You know, this is very 
Cifficult terrain you're talking about in the middle of the civil 


war. So far, they seem to -- they are -- they have the initiative 
right now, let me put it that way. 


Q Do they have the equipment? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They have the equip- 
sent, maybe for one round and not for two. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, and the other 
thing is that with the problem that they face is this, that when you 
~~ when your known supply has run out -- at the end of February, we 
were out of money, stuff was still in the pipeline going to then. 
and they know that as of right now, there is no certainty anything 
else is coming. And -- You don't have to be a Salvadoran military 
commander, you can apply that to your own household and how you 
run it, if the train stops and you're not going to get any more o: 
vou don't know you're going to get any more, it effects way you 


use it. Do you stay in your barracks or do you go out and try to 
cain the countryside? 


So, if you want to know whether there is supply in 
country today to hold that election, the question is, yes. What 
you can't quantify is if the guy says, “If I use this last round 
today on this election, where will I be Tuesday or Wednesday or 
Friday or whatever.” 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, back there. 


Q Would you attempt to be a little more specific 
on what kinds of activities you expect in their effort to disrupt 
she election? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, we expect -- 
We've alreacy had some of it, in the first place. There have -- 
several -- four, I believe, members of the Assembly have been as- 
sassinated. There are two kinds of activities involved here. One 
is urban terrorism. The other are activities in the countryside, 
assaults on bridges, on towns, particularly. I expect that there 
will be attempts of that kind. There have been already. 


Q And all of this disruptive stuff is coming from 
the left, in your -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As far as we can 
cetermine, yes. 


Q At what point does it become too late for that 
second round to get down there? Is there some point at which it 
becomes necessary to send some kind of emergency aid, to use some 
other powers to send money down there, if the Senate doesn't vote? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The problem with 
pipelines is that some are longer than others and they run out of 
some supplies before they run out of others, so you have what is an 
additive factor on which you have to make a decision that you think 
shat they are now past the critical point. They are already 
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critically short of a lot of supplies. Sut there's a variety of things. 
re are medical supplies -- I mean, aside from just bullets -- there 
are mecical supplies, there are uniforms -- there are other aspects. 


And as time goes on, those lines get longer as to what it 
takes to fill them up. And so, ~ ne mag S no one ee that says, “Bans.” 
It's « cumulative aspect of all of this -— 


Q But, to follow up if I cam. You're not going to get 
a vote this week, it would appear, given the nature of the Senate 
proceedings. When? Wnaat kind of deadline do you need for -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President has 
instructed us to use every means available to urge the Congress to 
address the issue in the proper manner. And that's what we're doing. 
And I believe that Senator Baker, this afternoon, will be attempting to 
bring a bill to the Floor of the Senate. 


Q A question for either -- some of the Senators who 
didn't want to have a vote before the election were saying that this 
would be a -- that the purpose of the administration's rush i« that they 
are afraid that D'Aubisson is going to win the election; and, therefore, 


it would be extremely difficult to get support in the Senate for the 
appropriation on Monday. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Do you want to handle 
that, or do you want me to -- (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I would just say 
that, I think -- (Laughter.) 


Q How strongly do you feel about it? 
Q Totally false -- (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -~- feel as strongly 
about it as I do. (Laughter.) Leave me outside -- (Laughter.) 


Q ~~ but is it “Hogwash?* (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think that no 
matter how inconsistent the polls are that there's any real possibility 


that D'Aubisson's going to get better than 50 percent in the first 
round, which is what the -- 


Q What is your measure of the assessment of this 
recent story in The New York Times about D’Aubisson, and its effect on 
the elections? Hasn't that been sort of -- momentous? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I don't -- as to 


its effect on the election there, I don't think that has a major impact 
on it. 


Q Do you think that Ambassador White still retains 
credibility in the United States? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You'll have to ask 
Ambassador White and the people who cover Ambassador White. I think 
he ran into a surprise yesterday -- 


Q Regardless of what the polls show, is the Administra- 
tion concerned about an eventual D'Aubisson victory which, indeed, 
would make it more difficult for the administration to get future 
military funding for El Salvador? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our interest -- in the 
first place -- we're neutral, and we don't have any -- 


Q - °., the elections. And I understand that, but -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- we don't have any 
canticates. Our interst in the process and the policy, rather than in 
the personalities. Certainly, I think as my colleague has said, if 
D'Asbisson were to emerge as President -- In the first place, I think 
it’s important to remember that because of the way the election is 
s=roctcrec, whoever is the next President of £1 Salvador will clearly 
have a sajority of Salvadoran people, having voted for him. So I 
think that we would be most interested in whoever the next President 
is, an¢ what kind of policies he intends to pursue, and certainly we 


would want to talk very carefully and very thoroughly with whoever 
that person sight be. 


Regardless of what policies he may announce, would 
it not be sore difficult to get a consensus from Congress on future 


military aid for El Salvador if Roberto D'Aubisson emerged as President 
of £1 Salvador? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: it might. 


Q Can you comment, please, on these reports about 
the CIA paying the police officials? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don’t know a thing 
about that -- 


MR. SIMS: Larry addressed that this morning. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes? 


Q Did the polls indicate what voters expect to happen 
after the elections are held? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's a good question. 
(Laughter.) The last -- I think the last time there was a very strong 
feeling among the populous of El Salvador that there would -- that 
elections by themselves would be the answer. I don't think that’s true 
anynore. But, om the other hand, I think all of them see this, as I 
said earlier, as part of a process that in the end would lead to a 
peacful solution. 


The parties of -- most of them have pronounced themselves 
on this issue -- and you'll find that most of them hold out the 
possibility of a dialogue 

















With the guerrillas in order to reach a situation in which everybody 
can participate in the next elections -- It's worth pointing out, too, 
that the PMLN/FDOR.could hardly expect. to-do very well ima presidential - 
election, certainly not to elect a president. 


However, the next round of elections -- local, municipel, 
legislative elections would seem to me at least to be much more 
appealing to them, where they could win some seats. 


Yes? 


Q If whoever's elected does decide to work with the 
guerrillas and go forth with some sort of dialogue, would the 
acministration respect that process? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our, our view of course 
is that there sust in the end be a political solution in El Salvador, 
and that solution has to be reached through the Democratic process. 

I think -- As I said, these -- The parties favor a dialogue as has been 


offerec to the guerrillas in the past about how they can participate 
in elections. 


I also, in my former role, as Executive Director of the 
Kissinger Commission -- We have some text on that, some suggestions 
as how that might be done. 


Q What would be the first task of the new special 


envoy to Central America? Would it be to try to persuade the guerrillas 
in El Salvador to -- 


Q To get confirmed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, to get confirmed, 
that’s right. (Laughter.) 


Q The next round of elections in El Salvador would 
be the municipal elections, the legislative elections in ‘85? Would 
it be the task of this person to try to get them to join that process? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm really not going 
to answer that question for the reasons stated earlier. If ay 
colleague wants to, that's all right with me. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You know, from « 
chronological point of view, what is -- What is important in the 
Contadora process is the -- coming up with the three different groups, 
political, economic and security, attempting to draft some kind 
of documents or papers due to their foreign ministers by April 30th. 
And as soon as we can get Ambassador Shlaudeman confirmed in the 
Senate he will be picking up the traces there to consult with the 
different countries as they try to make that date, in order to take 
the 21 points and reduce them down into language that they cen 
agree with. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 1:31 P.M. EST 
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The Briefing Roos 
19:38 A.M. EST 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: President Reagan and 


President Mitterrand had two lengthy substantive sessions in 
accition to the State dinner last night. 


There was the meeting yesterday morning and there was 
a working breakfast this morning. 


In both of the meetings, there was -- first sketching 
a little bit of the atmospherics -- a sense, at least I, an observer, 
hac & sense -~- that these are two men at ease with one another, 
able to talk openly in « relaxed manner about some serious subjects. 


In yesterday's meeting, the bulk of the conversation 
concerned East-West matters and security issues. The two Presidents 
exchanged views,in a very philosophical sense, about the Soviet Union, 
the leacership transition there, what it might imply for the West. 
They shared the view that the Soviets would be welcome if they choose 
to come back to the nuclear arms control negotiations. The two 
Presidents agreed that no concessions should be made to bring the 
Soviets back; but also shared a determination to try to solve the 
problems created by the levels of armaments in the world. 


As far as the future is concerned, they both agreed on 
the need for an intensified East-West dialogue. And you saw that 
Pres.dent Mitterrand touched on that in his speech to the joint sessior 
of Congress yesterday. And they agreed on the importance of 
maintaining the West's deterrmant strength - 


For the part of the United States, we're committed to 
an adequate deterranceand to negotiations to diminish world tensions. 
The President made that clear in his address of January i6th, 
and the approach to U.S.-Soviet relations he outlined at that time 
remains his policy. As he said at that time, it's a policy for 
the long haul. 


The U.S. continues to regret the Soviet refusal to 
resume negotiations on strategic and intermediate range nuclear 
weapons. It would appear that Soviet leadership is going through 
a period of introspection -- 


Q Could you slow down please? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure. 


-- It would appear that the Soviet leadership is going 
through a period of introspection and is attempting to divert attention 
from its unwillingness or inability to engage us in negotiations 
for genuine nuclear arms reductions. 


The U.S. is prepared for a dialogue across the board 
and insists only that the talks focus on ways to solve real problems. 
we also believe the Soviets should not be allowed to escape 
restons.bility for intransigence in the effort to achieve sub- 
stantially lower levels of nuclear weapons, via smoke screen or 
srotecacdistic proposals in other areas. 
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We're serious in our intent and will engage then 
seriously when they are are ready. Bet there should be no doubt 
where the responsibility lies if there are delays in the process. 


Q You call this a conciliatory statement? (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As I said, the two 
Presidents had 4 philosophical discussion. The two, I think, 
shared « confidence in the ability of the West to meet problens. 


On Central America, the two Presidents exchanged views. 
They discussed the indigenous factors which have led to instability 


in the region, and the Soviet role. They also discussed probleas 
in Africa and the Middle East. 


Presicent Reagan acknowledged France's ability to play 
& Significant and constructive role as evidenced by French actions 
in Lebanon and in Chad. 


At the breakfast this morning, the President offered 
to France, the possibility of accommodating «a French astronaut on 
& space shuttle flight next year. President Mitterrand responded 
favorably in principle and said details would have to be worked 
out after they've bed time to study the matter. 


Also at breakfast, there was a discussion of the 
U.S.-Western Buropean economic situation. And President Mitterrand 
discussed the just concluded EC Summit in Brussels. Both 


Presidents agreed on the need to combat pressure for protectionis=a 
on both sides of Atlantic. 


President Reagan expressed his concern to continue 
levels of agricultural exports to the European community. On East- 
West trade, the two sides share the view that one has to be careful 
and prudent about the sale of items or equipment or products of 


strategic value to the East. They also agreed that there is benefit 
in non-strategic trade. 


President Mitterrand talked a bit about his trip over 
the next week around the country: particularly, his visit to 
Illinois, where he'll visit Secretary Block's farm; and said 
specifically that he wanted to visit the farm belt to experience 
firsthand and to discuss U.S. agriculture. 


The two Presidents talked about international terrorism 
this morning -~ agreed that it is a major probles. 


They also exchanged comments on the economic recovery 
that is underway in the United States. And President Mitterrand 
talked about some favorable economic indicators in France. 


At the end of the breakfast, the two Presidents had 
a short private soment together in the Red Room. President 
Mitterrand mentioned the contribution of the 0.5. and other allies 
in 0-Day and President Reagan referred to President Mitterrand's 
role in the French resistance during World War II. 


I'll be glad to try to take your questions. 


Q Sounds like a big ¢ialogue wes mainly on the Soviet Un: 
and there were absolutely no conciliation at all. Was there 
any -- in this philosoohical discussion -- any new initiatives. 
in terms of you're not going to make any concessions on so-and- 
¢0-and-so, but is there anything in the works to entice the 
Soviets to come back or are you just going to stand there in 
a rock hard position? 


SEXIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The two Presidents 
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prilosophically about the Soviets, I think, beceuse we're 
a.l at a time when it's difficult after a chance in the Soviet 
leacersh.>, to determine what really people are thinking in the 
Kresliz. 


The two Presidents did not discuss new initietives 
in the sense that we ought to take a new and different position 
to insece the Soviets back to the table. The two Presidents screed 
tsat it would be impractical to sake concessions to get the 
Soviets Sack to the table. But they agreed that we'd all like to 
acy 


see =>em come back, and we're re for a productive dialogue 
wnaen they come back. 


Q We keep Dearing about -- the same phrase, I mean, 
for tne last six months -- this is a period of introspection in the 
instance of when Andropov was there, and now Chernenko. 


The French say that that is to some degree a smoke 
screen for saying this is the worst relationship we've ever had 
with the Soviet Union, and that -- and that Mitterrand told the 


Pres.cen: that something needs to be done about this and was very 
strong on this point. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's not an accurate 
description of what President Mitterrand told Presidert Reagan. 
Taat was not said in the meeting. 


Tt think it's hard for all “Kremlinogques” to try to 
figure out what is going on. You can sav it’s a, question--tise of intro- 
s>ection in Moscow; you can also say it's a time of jockeying for positic: 
in what seems to ce 4 sem.-permanent succession. 


Q But not so -- 


*) But not a <= the lowest point of relations 
between the U.S. and the Soviet Union since the Second Worla War? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. I don't think -- 
I don’t think we would sccept that characterization, and such 


a characterization did not come up in the meetings betweer the 
two >res.dcents. 


Q How about since the Cold War? 
SikNLOn AuMINISTHRATIVUN VPFPICIAL: I Seg your pardon? 


Q How about since the ‘50s? Really, I mean, 
Groayko calls the American attache in, gives him hell, and so forth -- 
the -- 
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the whole atmosphere is very angry. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't acree 
with that characterization. 


Q The Dartmouth group that just returned said «he 
same thing. I mean, essentially -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They found a very cold 
reception in Moscow. Now, whether that implies Moscow's inability to 
decice what to do in terms of a next step or how to find a way to get 
back to the negotiating table is hard to tell. It's the toughest 
place in the world to read what's going on. 


Q President Mitterrand says he would probably go to 
Moscow this year. Did that come out in any -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That did not come up 


in these conversations. We understand that from a magazine report in 
Paris. 


~ 


Q How would the administration view such a trip? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We haven't addressed 
it specifically. But in general, it certainly is an independent 
French decision. But if it led to a constructive outcome, I think 
there would be an acceptance of it here. 


Q Mitterrand said in his interview on McNeil-Lehrer 
-- these were his own words -- that there's a simpler case, that the 
Soviets can't come back now, after they've made all the threats about 
the INF and lost, but that they still would like at some point to come 
back. So that's why it's hard to understand now why we don't ieave 
it open for them to come back. Keep making -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think we have left 


it open. If they want to come back, we can have our negotiators back 
in Geneva next week. 


Q But we keep saying that -- your statement was not 
very conciliatory. It was not very -- you were -- didn’t seem to be 
Sust sitting back and letting them come back when they're ready. 
That's like - 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don't think 
we should take the rap for the Soviet walk-out, though. So in that 
sense, the statement stands for what it is. 


Q Just to clarify something, you said the first day, 
they dwelt mostly on East-West and Soviet matters. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Bu = “itterrand's idea of going to Moscow wasn't 
mentioned? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It wasn't discussed 
in any detail, no. 


Q Was it discussed at all? 

- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: By implication ‘in the 
sense that there was a discussion of East-West contacts and how the 
dialogue might be resumed. But basically -- i'm not going to get inte 
the specific, explicit details of what the two Presidents said ina 
tit-for-tat sort of mode but -- 


Q Did Mitterrand tel. Reacan he was going to go to 


Yes cow? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATICN CFFIC.AL: ‘ct specifically as 
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Q Well, how unspecifically did he say -- (Lauchter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, they talked about 
the possibilities for resusitating a dialogue. 


Q Did he talk about the possibility of going to Moscow? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He did not go into any 
Getail about any planned personal trip he had. 


“ 


2 It's hard to believe that these two Presidents 
would get together and talk about the Soviet Union without one of them 
mentioning in some detail that Mitterrand is going to go to Moscow 
and talk to the new leader. What were they thinking about? If they 
Gidn't bring it up, it seems to me a failing on their part. 
Q Philosophical discussion. 
Q So how do you explain that? 


SFNIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't accept 
the premise that's in your question. 


Q Well, to what extent did they talk about it? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: About East-West relations? 


Q No, for God's sake. What are we talking about? 
We're talking about going to the Soviet Union by Mitterrand. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I told you it was not 
Giscussed in any detail. What more can I say? 


Q Well, the President wasn't interested in the fact 
that Mitterrand is going to go to Moscow? 


Q You Zidn't say it was not brought up. The subject 
was discussed. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The subject of East-West 
contacts and about possible ways to resusitate dialogue was discussed. 


Q And in that context was the point brought up that 


Mitterrand may go to the Soviet Union -- in the context of how those 
talks may be resusitated? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not necessarily in that 
context. 


Q Weil, was it brought up in any context? 
Q In some other context? 

Q I don't understand why you're -- 

Q Why are we having such problems? 

Q -- why are you dancing around this? 


Q Is there some underlying -- you don't want to announce 
the trip before it's official, is that what you're doing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think it's 
incumbent on the French to announce what they're going to do themselves. 


Q How about was it understood in their conversations 
that Mitterrand was going? I mean -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I wouldn't say that. 


2 Can you tell us any more about the possibility of 
resusitating the dialogue -- what kind of ideas did they have for -- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it was a much 
more general, philosophical discussion. It wasn't saying next week 
or next month somebody ought to do X, Y, or 2. 


Q But did Mitterrand repeat that he thinks they 
want to come back and they were calking about ways to encourage that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ‘That was -- you know, 
it was a general discussion in the sense that that's one of the 
interpretations, that maybe the Soviets are trying to figure out a 
way to get back that will save face, but one doesn't know that con- 
cretely. 


Q Well, this big statement you gave us about, you 
know, the Russians are to blame and it's their responsibility and 
so forth -- that comes from both countries? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, that's an American 
view. 


Q Did the -- I have a couple of questions. One is, 
did the question of a U.S.-Soviet summit come up 
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an= 3i3 Mitterrand have any views about the President's criteria for 
a succit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. 
Q The idea of a U.S.-Soviet summit never came up? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q Did they discuss the weather? Wo -- let me ask you 
another question. There has been some discussion either as a conces- 
sion or a way of increasing the dialogue of submitting some treaties 
that were never ratified by the Senate to the Senate, like the 150 
kiloton limit. Was there any discussion of that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q Was there any discussion of letters that the President 
misht have sent to Chernenko? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. There was a discus- 
sion of the dialogue, but not any discussion of any letters. 


Q What is this readout about? (Laughter.) 
Q What is the dialogue between -- 

Q Discussion of the dialogue? 
Q 


What dialogue is there between the President and 
the Soviet leader? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm describing the dis- 
cussicns >etween the two Presidents, not -- 


Q You said there was a discussion of the dialogue. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. 
Q Could you -—— what was the nature of that? How did -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that we have been 
in contact with the Soviets over recent months and have been trying to 
maxe it clear to them that we would welcome a resumption of the nuclear 
aras control talks, and that, thus far, the Soviets have given no indi- 
cation that they are capable or willing to return to the talks. 


Q Did the President mention anything that he -- did 
the President say that he had written to Chernenko? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not going to get into 
a sentence by sentence -- 


Q No, I don't — 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- description of the 
account. 


Q -- I wouldn't want you to, but, I mean, just that 
question. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION JFFICIAL: No, he didn't say speci- 
ficaliy, “= have written to Chernenko", no. 


Q What is their hold out position of why they don't 
want tO come back if we've had that many contacts and we have openec 


mos asms, and so forth? What do they say? I mean, not -- do they say 
rot antil you do this, or do they lay down conditions? I mean, i know 


tne ieployment of the Pershing missiles are -- but they've accepted 
“sat sow, naven't they, basically? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'm not here 
tc speak for the Soviets. You can look at their public statements 
wnich have talked about the fact that the deployment of the missiles 


in their view altered a situation, and they imply or assert, depend 
on who the speaker is, that somehow a new situation has been mo 


that has to be taken into account. But they haven't -- they haven't 
put forward any specific statements that if X were done then Y would 
happen. 


Q Well, do you assume that -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What has - I have 
more the feeling as an observer -- and my colleague who's had more ex- 
perience than I in Soviet affairs might want to comment -- that the 
Soviets basically seem a bit blocked right now. 

Q Why? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Why? Because there's 
been a change in the leadership. 


Q Why do we keep suggesting that there's jockeying 
for power there? You've done that today, and Ambassador Hartman — 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I've suggested that 
as an hypothesis, not asa fact. 


Q Well, I know, but you -- there are a lot of things 
you were being very closed-mouthed about, and the fact that you're 


suggesting that there's a jockeying for power and Hartman did yesterday -- 
why is that? I mean, to the lay observer, it would appear that 

Chernenko has gotten all the top positions so far. Why do we think 
there's some jockeying going on? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: My colleague, alone, 


micht tell you there will be another transition sometime in the 
fairly new future and I suspect -- 


Q Well, he's a year younger than President Reacan. 
I wonder about that. 


Q At his -- are you speaking of his death? 
Q He is 72 and the President is 73 -- 
Q He may pump iron, too. Who knows? 


Q -- so is there a jockeying for position here in 
the West Wing? 


Q You know the answer to that. 
Q Does Mitterrand speak English? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He did not speak English 
with the President. 


Q Do you know whether he speakes English at any time? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: My own personal knowledge? 
I've never heard him speak English. I'm told he speaks some English. 


Q He does? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 

Q They spoke through translators? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. 
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. Maybe they forgot the translator. Is that why 
“an issues were not Srought up? Laughter.) 


wont 1368 











Q Are the Soviets waiting until after the November 
electicn? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Ask the Soviets. 


Q I thought that Mitterrand had some complaints 
about some U.S. economic policies -- that the U.S. was dumping 
agriculture products in Burope at the expense of French farmers and 
that the U.S. was considering a tax on wine. Did he raise any of 
these -- on French wines being imported. Was any of this brought 
up at all? tI mean, did he -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, there were no 
complaints of that nature at all. 


Q Did the President repeat some of his statements 
to the Congress yesterday about the fact that, in Central America, 
it’s more a question of homegrown, indigenous problems than it is 
of outsice Soviet, Marxist influence? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. As I said at the 
outset, the two talked about both the indigenous problems which gen- 
erate instability and the fact that there is a Soviet role. 


Q Well, can you -—- can you give us -- there seems to 
be some ¢cisacgreement between the two on that subject. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not in this meeting. 
I mean, the meetings were, I think, pretty well characterized by an 
absence of disagreement. 


Q You're saying there was no disagreement on the 
question of the reason for the revolutions in Central America today 
between Mitterrand and Reagan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was no disagreement 


in the meetings. That doesn’t mean that the two men share a total 
identity of views, but in the meeting, there was not a disagreement. 


Q How did he enjoy California wines? 


Q Was any coordination in Lebanon discussed about 
the sultinational force? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not coordination, per 
se. There was a recognition that we've both been through a long, 
difficult process there. And there was a discussion about the hopes 
for some sort of resolution in Lebanon and the need -- the need for 
the Western powers to try to exercise a positive role there. 


Q What was productive about the meetings? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: These weren't planned 
as decision-making meetings. There were no communiques planned. 
There were no treaties or agreements sketched out by the bureaucrats 
in the weeks ahead so that the two would have an agreement. The 
meetings were what they were billed as -- a chance to visit and ex- 
change views. 


Q At the Secretary of State level with Cheysson 
and Shultz, was there any discussion during this time here about the 
possibility of the French President going to Moscow? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Secretary and 
Cheysson are going to have their separate meeting this afternoon, 
so that is << the meetings thus far have been with the two Presidents 


anc their teams. 


Q Do you anticipate that to be @ more substantive 


“eet. 2 than those between the two heads of state? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATICN OFTICIAL: I woulé hope that it 
‘ally as substantive as the ores that have happened here. 
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Q Can we go beck -- was there any discussion of 
economic issues such as 0.5. interest rates and currency issues -- 
that sort of thing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. Interest rates, 
per se, didn't -~ were not discussed this morning. 


Q Did they decide -- 
Q I'm sorry -- I don't understand what that means. 


SENTOR AOMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You asked whether there 
was a discussion of U.S. interest rates. My answer is no, there was 
not a discussion of 0.8. interest rates. 


Q Currency and currency relationships? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The fact that at 
Williamsburg the seven economic powers agreed last spring to try to 
work on the International Monetary System and that they would be 
reviewing this at the London Sumit which comes in June, yes. 


Q Asice from statements against protectionism which 
is pretty standard fare, did they talk in any way about how to resolve 
the differences over agricultural trade? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not in specifics, no. 


Q They did not talk about how it would be handled, 
how it would be approached? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. I mean, the dif- 
fererces are potential rather than current, if you will. They are 
potential if the Buropean community takes certain actions against 
American agricultural exports. The commun ty did not agree on any 
actions Monday and Tuesday in Brussels at all, so the differences 
remain potential. 


Q But was there any talk about how to avoid greater 
protecticnism by easing off on exports? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q I mean, it's clearly perceived as a problem. Was 
there any discussion of ways to avoid it becoming 4 worse problem? 


SENIOK ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not in explicit “if 
you do this we ought to do this* measure, no. It was -- these weren't 
negotiating sessions. 


C I'd like to go back to the language. The moment 
in the Red Room just before Mitterrand departed, was a translator 
used? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, there was an inter- 
preter present. 


Q When they walked down the stairs without an inter- 
preter, they seemed to be conversing. How were they doing that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: President Mitterrand 
spent some time in England as a young man and, I am told, speaks 
a faic amount of English. 


Q Because the President does not speak -- President 
Reacan does not speak French, does he? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


10:59 A.M. EST 
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PRESS BRIEFING 
BY SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY, DONALD REGAN 
ON THE TRIP TO CHINA 


The Briefing Room 
10:15 A.M. EST 


MR. SIMS: Ladies and gentlemen, I am pleased to intro- 
duce the Secretary of Treasury, who has just talked to the President 
about his trip to China, Japan, and Korea, and will now discuss it 
with you. Mr. Secretary? 


SECRETARY REGAN: I first have an opening statement and 
then I'll take questions. I am just back from a 10-day trip to The 
People's Republic of China, Japan, and Korea. This morning I'd like 
to touch on the China portion of the trip, where my Chinese counter- 
part, Chinese Finance Minister Wang Binggian, and I co-chaired the 
fourth session of the United States-China Joint Economic Committee. 
This fourth meeting was very successful and I was pleased to discuss 
the President's upcoming visit. 


The Chinese gave me a warm and cordial welcome and I 
expect that the President will be treated to a friendly and productive 
visit. The Joint Economic Commission meets roughly once 4 year, 
alternating between Beijing and Washington. In addition to the formal 
JEC sessions, I had meetings with Premier Zhac, Foreign Minister Wu, 
Finance Minister Wang, and Trade Minister Chen. During these meetings 
I had the opportunity to discuss how the United States and the PRC 
could work together to increase our economic, trade, and financial 
ties. Also, I had an opportunity to address outstanding problems 
between our two nations and how President Reagan's upcoming visit can 
serve as a catalyst to find their solutions. 


As 4 result of the trip, I have a better understanding 
of China's economy, its potentials, and its problems. As you Know, 
while there we initialed a bilateral tax treaty which President Reagan 
and Premier Zhao will sign next month. The treaty reduces the un- 
certainty for investors of both countries about the tax consequences 
of investing in each other's country. In addition, we agree with the 
Chinese to try harder to conclude an agreement for protection of 
investors prior to the President's visit. The Chinese negotiating 
team is here thie week for further discutsions. 


I was also pleased to be able to tell the Chinese that 
our Overseas Private Investment Corporation and China's Ministry of 
Foreign Economic Relations and Trade will co-sponsor a United States 
investment mission to China this fall. We expect 25 to 30 United 
States firms to participate. They'll primarily be in the light 
manufacturing, construction, agri-business and electronics. Expec~ 
tations of success for that trip appear high. 


I aleo stressed to the Chinese the importance of fully 
implementing existing agreements in order that we can confidently 
proceed to new areas. 

Now I will take your questions. 


Q I gather from existing agreements you're talking 
about grain in particular? Where do we stand on that? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Well, grain is one of the current ones. 
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As far as we stand, they assured me that they will 
abide by the treaty, the agreement, and will perform in accordance 
with that this year. 


Q What does that do for textiles and so forth? 
What's the relationship? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Unless you're wearing gunnysacks, I'm 
not sure. 


Q No, no. The question was whether they were retal- 
iating against us. 


Q Just answer the question. (Laughter. ) 


SECRETARY REGAN: Gee, if you can comment on mine, I 
can comment on yours. (Laughter. ) 


As far as the grain agreement, we would assume what that 
means is they will order and sign contracts for all of the purchases 
that they have agreed to in that grain agreement. As far as textiles 
are concerned, as you know, we have a multi-fiber agreement among al) 
the nations of the world. And their quota has been increased under 


that over the past several years and will remain, in the future, where 
it is currently. 


Q Did they give you any indication what they might 
accept in terms of terms on a new long-term grain agreement? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Wo. I stressed the need to complete 
the current one before we get into discussions on the next one. 


Yes? 


Q Are you saying that we would <-- you said -- you're 
quoted as saying that the U.S. would welcome the grain agreement. Is 
this regardless of the fact of whether or not they would make up the 
shortfall in purchases from last year? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Well, I made that statement after they 
assured me that they would abide by the current treaty or the current 
agreement. 


Q So you're saying it depends on -- 


SPCRETARY REGAN: Sure. First things first. I mean, 
we want to see fulfillment of the current agreement before we get into 
diecussions on the other one. 


Q Argentina says it's not going to pay interest on its 
debt that's due in a few days. What does that do to the banking system 
of this country? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Well, if they mies the March jlet dead- 
line, that means that many of the loans have to be marked as non-per- 
forming. There will be a meeting -- I think there's ten-day period 
after this happens before the regulators, the comptroller of the cur- 
rency and the Fed meet to characterize these loans. And if they declare 
that these are non-performing loans, then the banke have to take « 
hit to their earnings for whatever the amount of interest is that's 
overdue. 


Q Do you see this as an effort by Argentina to put 
pressure on the banks for more favorable terms? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Well, I think the Argentine finds it- 
self in straits where they claim they don't have enough foreign exchange 
on hand to pay this. They're looking for a new type of agreement. It's 
my understanding, although communications have been poor this morning 





S72 











and I wasn’t able to communicate when I was in China that well, but 
I've talked with my Deputy, Tim McNamara, who's down there, and he 
says that there is 4 lot of work going on to see if some type of 
accommodation can be sade prior to the March ilst deadline. 


Q What do you mean by “accommodation”? 
Q Are you concerned about this? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Well, the banks’ representers are down 
there at ths .xter-wmerican development bank meeting and the 
Argentine F: °° « F.nister, Mr. Greenspun, is at the meeting also. G0 
there have .-° ‘caversations going on among the banks, the Argentine 
financial a.t>ocities, and other interested nations. 


Q What would you like to see the Fed Open Market 
Committee do on money supply? 


SECRETARY REGAN: All we want them to do is supply enough 
money to make possible the type of recovery that they see for this 
year for their 4.3 percent real growth and inflation around 4 and «4 
half percent. 


Q Are they providing enough now or would you like to 
see them loosen it up a little more? Regarding -- ac the interest rates 
go back up. 


SECRETARY REGAN: We're not telling the Fed what to do 
as far as the money supply is concerned. That's their area of exper- 
tise. 


Q I know you’re not telling them what to do, but are 
they giving enough now or do you think they need to loosen it up? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Well, I haven't taken 4 look at the 
statistics in ten days, 8o I'm a little bit behind the curve on that 
one. But I noted with interest that some of the administration are 
saying that. 


Q Well, & month ago, you were in this room -- you 
said that money growth was now sufficient. Do you stand by that? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Pardon? 


Q About a month ago in this Briefing Room, you said 
that the current rate of money growth was sufficient. Oo you stil) <- 


SECRETARY REGAN: It was at that point. I haven't <-- 
frankly, I haven't checked the statistics. I don't know what they 
are at this point. 


Q But the interest rates are higher. 


Q But interest rates are going up. Another half on 
the prime -- while you were gone. Out of town, right? (Laughter.) 
And the forecast that they'll start to creep up even more this summer. 


SECRETARY REGAN: Well, that remains to be seen. There 
are some who are forevesiiny cieei the second quarter -- and I happen 
to be in agreement with that -- won't have the same amount of real 
growth as thie first quarter. And if that happens, they'll be less 
pressure on interest rates. 


Q Some people thing the pressure is because of the 
huge deficit. 


SPCRETARY REGAN: I know. (Laughter.) And we're working 
on that deficit. 


Q Mr. Secretary, the President, in his speech this 
morning to the insurers says the deficit which pessimists predicted 
would keep going up is now coming down. It's being brought down by 
economic growth. Can you tell us more about how the deficit is coming 
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down? 











SECRETARY REGAN: Well, there is a standard law 
in economics that for every one percent of une=ploy- 
ment the -- it reduces receipts to the U.S. Treasury of about 
$25 billion to $30 billion annually. Accordingly, when we had 
10.7 percent unemployment above what might be called “full employ- 
ment,” that was @ matter of -- oh, close to 5 percentage points, which 
will be $125 billion-$150 billion of the deficit accounted for by 
what would be called “cyclical factors.* 


Now, I think that's probably the reference the Presi- 


Gent had, that es unemployment comes down, cyclical factors will re- 
duce that deficit. 


Q Well, actually, the President said the other 
night that he wasn't worried about the deficit. It was big enough 
to take care of itself. 


SECRETARY REGAN: Sounds like a Gridiron joke to 


Q Are you satisfied, though, that the Republican's 
downpayment -- another $150 billion -- is enough to prevent a run- 
up of interest retes? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Yes, a8 4 pragmatist, I think that's 
about the limit that we could get this year in deficit reductions 


Q My question is whether or not that's enough to -- 


SECRETARY REGAN: I! believe that if that amount actually 
Goes pass the Congress, and better sooner than later, if that happens, 
the money markets will be reassured that the federal government does 
intend to get ite deficits under control. 


Q If Argentina doesn't pay back this interest like 
it has threatened to do, what effect will that have on interest 
rates? 


SECRETARY REGAN: On interest rates? WNothing per 
se. The main effect will be on bank earnings. 


Q Won't banks cut back on their lending? On the 
amount of money that's available for lending? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Wo, I wouldn't think so. 


Q Does the strength of the recovery mean there 
is less need for the administration to worry about deficits? 


SECRETARY PEGAN: Wo, because we want to keep the 
recovery going. The average length of a recovery, you know, in the 
post-World War II era is about 38 to 40 months. We'd like to have 
this at least an average recovery, if not better than average. And 


Geficits are one of the problems -- nagging problems that could hurt 
in this endeavor. 


Q So do you think the economy is expanding too 
fast now? Is it owerheating -- 


SECRETARY REGAN: Well, “overheating” would have « 
reference to inflation, not the rate of real growth of the economy, 
as to whether the economy's growing too strong to have no idle 
capecity, therefore, price increases and the like. I don't see 
evidence of that as yet in the inflation figures. And if, a8 most 
people say, the second quarter, indeed, is going to be a lot less 
strong than the first quarter, then you wouldn't expect overheating. 
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Q Mr. Secretary -- 

MR. SIMS: Mr. Secretary, could I interrupt for «a 
second to say the travel pool will form in the Lower Press Office? 

And does anyone have any more questions about the Secretary's trip? 

Q Can you put some specifics -- 

SECRETARY REGAN: This will be the final one. 

Q -- behind the President's broad statement that 
the deficits are now coming down? What -- the economic recovery 
means they"re going to be brought down by how much? How many billion 
are we saving as a result of unemployment? From our original projection 
and what's the projection today? 

SECRETARY REGAN: I can't characterize it exectiy. But 
I would say at this point it’s at least -- close to $100 billion less 


than it would have been hed this unemployment continued at the 
104-11 era. 


Q Over three years or over just this one specific 
year? Which year is it $100 billion less? 


SECRETARY REGAN: In the out years. This is cumulative 
and by 19865, that’s where it would be. 


Q For God's sakes, go to bed. 
MR. SIMS: Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 


SECRETARY REGAN: Yes, I know, it’s 20,000 miles and 
my body -- 


Q You get a free trip to Rome, though -- 
SECRETARY REGAN: -<-- says its midnight. 
Q -- On your special bonus mileage. {Laughter .) 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 10:30 A... EST 





THE WHITE HOUSE 


Office of the Press Secretary 





For Yfmmediate Release March 25, 1964 


PRESS BRIEFING 
BY AMBASSADOP HARRY W. SHLAUDEMAN 
ON CENTRAL AMERICA 


The Briefing Room 
10:27 A.M. EST 


AMBASSADOR SHUAUDEMAN: I did have the great pleasure 
of meeting with the President this morning. I'm -- the occasion -- 
I'm leaving tomorrow morning on my first trip to Central America 
and had the opportunity to review the trip ahead and the mission 
ahead with the President. He emphasized to me, certainly a conviction 
I share, that there must indeed be a political solution in Central 
America, that the Administration's policy is directed at that, 
bringing together all of the various strands at play. 


I think the fact that I met with the President, 
and that I'm leaving so soon -- that was only confirmed on Tuesday -- 
is, I would say, a signal of the interest of the President and the 
administration in this diplomatic mission. And I'm very pleased 
to be undertaking it. 


I intend to do the five countries of Central America, 
and meet with the chiefs of state and the foreign ministers. A 
little later on, 1 will make another trip to do the four Contadora 
countries. 


As you may know, there's a timetable, a calendar working 
in the Contadora process. The three working groups on security, 
political matters, and economic affairs are scheduled to report 
on April 30 to the foreign ministers. This will be quite detailed 
reports to form the basis for what is <- it is hoped will be a 
comprehensible and verifiable treaty for the region. And I'm 
particularly interested in educating myself on the process, and 
seeing in what ways we can be helpful. 


Q Does the United States support such a treaty for 
the region? 


AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: Yes, indeed. The basis of the 
work of the working groups is the list of 21 objectives set down 
by the -- by the Contadora countries with the Central American 
countries. And atreaty <-- a verifiable, comprehensive treaty 
including the 21 points -- all of them <-- would indeed, in our 
judgment, form the basis for peace in the region. 


Q Have you received specific assurances about your 
role as the President's special envoy down there as to ensure that 
matters of personality or jurisdiction don't frustrate you in your 
mission, as I think your predecessor did? 
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AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: Yes, I have, really have no 
expectation of any problems whatsoever in that field -- (Laughter.) 


Q Why? 


AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: I've been around a long time. 
I expect to be able to handle any problems that might «rise. 


Q When you leave tomorrow, which country are you 
going to first, sir? 


AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: I'm not going to say that for 
reasons, I think, you're familiar with. 


Q Well, I just wondered if it was on the record. 
Q Question? 
Q What was the question? 


AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: “What was the first country 
I go to." 


Q What's happening in Latin -- 


Doesn't -- the Contadora nations are calling for 
withdrawal of all foreign forces in Latin America. Do we support -- 


AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: Central America. 


Q -- in Central America. If we support that, is the 
U.S. prepared, once this treaty is signed, to withdraw its forces, 
mot only in Honduras but in El Salvador? 


AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: As I said, the 21 points, including 
that one, form, in our opinion, the basis for a -- if, embodied in a 
verifiable and comprehensive treaty, I think, would form the basis 
for a settlement, certainly in the interests of Central America and 
in our own interests. 


Q Well, does that mean that we're prepared, then, to 
withdraw U.S. military personnel from Honduras and El Salvador? 


AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: If in the -- you have to look at 
all the 21 points. If they are all included in the treaty, yes, I 
would say exactly. 

Q Mr. Ambassador? 

AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: Yes? 

Q To return to that question of which country you're 
gOing to go to first -- the State Department yesterday said you were 
gOing to Honduras first. 

AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: They shouldn't have. (Laughter. ) 


Q Were they right, though? 


s Are they right? (Laughter.) 
Q We want to -=- let's come back to <- 
* What are you going to be doing <-- 
Q Let's come beck to this withdrawal business. If 
all the countries who signed the treaty abide by the 21 points, is 
that the point where you say we would withdraw? Or what <- I mean, you 


really ought to clear this up. 





AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: The 21 points include a large 
number of very important -- treat a large number of very important 
issues. And they're all interconnected. And part of this calls for 
the withdrawal, and it is -- it's not spelled out, you know, exactly 
when. They haven't reached that point in terms of language. It 
calls for the withdrawal of foreign advisers and foreign military 
elements. But this is all connected with a number of other points, 
including democratization, and an end to the arms race, an end to 
the support of subversion -- it's a very comprehensive set of objectives. 


Q Mr. Ambassador, as you said, you've been around a 
long time, are you Optimistic that this treaty has a chance of 
adopticn: 


AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: Yes. Yes, in the end, I think, 
some sort of regional arrangement of that kind will be in the cards. 


Q What's your present view? 


Q Do you have any reasonable hopes of accomplishing 
anything in which the government of Nicaragua, given the current state 
of events? And, secondly, are you going to check out the qualifications 
of Nora Astorga? (Laughter. ) 


AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: (Laughter.) 
° Be careful. (Laughter.) 


AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: The answer to your first question, 
Jerry, is maybe I can answer it when I come back. And on the second 
one, that's not in my particular -- 


Q Mr. Ambassador, what do you do, and what does 
Mr. Motley do -- 


Q Give us yOur present view of -- 
Q -- how would you describe the ditferent roles? 


AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: Well, Mr. Motley is the Assistant 
Secretary who is the operational officer in the Department cf State 
responsible for Latin, or Central American policy. And I have been 
given the task of representing the President in attempting to facilitate 
diplomatic and political solutions in the region. I intend to work 
very closely with Mr. Motley whom I know quite well, and I don't see 
that any problems will arise. 


Q Who becomes the spokesman for the American position 
with these various countries -- 


AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: Well, obviously, I'm going to 
be doing the traveling and will be speaking with them, but Mr. Motley 
js not only perfectly capable, but should be in a position to state 
the U.S. interests. 


Q What's your present view, if I may, on whether 
military aid to El Salvador should be tied to a certifiable progress 
on human rights there? 


AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: I think there's no -- as you know 
I worked on the Kissinger Commission report, and -- 


“ Your present view? 
AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: -<-- yes, I don't think there's 
any quarrel about the need for improverznt in human rights and the 


fact that this is, indeed -- that assistance should be conditioned on 





progress on human rights. The question is, in what form? And that, 
I think, is a subject for negotiation. 


Q On the report which you worked on seemed to suggest 
it should be a certifiable form, certified by the President to 
Congress. 


AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: That's not what it says. It says 
that it should be conditioned in legislation. It doesn't refer to 
certification. 


Q Do you agree that it should be conditioned in an 
absolute sense? 


AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: Yes, I -- again, I think this 
has to be worked out. I think that obvicusly you must have progress 
on human rights, 





and that this, as we said in the report, this is tied to the question 
of military assistance, and there is a condition there. Now, exactly 
how you do it, what kind of language you put it in, is another matter. 


Q Just one final question, if I may -- do you see that 
you then have any difference or no difference with the administration 
on this position? 


AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: No, I have no difference with them. 


Q Mr. Ambassador, Gary Hart is saying that we should get 
ail U.S. troops out of Central America now. What do you think of that? 


AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: I'd rather not comment on that. 


QO Well, why not? It's -- he's a Senator. 


AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: Well, I wouldn't agree that we 
should get all the troops out, and I don't know what else I could say 
about it. 


Q Do you think it's a legitimate political issue? 
AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: That, I don't know. 


Q Well, what would happen if we withdrew unilaterally 
right now? 


AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: If you withdrew from where uni- 
laterally? From Central America entirely? 


Q Central America. 


AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: I think my own view would be that 
the insurgents would win in £1 Salvador. 


Q Aren't they going to win anyway? 


Q You said that the administration wants a political 
solution. Is there any conflict between that and the aid to the Contras, 
and what do you see as the function of that aid? 


AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: My understanding is that we don't 
comment in public on aid to -- on the question you raised. 


Q Not even as to what the purpose of it is? 


AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: I just refer you back to the 
Kissinger Commission Report which advocates maintaining, as it says, 
“pressures and incentives in order to promote negotiations”. 


Q You indicated you were hopeful about the long-term, 
longer term prospects for some kind of a regional agreement. I mean, 
do you see the key to that, the impetus, coming from the military pres- 
sure that's being exerted right now against the Left with the backing 
of the United States, or throuch the Contadora -- some kind of regional 
initiative from the countries themselves? 


AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: I think the two things work together. 
And I think it's -=- obviously, the Contadora process is a Latin American 
initiative,it is the initiative of those four countries. They are the 
ones who carried it forward. They, with the five Central American 
countries, are the ones who will, in the end, create the treaty or the 
settlement, as you said. But you have <-- on the other side, you have 
the security problem, which, I think, has to be addressed. I think 
there has to be, again, incentives and pressures. 





Q Mr. Ambassador, then if the Cubans and the Soviets, 
and the other Eastern bloc nations withdraw their personnel from 
Nicaragua, would the U.S. then be willing to withdraw its personnel 
from Honduras and El] Salvador? 


AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: Again, in terms if you have a 
comprehensive, verifiable treaty covering all 21 points. 


Q In other words, you're saying the U.S. would not 
unilaterally withdraw from Central America? 


AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: That's right. 


Q Mr. Ambassador, critics of military aid got some more 
ammunition from the story that approximately half of the Salvadoran 
rebels’ weapons are American weapons captured, and that that's further 
evidence that we ought not to give more military aid, we're just 
fueling the conflict. 


AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: I'm not -- I have to confess I'm 
not thoroughly briefed on that point. I'm not sure it was exactly -- 
if it was said that way, I'm not sure that's exactly right. I think 
the point, however, is that in any guerrilla war, you are going to lose 
arms to both sides and this is happening on both sides. I think the 
statement was also made, which, as I understand it, is the critical one, 
that the ammunition -- the munitions are not -- the munitions are coming 
into El salvador across the border. This -- you know, the guns aren't 
much good without the munitions. 


Q Mr. Ambassador, what is your position on terrorists 
events such as the blowing up of the facilities in the Port in Nicaragua? 


AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: I have no idea. 
Q Well, do you have a view on that? 
AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: No. 


Q What about the suggestion by many people down there 
that it was a CIA operation? 


AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: Again, my understanding is that 
we don't address these things. 


QO Well, does that mean we condone that sort of <-- 
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AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: I say again, we don't address 
these tings -- 


Q Well, you say the munitions are coming in across 
the border. I thought that flow had been pretty much stopped. There 
were all kinds of claims of success. 


AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: I believe the testimony yester- 
day was that that is not the case. But I was not present for the 
testimony. 


Q Is the situation now worsening again, that the 
munitions are coming back across the border or -- 


AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: I think this is -- the munitions 
have been flowing -- I have never read that that traffic was stopped 
and I would be very dubious that it was. 


Q What do you think we've accomplished in our three 
years of massive intervention in Central America, when we weren't 
really there before with high-powered military aid and so forth? What 
has been the progress, really? I mean, where are we? Aren't they 
more in war today than they were in 1981? 


AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: Well, you could look at it the 
other way. If we weren't there, what would it be? 


I think the fact is that some progress has been made, 
considerable progress. 


0 In what way? 


AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: I think in El Salvador. As 
I said here when I briefed on the elections, this is a long and 
difficult process. But I think considerable progress has been made. 
And I think -=- one thing you might -- at least the way I look at it, 
is that clearly El Salvador, which was the most difficult country 
of the region in terms of the social and political structures, is 
Clearly not the same country it was in 1979. And I think the basis 
there is -- the basis is there for lasting progress. And I think 
we've contributed to that. 


-- answer your own question and tell us what 
would have happened if we weren't there? 


AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: In my view, the -- at least 
two countries, Nicaragua and El Salvador, would be under Marxist- 
Leninist regimes in which I don't -=- I recommend to those of you 
who haven't read it an article recently in the Atlantic Monthly 
by the great Peruvian novelist, Mario Vargas Llosa, in which he talks 
about this question of whether Latin Americans really merit democracy 
Or not. It's a brilliant piece of analysis, with which I happen to 
agree. 


Q You say Nicaragua might have become Marxist if 
we weren't there? 


AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: I said there would be two -- 
(laughter. ) 


Q Well, do you think that Castro has been stopped 
now and that we will forever never negotiate with him? 


AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: I have no idea. The Cuban 
issue is not one I'm ready to -- 


Q Well, isn't it all a part of the same package? 
AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: Well, certainly it's true 


that Cuban intervention, in my judgment, is the primary element in 
this problem. But I haven't seen any indication on his part that 
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he's prepared -- and this goes back many years now -- that he's pre- 
pared, really, to talk about these issues. 


He is prepared to negotiate -- and this goes back to 
at least 1975 -- to negotiate what he calls “bilateral issues,” which 
have to do with expropriations and the like. But I have never seen 
any indication -- 


Q Do you think the Cubans are the primary element 
in the problem? 


AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: I think Cuban intervention is -- 
as we say in the report, obviously these problems have very deep his- 
torical roots and obviously social injustice, closed political systems 
created the situation in which you have the crisis. But I think it is 
Cuban intervention that gives it that extra and, in my mind, very 
dangerous dimension. 


Q Mr. Ambassador, you said that you think in the 
end, in the long run there will be some sort of regional treaty -- 


AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: I certainly hope so. 


Q On what do you base that? And what incentive is 
there for the left or the Nicaraguans to enter into such an agreement? 


AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: There are a number of incentives 
in the end for them, to give you one example, the Central American 
Common Market. I think it's very hard for me to envisage real economic 
progress in Nicaragua, and I hope that's what they're interested in, 
without close economic cooperation with the other four countries. 

This -- In many ways, this is a unit, this region. That's simply 
one example of what I think are a number of incentives for them to 
join in. 


Q Mr. Ambassador -- 
MR. SIMS: -- one more -- 


Q -- did the President discuss the prospects for 
the military aid package before Congress? 


AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: We mentioned it, that's all I 
can say. 
Q What did he say about -- 


AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: I'm -- 


Q Is he worried about it? 

AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: I'm not -- He refused to answer 
that question. I'm not able to. 

Q What did he say to you besides -- wants a political 
solution? 

AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN: He wished me luck. (Lauchter. ) 

0 In Honduras? 

¢ Around here. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 10:46 A.M. EST 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
, ON-THE-RECORD BRIEFING 
BY 
THOMAS R. PICKERING 
UNITED STATES AMBASSADOR TO EL SALVADOR 
THURSDAY, MARCH 29, 1984, 3:00 P.M. 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon everybody. We are 
on the record. This is an On-the-Record briefing by 
Ambassador Thomas Pickering, our United States Ambassador 
to to El Salvador. Ambassador Pickering was asked to come 
to Washington by members of the Congressional delegation 
that went down to monitor the elections. He's been here 
for a day or so; returning to El Salvador tomorrow, and he 
is now all yours. 

AMBASSADOR PICKERING: Thank you, Jchn, very much. 
As John mentioned, I was up talking to the Congress about 
the elections in El Salvador which took place last Sunday. 
They were interested in what had been happening since they 
left two days ago. I made it clear that we now have 
95 percent of the report on the vote. This comes from 
the political parties, but you have to understand that the 
political parties participate in the counting. They receive 
copies of the reports of each balloting at each polling 
place and have a very effective system of adding them up. 


I'm made to understand from reports from El 


Salvador that, in fact, the two leading political parties 





have pretty much agreed as to the outcome of the figures. 
But 75 percent or more -- perhaps as many as 1.4 million 
people who are actually able to exercise their right to 
vote despite the cuerrilla attacks and despite the confusion 
surrounding the introduction of a new balloting systen, 
the late arrival o: pallots in many polling places, and 
so forth, is not nearly as significant as many had at first 
feared the downturn in voting participating would 
actually be in the elections. 

As you may know, the parties are now seemingly 
close together on the fact that Mr. Duarte has about 45 
percent of the vote; Mr. D'Aubuisson, about 30 percent; 
and Mr. Guerrero between 18 and 19 percent of the vote in 
this current election. 

That will mean that there will be a second 
election, a runoff election. We're not certain of the 
date because that has to be set by the Elections Council 
within thirty days of the official tally. But we expect 
that perhaps the 29th of April or the 6th of May are likely 
dates coming as they do after Easter and Holy Week 
celebrations in San Salvador, and with a sufficient time 


to conduct political campaigns. 


We expect that the next weeks will be very busy 





ones in the electoral process in El Salvador, including, 
obviously, discussions among the parties as to what the 
parties who did not win this round will do with their 
votes and with their voters. 
I also mentioned that, when I was up on the 
Hill in particular, a large amount of attention has been 
directed to the military in politics in El Salvador. They 
reported, and I was pleased to reaffirm their report, when 
they spoke to the President, that it appeared very clearly 
that the military had stayed out of politics and done an 
excellent job in protecting the election. 
I was happy to note, as well, that the largest 
CampesinoO ynion in El Salvador made it a point in their 
public announcement welcoming the elections and the results. 
They indicated they felt the army had done a good job in 
staying out of the elections and protecting the elections. 
This brings me to the second point that I was 
making on the Hill, and that was clearly that the 
assistance that we provide is running out. No more money 
is available and none has been available since February. 


When I was here with you a little while ago, I catalogued 


for you the kinds of things they were running out of. 





We can add to the munitions I spoke about then 
and the communication sets and the personal equipment and 
the rifles, additional very critical spare parts, medical 
supplies, replacement helicopters for those that had been 
lost in the fighting over the last three months. And, in 
addition, an increased sense, if one can already 
heighten the sense of the need,for the medical evacuation 
helicopters and the ambulances which are included in the 
proposal before the Congress. 

We have had a chance to look again, and medical 
statistics in El Salvador indicate that there is still a 
very high loss rate among those that are wounded, perhaps 
one in two and on some occasions; certainly one in three, 
which compares to eleven percent as the U.S. statistic, 

I understand. 

The people who were down there saw this first-hand, 
had a chance to be briefed by senior Salvadorans, and I had 
a chance to talk to them again on the Hill in the period 


I've been back ,to emphasize my ve-» strong feeling that the 


next round of elections will be significantly more difficult 








to protect and defend than this round. In this round, 
over fifty soldiers lost their lives defending the elections 
in the three-day period around the elections. 

We expect, as well, that the military will have 
to conduct defensive operations in order to carry forward 
with its protection. And it just doesn't mean putting 
guards out on polling day. Those offensive operations 
require support. When the soldier turns around and 
doesn't know wherehis next bullet is coming from, 
obviously, it has a tremendous critical effect on his 
and his officers willingness to conduct offensive 
operations. And, similarly, in any country where there 
is a grapevine in operation, and there is among military 
all over, when supplies run out, people know about that 
long ahead of time, and the psychological impact on the 
military's capacity to conduct the kind of offensive 
operations required to protect the elections is real. 

So I made a very strong point in all of my 
discussions of the urgency of the assistance, of the hope 


that we had, who are close to the situation in El Salvador, 


that the Senate and House would soon pass the proposals 





before it. 

Q Mr. Ambassador, the Defense Department has 
said that American forces in your country, in El Salvador, 
have come under combat fire three times in recent months, 


and a Washington Post report lists a number of developments 





that have taken place since last August which suggest 
that American advisors, trainers, and other American 
personnel in El Salvador are coming increasingly into a 
combat role or a combat position in El Salvador. How do 
you respond to that? 

A To begin with, there are ‘ho forces’ as 
such in El Salvador. We have trainers and we have people 
who support trainers and attaches. 

Combat fire, I'm not sure I know what it is 
except that maybe fire aimed in anger. In any event, I 
think the Pentagon has confirmed to Senator Sasser, and 
I can confirm to you, that Americans in the armed services 
have been present on several occasions, perhaps as 
many as three that I can recall since my time there, in which 
towns in which they were located -- rather large towns -- 


and barracks in which they were staying, had come under 


fire. Some of it was in the nature of harassment fire 





and some of it was in the nature of directed fire. 

On no occasion that I know of did any of them 
have to fire back or were out in a position where they needed 
to fire back. They did, in fact, what they were supposed 
to do, which was to find shelter and stay out of the way. 

There is no certainty in a situation such as 
El Salvador that there will be no incidents. As you all 
know, if you've been there, many people in the Embassy 
are recipients of very heavy security protection; 
security protection from terrorist incidents, obviously. 

But in the nature of an exposed place in the middle of a 
guerrilla war, that kind of thing has happened and may 
happen again. 

Q Regardless of whether or not there is 
any certainty about whether they would come under fire 
in these kinds of incidents, isn't it true that -- accurate 
to say that these three incidents that you mentioned and 
the carryingof automatic weapons, rather than small 
sidearms, and the accompaniment of reconnaissance missions 
with combat forces on the ground <-- Salvadoran forces on 


the ground -- indicate a combat role by American troops? 


A No, not at all. You're obviously lumping 














a whole bunch of stuff in one question. I think if your 
purpose to do that is to say that there's been some 
escalation, I would say no. These kinds of things have 
been a part of the scene in El Salvador for sometime. 
They don't represent escalation. 

Let me address, first, the question of the 
carrying of defensive arms by people engaged -- by 
U.S. people -- engaged in training in El salvador. Tnis is 
an old story. 

We've explained, I think, from this podium many 
times, that situation as I have in El Salvador. But let me 
just repeat to make it clear to you. Following the murder 
of Lieutenant Commander Alfred Schaufelberger in May of 
1983, we took the opportunity to review the Embassy 


security posture. In the course of that review, it became 





apparent that people who, for example, were defending me ana 
other Embassy officers -- security officers -- were 
permitted to carry a certain kind of small, automatic 
Sidearm, the CAR-L5. 


At that time -- it happened in August, before 


I went to El Salvador -- it was decided that Americans 











should not be treated differentially. And when military 


trainers came into situations or in the course of their 
work into situations which required that kind of defensive 
arm, they were permitted to carry it. That's a decision 
made some months ago. 

A similar defensive arm, the MP-5, which I 
understand is West German, was also provided for in those 
cases where there were not sufficient CAR-15s. We don't 
believe that represents an escalation. It represented, 
in fact, if anything, the maintaining of a common standard 
of security in defense. 

On the issue of reconnaissance, that, too, is 
an old story. It has been talked about before. I believe 
the Secretary of Defense made it clear. My colleague in 
Honduras made it clear to the press when that equipment 
arrived, that it was there for reconnaissance purposes 
and to support the Salvadoran elections, in particular. 

It related to infiltration and activities in El Salvador. 
I don't believe that represents anything new. 

Q Does it still relate to infiltration? 

What do you mean by “other activities in El Salvador?" 


A Clearly -- I'm not going to go into the 


operational details, but I think it's self-evident to you 
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as to everyone else that when you look at a situation in 
a country, what you see is what you get. You don't put 
on a pair of glasses that says these see infiltration and 
these don't see anything else. And the collection of 
information is being done with the full permission and 
cooperation of the governments involved. 

Let me go to Jin. 

Q Tom, a couple of statistical questions. 
One, how does the 1.4 million voter turnout compare to 
last year? 

A Last time, those who succeeded in 


casting votes -- ballot votes, null and in abscentia votes -- 





was something over 1.5 million. We reckon this against 
a base of 1.8 million. It's a complicated base to arrive 
at. If you want me to go into details, I will. 

Last time we reckoned that 1.5 and something 
million was about 80 percent of the registered voters 
expected to turn out. We believe the 1.4 million will be 
something above 75 percent. 

Q Another statistical question. If the 
Senate finally does turn out this $62 million dollar package, 


will that solve the bullet problem prior to the elections? 














ll 


A We have made it clear that we are very 
anxious to get that package because we believe that 
package will help us move through the end of April/May 
elections, through the transition period in June. But 
probably after the end of June, we will have to be back again 
for more. The hope had been that the $93 million packace, 
as I said when I was here earlier, would get us through 
the end of the fiscal year with what's the sort of bare 
minimum required to be able to keep the Salvadoran Army 
functioning, carrying forward with the bare minimum 
necessary operations. It's not conceived of as a 
see-change kind of package. 

Q Why are we ;|just being told about these 
incidents, Mr. Ambassador? Senator Sasser sayS he 
inquired about them during a visit and was aot told about 
them either by the military or by the Embassy. 

A Senator Sasser, to my knowledge, has not 
been in El Salvador since I have. I‘m quite certain of 
that. I've been away for a few weeks, so I might have 


missed him. 
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To my knowledge, these were all incidents in 
the public press, and the presence of the American 
trainers in the city where the attacks occurred is 
public knowledge. I don't know that there was any other 
requirement. If there was a legal requirement, then 
perhaps that ought to be addressed to the legal people. 
I'm not certain. 

Q When was the earliest of them? 

A Let me just finish one. 

The earliest one that I'm aware of was the 


September 3 attack on San Miguel. 


(Continued on next page) 
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Q Mr. Ambassador, can I ask you for your reaction to 
the specific phrasing as it is put in the Post here, "U.S. aircraft 
are providing reconnaissance and communication support for 
Salvadoran troops during combat operations.” 

Is that right or wrong, or what? 

A I am not going to discuss for you the intelligence 
and operational details of what is happening. The information 
collected is reported, and to the extent that it can be within 
intelligence guidelines, is shared with the Salvadorans. 
Obviously, information put in the international mail is not as 
reliable or as useful as information conveyed directly. But I'm 
not going to go into the details, the specific operational details 
of that. 

Q But you‘re leaving the central issue that has 
caused a certain amount of excitement here today on this very 
question, because you say you won't go into it. Is the United 
States flying missions for reconnaissance so that they can radio 
it to ground troops on the ground for direct action against 
the insurgents? 

A We have made it clear that we are collecting 
reconnaissance, that we're collecting reconnaissance in real 
time. That's all been made clear. We're not going to discuss 
the operational details of how things are moved, or indeed what 
reaction is taken, althougn I think you can count it as certain 


that reconnaissance is not valuable unless it is provided in 
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time to be useful. 

Q Is not reconnaissance in that effect, then, an 
advisory role, Mr. Ambassacor? 

A No, I don't timkme it is at all. We have exchanged a 
information with many governments around the world for many years, 
and I don't believe those governments would consider us in an 
advisory role. 

Marvin. 

Q Mr. Ambassador, could you on this point explain 
to us what your understanding is about the military guidelines? 
Maybe that could help get over this. Originally, a year or so 
ago, we were told that Americans have nothing to do with combat, 
that there were 55 people down there, et cetera, and now you get 
into something like the “recon” where it seems as if American 
planes are involved in part of combat operations. They're not 
on the ground, but they are providing information from above. 

A I think “combat,” as we looked at it in the rules, 
means getting yourself engaged in a position where you might get 
shot at and have to shoot back. Time Magazine provides informa- 
tion: maybe somebody uses that as base information for what's 
going on. That's not combat. So I would try to draw those 
Clear distinctions. 


If you don't like Time -- Newsweek. I don't mean to 








be partial. 
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Q No, no, no. I'm just trying to understand what 
your understanding is abou*+ the military guidelines currently 
functioning. 

A The military guidelines are directly drawn up 
to avoid any conflict with the War Powers Resolution, which I 
think has a very specific sense of what combat is involved here, 
and as a result have to be read in the light of that resolution; 
and from the legal advice I have, are capable. in effect, of 
avoiding any conflict-with the War Powers Act. 

Q Has it changed in any way -- 

A No, it hasn't. 

Q -- in the past year? 

A It has not changed in any way. 

Q Are you saying these reconnaissance planes are not 
flying over guerrilla positions, or there is some undertaking that 
they won't be shot at? 

A I'm not going to talk about the rules of engagement; 
all I will tell you is that the rules of engagement are set down 
in a way that avoids conflict with the War Powers Resolution, and 
are in consonance with the thing that Marvin was just, the rules 
that Marvin was just discussing. 


Q Well, Mr. Ambassador, I don't think anybody 


suggested there was any conflict with the War Powers Resolution; 
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on the contrary, it's possible that these actions being taken by 
American forces in El Salvador require some reporting uncer the 
War Powers Act. That's not a conflict with them. That's what 
we're getting at. 

A Well, again, I'm not the expert on what 
reporting requirements there are. I'm sure the press people 
would be pleased to try to provide you with an answer to that. 
That's a factual question. 

The point I was making was that there was an implication 
in the question -- maybe I‘*m getting paranoid from being in 
Salvador too long -- 

Q The sun, 

A -- that in fact that was happening. And if that 
wasn't the implication in the question, then we're both on the 
same grcund, that is not happening. 

Q Shouldn't these actions be reported? 

Q Mr. Ambassador, you said that when this equipment 
-- I assume by that you mean airplanes -- arrived, it was made 
Clear that it was being used for reconnaissance and intelligence 
activities. There seems to be a big collective failure up here 
among people who remumber this having been made clear. 

A I don't know. I don't know. I wasn't in the -- 


Q Most people remember it as Marvin described it 


to you. 
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x I wasn't in this roem, but I de read the press, and it 
was my clear understanding ef what was published in the press that 
that was made clear. 

Q When was this? 

A Weeks ago -- three, four weeks age, I can't give 
you the date. Maybe we can dig it out. 

Go ahead. 

Q Mr. Ambassador, on the basis of what you're saying, 

I take it you're confirming this statement I read to you before, 
that "we are vroviding recon and communication support for Salvadoran 
troops during combat.” 

A Ne, I'm not, And I think you have to take my words 
very carefully as exactly what I said. 

Q You're saying, this is not the case? 

A I'm not going to go into the details that one 
would have to go into to make that kind of confirmation. 

Q But if you say that they are, in fact, obtaining 
real-time intelligence, and real-time intelligence is onlwv 
of value during that particular time of operation -- 


A That's correct. 


Q -- then I don't know why this statement is not right 


You may not want to confirm it, but -- 
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B-6 x I don*t want te cenfirm it hecause there are some 
things in there that are not correct, and I'm not going to tell 
you at this point what they are because they relate to operational 
details. 


Q Well, I was only asking you about one sentence. 


» 


Sure, right. 

Q Not the whole story. 

A And that's the sentence. 

Q Mr. Ambassador, the Defense Department, when 
answering questions today about the Sasser charges, says that 
the American military personnel were in non-combattant roles in 
field camps. Are the cities you're talking about considered 
"field camps** 

Mm Yes, in fact, the Salvadoran system is co have a 
barracks, a “cuartel” in Spanish, located on the edge, or sometimes 


near large eities. Those happen to be,in the main, like area 


headquarters and training establishments; and that combination 
is where American trainers work. 

Q Just to follow up on that, a little while aco, 
you said that combat, as you see it or as the Administration sees 
it, would be a situation in which they would have to fire back, 
they would have to shoot back if they were fired upon. Can we 


use that as a rule-of-thumb, as a benchmark now that-- 
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on No. I think -- I was giving you “Pickering's 
ready rule-of-thumb” and not the lawyers’. I think you'll have 
to address that one to the lawyers. 

Q Could we find out what the policy is? 

Mt I think you'll have to address that one to the 
lawyers. And I have a great difficulty in trampling around the 
War Powers Resolution, because while I understand what rules are 
being applied, I think you need someone who is competent legally 
to review that for you, and give you a better sense of what that 
really means and so on. 

Q But under “Pickering'’s rule,” «<= 

A (Laughter) 

Q -- if any of those people who had been fired upon 
had fired back, under “Pickering's rule,” at least, that would 
have been corsidered combat? 

A No. We always have maintained that if fired upon, 
our people have the right to defend themselves. But we have a 
similar rule which says you shouldn't get into a position if 
you can find any way to avoid it, where you are fired upon or are 
required to fire back. 

Q Mr. Ambassador, could you try to help us in this 


way perhaps? 


A I'm always trying to help you. Go ahead. 
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Q Could the Salvadoran military right now, on its 
own, protect the government and protect the system that is now 
in power? 

A I believe it can. 

Q To what extent, therefore,is American help so 
desparately required? 

a Because it is running out of the things that it 
needs on its own to defend the government, the electoral process, 
and the other things. In fact, it's ability to do that is not 
a “make or break" question. It is reduced in its ability to do 
that from what it was three weeks ago, before the elections, 
because it has in fact used up things that are not coming back. 
That process will continue. It is, in my view, likely to con- 
tinue at an accelerated rate, and that is likely to make the 
conditions fer protecting the election at the end of April that 
much more difficult, that much more serious, that much tougher 
for them; and as a result, their experience in protecting the 
elections this time, in which 22 towns were not able to vote 
because of guerrilla attacks, may well be increased, and might 
seriously jeopardize the electoral process. 

I had one way in the back. 

Q Just a couple -- can I take one more crack at 


the reconnaissance thing? 


A Sure, 
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Q Can you say, under the way you have described it 
te us at this peint, that U.S. reconnaissance aircraft are not 
directing fire at this time? 

a I would say that I am not going to discuss the 
details of the operations and the intelligence missions, and that 
we are getting into the operational details of intelligence 
questions here. 

Q All right. Let me ask one more, and this is a 
statistical question: In the breakdown of the amount of helicopters 
you would like to have under this assistance program--I believe 
you're asking for nine combat-type helicopters -- how many are 
medevac helicopters? 

ny All right. Let me say this: There was an 
agreement reached ac the end of last week to reduce the $93 million 
request of the President to $61.750 million. The part that was 
ostensibly dropped from that request was the portion that we 
called the “tactical mobility portion.” That included 9 helicopters 
and over 200 ground vehicles. That has been dropped. I'm not 
certain that the rules would require that we not spend other money -- 
and I would be strongly in favor within the $61 million of 
replacing helicopters that have been lost since the beginning of 


the year ( 2 and possibly 3); but that is a choice that t Military 
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legisticians will make. In addition, in the medical evacuation 
package, there is a proposal for four medical evacuation helicopters, 
specially equipped, I believe, to do that job. 

Let me get a question here because we've been dancing 
for a while. 


(Continued on page 23.) 
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Q Fred Ikle was quoted as saying the other 
day that half the guerrillas’ weapons were captured from 
the Salvadoran army and they were American weapons, and I 
believe a senior American official who looks a lot like 
you was up here about six weeks ago and gave a different 
set of figures. Could you reconcile those two? 

A Yeah. Sure. I believe that after looking 
very carefully at what Fred had provided, it was based in 
effect on a study done of one area of El Salvador for a 
very limited period of time, a matter of months, and as a 
result is not valid for the whole country for the period 
of time that's of most interest to all of us over the 
last three or four years. And in fact, I would qo back to 
such statistics as the fact that upon reckoning about 
perhaps c.iy 7 percent of the individual items of armament, 
equipment, and that kind of thing have been lost to the 
guerrillas by the Salvadorans, and I would go back to my 
statement which I made to you here ON BACKGROUND, which 
I'd be delighted to make ON THE RECORD, that a look at about 
200 M-l6s, either taken from the guerrillas by the govern- 
ment or on which records were captured in a documentary 
form, in the form of serial number records, indicate that -- 
between January ‘83 and January ‘84 this material was 
acquired .. indicate that 38 percent of those came from 


Vietnam, 29 percent are not traceable because the serial 
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number information isn't available, or because the actual 
weapons had the numbers filed away. Only five weapons in 
that group -- less than three percent -- had their origin 

in El Salvador, and the rest of the group was from here, 
there and everywhere, and indicates to us that the guerrillas 
had contacts in the international arms trade which also 
provided M-16 weapons. 

That I think is a clear indication in statistical 
terms, as clear as I can give you with respect to one type 
of armament, but a very important type of armament both 
to the military and the guerrillas, and I think it says 
very clearly that at least 38 percent and perhaps some 
percentage of the unknown 29 percent came from Vietnam -- 
we would expect maybe another third or up to 50 percent; 
that a very small portion of those captured weapons had 
its origin in U.S. military equipment shipped to El 
Salvador;, and that the guerrillas also relied on scooping 
up M-l6s wherever they could in the international arms 
trade at some point at least in their shipping stuff in. 

We know that those weapons did not come in freely 
through Salvadoran ports or airports, but came in through 
the infiltration routes. 

Q Back on the voter turnout, I'm having 


trouble reconciling this 75 percent or more turnout with 


the reports that we had of massive confusion, people 











going to the town -- 

A That's exactly why I told you that, because 
the people who observed the confusion -- and there was 
confusion, I observed it -- did not stay around long 
enough to see those people vote and made assumptions 
about the people who turned and walked away and didn't 
vote, which I don't believe are valid. 

I interviewed people late in the day who were 
waiting six and seven hours. I also was aware and at 
a Major voting piace in San Salvador City, the major 
stadium, where there was a large crowd of people waiting 
to vote at 3:00 o'clock. At 3:15, when I was there, the 
Election Commission decided to let anybody vote anywhere 
they wanted. They formed lines and went ahead and voted. 
I came back at 5:30, and a half an hour before the polls 
closed, and all those people had voted. So I think (a) 
there was a super hype on the confusion, a very sad and 
misleading conclusion that everybody had walked away. I 
think that not only were you, the press, victims of those 
conclusions, but some of the observers initially felt 
that that was the conclusion. 

On Sunday evening after the election I talked to 
the press and said, let's wait and look at the statistics. 


Let's see the results before we make those conclusions. 


Let's compare it to the best base that we can, which is 


25 








1982. I think that comparison holds up pretty well. 

Q Mr. Ambassador -- 

Q Have you -- 

A One follow-up, and then I'll go back to 
you. 

Q Have you examined, or have your people down 
there examined the actual voting to make sure that no one 
is cooking the books to make -- 

A Not only did our people do it, we had 280 
international observers, 600 press. The Embassy, of course, 
had its people accompanying them. They went to many different 
places. We had in the course of the day eight trips by 
road and four by helicopter in the morning and a similar 
one in the afternoon, all to different polling places. 

I have found no one down there who says there was 
fraud, that there was malfeasance. Quite the contrary, 
despite the turmoil that was apparent early in the 
morning, the Salvadorans sorted themselves out. I've 
never seen such patience in a crowd. I've never seen such 
willing kind of mutual cooperation. I found people who 
volunteered to help campesinos read their ID cards and tell 
them where in the confusing placement of ballot boxes 
they should go. The parties all did that. 


I think despite the fact that some of the press 


said it was a triumph of bureaucracy over free elections, 
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I think it was a trivmph of the people over the bureaucracy is 
the end result of that. 

Q Yes. But wnat kind of offensive operations are 
planned to defend the runoff? 

A Without discussing specific details, the 
army conducted a two-phase plan to defend the current 
election, and it's quite clear that something like it will 
have to be done to defend the next phase. The two-phase 
plan involved a series of offensive operations. One series 
was based on continuing to expand what's called the 
"national plan” in a particular department, a state of 
El Salvador. Salvadoran military provided increased security 
and cleared out some guerrilla-base areas, and then brought 
in behind it a civil structure to do reconstruction 
and economic development and to build civil defense forces. 

A second area was increased defensive operations 
all over the country, largely focused on major guerrilla- 
base areas in three areas where the guerrillas have long had 
the capacity to stay for periods of time except when the 
army comes in. In the north, in a department called 
Chalatenango, in the north in a department called Morazon, 
and in the south along the coast in a department called 


Usulutan -- those I think helped to disrupt them. I observed 


the elections for part of the day in Morazon, and it was 











clear that military operations on the part of the guerrillas 
there were down. In other places they were up. But the 
guerrilla:' major effort was not to conduct military attacks -- 
they did that only in the case of some 22 towns -- but_to 
cut the national electrical grid, and it was cut for 12 
hours the night before the election. Obviously, you can't 
defend every power pole everywhere in the country all the 
time, so it's a very vulnerable system, and it was cut on 
a timed basis so that it took the government until the 
middle of election day to get the electrical power back 
on. Also quite a feat because it isn't easy to put a whole 
country's electrical grid back into place. 

Secondly, they took ID cards away from peasants. 
ID cards are easy to steal from defenseless people, and 
they're what's required to vote, and they tore them up or 
they put them in big sacks and took them away. 

The third thing they did was that they went into 
towns and burned ballot boxes, registers and voting 
papers, and, as I said, in some 20, maybe 22, towns that 
occurred. 

We think the guerrilla disruptive action possibly 
affected about 35,000 potential voters on the basis of 


the number of registered voters that were registered in 


the towns where the voting did not take place. 
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Q Mr. Ambassador -- 

A Yes. 

Q As you know, one of the reasons the Congress 
is reluctant to go ahead with the full sum of money is they 
want to see what's going to happen as a result of the 
presidential elections. 

Recognizing the sensitivity of that question, 
could you give us some sense of what changes might take 
place as a result of the presidential election? 

A I would think that two or three things will 
take place as a result of the presidential election, recog- 
nizing the sensitivity and our extreme interest in maintaining 
a neutral position in the electoral process. 

First, a president will be elected with a majority, 
and for the first time in 50 years someone that wasn't known 
in advance. This will give him the sort of political standing 
that his predecessor and his predecessors have not had, as 
someone who has a mandate. So certainly it will give the 
president increased policy flexibility. 

I mentioned in my opening remarks there will 
probably be some informal coalition-forming. That might 
also affect in a sense future policies. If one or the other 
of the candidates has some success in forming a coalition, 


then presumably coalition-forming may influence future 


policies of the government. 
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Third, I indicated to you that I thought the 
military were doing a good job in staying out of politics 
and defending the elections. They have also committed 
themselves to accept the results. We feel that they will 
do so, their performance has been good to date, and we 
see no reasons to believe that they will not do so. But 
this will be a key test because it will mean for the first 
time in a long while the military were not the arbiters 
of presidential politics -- the people were -- and it will 
mean something in the long-term democratization of El 
Salvador that the military are doing what they were supposed 
to be doing,which is dealing with the security situation in the 
country,and the people were dealing with the political 
situation, and the leadership that emerges will thus have 
a strong standing with respect to the military in the 
future of the country. So the bifurcation of the ways 
I think will be importantly enhanced by successful 
elections over this period in El Salvador, and I think 
those will all make a difference in the future of the 
country. 

Q Mr. Ambassador, are the full details of 
what we are doing militarily, which you don't feel right 
in confirming here, being reported some place on the 


Hill now, and, if so, where? 
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a I don't know. That would be a question that 
you should address to the Pentagon. After all, the military 
activities are within their charge. 

Q So you're not certain that the full scope of 
the reconnaissance -- 

A I don't know. 

Q Mr. Ambassador, isn't it -- picking up 
Dennis‘ seestion, given the -- 

A Let me just say this: I want to assure you 
I know what's going on down there, but I'm not sure I 
know about what the reporting requirements are or who aces 
what to whom. I just presume they are doing what they're 
supposed to do. 

Q Given the controversy here at home over the 
administration's policy toward El Salvador, isn't it 
possible that your refusal to be pinned down on some of 
these points that we have raised with you about U.S. 
planes operating reconnaissance for the Salvadoran troops 
in combat -- isn't it possible that this refusal will only 
provide fuel for critics of -- 


A No. I don't believe so, because I think I've 





given you a very clear picture of what's happening in my 
description of the issue. 


Q Not on this -- 


A A very clear picture. But I'm not going to 
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, accept the words of one paper's description of that ina 
few areas that I believe provides some operational or 
other kinds of details. But in essence I said to you 
very clearly, and you said to me very clearly, exactly 
what's going on. 

Q Well, one of us is clearer than the other. 

Qs Okay. 

MR. HUGHES: Let's take a couple more. 

AMBASSADOR PICKERING: One right here. 

Q What role do you think Mr. Guerrero is likely 
to play in the upcoming April elections? He ran a pretty 
strong third actually. 

A He did run a very strong third, and I am 
certain that he will play an important role because he 
and his party followers control just a little less than 
20 percent of the vote, which is a critical factor, 
obviously. I can't tell you exactly, but when I spoke 
about coalitions, obviously, he would be someone who would 
have to be looked at in that sense as a potential coaliticona- 
former. Indeed, some of the other parties would be too. 
One of the other parties gained three and a half percent 
of the vote, more or less. That's not insignificant as you 
look at the close way the totals might fall out in El 


Salvador. 


Q Presuming that the election confusion has 
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been remedied, or will be, what prediction would you make 
for a turnout in the second runoff? 

A I don't make predictions on turnout in 
El Salvador. (Laughter) 

Q Again, can we look for -- 

A I did say last time, however, that I thought 
it would be less than the 1982 figure because of the 
complications being introduced by the new system. It's 
a register system, it's a fairly complicated system, it 
provides for people to vote outside of their home districts 
as long as they're in El Salvador, and it was a first-time 
try. It was a system in which the American experts said 
it would take the Salvadorans a year to get ready. They 
did it in six months, but not without having to pay the 
price of some confusion. 

Q Would you predict less a.m. confusion 
next time? 

A I certainly hope there will be. (Laughter) 

MR. HUGHES: I'm going to have Marvin have 
the finish. 

AMBASSADOR PICKERING: Okay. Marvin? 

Q Okay. Assuming for a moment that you get 


the $61-$62 million that you need in the short-term, and 


it runs through June, give us an estimate of how much 
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money you feel the El Salvador Government needs over the 
next year. 

My Sure. You've had that already given to you. 
In the proposal the President sent to the Hill to carry out 
the recommendations of the National Bipartisan Commission 
report, $178.6 million in 1984 supplemental assistance to 
El Salvador, in addition to 65.4 in the CRA. In addition, 
there was another 130-something military assistance for 
1985. Together that totals somewhere shy of $400 million 
for the two years, and that's what the Administration 
request is. 

The emergency request to get through the Fiscal 
Year was $93 million, and, as you know, the package that's 
now been worked out is 61, and that’s in our view sufficient 
probably only to get just a little past the inauguration of 
a new Salvadoran president in June. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 3:40 p.m.) 
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MR. SIMS: This briefing will be on background for your -- 
It's attributable to a senior administration official for your informa- 
tion and not for publication. 


Q Will we have the report, Bob? 


MR. SIMS: We will have -- we have copies of the report 
and will pass them out at the conclusion of this briefing. Don't 
crowd up here. We'll get them back to you. 


Q Why can't we get them now so we -- 


Q Why can't we have them in our hands? How can we 
ask intellicent questions? 


Q -- look at them. 


MR. SIMS: He will describe it and answer your questions, 
if you want to. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you very much. 
As you know, this afternoon, we sent over to the Congress an unclassi- 
fied copy of our report on U.S. policy towards ASAT arms control. A 
series of classified annexes will also be going over to the Congress. 
Last year, the Defense Appropriations Act required that we submit such 
a report, and we have done so. 


As you know, there is an extensive body of international 
law dealing with space, militarization of space, and arms control with 
respect to space. The Outer Space Treaty basically made clear that 
the United Nations Charter applies to outer space. 


We have, in addition, the Limited Test Ban Treaty, which 
prohibits the testing of nuclear weapons in outer space. The Outer 
Space Treaty, by the way, also prohibits the basing of nuclear weapons 
or any other weapons of mass destruction in space. And the ABM Treaty 


of 1972, which is in perpetuity, also bans ballistic missile defense 
systems from outer space. 


So there is an extensive body of international law related 
to space. Nevertheless, the question has been raised as to what about 
provisiore whieh might han the use of anti-satellite systems. As you 
know, the United States and its allies are highly dependent upon resources 
in space for its deterrence and defense. And the Soviet Union has be- 
come increasingly dependent on space base assets itself, not only for 
fairly routine communications type activities and intelligence related 


activities, but also as part of its program to provide for the targeting 
of weapons systems. 


So, a8 you know, the Soviet Union has had for about a 
decade an operational ASAT system. The United States has been developing 
an ASAT system of its own. The Soviet system is a co-orbital systen. 

I= flies up -- flies next to the satellite it's going to destroy, deto- 
nates, and destroys it. The U.S. system is planned to be a direct 
ascent intercept system using a small missile that would be launched 


*.*t _ x a/8 


from an FeiS fighter. 
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In response to the Congressional report, we have done 
an extensive survey building upon the tremendous work that had been 
done before over the years and also extensive work of our own. U.S. 
policy is that we will pursue the peaceful use of outer space, both 
for our arms control reasons -- verification -- for commercial reasons 
where applicable, and for deterrence reasons -- to keep the peace. 


Okay. In reviewing the issue of ASAT, we have been aware 
of the critical role that having an ASAT system plays both to deterring 
the use of an ASAT syster by a potential adversary, but also in terms 
ot deterring war itself *‘ecause space-based assets can be used by an 
agcressor to plan the -- an aggressive attack and the fact that the 
survivability of some of his space-based assets may be called into 
question acts 











as a deterrent, both %o conventional attack and to nuclear attack. 
So we have had to weigh, in considering our approach to space-based 
arms control, several complex issues. One is, the complex issue of 
arms control ASAT definition and verification. 


What is an ASAT? And, I think, most of you are aware 
that just about anything that can put a satellite into orbit can be 
used to damage a satellite in orbit, and so can other systems. So, 
for example, you can modify a space booster to be an ASAT system: 
you could modify ICBMs, SOBMs to be ASAT systems. There is some threat 
associated with high energy lasers that would be ground-based, some of 
them in experimental mode, that could be used as an ASAT sys*em. 

In short, defining what is an ASAT system, and then having confidence 
that you have prohibited its existence is a very, very difficult task. 


The second thing is that the requirements for verifi- 
cation have to be fairly tight in ASAT arms control. Because it only 
takes a limited breakthrough or a limited capability to do the United 
States and its allies significant harm. 


So, on the one hand, you deal with the problems of 
verification; and, on the other hand, one sees the deterrent adventages 
of having some ASAT capabilities. So, in weighing this, we have 
studied, and will continue to study, ways in which we can limit 
weapons with respect to outer space. But, we do not see, at this time, 
any way to establish an effectively verifiable ban on all ASAT systems 
that would be in the national security interests of the United States 
and its sllies. However, we will continue to pursve other measures 
with respect to space arms control such as, perhaps, limitations on 
specific types of anti-satellite systems. And that work will continue. 
An¢c also other measures related to actions with respect to space. 

You might call these confidence-building measures; some people call 
them rules of the road, or measures to deal with incidents in space. 


So, I would invite you to take a good look at this report. 
I think it makes very clear the details of the issues involved. And 
I'd like to open it up for questions and discussions at this time. 


Q I don't understand why, if you're talking specifically 
about this report, you haven't given us a copy of this so we could ask 
intelligent questions based on this report. I mean, we're kind of 
asking -- it's a pig-in-a-poke here -- aren't we? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the report is 
sent to the Hill. And we'd agreed upon this release time. We'd like -- 
wanted to give you a briefing before giving you the report. That's the 
purpose for doing the briefing. He's described the report to you, 
and if you have questions, fine. If sot, we'll give it to you. 


Q Well, does the report say we're going ahead with 
this program? And does it break any treaties that we're involved in now? 
And if you can't find verification, is that a good reason to build 
weapons? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's a number of 
important questions there. Let me go through them. We are not planning 


to break any treaties. It's not the policy of this administration. It's 
not our style. (Laughter.) 


Q Is that a question for debate? (Laughter.) Or, is 
that a statement? 


Q You're going to break SALT II in a couple of months. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is not true. That 
is absolutely not true. 


MORE 











Q It's not true? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Absolutely not true. 
Q What did you say? 

Q -- it wasn't true. 


SENIOR ADMINISTATION OFFICIAL: Let's get back to the 


subsect at hand which is ASAT arms control and not some of these other 
off the wall -- 


Q When do we get this report? 


Q I rest in -- 


Q Where does this leave the question of whether you 
can test an ASAT against a target or not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the ASAT program 
is continuing on the development. The report that you have here -- 


Q That we don't have here. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That you don't have here. 


Q Can we adjourn this until we get the report? 
This is ridiculous. 


Q When are we supposed to get this report? 
Q Yes. Let's get -~ come on. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Do you want to end 
the briefing? We'll give you the report. 


Q We'l, how can we brief if -- 


Q I'd like to ask one question without the report 
Is the President going to ask for more funds in the future for an ASAT 
program, and if so, how much? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. The program will 
continue as funded, on the schedule that we've got today. 


Q What is the dollar figure today, and what will it 
be next fiscal year? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't have that. 
can get that for you. 


oe 


Q Who are the prime contractors? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFICIAL: What's that? 
Q Who are the prime corporate contractors? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are a number of 
contractors under the Air Force. We can find that for you. 


Q Let's go back ww che question he was asking -- 
the first question -- 


Q Jerry's question -- 
Q About the target -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Jerry? 


MORE 











Q Where does this leave the question of whether a 
test at a tarset can be undextaken, or. is it still prohibited under 
the Concressional action? 


SENIO® ADMINIS'TRATION OFFICIAL: We have taken no action 
thus far that is inconsistent with the Tsongas Amendment. This repo~: 
accresses, somewhat indirectly, ,the Tsongas Amendment, but we have nct 
providec the type of certification. This report is not che certification 
that the Tsongas Amendment iequires. 


Q Ever. after having submitted this report, you are 
still gciag to be prohibited from conducting ASAT tests at a target? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are going to continue 
to comply with the law as we understand it -- 


Q Well, what is it -- 
Q How do you understand it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- which is the Tsongas 
Amendment. 


Q How do you understard it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That we are prohibited 
from testing against a target -- 


Q Why go ahead with the development then? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Because we need this 
system as a deterrent -- 


Q Well, then eventually you will test it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: At some point we are 
going to have to address this issue. 


Q Well, obviously. Why else would you do it? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Because -- 


Q Then you are going to break the treaty at some 
point. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is no treaty 
prohibiting the test. The only thing we have is legislation -- an Act 
of Concress -- which says that we shall not test this particular system 
in a certain mode until we have undertaken certain acts -- 


Q -- to break the treaty -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATIGCN OFFICIAL: -- which is to certify 


that it is in the interest of the United States, and to certify our 


arms control policy. And we have not given that Presidential certifi- 
cation to the Congress. 


Q And it doesn't counter the ABM treaty in any way? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICiai: No. Absolutely not. 


Q Why haven't you given certification? Is it because 
you're not making a good faith effort -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Because ‘e're not at 
that point in the rrogram. 


Q Why do you say we need this system? Why is it so 
urcentiy reeded, and why can't we ¢o without it? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Increasingly the Soviet 
Union is using space-based assets as a part of its offensive military 
capability. In addition, we are increasingly dependent on spece-based 
resources for part of our defensive capability. To deter attacks against 
our systems, and to deter the use of their systems for offensive 
Operations, we believe that we need to develop an ASAT capability. And 
that's what we're proceeding to do. 


Q We are not dependent, I mean, you're kind of talking 
about offense and defense here, but you're implying that the United 
tates is not dependent on space-based systems for its offensive 
capabilities. You're saying the Soviets are -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have, across the 
board, whether it be at NATO, whether it be in the Pacific, we have a 
defensive posture. Our forces are sized that way. They are postured 
that way. They train that way. 


Q But you're saying that the Soviets have an offensive 
system which is based largely in space or has key components in space, 
you're saying that our system, which you're calling a defensive systen, 
and could not be an offensive system with the same systems in space? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. What I'm saying 
is, a significant part of Soviet investment in their space program is 
for systems which are used for the targeting of American forces and to 
deter their dependence on that. 


9 We don't do that? 
Q Do we do that? 


Q We don't do that -- we do not use space-based systems 
to target our resources. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I haven't said that. 
What I have said is that we have a defensive posture across the board. 
You can to NATO and look at it. And you can see the difference between 
Our posture and how we use our space resources, and their posture -- 


Q Do we have -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- and how they use 
their space resources. 


Q The question is, though, I mean we avoid the 
cuestion here, in that -- we have an offensive, our offensive targeting, 
ffensive capability, is it not also dependent upon our space-based 
resources? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not in the same way. 


Q But, is it not, to some degree? I mean, you're 
saying we don't have cny sifensive systems that are based in space? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have no offensive 
systems based in space. What I am saying is that our systems in space 
are used differently and support the defensive posture that the West 
has traditionally had. And that is clearly not the case for the Soviet 
Union. 


Q Is it the administration's reading of the Tsongas 
Amendment which I understand is a different legislative requirement 
from the one you address here -- Is it your reading of the Tsongas 
Amenadment that you will be able to certify, in effect, that it can't 
be verified and then go ahead and concuct a test against an 
instrumented target during fiscal ‘64? 











SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Since we are not, at 
this point, addressing certification with respect to the Tsongas 
Amendment. I wouldn't want to go overboard in interpretation of the 
Tsongas Amendment. What I would say is the characterization you have 
civen is not our position. 


Q Would you tell us what our position is? 


Q Are you addressing the issue of verification in 
this report? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes we are. 

Q Are you saying it cannot be verified? 

SENTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What we're saying is 
that with repect to a comprehensive ban on ASAT systems, we do not know 
how tc make that verifiable. 

Q What about the idea of a test ban? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All right, we have said 
in the report that we are continuing 











to study more limited types of approaches to ASAT limitations. Among 
those that would be studied are limitations on the testing of specific 
types of ASAT systems, and that study is continuing. 


Q Is verification on testing much easier? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It depends on the systen. 
The answer is, in some cases, yes, but for some systems, they cculd be 
tested and it would still be very, very hard to verify. 


Q Once we have an operational system from the F-15, 
is it going to be very, very difficult for the Soviets to verify on 
their side if we were -- that we would be able to -- they wou.d be able 
to verify whether or not we were corresponding to some agreement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Given the variety of sys- 
tems that can be used in an ASAT mode, it's hard to say that the F-15 
approach is any more difficult to verify than a lot of the other ASAT 
possibilities that are availabie to the Soviet Union. 


Q Once we would both have operational systens, doesn't 
that preclude any further progress on an agreement? You're saying row 
that we can't have any progress even with the Soviets having a fairly 
low level operational system. Does that open a way for a race that 
really does not have much potential for limitation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I wouldn't agree with 
that characterization. The simple fact of the matter is that a compre- 
hensive ban on ASAT systems is in and of itself extremely difficult to 


verify. Not just these specific systems, but a wide variety of others 
that might be available. 


C Can you explain -- 


Q Given the difficulties of verification that you've 
Sust outlined, doesn't it follow logically that the administration .s 
going to sooner or later -=- probably sooner -- will have to ask Congress 
to repeal the Tsongas Amendment? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll have to address 
that at that time. 


Q Whet does -- aren't you -- I mean, aren't you leaning 
in that direction? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, what we have said¢c 
is that a comprehensive ban on ASAT systems is not verifiable. Okay. 
We will continue to pursue space arms control in a vigorous way and 
that's where we are. 


Q Since when? 

Q What can you do -- 

Q How can you -~ 

Q Hello? 

Q How can you pursue this in a vigorous way when, on 


the one hand, you're saying you can't -- there's no way you can have a 
verifiable treaty? I mean, the reason the question -- 


SENIO® ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What we're saying is a 
comprehensive ban is not verifiable. We have not figured out a way to 
éo that. 


_ 


Q So how are you going to pursue it vicorously? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are other ways, as 
I say. We are coing to continue to look at more limited ap>roaches to 
lamitine ASAT systems, perhaps banning specific ASAT systers, and we are 
s¢int to look at other ways of addressing and enhancing the space arms 
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control recime, which already exists, such as in the area of confidence- 
builéing measures. 


Q One other question -- 


Q Do you see a verifiable system -- do you * veri- 
fiable system between now and the time you want to run a tar test 
later this year? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: For a comprehensive ban? 
I do not. 


Q I mean -- you do not? But aren't you answering 
directly the Tsongas Amendment and saying that you cannot sit down with 
the Soviet Union and talk on a mutual verifiable system? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On a comprehensive ban, 


what we are saying is this is not the certification that the Tsongas 
Amendment calls for. 


Q I understand that. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But what this does say 
is that we do not see how you could negotiate a comprehensive, verifi- 
able ban on ASAT systems, on all ASAT systems, given that we don't know 
how to define an ASAT system, given that so many capabilities exist 
that can damage or destroy satellites. Given all of that, we don't see 
how you could do a comprehensive ban. 


Q But the other ways you're exploring, you don't see 
any possibility there, either, do you? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're still working on 
those and I wouldn't want to prejudge the outcome of that at this time. 


Q How do we know they have an ASAT system? 


Q You've left the door open -- you've left the door 
open for the possibility of a treaty that would ban the testing of 
certain types of ASAT systems. I think that's what you said. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have not ruled that 


out, although I want you to be aware that, again, verification diffi- 
culties there are tremendous. 


Q Given the technical limitations, what types of ASAT 
systens might -- 


Q On what? 
Q Wait a minute -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't want to spec- 
ulate at this time. 


Q Can I just follow up on what you mean by verifiable? 
When you use that term, it seems to me what you're saying is there are 
so many different types of systems including systems that have peaceful 
uses that could be converted, that that is what creates the verification 
probler.? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. 


Q So it's not that we don't have the technical capabil- 
ities cf xnowing what they have. It's just there are a lot of things 
that ccu.d be altered. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You can make an intelli- 
gence estimate and say we-think they have these and that those are being 
prepare to use as an ASAT system. Sut, in addition, you can also say 
“sat all of these other things, too, could be ASAT systems without us 
stowins it or having confidence that they are, in fact, not being used 


chat “a;. 
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Q By submitting this report, how much have you freed 
up in money? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: $5 million I think it was. 
Q $45 million? 

Q Well, what's this figure of $19.4 -- 

Q $19.4. 

Q ~~ here in the preface? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, excuse me, 45 days, 
yes. The $19.4 -=- that's right. 


Q Are you going to request additional monies for -- 
will you be requesting additional monies for -- is there a request in 
the ‘85 budget for more money for ASAT development? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not that I'm aware of. 

Q And do you anticipate -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, wait, in what budget? 

Q The ‘85s. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no. There are no -- 

Q How about -- how about in the future? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <= supplementals to our 
existing budget. 


C To 19. 


Q Yes. ° 


Q Do you have any intention of trying to overturn the 
Tsongas Amendment before fiscal year ‘84 runs its course? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right now, we're just 
addressing this report which is going to Congress now. The issue of 
certification under the Tsongas Amendment is not before us. 


Q When does that issue come before you in your view? 
T mean, when do you get to that point? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: When we reach the point 
where we have to test against a ta get in space. 


Q do you have any view when that -- 
Q Are you talking about this fall for that? 


SENTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Currently, we're looking 
towards that time frame. 


Q So you have to deal with the Tsongas by this fall? 
Yes? Or else it would hold up your test? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we clearly have 
to address the Tsongas Amendment before we conduct the tests that are 
covered by the Tsongas Amendment. 

Q And when is that? 

Q The fall? 


*) When is **-at? 

















ell - 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that is in the 
fall of this year sometime. 







































Q When will you release the name of the prime contrac- 
tors? You say there are many. Such as who -- AT&T, IT&éT, Martin, 
Marietta, General Motors? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, no, there are 
numerous contractors. 


Q Well, why don't you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Bolling, Vaughn, Hughes. zo 
There are a number of contractors involved in this program. 


Q How do you know the Soviets have an antisatellite, 
highly sophisticated, developed program? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We've seen them test it. 
Q You've seen them test it. So you could verify it? 
Q What do you mean, you've seen them test it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We can verify that there 
is this one system that we are certain is being tested as an -- 


Q But because you don't know of the possibility of 
others, then it's bombs away. We have to go and develop all these 
weapons in space and not even try for a treaty? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. What we are saying 
is that even if we could ban that system, we couldn't effectively verify 
that they haven't retained the system for use when they need it. 


Q Well, all it is is a matter of trust, then. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We can't verify that there 
aren't a large number of other systems such as possibly the use of the 
ABM interceptors at the Moscow site that could be used also in an ASAT 
role. There are ground -- high energy, ground-based lasers, experi- 
mental lasers which could be used in an ASAT mode. | 


Q So it's a question of trust, totally. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's a question of -- yes. 
Well, it's a question of can you verify, given the difficulties of 
detining what it is. As you know, in the past, it has been asserted by 
some that our own space shuttle program is an ASAT system. Indeed, it 
has been cited because it can go up, take our satellites and repair them, 
and put them back in space. 


Q Well, if the Soviets have proposed a comprehensive 
treaty and to work for one, why don't we do it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Because we don't see 
any way to define it, any way to verify it in a way that makes sense. 


Q What is wrong? You could be working toward that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We've examined the Soviet 
draft treaty extensively and the more you go over it, the more difficult 
it becomes because you see the tremendous verification and definitional 


problems. 


Q When is the last time we sat and talked to them 
about it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are discussing these 
issues in the conference on disarmament in the U.N., 40-nation confer- 
ence. The Soviet Union is a member of that and we've talked with them 
about that. In addition, we've talked to them about related issues in 
START anc treaty defense issues. 
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Q We have talked -- we have talked to them specifically 
* about their proposal on antisatellites, have we? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have talked to them 
about these issues in the U.N. and in the Conference on Disarmament. 


Q Do we think that the Soviet Union is acting in good 
faith here and wants a comprehensive ABM treaty or ASAT treaty? Do 


we believe that they want this or do we believe that they're just biding 
time so that they can build a system? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think they know 
better than we what their motives are. Our problem is basically this; 
we Jon't see how the proposal they have put forward would contribute 


to the stability because it would be so difficult to verify and because 
it would undercut deterrence. 


Q I understand that. 
Q Why don't we talk about it? 


Q My question is what do we think of their motives? 
What does the United States government think is the motivation? Do 
we believe that the Soviet Union truely wants a treaty or do we think 


that the Soviet Union is probably biding its time so it can build a 
proper system? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Again, I don't want 
to speculate upon their motives. All I'm saying is that the vehicle 
they have put forward is defective. 
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I con’: want to speculate upon their motives. All I'm saying is that 
the vehicle they've put forward is defective. 


Q So? 


Q So does that make their motives suspect in our 
-- from our perspective? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICIAL: I won't comment on 
thet. 


Yes. 


Q In making this decision to proceed with develop- 
ment -- testing -- did we take into account the impact this would 
have on resuming START and INF? Because the Soviets seemed to have 
signaled that if we were more positive in our response on ASAT 
that perhaps that might then lead to a further thaw and get us 
back to INF and START. 


Are you concerned that by taking the position you're 
taking toc¢ay that you're postponing even further any possibility of 
resuming the nuclear arms talks? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There should be no 
preconditions for the returning to START and INF. These are central 
neco’ lations for which outcomes are clearly there that are verifiable 
anc in the interests of both sides. They ought to return immediately 
and there ought not to be any preconditions. 


With respect to the other arms control iss 3 before 
us, we will proceed evaulating each on its own merits as being in 
the interests of the United States and its allies and the prevention 


of war. And so we will address ASAT as ASAT, we will address CW as 
CW, each of those. 


But clearly, the Soviet Union owes it to the world to 
return to the START 9-F talks on their own merits and not make things 
such as this a precondition. 


0 That wasn't my -- *Y question was in terms of 
the impact, not what they should or should not do. 


The question basically is by what you're doing today, 
aren't you going to have a negative impact on the Soviets" readiness 
to come back to INF and START? Wot so much what you would like them 
to do. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't believe so; 
but we're continuing to discuss a variety of issues with the Soviet 
Union and we would like to be discussing START and INF with them in 
Gereva anc if they would return, we will do so. 


Q You seem to be saying that ASAT is an impossible 
subject to negotiate. I mean, aren't you kind of consigning it to 
an unlimited -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I said a compre- 
hersive ban on all ASAT systems -- 


9 Well, right. But, I mean, so aren't you basically 
Saving that there's going to be no way for us to limit the building 
of any satellite weapons in space because it's impossible to negotiate 
a comprehensive ban? 


Qo Right. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What we have said is 


we're going to continue to look at ways in which we might limit specific 
systems. 


Q But that -- what you're saying is* it's going to 
be impossible to stop the arms race in space, in terms of anti- 
satellites because a comprehensive ban is impossible to verify? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIA.: Well, what -- 
Q Right? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think you have to 
ask the question, “What is it we're talking about?" Right now, the 
Soviet Union has one system clearly devoted to the ASAT role, some 
other approaches that may be devoted to the ASAT role. The United 


States has under development one system that would be devoted to the 
ASAT role. 


Okay. Basically, we are looking at this as a deterrent 
system. We don't have in mind a whole series of additional ASAT pro- 
grams, what we're talking about is just basically establishing a deterrent 
against their use of ASAT and a deterrent against their use of space- 
based assets in an aggressive manner. And that's where we are. We're 
not talking about an arms race in space. 


Yes. 


Q Was the draft treaty that the Soviets submitted 
last August, was that the last and most recent diplomatic move on this 


issue and was there any sort of prior U.S. proposal that was formally 
mauve? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I believe that was their 


last initiative. They have made some public statements that elaborate 
upon that initiative. But <-- 


Q Has there been any diplomatic activity since then 
on this issue? Has there been any contacts -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no. 


Q Did they agree to scrap their system if they had 
a ban? A comprehensive treaty? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICIAL: The Soviet Union has 
proposed a moratorium on the testing of ASAT systems. That moratoriur 
would apply in the following way: They would be able to keep the 
system that they have developed and had deployed for some years and 
we would be precluded from finishing the testing of our systen. 


Q Why can’t that be negotiated if that's the point? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Because that would not 
be in the interest of the United States. e would be precluded from 


having the deterrent capability of an ASAT system and they would be 
able to retain-- . 


Q But if they agreed to scrap -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- at least one and 
maybe the ASAT systems. 


Q You could ask them to scrap theirr 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFIC-AL: Yes. 


Q Do we have any evidence that the Soviets have 
actually destroyed or damaged any United States satellites? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


* What was the question? I didn't hear the question. 
What was the “no”* to? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question was: 


"Do we have any evidence that the Soviet Union has actually destroyed 
or damacec a U.S. satellite?” 


Q DO we suspect that they have? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't want to 
comment any further. 


9 Was that -- 


Q That was not an unequivocal “no” though. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That was a very 
unequivocal no -- 


Q Do we have any unclassified evidence -- classified 
evidence that we may not be -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that would be 
Classifiec. (Laughter.) 


Q Could you answer yes or no to that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I cannot answer 
to that. 


*) Questicn -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes? 


Q Isn't the Soviet system limited to deployment at 
lower orbits at this point? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. It operates at 
altitudges much higher than the U.S. system, but in terms of geosynchronous, 


for example, we do not give it a capability against geosynchronous 
satellites. 


- What percentaze of our global communications ir 
intelligence satellites operate above that capability? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: i'm not sure what the 
percentage is. But a number of very important satellites for us do 
operate above that area. ' 





Q So you're saying the most important ones are out 
of range of the current Soviet capability? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I didn’t say that. But 
some very important ones do operate out of range of the current 
co-orbital system. 


- Would a system that could reach higher orbits be 
dependent upon extensive testing that would be picked up by U.S. 
monitoring? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's not clear. 

Q Well, I'm not -- the report says, on page 13, that 
the Soviet proposal calls for the elimination of existing ASAT systems 
as well as a ban on the development of new ASAT systems. That would 
imcly that the Soviets have offered to scrap theirs. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is correct. 
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Q Well, why did you tell me otnerwise? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I didn't tell you 
otherwise. 


9 You did. 


7 


Q You said they proposed a moratorium and they would 
keep their system. 


Q -- said they would allow us to keep -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. What I am sayings 
is -- this goes back to the verification system -- how is it that you 
know for sure that these, being small systems, have not been retained? 
Second of all, given that there are so many other ways to damage or 
destroy satellites in space, how do you know that they have not retained 
some other capability -- capabilities which are rather easy to develop 
and maintain? That's the problem. 


Q So, the only flaw in their proposal is, again, 
the verification one, which is different from what you seemed to imply 
before. They're proposing to scrap their system, according to the 


report, and you say that's not good enough, because we wouldn't know 
£ they really scrapped it. Is that -- that seems to be what you're 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What I'm saying is: 
even if they did scrap it -- even if they did scrap it, we could not tell 
that other systems such as the ABM system around Moscow, spacelaunchers, 
other missile boosters, experimental high enercy laser systems that 
are ground-based, could not be diverted to do the very same mission. 


Well, we have the same capability. 


©) 


Q That's different from the answer you gave before, 
which was that they could keep their system, and we wouldn't be able to 
build one. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, they could keep 
many of their systems, perhaps. You see, that's the problem. 


Q Well, we could do the same thing. 
Q But you didn't qualify that in your answer. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, then iet me 
gualify that now. I mean, even if -- 
. It's about time. 
9 Well, it is misleading. You said -- 
Q It's extremely misleadinc. 


Q You said that they would keep their existing system, 


and according to their proposal they wouldn't keep their existinc system. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATicw OFFICIAL: Well, all right, first 
of all, they have not provided in their proposal the types of verification 
measures that would be necessary to verify that they had even gotten ric 
of their existing system. And it’s not even clear to what degree that 
would be possible at all. 


‘an 


° Then why don't we negotiate -- why can't it be 
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negotiated? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are discussing these 
issues in the Conference on Disarmament in the United Nations -- 


Q Doesn't sound like you're negotiating very strongly. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What I'm saying, Helen, 
is -- if you can't define it, if you can't verify that you've limited it, 
if it's very important that you do so, and if the other side has available 
to it a wide variety of other measures that can do the same job; and if 
that is very destabilizing for them to have that capability, and you do 
not have an appropriate deterrent against it -- then such a non-verifiable 
agreement is clearly not in the interest of the West. 


Q Going back to the -- 


Q Why don't the Soviets have the same concerns on 
their sice? It seems that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Because they're not 
afraid of an offensive strike from the West. 


Q No, now wait a minute. £ you're saying that we 
can't have a treaty because it’s not verifiable because they could have 
all sorts of things that could be easily converted, doesn't the same 


reasoning apply to their side? That we have all sorts of technologies 
that can Se converted? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, because this is an 
open society, and they're quite well aware, *s you're quite well aware of 
what we're doing in this area. It has been  .temized each day in the 
newspapers and in the Ccncress. 


° Why is it a classified report if it's an open 
society? 


Q Could I just get some clarification on some points -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Could I just finish on 
this one point, though? You've reached the fundamental difference. 
Clearly. with respect to the history of arms control between the 
United States -- or, let's say the West and the East -- the West has 
preferred concrete, precise measures that are verifiable and enforceable. 
The East has preferred broad, declaratory policies or general statements 
that rely on goodwill and national, technical means of verification. 
ané a little beyond that. And that is a fundamental problem in this 
area. So the answer is, what we do is well known to everybody. What 
they would be doing would not be well known to anybody. And that's the 
fundamental problem. 


a 


eI Can you envision any -- 


Q Just to get back to this, because there seems to 
be some confusion here which -- I just want to make certain that - 
understand this correctly. The point is the Soviets have already *estec 
a system. If they physically destroyed that particular system as it 
now exists, they have tested it, and they know it works; and, therefore, 


they could rebuild that, even though they show us that they've discarded 
the system that we know they've tested. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. That's 
the verification problem. That's why I insist I -- 


Q They could rebuild the exact same system -- and 
they would know it would work, and we're not in a position to know that 
about any system that we might buildé in secret. 


SENTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that's very 
cossisile. 


2 Are the treaties we have with the Soviet Union 
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Q If, in fact, the problems of the definition of 
verification are as insuperable as you've just outlined, why, then, even 
pretend that we're going to continue discussions on specific ASAT 
control things? It would seem that either one or the other is correct. 
Either this thing -- the genie’s out of the bottle, there's no way of 
retrieving it, and then why even go for a specific limitation agreement; 
or, the situation is not as bad as you paint it on verification and you 


still have some prospect of, for arms control in this aree. ‘Tt seems 
to me you can't have both. 


SENIOR ADMINIST™ATION OFFICIAL: What we are looking at 
are measures which will enhance the security of the West. We believe 
we should continue to pursue measures in this area which may be 
stabilizing and worthwhile. What we have found is that we don't see 
how we could verify a comprehensive ban on ASAT systems, giving the 
difficulties of defining and verifying. 


Q Would you go for, say, limiting °X," °Y* and °2Z* 
and you've got "A" through "U" that are wide open for exploitation by 
the other sice, aren't you being, almost by definition, foolish tc 
simply go for "X," "Y¥" and "Z" limitations, if you're going to have a 
vast range of other ASAT nrossibilities sitting right there and staring 
at you? 


SENIOR ADMIN"STRATION OFFICIAL: Arms control hes a 
number of objectives, and trying to achieve some certainty, some control 
over specific systems, may be in the interest of the West. We are not 
ruling that out. Limiting specific systems is easier than a comprehensive 
ban, althouch it is not easy. And <-=- but, we are going to continue to 
look at ways in which we might do something like that, or other steps 


in space arms control, or space confidence building measures which might 
be useful. 


Q Can you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But we don't want to 
slam the door now, just because in this one area it is such an 
insurmountable problem. 


Q Can you envision an agreement that would etop us 
from going ahead with this F-15, ASAT system? Or is it your feeling that 
the most stabilizing thing we can do is to get the -- an operational 
system as a deterrent to theirs? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're still looking at 
what steps in space arms contro! we might find that we could take beyond 
the comprehensive space arms control regime that now exists. That would 
be heipful. 


Q And you would seriously consider a system that would, 
an agreement, that would stop us from putting that system up -- the 
F-15 ASAT system? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If we could identify a -- 
what we have said is that any -- you know, we are looking at space arms 
control for how it will contribute to a stable balance. If that would 
contribute to a stable balance or were otherwise in our interest, we 
would do so. 


Q But you doen't think so? You don't think so at all? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't want to prejudge 
the issue, because <-- 


Q Basically you're saying -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- that work is still 
underway. 
MORE 
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Q But isn't the point of what vou've said today is 
that you have prejudged it -- and that is that an ASAT system by the 
United States is almost an inevitability now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The point is that we 
have bent over backwards not to prejudge it. Given the magnitude 
of the problems that we face, we have said -- 


Q But you now judge -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- what we have said now 
is that a comprehensive ban is not verifiable and not in our interest. 
But, we are looking to see whether there are other steps which we can 
take. 


Q But if a comprehensive ban 
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is not verifiable and not in our interest, doesn't that necessarily 
lead to the conclusion that we should have a system? 


Q Well, and didn't you also say that we should 
have a system for deterrent value? I mean, you've said a couple things -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. What I am 
Saying is that the justification for the current system is that 
it is a valuable enhancement to deterrence. It's a deterrent against 
ASAT use -- and by the way, and don't underemphasize the point -- it 
is a deterrent against the use of space to assist an aggressor in 
an offensive operation. So, it deters in both ways. 


For example, by deterring conventional aggression, 
it deters the chance of a conventional war. By deterring a chance 
of conventional war, it deters the chance cf a nuclear war. It 
has a tremendous deterrent effect. To give that up, you would have 
to achieve something of comparable value in promoting defense. 

What we are doing is looking to see whether or not there are steps 
like that. 


Q You saic we have very important space-based 
systems that are beyond the range of the current Soviet ASAT? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- current 
co-orbital system -- 


Q Right. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- as we've seen it 
tested, yes. 


Q Do we have positive indications that the Soviets 
are developing a system that could target those ASATs? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have seen no 


evidence of their testing a system such as the co-orbital system 
in that mode. 


Yes. 


Q Could you support one thing you said about three 
minutes ago? They, the Soviets, are not afraid of an offensive strike 
from the U.S. What do you mean by that or can you just explain 
that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In my -- The United 
States and its allies have a defensive alliance. We posture our 
forces in a defensive mode. We posture or we train our forces in 
a defensive mode. We do not emphasize strikes in the -- Eastern 
Europe. That is not the concept of operations for the West. The 
Soviet Union knows that well. 


Theic forces deployed forward in Eastern Europe are 
not only forces of occupation in Eastern Europe, but are also forces 
poised to coerce Western Europe. They make that very clear. That's 


the difference. They know that. We know that. You should know that, 
too. 


Q Thank you. 


Q In light of how wide open everything is, is there 
some thinking that we should have broadened the F-15 system? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q You say there is no plan to not abide by SALT iI? 
Those stories have all been wrong? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Those stories have 
all been taken out of context, and we haven't been evolving policy. And 
what it says is as lonco as -- shows constraint -- 


Q Right. 


SENIOR ACMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- we will show restraint 
by not undercutting -- 


Q But isn't there something to go ahead with 


the Trident and by 19 -- by the end of the year, then we will break 
the treaty? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not this year. No. 
Next year, we assemble the Trident submarine -- 


Q Then the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Then, technically 
we would go over to MIRV <-- 


Now -- but let me put it in context. 
Q Okay. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Soviet Union has 
not dismantled to the SALT II levels. We have not ratified SALT II. 


Q Right. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And the question is, 
we are trying, by our not-undercut policy, we've been trying to create 
a regime of restraint and create conditions that will make it easier 


to negotiate the kind of arms control agreement, such as START, that 
we need. 


So, for example, we want to protect certain types 
of provisions, we want to protect a negotiating climate, a whole 
series of reasons why one would, and we did, adopt a policy of interia 
constraint. 
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Q But now we're not going to stick with that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, we haven't changed 
it. What happened was -- You're askine the question is -- is the 


interim constraint -- why is the interim constraint interim? And the 
answer is because it's -- 


Q No, no, I'm not. I'm asking -- 
SEN.OR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -<-=- policy. 


Q ~~ are the stories true that we are no longer 
going to abide -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They are not true. 


Q Who in the administration is conducting a review 
of the -- the same interagency group or what? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, it's chaired by 
the Arms Control and Disarmament Agency and all the other agencies are -- 


Q Do you know how much is in the budget -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can get it for you. 
The -- Bob, on the ASAT budget items, do you want me to -- 


MR. SIMS: Yes, we can haul them out here and post 
then. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Post then. 
MR. SIMS: Yes. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Post then. 


MR. SIMS: If you can give them to me. I don't have 
them. Okay. Sure. 


Q You'll post that, Bob? 


Q Isn't the real danger that you worry about -- 
more sophisticated system and higher orbits? Isn't that -- I mean, 
isn't the one now that they have would eventually be fairly obsolete 
given the kinds of satellites we're going to be putting into orbit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not necesrarily. 
This system is a problem as well. But each is a different problem 
and it's a complex issue. For example, we are very dependent on 
resources in space. fEveryone knows that. We have also gone out of 
our way to try to improve the survivability of our systems in space 
and to provide for redundancies. So, for example, yes, it's cheaper 
and more efficient and sometimes quicker to use a satellite communications 
system than land lines or sea lines. But we do have other ways to 
communicate. So it is not as if we're totally dependent. 


i] at the same time, if we were to lose those assets, 
that could greatlyslimit our capability to communicate with our 
forces in the broader comprehensive way. 


Certain narrow ways, you Know, main messages can get 
through quickly. But what about the total support of our forces in 
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Europe, for example -- 


Q Yes. But the more sophisticated Soviet systems 


that they would be developing, don't those things require a lot of 
testing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Some don't, you see, 
and that's the problem. 


Q I mean, there -- you're saying there are some 
systems that the, can use that require no testing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What I'm saying is 
no evident testing at us. That is to say there are ways they could 
test the basic mechanisms of an ASAT system and we could not prove 
that that's what they were doing. For example -- 


Q Say, for example -- Okay. 
Q Docking maneuvers. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: When they do a docking 
maneuver with their own space system, how do you know that that wasn't 


in fact also a test of an ASAT? Because the basic mechanism is the 
same. 


Q You get close to another vehicle -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You get close to another 
vehicle and so -- 


Q -- push a button. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- in short it is 
just -- this is perhaps the toughest area of arms control and that 
is defining and knowing precisely what is an ASAT's capability. 


And, as I say, there are so many other <-- electronic 
warfare can damage satellites and how do you define what is 


electronic warfare when so many of your commercial transmitters 
-- you see the problen. 


Q Well, by that definition then -- any sort of 
maneuver of any kind in space could be interpreted as an ASAT 
test, could it sot? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You don't want to -- 


Q -- you brought up the example of the space 
shuttle. 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And we didn't bring 
that up. That's been brought up to us. 


Q Well, you brought it up in this briefing today 
-- In that regard, then, aren't you saying that there is no way possible 
that an ASAT treaty could be arrived at and that testing of ASAT 
systems by the United States is inevitable? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What I'm saying is 
today we don't see any way to have a verifiable comprehensive ban 
on ASATs. It may be that you can define a certain type of ASAT. 
It may be that you can agree to some kind of limitations on that 
ASAT. Maybe you can do that. And then you may decide that such a 
thing is useful to do. But we have not reached that point in our 
work. All we have said is that with respect to the overall questions 
cf a -- of the comprehensive ban -- 


0 But -- 
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SEN.OR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- that is a very 
tough problem to resolve. 


Q In that regard, then, development of an ASAT 
system by the United States is inevitable? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have a program 
to develop an ASAT system. And we are continuing on that progran. 


Q If we continued it, how long would it take 
for the actual docking, if we kept at the present schedule, President 
Reagan's spending and testing, how long would it be -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It would be a number 
of years afterwards. 


Q What would you say? Five years or so -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Approximately. 


Q -- to get one up there -- 


Q It's very clear, I mean, people on the Hill 
may be -- for ASATs and it's very clear -- 
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the Soviets and that they are trying to lump this together with their 
attempts to stop the development -- You don't mean that since it's 
the same people, it's the same argument and they, you know, they try 
to speak of it as one thing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is not the same 
thing. 


Q I understand that. I understand that, but what I's 
rather interested in is whether the administration is going to make 
any attempt -- and actually go to the population at all because I 
mean it's clear that you're not going to get the press to explain this 
thing in any way that's going to make it poss.ble for the population 
to ———s 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think we give 
you all more credit than that. 


Q You've got, you know, all of your -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I mean, this is the 
toughest, the toughest, probably the toughest erms control issue there 
is because of the verification of -- a limited breakdown capability 
is so dangerous. And so you really have to have fairly tight certifi- 
cation. And this is an area where tight verification is about as 
difficult as any. Probably more difficult as any. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 2:56 P.M. EST 
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DEPARTMENT OF STAT= 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
/Deputy7 ON 
VISIT OF/PRIME MINISTER MaccCACHEN 
MONDAY, APRIL 2, 1984, 4:30 P.M. 


PIRST SENIOR OFFICiAL: Thank you. The meeting 
today was the seventh in. series of meetings that 
Secretary Shultz 4ac “.nise- Maclachen have heic. 

I think it's important at the outset to note 
that the delegations essentially mirrored one another 
For the U.S., in addition to the Secretary. Deputy Secretary 
Ken Dam attended alons with the State Department's chief 
economic advisor, Uncer Secretary Alan Wallis. 

By way of characte--ziic today's meeting, 
Secretary Shultz noted that he welcomed the chance to meet 
with Mr. MacEechen. He thoucn= the mee«ing was worthwhile 
and businesslike. He stated th." »= see prosress on some 
issues 4an< successes on others. He indicated he felt that 
good fash anc cooewill was evident ail around, and that 
“her: is a sense that something is different an. Setter 


anpout the re.at:onsnAip. 


The Secretary noted that our two-way «rade -s 





approximately $120 billion a year, and when you compare 

that to the U.S. two-way trade with the European economic 
community of approximately $90 billion a vear, it puts the 
perspective on the importance of the U.S.-Canada reiationship. 

By way of response, Mr. MacEachen indicated that 
ne thought today's meeting was one of the wes: they hec “sc 
if not the best. 

SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: Thank you. Ladies and 
gentlemen, I've been in all of these meetings and I can tell 
you that they've been very successful. The relationship is 
Gramaticilly improved since George Snmu!*"' ar-zival on the 
scene and his direct intervention in our bilateral relation- 
ship. This aiso applies +o the Secretary of State for 
External Affairs, A..an MacEachen. 

As George Shultz said in Haiitax six months aev, 
this tremendous trade relationship, which my cclleacue 
has just referred to, tells us two things. It tell us we 
must be doing something right, and it also telis us that 
we're always going to have problens. I ¢t:_uk »*'re resolving 


those problems, and I can honestly sey that as a former 


Susinessman this is the most businesslike of of all our 





meetincs thus far. 

In very general terms, the areas thac ve discussed 
were ec-3 rain, the national energy procram, ‘or sectoral 
fre~ trade end defense. So I'm quite =repared to enswer 
any questions that you might have. 

« The United States is reportec <c wave «skec 
Foreign Minister MacEacnen to aac El Saivacor to his 
itinerary. I'd like to know why that was asked; what the 


point of it was, and what reason he gave for no acsreeinc 


to it? 
yh He hasn't made any sta*enen- cn that. 
Q He told us that at «he Emsass’. 
A He hasn't saic; he hasn't acre<«2. You must 


know something I don't know. I don't know about that. 
has said privately that he feels tha. initially there 
wasn’* any, »erhaps sseson, win an election going on, but 
he was open as to whether or not he would, in fact, go. And 
that's the wav it was left with me, at leas*, last night. 
Has ényth.ng been saic subsecuericly? 
Q Yes. That he . not able to work it into 


his schedule. 


A Well, I'm BS0rrv about *+..2° r think it would 
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have been a good exercise to show Canadian support ‘or 
free elections. I'm sure it's because of late scheduling. 
Re was only asked to do it, I think, on Saturday. 

Q Why was he asked on Saturday to do that, 
since Canada, after all, did supply observers and 
therefore could be construec to have support+d free ciections? 

- T* Wasn't en afterthought, by any means. 
It's up to the Canacians to schedule their own visits. 

But it was thought that it would be a good idea, that this 
i¢dea might be suzfacec. And eas it curned out, it couldn't 
be rescheduled. 

FIRST SENIOR OFFIC:AU. it's really not that 
unusual. I might point out that other countries make 
sugcestions about our itinerary when our Secretary is 
travelling =o various parts of the world, and this 
suggestion was made in that same spiri* and lic> 


Q Would you say thet the U.S. feels that -- 


. 
ct 


sees no problem with the amount of time he's spending 
n Nicaragua, vis-a-vis the amount of time he's spendinc 
in El Salvador? 

s We really don't have any comment on his 


itinerary. 











Q Except that you wish he would go to El 
Salvador? 

A That we made that suggestion; that's correct. 

Q Would you characterize the discussions on 


acid rain, and if you've made any progress and how things 
stand? 

i Might nci:t out that, as you're weil 
aware, the positions cf both sides are wei. xAnown at this 
point. The discussions were very frank, very Cirect, anc 
both sides reiterated positions that have been public 
these last few weeks. 

SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: I thinx it was a very 
frank exchange. I think, as my colleague says, our 
positions are xnown. There's no doubt that this is 
something -- is a serious problem that America and Canada 
is doing to ~-«ch other, and no doubt we're coins ¢- have to 
do something about it. 

The question is, what are we going to do. We say, 
and I believe with just:fica-:sn, tnat wne su_entific 


evidence is not such, as you know, precise! how best to 


place our billions. 








Again, I emphasize, there was an atmosphere of 
businesslike cordiality, and that was welcomed on both sides. 

FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: I micn= add, discussing 
that particular subject, there were some specifics chat 
were mentioned. For instance, the U.S. Government takes a 
fair amount of pride in the achievements it's nade in the 
last fourteen years in improving air quality anc con-rcllin 
suspected precursor pollutants such as sulrhur cioxide, 
nitric oxides and hydrocarbons. 

Under the Feceral Clear Air Act, we've had a 
reduction of approximately 25 percent in sulphur dioxde 
loading since 1973, and 42 percent decline for the 
projected 1980 level that would have resul+=c -csom the 
increase in utility growth in the absence of controls. 

In addition, it's important to note that the 
U.S. automobile emissions standards have reduced emissions 
for new vehicles by 90 percent for hycrocarbons and 75 
percent for oxides of nitrocen. These are all things that 
have been accomplishec i- the “ast ‘ourteen years. 

It's true tha- we'-+ succested that we need to 


accelerate research in-=> «ne causes and effects of acide 


rain rather than entering on a program of control right now. 





But I think yor have to look at it in terms of our experience 
with the overall clear air subject. 

It's also important to note that the U.S. 
Government has not rejected the possibility of nhept ine a 
plan for additional reductions in sulphur dioxide emissions. 
In fact, what we have done is choose not to endorse the 
Can«Gian proposal calling for a 50 percent reduction in 
existing levels of SOz emissions until a more coherent 
picture is available regarding the causes and effects anc 
remedies for acid deposition. 

SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: Let me add to that, if 
I may. We've sent, pursuant to the Clear Air Act of 1973, 
over a $150 billion to reduce SO. anolex emissions. There's 
nothing equivalent to that, even on a ten-to-one ratio in 
terms of Canadian participation. 


On a per capita basis, SO., which is widel- 


2 
regarded as the principal component of what causes acid 
rain, the emissions per capita in the United States are 
one-third less than what they are in Canada. So we don't 


feel that we've either not been doing our job or dragging 


our feet. 


Q Was that figure $150 billion, say, in 








per capit: terms also? 

A No, that's the total. 

Q So when you said that Canada hasn'~ cone 
anything like that, that wasn't a per capita statemen-? 

A No, no, that's ~ight. In fact, Canaca 
rea. hasn't Cone --rv much at all~and the Canac:: “ess 
is saving that, anc I said it in Canada because it's <rue. 

Q What specific trade issues came up in 
thes+ ciscussions? 

FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: The overaii c-estion of 
=e sectoral free trade initiative and how it's coing, 

I think both sides indicated that they felt procress has 


been made anc that there had been some good discussions. 


In terms of specific sectors, the one tha: s+=ms 
most logical anc most likely to move —:. i..6 near tem 
fucure is agricultural machinery. B:* *~ s impecrtant to 


note that formal negotiations have not taken place yet. 


These are informal discussions. There also were some commencs 
wace about some of the internationai trace comm.ss.o0!. S-ucles 
in copper and steel and some other areas, and about the “tats 


of those actions. 








Cc Dic you discuss the Export Administration Act? 

Pa Yes. that was discussed in very broad terms. 
It's part of our ceneral discussion of extra-territoriality. 
It's importent to note that in the area of ex+ra-territorialit:. 
the conflict of lews, that there has been some very real progress 
since the Halifax meetinc. There was a Memorandum of Understanding 
that was signedé on antu-trust, vre-ne*.: > cation consultations; 
we've had extensive meetincs on 2 mutrei legal assistance treaty 
on Criminal ratters. and we expect to have some progress there. 
In addition, we've had a series of meetincs on the document 
subpoena question, and also we have meetincs scheduled for 
the enc of this month on the general area of Export Controls 
and the special relationship that exists between Canaca and the 
Unitec States. 

SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: If I may just carry on for a 
Jim, you know this whole question of sectoral-‘free 
trace, in mv view, at least. was really one of the most ciscussed, 
most significant. We've cut out 90 percent of our tariffs between 
the two countries. We have, as vou know, the greatest trading 


reiattonship in the world. <I=* .«.« can knoex out these non-tarif‘ 


barriers -- and this is an iniative mace bv Canada initially -- ° 


we can do a very great deal for both countries. 
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Of the United Scta-es' Gross National Product, orly & 
percent comes from foreign trade, whereas 32 percent of Canada's 
Gross National Product comes from foreign trade, 70 percent of 
which is with the United States. ‘So the cas- “an be made that 
in the long term, whereas there would have to De good arrangements 
on both sides, that it could even benefit Canada on the basis of 
Gross Nationa! Product more than the "Ini*tec £*stes. 

Q The salmon talks om the West Ceast have been 
stalled for some time, and Minister MacEachen indicated that 
there might be some sort of a polizical impulse taking place 
now. to;>- I don't know whether to assume to start them again, 
or some sort of activity surrouncinc them. Can you give me some 
sort of an idea what that is? 

SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: Jim, we're goings to 
re-energize the impulse. (Laughter) 

FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAI.: That's right. It's true that 
that issue has not been resolve”. There were lengthy neco=_at ons 
that were held in Vancouver and Seattle the ene of iast year, the 
first part of this year. The meeting in January in Seat+le lasted 
for approximately two weeks. with large numbers of people in both 


delegations. I think our delegation was 80 strong -- and that's 


an indication of just how complex this issue is. Some people 


have called it one of the most complex fishery issues in the 
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world, i= not one of the most complex issues overall. There 

is an ef--r: being made to get the discussions back on track. 

I believe there will be some discussions between the neqc-iato rs 
who headed both teams when there is a mutually conve-’+"* 

time. 

I think it’s also importartto note that there needs 
to be an effort made outside te borneés ¢* a potenziai rear. 
to manac- in fascerv for this coming year; anc <na™-  e" 
done with technical groups at your provincial and our state 
level. I think there have already been some exploratory 
Meetings in tha- area. But it is a complex issue; it's an 
impertant issue, and it is one we hope we can re-energize, as 
you stated. 

If you recall at Halifax, beth Foreign Ministers 
suggested that the necotiators make a special effort last 
fall and the first part of this year. I <hin* an et:ort was 
made, but some complexities that did cev-ion around the 
nature of the fishery because of the El Nin6 Current and some 
other problems made it very difficuit to bring that necotiation 
to a settlement; but -- 

2 Just a couple of thincs: First of all, has 


there been an acreement on when the next meeting will be and 


where it wii. be? 








A The next meeting will be one of the shorter variety. 
Those usually take place on the periphery cf a mult:iateral event 
like a NATO Ministerial or the ASEAN Meeting, and | suspect one of 
those multilateral meetincs will be picked out an s+ ected as 
the time for the two of them to get together. The- f.as not been 
done. 

SECOND SENIOR CFFICIAL: Generally, ever ™i+-:ter. 

C AS «a f0liow-up to that, worid “ou antic-pate 
any procress at a!) being made on the acid rain issve in i984, 
based on the discussion this time on which, obviously, both 
sides did nothing but repeat their existing positions; and 
obviously, there was no progress or movement of any kind. 

PIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: I would point cut that in the 
PY-85 budget that has been submitted, as the Pres:dent pointed 
out in his State of the Union message, W®'T® increasing our 
research effort into the causes and effects of acid rain, and 
also tnto control technciocv. Ne've offered to snar~- ~ results 
of that research and those stucies, many of which heve a ~eturn 
Gate of the near-term future; and ask that the Canadians worn 
with us on the results of chose stucies. So in that sense, 
yes, there are things that would be taking place, that we hop- 


both sides would be involved in. 


Q In 1984? 


A In 1984, that's rich. 











SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: You want to remember that the 
Canadians haven't themselves gotten tocether on a national or 
on a provincial basis. They are talxing about perhaps budgeting, 
at some time down in the future, a billion dollars a year, in 
general terms; whereas even applyinc the 10-to-1 population 
ratio, I've mentioned to you what we've already done. So things 
are in process. 

Anc remember this,i= you cen, © 7 etic rain that 50 
percent of the acié rain that falls en Canaca is generated 
in the Unitec States or also, itn other words, is senerated 
in Canada; and 25 percent of the acid rain thet falls in New 
England is generated in Canada. So it's something we're going 
to do something about, hecause we're coins to have to do some- 
thing about it. 

As to the questior c= »“a- the best approach is, 
some people have said that whereas we bei-eve that the mix of 
roughly 2/3 sulfur ¢.cxice to 1} nitrocin oxide is the mix of 
acid rain, we don't know exactly how it's formed in the atmos- 
phere -- that's what is required by science. That's the 
hold-up and the drawback on going full-fledged ahead on somethinc, 


that we really don't know quite what the answer would be 
If we were to cut SO. by two-thirds, there is no reason 
to think that acid rain would be cut by two-thirds. In any event, 


we're going to share, as Jim says, the scientific knowledge that 


we obtained, with Canada. 
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FIRST SENIOR OCPFICIAL: If I might add one las* thing to 
that point, there are a couple of developments that I'm sure 
the Canadian experts on this issue would be interested in. For 


instance, there is 2 recent study which seemed to indicate that 





tnere had been a stabilization in the acidity/alkalinity relaticn- 
ship in Northeastern Lakes. That's very interesting to our 
scientists; I'm sure it will Le interesting to yours. 

Also, there has w=-2n @ suggesti°: *nar tre mocels 
that everyone has been relying on to predict acid deposition 
would not have predictec the level of deposition that is 
prese-- relatable to the INCO smelter, ~nich has been sub- 
stantially shut down. Again, it is infc=metion iike that that 
is becoming available on an onccing vasis *~-at we intend to share 
with Canada, and I'm sure that they would be very interested in, 
I see that sort of thing «aking place ever the next few months 
anc the rest o- this vear. 

Covrousiv, i= you're planning to spend a billior collars 
a year into the foreseeable future, you would be very interested 
in modelling your procram in ~he most effective way possible. 
If we'll be spencine somethinec otentially quite in excess of 
that ene b._'ton «a vear, we's want to do the same thing. 


” regarding entra. America, how much would it help 


to bring Canada on-side i» su>porting U.S. military activities 
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in Central America? And how much was there here at these 
meetings in trying to bring Canada on-sic<? 

FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Well, I work with Canadian 
Affairs here at the State Department; I realiy don't have the 
exDeTt.s< to respond to that sort of e@ cvestion. We ccoule try 
to get you an answer from our -- 

Q Do you have a thought on this? 

SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: I tiinx Canaca :3 a@ grea: 
a.iv of ours, and together we share the joint defense ~~ -*~- 
North Amer:can continent, with the NATO Allies. 

We would seek as much cooperation that we can cet 
=zom Canada. It's not imperative, but we certainly, as 
witnessed by the fact that we did ask Al MacEachen to go to 
El Salvador, we’ Set tea ey involve them to the extent they 
felt it was desirable in their national interest. 

~ was there much persuasion today, last nicht? 

SECOND OFFICIAL: No; no serious persuasion. It's 
& natter cf really two frienc. who represent,far more importantly | 
two frienciy countries and say, just merely, "If you can work it 
.n, we think it would be desirable because i* would show Canadian 
interest in developing democracy in Central America.” 

Q Was there discussion about what message Mr. MacEachen 


might take to Nicaragua? 


FIRST OFPICIAL: None. None that I know of. 
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@ Did you talk aboc= the sperts pool question at all? 
Did either side Bring it up? And dic either cide bring up the 
Guestion of the CIA experimer+s with LSD in Canada? 

PIRST SENIOR OPPICIAL: No to both of those questions. 

Q The Loncor Economic Summit is coming up. Any 
discussion on what might be any any iniatives? 

PIYST SENIC#® OFFICIA_: The session this "«rrinc startec 
out with ciscussions of multiiateral economic topics. And with 
the London Economic Summit -- there is an OECD coming up. There 
was a fairly extensive discussion of the preparations and some of 
the thoushts and positions that bo-h countries had that went into 
those meetings. 

Q Thank you. 

A ‘Thank you very much. 


(The briefing concluded at 5:00 p.m.) 
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MR. SIMS: Ambassador James Goodby was the head of the 
U.S. delegation to the Stockholu conference -- has just met with 
the President. He's here to talk about that with you. 


AMBASSADOR GOODBY: Good morning. I have copies of the 
statement I'm about to read which will be passed around after I've 
finishec it, so I don’t think you need to take notes. 


I *ust reported to the President on the first session 
of the Stockholm Conference on Security in Europe, and have discussed 
with him the prospects for the next phase of this negotiation. The 
administration is now assessing the current situation in the Conference, 
& process which will culminate with the President's issuance of 
instructions to the United States delegation for the second session 
beginning May &. 


As regards to the first round of the Conference, it 
was expected to be an exploratory session which would establish 
the positions of the participants, define the issues, and open up 
new lines of communications between East and West, and with the 
European neutrals as well. And it did just that. 


The 16 NATO countries introduced a six-point plan 
Gesigned to reduce the risk of war through surprise attack or 
miscalculation. Proposals also were introduced by Romania and b) 
eight neutral countries in the Conference. 


The delegations representing the Warsaw Pact advanced 
their own ideas in the course of the plenary meetings. The results 
of the first round suggest that possibilities for agreements 
exist. Every participant in the Conference spoke favorably of 
putting into effect certain procedures which would create conditions 
of greater predictability in the military situation in Europe 


An example of this would be mandatory sedvance 
notification of certain military ectivities. Difficult issues 
remain. In its proposals, the Soviet Union has chosen to stress 
declaratory measures of little real consequence or ideas which are 
being addressed elsewhere. It has attacked the very concept of 
greater openness in military matters. 


Except for the seven Warsaw Pact countries, however, 
all participants in the conference have expressed a preference 
for negotiating practical agreements which would require countries 
to clarify the intent of certain types of military activities, 
thus, making the military situation in Europe more stable and 
more predictable. 


President Reagan has made it clear that he ettaches 
great importance to the subject matter in the aims of this Conference, 
as he does to the entire Helsinki process, of which this Conference 
is a part. He has made it clear that he expects the United States 
delegation to establish @ dialogue with all the participants in the 
Stockholm Conference and actively search for common ground on 
which sound agreements may be based. 
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As for the next round, the Western delegations expect 
to begin an exchange of opinions with the other participants on 
the details of the measures which we hope to necotiate in Stockhols. 


By the end of the second round on July 6, we should 
heave a better picture of the outlines of 4 possible agreement 
aimed at reducing the risk of war in Europe. 


That's the end of my statement. If there are any questions 


Q You said the Russians are against the mandatory 
notification on maneuvers? 


AMBASSADOR GOODBY: Wo. Wot necessarily. They have 
spoken favorably themselves about the possibility of that kind of 
an acreement. What they have attacked is the idea of openness, but 
I assume that's partly posturing. 


9 What Go you mean? Observers or what? 


AMBASSADOR GOODBY: Observers, verification of these 
kinds of agreements, and that sort of thing. But frankly that's 
one of the things we have to work at next round and find out more 
where their real position is because a certain amount of this 
obviously is I think negotiating, posturing, and that kind of 
thing. 


° How about the hotline? 


AMBASSADOR GOODBY: Well, the hotline is, of course, 
a bilateral thing. S8ut it’s one of the arrangements we're talking about 
also in Stockholm -- trying to multilateralize the hotiine, if you 
will, trying to find a way in which al] the countries that are 


represented there, of which there are 35, can find a more effective 
way of communicating. 


- 


< in a party line? Laughter. 


AMBASSADOR GOODBY: It would be a party line, a very 
effective party line. Right. 


9 Thirty-five countries would get on at once in 
times of crisis? 


AMBASSADOR GOODBY: Well, no. The idea would be that 
you have something that can immediately inquire about a certain 
activity that's taken place. Let's say, some military manuever that 
might not have been rotified or was improperly notified. 
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The idea is you want rapid consultations. That's the way you diffuse 
acrisis. And that’s -- 


°) In Engiand? 
AMBASSADOR GOODBY: -- what we're aiming at. 


°) In January, you said you wouldr.'t foreclose the 
possibility of seeing the resumption of the START talks in the springs. 
Don't you want to foreclose that possibility today? 


AMBASSADOR GOODBY: No, I wouldn't. I think that the 
logic is still the same, that there's every reason to get back to 


the negotiating tabie and try to do something to level off this 
nuclear situation. 


Q Well, there's every reason to get back, but 
is there any kind of indication that the Soviets want to go back? 


AMBASSADOR GOODBY: I have no private indications 
that are probably not known to you about that point. 


2 Have you any reason to believe that they would 
given the politicai situation? 


AMBASSADOR GOODBY: I think that I have nothing really 
to add to what I've said before, namely that the logic of the situation 
suggests that it's important to get back to a necotiating table 
That's what we're aiming at. 


Q What did the President -- did -- what’ac the 
President say to you? Did he discuss this? 


AMBASSADOR GOODBY: We talked about my issue, which 
is the Conference on Disarmament in Europe, in Stockholna. 

° Did he know a lot about it or -- what dic he 
say? 


AMBASSADOR GOODBY: We discussed what we expect to 
have happen in the next round. We talked about some of the Sovier 
ideas. We talked about ways and means of getting ahead in this 
negotiation next round. 


9 But if I may -- 
AMBASSADOR GOODBY: Sure. 


Q We -- set that aside. What did he say? What 
was his participation? 


AMBASSADOR GOODBY: He cpoke <-- I don't want to 70 into 
jreat detail, what the President said to me privately -- but he spoxe 
at sor* length about his picture of the non-use of force, as we ve 
been “_scussing it in Stockholm. That was one of the centra. issues 
that we've been discussing, simply for the fact that the Soviets have 
been talking about that, and that's what we're mainly discussing 
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0 Did he extemporize or did he -- 

AMBASSADOR GOODBY: Yes. 

Q -- read that? 

AMBASSADOR GOODBY: He extemporized. Sure. 

*) Mr. Ambassador, yesterday we were told tnat the 
U.S. was rejecting the idea of some comprehensive ban on antisatellites 


Can you really offer any hope that your set of negotiations are going 
to be a way to improve relations between the U.S. and the Soviets? You 
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sound like the mais thing they're interested in, which is th.s declaratory 
Statement about the no-use of force, is something we're not interested in. 


AMBASSADOR GOODBY: What we're saying is that we don't 
think a declaratory statement by itself will add essentially tc our 
Security because that kind of agreement is already in place. It 
has not worked very well in the past. There's no real reason to expect 
that it'll have any more real consequences in the future than i* has 
had before. What we're aiming at is some very specific concrete 
agreements. I mentioned advance notification of military activities; 
we would like to exchange forecasts cn an annual basis of larce 
military activities. We'd like to improve communications between the 
various countries. 


We'd like to have verification, observation of such 
exercises. And I think there is a chance for negotiating those, but 
it’s going to be a hard slog. It*s not going to be one of these easy 
things to do. And I think .£ we can negotiate some of those arrancemen ss 
we're talking about, we'll be able to do something about surprise attac« 
and miscalculation. There is a possibility -- remote, I think -- that 
war could begin through some sort of miscalcuiation or mispercertion 
at leas:. 

. But we are rejecting their proposal for a declaratory 
statement about peace and non-use of force? 


AMBASSADOR GOODBY: We have said that those are insufficien: 
conditions to provide an adequate outcome to the negotiation, that 
what the Conference is all about is -- was acreed in Madrid in the 
Conference on Security and Cooperation in Europe last year -- was “hat 
we are trying to give some force, some meaning, some new expression to 
the idea that force should not be used in international relations. 
And when you give new expression to this, you're talking about adding 
‘o this understanding we already have through the UN Charter and elsewhere. 
That’s the general purpose of it. 

Q Why do you have any reason to hope that there's 
sOing to be ar agreement with the Soviets? 


AMBASSADOR GOODBY: Because they spoke in -- favorably 
about the idea of trying to expand on existing confidence-building 
measures which have been implemented for the past eight years. There've 
been over two million troops in the field -- have been notified; 

100 notifications have been announced. And we think there's a -- 
I think there's a good chance that we can improve upon those procedures 
and add to it with some new ideas that we've developed since 1975 


Q How would you characterize their reaction now 
to the specific proposals that the NATO Allies have put forward? 


AMBASSADOR GOODBY: Well, it's a picture, @ mix 
between saying there is some possibility of a rapprochement between 
Sur positions and criticizing certain elements. They have not Seen 
ic, to be honest. As I said, their proposais have ber 
in plenary meetings, which is not necessarily the best 
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conducting a negotiation. We've had a lot of private meetings, 

but we have not gotten down to the specific criticism of what it is 
they like or don't like about our proposals. We'll do this in the 
next round, I have no doubt. 


Q Are you -- 


AMBASSADOR GOODBY: Somebody in the back has been 
asking for the floor. 


Q Do you detect any change in the Soviet position, 
either substantial or superficial, or positive or negative, since the 
chance in leadership in the Kremlin? 


AMBASSADOR GOODBY: No, I'd say from my 
perspective which is only Stockholm, a high degree of continuity. The 
speeches that they were making at the end and things they were saying 
privately were very compatible with what they were saying in tne be- 
ginning. So I did not detect from where I was sitting any particular 
change at all. 


Q Mr. Ambassador, how has the deployment of U.S. 
cruise sissiles interfered with any possible procress in the Stockholm 
talks? 


AMBASSADOR GOODBY: Well, I don’t think it interferes. 
There was some discussion of that in Stockholm, of course. And the 
general position that all the NATO countries took was that we're glad 
to talk about those things, but let's talk about it in Geneva. There's 
aplace there that is now ready for discussion. We're ready to go back 
overnight. 


But in terms of the negotiation, I don't think that 
it effected the proposal the Soviets made or the proposals the neutral 
countries made and so I don’t see any direct impact. 


Q Do any of the participants in those talks, specifically 
the Soviets, I guess, see the presence of these cruise missiles as 
ontr: to the possibility that a miscalculation will be made? 


AMBASSADOR GOODBY: Well, of course the Soviets cen- 
erally speak about their concerns about nuclear war in terms of first 
strike and that kind of thing and we'ie consistently pointing out 
that we've not deploying first-strike weapons in Europe and that, in- 
deed, we're not talking about first strike of any kind, that we're in 
favor of non-use of any kind of force, as we have said repeatedly 
But one of the things we'd like to do is to get at the problem of 
how does a war begin. And a war is not very likely to begin throuch 
a nuclear exchange. Very unlikely. I think the most likely way -- 
anc this was borne out recently by some studies in one of the univer- 
Sities and elsewhere -- that the most likely cause of a war is the 
little incident, the border incident, the misunderstanding and it 
escalates and gets out of control. And that’s what we're tarcetincg 
on. 


Keep in mind that we're doing something really rather 
a@ifferent from what these other arms control negotiations are doing. 
And I think there's a place for the kind of thing we're doing in the 
sense that we're trying to get at the direct causes of war. I think 
this is a useful thing to do, not being done elsewhere. And if ve 
can get some kind of an understanding that, in a nutshell, each of 
the countries in this process agress to inform other countries in 
advance about the meaning, the intent of certain specific activities 
and they give as much advance warning as possible -- even a year in 


MORE 











advance, if possible, this, I suggest to you, is going to do something 
about those -- what I call the “proximate causes of war.” And I think 
that’s important. 


Q Would you say that -- 


AMBASSADOR GOCDBY: But it’s only beginning, as Shultz 
~~ Secretary Shultz said in the opening speech. If we can get some 
of these things implemented and in place we can build on that. 


So this is one of the first steps, and I think an 
important one. 


Q Mr. Ambassador, you said there was a zood chance, 
in your opinion, for some sort of agreement. In what time frame? 
Is there any change of an agreement this year? 


AMBASSADOR GOODBY: Well, I think there's a good chance 
over the long run. Now, iet me say what the long run is. This is a 
part of the He.sinki process, which is a conference on security and 
cooperation in Europe. They have review meetings every five years to 
review implementation of the Helsinki Final Act. The next one takes 
place in November 1986 in Vienna. And I think clearly by that tine 
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I would expect there to be something emercinc from this. 


But, frankly, I think it all depends on the kinds of 
assessments that the Soviets are making richt now about whether they 
want to move into this area in &@ serious way or not. 


I think there's sore proepect, but I really can't say 
how fast it's going to move. 


Q So you're saying it could be two or three or more 
years away before -- 


AMBASSADOR GOODBY: <-=- possible or could be sooner. 
But we've had one round, right? Nine weeks. And I think the next 
<> is going to be much more of @ testing time of how -- what 
rocress might -- is likely to be. 


I mentioned that it ends on July the 6th I think 
I could give you a little better picture at that particular point. 
Because what we will do is get down into some of the detailed critigues 
that we haven't had a chance to do so far. 


Q You say there is a lot of notificiation sow. -- 
AMBASSADOR GOODBY: Yer, there have been over a hundred 
Q Did we have notification on the Sea of Japan” 
AMBASSADOR GOODBY: Well, these notifications invoive 
essentially ground troops and up to now, in fact, these notificiations 
have not extended very far into the Soviet Union, only 250 kilometers. 
One of the things we're aiming at -- one of the things 
the Soviets have agreed to -- is that we will have notificiations 
extending all the way to the Ural Mountains. So that is going tc 
40 a lot, I think, in terms cf the objectives we have. 8ut it does 
not now cover sea activities. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 10:59 A.M. EST 
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MR. SIMS: This briefing is on background. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Unaccustomed as I am 
to these things and without the main partner here with me -- Here 
ne is. Thank goodness -- saved. 


Sir, would you please join me and before we have a 
chance to coordinate, we'll just plunge ahead. I have to get out, 
as you know, at 11:45 a.m. So why don't I open with some genera) 
remarks? 


I believe that one, you're all going on the trip. And 
two, that you were briefed -- that my colleagues did a briefing here 
on March 21, or at least he did, and that you were in on that. And 
it looks like a darn good -- I look at the transcript and it looks 
pretty good. 


Therefore, I'm going to take a slightly different track. 
Ané I thought I would, first of all, give you some flavor from a 
recent trip to China that I was part of, and that is Secretary Recgan's 
-- Secretary of Treasury Regan's visit there -- because I think it 
would perhaps be useful for you. 


He went in his capacity as co-chairman of the Joint 
Economic Committee and clearly in the minds of all his hosts and 
his interlocutors, he was an impor-ant Cabinet member visiting China 
Sust before the President went. And it was quite obvious in the 
way he was handled, and in the way he handled himself, that this 
was in the minds of both sides. 


Now, in this connection, apart from the workings of 
the Joint Economic Committee cohosted by the Chinese Minister of 
Finance, Mr. Wang -- Secretary Regan had four bilateral conversations 
with the ministers of Foreisg. Economic Relations and Trade, 
Madame Chen, with his host, Minister Wang, the Finance Minister, 
with the Foreign Minister Wu, and finally with Premier Thao. 
They were all lengthy and quite interesting. It became abundantly 
clear, at least in my mind, that the Chinese side looks upon this 
visit as we have, as part of a pair. 


And I will take you back to the visit, and the 
atmospherics, and the results of the Zhao -- Premier Zhao's 
visit here in January and just underscore the fact that both sides 
went into the two visits as a pair -- as 4 part of @ process, as 
a part of a maturation and a constancy development in the relationship. 
I think that's important because naturally, the tendency on our side. 
coming up to such an event is to -- is to view it simply as a 
single and it was, indeed, viewed from last year, and handled by 
both sides as a pair, as part of a continuing process. 
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Secondly, in the thrust of the remarks on the Chinese 
side during the Secretary of Treasury's visit, naturally they were 
economic -- and here we touch a great area which I think wiil be of 
very specific interest during the visit. The Chinese laundry list -- 
(Laughter.) -- contained the predictables. That is, complaints 
about discrimination on the U.S. side, vis-a-vis China as an economic 
entity. 


“hat do I mean by that? I mean that there exists -- 
I mean that there exists in the foreign -- for an example, there 
exists in the Foreign Assistance Act a lumping of the PRC with the 
Soviets and the Soviet blocs. And the response of the Secretary 
was that as given to the Chinese during the Zhao visit. 


This administration has indeed tried before and will 
continue to try to remove those obsolete references -- lumping the 
PRC together with the Soviet Union in terms of such things as the 
Foreign Assistance Act. 


Secretary Regan immediately went on, however, to remind 
the Chinese that that does not, repeat,not mean that this 
administration contemplates a foreign aid program -- a loan program 
for the PRC. Rather the emphasis, the proper role there, is on 
the private sector, and his message --polite but repeated ana quite 
clear -- was that it -- remaining the proper role of the U.S. 
private sector as far as what they want -- that is long term investment, 
technology, and so forth -- they should therefore create, maintain, 
an@ enhance the conditions under which that would take place. 


And that takes you then to a related set of circumstances. 
Secretary Regan initialled the tax treaty that will be signed by the 


President and Premier Zhao during the visit. That is essential 
treaty which would avoid double taxation. tally e 


You could get details later on. Since it has been 
initialled, you could get the finer points. But the key thing is 
it's aimed at avoiding double taxation. 
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Im this regard, it was also noted that the two sides 
had been for some time engaged in talks about a possible -- a possible 
bilateral investment. Bilateral, if you want to call it that. An 
investment agreement. ‘ow, here you get into the question of such key 
items a8 expropriation, repatriation, elimination of discrimination, 
national treatment -- the conditions -- the meat and potatoes of 
private sector's involvement in investment and presence -- economic -- 
financial presence in China. 


In that regard, the Secretary had had discussions with 
American bus.aness men in Beijing and he was aware that some of then 
had been living in Chinese hotels for about seven years, and that when -- 
that some of them were saying to him that when they went down to collect 
goods to be imported, there were different customs duties levied for the 
same product in different ports, which is not supposed to be, and so 
forth. So his -- the thrust of his major remarks along this track, to 
summarize, were that we'll work to eliminate those discriminatory references. 
At the same time, we co not contemplate, we do not have in mind a foreign 
aid program for China. Rather, investment and involvement is in the pri- 
vate sector and if you want to get and keep them, you've got to create 
and enhance the conditions for then. 


Q Just remincgers -- what are the restrictions against 
cOmmunist countries in the Foreign Assistance Act? What is China 
complaining about specifically? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is in the Foreign -- 
in the existing language of the Foreign Assistance Act, and the year, 
I‘ve forgotten, specific prohibition for U.S. foreign aid concessionary 
loans to the communist countries, predominantly, the Soviet Union and 
the Soviet bloc. 


Q Is that the only or the main prohibition? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is -- that’s my 
appreciation of it, yes. 


2 On just that point, who is against changing the law? 
When yOu say you're striving to change it, who is the enemy, domestically? 


SENIOK ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, let's put it 
this way. We've emphasized to the Chinese that the Congress's failure 
to make this adjustment is not anti-Chinese. It's, rather, been 
bogged down in the larger problem -- the minute someone starts talking 
about amending or adjusting the Foreign Assistance Act, then all kinds 
of different constituencies, et cetera, get into it. 


So it's been explained to the Chinese and they understand 
that this has not been held up by an“anti-Chinese constituency”. 


°) Are they pushing for concessionary loans? Is this 
a big item on their agenda? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They <-- let me put it 
this way. They repeatedly, with major interlocutors, refer to very 
large development schemes, particularly hydroelectric power and peace- 
ful nuclear power generation programs for which they would like to 
get as a developing country with a per capita GNP of about $320 or 
something like that -- for which they would like to get the right kind 
of loans. That is, low term -- low interest, long-term. 


Q Is the administration doing anything, actually, 
to try to get the Foreign Assistance Act changed, or is that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q What -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, with both Houses. 
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Q Is anything on that pending -- likely to be -- 
anything on that likely to be -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The administration has 
been in dialogue with the relevant committees and so forth in both 
Houses. 


Q I don’t mean dialogue. I mean, are there -- is 
that up for some -- is there any likelihood *hat any action would be 
taken on that this year? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me throw the ques- 
tion back to you. You tell me whether che, in this year, 1984, the 
Foreign Assistance Act is going to oags, and I think I'd be better 
prepared to give you an answer. 


Q Could I follow up on that, though? You seemed to 
indicate that this was primarily -- or exclusively a symbolic issue 
because even if you got the Act amended, you wouldn't provide ther 
any assistance, or would you? Suppose -- let's look to ‘85-'86, now -- 
that the Congress finally does what you want it to do. Would you then 
provide some concessionary loans to the Chinese for, for instance, these 
hydro-nuclear development projects? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: My own personal answer is 
I do not see that in the cards. I think when you look at the Sahel 
area in Africa and when you look at so many other desperately impoverished 
countries in the world, and when you look at the domestic climate 
as far as foreign aid, in general, and the distribution there of, I 
think the priorities would lie elsewhere. 


Q On the complaints of American business men -- are 
we looking for some general policy change from the Chinese on housing 
or customs or are we simply looking for them to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATON OFFICIAL: We're looking for, as I 
indicated before, the meat and potatoes 
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that make, that attract and keep foreign investors. 


Q Well, what do we want them to do? What is the 
meat and potatoes? What changes do we want from then? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think you would 
want -- I mean, it’s difficult for me to factor out this or that. 
We've got a tux treaty that will be signed. I'm hopeful -- I 
would label taat as very cautious optimism -- we've got a Chinese 
team now in this country on -- on further talks on the bilateral -- 
on some form of a “bilateral investment agreement” -- some form 
of it. 


It*ll -- It's a long, hard road -- I feel more 
optimistic than I did a couple of weeks ago. 


Q But that’s not going to cover housing, or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, it would not of 
itself cover those things. So it’s a combination. It’s the total 
package. 


Q What would it cover? What's in that bilateral 
agreement that you expect to get out of -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- which I hope to 
get, with -- optimism, and that is such things as I indicated 
before on the question of what do you do if this expropriation, 
that is repatriation of funds, profits, dividends, and so forth -- 
arbitration, nondiscriminary treatment against American versus 
other investors, the relative treatment of foreign investors 
versus domestic investors and so forth. 


Q Does the administration scale back what kind of 
provisions it wants in an investment treaty in the hopes of getting 
something that the President will be able to sign when he's in 
China? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't put it 
that way. To the contrary I would say that as we go into any 
such process, we have to bear in mind that we have several others 


around the world that we would want to gain, and we wouldn't want 
to go with something weak and useless. 


Q Has the agenda for those talks, though, been scaled 
back some, or have certain issues been winnowed out? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Within the investment 
forum? 


Q Yes. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: To my <= to my knowledge, 
full range is being discussed, and intensively right now in 
Washington. 

If = could go on to another one -- 

Q Before you do -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Ie it still Goubtful then that the investment treaty 
will be signed during the President's visit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I prefer at this 
stage to be cautious. Let's see where the talks bring us in the 
next week -- in this week. 
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Q What other issues will the President make «4 big 
push on in addition to investment -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, both sides are -- 
have been for some time, as you know, engaged on talks on an 
agreement on peaceful nuclear cooperation. 


You will recall that last year, 1983, there were three 
intensive rounds -- and then during the visit of Premier Zhao in 
Washington -- those talks again intensified. We are still basically 
hung up or poised, however you want to describe it -- over the 
question of consent rights for such materials as sight be used 
in process through U.S. supplied facilities. 


Here you have the old story of U.S. law, on the one hand, 
which -- in which there's a stringent provision for obtaining 
consent rights, versus the other party, be it Chinese or whatever, 
which has concern over such questions as principle and sovereignty. 
We're talking about materials which would be used to develop ten 
years or more down the road. That is, hypothetically, let's say 
that we got an agreement, we put in, we supply a U.S. reactor, U.S. 
fuel rods start off but ten years down the road, some other fuel 
rods are put in -- be they Chinese or a third country. And it's 
consent rights over these materials, over which we're currently 
poised. 


Q Well, does this get -- are you talking about the 
use of fuel, and product fuel processing, are you? 


Q So you don't think there will be an agreement 
signed on nuclear this time? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's still in my own 
mind, a slim chance. But let's see whether in the interval 
between now and the President's arrival, we get some further 
movement on that. 


I would point out another economic issue to you, and 
that is the -- the Maritime agreement which lapsed -- after a one time 
extension, it lapsed last December 17. The basic hang up there 
is over an adequate sharing of cargo by the U.S. side. 


On the Chinese side, they want -- in effect, they 
want most-favored-nation-treatment, easy access to our ports. There 
were discussions last year. They did not produce 
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adequate results. The agreement lapsed. A U.S. delegation led by 
A@miral Shearer will leave shortly for Beijing, arriving, I believe, 
on April 8th. Let's see whether we get any movement on that. 


Q If some of these issues are still unresolved -- 
that, the nuclear and the other, by the time of the President's arrival, 


will those simply be held in abeyance, then, until after the visit or 
will negotiations continue while he's there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would imagine that 
they woulc certainly go beyond -- if they weren't resolved before, 
they'd go beyond the President's visit. 

*) No, I mean -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Would we have negotiations 
there? I think it would -- That could vary greatly. For instance, the 
nuclear business is highly technical in many ways and you'd have to 
have the right people around. 


Q What about the big political issves? Taiwan, 
etc., etc., the Middle East, on which there are differences? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would, myself, 
accept very wide-ranging discussions over a broad spectrum. On some 
of them, there would be confluence or parallelien. tT could site 
~~ what immediately jumps to mind -- 

Q “Confluence -- * 

Q what? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 

Q What's a “confluence or parallelism"? (Laughter.) 


Q Both. Both. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Confluence or parailei- 
ism. 


Q Density of view -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would <= what leaps 
to mind are such issues as the Soviet problem and specifically the 
manifestation thereof in Afghanistan, the Soviet support for the 
Vietnamese and their continued occupation and so forth in Kampuchea. 

Q How about arms to Iran? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Arms to Iran? Well, 
I think you know the administration's position on arms to either of 
those two parties locked in <-- in the combet they are. That is, 
this administration does not sell to either party and we certainly 
do not favor arms sales to either party in the present circumstances 
as we and others hope for a peaceful resolution. 

Q Do the Chinese sell to either party? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Say again? 

Q bo the Chinese sell to either party? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Chinese? 

Q Sell to either party? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't have anything 


at my fingertips. Let's put it this way, we would, on background, 
since we're on background, we've spoken with the Chinese as we've 
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spoken with a great number of parties on possible sales to either 
party and we will continue to do so. 


Q Will the President ask them to stop? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let's see what happens 
between now and the President's visit. 


Q -- Taiwan, which you didn’t -- you didn't directly 
address Taiwan. Wow much of the discussion do you think will be 
focused on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In any major visit 
of this sort, be it the Premier’s, to which I referred before, or the 
President's, of course, there would be «a discussion on Taiwan. 


My prediction would be that they would refer to their 
interpretations of the communiques, that they would put « marker down 
as far as arms sales of defensive arms to Taiwan and that our side 
would reiterate its full commitment to the various communiques -- I's 
speaking of the Shanghai Communique of 1972, the Normalization Conm- 
munique of December 1978 and the August 17, 1982 Communique. 


When you say, “put a marker down,” do you mean 
that the Chinese are liable to say, “We need # cate certain"? Are 
they going to push for that kind of a thing? for a cutoff? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In their view, they, 
first of all, dispute the relevance, if you will, of the Taiwan Re- 
lations Act. They say that it has no place, they refuse to recognize 
it and they would continue to complain that the ievel of arms shipped 
to Taiwan exceeds what they expected. 


We would reiterate that from our viewpoint, those ship- 
ments are in accord -- the level of shipments are in accord with the 
provisions of the August 17, 1982 Communique. 











Q Is the trend of arms sales to Taiwan up, down 
or flat and what are the administration's intentions in the foreseeable 
future as to the level of arms sales, both quantity and quality of 
weapons? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The administration's 
approach to that is embodied in its sedherence to and in the language 
which was put out in connection with the August 17, 1982 Communique. 


Q Yes, but what is the practical effect of that? 
Do you, for instance, envision an early date when you could stop a.ms 


shipments to Taiwan on the theory that Taiwan no longer seeds 
these arms? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, if you'll 
recall the statements and the atmorpherics of August 17, 1982, 
you were talking about @ scenario whereby the PRC adhered to a 
peaceful approach to this problem and in the light of that the U.S. 
side countenanced a gradual diminution. 


Q Yes, but the practical -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But there was no 
cutoff date, no finite -- 


Q No, I'm not asking about the Communique; I'm asking 
whether you have, in your own mind, in the edministration a date 


when you could say, “Well, they're strong enough: they don't need more 
American arms? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q Without any reference to the Communique. You 
hadn't reached that point? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo -- 


Q What's actually happening -- That part of my 
question you didn't address. Are we selling about the same? What's 
the pattern? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The figures for 
"8) and '84 are -- I -- we can get because they're public figures 
given to the Congress, estimated figures -- were in the region of 
about $780 million. 


Q Each year? 

Q Each year? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 

Q In each of the two years? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 

Q And what's contemplated for fiscal ‘85? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would contemplate 
for fiscal °85 an estimated $760 million. These are estimates -- I << 
And there will be -- I would contemplate the possibility of fluctuations. 

Q It appears that you're saying that you're not 
looking for any progress on this issue nor are they, that you're just 
going to repeat the previous statements from the three communiques 
Ie that essentially what you're saying? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think <= No, 

I would put 4 different cast on it. Tf think that what we're shootine 
for here is continued, steady management of the problem. But 


differences are there; let's both sides move on with responsible 
management. 


40973 














- 10 - 


+] Are the figures you are citing here military 
sales or military assistance? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sales of military 
equipment -- 


* What about other forms °f assistance from the 
U.S. to Taiwan? Economic assistance, other forms of loans? There 
are no other, no other of any kind -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, they pay: they pay. 


Q Mo, Dut I mean, even international economic 
aeeistance in various forms. Is that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's not in that -- 
that’s not in that figure. 


Q No, I «now, but, I mean, what is that figure? 
Are we providing more economic assistance at a time when we're 
slowly reducing -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know whether 
we're providing them any economic aesistance since about 1961. 


Q Ile that a fact? 


Q How do those military sales compare historically? 
I know -- I think the ‘82 Communique said, what? That they would 
use what as a baseline and go -- and keep below -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, you have an 
index factor, and in the various dialogues -- the Chinese, that is, 
the PRC side takes this or that base, and we say that in recent 
historical terms, when you crank in the inflation factor of 1979, 
1980 and #0 forth, that we are within our undertaking under the 
August 1?, 1982 se 


Q What is the baseline <- 1979? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll have to cet 
that for you. I think it’s ‘'79-'890. 


Q How much were we selling at that time to them? 
I mean, just so we have an historical comparison. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You have adjusted 
figures so that we hold, I think, an inflation-adjusted figure in 
excess of $800 million. 


Q But neither side realistically expects the 
other's position to change on this matter as a result of the 
discussions next month, is that right? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: My own personal 
assesement is that both sides will generally adhere to their 
well-established positions. 


Q Are co-production schemes increasing as the 
arms sales decrease or are the arms sales figures including the 
co-production that we're beginning to do with the Taiwanese? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We've for some 
time had an F-SE co-production. That goes back into the ‘70s, 
and that continues. And that would be included -- 
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Q Are American investors helping in the increase of 
the Taiwanese indigenous military industrial prospects? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm aware, in that regard -- 
I, personally, am only aware of the F-SE co-production. I'm not aware 
of others. 


Q You don't know whether American manufacturers are 
helping to start up the Taiwanese foreign industry? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm unaware of anything 
concrete apart from the existing F-SE co-production. 


Q Can I go back to the nuclear just a second? At the 
time of Zthao's visit, we were told that there's also a critical time 
factor. That if this problem continued tc be unresolved, that the 
Chinese have, in effect, a French option, and they've already begun to 
order French nuclear power plans -- Is time working against us on this 
if this drags on much longer? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it's understand- 
able that in such circumstances you get various stories from various 
quarters, the thrust of which is, if you don't, somebody else will. 
Bear in mind, you're talking about non-proliferation regimes so that 
while that kind of argumentation may be used, I don't wish to belittle 
the problem, but I would not that while that kind of argumentation may 
be used in an effort to move the process alonc, say, through commercial 
channels, you keep coming back to non-proliferation regimes and the 
necessary assurances, therefore. 


And so, I consider that, basically, we're in the boat 
together. 


. In weeks -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATON OFFICIAL It’s about a quarter of. 
Maybe I can take one more and <-=- 


Q Are the Chinese -- does the Mainland want to buy 
arms from us? Are we going to give them any arms? 


Q Do the Chinese want to buy arms from the United States? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What? 
Q The PRC. 
Q PRC. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Historically speakinc, 
I would give you the following. One; the Chinese went through a period 
of great, almost total, reliance on the Soviet Union for over a decade 
in the arms field, and they bitterly resent <-- I think, looking back, 


they bitterly resent having been put in that position, and from their 
viewpoint, having suffered by it. 





Therefore, my own perception is that the Chinese wii! 
always be -- first, last, and always <-- concerned with their own quest 
for self-sufficiency. That's the first thing. 





The second thing is that they would always be uneasy and 
leery about anything which might be perceived domestically as over- 
Jependence on any one producer. As you look back over the last ten years, 
and so forth, you see their purchasing, or their attempts to purchase 
either goods or technology. know-how, and so forth, are usually spread. 


And I would say that that would probably be their basic posture. 
Now, obviously, the gap between the Soviet holdings, if 1! 
woor 
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can use that broad expression, of hardware, deployment, technology, 
and so forth, and the Chinese are, at least in my mind -- that gap 
not only continues to exist, I would warrant that it's even expanding 
at this stace. So there will be ongoing Chinese concern about that 
gap with a Northern neighbor. 


At the same time, there is, obviously, great sensitivity 
about characterization of an external relationship in terms of 
"strategic relationship”. The Chinese don't like that. 


YOu see at the same time the improvement of the surface -- 
some aspects of the surface relationship between the PRC and the Soviet 
Union. You’ve had an increase in trade <-- from 300 millicz to #00 millior., 


and it looks as if it's going -- targeted for 1.2 billior in this next 
year. 


You heve scholarly exchanges increasing from a very low 
base -- say, students -- ten by a couple of times. You have the openins 
of checkpoints, frontier points. You have an exchange of diplomatic 
visitors. Indeed, in May, Arkhipov, the highest ranking Soviet official, 
will visit China in May after the President's visit. 


What does this tell me? It tells me that the Chinese and 
the Soviets are moving with the superficial aspect, but at the same 
time, I consider the three fundamentals, as the Chinese describe them, 
the obstacles, are there. That is, Kampuchea, Afghanistan, and the 
Soviet presence in the broadest sense of the word along that enormously 
long Sino-Soviet, Mongolian border. 


And with that, I think I'll have to beg out. 


MR. SIMS: I know we all have to leave, but what I didn't 
know is that the other senior administration official also has a tight 
schedule. Maybe he can take one or two questions. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'd like to just 
make one or two comments -- 


MR. SIMS: All right. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- before I take any 
questions. 


One, I think you have to see this trip in a couple of ways. 
At least, I hope you look at it in a couple of ways. He was talking 
a lot about the possible agreements the President might or might not 
Sign while he’s in Beijing. I think you have to look at this trip as 
a special one in this sense. 


We've had -=- this will be the third American Presicent 
now. When Nixon went, it was a breakthrough. It was a real chance 
of course. A re-establishment of relations after 4 long hiatus 


When Ford went in ‘75, it was to show that the Unit 
States was really serious about this and intended to pursue good rela- 
tions with China. 


And with this President, I think that we can see nere that 
what we're saying by this is -- both with Zhao's visit here and the 
President going there -- that this relationship with China is here to 
stay. We've got difficulties, of course. We have problems, as we have 


in all kinds of bilateral relationships. But this is on firm ground. 
It's maturing and we'll settle the differences and the problems. And 
I think you have to see that as we deal with specific agreements That 
is, we may or may not have certain things ‘feady for the Presicent to 
sign when he's there. But it doesn't matter. If they're not signed 
in May -- I mean, in April, they'll be signed in May or they'll be signed 
ar ine. 
t's a procressive thin an $s an eve ng thir But 
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Not that the relationship with China -- the trip tc China 
is not significant of its own, but it's more than that. You have to 
see this in terms of the overall policy that this administration is 
adopting in Asia, and the importance of the East Asian-Pacific 
region to us. 


The President's trip to Japan and Korea in November, this 
trip to China coming very soon afterwards, is no accident. This is 
an indication of just how concerned this administration is with Asia, 
with the region, and what it means to us. 


As you know -- you know the figures. That his trade with 
the Pacific Basin last year was greater than across the Atlantic. And 
I think this, in itself, is a tremendously important fact. You have 
a region in this part of the world which is fundamentally stable. It's 
seen tremendous economic growth. And it's one with which the future of 
our country is heavily entwined. And I think you have to understand 
this visit in those terms as well as the importance of a visit to China, 
per se. 


Those are the two points I did want to make. 


Q Would the Chinese give Reagan a less warm welcome 
if he were to follow up his visit with a summit with the Soviets? In 
other words, are they sensing that this is especially important to the 
Presicent because it may be his only big summit this year? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think they speci- 
fically see that. I think you have to realize this thing was in the 
works for some time. 


Q I know, but when Regan went over there, we got these 
stories that they're really preparing a very warm welcome. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think they are 
preparing a warm welcome, but I think it fits in with the whole way 
in which they see the relationship develop and the importance of it 
to them. 


Q Could you answer the question of whether we're going 
to sell arms to the PRC a little more straightforwardly than your 
predecessor? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: How did he say it? I 
don't remember what he said. 


Q Well, he didn't say -- 


Q It's difficult to remember. If you're in a hurry, 
you don't want to <-- 


Q Are we, or aren't we? Or, if we are, are we coing 
to put it off until after the trip? Is that part of the -- 


SENTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you know we've 
talked about selling arms to them for a long time, defensive arms. 
This is not new. We had this Chinese group over here, you know, last 
month discussing this. 


. Where does it stand? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, they talkec about 


it. They found out what's available and met with our government offi- 
cials. They met with private enterprise people. They met with the 
industries, and so forth. They havec't bought anything yet. 8ut there 
we are. 
MORE 
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Q Are we offering something to sell? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, I think we had 
some good talks with private industry, yes. 


Q There were -- 
Q What was the answer? 
Q There was a report several weeks ago of some kind 


of oblique approach by the Chinese or discussion with the Chinese 
on the possibility of them buying a couple of squadrons of F-lés. 
Have there been such oblique approaches or overtures or discussions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not to my knowledce. 


Q The issue hasn't come up at all. 


Q The answer on arms sales appears to be yes, but 


what kinds of things are we talking about? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You'd have to talk to 
the Defense Department about that. I think we're talking, though, 


basically -- as we say, it's defensive weapons. Anti-tank, anti- 
aircraft. 


MR. SIMS: That's what we're talking about. Defensive 
weapons. 


Q Stingers? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not sure if they're 
all that specific or not. You'll have to talk to them about that. 


Q There was a report a few weeks ago -- there was 
a report a few weeks ago about Bill Casey meeting with his counterpart. 
Are we working on some sort of intellicence ageement with the Chinese? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, not to my knowledce. 


There's no working on any kind of an intelligence agreement. 1 mean -- 
no. 


9 bo we have an intelligence agreement with the Chinese? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: WNo, not specifically. 


Q Are we sharing intelligence information with the 
Chinese? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We talk to them about 
sf things. 


MR. SIMS: All right. I know the senior administration 
ial has to leave and all of you do, too. Let me remind you that 
. Friday here at 11:00 a.m., we'll have another senior administration 
fficial for a backgrounder on the trade and commercial aspects of 
he trip. We'll welcome you all back then. 


n 
oH 
J 
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THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 11:52 A.M. EST 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
SOVIET EXERCISES IN THE BERLIN AIR CORRIDORS 
WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 1984, 4:00 P. M. 


MODERATOR: Good afternoon. As you know, this 
briefing is on the Soviet flights in the Berlin air 
corridors. It is ON BACKGROUND. Your briefer can be 
referred to as a Senior Department Official. 

SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: We're bringing a 
map which might help a little bit in describing what we're 
talking about, and I take it -- I was told when I was 
asked to come down that there are a lot of questions about 
really what we're talking about. Maybe I can go into that 
a little bit before we get the map. 

In the first place, we're not talking really 
about harfassment, we're not talking about interruptions 
of flights, we're not talking about conflicts in the air 
with the Soviets. What has actually been a fairly regular 
feature of our relations in Berlin ever since 1945 is the 


problem that you can imagine that we have of managing such 


a complicated situation with a country whicn isn't exactly 





our closest friend. There are quadripartite arrangements 
for most of the asnects of the Berlin situation, most of 
them worked out in 1945-46-47, which have functioned, 
some well, some less well, since then. 

One of the ones which has functioned most success- 
fully, even during the airlift, even during the Berlin 
crises in '58 and ‘60, ‘61, has been the operation of 


air traffic. 


Q Functioned well, you said? 

fy Functioned well. Yes. To and from Berlin. 
And this air traffic is based -- and when I get the map 
here I can show it to you a bit more clearly -- is based 


on a gquadripartite document that was agreed in 1946, 
which sets up the air corridors to Berlin, which sets up 
flight rules, and which sets up procedures for obeying or 
working out these flight rules. Over the years we have 
had disagreements or discussions or debates on how to 
manage these flight rules. What has happened now is that 
we're in the middle of another one of these discussions. 
As you can imagine, management of air traffic 
in the territory over the German Democratic Republic is 
one of the more complicated things around. Yow have Soviet 
military aircraft, East German military aircraft. You 


have military aircraft of the three Western allies, British, 


French and American, which fly in the corridors. You have 





civilian aircraft of the British, French and Americans 
which fly in the corridors. You have civilian aircraft 
of the GDR which flies outside the corridors. You have 
civilian aircraft of other nations who have bilateral 
civil air aviation -- civil air agreements and traffic 
with the GDR, and this includes not only Romania, Hungary 
and the East-bloc countries, but includes such countries 
as Holland and Austria, Finland, Sweden. 

Q Flying in or out? 

A Flying to the -- there is one international 
commercial airport which serves East Germany. 

Q No I meant as far as the corridor. 

4 Oh, outside the corridors. 

Q Outside. 

os Outside the corridors. So you can just 
see what you've got. You've got sort of interlocking pan- 
cakes of flight space, and managing it is really very 
difficult. As I said, over the years it has worked out 
quite well with the Soviets basically by using the principle 
that is also used in the United States, I understand, on 
military aircraft: That is sort of delineation of space. 
That is, we have always said we will fly in this space, 


and they have all said they would fly there. But that doesn't 


always work because the Soviets, especially this time of the 














year in the spring, have military exercises, and these 


exercises also have flights which go what we would consider 
across the corridors. 

Over the years -- and this goes really back way 
intc the 50s -- we have had discussions and often problems 
with ~hem over the question of which areas of the 
corridors can they reserve for their use. This is fully 
legal. 

One other thing I might stress is that this is 
fully legal. This is in the ‘46 document that I mentioned. 
It speaks of a use of airspace by the allied powers and 
the Soviets are one of the allied powers, so they can 
request -- notify us of the need for airspace if they wish 
to. 

The only point -- and here we're now coming down 
to the nub of the dispute which has come out in the press -- 
the question is we want them first to give us enough notice 
that they want to use the airspace. We want them to reserve 
the airspace ir a manner which doesn't in any way hinder 
our own operations. (Staff aide entered room with map) 
Here we are. Now we're going to get the real picture here. 

We also, of course, want them to understand that 
we have legitimate needs which also have to be taken acccunt 


of. Usually this has been the case. I might mention one 


of the aspects -- maybe it's one of the more colorful aspects 





of Berlin, so I might mention it any case -- since 1948 
there has been very little common four-power activity 
on Berlin. In 1948 the Soviets walked out of the Allied 
Kommandatura, and they haven't been back since. 

There are only two remaining areas where we 
work each day as a common four-power directorate, and 
one of them is the Spandau Prison where we have a very 
expensive prisoner sitting there, and one of them is the 
so-called Berlin Air Safety Control Center, BASC as it's 
usually called. 

Q Berlin Air Safety Control Center? 

A The Air Safety Control Center, which in 
fact has functioned through thick and thin, good times 
and bad times, since 1946 -- 1945-1946 -- to do exactly 
what we've just been discussing. That is, to coordinate 
air traffic. This center is manned by Air Force officers 
of the United States, France, Great Britain and the Soviet 
Union. They have a little control room, and they have all 
kinds of communications and everything. They are not air 
traffic controllers in the sense of radar screens. They 
don't have any radar screens. What they do is notify each 
other of use of airspace, exactly what we're talking about. 


From time to time the Soviets have told us about desires 


for use of airspace which we don't exactly agree with, and 





what we're in the middle of now is exactly that. That is, 
they want to use airspace in a manner which we don't want -- 
which we think is, shall we say, too generous to their needs 
and not generous enough to our needs. 

Q They're abusing their privilege, is that -- 

Ay We would say. I mean, they wouldn't say 
that, of course. 

Q Are they abusing it? 

A Yes. Most of the time they are. We can't 
always tell, of course, but -- 

Q They're abusing the what, did you say? 

Ay This was a characterization by one of your 
colleages that one might say they're abusing their privileges. 
I would say that's a fair way of putting it. 


Q Is the problem here that they haven't notified 


Ban No. They notified us. It's just a question 
that sometimes they do it at somewhat short notice and we 
think it's a little bit -- 


(Staff aide began positioning map on easel) 


A Maybe we can put it there on the floor. 
o ace “uch notice was given? 
A Oh. it varies, and I wouldn't want to get into 


that, because it's not really the point. 





Q The stories that have been written seem to 
indicate that there is some hazard or danger to civilian 
aircraft. Is that true, possible, or not? 

M It’s theoretically possible. Some of the 
reservations that they've made, what we have had to do is 
change flight patterns in a way which we'd rather not do 
it. As I said at the beginning, there hasn't been any 
harfassment, there hasn't been the slightest -- well, 
"slightest" is too strong a word maybe -- there hasn't 
been any real hazard to air safety. 

Q But does this involve just the planes having 
to fly at different altitudes, higher, lower? 

as It involves them having to change their land- 
ing patterns, and they have to make big swings and things 
like that, which we would much rather not do. As you know, 
air traffic controllers are very conservative people, 
and they want to have it done in a very certain way, and 


at certain times we've had to change it. 


Q Can I just interrupt you? 

A Yes. 

Q If you can just itemize or develop what 
the word “abuse” means. You talked about short notice. 


Abusing how? Just give a sense of it before you go to 


the map. 





4 We fly every day into Berlin several dozen 
flights, commercial flights, by commercial airlines, plus 
flights by military aircraft. They fly according to pro- 
cedures which have been, as I said, in practice for a long 
time. We have air traffic safety considerations, etc. We 
would like to fly these flights in a certain way. 

When they make reservations for airspace, they 
at times -- not always I hasten to add, but at times ard 
often enough so that we think it's a problem, and that's 
the main point here -- make these reservations both in a 
fashion and to an extent which we think is not acceptable 
to our desire to conduct the air traffic in a correct way. 

This means sometimes that they do it on short 
notice. They tell us at, say -- these are just illustrative 
times, but they, say, tell us at 9:00 in the morning that 
they're going to close off certain airspace or they want 
to close off certain airspace at noon, just give us a few 
hours’ notice. They do it in a way which closes off air- 
Space which our planes need for landing approaches, for 
example. All of these sorts of things. What we have been 
saying to them is that we don't question your right to 
request use of airspace, we also don't question the safety 


considerations involved because it is a question of air- 


craft flying across the corridors, but what we do question 








is the extent of your reservations and the often short 
notice that you are giving us for them. That really is all 
it boils down to. 

Q Is this a new pattern of behavior on their 
part? 

A No. Not at all. This has been going on for 
years and years. 

Q Has this hurried -- speeded up in some -- 
is this -- 

A No. What has happened -- 

Q Why is it an issue now? 

on It's an issue because somebody talked to the 
papers about it, to tell you the truth. 

Q That's the only reason? 

A No. We have protested to them, and what 
has changed is not the pattern and not the things they're 
doing. What has changed is the frequency. They're doing 
it with much, much increased frequency. 

Q All right. Could you please tell us where 
the overflights are taking place, at what altitude, and 
why it has to be close enough to the landing zones to inter- 
fere with the approach pattern? 


ay No. I can't tell you that, because I'm not 


a Soviet and I don't know why they're doing it. But that's, 
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of course, what we've been telling to them. But let's go 
to the map now -- 

Q What's the frequency, before you get off 
that? 

Q Let's find out these altitudes, please. 

A I can't even tell you the frequency. It's 


several a week. Some weeks it's zero. 


Q Several a week? 
A Yes. Some weeks it's zero. Some weeks 
it's -- and the altitudes are -- again, I would just be 


guessing, and I don't think they're appropriate to this. 
It's not really the problem of what the altitudes are. 

Q To return to my earlier question, then, in 
fact there is a new pattern in that this is more frequent. 

A Yes. That's what I said. 

Q During what timeframe has this been more 
frequent? 

A It's been building up for about the past 
four years. When I said it's not new, that's what I mean. 
It's not something that just happened last week, and there 
are many explanations for it, one of which we have observed, 
and this goes beyond my competence. But it seems to be that 


the Soviets are using a different kind of close air support 


for their troops in the GDR, which means that they fly more 
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low-level missions. As I said, when you ask me details 
about that, I won't know them, because this is just what 
we've been told by our people. 

Before we go any further, let me show you on the 
map because that might clear up a lot of things. Hope 
you can hear me. 

(Indicating map) There are two points here. 
This map only shows one of them. According to the arrange- 
ments that we have with the Soviets, there are two access 
points to Berlin. First, there are the three air corridors. 
There's one from the north, one from the middle, and one 
from the south. 

These corridors start at the border between East 
Germany and West Germany. As far as our practical problems 
go, the flight coordination, actually they go further. 
Secondly, what this map doesn't show is you see that 
little gold pin there, that's the point from which the 
whole system was surveyed, and it's important. It's 
where the Berlin Air Safety Control Center is in West 
Berlin. It's important because from this point, there 
is a 20-mile circle which goes out like this (indicating), 
which is called the Berlin Control Zone. That circle is 
also considered part of the four-power apparatus, and it's 


part of the coordination that we do. So we have free 


flights, not only in these corridors but in this 20-mile 
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circle, and that is where we make our landing approaches 
and things like that. 

Q 20-mile radius? 

A 20-mile radius. Right. 20 miles out. 
Wnat happens is that the Soviets will tell us, "As of 
1500 hours on Wednesday, we are reserving airspace from 
ground level to, say, 350C feet,” something like that, 
and then they will give us some longitude and latitude 
coordinates to show where this is. Very often, for 
example, about this spot right here in the center corridor, 
because underneath this area, which is a rather large 
area, is a major Soviet training zone -- training area, 
whatever you call it, exercise area. This exercise area 
is often used for exercises in which low-level ground 


support is flown, and so it's where they want to cut 





across the corridors. 

The other point again to make is that most of the 
main Soviet air bases are down in this area, and so when 
they fly, they fly like this (indicating). That cuts 
across the corridors. 

Q What is the required altitude for flying 
the corridor now? 


A There is no required altitude. The 


corridors, as far as we're concerned, go from the 








ground level up to the moon, if you will. But, as a matter 
of practice over the past 25 years, allied aircraft have 
flown somewhere between 2500 feet and 10,000 feet. 

Again, it's a de facto thing. There's no four-power 
agreement which says we will fly at any altitude. We 

would say that we can fly at one inch or we can fly at 
500,000 feet, but because of this very complicated air 
traffic control system, which I mentioned earlier, we 

have just as a matter of practice limited ourselves to 


certain areas. 


(Continued on next page) 
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Q This exercise area would be just about where 
you start your descent? 
A Not quite. You start your descent more about 


there. One of the problems has been that they have been 
closing the corridor nearer to Berlin where the people 
do start their descent. That's necessitated some curbing 
around and things which you'd rather not do. 

Q A couple of questions regarding frequency. 
Some of us who are older than others lived in Germany in 
the early Sixties. As you probably know, although you're 


younger, that -- 





My I was alive then, though. 

Q -- that this kind of thing is part of a 
continuing crises over air space. 

A That's right. That's what I said at the 
beginning. That is something which we've gone on for 
a year. 

Q It began to calin down about the mid Sixties 
So therefore frequency becomes important in this ina 


political context. Was there a long period in there in 


which things were fairly stable, or has this been a chronic 














off-and-on again problem every since? 

a It's been off and on. In the early 
Seventies we had a spew of these things. As I think I 
mentioned earlier, starting about 1979, we've noticed a 
gradual increase. 

You're right, of course, and I should probably 
speak to that point directly. I think Mr. Hughes mentioned 
it also earlier. 

One of the reasons why, of course, this has 
gotten into the press, and I suppose why we're standing 
here right now talking about it, is that in all of these 
Berlin matters one always looks for a political motive. 
One always wonders if this is the beginnino of some 
kind of Soviet initiative or whether they're trying to 
Squeeze us as they did in the early Sixties. 

All I can is -- I think Mr. Hughes might have 
said this at noon also -- at the moment we see no broader 
political meaning to this. We don't see any connection 
to any other events around’ the worid. We see it as 
problems arising from too many planes wanting to use too 


much air space. 


Having said that, however, that doesn't mean 
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that we're just saying, let the technicians take of it. 
Because one of the reasons that we have a special Berlin 
section in the State Department is that we watch all this 
stuff veiy carefully, and so we are watching it. We have 
literally catalogued every reservation, and we know 
exactly what they have been doing and we have been talking 


to them about it. 


Q The three Alilies protested, you say? 

A The three Allies have protested it. 

Q "hat do they say to the protest? 

fy They have so far said our protests weren't 


justified. I don't want to go into the exact words 
because, first, it's privileged and, secondly, it's also 
the property of the other two Allies as well as us. But I 
can tell you that they have said we've got nothing to worry 
about. 

Q And, also, they'«ce perfectly within their 


rights under the 1945-46-47 agreement to do what they're 


doing? 
zy To want to use this space. 
Q As they're using it? 
A That's right; sure. But just two points 


to that. First, as I said, we think -- as somebody said -- 








they're perhaps not using it the way we want to; and, secondly, 


to follow up on the gentleman's point -- 

Q Not using it the way we want them to? 

A That's right. And, secondly, one always 
wonders, and that's why, again, there is interest in this. 
That's why we follow all these things very carefully. 

Q Is there any class of aircraft they're 
using. You would guess fighter support, but that could 
also be supply aircraft. Are they using all types? 

a That's a question I can't answer. I 71st 
know it's Soviet military aircraft. 

Q Is there anything in the timing of this that 
you can pinpoint more recent? 

Sure. To quote a famous book, “It happens 


every spring." 


Q No. I mean, more recently. When you talk 
about closing the border nearer Berlin where people would 
start their descent. Is this something that has occurred 
in just the last few we?rks? 

A That particularly kind of closure is new 


this year. It started -- 


Q Closing of what? 
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a In past years, they have usually just 

closed the air space in the center of the corridor. 
This year, for the first time, the closure has gone all 
the way to the end of the Berlin control zone, which is 
twenty miles out from Berlin. That is true; that's the 
first time that's happened. 

Q Are they suggesting an alternate corridor? 

a No. They're just saying -- they're telling 
us that they have the right to use it, and they're not 
hindering our flights which happens to be true. Ags 
I said at the beginning, there has been no interference 
with out flights. There's been no danger to flight 
safety. There's been no necessity of cancelling flights. 
If you're a passenger in a plane going to Berlin, you 
would never know any of this is happening. 

What it really is is a political administrative 
coordinating question. The reason I mention the political 
aspect, which because we consider the stable management 
of the Berlin situation to be so important, that we follow 
very closely, and if we see things getting a bit out of 


kilter we're very rapid to raise it with them as we've 


done this time. 
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Q When you say a closing of the twenty 
miles outside of Serlin, that's that circle? 
A That's the circle. 
Q They don't close the whole circle? 
a No, they don't even close the circle. 


What I mean is that -- I'll show you again here. (At the 
map). 

Tracitionally, if they were going to have a 
closure, they would say take this much right here. 
(Indicating) This year, for the first time, they have 
said we're going to close the whole corridor, from here 


to the end of the circle wich is about here. (Indicating) 


Q Up to the circle but not in the circle? 
A Not in the circle. 
Q When they say they're closing it, that 


means no other planes can fly in it? 

fy That means they suggest to us that we 
stay out of it because it might be hazardous to -- again, 
"closure" is, in a way, a misnomer. They don't say we're 
going to shoot you down if you go in there. What they tell 


us is, it's probably in your interest not to be in there 


because you might bump into a fighter. 
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In other words, they’re reserving the space. 
This goes back again -- that's why I mentioned it at the 
becinning -- to the principle that we use. And the 
principle that we use is, since the pilots can't talk to 
each other, since we have no common radar system, since 
we have no communication links between the Soviet 
aerodromes and the U.S. Air Force, and people like that, 
we have used the very simple but effective principle 
of staying out of air space that you know the other's 
using. 

Q When you talked about “the first time,” 
this is the first time they've closed the whole center 
corridor? Is that what you meant by “the first time?" 

My It's the first time that these reservations 
have included closures which go the whole length. As one 
of the things is, when we start talking about precedents, 
we've been doing this so much for so many years that just 
about everything has happened. There have been closures 
of entire corridors before. 

Q What does "the first time” mean? 


oN "The first time” means that the pattern 


of reservations that they have been informing us this 
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year -- in other words, regular statements: We will be 
using this air space -- that the pattern for the first 
time includes the area up to the end of that circle. 

Q How long has that been going on? 

My I don't know the exact date, but it's 


this spring. 


Q A month or so? 

a Yes, a couple of months. 

Q Do they close it to an unlimited 
altitude? 

K No. They take a little slice of pie. 

Q They close it up, say, 35 -- 

an Yes, 3,500/4,000; something. 

Q You can pass over that unrestricted? 

x Yes, sure. 

Q How long a time period do they usually 


give you for the closure? 

Ms That's so varied that I wouldn't even want 
to characterize it. Sometimes it's a one hour closure; 
sometimes it's five hours. It's never 24 hours. It's 


hours -<very carefully delineated period, from a couple 


of hours. 
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Q So if I'm willing to fly the corridor 
at 10,000 feet and make a very steep descent, once I get 
to the Berlin traffic zone I could probably be safe? 

a hot probably. You would be safe. Or 
if you want to, as we've done in a couple of cases, 


instead of making a steep descent -- 





Q Would you address the issue -- 

Q Wait a minute, John. 

Q I'm sorry. 

A Instead of making a steep descent, make a 


circle around and come in from the other direction. It 
takes you five more minutes but you've done it. 

Q UPI reports that commerciai airliners 
have been buzzed by Soviet planes? 

A Yes, there have been reports of tinat. 
That happens from time to time, too. Again, that is 
nothing unusual. If you go back 15 or 20 years, we have 
a recurrence of -- buzzing, of course, if I may use the 
term, a journalist word. We say "sightings." 

Q What does it mean, in practice? 


A "Sightings" means wher you see one. 


Q You see the whites of their eyes? 
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A When you see one -- again, this goes back 
to these principles of air traffic control. It's the 
same way out here at National Airport. If you see another 


airplane, you think you're in trouble. 





So we have the very strong principle that 
planes are far enough away so that you don't see them. 
And if you see one, it's considered an incident. 

Q You don't mean "buzzing" in the sense 


of a Soviet fighter moving close to a commercial airliner? 


A Yes. 
Q You do not mean that? 
A No, not at all. Again, I haven't seen 


that report. That's why I referred -- 

Q "Buzzing" is very alarmist, and that's 
not the point you're making? 

A It's not the point we're making. The point 
we're making is that there are sightings. But what 
happens is, you see -- and that's again when it ends up 
in a news report like that, it tends to be called "buzzings" 
because that is the way it is reported to journalists. 

I know of no case where there has been like a 


fighter coming in and saying, "take that white man," or 
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anything like that. (Laughter) 
It's been people seeing aircraft; looking out the 
window and seeing a MiG. But the fact is -- again, I'm 


not pilot, no expert on this at all -- but the fact is that -- 





I'm told by pilots -- if you see another airplane, 
especially a military airplane, you're worried about it. 
Not because they're going to shoot you down but because 
the margin of error is so great that you just don't want 
to see another one. 

Whenever an allied pilot sees one of these 
things in the corridor, he reports it. It‘s an incident, 
and that's what you're getting in that. 

Q Can you tell us when this representation 
was made? 

A No, I can't, because it's on different 


Gates and it also includes the behavior. 


Q So it's more than -- 

sy Within the last few weeks. 

Q It's been more than one? 

My It's been more than one. Well, yes. There 


have been more than one for two reasons. One, we did it 


in Berlin and we've done it in capitals. But there are 
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three capitals and so each of them did it on a different 


date in a different way. 





Q You're talking to a protest here? 
A Yes. 
Q Could you help us out? Get a sense 


of the mileage of the corridors. Would you know that 
of the three? 
A Roughly. The center corridor is about 
175 miles. The north corridor is a little bit more. 
It's about 200 miles. And the south corridor is, of 
course, a lot more; it's 250-275. Those are very rough. 
Q How far out to the corridor from the 
radidus will they restrict that corridor for use for 
commercial aircraft? 
A It's all different. Again, what happens 
is that they reserve a space from ground level up ‘*o an 
altitude and then between certain longitudinal 
co-ordinates. It varies. It would be unfair to characterize 
it because sometimes, as I just mentioned, it's been more 
or less the whole corridor up to the circle; sometimes 
it's maybe a slice 15 miles wide. It's not very much at all. 


Q Now that we've made our protest, what 


do we do about it? Where do we go from here? 
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A We've all kinds of methods that we can 
use. But, basically -- and maybe I should stress this 
because it's an important part of the whole situation -- 
basically, what this is is a question of international 
political back-and-forth. 

In any Berlin matter, where we want to do things 
peacefully, obviously, our activities are limited in all 
but the most dramatic cases -- and most dramatic cases 
we have to go back to 1960-61 -- are limited to political 
pressure, and we've got various ways of doing that. 

Diplomats, as you know, from hanging around here, 
tend to like to protest things and they think that's the 
most horrible thing you can do to anybody is to protest, 
and we've protested. If those protests don't work, we 
protest again. We may escalate the level. We may do 
various things. 

Q Just to be completely clear, there is 
absolutely nothing in this, the timing of it that is 
coincident with the other military exercises of the Soviets? 

My That is our very strong view, yes; the 
North Atlantic maneuvers, and all this. That's what you're 


referring to? 


Q Yes. 
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A Our very strong view is that there‘s 
nothing coincidental that has gone on. 
Q There's nothing that's happened in the 


last two or three days, the tide that might in some way -- 


A No, not at all. 
Q What is the width of the corridors? 
an I'll refer now to my Bible. I'm not sure. 


I think it's 25 miles. I'll look it up. In fact, I can 
probably get your the length. No, I guess I can't. 

I'll have to look through here for a second, so just bear 
with me. 

I think it's 20 or 25 miles. 

Q Good enough. We have no sense of it 
being any political signal against the background of 
East-West tensions? 

My Not at all; no. 

Q One other detailed question. Could you 
put a name on that training zone in the middle of the 
center corridor that you referred you as the place that 
they usually close? 

My No, I can't. I'm sorry. 


Q Do the maneuvers go outside of that 


specific -- 
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A Oh, sure. They have training zones all 
over East Germany. That's not «he only one. 
QO But the maneuvers that come each spring 


might be anywhere along that center corridor? 

A Yes. They're in the training zone, and 
there is a delineation. I don't know it specifically, but 
there is one. The important point is that their airfields 
are more in the southern part of the GDR and they fly 
across. 

Q You said you've had these comparables 
to-do's over the years. How does this rate in the 


category of problems with them -- middle or severe? 


Ms I'd say middle. 

Q Middle. There have been worse prob!ems? 
A Many, many worse ones. Yes, sure. 

Q Are the Allies upset that they even have 


a training base or area right under the corridor, or did 
that develop some way so that there was never a protest 
about it? 

A I don't think that -- no. In the first, 
we have no control over it. And in the second place, it 
sort of developed over the years. 


One thing to remember -- this is an aside but 


it's perhaps interesting -- is that this whole system 
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was set up when the snazziest, most sov,histicated plane 
we had was a DC-3, and it was set up for a DC=-3 like 
environme.it and we're now flying jets of all various 
sorts. It may be a little bit antiquated. 

Q Thank you. 


A Thank you. 


(Briefing concludec at 4:35 p.m.) 
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April 4, 1984 


Room 248 
Old Executive Office Building 


4:15 P.M. EST 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me get the prelin- 
inaries out of the way. What I will do is go through -- I'll paraphrase 
what I think the President will say as part of his opening statement 
so that you'll get the gist of what he's going to announce, and then 
we'll ask my colleague, if he shows up, or whoever comes to answer 
questions you may have about how we got to this point. 


Q What are the rules on this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What I'd like to do 
is embargo this until the press conference. The reason for doing this 
backgrounder is because I realized that at 8:00 p.m. you're dumped an 
announcement on chemical weapons and it's a little difficult to meet 
deadlines. So we wanted to tell those of you who have to work quickly 
and that's as much as we know at this point. 


Q Is there a transmission embargo or just a release 
embargo? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's an embargo for 
wire transmission. 





Q Are you the briefer? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We were waiting for you. 
I'll be your briefer after all. 

Q Great. 


Q We don't have the text of what the President is 
going to say, right? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, but let me first -- 
and let me introduce my colleague because he is involvec in this. And 
as I said before David came in, it's embargoed until the start of the 
press conference. 


This is a statement that -- it's out of date in the sense 
that it's made last year, or in '82. But it gives you some background 
for those who don't have it on chemical weapons. 


The President will open the press conference tonight with 
a statement saying that in two weeks he will send Vice President Bush 
to Geneva to present the 40-nation Conference on Disarmament a new 
American initiative for a comprehensive, worldwide ban on chemical 
weapons. He will say that our proposal will prohibit the production, 
possession, and use of chemical and toxic weapons. 


Q Production what? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Production, possession, 
and use of chemical and toxic weapons. 





He will note that the shortcomings of earlier chemical 
weapons treaties have been made tragically clear in recent years. Chemi- 
cal weapons have been used against people in Afghanistan, in Southeast 
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Asia, and in the conflict between Iran and Irag. The use of these 


weapons, he will say, also has serious implications for our own 
security. 


° For our what? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yor our own security. 
The Soviet Union's extensive arsenal of chemical weapons requires the 
United States to maintain a limited retaliatory capabiiity of its o.n. 
We need this capability to deter a chemical attack egainst us or our 
allies. And without a modern and credible deterrent, prospects fcr 
achieving a comprehensive ban would be significantly diminished. 


Our comprehensive treaty proposal can bring the day 
closer when the world will prohibit all chemical weapons. But verifi- 
cation of a chemical weapons ban won't be easy. An effective monitoring 


and enforcement package will be mandatory to ensure international con- 
fidence in such an agreement. 


Therefore, the United States is developing what the 
President will call bold and sound verification procedures. He'll 
then go on to say that this latest initiative reflects his continuing 


strong cormitment to arms control. The administration seeks to move 
forward in several areas. 


For example, we're participating in promising new multi- 
lateral negotiation dealing with confidence-building measures in Europe 
and in the recently resumed East-West talks on reducing chemical -- 
conventional forces in Europe. Working closely with our NATO allies 
to try to make progress in all of these areas. 


He will then say that he can't report these promising 
developments without expressing a deep personal regret that the Soviet 
Union still has not returned to the two negotiations on nuclear arms 


reductions, START and INF, which it left, walked away from, late last 
year. 


The United States and many other countries have urged 
repeatedly that the Soviets return to these talks. So far, the Soviets 
have ignored these requests. The President will say that he hopes the 
Soviet leadership will respond to our new initiative, not only by 
negotiating seriously on chemical weapons, but also by joining us in the 
urgent task of achieving real reductions in nuclear arre. 


He will call the Vice President's mission a vital one 
and wish him Godspeed. 


Now, that's what he will say, more or less, at the be- 
ginning of his press conference. Neither he nor can I -- 


Q May I interrupt, please? You're speaking here -- 
we didn't, unless I didn't hear, establish groundrules. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm a senior administra- 
tion official. 


I*m not prepared to discuss the details of the treaty 
that will be put forward in two weeks when the Vice President goes to 
Geneva. The trip planning, I believe -- my colleague knows better than 
I -- has begun, but it is of fairly recent origin, so the details -- 

Q What is the date of that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Roughly, the 17th and 
16th. 


Q Of April? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Of April. 
Q In Geneva? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


MORE 
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Q And this is a resumption of the disarmament -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's the 40-Nation 
Commission -- Committee on Disarmament which meets regularly at Geneva. 


Q Is the UN -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it is -- UN 
relationship, but it is -- yes. 


Q Do you know who will be representing the Soviet 
Union at this session that Bush will attend? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I do not know who 
will be there, and as I said, I don't know precisely what date he will 
table the draft ('.S. treaty. I don't know whe will be in the delegation 
to go with him. And those details are being worked out because the 
President has recently, within the last two weeks, decidec on the 
framework for the draft treaty and on, even more recently, has decided 


that the Vice President should be the one to table it for the United 
States. 


Q I guess my question is, is the U.S. making some 
effort to try to see if there can be some reciprocal high-level Soviet 
participation at that time? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think we would 


welcome that, but I don't know of any particular activity to make that 
happen. 


Q Do they know Bush is coming? Have they been in- 
formed? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Do vou know? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Geneva? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIA’.: Yes. 

Q No, the Soviets. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Soviets? I don't 
know that. 


9 Well, isn't this a Chernenko initiative, really, of 
throwing it out on the whole business of the chemical -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Soviets have been 
interested in banning chemical weapons in Europe, but our interest has 
been -- and we have indicated that we were -- when fscretary Shultz 
was in Stockholm at the opening of the Conference on Disarmament, the 
European Security Conference, the one that Ambassador Goodby represents 


us in -- he said we would propose a comprehensive treaty banning chemical 
weapons. 


Q Didn't Bush also raise this last year in Europe? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't believe that 
he did. There has been a lot of discussion within the administration 
on the merits of proposing this kind of treaty. A treaty which, to be 
effective on chemical weapons, would require verification provisions 
which the Soviets have not shown an inclination to accept. However, 
we velieve it's in everyone's best interests to make an effort to achieve 
this kind of a treaty and we're going to go forward with this. 








Q Why are you addressing verification problems here 
a> ‘sterally but you were unwilling to do it with the anti-SAT stuff? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not sure < understand 
your question. 


Q Well, on ASAT, you made a judgment that verification 
“O.1¢ be impe sible. Here you're saying we have verification procedures 
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that the Soviets have not shown a willingness to accept but we're going 
to make a stab at it anyway. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we'll have to see 
what their response is. And ASAT is quite different. And our s_ady of 
that indicated -- and you read the report -- the great difficulty even 
in defining what an antisatellite weapon is. A lot of the problems that 


relate to ASAT verification do not apply when it comes to chemical 
wea>ons. 


Q There are differences -- you made a judgment there 
saying it's difficult and we're not even going to try. Here you're 
saying it's difficult, but we think it’s worth a try. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we think it's 
achievable in this case and certainly is something that we would hope 
the S. ‘iets woul¢ agree to. 


Q Is it technically achievable or politically, dip- 
lomatically achievable? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We think it's both. 
We think that we'll have the proper -- we will have verification pro- 


visions that would be sound enough to give us a satisfactory treaty 
in our view. 


Q What are the bold -- can you characterize the bold 
and sound verification? Are you talking on site? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That I can't do because -- 
let's leave it to Vice President Bush to discuss that. 


Q You called this -- the Secretary of State has already 
announced that this treaty was going to be proposed. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q So the only thing that's new is that -- and I believe 
that at the time, he and others said that verification problems stood 
in the way of the administration's going ahead with this. Obviously, 
now those have been resolved internally within the administration. So 
the only thing new is whatever breakthrough the administration has 
achieved within its own deliberations about what kind of veri*“ication 
approach is required. Why can't you give us some at least generic sense 
of what that would entail? We're speaking on background. It's so 
murky, really, beyond that. 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'm just not 
able to do that. 


Q But you do say that we will propose a verification 
process? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q And you won't say whether it's on site or whether -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, obviously, it's 
going to require some intrusive measures that would -- 


Q What measures? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Intrusive measures that 
would be -- 


Q Will the President provide any details -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- different and some 
things that the Soviets have agreed to in the past. 


Q Your use of the words, “production, possession, and 
sse” were words he'd use? 
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SESIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Okay. The other thing is, what do you interpret 
the Soviets to ~ean when they talk about continuous on-site inspection? 


A 


- That's what they have said for Europe? Is that 
what they have >roposed? 


Q Well, that's what they did a year ago in Geneva, 
yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don’t know. That's 
why I need -- 


Q You don’t know -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's why I need a 
briefer here. (Laughter. ) 


Q Oh, I’m sorry. Okey. 


yy 


* That possession would mean distruction of our 
stockpiles of nerve gas and so forth? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But it's continuous 
on-site inspection distruction of chemical weapons. 


Q You characterized the Soviet position on this 
referring to Europe and saying they didn’t agree to verification. But 
isn't this an answer to what Chernenko proposed in March -- recently, 


which seemed to be some progress? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it is a further -- 
it's actually an enlargement of a more limited proposal that he put 
forward, as I understand it, which would apply to the geographic region. 
We're interestec in applying it on @ global basis. 


Q Did the Irag-Iran thing stir this or <-- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It had its impact. I 
wouldn't say that it was a specific causal factor. The President and 
Secretary Shultz had discussed, before he went to Stockholm, the issue 
of chemical weapons and the desirability of some movement on that, and 
he did signal -- I agree with you -- he signaled that we were going to 
do this and some people thought it might be a long time before we could -- 
within the government, core up with 
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an approach to this. It has not taken a long time. I think this is 
another indication that -- of the effort to put forward proposals 
that would reduce armaments. 


Q Will the President -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Particularly this -- most 
stabilitizing kinds. 


Q Will the President provide any more details, 
particularly on a verification procedure, tonight -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don’t think that he 
would. I think it's his intention to wait until t! Vice President 


goes to Geneva and -- we wouldn't want to read the mail of -- that 
he's going to deliver to 40 nations in this conference. 


* Why is he going? Why is Bush going? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Because the President 
attaches significance to this proposal and has trust and confidence 


in the Vice President because the Vice President himself has long- 
| standing personal interest in this -- 


Q Does he go -- twice on nerve gas? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't know how -- 
Q Promise to his mother. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don’t know how -~« 
I'm sure that his mother will be pleased -- (laughter.) 


I think that there's no question asking the Vice Presi- 


dent to go and present this is an indication of the importance the 
President places -- 


Q What is the current inventory of these weapons 
that the United States has? And, I mean, we're -- I mean, others 
may know -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Steve, I just don't 
know. I'm hopeful that some of Jon Howe's speech of a year ago, 
that some of us would be there. But I don't have <-- 

*) -- figure? 

Q -- details gone to the Soviets yet? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. 








Q Did he say “yes* or “no"? 
Q Is -- 
Q Details to the Russians? 


Q Do you know offhand of any impeding debates or 
vete on this? On these weapons, their production or if it's coming 
up soon? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Domesticaliy? 


Q Any of the budget appropriations or authorization 
bills? i mean, are we facing -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's nothing before 
us that’s imminent on this. 
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*) -- surely seeking production funds for the binary. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have been denied 
production funds for -- what? -- three years in a row now on this. and 
continue to say, as the President would say tonicht, that we need 
a modest deterrent, that we need -- 


Q -- a bargaining chip? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- newer rather than 
old weapons of this type. And -- 


Q It's the binary stuff that's been denied? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q But there is production of other kinds of nerve 
gas or chemical -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don’t think that 


we have any production funds at all. We've had a complete stonewall 
on this one -- 


Q So whatever the U.S. has is just leftover -- 
SENICR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It’s old stuff. Right. 


Q Is this part of an effort to cet the Congressional 
funding to modernize U.S. chemical weapons, either as a bargaining 
chip or as a deterrent or whatever? I mean, there is this language, 

I gather, in the statement -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, this treaty 
proposal is not related whatsoever to our legislative proposals 
here, although we are going to continue to pursue those and we do 
need to modernize that aspect of our deterrent. But, no, putting «a 
treaty on the table in Geneva -- we're not doing that in order to 
effect the votes of Congress here. 


We think that the proposal for a modest deterrent stands 
on its own merits and should be judged on its own merits. 


Q You cant find out for us fairly readily what 
request the United -- the administration has pending on this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. If you want, 
"ll make a phone call. 


Q That'd be great. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q How many treaties -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: My colleague probably 
knows. 
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Q -- is the U.S. engaged in? 
Q You know, right? 


SENIOR MINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- asking for production 
funds for -- the funds that were denied last year. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But I don’t know -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know what 
the number is exactly. It's in the forties. Forty or fifty. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Forty, fifty, sixty 
maybe? Somewhere -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- bomb and -- 
artiliery -- 


Q How many bans have we been involved in since 
World War I on this stuff? Haven't we been outlawed through the 
years in different forums? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, since 1925 and -- 
I think -- and so forth. There's a history of it in this set of 
remarks as to where we've been in the past -- 


Q But there are no -- treaties? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are a number of 
international adreements that effect this; but -- and I think they're 
spelled out in there; but <-- 


Q There's was one in the Nixon administration, 
wasn't there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's nothing of the 
nature that we're proposing. 


Q How come there's no contact with the Soviets and 
the President's announcing -- It seems to smack of this type of 
public diplomacy -- of public relations diplomacy we say generally 
isn't a good idea -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't mean 
to say that there's no contact with the Soviets. We're in contact 
with them on a lot of things and we certainly have -- 


Q -- specific proposal. 


SENIC 2 ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- made it <-- they are 
aware from Stockholm to now that we intend to table a treaty. I just 


mean that our approach to them would be through the 40-nation committee, 


rather than through some bilateral approach. 


Q When did the President decide to announce his 
intent -- send Bush to Geneva -- Do you know? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Within the last few 
days. Within the last few days. 


Q Why was it decided to announce it at the press 
conference? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think he wanted to 


-- I think he considered it important and wanted to give it as much 
attention as possible. 


Q And not in the speech on Friday, for instance? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the speech on 
Friday will be much more of an overview on the rationale for 
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policy, the objective of our foreign policy, the things that are 
needed, particularly in the relationship wich Congress in a bipartisan 
approach to achieve our objectives. We all have goals that we agree 
to; but when it gets down to specific proscsals to achieve those 
goals, we have not been able to see the kini of bipartisan approach 
that the President thinks we need. So I think you'll find that that 
speech is short of specific newsworthy proposals or announcements. 
At least if there are any in it, I haven't spotted them yet. I 
don't want to discourage you from covering she speech; but it is 
more of a -- theoretical and philosophical and thematic, rather than 
specific in announcements. 
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Q Is your proposal to negotiate -- I mean, you're 
tabling the treaty at the Committee on Disarmament. Is it your inten- 
tion to continue to pursue a treaty through that form or to break off 
into bilateral negotiations? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we would -- we 
would intend to continue through that. 


Q The only new thing here is the verification pro- 
cedures? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What's new is the 
worldwide ban proposal and what makes it possible is that we have -- 
we will propose verification procedures that we would think would make 
the treaty worthwhile. 


Q Wouldn't it be possible to get -- I mean, we're 
going to have to scramble around now to try to get other people to tell 
us a little bit about what has been agreed to in the verification area. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right. 


Q Wouldn't it make more sense to try to get that infor- 
mation to us in some simple way now? And also, there are a lot of 
questions -- I mean, the Soviets made a statement about on-site inspec- 
tion that was generally welcomed by the US I think at about the time of 
Bush's visit to Moscow. So there's some history here, and if we don't 
know -- I mean, is this the story of the two guys coming together and 
converging on a position? Just, is it possible to answer any of the 
important questions -- where we stand now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think it's -- 
you're asking me to say what the Soviet response will be, and I'm not 
sure that we -- 


Q No, nc. 


Q No, I'm not asking that. I'm asking if somebody 
could give us a brief, simple summary of what's in the verificationpro- 
posal in the treaty that will be tabled, and talk about how that fits 
with the current Soviet position. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that's the -- 
unfortunately, I looked in to the possibility of doing that for you and 
I'm just not going to be able to do that. I know that many of you with 
your skills and sources will find out. But I'm not going to be able to 
go into that. 





Q Why isn't -- aren't you or the administration pre- 
pared to tell us what these bold and sound verification procedures are? 
That seems to be what's new -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICI°.L: Well, we are prepared 
to tell you when we table the treaty, but we're not prepared to tell you 
tonight. I mean, it just -- in the view of those who are conducting 
the diplomacy, it is one thing to tell you that we're going to have a 
treaty and propose certain things, and another thing to make public the 
treaty before we go to the table and present it to the diplomatic -- 


2 You seem to be going halfway there, though, and just 
withholding the new part. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I would if I could. 
Q And it's on background. 


Q Well, did we believe the Soviets when they said 
they are proposing on-site? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, in a number of -- 
you know, from what Ambassador Goodby said the other day as far as what 
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they said about their willingness to have confidence-building measures 
that would go not just a short way into the Soviet Union, but to the 
Urals, and what they've said about inspections as far as chemical 
weapons in Europe are concerned is encouraging. 


Q What did they say? What specifically did they say? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't -- I don't have 
the history of exactly what they said. 


Q That was -aid at Stockholm by the Soviets? 
Q I think it was right around -- 
Q Goodby said something about it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't -- no, I think 
it was before that. But I don't -- 


Q But is Ambassador Goodby involvei in this? I don't 
understand. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He's aot involved in -- 
I was making a point that there seems to be some change in the Soviet's 
at least declaratory policy about on-site verification. 


Q The question is whether you're taking the Soviet 
proposal and accepting it but widening it on a global basis. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I think we would 


consider this our proposal. We'll have to see what points of agreement 
there are. 


Now, you have just about exhausted my wealth of knowledge 
on this, and if my colleague can tell anymore about the Vice President's 
plans -- do you have any -- 


Q Will he be taking the dog with him? (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We don't really have 
specific plans yet. He'll give a speech. 


Q Who will be President when both he and the Vice -- 
the President and Vice President are out of town -- out of the country? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President will be 
in the country on the 17th and 18th. In fact, he'll be in -- 


Q He'll be in Santa Barbara. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He'll be in Washington 
on the 17th and 18th. We wouldn't leave anyone else in charge. 


THE PRESS: Thank you very much. 


END 4:40 P.M. EST 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I thought I would 

say just a few things and then take your questions. It might be 

useful at the outset to talk about why the President is giving this 
speech tomorrow. You will recall that the setting is the Georgetown 

Center for Strategic and International Studies and a seminar convened 

to address the issue of bipartisanship. The President will treat 

that in his remarks, remarks which, in sum, provide a foundation 

of President Reagan's national security policy,foundation in the 

sense of addressing the nature of the world in which we live in broad 

terms, the interests that we have overseas, principles which guide 

his administration in pursuing our interests, threats to those 

interests, and specific policies that we believe will be effective 

in addressing four separate challenges. 


Well, why give a Toundation speech? In sum, the 
President believes that it is a responsibility of every President 
to try to illuminate for the American people the nature of the world 
in their time, to give them a reason for understanding why an 
isolationist policy is not possible for the United States, and to 
go beyond explaining why they should care, if you will, about matters 
beyond our shores to what is the nature of the world, what are the 


threats we face, what should our interests be, and how should 
we defend then. 


The President believes that that is part of his steward- 
ship and everyone else's, because there is, frankly, still a very 
enduring isolationist sentiment among the Anerican people. tthile 
there is a subconscious understanding that oceans no longer separate 
us from conflict as they have a generation ago, there's still a lack 
of full appreciation as to why we cannot avoid foreign intriques. 
There's a fairly fragmented community of opinion on this issue. 





There is a growing number of people that understand that 
we need resources overseas. While we were a self-reliant nation for 
much of our history, we neod resources, not only stragetic resources, 
but simple goods for manutscturers that we simply don't have in this 
country. In addition, a growiuw, community of people understand we 
need markets overseas to sell our products and that this helps us. 


There is a smaller community but, we hope, growing that 
also cares about the condition of the world in political terms, that 
understands that American interests are served by having more demo- 
cracies overseas and by having free-enterprise systems in which the 
relfare of the world at large gradually improves. tell, all these are 
ind of, as I said, foundation concepts, 
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one could say not of particular news interest, and that is true. 
But a President owes it to the American people to set forth certain 
fundamentals in broad terms and then to follow it up, and I expect 
there will be follow-up, with specific focus treatment of regional 
and functional policy,the [liddle East, Central America, arms 
reduction, international economics, and so forth. So this is the 
core from which later will be derived the specific focus treatment. 


The most fundamental issue of concern to Americans is 
how co you keep the peace and, indeed, that is, at the outset of the 
speech what the President takes on. He asserts that our fundamental 
goals are a safer world and a climate in which American values can 
prosper. He asserts that the way that .~ . ‘eace is kept is 
through assuring that there will be effective deterrents in the 
military context, deterrents of worst-case or strategic nuclear 
attack by maintaining modern ready forces, anu deterrents of low- 
order conflict by modernization and assurance of ready conventional 


forces, but that that is not enough; we must also have ways in which 
to reduce tensions in the vorld. 


Specifically, we must seek arms reductions and we must 
have policies designed to prevent violence by assuring that there will 


-- that we can remove or relieve the conditions in which violence 
prospers. , 


Economic growth: The President deals right at the out- 
set, anc your fact sheet reflects it, with the principles that sguide 
him and have in shaping policies to deal with the several challenges 
ve face. And the eight principles listed in your fact sheets are 
well known and I won't dwell on them. I thought it useful to note 
that when we talk about realism, for exanple, the President's inten- 
tion there is to state that he doesn't believe that we can afford to 
mirror-image our adversaries, to impute to the Soviet Union values 
that we have here at home, to oxpect them to perform as we do to 


reach decisions based upon an eleetorate that espouses the same 
values. 


The other elenents or the other principles are recurrent 
in the President's remarks throughout his administration: strength 
and the need to restore the foundation of deterrence in military 
torme. economic strength, policies that are designed to assure 
ecor. ‘c growth, that is, a free and open trading system, a sound 
int ational financial community: intelligence, that is, knowing 
what is going on in the world, sharing the burden with allies, both 
in financial terms as well as in collective security commitments; 
NATO, our relationships with friends in Asia, the !liddle East, South 
America. non-aggression, that is, that ve will not start wars, ve 
seek no territorial ambition, we will not occupy other countries; 
Gialogue toward the resolution of disagreements between ourselves 
and our adversaries, notably the Soviet Union: across the spectrum 
of our interests from arms control, bilateral issues, regional 
issu2s, and human rights and, finally, bipartisanship at home, a 
quality without which we can never fully succeed in our foreign 
nursuits and which has been on the decline since the Vietnam var 
and ‘Jatergate. 


The challenges open with identification of the imperative 
of roducing the level of nuclear weapons. The President believes 
strongly that arms control is our highest priority, that it can 
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only succeed, however, if we go about it sensibly and without 
illusions that unilateral disarmament can work. That indeed, in 
order to succeed, you must have something to trade. And that was 
the basis for his strategic modernization program the first years. 


He treats in detail his arms control program right 
now; his commitment to START and to a reduction in the level of 
warheads; the destructive power of systems in INF, an equal outcome 
of equal warheads between ourselves and the Soviet Union at 
intermediate ranges; in MBFR, a reduction to equal levels of 
conventional forces in Europe. He references as well the need 
to improve channels of communication and establish greater confidence 
between ourselves and the Soviet Union against misinterpretation 
of what we're doing. By that we mean things like hot-line improve- 
ments, better discourse between our militaries, prenotification 
of exercises, prenotification of missile launches, and things 
designed to avoid the possibility of accident or miscalculation. 


He mentions as well the need to get on with negotiations 
on the reduction of chemical weapons, and announced last evening 
his intention to send the Vice President on April 17th to Geneva 
to present a treaty calling for a ban on production, stockpiling, 
transfer or use of chemical weapons. 


In each of the challenges the format the President 
takes, if it escapes you from the fact sheet, is to say what the 
policy is andto say how the Congress can help. It doesn't leap out 
at you, but in this particular area, for example, in saying how 
we should go about dealing with arms reduction. Implicit in that 
are several things the Congress can do. 


First of all, to avoid simplistic politically-oriented 
solutions -- such as a freeze. Appealing on the surface, but 
having many flaws to it, notably the difficulty in verification, 
the delay it would engender in reaching real reductions if we took 
time to negotiate a freeze, which would surely be as complex as 
START and I..F already are. 


Secondlyy the need that they resist cuts in our 
deterrent capability because of the harm that this does to our 
erms control position. For if you have nothing to ngotiate with, 
there is no reason for the Soviets to negotiate. In addition, it 
would be useful if the Congress could avoid the impulse toward 
urging preemptive concessions to the other side, borne of the 
illusion that if we set the example, perhaps the Soviets will follow 
suit and we will see reciprocity. Historically, the President 
believes, that has not been borne out. He often cites President 
Carter's well-meaning cancellation of the B-1 bomber, which was 
not reciprocated by the other side. Similarly, our capring our 
land-based missiles in the late sixties, perhaps in the expectation 
there would be a reciprocal gesture by the Russians. They exceeded 
our levels, and went beyond them by about 50 percent. 


However, some things do work. And here the President 
refers to the ABM experience, where we had tried, for some years, 
to get the Russians to come to the table -- but, we had no progran. 
We had no ABM system. And it wasn't until the Congress approved 
the ABM that we got the Russians to negotiate, concluded a treaty, 
and it's on the books, and we have no ABM. In short, unilateral 
Gisarmament doesn't work. Readiness to keep the balance has, 
historically. 


The President turns, then, to a second challenge 
which is regional stability, and how we preserve it. His 
identification of this challenge expresses his view that in the 
nuclear age it is not nuclear conflict that we must be most 
concerned about. Indeed, it is 
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greater likelihood of low-order conflict and of Soviet efforts to 
expand their influence through the traditional means of subversion, 
fueling insurgencies, outright aggression, or terrorisn. 


The President believes that there are answers to these 
probloms and he discusses them briefly. They are basically to mix 
in various parts, in different parts of the world economic assistance, 
security assistance so that people can defend themselves and avoid the 
need for American forces, and diplomatic nediation. The President 
then goes through several regions of the world and identifies the 
policies that he has prescribed for solving the problems in each. In 
Central America he focuses upon the Bipartisan Commission's proposals, 
which are heavily oriented in a 7-1 ratio toward dealing with economic 
and social problems. The President stresses that development, 
investment, and growth cannot take place without a threshold of 
security behind which all of this can prosper. And for that to 
happen, we must contribute security assistance to these countries so 
that they can defend themselves, restore stability. and provide a 


climate in which investment and all of these other development scheres 
can take hold. 


with regard to Southern Africa, he acknowledges that 
here our policies have been low-key diplomatic mediation which is 
beginning to show some result. This is also a documentation, in the 
President's judgment, of thermalization by many developing countries, 
after 20 years of experimentation with socialism, that it is not 
working very well. We've seen Mozambique begin to turn away from 
the Soviet model, to seek assistance from the ‘Jest, and restore a 


more stable relationship with its own neighbors to turn away from 
subversion. 


The President also acknowlodces that security is 
essential in developing countries to avoid the risks of proliferation, 
for it is only when states feel insecure and threatened when they 
resort to in:-estments in nuclear weaponry. His call two years ago 
for comprehensive nuclear safeguards among supplier states, which will 
lead to a conference later this year, is his answer. 


He deals with the Middle East and focuses upon the 
Iran-Iraq conflict and reaffirms his commitment to assure the flow of 
commerce through the Culf and reaffirms his commitment to renewed 
effort to promote his September, 1932 peace plan for’ the Middle East. 
In this challenge he refers to what the Congress can do in several 
areas, first of all, by providing the tools of economic assistance 
and security assistance in full measure. The Congress has historically 
short-changed these programs, believing they could have it both ways, 
that is, that you could avoid a label of disinterest or of undermining 
the policy if you simply didn't give quite enough but, in point of 
fact, we're in a competitive time where the Soviet Union's security 
assistance in many of the same areas, and its determination to subvert 
basically pro-"lestern regimes, requires that ve at least do enough 


to deter that and, over time, to rid these countries of the foreign 
influence. 


So that these countries can cevelop, the President says 
the second thing the Congross can do is to avoid protectionism, which 
is self-defeating in terms of U.S. exports as well as any hope that 
these countries can take off from primary products and into developing 
manufactured, semi-finished goods. He refers to the CBI, to the 
National Bipartisan Commission recormendations 
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for the five-year, $8 billion program as essential in full measure, 
and calls for the Congress to support it fully. 


The President also refers to the requirement for 
restoring bipartisanship across the board if we are to succeed in 
arms control in providing the resources and staying power to 
establish regional security and economic development. He thinks 
that this is not a matter in which the Congress should cede respon- 
sibility and stay hands-off; indeed, they have a terribly important 
role to play. But it is one in which, if there is to be a -- 
an effective U.S. foreign policy, the squabbling between or amon¢ 
535 Members has to come to a stop. And this can only happen through 
Congressional leadership joined by a more active, consultative 
process between the Executive Branch and the Congress. The 
President acknowledges the need that we have to have both a strong 
Congress and a strong Presidency, and commits himself to improved 
cooperation and consultation with the Congress; listening to their 
views and then forming policy But, once it is formed, calling 
upon the Congress for its solid support of it. 


He refers, in passing, to our history -- most recently 
in Lebanon, where Congressional misgivings, second-quessing, was 
surely a basis for encouragement overseas, and perhaps, contributed 
to Syrian entransigence seeing, as they may have, that they could 
wait us out -- for Congressional pressure would lead us to leave, 
over time. 


He refers again to the need, in the Central American 
context, for the Congress to provide the full measure of support 
proposed by the pipartisan commission. 


In the coming year, we will have a number of tests of 
the United States’ staying power. In the arms control context, it 
will surface in the form of whether we can maintain our weapons 
modernization <-- Trident, B-l1, MX. It will surface in the regional 
context in whether we can achieve enactment of the bipartisan -- 
National Bipartisan Commission -- the Kissinger Commission's program. 
It will surface in the context of the International Monetary Fund 
and sustaining our commitments to it. And it may surface in the 
context of supporting United States deterrents and military 
application of power, should it be called for, to deal with 
terrorism or regional conflict. 


The President pledges his own best efforts to deal 
with the Congress constructively on these -- to forge a policy that 
serves our interest and expresses his confidence that we can do 
this. 


I'll be glad to take your questions. John? 


Q In a campaign year, to -- to say all of these 
things, and certainly they're restatements of policy and certainly 
important things, but to shift the onus on Congress and say it's 
been Congress's fault that we failed in Lebanon, and it's Congress 
that's going to fail us, if we fail in Central America. It's our 
policies that are good, solid policies, but it's Congress's fault. 
Aren't you opening yourself ip to a lot of campaign year political 
charges that, you know, you haven't been able to come through in 
these areas, so now it's time to tell the American people it's 
Congress's fault? 


SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL? Well, I think to 
the extent that the President and I discussed this speech for quite 
a long time, then either I have failed, or something has gone 
wrong if that comes across as the central message of the speech. 
The President does not intend, nor did any of us, first to say 
the Congress is to blame for what has happened or what might or 
might not in the future. He does feel that we need to 






















































restore a practice of consultation and of removing foreign policy 
from ex post second guessing, that there must be a very solid, 
active, consultative process leading up to the policy formation and 
tha: provides for disagreement. And we expect that. 


So it isn't to try to ascribe blare in the past, nor 
to anticipate it in the future. It's to call for an evolution, 
really. 


Yes. 


Q If the President, by some reason, happens to be 
wrong in a foreign policy initiative, isn't it also part of the 
system that the other party calls him to account? I mean, he could be 
wrong somewhere, couldn't he? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's possible. 
(Laughter.) 


Q Who's going to say -- I mean, isn't it the role 
of the Democrats in this case to say, here's where you've gone 
wrong and we'll do better? It sounds from what you said at the end 
of your opening that that's second guessing and out of the ball 
park, out of bounds. 


SCNIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: (Well, it is a matter 
of both process and motive. In process, I mean that, of course, 
members and Senators should be encouraged to disagree in the 
formative -- in formation stages. That they should be heard and the 
President ought not only to listen, but to take into account and 
apply what they say before he reaches a policy decision. 


It is, as well, to say that once that policy is formed, 
that it can seriously undermine its hope of success if there is a 
continuing repetition of this earlier disagreerent. 


ow, getting to your point -- what if they still don't 
think it's the right thing to do? Historically, we have had dis- 
agreement and we have had members in their private correspondence 
and at meetings to say and express their serious nisgivings, par- 
ticularly where it involves the possible loss of life of Americans. 
But if it is allowed to be accepted that criticism, for other 
motives, criticisr on issues which have been decided and do not, 
in the first instance, involve the risk of Americans, but involve 
criticism for narrow, regional, ethaic, economic, sectorial 
preference, then they damage the national interest. And that 
those can all be taken into account before you reach your policy 
cecision. 


Q Vell, when is this -- in your view, when does 
that policy become made? When the President enunciates it or when 
Congress has paid for it? I mean, are we clear at all that some 
policies have been, in fact, made and then second-guessed before 
the process had been completed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, surely, it isn't 
a viable and sustainable policy until the Congress has appropriated 
the money for it. 


Q So what do you have in mind? I scsn, where a -- 
in Lebanon, where a policy had been made -- 


SEWIOR ADMi?l’ STRATION OFFICIAL: ‘ell, again, I'm 
saying that this entire speech is not issue.specific. It is a 
foundation speech. It's one that talks to principle. But it is 
not his purpose to grind axes about this or that regional or 
functional problem in the past, but to kind of set out a preference 
or ground rules. 


Yes. 


0 I recall Ronalé Reacan long before he was 
Presicent, anc even up right until he was President, being very 
critical of foreicn policy -- the Panama Canal, SALT treaties. 
How de you envere bock hie oosition then with his position now 











that we shouldn't have -- we should have bipartisanship? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Vell, to begin with, 
I think there's been a certain evolution in his thinking. 
(Laughter.) And I don't apologize for that. I think Presidents 
realize a certain 
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condition and effect of partisan political debate. 


I think that it's important to point out that -- I know 
of no instance in which the United States was engaged in the use 
of military force, in which there were Americans at risk, in which 
the President has ever been a critic of administration policy. 


Q He questioned the Iranian rescue mission. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wot until it was over. 
Q Well, that’s not exactly falling in line, is it? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What's your point? 


Q Well, that's my point. He questioned it and American 
lives were at stake and, in fact, lost. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: American lives, after 


the fact, were not at stake. And the fact that the government 
formed a -- 


Q Tt failed. The Americans were still being held there. 
They were etill at etake. 


Q It was after the rescue mission that he -- 
Q He criticized it. 


Q We criticized it during the general election 
campaign. 


Q Sure. They were still there. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That doesn't have any 
effect on the risk at which Americans are wrdes those -- in Iran. 
In other words, it's one thing to sey that before the mission is 
launched the President stands up the day before the helicopters go 
in, says, “I don't agree with this." That's wrong in his juéqment. 
When a policy has gone -~ and we may face the same situation in other 
circumstances in the future -- it is sensible to comment upon it. 


Q You say the speech is not issue-specific, but he does 
defend his policy and reiterate his policy on the whole bargaining 
chip concept which he's used over and over again, that is the 
military buildup must go on, the Pershing and cruises sust in 
in crder to make the Soviets negotiate seriously. Well, all that's 
been done for years and the Pershings ané cruises are in and the 
Soviets are boycotting both major negotiations. What is the 
wisdom in just reiterating that when, clearly, the Soviets have not 
behaved the way he predicted they would behave? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The deployment of the 
Pershings was defended and promoted both because the military balance 
required it -- that is, the Soviets had a monopoly and we had zero -- 
as well as the proposition that you sentioned that it -- only then 
could you expect them toe negotiate seriously. 











Now, the fact that the Soviets have chosen not to 
negotiate doesn't alter the validity of the principle. Historically, 
the Soviets have only negotiated when there has been something to 
gain from their side. And if we have no systems at all, there is 
no reason for them to negotiate. So, to reiterate, a valid principle 
for conducting arms controls is a sensible, again, foundation kind 
of thing to do. Maybe I miss your point. 


Q Well, my point was a little broader than just the 
Pershing and cruises; but certainly one premise that he based the 
military buildup on, going back to the ‘80 campaign, was that this 
was the way to get the Soviets to behave reasonably in negotiations. 
It eppears to have had the opposite effect, the Soviets, if anything 
right now, are flexing their muscles and bumping into our aircrafé 
carriers, etc., etc. There has been no analogous reaction now as 
there was to a Congressional vote for the ABM 10 or 12 years ago. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that's a ve 
good point. And I think I'm going to ta” it head-on. Are th 
any better or not because of Reagan's po.icy? Well, you can draw 
your conclusions. But let me assert that, first of all -- aad he 
says it in the speech -- five years ago, we were not deterring and 


now we are. I think that’s a measure of whether or not the policy 
is sensible. 


Now, one can point to places where the Soviets are 
negotiating; but more importantly, when one reviews from 1970 to ‘80 
the history from Angola to Ethiopia to Indo-China to Afghanistan, 
South Yemen and stops and considers that that has stopped, I think 
that you've got to deal with that, that deterrence has improved. 


Now, your point is correct, that they have not come back 
to the table in Geneva. I don't think that o:.* can entirely assume 
that, with all that's going on in the Soviet Union, and three leaders 
in four years, and the very evident 
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policy that they’ve pursued in the past four years of seeking to 
sep irate us from our allies, and that having been set back -- 
hasn't entered into their decision process. And the reality that 
the incentive represented by the modernization program must, indeed, 
be unavoidable for the Soviet Union, and give the Soviet military 

& real isterest in coming to terms to restrain those programs, has 
a logic to it, and it has an historical corroboration to it that 

I think's difficult to dispute. 


Q It seems to me that it would be fair for us to 
conclude from what you've been saying, that once a foreign policy 
has been set, such as the sending of troops to Lebanon or the 
build-up for a bargaining chip, and once the Congress has agreed, 
that open dissent and debate among the American people -- sections 
of tne American people, ethnic of the American people, as 
reflected through the Congress -- then cease. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think, first of 
all, let's treat situations in which Americans are at risk and 
call it “all others.” I think that where Americans are at risk, 
and their lives at stake, and the policy has come after the 
discourse between the President and the Congress, and -- being 
attentive to popular cpinion as well -- and that Americans are 
vulnerable, that Congressional concerns can continue to be 
expressed. But if -- but there are ways for them to be expressed: 
In meetings with the President, in correspondence to the President, 
in caucuses, and ir privete where there is -- which is quite 
different from seeking resolutions and seeking to assert a funda- 
mental change in policy before it has had an opportunity to play 
out. Now there is clearly, a requirement for judgment and 
sensitivity on the part of the Congress and the President. This 
is not to say that for a matter of years and years a President 
should be able to pursue a policy that is clearly failing. But, it 
is to say that when thet has -- that point has not been reach, to 
publicly -- and without reference to the President -- call for 
a change in the policy, can place Americans at greater risk, and 
is inappropriate. 


In the back. 


Q So my conclusion <-- the conclusion that I's 
drawing, then, is fairly accurate then. That such open debate .. 
either in the Congress or among the American people..if the 
administration believes that Americans are at risk, or even if 
Americans are at risk, such debate shall be in private. Open 
debate shall cease. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I didn't say that at 
at all, Saul. You're saying a fundamentally different. th then 
I'm saying. I've said that fall and open anced o 1122.5 . 
fine before the decision. Pull and private criticism is fine 
after that. And, indeed, because that is to be encouraged, and 
once it is evoked in sufficient volume to the Presidenty he will 


probably change his policy because he, too, is reaching the same 
conclusions. It can produce the same outcome. 


Q Are you saying -- full and private debate 
after the decision is reached? Full and private debate? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q I'm unclear how Congress forced the President to 
withdraw the Marines from Lebanon. The War Powers Resolution under 
which he was operating was still in effect at the time that the 
decision was made to withdraw them very suddenly. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, okey, let me 
point out again here that, what appears to be, I think, created as 
a purpose of this speech, and was surely not the President's 
intention in crafting it. I don't want to encourage -- if you want 
to ask an academic question, then I'll be glad to answer it. But, 
the point of the President in giving the speech is not to ascribe 
a responsibility for what havcpened in Lebanon. 











elle 


It is to call for and encourage a closer working relationship with the 
Congress. Now on your question, in point, the very public and sh-ill 
calls for a change in policy by members, Senators, leaders, at a time 
when the policy had not yet proven wrong could have been interpreted 
by the other side to show an inability to sustain the policy and to 
encourage a policy of delay and obstructionism and to make clear that 
there were very apparent limits, both in time and in substance, tc 
what that policy would contain, that's all. 


Q But at the time that the troops were withdrawn, the 
President could have maintained his policy at some political cost to 
himself. Isn't it somewhat disingeninus to claim that Congress forced 
his hand when he was unwilling, apnoorently, to pay that cost? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, again, the Presi- 
dent is not saying that the policy loss was suffered as a consequence 
of Congressional actions. He is saying that it contributed but the 
point of that is not to lay it off on the Congress; the point is to 
say that in the future we have to have a better relationship. 


Q Well, last night he was per | strong.in saying that 
Congress contributcd heavily to this, to this-failure in Lebanon. fie 
was pretty clear on that. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, to say that it 
has contributed and to say that it was responsible are very, very 
difierent, though, John. 


Q But he also says in the background sheet that second- 
guessing severely undermined the policy and, indeed, where we have 
found it in regional stabilization, it has been because Congress has 
failed to provide support. Is that blaming them or is that just 4 
giving them part of the responsibility? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it is making a 
generic reference to what -- to a recurring phenomenon historically. 
It is not to say that every time something hasn't worked that the 
Congress is to blame for it, but it says that as a matter of principal 
that can be the effect, if Congress doesn't provide the resources. 


Q But where's the olive branch in this? I mean, his 
language last night, which you may not think is related to this, but 
it certainly appears to be connected, was very tough at the Congress. 
Is he admitting some blame himself for not having consulted them 


fully in advance of other policy decisions that proved unpopular, or 
what? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The text of the speech 
includes quite a lot of treatment of the responsibility of the 
President to reach out and solicit Congressional advice, to take it 
into account before he reaches decisions, to consult carefully with 
the leadership and, over time, before and after the policy is formed, 
to continue to invite Congressional criticism, so it may be in the 
crafting of the fact sheet, but the purpose -- again -- would have 
been as well served by leaving out, I guess, any reference at all to 
Lebanon or to Central America, because the President's point is not 
a point of issue-specific criticism; it is a matter of trying to 
engender future bipartisan support to which he commits himself. 


Q In that context, does he directly question in any 
way the wisdom of the War Powers Resolution in his speech? For 
instance, does he call for a Suprene Court test or anything like 
that? Does he bring it up directly, the War Powers Resolution? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, he doesn't. Yes? 


fe) The President's remarl:s on the Iran-Iraq war and 
his 1982 ttiddle East plan, which you mentioned, are not referred to 
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in the fact sheet. I am just wondering if the President will deal 


with other major issues which have not been mentioned in the fact 
sheet? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 
Q -- that you'll brief us on? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, the regional and 


functional issues that are in the speech I have treated and there are 
no others. Yes? 


Q You said in the coming year the President is yoing 
to need Congressional support if U.S. deterrence and military 
application of power should be needed against terrorism, and then 
went on to indicate that the President is willing to set up what 
sounded like a framework for how to act. Do you have some 
specific in mind that makes you think you might be called upon to 
apply military power, and what sort of thing -- de you want some kind 
of advance permission from Congress to do what? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I'm surprised by 
the question. All that's intended in what I said and what's in the 
speech is to say that as a recurring _ 
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possibility “hat Congressional support for a decision to use force, 
were it to occur, and we do not expect it -- we have no particular 
expectation that it's going to happen -- it's just that, as a 
generic policy action, should that happeny that Congressional 
support is essential. That impJies,or is intended to imply, as 
much a Presidential responsibility to, before the fact, consult 
with the Congress, cet their advice, take it into account, as it 
does a Congressional ex-post responsibility to stand behind. 


Now, in the way of frameworks, I didn't intend, nor 
does he, anything more than to say that he commits to a habit and 


a practice of close consultation and this calls for the same thing 
on the part of the Congress. 


Q So, you're saying that the President would be 
willing to consult with the Congress before applying military 
power -- against terrorism? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Of course. 


) . Is the overall tone here more conciliatory? 
I mean, it’s hard to tell from the fact sheet, but -- and from our 
conversation here, it seems as though Congress may take offense 


at some of this. Is the overall tone more conciliatory than we're 
being led to believe, or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I certainly 
read it that way, and that's why I'm obviously puzzled by the 
reaction. But, yes, the President -- first of all, in talking with 
me before the fact, and -- you can lay it off on me, if you wish -- 
because he said that, after talking through the several challenges 

that we face, he said, well, you know, it is important that we 

try to advance a little bit more the concept of bipartisanship. 

And let's do that. And let's make clear that we want to establish 
a better working relationship with the Congress. And that this 

has several applications in arms control, in regional policy, in 
economic policy -- and let's touch on those. And that’ what we've 


done, but it was not at all designed as a vehicle, or a tract 
against the Congress. And it isn't that. 


Q You said earlier that criticism of policy, once 
policy is agreed upon, should be limited to full and private 
criticism. Given the fact that events change rapidly in this worldy 
and given the fact that Members of the House are re-elected every 
two years, and given the fact that it takes public debate and a 


public vote to change policy -- how is the constitutional system 
going to work under your scenario? 


SENIOR ADMINISTHATION OFFICIAL: Well, let's be clear. 
What I said was that in circumstances where American lives are at 
risk. That's fairly narrow. However, in the course of everybody's 
term of otfice, they can, if from day one, they disagree -- whether 
writing a letter a day, or exercising their personal judgments 
through their own leadership, or in meetings with the Presidenty or 


whatevery collectively have quite a substantial effect upon the 
President's thinking. 





Q Is that what happened in Lebanon? 


SEN<OR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think that 
in Lebanon there was 4 less willingness to deal in a deliberate, 


private fashion, and a greater impulse toward spontaneous comment 
about it. 





Q They voted to give him eighteen months to keep 
them there -- keep the Marines there. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not after the Marines 
were bombed. Yes? 


Q They did -- a little bit, though. Prior to the 
bombing, as I recall, the administration backed away from any 
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discussion, or suggestion, that the Marines were, in fact, at 

risk. And that it wasn't until the bombing, or when a number of 
the Marines were killed, at which point the administration conceded 
then that under the terms of the War Powers Act, the Marines were, 
in facty at risk; and the War Powers Act, under the most strict 
application could then be brought into effect? So, don't we come 
head-onto the political application of such things as -- when 
American troops are at risk? I meany it's the same kind of a deal. 
You can say Marines are or were at risk after the bombing, but | 
up until then, the administration insisted that they were not, at 
least under the terms of the War Powers Act. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think you 


have a valid point. I think that part of the ambiguity that does 
exist here is 
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because we are dealing, we, and the Congress, with a new phenomenon 
that is complicated and difficult to deal with -- terrorism -- that 
the natural impulse of Congressmen, of the public at large, whenever 
violence ccurs is to back away form it. And that's a natural 
impulse. But what we must achieve -- and it's a responsibility of 
ours, it is not something we're blaming somebody for -- is an 
understancing that to back away, to not consider the implications 

of that, for encouraging that very thing to happen again, is some- 
thing that we simply have not yet done. 


We think that we can foster, over time and discourse 
with the Congress, an understanding of what is sensible policy for 
dealing with these things and get Congressional support for it. 


I don't know if that quite goes to your question, 
but it wasn't, and it isn't in his speech, intended to be a passing 
of blame or anything of that kind. It is to evoke and to pledge 
a mutual commitment to improving this process in the months and 
years ahead. 


In the back. 


MR. SIMS: In the interest of getting the pool members 
over to the Plaza, how about one more question. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In the back. 


Q Yes. How close did your private debates come 
in getting obert Goodman out of Syria? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I miss your point. 
What is your point? 


Q Well, the question is, how close did private 
discussions, private debates come in getting Robert Goodman out 
of Syria? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Are you talking about 
Congressional and Presidential private debates? 


Q Within the administration. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, if your ques- 
tion is, were we trying diplomatically to secure his release -- 
yes, of course. fad we? No, we hadn't. 


Maybe I miss your point. If it involves a Congressional 


issue -- we weren't -- as far as I know, we weren't getting any 
proposals from the Congress. But maybe I don't understand your 
question. 


Q That's okay. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you. 
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MR. SIMS: This briefing is on backcround attributable 
to a senior administration official. He will talk about our commercial 
relations with the People's Republic of China. There are three hand- 


outs here for your edification at the end of the briefing. Feel free 
to take then. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you very much. 


I will bow to the Girl's Basketball Team any day of the 
year. But I'm happy to be here. One of these hai.douts here we actually 
sell for $5.00. (Laughter.) So just leave your money there in the cup. 
But * is a brand new publication that we put out that we are reall 
quite proud of here called, “Doing Business With China”, and it's ut 
55, 60 pages, and is really quite first-rate, = must say. 


Let me just make a few introductory remarks and then we 
can go to what's on your mind. 


First, I want to talk a little bit about 1983 be - 
cause I think it sets a good foundation for 1984 here in terms of prob- 
lems and prospects in U.S.-China trade. 1983, as many of you know, 
was a year of very high drama in U.S.-China relations, and a time of 
serious trouble in U.S.-China trade. The value of two-way trade con- 


tinued to decline from 1981's historic high, which was $5.5 billion down 
to $4.4 billion. 


Q Four point? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: $4.4 bill::.%. 


The reason for that is that U.S. agricultu. 4: ports de- 
clined about 64 percent compared *o 1982. And I'll give ov that later 
on. U.S. exports of manufacturers increased by 14 percent. But they 
obviously failed to compensate for the drop in agricultural exports. 


Meanwhile, Chinese exports to this country remained steady 
and so, for the first time, the United Staces suffered a $71 million 
deficit in its trade, the first since 1977. 


Now, the year began in an atmosphere of gathering crisis 
and with repeated Chinese lecturing about the number of dark clouds on 
our commercial horizon. If I had a dime for every time the Chinese 
told me about a dark cloud, I'd be a millionaire. The trade issues 
have become heavily politicized and have replaced Taiwan as the prin- 
cipal irritant in our relationship. 


The major problems were two, export controls and textiies. 
And we feel like the history of the past year is the story really of our 
efforts to deal with those two problems. first of all, textiles -- 
foliowine the expiration of the U.5.-China Textile Agreement and a 
breakdown of negotiations in January of 1983, the U.S. instituted uni- 
lateral import controls on Chinese textiles. Beijing immediately re- 
taliated by barring further contracts for U S. synthetic fiber, soybeans, 
and ctttcn, and they announced a reduction in the planned purchases of 
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U.S. agricultural products. In fact, what happened was the Chinese 
Simply stopped buying American grain. And they did not resume buying 
American grain until a new textile accord was reached in July. 


The U.S. textile industry, as many of you know, disacreed 
with the terms of the agreement that we signed with China, and the 
industry, as a result, filed a countervailing duty suit Claiming that 
China's duel export exchange rate conferred a subsidy on its textile 
exports. Wow, this was an exceedingly interesting case. It was the 
first of its kind against a non-market economy. And it threatened to 
result in a 40 percent duty on Chinese textiles and ultimately, on all 
Chinese products. This is pretty serious business because about 40 
percent of Chinese exports to the U.S. are in textiles. So, in other 


words, in our view, it represented a mortal threat to 0.S.-China 
trade. 


Seijing responded with extreme concern and a refusal to 
cooperate with the Commerce Department's investigation. And it appeared, 
as 1 -- not to put too fine a point on it -- that the future of our 
commercial relationship with China was at stake. Fortunately, in some 
respects, when the parties stood eyeball to eyeball, it was the J.S. 
textile industry that was the first one to blink -- it withdrew the 
petition in return for this administration's promise to provide addi- 
tional protection against market disruption from textile imports 


worldwide. So it took it out of the 0.S.-China problem and made it a 
global issue. 


Q When was that withdrawn? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was withdrawn -- let's 
see here ~- December, December 16th, I believe. 


Q December, ‘837 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, sir, December, ‘83. 


The Chinese reacted to the countervailing duty case by 
again stopping their purchase of U.S. grain and by the end of last year, 
by the end of 1983, they had fallen about 2 million tons short of the 
6 million tons that was required under our bilateral grain acreement. 


Q The 6 milion was for one year? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Six million for one year. 
And they bought about 4 in ‘83, so they were 2 million tons short. 


Now, the second major issue was export controls. Despite 
this administration's best efforts, the year began with export control 
licenses for China still similar to some problems that we experienced 
with other countries. The formula, roughly, was that we agreed to li- 
cense technology to the People's Republic of China at roughly double 
the level of technclocy that we authorized to the Warsaw Pact countries. 


Q You're talking ‘83 now? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, sir. 
Q Okay. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ‘83. Those were the guidce- 
lines. We found this very hard to implement because, frankly, there was 
an awful lot of stuff that we didn't license to the Soviet Union, so if 
you multicly two times zero, you get zero. And as a result, it was 
oretty hard to inplevent this policy in many respects. 


“here's also another problem -- that it's very difficult 
to take the general prose statement and try to translate that into 
technical suidelines comprehensible to a licensing officer in the 
Sefense Deoar=ment or the Commerce Department. So there was some under- 
stanédarie confusion ere. 
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U.S. businessmen complained and the Chinese raised this 
issue of export controls to a cause celebre in our bilateral relations. 
Premier Zhao Ziyang told Secretary Shultz over a year ago in Beijing -- 
is u remember that trip that the Secretary took -- that the U.S. -- 
that China regarded U.S. policy on this issue as a test of whether we 
considered China as a friend or a foe. The issue was taken to the 
President, and when Secretary Baldridge made his trip to China in May 
of last year, he was able to tell the Premier that the President had 
decided to move China into the category of friendly countries. 


The new guidelines implementing the President's decision 
were published in November of 1983, last year. And American business- 
men and the Chinese have responded with enormous satisfaction at this 
and the rush of new license applications. 


Now, the importance of the change -- and the reason I'm 
spending a little bit of time on this <- in our export control policy 
transcended, obviously, its commercial implications. It's been repeat- 
edly noted by the Chinese leaders as the turning point in U.S.-China 
relations. And it made possible Secretary Weinberger's trip to China 
in the fall of last year, 
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Foreign Minister Wu from China's trip to the U.S in the fall of 

last year made possible the talks, in our view, on nuclear cooperation 
and made possible Premier Zhao Ziyang's visit to Washington in 

January of this year and the invitation to the President for his 

trip to China in three weeks. 


So, where do we stand now? A lot of these dark 
clouds here have been removed, replaced by the warm glow of 
Premier Zhao Ziyang's visit here to Washington and the expectations 
that we have for the President's trip in three weeks. 


Why has this turned around? Why do we think that 
the realization of the commercial is at hand in our relationship? 
And I think one of the reasons why is because there is a natural 


— ne in our two economies. Ahd let me be specific about 
that. 


The Chinese have put particular stress in three major 
areas -- in energy, *ransportation and in telecommunication sectors. 
Let me be even more specific here. It's my own view, shared by, I 
think, many in the U.S.-China trade, that we are on the eve of a 
whole new phase in our economic, commercial and trade relations with 
China. And the reason for this can be summed up in four words: oil, 
hydropower, coal and nuclear power. 


First of all, oil. China has what is regarded as one 
of the last great commercial reserves of oil in the world offshore 
im the South China Sea and the East China Sea. Last year, eleven 
American firms signed reduction-sharing contracts to start drilling 
on that oil. And I think it's safe to say that in the next five to seve 
years we will see U.S. investment in the offshore oil alone amounting 
to somewhere between $10 billion to $15 billion -- and that could 
be on the conservative side -- in assisting China to develop in its 
exploration, production and development of this offshore oil. 


Now, we're talking about megabucks. We're talking about 


things here that simply dwarf what we've been talking about before 
in the U.S.-China trade. 


Secondly, in coal. China has the second largest reserves 
of coal in the world. And the interesting thing about this coal 
is that it's found near the surface -- in open-pit, surface coal 
mining. Those are the kinds of mine techniques in which U.S. industry 
is superb in. You saw an article today perhaps in the paper, The 
Wall Street Journal, on page 33 about Occidental signing an 
agreement with the Chinese to develop Pingshuo Coal Mine which 
will have in its production, in its peak in 1985, just a short 
time away -- ‘86 -- production of about 15 million tons of coal 
which will make it the largest col mine in the world. 


Thirdly, in hydropower. China has by far the greatest 
potential for hydropower in the world. And, again, the interesting 
characteristic here is that the flow of the water that comes out of 
the mountains in the west -- goes into the east is so rapic that what 
is required is advance technology mainly in high-arch dams. Chinese 
build wonderful low-arch dams; that's not necessary for these sajor 
projects that the Chinese have in miné to develop their hydropower 
sotential. They need high-arch dams of which the United States 
is the premier in the world. Here again, we're talking about enormous 
srojects here on down the road. So -- see one or two of which are 
coming up here this year and next year. 


Lastly, nuclear power. The Chinese have extremely ambitio 
slans to build nuclear power plants in China. They intend to build 
swelve nuclear power plants in the next few years. Each power plant 
is at least a billion dollars. Again, the Chinese have mace it 
crystal clear to us that they want American technology in this effort. 
They regard our technology as the bes in the world. 


So, what do these four things have in common? First 
sf all, they involve long-term, cooperative efforts, not just short 
and $120 million sale of wheat, corn cr soybeans or whatever, 
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or cotton, but long-term efforts. 
50 vears. 
companies. 


: U.S. oil companies will be in China 
Same thing with coal and hydropower companies and nuclear 


Secondly, they involve huge transfers of capital, technolos: 
transfer, human resources. There will be hundreds, there will be 


thousands of American technical people stationed onshore to support 
the oil offshore effort. 


And, thirdly, they involve a natural fit of China's 
enormous natural resources with American technology. So, in our 
view, we're not gilding the lily, we're not exaggerating when we 
say we feel we're on the eve of a new phase in our relationship. 
And in our view, the trade, commercial and economic ties will, in 
fact, be the ties that will bond the two countries together. 


Thank you. 


Q But is it correct, sir, that there are serious 
problems in negotiations on American assistance for nuclear power, 
investments, etcetera, etcetera, etcetera? You painted a very rosy pict 


of what could happen in the future. What's happening now in the neco- 
tiations? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The nuclear situation -- 
I think you remember you saw a statement here made by Assistant Foreign 
Minister Zhu Qizhen in China about two days ago which he made public, 
the problem that is involved here in our nuclear negotiations, the prob!: 
of consent right. It's a serious problem. I won't gild the lily. 1 
mean, we feel like we're about 95 percent there toward a nuclear acree- 
ment, but their remaining 5 percent is a tough five yards to go for the 


touchdown. and it is clear in our law -- we have no negotiating room 
on this matter at all. 


We have made it crystal clear to the Chinese that we've 
gone about as far as we can go and the ball is in their court. 


Q So, what you're saying before you go on to. 


investment, that unless the Chinese give way these dreams will 
vanish? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In nuclear -- 
Q These dreams of American technology -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In nuclear energy, 
I think we're going to have a tough time because it is -- it will 
be illegal for U.S. firms to consult -- 
Q Yes. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- or sell technolocy, 


anything unless there's a nuclear cooperation agreement, that's 
correct. 


Q Can we go on to the investment treaty -- 

Q Well, before we leave nuclear, Ralph, it's 
still the question of what happens to the reprocessed fuel, right? 
Is that the central issue? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, that's right. 


Q And we are asking them to do exactly what to 
comely with our law? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: To comply with our law, 
shey have to ask for our consent to use that, 
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even if it's not our fuel, if it’s someone else's fuel, or their om 
fuel, if it goes through an American supplied reactor, they still have 
to ask us for it. Now, that's a more stringent law, a more stringent 
provision than other countries have. Sut it's in the ‘63 law, and 


there's no going back, we're not about to rewrite the law, it's there 
and we have to live with it. 


Q May I follow -- that point? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure. 


Q Is there any thought being given in the administration 
to proposing a revision or an amendment of some sort to accommodate 
China on this particular issue? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q No thought at all? 
Q Why not? 


Q We change our laws all the time. There must be a 
reason -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. I think there is 
tremendous support on the Hill for this provision here. And I think 
there's real sensitivity om the Hill, too, here, for any time that we 
enter into a nuclear cooperation agreement with a coun that -- while 
China is a friendly non-aligned country -- nonetheless, it is not an 
ally. And so, we want to send up an agreement to the Hill which we 


know will be looked at with a fine -tooth comb, and it's got to adhere 
to the law. 


Q Is that the only remaining issue in the nuclear 
cooperation -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 

Q Pardon me? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, it is. 
Q Why is that -- 


Q Well, when Zhao left in January, that was the only 
remaining issue -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. T*at's ric: 


Q ~~ if the Chinese are refusing to sign this agreement 
and if that's the oniy remaining issue, and it's April now, it seems 
to me that one might cynically ¢escribe negotiations on a nuclear 
agreement as deadlocked <-- which isn't quite as rosy as -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It - it i8 @h Ongoing 
problem here -- ongoing negotiations. We have been talking back and 
forth with the Chinese. We have been exchanging different drafts, 
trying to find the appropriate way to sake an agreement possible here. 
That's still going on, so the process has not stopped here, but at the 
oresent time, we have pinpointed the problem I think -- and the probier 
is still there. 


Q They've already started to let some nuclear contracts 
shough, right? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, they have. 


Q 4ow many have they let? There was one <-- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, they have signed a 
letter of intent with one U.S. company. Letters of intent — sort of 
motoriously meaningless, really -- except it's simply a matter of intent. 
There is great business, we know, there in China -- 


*) Yes, we're not -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ~-- we know it too. 


Q They have signed agreements to buy, they have, in 
effect, bought nuclear technology from oth»r countries, firms, because 
we haven't been able to get this agreement off the ground, ~ight? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They have not yet signed 
contracts. They have signed agreements. And there is a distinction 
here. in my view, it is still -- I may be naive about this, I may be 
overly optimistic -- but there is still a chance here for Wwerican 


technology, nuclear technology, to get in on the first floor of this 
thing. It's not too late, yet. 


Q What is the time frame, then? Sow much time do we 
have? When do they want to sign contracts? Obviously we can't -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, would have 
signed contracts yesterday, you know. This has been ho it up here, 
but I think from the Chinese point of view, they've been willing to 
hold up contracts with Fromotone and other bidders in Europe, cause 
they want American technology. And they said repeatedly to us -- “Look, 
Fromotone is a step-child of Westinghouse. We would prefer to go with 
the mother than the daughter. Fromotone is a license to get 
Westinghouse -- they've got this technology of a Westinghouse. We'd 
prefer to go right to the source.” They said this repeatedly, and [ 
think they believe that. 


Q Well, how long are they willing to wait. I mean, 
is there -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don’t know 


Q ~~ 4@ there any -~+ you are really giving us a rosy 
pacture here, > “heless, it seems that -- 


SE INISTRATION OFFICIAL: [t's a rosy picture, but 
I don't mean to give - I mean, I can -- everyone has their own 
shopping list of the problems in doing business with China, and I can ’ 
stand up here for another fifteen or twenty minutes and tell you about 
the difficulties we have in doing business with China. 
Q Rave you? (Laughter.) 
Q Is there any possibility of an agreement -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But, this is a problen 


right now that we've focused on. It's a serious one, and we hope to 
have some progress on it. 


*) What are the chances of 4 nuclear agreement on this 
trip? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don’t know. That's 
an honest answer. I ¢on't know. 


*) Ie the President going to raise this issue personali,? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That again, I Gon't Know. 


Q How many agreements have the Chinese signed? Or, 
how many of the eleven plants have been signed as -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: None. 
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: . *) Don't they have a deal with the French to build « 
couple of -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes they do -- 


Again, this was what we were referring to here is an agreement, but ' 
not a contract yet. 


Q Are we -- 
Q Is it just one -- one? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. There are two 
nuclear reactors in Guangdong that would supply power to Hong Kong. 


* Two of the eleven? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, two of the eleven. 


Q And are there any others besides those two? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, there are. There 
are some outside of Shanghai. These are the ones that - 


Q Do the French also have an agreement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. <= in which the -- 
in which a U.S. firm has signed a letter of intent with the Chinese. 


Q When? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Just a couple days ago. 
Q We're talking of $11 Fillion <= 
Q -- what's holding up -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Your timing may or say 
not be what's available. 


Q There's a total of $11 billion at stake here, in 
round numbers? Roughly? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'd put it -- you know, 
I said 12 power plants. Each power plant's roughly $1 billion ina 
just the equipment alone. In As E -- you know, in consultancy -- 
each power p.ant adds on about another $1 billion. So, we're talking 
more in the order of about $20 billion, somewhere on that order -- 
we've got about $12 billion here. 


Q What is the difference? You said « great -- they 
sent in a great -- out of the eleven reactors you mentioned, you say 
they've signed an agreement with the French on two and they have signed 
a letter of intent with an American firs on the one? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. 


i 


6 What's the difference between the two documents 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The letter from -- ! 
would say the agreement goes beyond an agreement of intent. 


2 Okay. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The statement of intent 
is simply more a wish -- or simply sore of an egreement to agree <-- or 
to continue on with the harder negotiations on the specifics. 


Q Can they sien an acreement with an American firm at 
tnis poiat? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRAT: OFFICIAL: No. 
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Q Have they signed an agreement with -- 
SEYIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, no -- let's put it 


this way. Wo U.S. firm would sign an agreement given the constraints 
rigat now. 


Q Okay. Have they signed agreements with any other 
firas ‘from other countries besides the two to the French? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFTICIAL: No. 
Q So, we got two out of the nine gone, right? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, but they're sot 
gone. That's what I'm saying. I don't -- in my view -— I don't think 
they're gone. Wow, I could be disputed by other administration people, 


and certainly people in the private sector that they are, in fact, 
gone, gone, gone. I don’t think so. 


Q When does the agreement with the French «ick in? 
When do they have to start -- when do we lose it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, they signed the 
*greement here about }) months ago. 


Q So, it seems to se they ought *¢ start building pretty 
soon. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, but before they 
build, they have to sign contracts, and those have not been signed. 


Q Is Fromotone the French firm? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, it is. 


- 


* And -- I'm confused -- are there eleven plants, or 
twelve? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Projected. Eleven plants 
srovected over the next few years. 


Q And you use to figure twelve -- 

Q You said twelve. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Twelve plants, I'm sorry. 
Q A total of twelve? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: A total of twelve. 

Q And che French have two in agreement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The French have two in 
agreement, that's right. 


Q So, we've got ten left, not nine. 

Q How many do the U.S. have an agreemen: <-- in Shanghai? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, they Save an agreement 
on two with provision with -- sort of @ possibility of saybe four more. 
Aeain, what we're talking about heie is, I think, Chinese discussicas 
sith Aperican nuclear vendors about the remaining power plants to be 
suilt. And these talks are going to go on for an awful long tame. Even 
after we get a nuclear agreement obviousiy. It’s goine to be a while. 

Q Which is the -- 
C Can we move to the investment questicn for a sinute? 
SINIOR ASMSNISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure. 

“ORE 


L 





« 16 < 


0 


Particularly the issue of protection of U.S. 
techaclesy aad so on -- What -- How big a stumbling block is that, 
related so the nuclear thing. Can you give us an idea of where the 
scale stands on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure. 


Q Because even if there are agreements on the nuclear 
thing -- the technology and the investment stuff -- still stands in 
the way doesn't it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: To some extent. We are, 
as you know, still having talks with the Chinese about our investment 
treaty. We've had four rounds of talks now with the Chinese. We just 
stopped the talks here a few days ago. We're going to pick them up 
again. It's safe to say that it's going to be difficult to reach the 
kind of comprehensive investment treaty that we want to reach. 


This is the first time that this government has tried to 
have a BIT -- a Bilateral Investment Treaty with essentially a planned 
economy. And it's meshing apples and oranges here, and it's proving 
very ¢isficult to do. Just by way of example, the West Germans and 
the Chinese signed a SIT not too long ago, a few wonths ago. It was 
just a three page document. It tcok them 7 years to negotiate the 
3-page cocument. We looked at that 3-page document, and we think it's 
wholly inadequate for our investment purposes here, to reassure U.S. 
investors, it would be worthless for us. So, these things take time. 
And it's going to be more time before we have the kind of agreement 
with the Chinese that will be useful to our investors. Now -- 


Q No agreement %n this trip you're saying? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 

Q Is the national treatment issue a stumbling block? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's one of them, yes. 
Q What about the taxation treaty? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The taxation treaty -- 
I think that was announced here by other briefers, that the President 
will sign -- 


Q He will sign? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- a taxation treaty. 
That was initiated by Secretary Regan a few weeks ago in Beijing. 


Q Can you run through the stumbling blocks on the 
inves=ment treaty? You mentioned a couple of them -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't really 
want to be too specific on this since it's under negotiation right now. 
But, in short, there are provisions relating to how American investors 
are treated vis-a-vis potential Chinese investors. A second issue is 
arbitration -- third-party arbitration. The Chinese don't really like 
sco taxe people to court. You know, they have a different system than 
we Go. They like to sort of talk and use a lot of common sense and 
arbitrate so forth -- and we like to rush into court. I guess those 
are really the two biggest ones. 


Q What was that first one again, so I -- could you 
rereat that? 


Q -- treatment of -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Treatment of U.S. 


investcrs as opposed to potential Chinese investors. We're asking for 
a ~aticnal treatment. 
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Q Whet about in the event of expropriation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's pretty much been 
coverec already in the OPIC agreement. I don't think there's an issue -- 


Q And repatriation of profits? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's an issue -- 
repatriation of profits is an issue, although a big dent has been made 
in that issue in many of the joint venture agreements that have now 


been signed in ‘83 and ‘84 here -- so we're, I think we've made some 
>rogress here. 


A major Chinese concern in the Bilateral Investment Treaty 
is something that we can wholly understand. And that is, that they 
are now in the process of putting flesh on the skeleton of their legal 
system. And commercial laws are popping out all the time from China. 
And they're very much to our liking. However, they still have a long 
ways to go. And the Chinese do not wish to lock themselves into a 
Bilateral Investment Treaty that would tie their hands in a way that 
they couldn't pass or change or modify new commercial laws in the 
future. That's a serious problem, and it's understandable. 


Q What's national treatment mean in layman's terms? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: National treatment means, 
in layman's terms, that a foreign investor is treated the same as 
a national investor -- as a Chinese investor. As opposed to most- 


favorec nation treatment, which is that all foreigners are treated the 
same. 


I think the Chinese are actually reasonably flexible 
on that point. I would not regard that as a, as the major stumbling 
block. But it certainly is one of. then. 


Q How much, if any, effect will there be on this 
rip of the presence -- I think next week -- of a Soviet trade and 
investment negotiating group which is going to be on the ground, I 
think, just a couple of weeks before Reagan will be. Do you see that 


as a playing off -- one against the other -- or is it a coincidental 
scheduling or what? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. It's not a playing 
off against -- one against the other here. That's been scheduled for 
a very, very long time and it's simply reflective, I think, of the 
increase in trade between the Soviet Union and China in the last year. 
That trade has doubled, or maybe even tripled here in the last year. 
And this is something that the Chinese wish to do, and that's fine. 
So, I 4Zon't think it's going to have any effect on us. 


The President is not going out there as a trader. He's 
not scing out to push individual projects. I hope I didn’t mislead 
you by -- when I talked about these different projects here in 
hyéro power and oil and so forth -- that the President is going to 
technically dissect that shopping list and present some sort of project 
list to the Chinese. He's not going to do that. The President is 
soing out there to inform the Chinese that we are -- that we intend to 
pe helpful in their economic modernization program. In general, 
sroad-srush strokes. And he's made that very specific by his decision 
last vear to change export licensing. The export licensing change 
is going to result, in this year, of anywhere from $1 to $1.5 billion 
in hich technology products over and above what it would have been 
if we nadn't had this change in our export control policy. 


Q Well compared -- you said that the Soviet, Sino- 
Sovie: trade had doubled or tripled in the past year. Give us some 
_dea cf comparison -- our trade with them declined last year by -- 
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SENIOR? ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes -- 


Qo -- by about a quarter, I guess it was -- 25 percent. 
Are they talking about a puny amount of trade between those two? Or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's roughly at about, 
you know, I'm a little bit on shaky ground -- about $1 billion -- 


Q Soviet-Chinese? 
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Q Soviet-Chinese? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Soviet-Chinese. 


You know, I could be off on that. Forgive me. I may 
mot have that exactly right. That's a figure that sticks in my mind. 


Now, I would say that in 1984 -- and I'll make a pre- 


Giction here -- that U.S.-China trade will be the sreatest that it's 
ever been in our -- 


Q Commercial history? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- commercial history. 


I'd say that the estimates will be above 5.5, which was 
the historic high in 1981. 


Q Do the Soviets have a deficit with China. *oo? 
Trade deficit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. 


Q How does the $5.5 compare with the ‘83 figure? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ‘83 was 4.4; ‘82 was 
5.2. 


Q And ‘81 was 5.5 -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, sir. 


Q The one-to-one -- 
Q Can we shift to textiles for a minute -- 
Q Before we do that can we just round off one point 


here on the -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Before the new guidelines on technology transfer, 
what was the figure on that for ‘83? Just to give us some basis of 
comparison? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFTICIAL: That's a little hard 
to sort of translate it out for you here because the guidelines went 
into effect in November, but we were already processing licenses 
before that -- 


Q Well, you said that because of the agreement for 
'84 it would be $1 billion to $1.5 billion higher. Why don't you 


just -- do you have the figure for ‘83, which would be a pretty good 
comparison? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In technology? 
Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. It's about 
$$00 million, roughly, you know, in the high technology. 


Q Is the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And it’s going to 
be, aS I say, probably $1.5 billion to $2 billion in high technology 
this year, as a result of the chance in the guidelines. 


Q Stay with the high technolocy. Do you expect 
-- or have they brouch: up the ¥Yel=s Amendment to the Senate Export 
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SESIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, they haven't. 


| Q And on high technology, you talked about turning 
points. Wouldn't you agree that the technology category change 

is also an enabler for arms sales? That is, weapons carrying high 
technology items or -- high technology components? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: To some extent, yes, 
but not major -- 


Q Do the Chinese still have a concern on the high 


tech in terms of -- they still are subject to COCOM review and also 
to a national security review? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I think they do 
have concerns on that regard, although at the time that we made a 
change in the export control policy we told them that they would re- 
main subject to COCOM restriction and international security restrictions, 
too, because they were a nuclear power state. 


Unlike India, China has the ability to actually deliver 
that nuclear device. 


Q But they're different -- they're treated different- 
ly than Great Britain would be treated. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, they are. 
Q -- France would be -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, they are. 
Q And is that a bone of contention, still? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that the 
Chinese would like to see us take them out of COCOM. COCOM, of 
course, is a voluntary organization. It sperates on the basis of a 
consensus. And I don't think there'd be much support, frankly, 
for removing China from COCOM or establishing a separate list, for 
instance, for China. I don't think that’s possible. 


4 Haven't we, in fact, asked them to do that? 
Asked COCOM to do that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q What is the status of the negotiations with 
COCOM on China? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, when we first 
hed this ~- made this policy announcement in May, we explained our 
change in policy very carefully to the COCOM allies. Over time, I 
thank they have all acceptea this change and so the processing, now, 
at COCOM has greatly accelerated as a result of that deeper under- 
standing of wnat has prompted the U.S. to make that change. 


There was, initially, a large backlog of U.S. export 
cases at COCOM, primarily because the U.S. was processing cases much 
Caster, as a result of our change in policy, and they flooded -- 
literally flooded into COCOM. And COCOM is a small, understaffed, 
overworked bureaucracy, like we all are in the U.S. government here. 
And they were backlogged. We have now put some resources into that, 
as had the other allies in the COCOM system, to increase the processing 
time so that now we have greatly reduced this backlog. And, also, 

I think it's safe to say that we're processing cases just as quickly 
as they come in. I mean, there is no delay there. 
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Q Well, I thought the Secretary said at a hearing 

at ome point there were two remaining issues. I think the first was 
re-export authorizations and the other one was the COCOM necotiations. 
And that you got the re-export assurances -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right. 
Q ~~ from the Chinese -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's richt. 


Q Ang you came out with the policy and everybody 
said, “Well, we're still tasking to COCOM. But don't worry, folks, 
it's om the way." And we never -- I mean, there were supposed to 
be negotiations going on. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION CFFICIAL: Wo, I don't think 
the Secretary was saying that there wa. going to be a chance here 
in COCOM at any time -- an early date here. I don't think so. I 
Gon*t think he meant that at all. 


Q On textiles now? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes -- 


Q Okay. Recently -- Well, since December lé6th when 
the President issued the new directive, haven't there been like some- 


thing on the order of 14 calls on different categories of Chinese 
textiles? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, that's too many. 
There haven't -- 


Q Weli, how many have there been? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think there have 


been about eight. I'd have to check that figure; but, roughly, in 
that area. 


Q And wasn't there a team that was just over there 
to talk to the Chinese about this? Could you bring us up to date -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, there was. But 
that's a normal process, though. Many times we make calls. We go 
over there to talk about it. “A call" oeans simply 4 call for talks. 
It doesn't actually mean a slapping on of a ce’ ling. It means that 
we're going to -- you know -- that we intend -- that we wish to talk 
about that particular category because there are some problems in 
that category. 


Q And were those eight areas resolved when the 
team went over there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. Wo, that's what 
the team went to talk about. 


Q But they're now back, aren't they? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The team is back, 


Q So did they resolve the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know because 
the team ¢ust got back, literally, a couple of days ago here anc f 
seve ~ot talked to then. 
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*) What do you -- Could you sort of characterize 
what you think the textile situation is now, if that’s still a 
preblem with the Chinese? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's still a problen. 
It's always going to be a problem in cur trade relations for two 
reasons. First of all, Chinese exports, as I mentioned -- or about 
40 percent of those exports are in textiles and apparel. And this 
is crucial to the Chinese effort here to earn hard currency. 


The second problem, though, is that it is -- it happens 
to be the most sensitive import area in the U.S. trade. The textile 
industry is flat om its back. The capacity is way, way down, the 
most of any other industrial sector that we have in the economy. And, 
therefore, the President stated that he was going to limit the growth 


in foreign exports to the rete of growth in our domestic demand, which 
is about 14 percent. 


Now, the Chinese would like for us to remove all re- 
straints in our textile quotas here. They'd like to sell as much as 
they could. This is not going to be possible: but, in sy view, we're 
mot treating the Chinese badly. Four years ago, they exported nothing 
in textiles or apparels to this country. Now, they are the fourth 
largest supplier to the 0.S. 50 they've grown tremendously in the 
last four years. The rate of growth has been phenomenal. And I 
think what we're doing right now in some areas is we're trying to 
perhaps, reduce that very dramatic rate of growth. But Chinese textile 
exports to the 0.S.are still growing. Not as fast as it was. 


Q What does that come to in -- annually now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, 40 percent of 
the Chinese exports are in textiles, so -- 


Q -- billion? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not quite that. Wo, 
no. Chinese exports to this country here last year were -- 


Q Oh. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What? We had 4.4 
and our deficit was 71. Call that a wash. 2.2 is Chinese exports 
to this country, 40 percent of 2.2. 


Q Are the Chinese still not buying American grain 
because of the textiles? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ¥o. 


Q Any indication that the textile industry is -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- the Chinese have 
pledged to make up for the two million ton shortfall of 
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this year by purchasing a total of 8 million tons in calendar year 
1984, and we certainly do expect them to do that. 


Q Have they been buying it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. We certainly 


expect that to continue -- that they have committed themselves at the 
highest levels to live up to the grain acreement. 


Q What's the grain agreement -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me -- just as a 
general statement, I might pause here and throw something out at you. 
We are going to continue to have trade problems with China. We're 
paying, in some respects, the price for twenty-two years of total 
ignorance here. Prom 1949 to 1971, we've put more men on the moon 
than we've sent to China. So we have a situation now in which both 
sides are operating from, shall we say, a base of ignorance. We have 


Piaaed ways to go. We have a lot to learn about each other's countries 
e. 


And the second point I would make is maybe more of a subtle, 
psychological point, but I think it's a serious one -- is that we differ 
from the Chinese in perceptions of trade problems. And what I mean 
by that is that the U.S. view of a commercial trade problem is that 
it's just 4 natural part of commerce and trade. We have more trade 
problems with Japan and Canada than we do with any other countries in 
the world, and yet they're are closest allies. We don't get all bent 
out of shape or all shook up if there's a trade proble:. 


The Chinese actually have a different perception. They 
regard trade as trade between friends and that there shouldn't be trade 
problems. And if there is, there may be a problem in the friendship. 
So that a trade problem is quickly escalated to a matter of principle. 
And sometimes, minor trade problems then can assume an importance way 
out of scale to what they should, in our view. I think both sides are 
making progress, though, in this area as we learn to understand how the 
other system's laws and institutions work better here. 


Q Just at the risk of bringing up a somewhat unrelated 
thing, what efforts, if any, have the administration made in the past 
few months dealing with Taiwan in anticipation of the President's trip -- 
on trade issues and as a result of these trade issues with China? 

What discussions do you have with Taiwan to assuage their worries, or 
whatever? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We really have not had 
discussions with Taiwan to my knowledge here about this. We, of course, 
have a huge trade deficit with Taiwan right now which is just enormous. 
It's staggering in size. It's one of the largest deficits that we have 
with any country in the world as a presage of two-way trade. So we 
regard this as a very serious matter and we've -- the Taiwan officials 
ana people know that to be the case. 


Q -- the problem at this point of trying to -- we're 
not trying to assuage them. It's really the other way around? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it's certainly the 
other way around. In fact, we have some very serious problems in our 
trade relations. Taiwan is the sixth largest trading partner that we 
save and we value that trading relationship very much and we intend to 
cursue it. At the same time, though, as I mentioned, between friends, 
«here are bound to be trade problems, and there are serious trade 
oroblems with Taiwan. 


Q I'd like to ask you an historical question. Going 
sack even before 1949, isn't it true that we have looked upon <-- his- 
sorically, we have looked upon China as this great untapped market, and 
«hat it's been largely one of unfulfilled expectations? And why is 
our rosy scenario that you're giving out now any more likely to be 
ti fferent than the kind <= the historical past? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRALION OFFICIAL: I think the major 
differences here is that in the past, the Chinese I don't think have 
been willing to open the door to Western trade nearly as much as 
they are right mow. Now, before ‘49, of ccurse, there was tremendous 
American and Western presence in China. But they hadn't gotten to the 
point in their economic development where they could launch projects 
of the kinds that I'm talking about here. It's simply a matter of 
economic development. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It seems to me that 
historical note is not a bad place to stop. 


MR. SIMS: Let's take one or two more, and then I'd 
like to make -- 


Q Can I just go back to a couple of points? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure. 


*) Which is the American firm whom they've designed this 
letter of intent? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know if I should 
mention that. I'm sorry, I -- 


MR. SIMS: What was the question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question is, what 
is the American firm -- 


Q Which American firm signed the letter of intent 
to furnish nuclear plants? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Its certainly been in 
the press. 


MR. SIMS: Yes -- you'd better research it, Leo. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION CFFICIAL: Yes. Everyone knows 
what it is. I guess I should not be in the position to -- 


Q Okay. The other question I wanted to nail down in 
terms of our obvious reluctance to give them a loophole on the re- 
processing rights, that is obviously related to a proliferation con- 
cern. In other words -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. Wo, it's not. 
Proliferation concerns are no longer major concerns of the U.5. govern- 
ment. Premier Zhao yang made a -- what we consider to be an extreme- 
ly useful statement «sen he was here in January about Chinese desires 
not to engagein proliferation. 


Q But what is the underlying rationale of our law 
that does not allow us to make an exception of China in this -- is 
that related -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'm not sure that I': 


really qualified to -- answer to that because I wasn't there when the 
law was written. I don't know the kinds of considerations in ‘63 that 
went into that particular provision of consent rights. it's clearly 
related to an effort by the U.S. to control the technology of it and 
to ensure that that technology is put to the use that the country 
says it's going to be put to, and so forth. 


Q So we're afraid that without this protection, some- 
body can go military on the nuclear thing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, that's one possi- 
bility, sure. 


Q Is that -- with non-proliferation, sir? 


SENIOR ASMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sir? 
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Q No? Well, could you -- I don't understand your 
reply. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On proliferation? 


Q The reason why you insist on consent rights. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Because it’s according 
to our law. 


*) Yes, but to avoid what, or to do what? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: To avoid having the 
Chinese utilize other American fuel or American reactors to manufacture 
other products. And I think this is, in some respects, understandable. 


It's -- as I say, that provision, that particular provision is unique 
in American law. It is not -- 


Q I understand that. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is not present in 
French and German -- French and British law. 


Q We're just trying to find out if — 
Q ~~ if the use of the word -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry I can't be 
more explicit on that because I just don't -- 


Q I'm sorry -- haven't the Chinese indicated their 
willingness to join the full-scope safeguards of IAEA -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, they have. They've 
already joined IAEA. 


Q Oh, I see. Doesn't that provise the answer then? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. Wo, it does not 
provide the answer to consent rights. It does provide the answer to 
safeguards. There were three major issues -- safeguards, prolifera- 
tion, and consent rights. The first two have been adequately solved 
and do not present a problem anymore. 


Q You are talking about the provision in the Nuclear 
Nonproliferation Act, right? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right. 


Q But you're saying it's not a proliferation concern? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We do not have a concern 
about proliferation anymore <-- that's right. 


MR. SIMS: All right. Thank you. I'd like to mention -- 
remind you we've got the books here. We have another -~- we'll try to 
get a transcript of this by the end of the day today in the Press 
Office if possible -- certainly by tomorrow morning. But I think we 
can make it by the end of today for you to pick up. And we will 
have the next in a series of briefings by a senior administration 
official on Tuesday, April 10th at 10:45 A.M., and Camilla McCaslin 
has a sign-up sheet. You can do it here today if you'd like to. 


Thanks very much. 


END 11:56 A.M. ES” 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
CN THE VISIT OF PRESIDENT JORGE BLANCO 
OF THE DOMINICAN REPUBLIC 


April 9, 1984 


The Briefing Room 
11:08 A.M. EST 


MR. SIMS: This briefing will be ON BACKGROUND. It is 
attributable to a Senior Administration Official. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Good morning. Did they 
give you a schedule at all of -- 


. No. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. Would you like one? 


Q Sure. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: For whatever it's worth, 
huh? (Laughter.) 


Q It's the price we're paying. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They only told us we were goinc 
to be wearing a tie for the occasion. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They told me. it was -- 
it says Senior Administration Official. (Laughter.) 


President Jorge Blanco will be doing a State Visit. He will 
arrive today at 2:00 p.m. at Andrews. The official part of the visit 
starts tomorrow. At 10:00 a.m. he will come to the White House, be 
creeted by the President, and then meet with the President in the Oval 
Office and then in the Cabinet Room. Secretary Shultz will be giving 
a lunch for him. Se will be having, in the afternoon, bilaterals with 
Secretary Shultz, Secretaries Shultz, Regan, Block -- sequentially, not 
together -- Ambassador Kirkpatrick. 


And then in the evening, the President will be hosting «a 
State Dinner for him here. 


Wednesday, he'll be meeting with the President of the World 
Bank. We will address the Organization of American States. The Vice 
President will host a lunch for him. In the afternoon, he will meet with 
the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, and House forei Affairs 


Committee, and Senator Kennedy. There will be -- he will host 4 reception 
that evening. 


Thursday morning he will leave for Springfield, illinois to 
visit the home of Abraham Lincoln. President Blanco, among other things, 
is a fan of Abraham Lincoln's. 


Q Aren't we all. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He will go to Chicago, 
where he'll be meeting with -- 


Q -- consider the alternatives. (Laughter.) 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- with a CBI 


anc then he'll be going to New York Thursday. There will be a dinner 
hosted by Dr. Kissinger for his. 


Pricay morning there will be « breakfast with David 
Rockefeller and other business leaders. Se will meet at the Onited 
Nations with a Latin American group. Be will be hosted at « lunch by 


the Americus Society. Se will meet later in the day with the Mayor 
and with Cardinal O'Connor. 


Om Saturday, he goes to the Oniversity of South Carolinas 
where he receives an Honorary Doctor's degree. From there he will 
Gepart for the Dominican Republic. 


Q Whev. He's going everything but playing hockey. 
(Laughter. ) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Did you say “hookey” or 
) *hockey*? 

Q Bockey. (Laughter.) 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: it is the first State 
Visit of a Dominican President to the United States. President Jorge 


Blanco, in his capacity asked President -- did visit the Onited States 
unofficially in July, but not on a State Visit -- a working visit. in 


July of ‘82. 

Q Bow are you pronouncing his first same? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Jorge. 

* Well is he President Jorge or President Blanco? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Blanco. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, no -- 

C No? 

Q He's referred to as Jorge, right? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No? Go ahead. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: His first name is 
Salvador. 

Q Oh. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: His last name is Jorge 
Blanco. 





Q What does he hyphenate it? (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. Im the Spanish, the 
Blanco is his mother's name, and they put that at they end, but -- 


Q Yes, but what should we call hin? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You either call his 
President Jorge Blanco, or if you want to shorten it, Presicent Jorge. 
Not President Blanco. 

Q Oh, okay. ADAAR. 


Q $0000 -- you were wrong -- ‘Laughter. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, but 1 didn't cali 
him that. So, you straightened se out. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL wh, no. I don't straighter 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Anything else on his 
name we need to cover? (Lau ,hter.) 


Q So, why is he coming here? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As I said, it's the first 
visit from the Dominican Republic -- 


Q So is it Jorge or Jorge Blanco? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The latter is -- 
Jorge Blanco. 


Q Jorge Blanco. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Jorge Blanco, yes. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Are we all done with 


the name? 
Q ~~ let's practice -- 
0 The rein in spain -- (Laughter.) 
sow 48 Q Well, some of us are in that medium, you know -- to 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question earlier was 
“Why is he coming?" As I said, it's the first visit of a President of 
the Dominican Republic, the first official State Visit. The Dominican 
Republic is «a large democracy, same 6 million people in the Caribbean 
area. It's larger than any of the other English speaking Caribbean 
countries there. They have played a significant role under Jorge 
Blanco in expanding their commercial and economic ties to the rest of 
the region. They have been a good ally to the United States, and I 


think it's fitting that there would be a visit among the Presidential 
visits of the Dominicen Republic. 


Q Well what are they going to talk about? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Obviously, what's uppermost 
in President Jorge Blanco’s gind is their economic situation. They're 
facing @ serious economic condition now. Their main products are all <-- 
nave suffered as a result of the world recession. Their products being 
coffee, cocoa, mainly sugar, a11 too a hit in prices. And so, even 
though they've managed to keep their inflation rate down, in the *-$ 
percent bracket, they are suffering a liquidity crisis. 


They are currently in negotiations with the IMF attempting 
to arrive at an IM? agreement. And so the economic -- 


Q Good to see you. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-~ helio, Sam -~ The 
economic dimension will be uppermost in Jorge Blanco’s mind, I'm sure. 


Q What Goes he think about our policy in Central 
America? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He has been a supporter of 
our policy in Central America. Yes? 


Q Is he going to increase aid? 


9 Do you heave nuabers in terms of their economicai 
>robilens? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure. Their totas externa. 


debt is in the neighborhood of $2.5 billion -- $1.7 of that is public, 
the rest of it private. They're attempting not only to roll over their 
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cebt, Dut to stretch them out. It's a similar situation that you find 
im the other Gebt countries. As I said, their inflation now is running 
7 to 8 percent. The DF is -- not an unusual event -- is asking thes 
to take some stringent internal measures, which include pegging their 
exchange rates to the parallel rate as opposed to their official rate, 
which would sean -- in a factor of about, in it -- they would 
like to, about « factor of 3 to 1 above what it is now. And that's the 
ome that will cause an internal bel-=-tightening in order to bring it of!. 


Yes sir? 


G I see that he was the Attorney General in the Camanyo 
goverment, in 1965, and if memory serves, that was the rebel side 


that had some problems with the 0.S. Has he undergone a political chance 
of any kind? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. It's not a -- I think 
what you've seen in the Dominican Republic since their election in 
"66, has been -- both parties there, the Revolutionary party and the 
Other party have, through the elections, have held the top office. 
So what you've seen since ‘66 is a ¢cemocratic process. He was not the 
first one of his party to be President. Guzmon was also from his party. 


Yes? 


Q May I follow up on that? At the time that the 
Marines intervened, as I understand it, he was in the group that we 
considered a threat to democracy, but now we look at his as sort of «a 
moéel of democracy. And I'm trying to figure out -- has he changed? 
Or has our view of him changed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think what you -- 
your characterization oversizplified it. He may have been in a group 
in which there was negotiations and how they perceived -- after the 
intervention. But, the net effect has been through two opposing parties 


over some 25 years, and through some 4 or 5 elections, the democratic 
process has prevailed. 


Q Do you feel comfortable about the 0.5. rejecting 
beforehand any kind of international court ruling on Nicaragua? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: To be responsive .o your 
question, the anrwer to that is yes. And I believe also that the 


Press Spokesman covered it fairly a¢equately. i don't have such sore 
to adé to what you got already this morning. 


Q Well, one question that I just, that I don’t think -- 
Q The decision? He didn’t cover it at all here. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION SFFICIAL: Well, that isn't what I 
was told. 


Q Well, he -- all he 4id was refer us to the State 
Department statement over the weekend. He said nothing on it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I see. Well, we get 
caucht playing this round-robin game with you. Go ahead. 


* Well it isn't. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Do you have a question? 


Q You cet up the rcund-robin. 
Q What was your question? 
GQ My question was, to you feel comfortable in disobeying 


.aternational law? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo -- it's not a matter 
of cisobeying international law. I think the statement speaks to it 
very well. 


Q Well, I have a couple of questions, and one that I 
don't think has been dealt with adequately is -- 








Speakes anc Secretary Weinberger yesterday absolutely denied 

any contingency plans for the use of U.S. combat troops in Central 
America. But we had an interview on Nightly News last night with 
Otto Reich in which he said, “Yes, there are contingency plans." 
Now, which is it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that the 


Spokesman and the Secretary of Defense put it very well. I have 
nothing to add to that. 


Q And Otto Reich is -- you -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have nothing 


to add to it. I stand by what the Spokesman and the Secretary 
of Defense said. 


Q There are no contingency plans? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I stand by what they 
said. 


Q Do you have anything on Jesse Jackson leading 
a delecation to Nicaragua? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. Just as I walked 
in the door, somebody informed me that he had announced that he 
was going, and that's all I have. 


0 What do you chink of it? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's not an unusual 
event for Presidential candidates to travel. Both of the remaining 
Democratic Presidential candidates have travelled to Central America, 


and the other six that didn't make it -- or five or whatever the number 


was -- they all travelled earlier this year. It's not an unusual 
event. 


Q To Nicaragua? 

*) Is this responsible -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 

Q -- of him? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 


Q Is this responsible of him to go at this ti 
when the tensions are running high and we're mining their harbors and 


so forth? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that that's 


a decision that Presidential Candidate Jackson has to make. I see 
nothing unusual about it. 


Q You welcome his attempt to negotiate? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He's not in @ position 
to necotiate really. 


0 Have we answered Britain's protest against the 
mining of the Nicaraguan harbor? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think that 
there was a formal protest per se as -- in that sense. But i'll 
nave <¢ cet that answer for you. 


Q Do you regard the mining of harbors without a 
4eclaration of war to be state-supportec terrorism? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Run that question by 
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again, please. I'm sorry. 


; Q Do you regard the mining of harbors without a 
Geclaration of war to be state-supported terrorism? 


MR. SIMS: I wouldn't -- Look. We've been through -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


MR. SIMS: -- that this morning. Larry didn't get 
into that game. There's no reason for this briefer to have to 
play that game. 


Q Well, he can answer the question if wants -- 

Q Well, we resent it boing called a game. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFTICIAL: -- look. I think 
that the perimeters of which you've asked the question are fairly 
theoretical. Let me just tell you -- 

Q Theoretical? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't think 


you've laid out any more perimeters than that. Let me just try 


to answer your question if I can, and then we can get back to the 
Dominican Republic. 


Mining of harbors by whomever it may be do nct necessarily 
have to be state-sponsored terrorisn. 


Any more questions on the Dominican Republic? 
*) You call that an answer? (Lauchter.) 

Q What does that mean? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 

° What does that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: How's that for a short 
affirmative question -- answer? 


9 Doesn't make any sense. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 
Q Doesn't make any sense. What does it mean? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'm sorry. 
I was trying to be responsive. 


Q But it doesn't answer the question. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: i think it does. 
Q Well, “doesn't have to" <-- could you explain that? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Why don't we go back 
to Dom Rep. I think, as the man said, this is supposed to be on 
the Dominican Republic. 
Q Are we supposed to be -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I was trying to be 
responsive to your question. 


Q -=- giving them more aid because of their financial 
sroblems? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's always a -- 
External aid to @ country in economic -- facing economic challenges 
can always be helpful. There's also a limit to what the United States 
can do for all of the countries involved. We are looking at different 


ways where we can be helpful in the context of what some of our other 
friends face. 


Q Well, what are we giving them now? Are we 
Giving them any aid now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, and I don't have 
the specifics. Maybe David -- do you have specifics on it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We -- this fiscal 
year, it's $34 million in ESF -- 


Q Can't hear back here. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- pending the -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, the question 
was, what are we giving them now. There is pending under the 
Continuing Resolution $34 million in ESF. 

Q What's that? 

Q What's ESF? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's the Economic Support 


Fund. 
* And for what fiscal year? Is that ‘84 or ‘85? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- ‘84. 
Q What is -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What's in the Fy'ss 
budget? 
Q What's ESF -- 
1 SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: - requested 45 in the 


Q Economic Support Fund. 

Q Well, I know, but what is that? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- 45. 

Q What is ESF? 

} ESF. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Economic Support. 

Q Yes, what is that? Is that part -- 

Q Is that AID? 

Q ~~ of Caribbean -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. It's @ category 
of aid that normally goes towards budget support -- internal budcet 
support. 

C The biggest export is sugar? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct 


They are srobably the largest imporser .nto the United States 


‘ORE 
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Q Do they get support price on -- or a quota? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, they do. 


They get 4@ support price under the quota arrangement -- the worldwide 
quota arrangement. That's correct. 


Q Do they get 4 pretty healthy quota from us? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They don’t think so. 
The way the thing was done pro rata -- it was based upon the history 
of tne last five years prior to the quota being put in. As to 
their imports in the United States. As they were, with one other 


country, always the largest importer to the United States -- sugar -- 
they got proportionately a large share. 


Yes, sir? 


Q Did we increase the Dominican Republican quota 
when we reduced Nicaragua's sugar quota? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think we allocated 











at that time, )ust as the Central American countries reallocated. 
Yes? 


eesens Q Do you expect them to ask for an increase in their 


Q ~~ stop Nicaragua -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm hearing two questions 
here, I'm sorry -- 


Q Do you expect them to ask for an increase -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: One at a time, or we're 
going to get in trouble. 


Q ~~ in their sugar quota for exports to the United 
States? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, you have to understand 
that that's a macro thing, in the sense thet it effects a lot of 
exporters .f sugar, and so you just can't take it one country at a time. 
You have to take it within all of them. I don't think at this tise 
that you can envision -- that if there's any increase in quotas it will 
be done proportionately based upon the old formule. Their old formula 
was hard enough to arrive at as it was. 


Q What's the world price of sugar? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Somewhere above -- 7 cents, 
7 or 8 cents -- dropped from 21 cents. 


MR. SIMS: Can we have about one more, and then you can 
move to the next event. Anything else Helen? 


Q Well, how such Go they lose on every pound of sugar 
they produce? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It depends on what their 
production costs are, and I don't know what the Dominican Republic's 
production costs are. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Jerry, in actuality, they 


cain, because they get 22 cents a — for sugar they import into the 
United States; whereas, on the world market, they get 7. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The difference is between 
what it coste them to produce and the world market price. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Roughly that's about 
12, 14 cents -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: So they lose on the world 
market price. 


Q You say they are supportive of all our policies in 
the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, mo. Wo, i didn't say 
they were all supported. The question that addressed it -- how were 
they on Central America -- and 1 said that President Jorge Bianco's 
been supportive of our policy. 

*) Of which one? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Of the Central American 
policy. 


MORE 


gown 








- Of Central America -- all of those -- 

Q Including the mining of the harbors? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wext question. 
MR. SIMS: Thank you. 

THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 11:23 A.M. EST 
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[NOTE: This briefing did not in all respects clearly reflect U.S. policy on the 
jurisdiction of the International Court of Justice in the matters raised by the 
Government of Nicaragua. For more complete and authoritative U.S. statements on 
the question, see American Foreign Policy: Current Documents, 1984, pp. 1051-1053 
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PIRST DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: You all have the 
statements and so on, and perhaps we can just move to 
questions. 

Q Would you start by helping some of us with 
the story about the six month business, that you were 
supposed to have come in six months prior to an expected 
complaint? 

A’ That its based on the declaration that 
was filed by the United States in 1946, which provided 
that it would be in effect for a space of five years and 
thereafter until terminated by six months’ notice. That 
relates to termination. 

On this one, in particular -- some of these matters 
that may be coming up in the Litigation before the Court 
with Nicaragua -- I'm going to have to restrict myself from 
commenting on exactly the arguments that we would be using. 
We don't want to try this thing through the medium of the 
prese, but we'll confine ourselves to filing our briefs before 
the Court. Maybe we should just say that we're confident 


7 | 
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that the action we took on Priday will be effective in 
terms of limiting the scope of the U.S. adherence to 
the compulsory jurisdiction of the Court for the period 
of time specified. 

Q I'm not arguing that point. There is 
something that has to do with a six month requirement; you 
come in six months before somebody complains about an 
action you have taken. 

A What you‘re referring to there, that is 
not a rule of the Court. The Statute of the Court does 
not have any such requirement. 

There is a statement in the U.S. declaration 
that was filed, our unilateral declaration that was 
filed in 1946 where we indicated that prisr to terminating 
our adherence to the Court we intended to give six months 
notice. 

Q So there is no six month ruling of the 
Court that you have to come in, in fact; that’s what 
you're saying? 


XN No. That is correct. 


Q What difference does it make that the 


; 








United States took this action, or notified the United 
Nations on Priday rather than having done it, say, 
tomorrow? 

A The difference is that when a case is 
filed Before the Court, the jurisdictional framework that 
applies is the one you had on file at the time the case 
was initiated. So we could not have taken this action 
effectively after Nicaragua had filed their complaint. 

By taking it prior to that time, now the Court's 
jurisdiction over the United States with respect to this 
type of subject will be defined by the amended or 
modified declaration of adherence that we got in Priday. 
Whereas, if we had done it tomorrow, they would still be 
looking at the 1946 declaration as being the sole 
document that was applicable. 

Q Could you go over the sequence and timing 
of the filing for us, please? What prompted the filing 
on Priday? 

A Okay. We've had indications of various 
types over a period of time that Nicaragua might be considering 
action of this nature. We had information last week that 


made it much more concrete and imminent that ‘this was 





about to come about. In other words, their action that 
they, I'm now informed, have in fact taken today in filing 
a complaint against us. 

Because of the consideration that I mentioned 
earlier, that if you're going to take the step we took, 
it must be done before the case is filed against you, we 
moved rather rapidly to implement that action before the 
week was out. 

Q Just to clarify in my own mind, you're not 
then making any bones about the fact that the U.S. basically 
went to the Court to do this to avoid having to answer 
Nicaragua’s charges on this particular case? It wasn't 
something that you were thinking of doing for a long time 
and as a matter of policy it just happened to pop up? 

You did it to avoid this case? 

A It was done with the prospect of this 
type of complaint in mind. 

I wouldn't say it was done to avoid answering the 
charges. While I haven't seen yet what charges Nicaragua 
has specified against us, I think there was always the 


temptation to take them on in a head-to-head combat and bring 


” 
out the activities that they've been engaged: which we 











consider to clearly be unlawful and to expose those. 

I think the real consideration was that we did 
not feel that that type of litigation, over what is really 
a@ narrow aspect of the entire range of problems in Central 
America, would be productive to the result we're seeking, 
which is a comprehensive settlement in the region. I think 
you have to recognize that the Court’s competence is to 
Geal with legal issues.. And while there are certainly 
legal issues involved in Central America, and we have some 
of our own vis-a-vis Nicaragua, that is only one element 
and a small element of the entire range of problems. 

There is.a forum that is operating now -- the 
Contadora process, which has been endoresed by the competent 
regional body, the OAS -— which is capable of and is dealing 
with the entire range of issues. So to take the legal 
issues, this narrow part of the problem, and divert that 
off into another forum in a long drawn-out litigation, 
pleasing as that might be to lawyers who like to go and 
argue points, and also as nice as that would be from the 
standpoint of demonstrating Nicaragua's activities, it really 
doesn't contribute to the final resolution of the issues 
in the region, and that was the primary consideration. 


Q What happens on Nicaragua's complaint now? 


Will it be heard anyway? 








A Yes. This is a bit of speculation because 
the Court obviously will have to make its own judgments. 

We are advised that the Court is informing us of the 
Nicaraguan complaint. I believe they already have informed 
our Embassy, but cables haven't gotten through to us yet. 

Under the normal process, then, we would respond 
and the Court would have to decide whether it had 
jurisdiction over the matter. We feel with the action 
we've taken they will conclude that they do not. But that 
is a matter. the Court will have to consider, and both 
Nicaragua and the United States will undoubtedly appear 
for that purpose. 

Q It could be adjudicated with or without-us, 
and they could still have the propaganda forum that you're 
concerned about? 

A No, it’s a question of -- this is not a case -- 
I think you're thinking of something like the Iranian 
situation where they didn’t challenge jurisdiction; they 
just didn't show up and it went ahead and was adjudicated 
without then. 


In this case, the step we've taken, we believe, 


clearly takes this matter out of the jurisdiction of the 





Court. But the jurisdiction of the Court is an issue that 
the Court itself decides, if there is any debate about that. 
Obviously, we will appear and will litigate any issues 
before the Court. We're not ignoring the Court or saying 
we won't comply with its procedures. We've taken a step 
that is lawful to limit the scope of jurisdiction to which 
we've acceded. If that is to be debated, that will be 
debated and adjudicated by the Court. 

Q Is it likely that both the United States 
and Nicaragua will go before the Court to argue whether it 
has jurisdiction or not? 

A I think that is a fair assumption but, again, 
that's a matter that will depend on the proceedings of the 
Court. 

Q What are the precedents with respect to 
limiting jurisdiction of the Court for specific disputes? 
The ones cited here are Australia, India and United 
Kingdom -- can you tell us whether any of those gave notice 
in advance of any -- or what were the circumstances 
surrounding notice? 


A Surrounding notice? I believe they were 
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all effective immediately. Yes. 





Q Can you give us the instances of what 
took place; what the nature of the -- 

A I have a sheet to that effect. Basically, 
the one involving the United Kingdom, the facts as we 
understand them werethat the U.K. and Saudi Arabia had 
agreed to arbitrate a dispute, commercial dispute, I believe. 
The United Kingdom at some point decided that that 
arbitration was being prejudiced because they alleged 
the Saudi party was bribing the witnesses. The arbitration, 
therefore, broke down. 

Apparently, the British had some suspicion 
that the Saudis might take the case then to the ICJ, and 
so they issued a declaration similar to the one we did to 
exclude from thetr accession to jurisdiction any matters 
which had at one point been subjected to arbitration. 

It was, again, to avoid a specific case. 

Q That was upheld by the Court? 

a I don't think it was challenged before the 
Court. I think it was just considered to be effected, 

That was in 1955. 
Another case was in 1970; Canada, when’it extended 


‘ 


ifs jurisdiction over marine pollution into the seas, also 


at the same time took action to exclude Canadian claims 





4 


of rights over marine issues from its accession to the 


‘jurisdiction of the Court. 





a _ — —_ 
_ — ee ————— 


Q Was there a specific case at issue at the 
time or was that done to pre-empt something that was 
imminent? 
A It was done to pre-empt. 
Q And who was the complainant, or the 
prospective complainant? 
A I think there they made some assumptions 
about who might be the prospective claimants. As I recall. that 
was done when they passed their legislation, that they 


just took that as an act to guard against any potential 


litigation. 
Q Was it challenged? 
A No. Other instances were India in 1956, 


having to do with a possible application by Portugal 
concerning its rights of passage to its former enclaves 

in India. And Australia, in 1954, where they were concerned 
that the Japanese were about to apply because of an 
extension of juisdiction over pearls fisheries. And the 
Australians, again, limited their accession to avoid that 
situation. 


‘J 
Q Were any of these latter two,, as well as 


the first two, were any of them brought before the Court 
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where the Court had to hear arguments about jurisdiction? 

A No. I think in those cases the other 
potential parties to the dispute recognized that the 
jurisdictional issue was so overwhelming that there was 
no point in them bringing their action, although I'm 
speculating to the motives of the other possible parties 
in those cases. 

Q This will be the first time that a 
question of modification of jurisdiction by one state 


may actually be contested before the Court; is that 


correct? 

A To the best of my knowledge. 

Q What is the purpose of the two-year time 
line? 

A Two years was obviously an arbitrary 


figure but it was one that was not without some common- 
sense rationale, As I mentioned eariier, the main concern 
we had here was to allow the Contadora regional peace-making 
process an opportunity to reach agreement and to have those 


agreements implemented. Given the schedule and given the 


realities, and so on, two years seemed like a reasonable 
j 


and ample amount of time to allow that proceds to go 





forward to its hopefully positive conclusion. 

Q In the course of making this decision, 
did the U.S. decide that it would refrain from using the 
Court within those two years in connection with Central 
America as well, or does it reserve the right to change 
its mind and come back and use the Court if necessary? 

A There are two possibilities. We can 
always change our mind in the sense of further modifying 
our accession to jurisdiction, in its broad sense. 

There is also the possibility that every state 
has of agreeing with another state or group of states to 
submit a particular issue to the Court. 

In fact, this is something important to note, that with 
the exception of forty-some-odd countries, most of the 
countries of the world do not accede in any way to the 


compulsory jurisdiction of the Court in toto. What they 





do have is the opportunity to, by agreement with other 
staies submit particular cases, and a number of them have 
done so on that basis. But the bulk of states don't have 
this kind of standing jurisdictional document. we do. 


Even within the forty-some-odd that have acceded 
4 


to compulsory jurisdiction, many of them have major 
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reservations or exceptions built into their accession so 
that it does not cover all categories of cases in a number 
of cases. 

Q Will the United States consider itself 
bound by the Court’s decision on the jurisdictional issue 
whichever way it comes out? 

A It's fair to assume the United States has 
long supported the Court. We support the U.N. Charter 
and we abide by decisions of the competent bodies. 

Q So, in other euee. if we lose on this 
jurisdictional issue, we would proceed to the merits of 
Nicaragua’s charges, and if we lose on that we would do 
whatever the Court directs us to do? 

a Again, I think you're speculating as to how 
a judicial process might go forward. But I think it's 
enough to say that we take seriously our obligations under 
the Charter and *-~ the Statute of the Court. 

Q What other cases -- name a few cases that 
are major case3 that are pending that the U.S, hae now hefare the 
Court? Could you name any in which the other parties have 
done what the U.S. just did? ‘y 


, 
‘ 


A I’m not aware of any where other parties 


in litigation with the U.S. have taken such action. The 
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case that is now before the Court to which the U.S. is 
party.is the case with Canada concerning the maritime 
boundary,in the Gulf of Maine. That case was taken to 
the Court through agreement between the United States and 
Canada. 

Q Any others? 

A We don't have any others pending at this 


moment that we'’re party to. 


(Continued on next page) 
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pe) Q Is this the first time the United States has taken 
action of this kind to carve out some part and say it wasn’t in 


the jurisdiction? 


A Yes and no. In 1946, when the U.S. acceded — 





TS ete 


to the jurisdiction of the Court for the first time, we carved out 
a couple of exceptions at that time. One is the so-called 
"Connolly reservation," which excludes from the jurisdiction 

of the Court any matter within the domestic jurisdiction of the 
United States as determined exclusively by the United States. 
That's a fairly broad standard that we, by saying something is 
within our domestic jurisdiction, exclude it. - . 

There is also one called the "Vandenberg reservation" 
which deals with multilateral treaties to which the United States 
is party, and which basically says that any dispute arising under 
a multilateral treaty where the decision of the Court would 
affect other parties to the treaty, if those parties aren't 
before the Court, then we're not bound by the jurisdiction. 

Q How do you answer the statement of the Vice President 
of the American Society of International Law that this is a 
potentially bad precedent for the United States,as the country 


which sponsored all this process, to be saying, "Well, we don't 


want to play by this rule in this case"? . ‘I 
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Af don't know that it's net playing by the rules. The 
rules do permit countries to lawfully do what we have done, and it's 
been done before. 

Q I meant: the rules of the International Court of _ 
Justice? 

A Tt mean, that‘s what I°m saying: The rules of the 
Ceurt do permit you to modify yeur accession to jurisdiction at 
any time. 

Q You're saying “jurisdiction”? 

A. Well, you're talking, really, a broader, 
philosophical issue -* - 

Q Yes. 

A -- of whether a country should submit itself to 


the jurisdiction of the Court on all matters at any time, regardless 


of the other factors that may be invelved. As I mentioned, the 


—_— —— ——— — —  ————-J— — 


United States has traditionally had some limitations on its 
accession, in any event, so we've never had the total accession 
to jurisdict:.on. 

I also might point out that this action that we've 
taken, the effect of it is to defer any litigation about these 
matters for the space of two years. It is not saying that we will 
never litigate any matter in Central America -- of indeed even the 


Matters that may be complained of; rather, that this is not the 


apprepriate time, given the ongoing peace process in the region 
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for us to be diverting attention into such litigation. 

Q Isn't tt pretty clear that for the Unitec States, 
or let‘s say Country A, to mine the harbors of another country, 
not citing any treaty, whatever it thinks i: provocation is, 
ts a violation of international law? 

A I'm not sure I understand the question. 

Q Isn't it pretty clear that for one country, 
whatever its provocation may be or think it may be, to use its 
para-military forces or money, or whatever, to mine some other 
country's harbers and send people across the borders to attack 
them is a violation of international law? 

aN Well, that’s exactly the kind of issues, on 
the merits, obviously, I can't comment on -- any activities that 
May or may not be undertaken. Mining is certainly not inherently an 

illegal action under the law of war =~ and I use that term in the legal 

sense, not in the practical one. 

Q Tf we declared war, it would be 0.K., is that 
what you're saying? 

A Ne, no. The law of war -- the distinction I'm trying 
t@ make applies to any kind of armed conflict. It's, unfortunately, 
the term that is used; it's a term of art in international law, 


"the law of war,” but it deesn'‘t mean “war* itn the declared war 


sense. The only point there is that whether activity such as that 
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ts lawful er net Lawfel Gependa en all the facts and circu 
stances. Actien in self-defense is legitimate, and obvieusly, 
if it‘s an armed attack, it's net. But that's a separate 
issue. 

Q In eather words, yeu believe that yeu could make a 
legal defense pessidbly fer the mining of the harbor? 

A Well, we aren't in the position of having to do 
that. As I say, I'm net geting to comment on what -- 

Q I'm just going by the drift of your comments 
here, that you think you could, in certain circumstances, 
concoct a legal defense for mining a harbor? 

A Again, I don't want to comment on what we would 
have to defend or not defend, I think, as I indicated earlier, 
that there was a certain temptation to proceed with litigation in 
evder to demenstrate the merits of the case on both sides; but 
we felt that that was not the most productive course to be 
follewed at this peint when we have a peace process underway. 

Q I just want to be clear on one of the things 
you've say 7 seve ;, specific terms and not philosophical: 
Nicaragua hz: filed a complaint before the World Court. We are 
saying that we will now go to the World Court and argue with 
Nicaragua on whether the World Court has jurisdiction over this 


particular complaint, is that right? 


A That‘s correct. 
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Q and if the World Court rules that it does have 
jurisdiction, regardless of what the World Court then says, 
we're just not going to abide by it for a two-year period. Is 
that it? 

A No, that is not the import of our Notice. It 
doesn't say that we will not comply with orders of the Court. 

What we are saying is, we have excluded from our accession to 
jurisdiction. 

Under the rules of the Court -- 

Q, What is the difference? 

A Under the rules of the Court, a country cannot 
accede at all to the iurisdiction of the Court, or it can accede 
totally, or it can accede to certain categories of cases and not cert 
categories of cases. What we've done is exclude cases involving 
Central America from eur accession to jurisdiction for that 
pevied. As to the effectiveness of that, we are quite confident 
that that ts effective and removes the matter from the jurisdiction 
ef the Court. But the Court determines its own jurisdiction, 
and we have to defend or put out our own case before the Court, 
and the Court will make a ruling. We're fairly confident that we 


know what that will be. But I*m net saying,and.the effect of 


that Notice was not to say, that the United States is putting 


notice that it will not adhere to the orders of the Court. 
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What we're saying ts that we have created an exception to our 
previously-existing accession to jurisdiction to limit the scope 
somewhat for a temporary period, and that we believe that will 
be effective in terms of convincing the Court that this is not 
within its jurisdiction. But the Court defines its jurisdiction. 

@ | But that is an assertion of an American position, 
right? 

A Yes. But it is one that has legal effect because 
it is up to each country to define the terms of its own accession 
to jurisdiction. The Court, then, will look at that in terms of 
Geciding whether you have indeed acceded or not acceded to the 
jurisdiction of the Court. 

Q Maybe it’s a policy question that your colleague 
might want to take a crack at: Was it necessary to do this, sir, 
because as many people on the Hill are alleging today, the 
U.S. Goverrment simply did not have confidence in its own 
pelicy and in the correctness of its policy, and simply had to 
go on record in advance and say, “We're not going to deal with 
any kind of legal interpretation on this matter. We are removing 
it from a legal interpretation." 

SECOND DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: The short answer, obviously, 


is no tn the sense that I think it's clear that the decision was 


taken on the basis of what the net consequences were going to be 





of allowing Nicaragua te go ahead and litigate this before the 
International Court. And If think it is germane to a question 
that was asked a little earlier in that sense: Consider what 
would likely be the case in something of that type, that is to 
say you have a very narrow cross-section of the Central J 
American conflict, one in which Nicaragua claims to be the 
aggrieved party, taken before the Court. But there is an 
entire spectrum to the Central America issue that is not, 

or it is anticipated would not be included in their complaint. 
That, then, would necessarily invite others, or at least would 
invite consideration of all the other dimensions of the 


problem; and that, f think, by necessity,would turn into a 


very time-consuming process of litigation, which would be 
tn substance, very similar to that which is already taking place 
within the Contadora fvamework -- that is, the deliberation of 
all these issues and sort of the weighing the relative meri+e 
of these issues. 

It really turns into, then, the question of what is 
the most effective way to proceed? And which is the way that 
is most likely to serve our national interests? -- to have 
ll of this hashed out in the context of a legal suit in the 
International Court er te take place within the regional 


institution that is charged with it already. I[t‘s very much 


our determination that it be the latter. 
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Q Why didn't we just await the camplaint and then 
claim one of the exceptions we already have? 
PIRST OPPICIAL: I think if you look at the exceptions 


as ¥ described them earlier -- obviously, you could try to make 








arguments on these. f don't want to get into the kind of 
arguments we would be making before the Court, but we felt it 
was a prudent measure to make it clear through the action 
we've taken. 

Q Prudent? 

A . It’s a litigation tactic is the bottom line 
on this. 

Q Hypothetically, were the Court to rule against 
us on this, we would still have yet another fallback position, 
then, wouldn't we? We could further declare that this is a 
matter within our own purview, and that's the end of it? 


A fF wouldn*t stop you from making that speculation, 


but again, I don't want to get into the kinds of arguments we will 


be making in our briefs before the Court, because I think those 
should be tried before the Court and not in the press, ahead of 
time. 
Q Are there provisions in the Court new for handling 
iy 
cases inyolving classified information, provisions that would 


preyent the U.S. from having to disclose information that it 


doesn't want to disclose? 
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A Ne, there are not, te the best of my knowledge. 
And this raises one of the rather unique aspects about this case, 
that, as I mentioned earlier, the bulk of states have not acceded 
to the jurisdiction of the Court at all, and some that have, have 


done so with majer reservations. I mean some reserve any matter 





involving hestilities, or armed conflict, or any matters of that kind 
from their accession. 

Ft*s really the first time we have been able to 
determine that any situation where there is an ongoing military 
activity, where even any part of that has been brought before 
the Court, and it obviously a a whole series of complica- 
tions which the Court has never faced before, to deal with a 
situation of that kind. 


(Continued on page 23.) 








Q Seems like that would be something you would 
like, rather have some lawyer arguing about it rather than 
people killing each other. I mean, rather than feeling that 
that's a bad -- 

FIRST OFFICIAL: If you had confidence that the 
outcome of a court case would resolve the problems of Central 
America, I think everybody here would say we're for that. 

The problem I was alluding to earlier is that you've got 
really a selective approach to issues that have been pulled 
out, and that the Court is capable of dealing only with 
certain aspects of the problem. A lot of aspects of this 
problem are not subject to a legal determination. They 
require a negotiated solution. The law doesn't provide for 
a solution to every problem that arises in the world. A lot 
of the problems in Central America are very complex and will 
require negotiated agreements amongst the parties. So while 
the Court in theory is capable of dealing with some aspects 
of it, the feeling was that it was better to have all the 
aspects dealt with in the forum that they are being dealt 
with and to try to achieve a comprehensive solution that 
does have at least a prospect of really resolving the conflict 
and stopping the killing. 

Q By taking this action, though, don't you in -- 
aren't you in effect saying that, "Yes, the United States 


is involved in the mining of the Nicaraguan harbors." 
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FIRST OFFICIAL: Not at ali. 

Q Then why bother taking the action if you're 
not involved in it? 

SECOND OFFICIAL: Let's see if we can cut through 
some of the veneer on this problem in the sense of looking 
at what has transpired in the Contadora process, how it's _ 
developed over the course of the last year, where it seems 
to be heading, and how this kind of thing has affected it. 

| Beginning in the period of the agreement on the 
21 points, we began believing that the Contadora process was 
in fact making substantial progress. It isn't progress 
that's likely to bring about “ immediate.resolution of 
the conflict in Central America, but, nonetheless, it was 
progress in the sense of agreeing to an agenda which all 
of the countries of the region could agree to and which the 
Contadora Four could agree with, and which in fact is entirely 
compatible with our own objectives, and that was substantial 
progress. 

The January declaration this year was a further 
element of progress in that regard. I think that we would 
consider that the acceptance of the democratization principle 
by Nicaragua and the fact that it scheduled elections is a 
further indication of progress in that area. So there are 
a number of steps that are proceeding that, from our point 


| 
of view, are proceeding in a very positive way. 
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Throughout this period Nicaragua has been brought 
kicking and screaming to some of these conclusions. There's 


no secret, for example, that it took a great deal of pressure 





on the part of the Contadora Four countries to get Nicaragua | 
to sign on to the Document of Objectives, for example. 
Thoughout that process they have tried a series of end runs 
on Contadora which would hreak out of the Contadora process 
those things that were of particular concern to them, which 
woild fail to address the problems of the other countries of 
the region. They took it to the United Nations back last 
summer. .They have surfaced their so-called four treaties 
within the visit by Miguel D'Escoto here to Washington. They 
took it to the United Nations again just last week. 

All of these things have the net effect of trying 
to isolate those two or three issues within the Contadora 
process that they feel are most important from their point 
of view and disregard everybody else's concern. Part of our 
motivation in taking this step is precisely to prevent that 
kind of step from being taken again and to sort of focus 
back all of the attention, all of the negotiations, all 
of the looking at this issue, back into that Contadora 
process where all of the issues are treated equally. 

Q Did we understand you correctly in response 


to Greg's question to say that if this jurisdictional 
4 


argument failed, that you would then fall back on your other 
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exception, so that in effect this would not come before 
the -- on its merits it wouldn't come before the Court 
in any event. 

FIRST OFFICIAL: Again, I'm not going to go 
into the precise arguments we'll be making. 

Q. But you didn’t steer him away from that 
I guess is what you were sayinc. Is that right? 

Q It's an open option. 

FIRST OFFICIAL: We will make all the arguments 
available to us in the case as any litigator would. 

.Q One procedural question for you (First 
Official), and one for the Second Official, a more sub- 
' stantive one. 

The procedural question is you keep alluding 
to the “rules of the Court.” Are these codified rules? 
Are you speaking of -- I don't understand. I understand 
that countries can admit themselves to be bound by the 
IcJ and then can provide reservations for their jurisdic- 
tion, but is there -- what can we look at that is written 
down that defines that? 

FIRST OFFICIAL: The Statute of the International 
Court of Justice is an annex to the U.N. Charter, so if 
you get a document with the Charter, you will see the 


Statute there. 


7) 
Q Okay. That takes care of the procedural 
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question. On the substantive question I was going to ask, 
with the success of the Contadora Group you've got a 
declaration now by the Contadora Group which says that_the _ 
mining of harbors and military maneuvers in Honduras, and 
so on, as well as other activities are intensifying the 
conflict, and that they would appreciate that such behavior 
cease. To what extent does the United States intend to 
respond to this call, especially when it is as specific as 
speaking of mining of harbors as a fact? 

SECOND OFFICIAL: I think it's clear that the 
Contadora countries would like a whole series of things to 
be accomplished, and those series of things are included 
in the Document of Objectives. It is also clear that they 
have to be resolved, each in the context of each other; 


that is to say, that they're interrelated items. It isn't — 
going to be possible to bring about a reduction of one 
person's problems when the other guy's problems aren't 
being dealt with. I think in the context of an overall 
solution to the problem in Central America, in the context 
of the 21 points, I think all of those concerns are likely 
to be met. | 
Q This is the first time they mentioned, 

specificaily, one particular act about which Nicaragua 


has claimed specifically and which is brought to the 


attention of the Security Council. Do you think that 
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that whatever the merits of this act -- whether the 

United States is coing it or not doing it -- the best 
interests of Contadora are served by insisting that we 
will net do anything until all these other items are taken 
care of together? 

SECOND OFFICIAL: I think of insisting that it's 
necessary to resolve all of the problems within a single 
comprehensive agreement, yes. 

Q Stepping aside for a second from the legal 
aspects of this situation, don't you think you hurt the 
support for the Contadora money on Capitol Hill by -- 


"contra" money on Capitol Hill by taking this action? 


-——_— —— — 





SECOND OFFICIAL: Obviously, in taking the action 
that we've taken, we've had to weigh a lot of considerations, 
and there are positive sides to taking it, and there are 
negative sides. I think we've dealt with it in a very forth- 
right way and in a way that's in keeping with our security 
interests. We didn't resort to sort of positions that might 
have been questionable on the surface in terms of claiming 
any particular, say, sort of different kind of a solution 
tc this problem; we simply exempted ourselves from the con- 
sideration of the Court with the interests of trying to 


promote the negotiations within the Contadora process. 





We thought that the long-term benefits of pursuing . 


that route outweighed any of the short-term negative conse- 


quences. 
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Q Can I try one more? I don't mean this to be 
an unfair question. At the time in 1979 when we were prepar- 
ing to go before The Hague with our complaint against Iran 
when they took the hostages, if they had pre-empted this 
action by saying they were not going to allow this to be 
within the cases they would allow to be brought before the 
Court, what would we have done? 

FIRST OFFICIAL: That's a hypothetical question. 
The fact is they didn’t take any such action, and we did 
have a jurisdictional basis that the Court examined and 
found that they did have jurisdiction in that case. 

Q They also wanted the money. 

PIRST OFFICIAL: But it's a question of law, 
really, whether a country has or has not taken effective 
action to limit the scope of its adherence to jurisdiction 
before the fact. As I indicated earlier, it's not something 
you can do once you're in the midst of litigation. You have 
to do it before a complaint is filed. 

Q Can I follow up on that? Is it written 
anywhere in the U.N. Charter or the Statute of the ICJ 
that a country that has in 1946 acceded to jurisdiction 
with two specified exceptions can at some later date add 
a third exception? And, second, if it is, doesn't that 


create the whole thing into sort of a game, a race to the 


courthouse? If we get there first and withdraw our jurisdiction, 
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we win; if Nicaragua gets there first with their complains, 
they win? What kind of a rule of law is that? 

FIRST OFFICIAL: As far as the first question, 
what the Statute of the Court provides is tliat states may 
at any time accede to the jurisdiction of the Court with 
respect to specific cases, categories of cases, or in toto; 
that the nature of that action is the filing of a declara- 
tion with the Court. It's a unilateral step. Therefore, 
it obviously can be amended by similar action. 

Q Isn't that obvious, really? I mean, it’s 
a unilateral step to accede to the U.N. Charter. Does 
‘that mean anybody who wants eo -- sd 

PIRST OFFICIAL: No. There you're agreeing with 
other parties on a treaty, the U.N. Charter. But I | 
think the point is it can be done, it has been done in 
the past, and what that says about the rule of law is a 
nice philosophical question. The fact is that the United 
States has really been in the forefront of countries in 
terms of having acceded to the jurisdiction of the Court 
early-on; most countries have not. The fact that it may 
not be useful in terms of trying to achieve a result -- 
namely, a comprehensive settlement to a problem to go to 
the Court at a particular time in a particular circumstance -- 


doesn't mean that the Court is any less meaningful. 


We're trying a case, as I mentioned, before the 








e~5 31 
Court right now. “The Court was utilized in the Iran case 
by the United States. Other countries have been and are 
utilizing the Court to resolve various disputes. I think 
the point that's important, though, is that the Court is a 
capable and viable instrument for resolving legal disputes, 
or disputes that are capable of a legal resolution. What 
we're saying is with respect to this case, to pull out a 
couple of legal aspects of a broader and complicated situation 
is really not going to contribute to the overall resuit 
that everyone is seeking, and it's really a choice-of- 
forum question rather than any issue as to the respect for 
that forum or the abilities ond effectiveness of that forum. 

Q Did you cite a section in answer to that 
question, or did I miss it? 

PIRST OFFICIAL: Of the Court Statute -- 

Q A section for support for a third exception. 

PIRST OFFICIAL: It's Article 36 of the Statute 
of the Court is the one that lays out the procedures for 
acceding to the jurisdiction of the Court. 

Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 3:05 p.m.) 
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MR. SIMS: This briefing is for sound and cameras. Your 
briefer is Lieutenant General Brent Scowcroft, former Assistant to 
the President for National Security Affairs. He has met with the 
President beginning at 2:30 p.m. for a half an hour today. General 
Scowcroft is back from «a trip to the Soviet Union with the Dartmouth 
group, which he took in March; from a trip to China with the UN 
Association which he tocr at the end of March, beginning of April; 
and he is Chairman, as you «now, of the President's Commission on 


Strategic Forces. 

Q The Scowcroft Commission. 

MR. SIMS: The Scowcroft Commission reported to the 
President on April 11, 1983. While owning the receipt of that report, 
the President requested General Scowcroft and other members of that 
Commission to further study the arms control aspects of the report. 

Q That's two days from now, Bob. 

MR. SIMS: 198637 

Q Oh, 1983. (Laughter.) 


MR. SIMS: As its final act, the Commission submitted « 
letter report to the President March 2lst, 1984, which we provided to 
you at that time. 


The President has now reviewed the letter report, and 
we have a Presidential statement on it, to release to you at the 
conclusion of this briefinc. 

General Scowcroft. 
So we're going to get the statement after the briefing? 
After the briefing? 
Typical. 
Why don't we get the statement first? 


Yeah, can you tell us why that is? 
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-- 60 we can ask him about it. 
MR. SIMS: You've got the report. 
Q Yes, but we're going to get the President's statement -- 


Q Thanke to the General and his associates for 4 job 
well done in the service of his country. 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Not bad. (Laughter. ) 


Q Tell us about being snubbed in Moscow. 


Q Yes. 
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GENERAL SCOWCROFT: The President asked me to come by today 
principally to talk to his about the final report of the Comission on 
Strategic Forces. As Bob sentioned, this report focused primarily on 
arms control. Since our esrlier report had emphasized, for obvious 
reasons, the MX and missile portion of our }-part recammendation, what 
we tried to do in this report is to, egain, try to find some common 
ground on arms control in which @ consensus might be developed; to 
point out what arms control can realistically, and cannot be expected 
to do; how one goes about che details of negotiating between the Soviet 
Union and the United States when the force structures on each side are 
sO asymmetrical, are asysmetrical to each other; what kinds of things 
one ought to emphasize oth in reductions and sodernizations, that is, 
improving stability; sc@s comments about particular aspects like 
verification, the freeze. ballistic missile defense, confidence-building 
measures -- but again, cssigned to fill out the third part of our, 
if you will, trianguler report that we made about 4 year ago. 


Now, I'd be happy to deal with your questions. 
Q What's your view? 
GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I beg your pardon? 


Q What is your view? Is there a possibility the 
Russians will return soon to the negotiating table? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: It's not my impression that anything 
will happen very soon. 


Q Why? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, i think you really ought to ask 
them. I think, you know, that the President hes made a number of 
initiatives. Yoummow, at the very least, you can go back further, but 
at least in January, firet of all, we have «a very good arms control 
proposal on the table at Geneva for START negotiations. The President 
gave a very forthcoming speech in January; he sent Vice President 
Bush to the Andropov funeral. There have been a number of efforts to 
establish a serious dialogue, and so far without results. 


Q Can you explain why? Why you thiak they -- 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Just, a8 a personal judgment, I think 
it may include at least two things, and that is that despite what the 
General Secretary said Saturday, I think they are not interested in 
assisting Ronald Reagan's re-election campaign if they think that that 
would help. And I think, another, .t may relate to the internal 
political titvuation within the Soviet Union. 


Q Were you stiffed over there? Tell us about that. 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: You mean, as the Dartmouth group? 
We had very difficult -- 





Q No, you carried a letter ari they wouldn't receive 
you -- What was the story on that? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I think I‘ll just reside no comment 
on that one. 


*) Wait a moment. I don’t understand. Maybe -- some- 
thing I don’t understand. Sut you carried a letter from the President 
and they wouldn’t see you except for a minor official. Was it that 


they wouldn’t see you or they didn't see you soon enough and you there- 
fore withdrew? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I'm going to no-comment from the 
first part of your statement to the end. Okay? 


Q That's all we've had in this White House today is 
no covssent. 

Q Yes, but -- 

2 That's -- 

9 -- explain why you won't <-- What's the problem. 


-- that it’s true. That, really, you -- understand 
that will suegest it's true. 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: In part, I don’t think it's useful. 


Q That why you let the Tass statement stand as the 
last statement on this -- 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I'm not going to let anything stand, 
you kncw. I'm just not going to comment on that part of it. You 
know, comment on the <-- 


0 -- negotiations until November? 
GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I beg your pardon? 
0 You don't see anything until after November? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I think *he prospects are not 
bright. 


Q Well, you talked about the internal situation. What 
specifically? Is it Chernenko not in charge? Is that the problem? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, you know. I think there's 
nothing more difficult for Americans than to analyze what goes on 
within the leadership in the Soviet Union. But that is at least 
one possibility for a position which, at least from my perspective, 
you know, is a rather unusual ore. 





Q Sir, did you -- 
Q Go ahead. What do you mean ‘unusual’ -- 
GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, unusual -- you know. One 


of the primary Soviet aims up ‘o now has been to try to divide the 
Europeans from the United States and liberals from conservatives and 
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so on and so fcerth. To the extent that they are resistant to talks 
and absolutely stonewall serious efforts to resume a dialogue, it 
seems to me that they tend to defeat that goal. 


Q So, again, how does that relate to the internal 
Situation, sir? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: That's just a guess. 


Q Are you trying to say, though -- I thought when 
you had first brought it up that you were trying to say that maybe 
Chernenko's position isn't as solid -- or his voice isn't as heard 
as we might think, that there are -- 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: That's a possibility. Another one 
is that we really don't know Chernenko. The only thing we know about 
Chernenko is that he was very closely identified with Brezhnev -cnd, 
you know, for us the age of arms control is the ace of Brezhnev. 

All of our -- our sustained arms control since 1968 that we've had 
-- discussions that we've had since 1968 have all been with Brezhnev. 


Now, you know, ali -- really, all we can do is speculate 
about Chernenko's views, about his position, about others who ray 
have very different views than prevailed under Brezhnev. That just 
is one possibility to explain something which I think on its surface 
is not easily explained. 


Q General, the administration claims that Jespite 
the current atmospherics, it has stabilized relations with the 
Soviet Union and says that we're closer to peace now than you are -- 
have been in a long time. Given your experience in previous admin- 
istrations, do you accept that statement? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, I con't think -- I don't know 
what “stabilized relations” really mean. But I think you can say, 
you know, if you compare the political or psychological atmosphere 
between the two powers, it's as bad as it's been in my memory. If 
you look at the objective situation between the two, I think you 
could make an argument that it is somewhat better in the sense that 
the Soviet Union is at least aware that they're not likely to get 
something for nothing. 


Now, so, you know, I <-- 


Q Than you would have under Mr. Ford? I mean, 
what are you saying that they used to think they could get something 
for nothing? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I think, you know, that there were 
some residual thoughts along those lines and I think -- you know, 
the defense budgets over the last three years have shown the kind 
of growth that obviously has to get to their attention, that's what 
I mean to say. 


Q How often has the President spoken over the tele- 
phone to the Premier over there? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Oh, I really can't answer that. You 
know, I'm not in the administration and I couldn't say -- A telephone 
conversation with Mr. Brezhnev or with any Soviet leader is very 
difficult because it has to be made through interpreters. ‘here have 
been communications. There have been -- There certainly have been 
written communications I think you're aware of. 


Q Sir, i'm having a little time here trying to figure 
out what you were able to do or accomplish or what you saw or heard 
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while you were over there. What did you accomplish cn this trip? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Very little. One thing I'd like to 
point out is that, for those of you who don't know, the Dartmouth 
Group is a private group of Americans. They've held annual discussions, 
more Or less annual discussions with Soviet counterparts since -- Oh, 
for about 20 years now and it was an attempt to maintain an informal 
arms control dialogue whatever the state of official business, that 
was the reason I went. And what I'm saying is while those discussions 
are off the record and are private, it was a very negative visit. 


Q General, what was the reaction of the Soviet Union 
to the Harvard Group? I mean, I think it's two professors 
in Harvard who contend ‘hat it really wasn't yellow rain, it was 
bee dung. Are they receptive to that theory? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: We didn't talk about that. 
Q You never discussed that? 
GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Not that particular issue, no. 


Q General, yesterday, Defense Secretary Weinberger 
said that an arms agreement without on-site inspection wasn't worth- 
while. Do you share that view? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, I think it -- It depends what 


it is you're trying to verify and I think you're making a statement 
more all-inclusive than he meant. 


I think, you know, that the sophistication of some systems 


and the nature of some systems might indicate that we need something 
more than national technical means. Now, whether that's on-site -- 
On-site doesn't do everything for you either. But { think we need 

to use our imagination as indeed we have since 1968 in divising kinds 
of verification procedures that we didn't think were possible, even 

at the time of SALT I. And I think the Soviets increasingly recognize 
that. They no longer ritually insist on national technical means. 


Instead, they say that the means have to be adequate to the system's 
being verified. 





Q General -- 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Now, what that means, I don't know. 
But -- 


0 Do you agree with the adrinistration position that 
an anti-satellite ban, weapon ban couldn't be verified? 





GENERAL SCOWCROFT: It's very difficult. It's very 
difficult. That doesn't mean that some things could not be done; 
but one of the probiems is a carrier vehicle, anything that could 
launch -- anything that can launch a warhead can launch an anti- 
satellite. It's a very complicated sort of a thing and it's my 


impression the administration is stiil looking at what can usefully 
be done there. 


Q General, you say the political and psychological 
Situation between the U.S. and the Soviet Union is as bad now as 


you can ever remember. Does Ronald keagan bear any responsibility 
for that? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I think, you know, the administration 
rhetoric has certainly given the Soviets a negative view of the 
possibilities of dealing with this administration and in that sense 
I think, yes. As you remember, I commented that I think that they 
were not interested in contributing -- doing anything which would 
contribute to the reelection of the President. 
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Q Did you tell that to the President? 

GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Yes, I did. 

Q What did he say? 

GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I'll let -- 

Q He told you a joke, didn't he? 

Q Did you recommend any ways to change the atmosphere? 
GENERAL SCOWCROFT: No jokes, Sam. 


Q Did you recommend any way? for him to change the 
atmosphere or improve it? The climate. 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Yes, I did: but I'd rather not 
talk about those. 


Q General -- 
Q -- you feel -- 
GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I beg your pardon? 


Q Given the current state of Soviet-American relations, 
politically, psychologically, objectively, would you say -- is the 
world a safer or more dangerous place now than it was during the 
Ford administration? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I think, you know, that kind of 
micro-measurement is not possible. 


I think that by and large the chances of nuclear war 
tend to be decreasing and I would say that, you know, without taking 
a cross-section at any particular: date in time. 


Q Why do you say that? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I say that because as -- strangely 
enough, as the numbers of systems grow, as they get more complex, 
more diversified and as the strategic balance becomes, remains, 
recovers to a more equal 
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a more equal level so that they're not obvious incentives in a first 
strike, and as each side learns more about the other, that the 
chances of a nuclear war tend to decline. 


Q Ceneral? 
GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Yes. 


Q You have mentioned the poor relationship with 
the Soviet Union. It's as bad as it's ever been before. 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Yes. 


Q You say, you've talked to the President about 
that. Do you have a sense that the President from your discussions 
has a good sense that in this administration the situation is as 
bad as it's ever been? Does he have a good idea of that or is he 
passing that off? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I think he does. But what I would poin* 
to is the fact that, I think, there is no question that the President 
is sincerely interested in meaningful arms control and in a serious 
dialogue with the Soviet Unica. Now -- 


Q But does he have a sense that policies, and you've 
said his policies, he's a certain -- he has to assume a certain 
responsibility for this poor relationship -- 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: That's my own opinion. 
Q Right. 
GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I <= 


Q But does he have a good sense that this is the 
worst relations have been in many years with the Soviet (‘inion -- 
his administration? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I think he realizes that relations 
are not good. 


Q General Scowcroft -- 


Q You said that the Soviets don't like the President's 
rhetoric. But is it your view that the President's rhetoric is working? 
Is it giving them pause in essence, and is that why you think nuclear 
war is less likely? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: To a certain extent, it probably is. 
I think one of the reasons that the Soviets engage in arms controi 
is that they are very much afraid at heart of American technological 
and productive capability. And they don't want to see that turned 
loose. Now, there are many other reasons they could want arms control. 
And I think that anything which indicates that that might be possible 
certainly tends to get their attention. 


Q General Scowcroft, I'd like you to -- 

Q As a former National Security Advisor, could 
you comment on what you think the probity is of this administration 
not going by the decisions of the World Court in relation to the 
Central America -- in relation to Nicaragua? 

GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Yes, I can, but I won't. (Laughter. ) 

Q General -- 

Q General -- 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Yes. 


MORE 


ge! 


-- I'd like you to clarify -- 
Must mean that you have negative view. 


-- what you said about the nature -- 
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Well, why wouldn't you support it? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Look. I'm out here on a particular 
set of topics, and I don't -- You know. 


Q I'd just like to clarify what you said about 
the nature of Dartmouth. You said it was private American citizens -- 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Yes. 


Q -- and their Soviet counterparts. Aren't the 
Soviet counterparts government -- 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I did not say private Soviet -- 
That's an anamoly. There almost is no such thing as a private 
Soviet citizen, of course. Now, what the Soviet counterparts do 
is theoretically take their official hats off and sit in the meetings 
as private individuals unaccountable, theoretically, for what they 
say. That's about the closest you can come. 


Q Now, along the same lines, on the evening of 
March 26th, there was a national television broadc*st in the United 
States called, “Henry A. Kissinger: Soviet Agent of Influence.” Now, 
you're an employee of Kissinger's firm. Do you know of any action 
that Kissinger is claiming to attempt to counter the evidence that 
was presented in that half hour documentary? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I'm not familiar with that documentary, 
so I can't say. I was in China. (Laughter.) 


Q General -- 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: In all honesty, that's the first 
I've heard of it. 


Q Do you know if your boss is familiar with it? 
GENERAL SCOWCROFT: He hasn't mentioned it to me. 


Q I'm talking about a half hour national broadcast 
on ABC. ) 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I'm sorry. You've caught me absolutely 
flat. Maybe that's why nobody's heard of it. 


Q Ahhhhh. (Laughter. ) 
GENERAL SCOWCROFT: (Laughter.) Sorry. Expunge that. 


I couldn't resist that. No, in all honesty, I haven't heard about it. 
He has not mentioned to me. Tf don't know. 


) -- what do you say to that, Sam? 
Q Boy, that was a clean one, Sam. 
Q General Scowcroft, on the question of rhetoric -- 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Yes. 


Q On the question of rhetoric, the President iately 
has been expressing his -- at least his good intentions toward 
negotiations. Can he have it both ways? Can he convince the Soviets 
he's going to be tough like he has and, then, kind of knock them over 
the head with an olive branch every week -- (laughter) -- Is that -- 
Do you think that's the correct way for him to approach this current 
situation? 
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GENERAL SCOWCROPT: Yes, I think ‘*'s a correct way. 
Q why? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Because we've ._ © start from 
where we are today. And I think where we are <coday is the President 
sincerely is interested in serious negctiations 
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with the Soviet Union. I think that’s the proper -- the proper 
approach. 


Q Won't the Soviets view this simply as -- for domestic 
consumption on Reagan's part and wait him out? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: That‘s what I said in one of my 
interpretations of what they might be calculating. 


Q Do you think that’s a foregone conclusion, then, 
based on -- 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Wo, I don’t think it's a foregone 
conclusion, because, the Soviets, depending on how they assess the 
elaction, could also perhaps, want to negotiate before rather than 
after. I don't, I don’t know -- you know, when you talk about the 
Politburo, and the internal politics of the Politburo, and how they 
may look at the United States, and especially how they may look at 
American elections, you know -- it’s very tough. 


Q Could you tell me -- 


Q But you said we're getting to know each other better. 
But we're really not, are we? I mean, does this -- 


GENERAL SCOWCROFPT: No. What we're getting to know each 
other better about is some of our strategic concepts, and why we do 
the things we do. It doesn't necessarily always enhance the relation- 
ship to understand each other better. But, I think -- no, I think 
from that standpoint, from a military, in a strategic sense, we do 
understand things 4 lot better than we did 50 years ago. 


Q General, is the distance the President is putting 
between himself and the Congress healthy in terms of foreign relations? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, that’s a little separate kind 
of a subject. I think one of the things that we emphasized in our 
report a year ago, and in the letter we just gave the President, was 
the importance of trying to establish a consensus -- a core coalition -- 
within the U.S. government, and hopefully in the society as a whole 
on some of the central issues of arms control and our strategic forces. 
For the last decade, we have not had a single major arms control 
agreement completed and ratified, and very few major weapons systems 
either have gone through, or gone through without a bitter kind of a 
debate. What we're trying to do in everything that we did is to try 
to find some common ground, that maybe is not optimal from anybody's 
particular perspective, but that has enough common elements in it to 
reestablish a kind of a bipartisan consensus. 


Q But General, on that very point of linking, for 
instance, the MX to progress on arms control, there are a lot of people 
on the Hill, including people who last year voted for the MX, who 
say they got the bad end of the deal. That they believed you, 
believed your Commission Report and the administration, voted the MX 
funds, and got nothing in return in terms of results. 


JTNERAL SCOWCROFT: I think that -- I think that if that's 
what some believe, then they do not understand the changes between 
the initial administration's START proposal and that which is on the 
table now. It's really quite fundamentally different. 


Q Could you <-- are you concerned that, whatever their 
perceptions may be, as long as they do believe that -- 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Yes -- 


Q -- that the MX funding, for instance, might be 
Genied this year, because they are not seeing concrete results on 
arms control? 


L 
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GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, and as I indicated, I'm not sure 
that they will see any concrete results this year. But what I'm saying 
is that what is on the administration's proposal, on the table in 
Geneva today, forms a sound basis for a serious negotiation with the 
Soviets. It's a good proposal. 


Q Are we in any way responsible for the break-off of 
the talks? Do we have any responsibility for that at all? We've -- 
the President's talked specifically about -- the Soviets walked away, it's 
their fault -- does the United States have any responsibility in this 
break-off? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I honestly think we do not, in the 
break-off. Certainly the Soviets, after having threatened dire 
consequences all this time, had to do something. And this is, in part, 
what they chose to do -- is to break off the talks -- is to state that 
they were going to pose an analogous threat to the United States that 
we were posing to them. And -- but, you know, I think the particular 
measures they chose were theirs. And 1 jon't see that NATO, or the 
United States, or both, have any real responsibility for the breaking 
it off. 


Q Aren't you really saying that the President's been 
wrong in the rhetoric? Because the proposal is good, we've done all) 
the right things. 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, the early comment on the 
rhetoric was, you know, “What has it done to the relationship?" And 
I thirk one has to 
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say that some of the rhetoric, especially early on, has exascerbated 
relations. 


Q But don*t you think some of the Reagan moves also 
have? The very hard-line belligerency? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, if you look at -- you know, if 
you look at the actions as opposed to the rhetoric, you know, they're 
really not. 


Q He's been kind of soft on the Russians, hasn't he? 
Q The MX and all that stuff? 


MR. SIMS: Can we have one more quick -- one, two -- Bob 
and Chris. 


Q General, would you elaborate on your earlier remark 
in which you said you believed the Soviet Union is trying to divide 
liberals and conservatives? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, what they want to do is make 
as much trouble for U.S. and NATO programs as they can. And that is -- 
that has taken the form of appearing the white -- the guys with the white 
hats on and the United States, in particular, both domestically and 
with respect to our allies, as the bad guy, as the ones preventing any 
kind of an agreement. That's what I meant. And that's -~ you know, 
that's been a useful -- it's been a useful policy for them which they 
blow from time +o time like they did in the vzeneral elections. But 
that's, I think, basically what they've tried to do. 

Q I just want to make sure, was it today that you sug- 
gested the President cool his rhetoric, and can you tell us what his 
response was? 

GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Wo, I didn't. No, no. We didn't -- 


Q So when you told him to -- gave him that advice, it 
wasn't today? On his rhetoric. 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Wo. I don't remember -- did I? I 
don't remember -- 


Q You said you gave him- some suggestions for improving -- 
Q You acknowledged -- 
Q Suggestions. 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Suggestions, but we didn’t talk about 
rhetoric. 


Q But was that today? 
Q SuggeBtions on how to improve relations, right? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I gave him some personal thoughts on 
what might be useful as next steps. 


Q A gummit meeting? 
Q Could you tell us -- 
GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Wo, I'd rather not. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 3:30 P.M. EST 
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MR. SIMS: This briefing is ON BACKGROUND attributable to 
a Senior Administration Official. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would like to go quickly 
to your questions. And let me just make a couple of comments at the 
beginning. I have been involved in the science and technology 
cooperation with China for some time now, and I would rate it as, 
certainly as successful, as any such cooperation we have with any fdreicn 
country. It is taken with extreme importance in the People's Republic, 
largely be.ause of its impact upon the Chinese modernization progran. 
There is an enormous effort to develop the talent and the kind of 


knowledge they will need to develop China on the back of rapidly evolving 
technolosy. 


There are approximately 10,009 Chinese students in the 
United States today, half of whom are supported by the Chinese goverment, 
and half privately. I think that is taken, perhaps, as the single most 
importan* aspect of the entire cooperation. But, we in the scientific 
community used to joke, that if you want to see scme of your colleagues, 
the best thing to do is get on a boat on the Lei River, or someplace else 


in China, because the presence of American scientists in China is so 
prevalent. 


But, with those introductory comments, let me go immediately 
to your questions and try to make this as effective as possible for you. 


Q What about the report that there will be Chinese 
astronaut on the upcoming Shuttle operation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There has been, for some 
time, discussion about the possibility of having a Chinese astronaut. 
As you know, our space program has seen foreign astronauts, and will 
certainly see more and more foreign astronauts as the Shuttle program 
becomes more, becomes fully operational. 


Right now, I think, our discussions revolve around the 
attendant, very strong symbolism, and we have yet to “‘etermine whether 
this will be a clear initiative proposed by the President in his 
discussions in China. But it is certainly a strong possiblity, one 


that has been discussed within the U.S. and Chinese space communities 
for some time now. 


Q What -- 


Q What -- excuse me, what's holding up the final 
éecision as to whether the President will bring it up in China or not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it will heavily 


depend upon what the Chinese response is to this opportunity ahead of 
time. 


Q Did we offer this -- and we're waiting for their . 
response? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President can offer 
it. And <- 


ue! 




















Q Wait -- 
Q Slow down -- 
Q Wait a minute. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Preliminarily, it has 
been discussed between NASA, my people, and our cohorts in China. 


Q But you haven't heard from them yet, basically is 
what you're saying. 


~- SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. A group just got 
back just a few days ago from China -- a group who were discussing 
both space cooperation and space science, the possibility of the astro- 


naut and direct broadcasting. That group has only been back a few days, 
and I think the -- 


Q So the reports in the Science magazine, or whatever 
it is, that Ge 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- Are somewhat premature -- 
Q Are -- that, the President's actually going to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- but it has a very 
good possibility. 


Q -- announce it are premature? 


Q Is there some stumbling block, something we want the 
Chines2 to agree to, before they send somebody out? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I really don't think 
there's a stumbling block, but I think we should be aware that the 
Chinese -- as you all are -- that the Chinese very much value their 
nonalicned position. And, I believe that -- my own opinion is -- that 
the Chinese will quite enthusiastically support this. But the oppor- 
tunity is being, I presume, being discussed among the leadership in 


China, and I think we will get a response well before the President 
leaves. 


Q Is this part of a larger package on science cooperation. 
Are we also proposing to put up a payload for them? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're proposing to 


cooperate on a particular scientific experiment that could invol-e a 
Chinese astronaut. 


Q Are we -- earlier you -- 
Q Can you tell us about this -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can say this, that there's 
nothing the least bit sensitive about it. It's a pure physics experiment 
in studying space plasmas. 


Q Will you, did you mean to suggest that -- in your 
earlier remarks -- the Chinese value their nonalignment. That for the 


Chinese, this sort of thing is a major political decision, as well as 
a scientific decision? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't assess how major 
it is, but clearly <-- 


Q Well, let's leave the word -- let's take the “majar” 
out. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Clearly, it is an important 
consideration for then. 
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Q Can you -~ Speaking on @ related question -- since 
you're offering to take astronauts from other countries, what ever 
happened -- The President, when he was in Brazil, offered to take the 
Brazilian astronaut. Whatever happened to that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: My best understanding is 
that is still clearly in the planning. For example, if we would agree 
to take the Chinese astronaut on this particular science experiment, 

I think it would be approximatly four years before it was actually 


culminated, because we have to build the satellite and design the 
experiment. 


Q Would you be very disappointed if the Chinese said, 
“Thank you for the offer, but no thanks.* 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. And I'll tell you 
why I wouldn't -- 


Q I don’t mean you, personally as a science adviser, 
I mean would the administration be disappointed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think so. I thin« 
clearly there is progress, and I think you will see it on this trip in 
improving relations between us and the Chinese. Clearly, the progress 
is upward. Clearly, the cooperation in science and technology is 
well entrenched, strong and evolving on a daily basis. And this is 
one opportunity, and I don't think the denial of it is a setback. 


Q Will this be -- 


*) For those of us who aren't of a scientific bent, 
what is “space plasma"? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is matter above 
the atmosphere -- rare, non-dense matter, and studying that, the 
exo-atmosphere, outside the atmospheric environment, is -- gives us a 
heavy handle on how the sun, for example, how the sun and earth interact. 


Q Is there some reason why the Chinese are particularly 
interested in this topic? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, it's rich science, 
that's all. 


Q It's not specifically Chinese in some way? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Is most of the other cooperation, though, more 
closely applied to China's modernization? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Most of it is directly 
applied, but not necessarily more than this. I think the Chinese are 
enthusiastic about opportunities that will train their own scientists 
and develop their own research establishment, environment, and 
universities. Their investment, if you wish, is in their talent. and 
I think that is a very, very fundamental motive. 


Q Could there be a new exchange agreement signed? 
And will it let more Americans go to China and have more freedom than 
they now have. They complain about that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: When Premier Zhao Ziyang 
was here in January, we sigved s S-year extension of this very broad, 
encompassing science and technology agreement, so there's novhing néw 
to sign. As far as the complaints and concerns that we hear about 
access, I think these constrain our cooperations in a very, very 
minimal fashion across the board. We will continue to hear then, 
because to most American scientists, Chinese culture is complicated, and 
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anc to most Chinese scientists, American culture is rather complicated. 
I think es we understand the differences in each other's societies, 
those will @0 away, essentially. 


fe} Who suggested the spice plasmas, did we or did they? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They had been intererted 
ang our -- the scientists in both sides bave been discussing this area 
for a long time. It's a major thrust in our space program today, and 
because the missions are not tremendously large like some of the 


planetary missions, it's a rather logical area for us to collaborete 
in. It's pure science. 


Q How much does it cost? 
Q Do they have to pay much for it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not much compared to the 
reaily gigantic missions like the planetary missions to photograph the 
rings of Saturn and so on, but it certainly involves many -- 


Q Will they have to pay? * 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- many tens of millions 
of dollars. They will -- It will require substantial effort on the 
part of the Chinese scientific community, which will involve substantiel 
expenditures of their own resources within China. 


Q How many Americans travel with Chinese now on 
scientific -- for scientific purposes? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We don't actually monitor 
that, but I would certainly say this: It's thousands, many thousands. 


Q Would you list for us, perhaps, like a laundry list 
of areas in which exchenges take place? What kinds of technology are 
they interested in? And what kinds of technology are we able to glean 
from going to China? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure. I won't give you 
a complete overview, but for example, there's an extensive cooperation 
in medical research, cancer. There is in Shanghai a rather uniquely con- 
*rolled situation where generations of people have been living in the 
same environment, wih health statistics, for a long time. And access 
to that relatively controlled situation has given us a lot of information 
about epidemiology, incidents of cancer, how it correlates with diet. 
And in turn, they have learned quite a bit about modern biology. 


Q Is that one of the places the President will visit 
when he goes to Shanghai? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes -- well, he wil) vasit 
Shanghai. 


Y Yes, but I mean, is that one of the <-- is he going 
to that facility, or that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's not a single 
facility. It's health statistics monitoring of exactly what has been 
happening -- incidences of disease in Shanghai. 


In agriculture there has been quite a bit of cooperation, 
as we have interest in acquiring what the scientists call “germ plasm” 
which means, essentially, the seeds and samples of different strains, 
some of which are different than ours, and are resistent to different 
types of insects. We are quite interested in their experience there. 
They are quite interested in ovr experience. And the further experience 


that genetic engineering can offer us in developing drought and disease- 
resistant plants. 
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In an esoteric area, elementary particle physics -- the 
world of these giant accelerators -- the Chinese are building in, 
Outside of Beijing, a major particle accelerator, and there has been 
Close collaboration between them and the United States in the design 
and the cevelopment of this for several years. And that is — these 
are all, you see, areas of, yes, potential industrial fallout, and 
economic fallout; but also, they're all areas where you, inevitably, 


you are ceveloping a talent base that hasn't been developed in 
modern China. 


Q If cooperation in technology is so wonderful, why 
are there indictments outstanding in a couple of cases, on both coasts, 


on attempts or conspiring to smuggle technology from the U.S. to 
China. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, one thing you've 
got to carefully distinguish -- whether those are national efforts or 
individual efforts. And so far, that hasn't been clear on any of those 
cases. But, remember, we have the same exact kinds of, occasional 
problems, with our very closest allies in Europe. Certainly technotogy 
transfer has been an issue of the last, of discussion and concern, 
in the last few years between the U.S. and the People's Republic. 


I think that the steps that the President took last fall 
to liberalize technology transfer constraints, and that’s on -- 
literally purchase of American instruments, high technology instruments -- 
I think it removed the vast majority of those concerns. 


Q Would there be any impact if it developed, in these 
cases, that it is not an individual effort, but was government 
inspired? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's hard for me to 
answer “ifs” because I don't know exactly what the case would involve. 
At the moment, all I can say is this -- the science and technology -- 
I think you will <= trying to help prepare you for what you will see 
in China -- I think you will find that it is an area of extremely 
positive cooperation with very few problems. And technolgy transfer 
has been reduced from a major impediment in improving relations to 
an almost negligible impediment, in spite of occasional -- 


Q Just what is it that they're most interested in 
buying in terms %f high-tech stuff? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: More than anything, and 
Larry, I must emphasize this -- is talent. I really think they are 
focusing upon developing something they lost in the Cultural Revolution, 
and didn't have, for that matter, very strong beforehand, and that 
is the kind of talent and skills that they need to be able to use the 
experience of other developed, of developed nations 











in their own economic modernization. 


Q But, still, they are -- they were frustrated for 
a number of years about the various prohibitions on the sale of 
devices, the sale of hard goods in the technology field. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, areas that con- 
tinue to push certainly are computers, electronics, bio-technolocy. 
All of these are, of course, if you think about it, they are the 
most rapidly growing markets in the world. 


Q This may seer like a strance question; but would 
you -- do you have a figure on the top of your head as the number 
of -- the percentage of the population in China, for example, that 
has running water, the percentace that has sewer facilities, the 
percentage that has hot water, that kind of thing, the percentace 
that have bathtubs in their homes and so on? Are they interested in 


buying that kind of technology or are they talking about bio-technolocy 
and computers? - 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think they are, at the 
moment, particularly interested in developing two things, which is an 
ingustrial base for economic growth and an infrastructure, transpor- 
tation, communications. I think that 


I think that you will see -- some of you who have been to 
China before will also note that certainly the standard of living 
is improving. For example, the prevelance of television sets in 
private homes is very, very rapidly improving and I think that's a 
part of the infrastructure development. 


Certainly in the rural areas, there are still -- 
Q Can you give us some numbers on TV sets? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can’t. I just don't 
have -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Seventy million. 


Q How much do “hey ccst? It takes a month to buy 
a bicycle. 


SENTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't tell you how 
many months people have to work in China to develop television sets. 
As you will see, it clearly is a developing nation. 


Q But they're not installing electricity and they're 
not installing sewer lines or -- 


SENIOP ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, they are paying 
real attention -- they ar2 paying real attention to their ability 
to provide electricity for an expanding industry as well as for homes. 
Certainly, you probably know that China has a rather successful national 
health program and you will find, for instance, that the shots you have 
to have before you go are zero or minimum and disease is quite well 
controlled. So, to that extent, they have controlled their health 
problems and through sewace much more than many Southeast Asian 
countries have -- 


Q Do they still use high sulfur-coal in heating 
Beijing? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have detected hich 
degrees of pollution in my experiences in Beijing. 


Q Um-hum. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And I've always been 
told that it’s unusually bad when I've been there. 


Q Are they interested in trying technolocy to solve 
that problem or -- I mean -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They are -- Yes, they 
are -- as you probably know, very interested in acquiring nuclear 
energy, partly to take advantage of their own ressources and skills, 


but also because of the potential environmental impacts of the al- 
ternatives. 


Q Has there been any movement on that work toward 
the nuclear cooperation acreement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, over the last 
three years there's been tremendous movement. when the Chinese 
agreed to join the International Atomic Energy Agency, the internation- 


al means by which we all adhere to non-proliferation objectives, that 
was a tremendous step forward. 


Now, the debate has focused down on to the narrowest 
last issue before there is nuclear cooperation, which is the exact 
means of consent, the exact means by which our non-proliferation act 
can be implemented and honored and yet their national sovereignty 
be entirely preserved. 


-- stuck there for several months. That's specifical- 
ly what I was asking about. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICAL: Well, several months -- 
Zhao Ziyang was here just two months ago -- two and a half months 
ago -- and at that time he made clear statements and the first really 
Clear high-level statements about Chinese commitment to non-pro- 
liferation objectives. And -- 


Q Does that mean there'll be an acreement signed 
while the President is there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I doubt it; but it’s 
a possibility. 


Q So what's the hangup if it's such a narrow issue 
and we've come such a long way? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well -- two and a 
half months since Zhao Ziyang first stated this in this country. 


Two and a half months to get something done in Washington is a long 
time? 


) We were led to believe at one point, though, that 
there migh: be an agreement signed. Now, we've been told that there 
probabl: won't be an agreement signed. You seem to minimize the 
problem and saying it's just focused on one single narrow issue 
and so it would seem to me that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not so narrow anc trivial 
that it can be overcome in two and a half months. ; 

I think there will be a successful negotiation. But 
I don't think it will occur between now and the President's trip 
and I would be delighted if it did. 
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Q Would you expect -- 


Q When do you expect -- 


-- in Beijing by the Chinese government during the 
President's visit of some sort that would clear the way on the con- 
sent rights issue? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would look forward 
to it; but I wouldn't look forward to it with great optimism. 


Q When do you expect the nuclear proliferation treaty 
to be signed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's very difficult 
for me to tell, but just extrapolating from the past, I think there's 
a very good chance that it would be accomplished this year. 


Q For laymen, please explain in a little more detail 
just what that hangup is in the use or re-use of nuclear fuel. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have a non-prolifer- 
ation act that has very, very strict, carefully specified recuirements - 
and it says that any -- essentially, if I may translate, it says that 
any element of U.S. technology sold abroad must have -- I believe 
they're called consent rights on exactly what happens with the fuel 
after the expended fvel. And the Chinese very much wish to adhere 
to the basic objectives but feel that their fuel placed in a U.S.- 


built reactor should be their problem under their agreement to join 
the IAEA. 


Q So that this is -- even if -- this has nothing 
to do with the sale of U.S. fuel to them. It's -- whosever fuel 


it was, our law says we have to sign off on what happens to that 
fuel after its life cycle. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Precisely. 


Q But can't they get that from someone else or from 
Canada, for instance, who sells to those countries? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They can and will ac- 
guir. the technology elsewhere if the United States does not -- cannot 
cooperate with them. 


Q Also, the uranium ard all the rest of it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They have large deposits 
of uranium within China. 


Q Have they detoned any other bomb, except the one 
that they did before? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, yes. They have 


Q How manv, if you know? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know the 
total number, but they have a rather -- 


Q Underground? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- sophisticated | 
nuclear weapons development program and have conducted tests routine- 
ly now for many years. 
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Q -- tell us about the -- 


-- announcement on the astronaut? Is there anything 
else that we should look for in terms of specific announcements on 
expanding the scientific-technolgical cooperation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not at the President's 
level. I think there may be new -- some new protocol, if you wish, 
sub-agreements under this overall blanket agreement that could address 


telecommunications. Fossil energy, for example. But I..don't think 
they will be high priority -- 


Q You mentioned direct broadcasts before. Can you 
shed some light on that? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That also is a technology 


transfer issue that I don't believe has any serious impediments. The 
level of technology that the Chinese wish to acquire is not the most 


advanced technology that we produce, but it has not been resolved 
yet. 


Q Why are we reluctant to liberalize our fiber 
optics technology -- in scientific exchanges with the Chinese? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not -- I'm really 
not aware of all of the particular problems with fiber optics in 
itself. I suspec* that it has to do witi: the esy advanced high- 
speed data processing technology that goes along with fiber optics. 
Fiber optics are used because you can transmit a tremendous amount 
of data along them. It means at each end you require the most 
sophisticated technology we have. 


Q What can you tell us about the nuclear testing 
program that the Chinese have and are there any agreements there 
thet are pending? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know of any 
agreements that are pending. The Chinese -- As you know, cooperation 
and discussions between the Chinese military and U.S. military are 
at a very early state. It very much began when Secretary Weinberger 
visited the People's Republic. But as far as any particular agreements 
in the area, I don't know of anything that is -- 


Q We haven't given them our laser beams and all 
the rest of it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- in the immediate 
offing. 


(Laughter.) No, I think,if you look at the Chinese 
priorities whiie you are over there, I think that you will see economic 
modernization at the very top of the heap. And I think acquirine 


the year 2000 defense technology is not really their most immediate 
objective. 


Q On the nuclear non-proliferation concerns, is -- 
one thing I don't quite understand -- is it what happens to the 
expended fuel that we've sold to them or is it the expended fuel that 
other countries have sold to them? That anybody has sold to them? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Either. Both. 
They're either that they themselves minedand bu’ lt, other countries 
sold them or that we sold them. And they have -- mind you -- they 
have agreed to very -- to rather strigent controls by joining the 


International Atomic Energy Agency and adhering to the rules that 
are implicit with that membership. 


Q What can you do with the expended fuel? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Build nuclear weapons. 


Q Do the International -- refresh our memory -- 
the International Agency rules deal with the use of spent fuel? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, yes. 


Q So, this consent issue business is a question 
of national rights built into -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's a -- yes -~ 
it really is a legalistic question -- 


Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ~-- at this point. That's 
why I say it's narrow. It's legalistic. Once the Chinese -- the PRC -- 
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accepted the same non-proliferation objectives that other members of 
IAEA have -- and that was a major step for them. 


Q Well, what do they have to do or not do under 
International Agency rules regarding spent fule? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They have to -- my 
understanding is that they have to explain to IAEA examiners exactly 
how the entire fuel chain will proceed from the mining all the 
way out to the disposal of it. And, in other words, it must be displayed 
to the satisfaction of the IAEA investigators that that fuel nor its -- 
neither that fuel not its byproducts are given to another nation. 


Q To another nation? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICI™.".: To another nation. 


Q But not diverted to Chinese production of a, b, 
c, ad, etcetera? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not absolutely 
certain of that, but I don't think it's very relevant. The Chinese ~ 
have their nuclear weapons -- nuclear reactors for producing their 
Own weapons material and they -- 


Q Are they into breeder reactors at all? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q -- refresh our memory, what is the administration's 
position on those restrictions, on our restrictions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President issued 
a policy statement in 1981, if I recollect, which made it clear that 
we had -- that we would rigidly adhere to the Non-proliferation Act, 
that we would use the International Atomic Energy Agency as the 
principal implementing body and that we would strive to be a -- 


I've forgotten the exact words but -- a strong player in the international 
nuclear energy environment. 


Q But you'd like to see that law changed, wouldn't you? 
SENIOR ADMINISTPATION OFFICIAL: No, that law <- 


Q No -- I mean the specific section of the law 
that's the hang-up now in negotiations -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's not as much a matter 
of the intent of the law as it is the law being so terribly specific 
that it can force there lengthy negotiations with Congress, with 
other nations -- 


©) tou'd like to see it changed if you could? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I <= Yes, but I'm not 
sure if you asked me exactly how I would write the changes, how I 
would do it. 

Q Well, that -- Wait a second. 

Q -- that in the movement on the Hill <- 

Q -- present administration -- 

Q -- to tighten the law? 

Q That disagrees with what -- that disagrees with the 
briefing of last week in which the administration people were saying 
they had no intention of trying to get the law changed, don't want to 
get the law changed because they know Congress won't? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Understand me clearly, 
the objectives of the Non-proliferation Act are completely consonant with 
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the policies of this administration. What we are faced with here is 
& problem with the exact statement in the law, faced with another 
nation’s sovereign concerns, is delaying @ cooperation to which, I 
think -- where we have ironed out the basic differences. And what 
I am simply saying is that the law, as it stands, is a very excellent 
policy but is one that is extremely rigid in its exact definition. 


Q How has this law affected our sale of power 
piants -- nuclear power plants to other countries? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It has provided sooth 
the controls that we .» desire and has, needless to say, has required 


months of very extensive negotiations for the majorit, of sales 
that we have been able to succeed in -- 


Q Are the terms applied uniform to all foreign 
countries or is there a distinction here because China is not 
@ NATO Ally or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The terms distinguish 
between signers of the Non-proliferation Treaty and non-signers of 
the Non-proliferation Treaty. 


Q Yes. But because they haven't signed the 
Non-proliferation Treaty, the terms apply more strigently to them? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Isn't it true that Proxmire -- 


Q Do you expect any development on the Non-proliferation 
Treaty? 


C -- wants to make it even tougher? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't expect to see 
any changes on the Non-proliferatior Act nor the Non-prolileration 
Treaty. And I believe that a nuclear cooperation with China can 
be negotiated within those two treaties. 


And back to the original question of two and a half months: 
We have come a long, long ways in tnree years in these discussions 
with the Chinese. And I don't think we have that much further to go, 
although I can't specify exactly when it will be concluded successfuly. 


Q Can you -- the President's going to be visiting 
this Shanghai Foxboro Company in Shanghai -- can you tell us what 
he will be seeing in the machine shop and the production facilities 
that he'll visit and what he'll see at the University there? Is that 
a@ part of the ecience and technology aspect of the visit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I think what the 


President will simply see at the Shanghai Foxboro Plant is modern -- 


relatively modern manufacturing technology introduced through @ joint 
venture into China. 


Q What do they make? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Ballbearings if I recollect, 
but I'm not certain of that. 


MR. SIMS: Some of us have to oo to the next briefing. 
I don't want to take away from those who want to stay if -- 


Q Can I ask you one last space question? Did we -~-* 
I remember -- the -- Brazil -- on the astronaut -- Didn't he do the 
same thing with Japan when he was in Japan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, we had @ -- 
Brazil and very much so. Brazil and Japan and -- European allies -- 


Q I'm sorry. Say those again -- Brazil, Japan, West 
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Germany? 


Q That's what is sounds like to me, but I -- clarify. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We've got to ask 


NASA, but Brazil, Japan -- it's been tentatively discusses, I believe, 
with India, China -- 


Q Can we get to be part of this? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry. 
Q We're talking about the -- I asked -- 
Q We're interested -- 

Q Speak up -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sorry. 


I cannot specify with completeness exactly which countries 
we've ciscussed an astronaut because I simply don't remember them all. 
But I think it is rapidly expanding. SBrazil was @ major issue. Japan 
has been. Western Europe; I think initial discussions have occurred 
with India. And I think we'll see lots more in the future. 


Q And what -- Go ahead. 


Q Is there some particular reason that the President 
picks foreign trips to give away chese seats on our Shuttles? It seems -- 
just seers to be a recurring theme. Is that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it's not -- we've 
tried very hard to make it more than giving away seats on a shuttle. 
What we've tried to do is to incorporate foreign astronauts with foreicn 
participation and, for that matter, support for major experiments. 


And in other words, we try to incorporate it into an expanded worldwide 
space program using -- 


Q Well, do they bring any -- for example, the Chinese -- 
would they bring any expertise to this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, yes. The Chinese 
have a rather active space science community. This particular satellite 
that I talked about to study space plasmas is an area where they do 
have considerable expertise. And they would both bring talent and 
application of those talents in building some of the instrumentation. 


Q Isn't this also a way of drumming up business for 
the Space Shuttle? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure. 
Q For the future? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure, the -- that's what 
I meant by an expanding worldwide space program 
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uSing U.S. launcn capapilities. The shuttle gives us an enormous 
flexibility and what we'd like to do is to push space science as 


rapidly as we can with that capability, and it involves bringing in 
other people, scientists, and instruments. 


Q Are we simply waiting to see how the Chinese 
react before we make the formal offer? Is that what's going on? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure. 


Q Haven't we made the offer already and we're waiting 
for them to respond to it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Made the offer. The 
President can make the offer. If my people or NASA people go over 
and talk to their counterparts in China and say, “What do you think 
would happen,” that's not the same thing as an offer. 


Q Well, have you done that? Just to be clear on 
it, is that what's happened so far? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Absolutely. 


Q Your people have gone over and said, “What would 
you think if...” 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: For many months we have 
been discussing -- 


Q Okay, and if their reaction to all this is fine 
and the President is there, that's when he makes a formal offer? 


Q It's an offer that you know they're not going to 
refuse, right? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If I knew it <-- 


Q He makes the offer if he knows he's not going to 
be refused. Is that the point? 


Q Why is this different from the way it was done 
with Mitterrand, because in Mitterrand's case, as I remember, the 
President did make the offer and then Mitterrand turned around and 
said, “Thank you and we'll consider it,” did not accept right away 
Are the Chinese more sensitive than the French or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Look, I think there's 
something that's quite delicate here -- 


Q Am I right on my facts, incidentally, on the French? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not sure. I think 
that's basically correct. Look, there's something that is rather 
different about China than talking about France or West Germany or 
Japan. China is a non-aligned nation. They are very sensitive to 
their position as @ non-aligned nation and their position as a leader 
of the Third World. And there is, therefore, a symbolism associated 
with a Chinese astronaut in a U.S. space program that is somewhat 
different thar a French astronaut ina U.S. space program. 


Q Can I ask a clarifying question on the nuclear 
non-proliferation thing? I don't think I was clear enough on the ~* 
question earlier. Do you anticipate on this visit that China will 
make any announcement with regard to its willingness to sign the non- 
proliferation treaty? Not do you want to see any chances in the 
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treaty. Do you anticipate any change ir their position on the 
treaty? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I really don't. 


Q There was a story kicking around -- I forget just 
where, and it was a little far-out, perhaps -- to the effect that 
we were offering them or would offer them assistance in underground 
nuclear testing technology and capability as an incentive for them 
to foreswear atmospheric testing, and perhaps sign on to the partial 
test ban of many years ago. Is there anything to that story? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not that I know of. 
Q You're familiar with the story? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I am, and let me 
tell you what I think you're seeing. Relations between the United 
States and the PRC have obviously, over the last 10 years, improved 
enormously, and there are a lot more people involved in that inter-— 
action. And there are a lot more ideas that we hear surfacing about 
how the cooperation should occur. This question of the astronaut, 
for example, seemed a very logical one for the space scientists 


Originally to be discussing -- some of them broucht it to me and it 
just emerged. , 


This issue that you refer to is one I have heard people 
~~ I have heard tossed around. I've never heard it tossed around 
within the government; I have never heard it raised to the issue of 
an initiative that would be discussed. In other words, there are all 


kinds of hypothetical discussions going on of what we could do 
ultimately. 


Q So this would play no part -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wot that I know of. 
Q This would play no part in this visit? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not that I know of. 


Q Could we go back one more time on the shuttle? 
Are we also proposing to bring up for them some sort of payload or 
satellite, and what would that be? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me explain what our 
scientific cooperation is. A bunch of United States scientists and a 
bunch of Chinese scientists would sit down and lay out an experiment 
that they wanted to do in space, and then they would divide up who is 
going to build what portion of it. And then the Chinese would come 
together in a few years and they would constantly interact with some 
instruments. We would have some instruments. We would put them to- 
gether in a single payload, we would launch it, and we would take the 
data together and analyze it and publish it in scientific journals 
with Chinese and U.S. scientists’ names on it. 


Q And you seem to continue to imply that there is 


some problem or hang-up about symbolism. What is it the Chinese are 
asking for? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Of the astronaut only. 


Q Yes, what is it they're asking for? What is the 


probiem? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They're not asking for 
anything. 


Q Well, what's the symbolism -- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They are interested in 
this scientific experiment, they are interested in the cooperation, 
and I am being totally presumptious now in speculating, but I suspect 
strongly that there is discussion within the Chinese leadership as to 
how important the symbolism of a Chinese as*ronaut is; in other words, 
how much does it push their non-aligned position one way? 


Q Can we go back to exportable technologies. Which 
technologies are you going to recommend be included in the next round 
of liberalization besides the seven that have already been liberalized? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have been involved in 
the past in some of the particular individual controversies. I haven't 
been involved in trying to prepare the next list -- that's a Commerce 
Department's job. I think the President gave very clear guidelines 
on exactly what he wanted to do and, you know, what we're really trying 
to @o is to create as many precedents as possible, so that each issue 


doesn’t have to become an issue that goes before the Export Advisory 
Review Board. 


And so we're simply expanding the list. It may be telé- 
communications -- 


Q Okay, telecommunications, machine tools -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But I have the same 
sources as you do. I read this and Aviation Week is the best source 
of all. What I'm trying to say is, we are not, as a matter of policy, 
expanding the area of technology transfer. What we tried to do is 
to establish criteria and now we're trying to make that criteria -- 


Q But don’t you have some input into the -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- crystal clear. 


Q -- interagency review group chaired by the National 
Security Council on the liberalizing of -- somehow the determination 
has to be made which technologies represent national security risks 
and which don't, and presumably the President or the National Security 


needs some input from the Science Adviser to that interagency review 
board. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's been very care- 
fully spelled out in the document that the President signed that per- 
mitted this liberalization. The guidelines are very carefully spelled 
out. The interagency group's job ig to take that policy guidance and 
translate it into fact. Yes, my people serve on that and what we try 
to do is to define the level of technology, but when it involves a 
particular instrument, an oscilloscope or something, that's a matter 
of interoreting that object with respect to these guidelines. The 
fact that the next category -- 


Q Somebody has to figure out exactly what the perfor- 
mance capabilities are and then be able to figure out how to apply 
license or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And its relevance to 
defense applications’ 


Q Okay, 80 telecommunications -- are fiber optics 
being contemplated? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. I honestly 
don't know. 


Q Numerically controlled machine tools, those sorts 
of things? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would -- it’s got to 
come up at some point. 


Q Could you please explain that “non-aligned.” That 
troubles me, because what does it mean, exactly? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: India is a non-aligned 
nation. 


Q Yes, but they went ahead and built a bomb when we 
gave it to them for help. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What's the basic -- 


Q What does non-aligned mean in relationship to us? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It means neither allied 
with the United States nor allied with the Soviet Union. 


Q But they do send people to Moscow -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But they aend people to 
the United States, also. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 11:34 A.M. EST 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: President Reagan met with 
President, as we learned yesterday, Jorge Blanco -- all last name -- in 
two sessions, one in the Oval Office and an expanded meeting in the 
Cabinet Room. The discussions ran longer than the program. In fact, 
they were terminated by the President having to make this call. They 
ran about thirty minutes past the progran. 


12:05 P.M. EST 


President Reagan talked with President Jorge Blanco about 
the democracies in the Domincan Republic and thanked hia for his efforts 
on the CBI. As you know, the Dominican Republic was the first one to 
sign up for it. were enthusiastic about the progra: «hen it was 
first unveiled, and ident Jorge Blanco was up here in July of ‘82 
to explain the importance to the Caribbean on it. 


The discussion then evolved around several subjects -- 
the international economic scene, Central America, the £l Salvador elec- 
tions. And interesting enough, then a discussion led by the Dominicans 
pointing out that when the Dominican Republic went to the democratic 
path in the mid ‘60s that it was able to do so because it had two 
political parties in place. And pointing out the two strong political 
parties in El Salvador and the necessity of building a democracy in 


Central America is based upon the ability of having political parties 
that are strong in that area. 


In the area of international economics, and sore specifically 
the economic challenges faced in the Dominican Republic, President Jorge 
Blanco gave 4a very thorough but brief analysis of their economic chal- 
lenges, pointing out, for instance, that their primary commodity for 
export being sugar is now running somewhere around five or six cents 
@ pound on the world market and that it costs them somewhere between 
fourteen and fifteen cents a pound to produce it. That was given as 
illustrative of some of the challenges they face. 


That, generally, was the theme of the discussions. And 
when it ended, as it had to for this call, there was enough left on the 
agenda -- the President indicated -- in the subsequent meetings that 
President Jorge Blanco will have with Secretary Shultz and Secretary 
Regan this afternoon, they'll be able to follow up on those specifics 
that were discussed but not necessarily resolved. 





Q What did he say about Central America? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What they talked about 
on Central America was the fact that there was a destabilizing effort 
there, that it was working against the forces of democracy, and that 
there was a need to face them on both fronts. That is, « need to elin- 
inate the querrilla activities in £l Salvador, and by the same token, 
it led into that discussion I talked to you about, abour the necessity 
that if you're going to build democracies in Central America, you have 
to have the strong political parties in which leads to elections. 


Q Did they Giscuss the mining? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q Did they discues any activity at all or U.S. aid 
to the Contras? anything at all to do with Nicarag..? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 
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Q No discussion about that at all? 


They discussed Central America and they didn't dis- 
cuss at all Nicaragua? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They did not discuss 
the items you talked about. That's correct. 


Q They did not discuss -- well, how did they discuss 
Nicaragua, then? In what context? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, they discussed 
it in the context that Nicaragua was the source of the destabilization. 
The Cuban and Russian presence in Nicaragua and their penchant for 
exploiting their revolution. 


Yes? 


Q Let me ask the question another way. Did they discuss 
the pressure which the President has said needs to be kept on Nicaragua? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, they did not -- that -- 


I wasn't trying to take his question in a very narrow sense. That 
element was not discussed at all. 


Q Were finances discussed as to how much money we -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What was discussed was 
~~ President Jorge Blanco did a very, as I said, a very excellent job 
of analyzing their short-term and mid-term programs and needs and 
President Reagan discussed in broader terms his intention to help as much 
as possible, given the Congressional restraints and the demands on other 
monies, and I think the more specifics will come in 
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the Siscussions witn Secretary Shultz ang Secretary Révan. 


Yes. 


—  @Q Did the President @ssess for Jorse Blanco the State 
Of the military Situation jn El Salvador? 


briefly. President Jorge Blanco -. gave him a briefing ana had a 
discussio-; with him last night for about two hours on the military 
Situation ir El Salvador. 


Q You briefed whom? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: yf briefed President 


Jorge Blanco. I mean, we had a discussion. I didn't talk, obvious- 
ly, for two hours. 


Q Did he express any concern to you about the mining 


of ae 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICAL: wNo. 


Q Has there been any expression at all Guring his 
visit of any concern about any activity the United States is Supporting, 
either the mining or the Contras or anvthing of that kind? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: None. 


Q Has there been any expression Of support, &S °pposed 
to concern? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q Ahhhh. 


Q Could you amplify on that just a -. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL; President Jorge Blanco 
Shares the President's views that you have to Climinate that move 

to try to take governments over by force, rather than the democratic 
method in Central America and he recognizes that ~. in his Ciscussions -- 
by PCinting out the Russian and the Cuban Presence in Nicaragua, He 
recognizes that that's the source of the Problem. 


Q Well, does he recognize -- o,r Goes he agree that 
it should be taken on by force? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: we ~. 
Q Force taken Out by force. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He didn't Put it in 
those words. 


e) Well, what is he Supporting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He is Supporting, as 
I said earlier, he is Supporting the necessity for creating a Climate 
in which you can have democracies grow in Centra) America. That 
was his whole theme and that was the interesting Part of the discussion 
was his -- was the way he Outlined the necessity for the building o¢ 


Q Will you be -. you Personally or anybody else from 
the State Department that you know Of == be going up to the Hill to 


try and sort of remedy the mess there, their feeling that you didn't 
brief the- Properly on all that's 90ing on down there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me -- rather than 
- Share your charactérization; but let me see if I can 
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rephrase it to get to your question. I think that there may be 
senior U.S. officials going to the Hill today. I'm not sure of 
the details of it. I've been with -- 


Q But not you? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: More senior than me. 
Q Casey? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm only called “senior” 
when I come up here on this podium. (Lauchter.) 


Q Casey? 
Q But can you -- 
Q Are you talking about Shultz and Casey? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know who will 
be going up. 


Q Can you give us a little sense of what the stratecy 
will be to try and make amends? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's not a question 
of making amends. J think that there may be a difference of opinion 


as to whether there was adequate information and/or briefings of 
the Senators. 


There is a process in which different -- on different 
subjects, different elements of the Congress are briefed. I have 
never had the luxury of having a member of Congress tell me that we 
have told him too much of any subject of interests of that nature. 


Q Can you tell us which Senators were briefed in 


advance of the U.S. decision not to abide by the World Court on Central 
America? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't give you that 
list; but I'm sure that -- we'll try to get it for you. 


Q Were there any? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q Well, I mean, who could it have been when the Chair- 


man of the Senate foreign Relations Committee wasn't included on the 
list? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't answer your 
question other than the fact that I know that members of the Senate 
were briefed. 


Q You said President Jorge Blanco agreed on the 
necessity for creating a climate to advance democracy in Central 
America. Did he discuss any specifics as to how that should be 
done? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. What he talked 
about was the necessity for having a climate and then once you have 
the climate, the necessity for the formation of strong political 
parties. 

Q He didn't offer any advice -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. No, he didn't. 


Yes, ma‘am. 
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Q What's your <ssessment of the chances.of cetting 
tne $21 million that's still pending on the Hill, given that the 
Speaker is saying there's no chance in the House? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't really have an 
assessment. 


Q How quickly will that money run out? When will 
that money run out or when will support for the guerrillas run out 
if you don't get more funding? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't address that 
question. 


Q You said you'd addressed the military situation. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 

Q You said you told him about the military situation -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. 

Q -“- last aight. Whatisthe military situation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The military situation 
is that given -- what we're learning is that given the where-with- 
all of the Salvadoran Army, through their restructure and through 


U.S. training, is able to more than hold its own with she cuerrillas. 
They've proved it -- 


Q -- Lebanon, too. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. Well, you asked 
me @ question and I tried to answer it for you. 


Yes. 


Q This is a little murky in my mind, but the President 
talked about one of the important things for democracy in the Dominican 
Republic was two strong parties. Wasn't it also a couple of Marine 
battalions around that same time -- (laughter) -- battalions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He did address that 
subject and he said that, you know, you could have Marine battalions 
around -- he didn't use those words, but, I mean, in essence, he 
was addressing the same thing you have spoken. He says, “But democracy 
is not going to take off unless you have the formation cf the parties." 
In other -- 


Q But, I mean, wasn't it the so-called coming of 
democracy to the Dominican Republic coincide with about that 1965 
U.S. -=- use of U.S. ground forces in -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, but if I understand 
the way he was putting it, he was putting it in the sense that there 
was a climate in which democracy could thrive. Once having a climate, 
you then need the political parties. 


Yes, sir. 
Q There's a lesson of history for this administration ‘-- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not necessarily, no. 
Q Is there any kind of a feeling inside the -- say 
at the State Department -- that perhaps the situation with Congress 


on the decision to duck the World Court on that matter and the harbor 
mining was badly handled? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 
Q) None at all? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You asked my opinion, 
I told you no. There's -- you know -~ I don't know how many guys 


wancering around that building. But I‘m just telling you what I'm 
hearing. 


Yes. 


Q I want to make sure we understood you correctly. 
Were you saying that the appropriate members of Congress were fully 
informed on both the facts of what was happening and on the legal 
question of the World Court? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: A fact of what was 
happening. I'm not sure I understand that. 


Q Well, the military operation, the mining of the 
harbor. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, let me just 
answer that portion of the question to tell you that according to 
the procedures as we understand them the aprropriate committees are 


kept informed of any activities worldwide. To my understanding, 
that was done. 


With regards to the -- before the Court, it is also 
my understanding that the appropriate members of Congress, including 


the Senate -- that's going back to the earlier question -- was -- 
were informed. 


Q There are a couple of things in The Post this 
morning, one of which is talking about the military situation and 
you people expect or fear a big fall offensive by the guerrillas 
in El Salvador and also the secondary question of -= that this is 
all a holding action until after the election when you're really 


going to go in in force. Can you speak to both of those as to whether 
those are true or not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Weil, I can speak to 
the first, that I think that it would be logical to assume and we 
have reason -- more than -- going on that, that there is a plan to 


increase the activities emanating from Cuba in £1 Salvador sometime 
later this summer or early fall. 


And what -- your second question? 


Q Well, can you do -- Well, before we get into the 
second question, what more can you tell us about that? I mean -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I can't really 
tell you much more than that, other than the fact that there are 
-- indications -- 


Q But it ccomes out of Cuba? 


Q He says “logical to assume." Do we have knowledge 
that such plans are going forth? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -<-- we've got more than 
going on just “logical to assume." Yes, our informations would lead 
us that -- Go ahead. 


Q In El Salvador? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. 

Q In El Salvador. From Cuba -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Emanating from Cuba. 
That's where the arms come from. That's where the training comes 
f-om. That's where the commard and control comes from. 

Q Through Nicaragua? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. 


Q Can you compare this to other offensives in the 
past where there was a lot of talk there was going to be 
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some huge offensive around the time of the election and -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. 
Q -- they take place. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right, although 
actually you've got mixed signals -- 


Q Question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Just if I could finish 
answering this one, if I may. 


Q before you respond, we couldn't hear his question. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Repeat the question, 
so I can answer it. 


Q Well, the question is what level of activity are 
you talking about compared to other offensives -- rebel offensives -- 


in the past, because we heard a lot about a big offensive around the 
time of the election. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All right, what you 
hear at the time of election, as you may recall, was -- yes, all 
right, fair enough. What you heard prior to the election were two 
different songs. You heard from the political side of the guerrillas 
in Mexico City, that which they called the “Esquerda Festiva,” the 
Festive Left, from the political side, “We're not going to interfere 
with this election.” And then you heard from the hard-core military 
guerrilla commanders, “Yes, we are, we're going to keep..." and you 
saw the manifestations of it yourself, so did your colleagues down 
there, you know, don't vote, and all the rest of it. 


As a matter of fact, I think they attempted to disrupt 
that election, and they failed from a military point of view. Wow 
that is one aspect. A separate and distinct aspect is a concerted 
effort to up the ante on the part of the guerrillas -- more guerrillas, 
more arms, more this, that, and the other -- in the summer and later 


in the year. And we are beginning to get indications that that, in 
fact, is being planned. 


Q Ie there a big increase in supplies finding their 
way into El Salvador? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What we're starting to 
see now is indications that that is what is being planned. : 


Q If I can ask the second part of my question, which 
was what about the story that this is all a holding action and you're 
really going to go in on November 7th? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I don't -- you've 
heard the President's spoken on that subject very clearly as to what 
his intent is there and that is the plan which we keep following. 





Q Well, wait, is that -~- what are you saying about 
it? Are you just saying that's not true? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is correct. 
Q Thet is not true -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is not. 


MCROFIRED Q There isn't any plan at all to go in -- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is correct, there 
isn’t any of this after November 6th type -- yes? 


io) In terms of the stepped-up guerrilla offensive 
that you fear for later this year, what about the capacity, ours as 
well as Salvadoran, to interdict these supplies? Some months back we 
heard that this thing was becoming highly efficient and that the 
thing had wound down to a mere trickle. Are we now saying that the 


thing is open like a sieve and we stand by helpless just in terms of 
the supplies? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have never been of 
the school of thoucht that it's wound down to a mere trickle, so -- 


and I have trouble following the way your question was postured. I 
think -- in my estimation, it has never wound down to a mere trickle, 
onc; secondly, what I'm telling you is that if there is an increase, 
as indications are, as planned, then I think you can assume that 

there would be an increase in that level of traffic. And it seems like 


we've strayed awful far from the Dominican Republic in the last 10 
minutes. 


I've tried to be responsive to you. 
Q Could I go back to that, then? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Where's my vaudeville 
hook? Go get What's-His-Face. (Laughter.) 


Q What's-His-Face? (Laughter.) 

Q Hey, Sims, you're in trouble. (Laughter.) 

Q -- chopped liver. (Laughter.) 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm late for my lunch. 
Listen, people don't buy my lunch very often and I'm already missing 
it, so I'll take one more question, if I may. 


MR. SIMS: -- give my name, I°'11 call an end to this. 
(Laughter. ) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Mr. Sims, help me out, 
please. 


Q If I could pursue just one more question on Dominica -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you. 

Q ~~ there was an OAS force -~- mainly U.S. forces, tut 
under the flag of the OAS - - that facilitated the elections in the 
Dominican Republic. Was t -re any discussion today of any such force 
being used again anywhere .. Central America or -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. Thank you. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
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MR. SIMS: All right, this briefing is on background 
attributable to a senior administration official. Before it begins, 


or as it begins, we'll pass out two fact sheets on the subject of 
U.S.-China cultural affairs. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wanted to talk to you 
in general about the educational and cultural affairs between the U.S. 
anc the People's Republic this afternoon, and as long as you want. But 
I thought I'd begin by dealing with the specific relevance of those 


agreements to tis particular trip and what will happen in connection 
with them while the President's there. 


We expect to have prepared for his signing when he gets 
there the Implementing Accord to the Cultural Agreement. The Cultural 
Agreement, itself, is one of the things that has been given to you. It 
was signed in 1979 during Deng Xiaoping’s visit here and has been up- 
Gated by Implementing Accords since then. And the one the President 
will sign will be the Implementing Accord for ‘'84~-'85. 


At the same time, if all the crates arrive and the other 
vagaries that art exhibits are subject to, we hope to have opening in 
Beijing the Brooklyn Museum Show, images of rural and urban America. 
I'm sorry I don't have something I can hand out to you. This is the 
catalog for the show. I'll be glad to have you look at it. It's 
all in Chinese except for the names of the artists. It's a very fine 


exhibition, and it's the first event under the new Implementing Accord 
that the President will sign. 


Educational affairs are subject to a separate accord. I 
think probably most of you heard my colleague who talked about the 
Science and Technology Agreement. In 1978, there was an understanding 
struck between the U.S. and the People’s Republic on educational ex- 
change. That understanding -- and you have a copy of that. That is 
one of the things that was handed out. “That understanding then became 
a protocol to the Science and eee Sees. and it is under 
that protocol that we carry out educat exchange between the People's 
Republic and the United States. 


We can talk more about what happens specifically under 
each of those agreements. But I feel constrained to make the point 
that the educational and cultural relations between the United States 
and the People's Republic from 1971 to 1978 was almost literally the 
only show in town. That was how the two countries initially took measure 
of each other, coming out of a period of isolation and trying to learn 
how to do business with one another. Most of that was done through the 
exchange of delegations. From '71 to '78, it was almost all delegations -- 
some sporting events. Ten to twelve people coming for thirty days 
talking to counterparts on everything from sports to seismoiogy. There's 
a whole cange of things. And it really, in many ways, formed the foun- 
dation for the dramatically burgeoning relationship that exists now. 


Since '79, it has gone on, of course. The cultural and 
educational exchanges have themselves expanded dramatically, but 
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at the same time around them all these other arrangements, commercial 
anc technological, have grown up, and while they've tended to, by 
comparison, Gwarf them, they remain both an important symbol as well as 


important in terms of substance in the relationship between the 
two countries. 


. Before we go to questions, I would like to just highlight 
one thing that will be part of this new implementing accord, which I 
think illustrates the character of the cultural relationship between 
the two countries and, in particular, the confidence, I think, that 
both feel -~ and certainly the Chinese feel in opening themselves up 
to a broad range of inte: shange -- and that is that one cf the specific 
provisions of the implementing accord is that there will be exchanges 
between Radio Beijing and the Voice of America. 


The Voice of America, as I or any other U.S.A. person 
will be quick to tell you, operates under a charter that they cquard 
rather fiercely, to report the news objectively. And they do. And 
the news part of the Voice is an objective reporting service, although 
obviously a good part of the VOA broadcasts are also editorial 
Opinion and, in this case, the opinions of U.S. Government officials. 


Voice-of-America-listening in China is very wide. Our 
best estimates, and they can only be estimates, are that there is 
upward to 18 million urban intellectual, educated Chinese listening 
to the Voice of America, if not every day, at least regularly. And 
it's encouraged, in fact. And here, embodied in this cultural accord, 
is a provision for an exchange of people, materials, scripts, progras 
material, schedules, and so forth, and we expect an exchange delegation 
some time in the course of the implementing accord. 


Perhaps rather than go on from there, although I'd be 
happy to, we might go to some questions, if you have any, about the 
status of the relationship currently or historically or anything else 
that you might like to try on me. 


Q Are the cultural relations -- were they broken 
Guring the Bu Na case and is that what's being restored now or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Yes. 


Q Could you give us a little bit of background on 
that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The ‘82-'83 implementing 
accord was signed in Beijing by the Director of USIA, Charles Wick, 
and in ‘81, and that was what was in operation when the Bu Na incident 
occurred. The Hu Na incident -- probably most of you remember -~- a 
tennis player, a young woman Chinese tennis player, who sought asylum 
here, and in the course of the uncertainties about that, the Chinese 
suspended cultural exchanges under the ‘82-'83 accord. 


I might point out they did not suspend educational 
exchanges. 


Q How long was it broken off? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Until -- until the 
President signs the ‘'84-'85 accord. 


Q This was broken off when? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was ‘82. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: April ‘83. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Eighty-three, April, ‘83. 


Q So there've been no cultural exchanges from then 
until this is signed now? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo official cultural 
exchanges. One of the characteristics of the change that has occurred 
is that whereas initially there were only *he official exchanges, 
there are probably more unofficial.ones now. As we are presenting 
this Brooklyn Museum show there and the Chinese, in May, the reciprocal 
for that, which is an exhibition on five modern Chinese masters, will 
open at the Corcoran in May -- while we're putting that together, 
there are, in fact, at least two other major Chinese exhibitions in 
the U.S. right now; one that will open in Houston on the treasures 
of the Shanghai Museum, and one in Seattle on 7,000 years of discovery, 
an exhibition of Chinese navigational and scientific instruments. 


Q Are students -- 


Q Are these exchanges almost always reciprocal in the 
sense that you're still dealing with very much a case of we do this 
and they do that, and then we come back and do the next thing, or is 


~~ does the new accord provide for a more free, less strictly scheduled 
exchange? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's really both. 
Initially -- the initial 





implementing accords were quite specific. We will send seven National 
Park Service people of this kind, and you wi.l send seven of your — 

of a certain kind. They are still couched that way. 

We're both going to do something in each section, but the new implementing 
accord is considerably more general than the -- It's framed more in 

the terms of encouraging this kind of exchange -- but always in terms 

of exchange -- if it's park services, we'll see some of their park 
service people, and they'll see some of ours. 


I think our tendency is always to try to create 
institutional relationships outside of the strictly government to 
government relationship anyway. And this is certainly encouraged on 
our side. And the Chinese seem to have developed great confidence in 
their ability to deal with impresarics. 


As you've heard many briefers say here, that a large 
part -- whether it was Gene Lawson talking about commerce, or Dr. 
talking about technological exchange -- there's an initial 
step of understanding how each side operates. And we operate differently. 


Where an impresario is the central figure in cultural 
activities in the 0.S., it*s govermment in China. But they have gained 
confidence in being able to deal with our system, and a great deal can 
go on without the intervention of goverment. 


Q In.other words, these students -- the 10,000 did 


they tell us? Students? -- Are they not cultural exchanges? Or are 
they not considered cultural? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Of course, with a 
small “c" -- in specific instances, cases, though -- we consider them 
part of educational exchanges. And I might just give you a little 
background on that. The Memorandum of Understanding that became the 
protocol of the SéT agreement under which we operate, called for a 
rather limited exchange: 759 Chinese students here, 50 Americans 
there -- that was basically it. 


The Department of Education had some exchanges involved 
there. And since then we've started the Fulbright Program. But you're 
talking about a fraction of the percentage of that 10,6000 plus, 
probably, of the students that are actually here. 


Even under the terms of the ajreement, the ones that 
we consider under the agreement, have already expanded to over 1,000 
students here. And of that 10,000, probably only half of them come 
with any kind of -- at least that we've been able to identify -- 
institutional sponsorship: Chinese government, American foundations, 
and an American university. Something like half of them, at any rate, 
are here under private auspices. , 


Q What does “cultural” encompass? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it's obviously «4 
very broad term. As far as USIA is concerned, in terms of operating, 


it's performing groups, sports, arts -- of all kinds -- what we 
usually associate with The New Yorker, and -- 


Q Are we satisfied that the Chinese have been open 


enough, or reciprocal enough, when it comes to educational exchanges 
in that direction? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In the broad sense, yes. 
We haven't had any problems in terms of numbers -- Well, haven't had 
any problems -- of course, there are operation problems. But, by and 
large, they're very open to American scholars coming to China. It is 
something of a different story when the scholars get there. They do 
have problems, and they have complained about their inability to get 
into certain archives, to get to certain sites that they would like to 
go to. 
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It's a problem that both sides understand, and both sides 
have committed themselves to doing something about -- 


Q How many U.S. students are in China now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: At any given time, 


altogether, there might be 300; but, approximately 50 under the official 
agreement. 


Q And 10,000 -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- Chinese -- 
Q ~~ Chinese here? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right. 


Q Is the President going to raise this issue of free 
access when signing this protocol, or this agreement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As you know, the President 
has been briefed on almost anything that anybody is concerned about in 


terms of the U.S.-Chinese relationship. What he is specifically going 
to raise, and whether that would be something -- I just don't know. 


Q What accounts for that large disparity between 
10,000 Chinese here, and 300 Americans there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, what the Chinese -- 














want from the United States is something very specific, embodied 
the modernization program that you've heard so such about . The 


in 

last 

time anybody took anything like a cross-section of the students that 
in sc and 


Chinese want in the here and now, they want in the future as well 
t 


~~ and it is this generation of students that is going to sustain 
the modernization of China. 


Q Do they get Social Security like other students in 


this country, or do they -- where do they get their finances to live 
and that sort of thing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I see. Well, the 
Chinese Government provides it for the Chinese-Government-sponsored 
students. In some cases, there are arrangements between universities 
or they get grants from foundations that help support them as well. 


Q What are our students studying in China? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: By and large, the 
humanities, political science, sociology, anthropology. 


Q Well, is it a case of a shortage of Americans interested 
in going there or are the Chinese holding the number down? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Shortage of Americans 
equipped to study there, and by equipped I mean -- 


Q Would they take more if there were more applicants? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think so. That's 
speculative, but I think they would be <-- the Chinese are sensitive 
to the kind of facilities that they can provide. They don't want to 
be embarrassed by having students come who can't deal with Chinese 
counterparts because of language problems, say. There is that 
perennial problem in China of housing. So they have some sensitivities 
about it, but there's not -- in no sense any cap or limits put on the 
number of Americans other than the interest and the ability of 
Americans to operate in China as scholars. I mean, we're not talking 
about, you know, sending a few undergraduates for, you know, a kind of 
a happy month or so. These are -- we're talking about serious 
scholars who can go and deal with Chinese materials. 


Q Under the new agreement, will VOA have a correspondent 
or correspondents stationed in Beijing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have one now. 

Q What change is involved, then, for VOA? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is a correspondent 
in Beijing now. The « s are part of this business of getting to 


know each other, how both sides operate, exchanging materials. [t's not 
news-gathering as such. 


Q What specific kind of programming are you going 
tc swap? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't really know. 
Anything that they're interested in, we'll certainly be glad to pass 
to them and I assume they'll reciprocate. 


Does the direct broadcast issue become involved 
in connection with this agreement? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You mean broadcasting 
into China? 


, Q Chinese interest in direct-broadcast technology and 
s° on 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: [It could, but it isn't 
specified. But the subject's very broad. Let's go to the back. 


This is a judgment call that I's asking for, but 
how Goes the number of Chinese students studying technicel subjects 
in the U.S. compare with the need that China has for this advanced 
technical education, with the universe that they need to £1117 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is a judgment call 
and not one I's prepared to make. You'd have to ask the Chinese. One 
would think, given the size of the country and the distance they have 
to cover, that 10,000 wouldn't be too many. But that's a guess. 


Q I just want to make sure I understand. Is the only 
thing the President's going to do in either of these areas while he's 
there is sign the extension of the cultural agreement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, the implementing 
accord, to be accurate. 


Q Is that basically an extension? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's -- it sets out in 


more specific terms what is broadly agreed to in the 1979 cultural 
agreement. 


Q Are there any differences in this implementing 


accord from previous ones or is it simply just that it extends it for 
another two years? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's Pretty much the 
same .There are some differences in detail and, as] say, it's less 
specific. -'s broad -—- — 

Q Ané nothing on education in that? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, not in that -- we 


are talking about both sides whieh would rather like tO update the 
educational 





agreement, but that's only in the beginning staces. That would 
mention specifically, for instance, the Pulbricght program which 
goes on but which isn't mentioned in the educational acreement. 


Q Do. the President's stops at the kindergarden 


class and at the University in.Shanghai relate to this part of the 
aspect? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION CFFICIAL: Yes, sure. He's -- 
Q In what way? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, he is aware of 
all the aspects of the arrangement.-And the importance of the cultural 


and educational agreement is certainly a major part of the relation- 
ship. 


2 Who is he soing to see there that's -- I mean -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Students. Students and 
faculty and administrators, a chance to talk to the administration and 
faculty of an institution that both plays host to American scholars 
there and sends scholars to the United States. 





Q Can you’ describe -- 


Q What's the date, sir? The date of that accord. 
that you mentioned? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 1979 was -- 

Q No, no, he sent a sign that -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, the '84-'85 -- 
Q It was only one-year? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's two. It's a two- 
year accord. 


Q So ‘84 to ‘86? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ‘84 -- Yes, that's right. 


From the end of ‘83 to the beginning of ‘86. So that's two full 
years. Right. 


Q Can you give the role of Colwnbia University 
in. the U.S. PRC Cultural Exchange as compared, say, with USIA's 
function? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know the de- 
tails of what Columbia does. I know it's considerable. Columbia 
has -- But I just don't know the numbers. I couldn't make any kind 
of objective comparison without knowing that. 


Cc Is. the CCTV interview related to this exchange or 
is that something -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Only to the extent that 
it involves USIA. CCTV, like the media overseas everywhere, is 
in the province of USIA, USIS overseas, and we have close relationships 
with them and work with them. 


Q How broadly is CCTV viewed in China? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Quite broadly. We 
tried to come up with some figures on the watching audience and 
it's pretty difficult to do. So-many people watch one set. And 
even modestly, we figure that there's probably 250 million people 
-- a potential audience cf 250 million to 300 million people. — 


Q Is that going to be -- the CCTV thing going tc 
be broadcast live nationwide? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. I believe it 
is live. Yes, it is live. Right. 


Q And are they also going to broadcast his appearance 
at the University in Shanchai? 


SENIOk ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, not that I know 
of. They will cover it. 


MR. SIMS: Quite possibly. 

Q What? 

MR. SIMS: Quite possibly. The -- Yes, quite possibly. 

Q How about the speech at the Great Hall? Same thing? 
MR. SIMS: What? 

Q Definite or quite possible? 

MR. SIMS: Quite possible. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 2:55 P.M. EST 
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MR. CARLSON: This is an ON-THE-RECORD briefing 
on the subject of the OECD Steering Committee for Nuclear 
Energy, which is meeting here in the Department of State 
today. 

The briefers that will be with you are the 
Chairman of the Sterring Committee, Ivor Maniey; the 
Director General of the Agency, Howard Shapar; and 
Ambassador-at-Large and Special Advisor to the Secretary, 
Ambassador Richard T. Kennedy. 

I think that the Chairman of the Steering 
Committee, Mr. Manley, is going to give you some brief 
remarks on what they're doing here in the Department; and 
then they will take your questions. 

Mr. Manley? 

MR. MANLEY: Well, good afternoon. I don't want 
to say very much except perhaps to explain what the Nuclear 
Energy agency is. It's that part of the OECD which brings 


together member states of the OECD into an organization 


which has an interest in the development and the 


promotion of nuclear energy. 





It has a Steering Committee, a committee 
which is representative of all the member states; and 
it deals, so to speak, with the policy issues concerning 
the Agency. It manages the technical work that is done 
by a series of subordinate committees in the fields 
of nuclear waste, reactor safety, health physics, and 
issues of that kind. 

The Steering Committee normally meets on a 
regular twice-a-year basis in Paris. But Ambassador 
Kennedy, who is at present the Deputy Chairman of the 
Committee, was kind enough to invite the Committee to meet 
on this occasion in Washington -- which is why we are 
here. And we've had a day and a half of dealing with 
our normal routine business. 

This afternoon the American authorities have 
organized a special session at which an invited audience 
will hear comments by a number of speakers on how they 
perceive the contribution that nuclear energy can make to 
energy security. 

And this is simply an opportunity, while a 
number of people concerned with nuclear energy are together, 
to have a discussion of that kind in a small informal 


seminar. 


I think the Spokesman has already said that Howard 





Shapar is the Director General of the Agency and is, 
therefore, of course, its senior executive. And I am 
the Chairman of the Steering Committee for the moment -- 
and normally, most of my time, serving as a Deputy Secretary 
in the Department of Energy in London. 

Ambassador Kennedy, of course, I'm sure, is 
well known to you as the State Department Ambassador 
with responsibilities in the nuclear field concerned 
with non-proliferation and so on. 

Now, I think -- shall I invite questions now? 

You've all seen, I hope, the press release that 
is available, which describes in rather more detail the 
nature of the Agency and makes some references to recent 
U.S. initiatives in the work of the Agency. 

Yes? 

Q ‘How does the NEA fit in with the IAEA work? 

MR. MANLEY: Do you want to take that one? 

MR. SHAPAR: The IEA is, of course, another 
agency within the OECD famiiy. It looks at the broad range 
of energy issues -- not just nuclear but coal and whatever 


en whereas the Nuclear Energy Agency is set up to deal 





with nuclear issues, not the broad range of issues looked 


at by the IEA. 


MR. MANLEY: He did say the IEA and not the IAEA. 








MR. SHAPAR: No. I said the IAEA. 

MR. MANLEY: Ah®> 

MR. SHAPAR: I‘1ll answer two questions for the 
price of one. (Laughter.) 

The IAEA, which is located in Vienna, has as 
members a much greater number of countries than the NEA. 
It really includes the whole world -- or most of it. 

We deal with some of the same issues, though 
we take special precautions to make sure that there's 


no duplication. And I should also add the fact that 


the IAEA has a very prominent role in connection with non- 


proliferation and safeguards, and that is not a matter that 
the NEA looks at. 

Q Does the NEA have positions on safeguards 
ndathat sort of thing? 

MR, SHAPAR: No. Safeguards is a matter that is 
left to the Vienna agency. The reason I think is clear. 
There are 21 countries in the NEA, whereas to deal effectively 
with non-préliferation and safeguards you need the world -- 
and the world is in Vienna, not among the 21 countries 
comprising the NEA. 

MR. MANLEY: All member states of the OECD, of 


course, are members of the Vienna agency -- in the IAEA -- 


and I think all take a rather similar stance on the issue 
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of non-proliferation, which is of interest to Ambassador 
Kennedy . 

AMBASSADOR KENNEDY: Let me note just a couple 
of additional thoughts. 

I am also, as I think most of you know, the 
United States representative to the IAEA in Vienna. 

Howard mentioned the close coordination. In 
particular, this relates to the technical aspects of 
nuclear power development, nuclear energy development as a 
general proposition. And it's those aspects of the work 
of the Vienna agency which are coordinated very carefully 
with the work of the NEA. 

As he points out, the perspectives of the two 
agencies coming at the same problem are different. 

In the IAEA, when one is talking about nuclear 
energy development, nuclear pewer development, one is 
looking at a very large number of developing countries -- 
all of which are members of the Vienna agency -- the total 
of which, I think -- well, I know -- is something over 
a hundred now -- the bulk of whom are of the developing 
world. Their perspectives on the use of nuclear energy 
are rather different, obviously, than those of the OECD 


countries which are in the developed world and are indeed 


rather extensive users of nuclear energy. They are more 

















likely to be the suppliers of nuclear energy sources 
rather than pure consumers, as is the case of most of 
the member states of the IAEA. 

Howard was quite right in indicating that also 
in Vienna one of the principal concerns goes to the 
question of safeguards and non-proliferation, a matter 
which is of at best tangential interest to the NEA. 

Q Mr. Kennedy, did you discuss at this 
meeting ways to stop the industrial nations' supply 
of nuclear equipment to other nations, particularly 
to Pakistan? 

AMBASSADOR KENNEDY: No. 

Q Well then, what were the issues of this 
meeting and what did you decide? 

AMBASSADOR KENNEDY: Let me ask Mr. Shapar 
to outline for you the general content of the agenda. 

MR. SHAPAR: Well, at the beginning of the meeting, 
we hear from the Vienna agency and what they're doing. 

I say a few words about what I think the perspectives 
are for the future work program accomplishments in the last 
few months. 

We hear from a representative of the International 


Energy Agency -- the IEA. We take a look at the program 


of the Agency for 1985. Ws take a look at the initial 








concepts on the budget. 

And we get reports on substantive areas -- like 
what were doing and have been doing in the waste area, 
what we've been doing in the area of nuclear safety and 
the back end of the fuel cycle. 

MR. MANLEY: It all scunds rather boring, and I 
can see that's the reaction, (Laughter,) 

And I understand that -- and, indeed, in a way, 
the management of the Agency's program is a fairly routine 
business as far as its Steering Committee is concerned. 
But what one has to remember is that the Nuclear Energy 
Agency represents a grouping of OECD members who, to a 
greater or lesser extent, have an interest in the development 
of nuclear energy. They believe that it is helpful to 
have a mechanism whereby their experiences can be exchanged 
on safety or on radiation protection -- on these technical 
issues -- and a series of technical bodies meet from time 
to time to bring about international collarobration. 

I think if any of you have attended conferences 
of the American Nuclear Society or other such bodies, the 
theme often emerges about how important it is that people 
collaborate internationally on the problems that a 


nuclear power faces. 


I'll give an example of that. We've had a discussion 








at this Steering Committee this week about public 
attitudes to nuclear power, an issue that will be very 
familiar to you in the American context. But it's also 
something «.ich many OECD member states are concerned 
about -- the public attitude to nuclear power; the 
acceptability, if you like, to nuclear power in a 
democracy. 

These are issues that need to be discussed 
at the sort of policy level -- not that policy can be 
determined in an international body because, after all, 
each government must tackle that kind of thing in the 
context of its own political setup and its own social 
system and so on. 

But, at the very least, there is a scope here 
within the NEA for exchanges in information which help 
those member states that are interested in the development 
of nuclear power, 

That's how I would put it, 

AMBASSADOR KENNEDYg To go back, if I couzd, 
to the question which you asked, I said "No," and that's 
accurate, because I indicated to you that's not essentially 
the role which the NEA plays. 


As Mr. Manley has so well pointed out, the 


objective of the Agency is to see how nuclear power, nuclear 
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energy, can be harnessed as a major input to the energy 


mix of the OECD countries involved. 





And, as he indicated this afternoon, for example, 
the role of nuclear power as a contributor to energy 
security is going to be examined by a number of speakers 
in a symposiun. A symposium usually is associated 
with the Steering Group meeting. 

The purpose of this meeting was essentially 
managerial one -- that is, to give the guidance to the 
Secretariat as to the policy lines which are to be 
followed and the objectives which are to be pursued 
by the Agency over the next six months until a succeeding 
meeting. 

Q Was there a discussion about the issue 
of the industrial nations -e and then this has already 


come forth with West Germany -- sending nuclear waste to 


China? 
AMBASSADOR KENNEDY: There was not. 
Q Well, all right. Let me follow up -- 
AMBASSADOR KENNEDY: Can I make a comment about 
that? 


MR. SHAPAR: I guess. (Laughter.) 


Q Let me follow up on that -- well, O.K. -- 





if you'll comment on it. Sure. 
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AMBASSADOR KENNEDY: Let me just make a comment 
about that -- on the question of the reported intention 
of China to accept nuclear waste from other countries. 

For our part, at least =-- and I think this was 
true, certainly, of a number of my colleagues -- and may 
be true for the Secretary 2s well; I'll ask Howard to 
comment -- from our perspective, we're not aware of pre- 
cisely what is involved. We're not clear at all that a 
proposal of any concrete nature has been put forward by 
the Government of the People's Republic of China. And, 
thus, until we have a much clearer notion of what, if 
anything, is involved, we wouldn't have any comment and 
there's wouldn't really be much of a basis for discussing 
it. And so we haven't. 

And I think that may well be the position of the 
Agency as well. 

Q Well, is the Agency looking into it? 

MR. SHAPAR: I should point out that China is 
not a member of the Nuclear Energy Agency. 

Q Sure. 

MR. MANLEY: Can I just add a point on that too -- 
in that I think, clearly, nuclear waste is one of those 
topics that is discussed within the OECD grouping. 


The point you make about China, the stories that 
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one heard a few weeks aco, did raise a considerable 
political interest in London I remember. One group of 
people said,"Well, wouldn't it be nice if we could take 
advantage of such an offer and get rid of some of our 
nuclear waste to China?" Another group of people said, 
"Ah, yes; but it's not that simple" -- I mean for reasons 
that are pretty obvious. 
Now, that raises issues that go much beyond the 
OECD, and in a sense beyond the NEA. In a sense you're 
back to the first question about tie role of the IAEA, 
where these broader questions of nuclear trade are much 
more appropriate thar in the case of the limited member- 
ship of the OECD. 
Qo Ambassador Kennedy, on a related issue, 
what is the status of the negotiations with China on 
a nuclear cooperation agreement? 
AMBASSADOR KENNEDY: I'm surprised that you 
asked. (Laughter.) 
Let me just say that, as you know, these dis- 
cussions have been ongoing now ever since last summer 
in an active way. We've met several times, the last 
being during the visit of the Prime Minister, 
I think thereis no secret in the fact that 


we've made very substantial progress in arriving at 
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understandincs =- both as to the general question of 
the posture of the respective governments on the 
question of non-proliferation in the general sense and 
also on the specifics which might be required if an 
agreement for cooperation within the terms of our law 
-- the Atomic Energy Act and the Non-Proliferation Act 
-- were in fact to be completed, 

| There remain questions. These questions have 
been the subject of exchanges through diplomatic channels 
since the visit of the Prime Minister; and, indeed, I 
anticipate in the very immediate future perhaps visiting 
Beijing again to carry out still further discussions, 

Q Is it still possible something could be 
accomplished, something could be finalized, by the 
time of the President‘s trip to Peking? 

AMBASSADOR KENNEDY: I wouldn't want to make any 
estimate on that. We continue our discussions, 

Obviously, the discussions are aimed at reaching 
an understanding -- if that is possible -- always civen 
the conditions required by our law and policy. 

Q What do you rate the prospects of one 
of the OECD members or NEA members might sicn an independent 


bilateral with China before the President's trip or during 


his trip? 
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AMBASSADOR KENNEDY; I guess I shouldn't 
estimate on their behalf, but I am not aware of any 
whose situation at the moment would suggest that was likely. 

Q Do you know that one of the countries has a 
Graft in the final stages? 

AMBASSADOR KENNEDY: Oh, yes. Many do, I think. 
(Laughter. ) 

Q To what extent has the U.S. experience 
with Three Mile Island and other safety problems -- to 
what extent have those had an effect on interest in 
nuclear power worldwide? And can you express that in 
licenses, applications, plant startups or shutdown -- 
things like that? 

AMBASADOR KENNEDY: Since my own view might 
be conditioned, let me ask Mr. Manley to comment, 

MR. MANLEY: I don‘*t think it would be right 
to attach too much importance to Three Mile Island as such, 
I mean it's not to say that it wasn't a very important event 
-- and it had, in my own judgment, worldwide implications 
for the development of nuclear power -- certainly, within 
the OECD area, of course, member states were interested in 
what happened at Three Mile Island. 


The U.S. Government was very helpful in the 


immediate aftermath of Three Mile Island. It used the NEA 
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as a means of informing other OECD countries -- especiallv 
those that had _ pressuriza@iwater reactors -- as to what 
was thought to have happened and the action that was taken 
subsequently. 

I know, because I was at that time responsible for 
atomic energy within the Department of Energy in London, 
that we were seeking to launch a pressurized water reactor 
-- to have the option of going for a pressurized water reactor 
-- and it would be foolish to deny that in that sense Three 
Mile Island set us back, because it was perceived as something 
that indicated -- at least to those that were opposed to 
nuclear power and opposed to the pressurized water reactor 
-- that all was not well in the PWR field, if I can put it 
that way. 

I don't think that it would be fair to say that 
some of the hesitations that many OECD countries have 
since experienced can be entirely blamed on Three Mile Island. 
There have been many other contributing factors too, like 
the fact that many electricity utilities in the OECD area 
have more capacity than they actually need because of 
slow economic growth that they've all experienced in 
recent years; and, therefore, they haven't been keen to 


continue with earlier development plans for nuclear 


power stations. 
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There are other factors too, like the great debate 
that's been going on. 

I would myself argue that Jane Fonda had more 

impact on this debate in many OECD countries than 
-- at least 2s much impact as Three Mile Island, simply 
because of the debate which took place here which spilled 
overinto the media and in public debates about nuclear 
power elsewhere in the OECD area, 

And I think, as I was hinting earlier on, I 
believe that most member states of the NEA would say that 
governments and industry concerned with the development 
of nuclear power need to demonstrate that there are reasonable 
answers to the fears that people have about the development 
of nuclear power, 

Three Mile Island was one factor there, We've 
had our own problems at home, and those too had to have 
been taken into account in the efforts of the authorities 
to find the right contribution that nuclear energy can 
make to a balanced energy mix. 

Q Is that a way of saying that for a combina- 
tion of reasons the development of nuclear energy has 
Slowed in recent years? 


MR, MANLEY;: Well, I don't think they 


would be -= I mean: no; I hope nobody would deny tl.at. 





16 


I mean if you look at the forecasts that were made 

at the time of the International Nuclear Fuel Cycle 
Evaluation -- INFCE -- way back in nineteen-, whenever it 
was -- ‘78, I suppose -- look at those projections and 
compare them with what's happening now, yes, there has 
been a2 holding back, a delaying of various procgrams,.a 
cancellation of orders. 


I think it's a mistake to read too much into 


Personally, I think that nuclear power still has 
its contribution to make; and that's why we're working on 
some of these problems, these technical matters, through 
the NEA. 

Q When you look at the nuclear power programs 
in the OECD countries, it seems very clear that the one 
that is experiencing the most problem is in the United 
States. Would you agree with that? And, also, would you 
discuss on a scale what you think are the OECD countries 
that have the stronger programs? Code: clearly, France 
would be one of those. 

And does the United States fall at the other end 
in terms of the problems that are being experienced? 


MR, MANLEY: The United States talks about its 


problems rather a lot, in my experience, (Laughter,) And, 
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in a sense, therefore, you may get -- I remember seeing 
-- was it Time magazine , about three months ago , 

with a front-page picture suggesting that all was doom and 
Gisaster in the development of nuclear power in the 
Gevelopment of nuclear power in the States? 

Well, I think that's an overstatement. I don't 
believe that it's anything like as bad as it's made out 
to be. 

If you examine the various thrusts that have led 
to the present situation in the States, it's a combination 
of things -- the problems of the utilities or financing 
investment, The problem I mentioned about over- 
capacity and lack of growth and so on are as much a con- 

tributor to the present state of the U.S. program as any 

real fears or doubts about the economic contribution that 
nuclear power can ultimately make. 

And certainly I'm not in the game of suggesting 

suggesting where the United States falls in the spectrum 

of OECD countries. I think -- I've said before publicly 
-- that what happens in the United States is very influential 
in what happens elsewhere in the OECD area. We need, and 
have needed for some time, leadership from the United 


States industry in achieving the potential of nuclear 


power. That explains why, for examp.e, we in the UK are 
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exploring the PWR option, because we think that the U.S. 
experience with the PWR is something that we want to 
tap into. | 

So in that sense I don't think it's right to 
write off the U.S. nuclear experience or the U.S. nuclear 
program. And I keep being told of the number of power 
stations, reactors, that are going to ceme on stream 
in the next -- you know -- sort of year or so, in spite 
of the cancellations and the much publicized problem 
cases that we all hear about. 

Now, having said that about the U.S. procram -- 
sorry for the apologia. Was I doing very well? (Lauchter.) 

AMBASSADOR KENNEDY: Could I just put a couple 
of those notes in perspective with some numbers? 

MR, MANLEY: Please do; yes. 

AMBASSADOR KENNEDY: You know, I think what 
Ivor says is exactly right -- that one needs to put that 
question in perspective. There is no question at all -- 
and he's absolutely right when he said no one should 
reasonably deny that there has been trouble in the whole 
nuclear power field over the past five years, and probably 
that will continue for a few more into the future <-- and 


the reasons are very complex: the high cost of money, 


problems associated with the licensing process, problems 
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associated with construction techniques -- all kinds 
of problems. 

And the rate of low growth is obviously 
substntially lower than had been predicted when many 
of these programs were initiated 10-15 years ago in the 
utility industry. 

Now, having said all that, let me just -- I 

did dig out some numbers, because they're interesting. 

In 1983, the United States generated some 
313-and-a-half megawatt hours -- gross «- of electricity 
by nuclear power. 

Now, I don't want this to be an invidious compari- 
son; I want you to understand that. But when one speaks of 
the comparative programs among the OECD countries and 
says, for example -- as is often heard -- "The French 
program is obviously the most effective," well, that's 
true, in one sense. That is, at the moment it's moving 
forward. 

But it also has its problems, and I'm sure if 
you'd ask them they'd be glad to tell you about them -- 
much the same problems, indeed, that we are having in 
terms of low growth and requirement for power. 


As a matter of fact, the generation by the 


United States in 19"°3 was more than twice that generated 
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by nuclear power in Prance. It's three times the amount 
generated in Japan; and Japan certainly has one of the 
most active and effective programs across the board in 
nuclear power generation I think of any of the countries 
of the world, much less the OECD. 

Germany -- the United States’ generation of 
of electricity by nuclear power is five times that generated 
in the Federal Republic of Germany. 

So, you know, when we say, “Goodness, we're at 
the bottom end of the spectrum," we're at the bottom end 
of the spectrum developing almost the total generation of 
the rest of the world put together. So, you know, it's a 
little hard to say which is the bottom and which is the 
top end of the spectrum here. And I think that's not the 
way to look at it. 

Do I make the point that we have in this country 
an enormously viable and effective generating program in 
the nuclear field? Amthat's going to continue. The 
Department of Energy and the Nuclear Regulator Commission are 
working to develop -~- and I think they've already put forward 
-- licensing programs, proposals, which would,in Secretary 
Hodel's words yesterday, reduce the construction licensing 


time from something well over 12 to 13 years down to perhaps 


seven. 
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And one thinks of 15 percent mortgage money 


ad construction financing. A reduction of nearly 50 
percent in total construction time would obviously be 

an enormous improvement in cost factors for the utilities 
that would be undertaking such programs. 

You should also know that while, for example -- 
and I don't want to take too much time here, but I 
think it's important, when one puts this in a world- 
wide perspective, you should recognize that the amount of 
coal generation that was cancelled last year by utilities 
was almost equal to the amount of nuclear generation 
that was cancelled in the same period. 

But you hear an awful lot about the nuclear 
generation because it's dramatic and these are big long- 
time facilities that have been in production -=- or into 
construction -- for a very long time with huge investments 
involved. 

But the fact is the amount of megawatts -- electric 
-- which are being taken off the stream -- were taken off 
the planned stream in coal -- was about the same as being 
taken off from the nuclear-generating side. 

And the reason is simply because of the cost to 


produce them, to put the plants on line, (a) -- and, (b), 


the decline in load growth. 
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Q Let me ask two questions related to the 


decline, however temporary it may be in the U.S. procranm. 

Does that give you concern about the United 
States' ability to influence worldwide proliferation 
policies when we are not a major manufacturer or seller 
of nuclear equipment -- which may well be the case if 
our domestic orders don't revive? 

And, secondly, do you think that our current 
problems are such that foreign manufacturers may move in 
and that if we resume ordering nuclear power plants that 
they'll come from overseas in this country? 

AMBASSADOR KENNEDY: It's my impression that if 
you were to raise that question in Paris, Bonn, London, 
Rome, you would probably get the same answer that 
I'm going to give you -- and that is; “There sure isn't 
much business there at the moment." 

And my impression is that all of the significant, 
important vendors are suffering from the same problem -- 
both domestically in terms of the total domestic need 
and in foreign orders -- because there just isn't that much 
out there; and the reasons are the same. 

It's been a worldwide recession in many 
respects. And, also, again, in many countries, the same 


problem arises as arose here -- and that is that estimates 
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of generating requirements were made€ way back before 

that recession -- and, indeed, even then, higher than 
probably were justified, given the fact that we've learned 
an awful lot over the last ten years about how to conserve 
and more effectively use generated electricity. So, you 
know -- (laughter). 

Now, to go to the other question, if I were to 
assume that the United States was getting out of the 
nuclear business, I would have to say that I don't see 
how one can bring to bear the kinds of influence that we 
clearly would like to bring to bear on the non-proliferation 
side of questions. And the non-proliferation side we 
consider to be extremely important; as I'm sure almost anyone 
in this room will be glad to tell you, we bring it home 
to them at every opportunity. 

We consider that an extraordinarily important 
consideration in the development of nuclear energy -- and, 
in particular, nuclear power -- throughout the world. 

If we're not in the business -- if one were to 
make that assumption -- it obviously is much more difficult 
to bring meaningful influence to bear on those who are. 

And that -- you know, I think it almost goes 


without saying. And I think if you were to ask any of the 


other vendor countries they would give you the same answer 
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again. 

MR. MANLEY; Can I Bring you back to the QECD 
that I mentioned here? And I realiy endorse what the 
Ambassador has been saying. Its part of what I was just 
saying now about the leadership that I believe the United 
States can give in Both the NEA context and in the Vienna 
agency, where I think Ambassador Kennedy will recall the 
anxiety that there was about the difficulty that took 
place -- what? -- 12 months oy more ago -- 

AMBASSADOR KENNEDY; Yes. 

MR. MANLEY: -- when there was a danger of the 
United States taking a remote position, as far as the Vienna 
agency was concerned. 

I think that the leadership has been recocnized 
by OECD countries for a very long time; and one of the 
values of the OECD mechanism -- and if I can come back to the 
spectrum question for a moment -- the contribution that the 
American industry is able to make, the contribution that 
the Prench program has been able to make <-- my country 
and Germany and other countries -- the Japanese -- all have 
developed nuclear industries. 

And what the OECD game is about through the NEA 


is ensuring that the experience of those with more advanced 


programs is made available to those with less advanced 
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programs. 
And we help one another in that sense, if 
you like, and that's what I mean by leadership. And 


that applies both in the development field and in the 


non-proliferation field. 

Q Is there a change in attitude among 
OECD countries towards reprocessing plutonium use, given the 
U.S. example with the failure to start up Barnwell and the 
cancellation of the Clinch River project? 

MR. MANLEY: Are you pushing this back to a 
previous Administration? I think that -- 

AMBASSADOR KENNEDY: It's your question, not 
mine. (Laughter.) 

MR. MANLEY: Certainly we in the UK, and the 
Prench -- and the Germans, too -- have not been deterred 
from our belief that reprocessing is a necessary part 
of the fuel cycle by the attitude of the then U.S. 
Administration, when all this came up -- what? <-- four 
or five years ago, more than that. 

Q Well, the economics though have changed 
Since that time. 

MR. MANLEY: Ah, that's a different question -- 


Q O.K. 


MR. MANLEY: <-- 0.K. «== and I accept that. 
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Looked at in terms af the development of the 
fast reactor and the use of the plutonium -- 

Q Yes. 

MR. MANLEY; <-- there isn't perhaps the same 
urgency as there was, except maybe for countries like 
mine. 

We have Magnox reactors, and spent fuel has 
been retained in water and is corroding; and, therefore, 
there is an urgency for us to actually reprocess that 
spent fuel. 

And that’s a technical question. 

0 Yes. 

MR. MANLEY; I accept that the economics 
are looked at a little differently -- though in the lonc 
run I think most of the members of the NEA would argue 
that the fast reactor is the logical end of a thermal 
reactor program; and, therefore, in the long run, 
reprocessing and the use of the plutonium is something 
that will come. 

The question of timing is important, and I 
accept in that sense the changes one makes. 

MR. CARLSON: We're going to have to make this 


the last one because of the schedule for these gentlemen. 


Q O.K. Well, Ambassador Kennedy, on the 
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China talks, now that they. have met the IAEA conaitions, 
is it just a matter of working cut details on the U.S. 
cooperation -- or are there still fundamental differences 
that have to be resolved before there might yet not be 
U.S.-China cooperation? 

AMBASSADOR KENNEDY: As I indicated, we are 
discussing with them a possible basis for cooperation. 

As you know, in order for cooperation to cccur, 
chere must be a bilateral agreement for cooperation which 
incorporates the provisions of the Atomic Energy Act and 
the Non-Proliferation Act. 

And it's in that context that we've been having 
Our discussions with China. And, in most respects, all of 
the considerations have been accommodated by the two sides. 

There remain questions which are still for reso- 
lution. 

May I -- before we interrupt -- apropos of the 
discussion about the whole nuclear power program, it might 
be useful to you, I think very shortly this afternoon -- 
remarks which Secretary Don Hodel made to the Steering 
Committee yesterday morning at its opening meeting. It 
discusses a number of the very questions which have been 
raised here. And I know that those remarks will be 


available later on this afternoon. 
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MR, SHAPAR: Shortly after 2:00 o'clock they 
will be available. 

AMBASSADOR KENNEDY: And we‘il make sure that 
the Press Office has them. 

They represent the viewpoint of the 
Secretary of Energy and the United States on the question. 

Q Did you say after 2:00 o'ciock? 

MR. SHAPAR: It should be available now. 

MR. CARLSON: It may take us a little bit to 
get them to the Press Office. 

I'd also point out there are some more information 
nateriais from NEA in the Press Office and some reference 
works that might be of interest. 

Q Thank you very much. Thank you again. 

AMBASSADOR KENNEDY; Yes. Thank you. 

(Whereupon, at 2:28 p.m., the ON-THE-RECORD 


briefing was concluded.) 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
’ BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
VISIT OF PRIME MINISTER PREM OF THAILAND 
THURSDAY, APRIL 12, 1984, 11:00 A.M. 


SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Good morning. 
Prime Minister Prem will arrive here today to begin an 
official working visit. As you may remember, those of 
you who may have been covering for a while, he was here 
in 1981. This will be the second time during this 
Administration he will have been visiting here officially. 
Today, when he arrive it will be a private evening 
for him, after his official welcoming. He'll meet with 
the Thai community. Tomorrow morning, his schedule 
calls for him to see Secretary Weinberger in the early 
morning. And then the most important part of the visit 
is the usual meeting with the President in the Oval Office, 
followed by a larger Cabinet room meeting and a luncheon; 
senior people on both sides. 
During the afternoon tomorrow, he will meet 


with Secretary Shultz, and later he will be with the 


US.-ASEAN Business Council over at the U.S. Chamber, having 








One of their forums they call BIZNET where they have 
a discussion with senior American business people, usually 
those who have companies or banks that are represented in 
the country. 
In the evening he will be the guest of the 

Vice President for a dinner at the State Department. And 
then on Saturday he will go up to New York where he will 
meet with the Secretary General of the U.N.; finish 
up a partially private schedule tnere; and then leave for 
Copenhagen on Sunday. 

( As you know, he arrives to us here today from 
Canada. 


So those are the -- 





Q What about the Congressional meetings? 

A They are possible. The reason I do not 
specifically say that is there is a good possibility that 
he will meet with some people on the Hill. But Hill 
schedules being what they are, and tomorrow being Friday, 


that is still being worked on. 


Q The Weinberger meeting was presumably 
Switched to th rning? 
my That is correct. My understaniing is, in 


part, it was because General Vessey wanted to participate 

















also and that he was going to be either out of town or 


something in the afternoon. 


Q It'll still take place at the Madison 
Hotel? 

A That's correct. 

Q What is the situation regarding the Thai 


request to have F-l6s? That will come up, will it? 
We don't want to sell them F-1l6s; we'd rather sell them 
one of the FX models, isn't that the situation? 

A Let me give you as much as I may and stop 
where i should. 

The Thais, as you know, are flying rather old 
planes these days. They are a frontline state with a 
real problem which we recognize and respect. There's 
no question that they need a modern generation fighter 
aircraft. 

We hope and expect that they are reviewing 
the merits and the costs and the suitability of all the 
candidate planes of which you're very well aware. 

As you know, they have expressed interest in 
the F-16. Beyond that, I don't think I can go at this 
point. To give you a short answer to your question, yes, 


+ 


I definitely expect it will be a top:c during their visit 


here. 











Q They have been cleared for the F-16; 
the State Department has given permission for them to 
go beyond the FX? 

A I don’t want to give that inference at 
all. Where we stand todav, they are looking at the 
series of planes and there has been no further progress 
or development beyond that. 

Q The F-16 is already being sold to South 
Korea. What would be the problem with Thailand? 

A The F-16/79 and the F-20 are both 
considered FX planes. They are in sort of one catecory; 


the F-16/100 or A version, or AB version is another 





category. 

When one speaks of planes, there are three 
planes that fit into the parameters of what might be 
considered what they're looking for. Those are the three. 

Q The three are the F-16/79, the F-16A, and 
the F-16; is that it? 

A No, sir. The F-20, and then the other two 
versions of the F-16s. As you know, it's basically the 


engine that is the difference. 




















Q Do you have a team going out there from 


the Pentagon to, in effect, sell the FX if they can? 
When are they going? 

A There are no specifics. A lot of data 
has been developed on sort of all the planes there; their 
capabilities, their costs, their likely costs into the 
future, and so on. I would not at all be surprised 
if a team were to go ot to the countries that were 
interested, involved, or thinking in that direction, to 
try and lay out the facts as they appear evident now. 

There are no dates for a team to go here or 
there. 

Q It is a fact that the Administration 
considers that one of the FX models would be more 
Suitable for Thailand than the F-16? 

A I don't want to go too far in giving 
judgments. I would say that the data that have been 
developed show, as I understand it -- and I'm not an 
airman; my background was Navy a long time ago -- that 
there are cost advantages to the FX. 

Q Cost advantaces in the FX? 


A That is my understanding of some of the 
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Gata that have been developed. 


Q Has there been any change in Thailand's 
defense needs or requests as a result of the fighting in 
Kampuchea? 

A If one were to go back to the year 1978, 

I think you would say, yes. You're the country that 
appeared to have relatively peaceful borders at one 
time and no longer does. 

If you're speaking of the more recent fighting 
near Preah Vihear or Preah Vihean, according to which 
pronounciation you choose, I°ll just back up a little 
bit and point out that we are in the dry season. And 
last year during the dry season there were quite a few 
attacks, as there have been, and skirmishes, some serious, 
some less serious than in other years. We are now right 
in the heart of the dry season. There was a fairly serious 
engagement where apparently Vietnamese troops came into 
Thailand and were eventually pushed out, and the loss of 
some Thai military people. 


I would say that it's a situation which has 


a cyclical aspect because there are wet and dry seasons. 




















Q What are the other kinds of armaments 
that the Thais are getting? For instance, have they 
now received that emergency shipment of, I guess, M-48 
tanks in the closing days of the Carter Administration, they were 
an emergency order? 

My I know they are interested in tanks, 
and I have to admit -- maybe I can get more for you on 
that as to whether an emergency shipment of three or four 
years ago was -- 

Q Remember when Muskie was out there for 
the ASEAN meeting, he offered and they accepted this 
emergency shipment? 

y I could double-check that. I think we 
are not in default on any “emergency arrangements” that 
we agreed to, but I can't go back in my memory clearly 
on that and I don't want to mislead you.* 

Q What sort of hardware are they interested 
in? 

A Besides the aircraft, I think they have 
expressed interest in tanks and in a general modernization. 


They were a country -- I don't have the exact figures -- 


* The Carter Administration did provide an emergency shipment 
of M-48 tanks in June 1980. 











who were rather modest in their military expenditures 
some years aco, and now they have a military problem. 
So they are sort of upgrading. Certainly, they're very 
interested in communications and transportation; to be 
more mobile, to be in better touch with their people on 
what is, as you know, not a tervribily easily defined 
border area. 

Q Do we accept that the Vietnamese have 
crossed -- the Khmer Rouce have actually crossed the 
border and are raiding inside Thailand? 

My Our best information -- and obviously we 
do not have people there; we're getting all of our 
information from others, other sources; some are good 
sources -- is that, at least in that more recent one, that 
there was a movement into, across the border. 

There are often cases where there are skirmishes 
in unmarked areas, and you're certain there's been a 
skirmish but you can't be certain exactly where, which 
side of the border it was on. That most recent one 


appears to have been. 


Q Bucs on the F-16, would it not require a 








policy exemption to sell F-1l6s to the ASEAN countries, 
including Thailand? 

A The present policy, as it exists, the 
F-16A -- I have to draw the line because there.is an F-16/7y -- 
has not been approved for sale to ASEAN countries. 

Q Has there been a decision taken on that 
as yet, or is that pending, or what is the status of that? 

a That is a matter of sufficient importance, so 


I think it's sort of -- one might say it's under review. 


Q Under review? 
A I can't say a decision has been taken. 
Q Is your perception of Thailand's military 


problem, that you say, limited to these cyclical 
incursions into its territory, or is there a more serious 


threat to Thai sovereignty? 


A From outside? 
Q From Vietnam? 
A I suppose you cet into the question of not 


capabilities or actions but intentions. There are those who 


say the -- 


Q What is your perception? 
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a If I were a person in their shoes, I 
would be acting on the assumption that one couldn't be 
certain. 

I was serving out in Asia when the Vietnamese 
Foreign Minister came around and went out of his way to tell 
all the ASEAN leaders they had absolutely no territorial 
intentions in any directicn. That was about a month 
before they went into Kampuchea. $0 all I can say is I 
think a prudent Thai leader would be careful, simply 
because you don't know. 

Q Is there any way that the United States 
can improve the anti-piracy program? 

AN That's a matter under considerable 
engagement, or attention at the moment. 

As you know, the Congress voted $5 million a year 
or so ago. 

The efforts by the donor countries, including 
largely ourselves-and others, had been through the UNHCR. 
A lot of work has been done recently. A study has taken 
place. They are trying to work out just what would be the effective 


way of using the monies available and what would help. 
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Certainly, one thing that seems to be a 
general agreement is that better patrolling would help -- 
a few large ships, many small. There are a lot of questions 
you have to determine, but that seems to be one element 
that people think would be effective. 

Clearly, also, to the extent that the Thai 
Government can find and prosecute people who are 


Clearly guilty of acts of piracy. Recently, there were 





four. They were fairly old cases but there were finally 
convicted anc given fairly serious sentences -- I think 
eighteen years. And because some of them pleaded guilty, 
the term was cut maybe to nine or ten years. These are 
at least two prongs of the effort. 


(Continued on next page) 
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12 
Q What would you like to see emerge as a result 
of this meeting with Prem? 
a I suppose it would be fair to say that there 


are bilateral questions, but they aren't burning bilateral 
things in the sense of complicated difficulties to be worked 
out. For example, there will be a science and technology 
agreement signed by Secretary Shultz and Foreign Minister Siddhi, 
with the President and the Prime Minister standing by to 
witness. A degree of further strengthening what is alreadv 
an allied and a good relationship. A chance to talk about 
the Kampuchea question, which some of you all have alluded 

to. A chance to touch on how do we deal better with the 
piracy question. How is the refugee situation moving? 

Express their and our interest in working together further 

on the narcotics question. I also don't 

want to underrate -- and perhaps I didn't mention it enough 

in the beginning -- while the Prime Minister is here, some of 
his senior people, his Commerce Minister and others, will 
spend part of their time in New York where they will meet with 
our business men and bankers, and I think the Asia Society 

is having a lunch for them. 

So, because of the shortness of their visit -- which was 
their choice because of the pressures being encountered in 
Europe, instead of following a pattern of his spending some 
time in Europe and then coming here, he has in effect divided 


his forces somewhat. 
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When will the signing take place? 
Just before the luncheon. 
Do you know what Thailand's external debt is? 


I think it is about $24 billion. * 


oO FF O FY HO 


Are they in a rescheduling process? 

A No. They have been relatively -- well, I wouldn't 
say relatively, speaking as a minor member of a government that 
has got big debts itself -- they have been fairly conservative. 
Their debt service ratio is about 20 - ?l1 percent? which is do-able 
in the world of today. They are considered a pretty bankable risk. 
Our major banks ~eal with them with considerable comfort. 

In the last year or two, some of their products have not 
had such good prices in the world, but they are not in a situation - 
you can't compare them to some countries that are locked in the 
embrace of the IMF. 

Q Do you know, off-hand, what the U.S. aid programs 
are for Thailand? 

A It is about $100 million in security assistance, 
and about $30 million in economic assistance. 

Q Going back to Kampuchea, is it our assessment 
that the recent exchange of fire between the Chinese and the 
Vietnamese was generally a warning to the Vietnamese not to 
push into Thailand, to be careful there? 

Ay Neither side has chosen to share with us the 
rationale, but it has certainly been the case in the past, I 


think, that when the Chinese have seen the Vietnamése acting 





*Thailand has an official debt of $6.8 billion 
*Thailand's debt-service ratio is about 10-15% 

















a little too rambunctious on the Kampuchea-Thai border, that 
they have somehow made their view known. It is a good 
inference. I can't say I have any proof, but the timing and 
knowing the point of view of Beijing, it certainly makes a 
rationa: person at least think about that. 

Q Would the F-16 be an escalation of arms? Would 
it touch off an arms race with Viet-Nam? 

A That is kind of speculative. It is hard for me 
to say. I think you have to deal with trying to find the best -- 
work with a country to find the best plane for their needs, 
given:their economy and their threats, and so on. It is pretty 
hard to say. I dealt with the same question in Korea. If the 
South Koreans have this, are the North Koreans going to do that, 
and it is awfully difficult to come up with anything more than 
a guess. 

Q Do you expect any discussion on the Thai problems 
with American oil companies on pricing and reserves? 

My We have had no indication that that is going to 
be the case. Now, to touch back a little bit on my New York 
subordinate clause there, certainly some of the people -- not 
the Prime Minister himself, but some of his senior associates -- 
they are going to be dealing with will be our business people, 
including, obviously, the companies they really deal with. 

So you could certainly infer that they would have a chance to 
do it, to talk about it. 


That has not been listed or given to us to believe 
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that this is something that we must work out. 

Q You mentioned the narcotics issue. What is to 
be discussed there? 

A As you know, the infamous Golden Triangle includes 
parts of Thailand. Three years ago, I think it was October ‘81 
when the Prime Minister was here, almost three years ago, the 
matter came up, and since that time the Government of Thailand 
has taken really some quite stern measures to try and beat back people 
that are almost opium warlords -- that may be too dramatic a 
term to use -- but they have pushed these people and some of 
them have left Thailand and gone across into the netherlands 
of Burma. They have lost men, they have had their 
own people killed in beating back this trafficking effort. 

The other effort that they have to make, which in some 
ways may be harder to deal with for them, is the actual opium 
production, because traditionally their hill people have done 
that also, and the government there is making efforts to get 
them into crop substitution, and recently has done some eradica- 
tion. But with the good weather they are having this year, you 
still face a possibility of an increased opium crop. 

They themselves have a large number of people that have to 
be called addicts, I guess, particularly in the hill people. So 


it is not even the case so much as to whether or not how much may 





be coming out, but just the idea of a country that is prodvcing 


that much, and it is something that has to be dealt with. 
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I think they are working on it, but because of its tra- 
ditional crop connotation, it is somewhat harder to deal with 
than to deal with trafficking where the people are purely 
criminals. 

Q On the refugee problem, how serious is that for 
Thailand, and to what extent are we helping? 

A We have over the years since the refugee problem 
was a problem, taken about 300,000 refugees from Thailand -- 
not Thais, but people from other countries who sought refuge. 
Thailand has been hospitable about taking people for first asylum, 
but pretty clear that it cannot accept, excent in some special 
cases, these people into its society. Therefore, they must find 
a settlement some place in the world. We are, by far, the 
number one; France is a minor second, and then you get down” 
to small numbers. 

The refugee population in Thailand was really quite big. 
A couple of years ago, it was 300,000 or so. It is now down to 
about 125 ~- 130,000, and we hope py the end of this year it will 
be below 100,000. But you are working with an equation over 
which you don't control all the factors. At the moment, the 
outflow from Viet-Nam is restrained. Our orderly departure pro- 
gram seems to help restrain the refugee or the boat people outflow, 
but if Hanoi were to undertake some policy that made huge portions 
of its population so unhappy that they were willing to risk the 
seas in a leaky boat, that is the sort of thing over which we have 


very little control. 




















Sut if a trends continue, the refuaee povulation, 
if that is the right word, in Thailand will decrease below 100,000 
this year. 

Q Did you say that the U.S. itself had resettled 
300,000 people from the camps? 

A That is correct. This is over a period of some 
years, some five or six years. Other countries, also, but not 
as large a group. 

Q What are the burning economic issues from the 
Thai point of view? What needs do they have? 

A If we are talkinco, in a general 
sense, about the prices of some of their products, the last 
couple of years have not been so easy for them. Not disastrous, 
but not like a good part of the world, not such easy economic 
years. 

With us, some of their problems are questions of a 
lot of countries. They wish we woypld take more of their textiles 
than we are prepared to do, and they are worried that each 
time they do well in a certain kind of garment, then we start 


to put limits on it. 





There is a case where our tuna industry feels that 
they are beginning to dominate our market, and that will have 
to be worked out. 

We are going back again in June for more airline nego- 


tiations. 


These are problems or questions that are somewhat 

















Smilar to those we have with some other countries in the world. 
They are mt so rare, but they still have to be worked on. 

Q Do you anticipate that the Thais will ask U.S. support 
for the KPNLF in Kampuchea? 

A I think the Thai Government has been relatively 
content with our policy of moral support and political support 
that we have given the non-communist Khmer movements. 

ASEAN has taken the lead, and of course I think the other 
ASEAN countries tend to cefer to Thailand because they've qot 
the major problem, and I think they are relatively persuaded 
of the wisdom that this should not become a sort of U.S.- Viet-Nam 
confrontation. The enormous majorities that they roll up in 
the U.N. every year I think is in part because the non-aligned 
world rightly views it as ASEAN taking the_lead. 

Q Has the increasing influence or increasing size of 
the Khmer Rouge had no effect on its relative contentment? 

fy I think that within ASEAN there is concern that the 
Khmer Rouge strength is increasing faster. I think most people 
believe that all the factions are increasing in strength, but 
that the Khmer Rouge is increasing faster , and I think there is a 
degree of concern. 

I am not sure whether the Thai are the ones that have 
the most feeling like that, or perhaps you might find the 
Indonesians or Singaporeans even more concerned. 

Can I limit it to two more? The clock tells me I am 


beginning to run out of time. No more? Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 11:26 a.m.) 
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MR. ROUSSEL: The ground rules for this briefingar2 that 
it is on background and attributable to a senior administration offi- 
cial. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, this has been a 
short visit but, I think, an extremely successful visit, which is not 
a surprise given our long and close relations with Thailand. We 
celebrated just last year the 150th anniversary of relations with that 
country. And, of course, our recent years’ relations have been parti- 
cularly close -- the relations of close allies. And the discussions 
were very much in the spirit of close allies talking to one another 
about common concerns and problems. 


That included discussion of important regional subjects, 
most importantly, the problem of Kampuchea and related problems in 
Indochina that are of great concern to Thailand and all the ASEAN 
countries, and, of course, also concern to the United States. And we 
are steadfast in our support of ASEAN stratecy on that issue. 


We also had discussion of other aspects of important 
subjects in Asia, including, quite importantly, about China and about 
the prospects for the President's trip to China. 


On specific bilateral subjects, I guess the most important 
things we took up were security assistance, refugees, narcotics, and 
some trade investment subjects. On» the matter of security assistance, 
as I think you heard, the President in his departure statement affirmed 
our strong support for Thailand's security as a treaty ally. And we 
were very pleased that the President was able on this visit to tell the 
Thai that we are abie to make a substantial number of additional M-48 
tanks available to Thailand. This will represent an increase of approx- 
imately 80 percent in their present inventory, and it's something that 
will be available in the next few months that will help them deal with 
the very immediate problems on their border. 


We also, of course, are working with Thailand in longer 
range to dea with that threat as it may deve.op and as it exists now. 
The Presicen* told the Thai in that connection that we would be going 
to the Congres: with next year's request to seek extended credit terms 
on the Thai FMS so that there would be a longer grace period and a longer 
period of repayment, going from the present five years grace and seven 
years repayment to the ten years grace period and twenty years repayment, 
which should substantially ease the burden on Thailand of the moderni- 
zation efforts it's undertaking. 


Not that it won't in the end pay out of its own resources, 
but, in fact, given Thailand's impressive growth rate which has been 
six to seven percent in real terms over the last. twenty years, there can 
expect -- be expected to be in a much stronger repayment position later 
than they are now. 


And, finally, in that connection, the President affirmed 
our support for Thailand's need for an advanced aircraft, and we agreed 
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that we would be sending a high-level briefing team to Thailand in 

the relatively near future to explain our view of the various alterna- 
tives available including to present data that is only recently be- 
come available on some of the aircraft where we have just gotten opera- 
tional models to test. And that's a very important decision which we 
will be working closely with the Thai on. 


In the area of narcotics, we -- the President very warmly 
praised the efforts the Thai government has made on interdiction of 
trafficers and distruction of refineries, and we also discussed further 
efforts in the area of crop eradication and in the area of controlling 
the flow of drugs out of Thailand. 


The very important subject of refucees where the record 
of Thailand has been outstanding in providing first asylum for an extra- 
Ordinary number of refugees from Indochina over the last five years. In 
fact, I believe, in total, T“hailand -- I have these numbers here -- 
Thailand has taken -- has granted first asylum to over 600,000 refucees 
since April of ‘76, and 120,000 of those refugees still remain in 
Thailand. We have taken off a large number just in the last year and 
will be taking a substantial number this coming year, and the President 
affirmed our commitment to continue working with the Thai and with the 
other resettlement countries until this problem is solved. 


In that connection, too, we're very pleased to note the 
recent successes in prosecuting pirates in Thailand and welcome the 
efforts by the Thai to deal with the problem of piracy, and also welcome 
the statements by senior Thai officials making very clear Thailand's 
policy against forcible push-offs of refucees. 


As I said, also there was some discussion of trade and 
business matters, and there will be further side discussions with the 
various ministers in the Prime Minister's delegation. And there will 
be a number of -- they're also speaking to private businessmen here in 
Washingtor and in New York. 


In general, I would just say it was a successful visit 
because this is a successful relationship. The Thai have, [ think, 
shown real leadere‘ip in Southeast Asia, and part of the reason that 
the -- an important part of the reason that that region today is pros- 
perous and stable beyond anyone's expectations ten years ago has been 
the leadership of the countries of the region, and Thailand in the 
forefront. And it's a pleasure to have that kind of leader, that kind 
of ally here in the United States. 


I'll be glad to take questions. 


Q On the advanced aircraft, I don't quite understand -- 
does that mean that the FX is still in the running? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are several -- 
there are two FXs actually. There's an F-20 and there's the F-16 with 
the J-79 engine in it. And, of course, the third one which the Thai 
have requested is the FI16A, and we've told them that there is important 
new data particularly on the F-20 because we now have two operational 
models of it and we have some specific data and evidence about its 
performance which is very high, and about its maintainability which we 
believe is one of its chief selling points. And we have asked the 
Thai, and they've agreed, to receive a high-level briefing team, not 
from any of the contractors, but that will present an impartial air 
force view of all of the alternatives, and to consider a final decision 
in the light of this new data. 


Q But in the meantime, the President's statement today -- 
does that mean that if they -- after seeing new evidence, if they choose, 
they could still have the F-16A? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we'll get to that 


when they've re-looked at the decision. But the President's statement 
certainly makes clear that we recognize Thailand's need for an advanced 
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aircraft. And what we're seeking here is what will cive them the best 
military capability. It's not 4 matter that any of these aircraft are 
too capable for Thailand, or beyond their ability to handle or support, 
or beyond what is needed to meet the threat, which is, I think, quite 
considerable, especially projected into the future. But it's a very 
delicate matter -- military judgment. 


We would like to have our best military people talk to the 
Thai, and after that's done, then we'll see where we are. 


*) On the tanks, would you give us the numbers of tanks? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I believe the number is 
40, and their present inventory is roughly 60, I think. So it's -- 
I said, 80 percent. That's wrong. It's a two-thirds increase. ®8ut 
@ sizeable increase. 


Q Excuse me. Would jycu repeat that? How many tanks? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Roughly 40. And I’m not 
sure about the inventory number, so let me back off of that. It's 40 
that will be made available this suamer. And at a rather -- we've been 
able to get them under terms that the price to Thailand will be rather 
favorable. 


Q Is that under U.S. military inventory? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think M-48s, we're 
sort of scarfing up from other countries that are taking them out of 
inventory. It may be -- Do you know the answer to that? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not sure. Some of 
them we've provided to Thailand in the past have come out of U.S. inven- 


tory. Others have been modified from other countries. These 40, I's 
not sure. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not sure precisely. 
We have some in our inventory, but many of our other allies have them 
to. So it's a constant -- and they are a very, very good tank, so 
it’s a constant scramble trying to get enough for everyone. 


Q You might announce that the briefing's underway 
because nobody back there knows you're briefing. 


Q Did you say that Thailand now has 60 tanks that you 
will be adding to? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I! thought we did announce 
it. 


Q How much have we missed? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: A lot. 
Q Excuse me, did you -- 

Q Is that right? 


Q The whole thing. (Laughter.) 














SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I thought they 
announced it. 


Q No. 

Q You said -- 

Q Go back to the beginning. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: (Lauchter.) 


Q Did you say Thailand now has 60 tanks and this 
40 will -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not -- 
C Approximately? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Approximately, it would 
be a substantial increase in their present inventory, and the number 
that will be made available is 40. Let me now try to -- 


Q -- M-48? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: M~48 tanks. 


Q The piracy that you mentioned; it was mentioned 
yesterday. Are these the people who are attacking the boat people? 
What are we talking about -- about pirates? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The thing that makes 
it a matter of such concern -- I mean, they attack almost anything 
in sight, including sometimes various -- I mean, they will come on -- 
Piracy is a problem throvghout that area. 


The problem that we are most concerned about is that 
they come across refucee boats and not only rob and plunder but 
rape and murder to an appalling extent. It is truly brutal acts 
that get reported. The few people that do survive those attacks 
have just heartrending stories to tell. And the problem is that 
the people who are doing it are not -- they don't fly around in 
big ships labelled pirate of flying the Jolly Roger. They're 
ordinary fishermen who, when they run on refugee boats, turn into 


rapists and murderers. And it's a, therefore, very tough problems 
to solve. 


They key to it -- I mean, they're a number of things 
that are key. We are working through the UN High Commissioner on 
Refugees with the Thai in a patrolling program designed to improve 
intelligence and so forth. We've long felt that the real key is 
land enforcement and prosecution of the guilty. And after a couple 
of particularly tragic incidents a few months ago, the Thai government 
just in March arrested a number of pirates and four of them had 
been convicted on the basis of testimony by refugees. Very 
stiff sentences were handed out, and that, we think, is a particulariy 
encouraging sign and a good deterrent. 


During this visit, the Thai were able to note that 
there has been, partly, I think, due to enforcement efforts, partly 
perhaps other teasons. There has been a decline in the rate of 
pirate attacks, but it's still much too high to be a -- something 
any of us want to live with. 


9 What is the Manilla Pact that was mentioned? 


SENTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Manilla Pact 
is -- I quess, signed in 1954 and it includes a number of countries. 
It one time was connected with the now defunct Southeast Asia 
Treaty Organization. But, in fact, it commits the various parties, 
including in this case ourselves and Thailand, to act to meet common 
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threats in the area in accordance with Constitutional processes. 
It’s what constitutes the basis of our security relationship with 
Thailand. And -- 


Q So, it’s still in effect? 


SENICR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's still in effect. 
There was a Thanat-Rask Communique that was signed -- do you remember 
the year -- I think -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- ‘68. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- ‘68 which, in 
effect, brought it up to date after the -- 


~ 


* Who were the signatories to that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The formal signatories 
are the U.S., Australia, New Zealand. Great Britain. Thailand 
anc the Philippines. 


Q You were talking about military aid. You were 
talking about tanks, the number of tanks. What other kind of 
Military hardware are we giving the Thai? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, let me first 
say we Gon’t -- these -- They're paying for this stuff. We're 
not giving it to *hen. 


0 Yes. All right. Then, we're seliing thes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And let me summarize 
for those who didn't get called earlier -- the things the President 
has said today, most importantly an¢@ most immediateiv, the 40 M-48 
tanks that we rade available this summer; secondly, improved 
credit terms on Thailand's foreicen military sales crecits;: and, 
finally, & COmmitment to work with the Thai in meeting their need for 
an advanced fighter aircraft to replece their present F-5s. 


We presently provide Thailand roughly $190 million 
in foreign military sales credits. Those are at commerical rates. 
Thailand's total -rocurement, I believe, in this country is over 
$200 million owt of its own resources, and that has increased 
enormously 

















in the last five years as a result of Viernam's actions in Kampuchea. 
It includes basic infantry equipment and communications gear. As you 
can tell, an M-4" tank is sort of the high end of what Thailand is 
buying. It's not famcy, exotic stuff. It's the kind of basic thing 
they meec to deal with the serious security problem on their border 
that Vietnam presents. 


Qo In the context of the new fighter aircraft, is there -- 
are there negotiations underway right now with Northrop for the new 
Northrop aircraft for Thailand? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION CFFICIAL: Well, a number of con- 
tractors -- I mean, both Northrop and General Dynamics, which produces 
both of the versions of the F-16, Fave been in Tha‘land regularly 
selling their wares. 


@hat we want to do with this briefing team that will go 
out, hopefully soon, will be to present our best military judgment of 
the real difterences between the «alternatives and the real costs. 


Don? 


9 Did the President or Prime Minister Prem assess the 
Situation between Thailand ané Vietnam, or between Vietnam and China? 
And, if so, what is their assessment at this time? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was discussion 
even more of the situation between China and the Soviet Union and the 
sense that China's basic concerns about the Soviet Union, and in particular: 
about Soviet support for Vietnam, were not about to change. And China 
remained very conce:ned and, therefore, very actively involved in helpinc 
the ASEAN countries with the security problem that they face as a result 
of Vietnam's presence in Kampuchea. 


Unfortunately, neither of us see much near-term prospect 
of a change in policy on the part of Vietnam. But that’s ultimateiy 
where the solution does lie. We are -- the ASEAN countries and we 
supporting them are seeking a political solution to the Kampuchea prob- 
lem. We are seeking to persuade Vietnam that it has to choose between 
keeping its forces in Kampuchea or having a constructive relationship 
with ASEAN and with the West. And we hope that eventually over tire, 
they will choose the latter course, and we can then get down to a 
serious effort to produce that political solution. 


Q Well, there's been fichtiag, as you know, recently. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The fighting ‘s evidence 
of the continuing lack of chanze in Vietnamese policy. 


Q That's what I’m getting at -- is how seriousiy are 
the Thai taking it <= the discussion here? Are they <-- you're giving 
them -- you're selling them some tanks, but what are they -- do they 
expect somehow expanding military conflict with the Vietnamese or what 
is their assessment of the current state of the situation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think their 
assessment of the current state of the situation is that it's serious 
but it’s roughly as it was last year. It was serious last year. We 
had incursions, possibly more serious incursions « year ago. 


It's mot, I think -- we don't see it as a harbinger of a 
major escalation of this conflict, but it's already a sufficiently 
disturbing one, and the presence of 160,000 Vietnamese troops in 
Kampuchea continues to be a serious worry. 


@ This promise to supply the tanks to Thailand, is it 
a result of the fighting at the Thai-Kampychean border? 




















SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It’s rot directly 
connected to a specific event like that. It is a result of the 
general threat to Thailand that’s posed by the larce V‘etnamere 
presence in Fampuchea and by the repeated border incursions that 
nave taken place this year and last year, and we're afraid that 
until Vietnam changes its policy, will take place in the fcture. 
Amc we would like to see Thailand in as stromg a position as possi- 


ble to deal with incursions of that kind and to deter more serious 
ones. 


* Could you give us the cost for the tanks? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Youchly, $30 million 
for the whole packace. 


* What does thir science and technolocy agreement do? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: it, in a number of ways, 
facilitates cooperation between icientific establishments. It's 
one of taese sort of umbrella agreements that we have with a number 
of countries. I think I briefed quite a few of you about the very 
successful one we have with China. Under the umbrella agreement. you 
then proceed to develop specific srotocols that define in more detail 
your cooperation in particular areas. 


Some of the ones I «hink are of most immediate potential 
interests to the Thai are areas «‘* science and technology related 
particularly to agriculture and to energy and environmental studies. 


Q Is there any new agreements on cooperation and -- 
application between the two countries? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATICN OFFICIAL: I wouldn't say new 
agreements. We have -- I think, starting, in fact, shortly after the 
Prime Minister's visit here in October of 1981, saw -- and we take it 
as a direct result of promises thst he made when he was here -- 4 
greatly invigorated Thai effort t> suppress traff.cing and refining 
of heroin on the Thai border. An* this is a serious and difficult 
business. 


It's essentially a military operation in which significant 
mumbers of Thai have been killed and others wounded. It's had a sub- 
stantial effect in pushing heroin traffic and refining out of Thailand. 


The problem that is much more difficult and that we dis- 
cussed some today is the problem of poppy growing itself because now, 
in this case, one’s dealing with poor farmers who need some alternative 
form of livelihood. And that's a much harder thing to go at. 


Q Would you repeat the improved credits from FMS, 
please? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION CFFICIAL: It's -=- we would <-- this 
is something we would request with next year's TMS request from 
Congress. It would change the cepayment terms from five years grace 
and seven years repayment to ten years grace and twenty years repayment. 


Just have time for one or two mre. Yes? 
Q The pirates we're talking about are Thai pirates? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, they are of various 
nationalities, as a matter of fact. And I think -- they are criminals. 
They're not representatives of any country, and I think that's important 
to say. 


The bulk of them seem to be Thai fishermen, that's right. 
And that's why the enforcement efforts need to be concentrated in 
Thailand. But no responsible officia) in Thailand is defending piracy, 
that should be clear. 


Q Having come in late, what is it that we are prepared 
to do to assist this effort? Is that what that discussion was about? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On the Piracy? well, 
Since the -- we have, in fact, provided several million dollars and 
have about nearly $ 5 million more that we're ready to contribute to 
the anti-piracy program that the UN High Commissioner on Refucees is 
working -- has been working on with the Thai government. The initial 
expenditures -- the initial program was less successful than any of 
us wanted, and therefore, we did a rather extensive study. JU.5., 
Norwegian, and I believe, Dutch participation for the UN HCR to 
develop a number of improved measures. Those are being discussed with 
the Thai and we're prepared to put, as I said, up to about $5 million 
into that. 


But the key isn't money and assets. The key is what you 
do with it and if you're able to convict and arrest people. And that's 
why we're particularly encouraged by these arrests last month and would 
hope that there can be more. 


Q On this issue of the money, the $5 million for the 
pirates -- at the hearing on the Hill, I thought that some of the 
Congressmen expressed the hope that the $5 million they had marked for 
the anti-piracy program would not just go through the channels of the 
UN High Commissioner, but would be more immediate and more effective. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you're correct in 
describing some impatience in the Congress in getting some action. And 
I think it may have been the feeling, as Americans so often ‘have the 
feeling, that if, damn it, if we just -- excuse me -- just take it over, 
we could get the job done. 


It isn't -- it's an international problem. A lot of it 
has got to be done by the Thai, and we want to keep other countries 
involved in the effort. We don't want it to simply become just a U.S.- 
Thai effort if possible. But that's -- we share the feeling of impatience, 
but we still think the UN HCR is the right vehicle to work through. 

Thank you. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 2:08 P.M. EST 
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MR. SIMS: This briefing is on the subject of the 
President's trip to China, and not other subjects. 


Q No deals. 
Q Directive 138? 
Q April 3. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If you'll indulge me 
for just a moment, I've written down some thoughts that I thought 
would be economical with your time and then we'll get to your ques- 
tions. The consolidation of a mature relationship with China should 
be viewed not only in terms of the mutual benefits for the United 
States and China, but also for its far-reaching implications for 


regional and ylobal peace, stability, and prosperity in the years | 
ahead. 


This will te the President's second trip to Asia in six < | 
months. These trips, 4.ong with his global initiatives for a world ; 
economic recovery, arms control, demonstrate that the President is 
engaged in an effort to stimulate mutually beneficial economic, 


political, security arrangerents with and among the nations of the 
world. 


Premier Zhao's January visit to the United States and 
the President's discussions with him were part of this process and 
the process will continue with the President's China visit and beyond. 
A great deal was accomplished during the Premier's visit here, including 
the establishment of a rapport. Through their discussions, the two 
leaders reinforced a common goal of resistance to Soviet efforts toward 
expansionism, and the President contributed to a dialogue aimed toward 
achieving stability in the Korean context, an agreement on science and 
technology and industrial cooperation was concluded and highlighted the 
United States commitment to building a solid relationship with China 
and our interest in seeing China play a strong role in maintaining 
peace and stability in the Pacific Basin. 





The President seeks to promote greeter cohesion among 
the nations of Asia and the Pacific. The prospects for this are 
enhanced if the nations involved are strong, self-reliant, and a strong, 
secure China serves American interests. 


In short, the President's purposes in his trip are to 
demonstrate his personal commitment to strengthening and broadening 
this bilateral relationship. I think it's important to stop and view, 
in the abstract, the scale of U.S.-China relationships as they exist 
today. The diversity of the relationship is a central qualitative 
point to this trip. Looking at the agenda in terms of Chinese interests 
and broader U.S. relationship, if you think just about energy, for 
example, whether oil, coal, hydro, nuclear, the scale of Chinese 
coals in these areas is truly enormous. 
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In each of these areas, the United States leacs in the 
technology that can best serve China's interest for development. 
chinese expectations an¢ hopes of having between $10-15 billion worth 


of oil offshore exploration going alone by the turn of the century 
nolcs immense promise for American private-sector investment. 


. In coal, the resources are the second-largest in the 
world and it's largely coal of a kind that is easily extracted usina 
technology in which the United States is the best in the world. 


In hydro, China is or has the largest hydro-power potential 
of any country in the world and, again, its development could be 
enhanced by the United States' assistance which, again, represents 
the best technology in the world on this operation. 


Finally, in nuclear power, China's ambitions to have 
i2 centers producing in excess of 10,000 kilowatt production potential 
by the turn of the century is an area where the United States, although 


in a clearly competitive position with many others, can achieve a major 
market share. 


Well, I mention all these things not so much for the 
technical interest involved, but to raise the question why, why the 
Chinese interest in American investment in these areas. Well, 
obviously, there's a self-interest involved, but why the United States? 
Now it's clear that we've had a very ups-and-downs kind of relation- 
ship with China, and it seems to me -- and it's just apersonal view -- 
that right now we are seeing a purposeful, conscious decision on the 
part of China that it wants the United States of America, as distinct 
from someone else, to play a very important role in its own efforts 
toward modernization in several sectors. 


Now that represents as well, I think, more than just an 
economic decision; it expresses what the Chinese think about the 
United States, about its reliability as a supplier, about the quality 
of its assistance, the steadiness of the relationship, and its enduring 
potential in the years ahead. 


The administration has, from its beginning, had to deal 
with some serious Chinese misgivings about this fundamental reliabiiity 
and whether or not they ought to engage across a wide spectrum with 
38. Technology transfer and impediments of law as well as regulation 
have really called into question American credibility, but the point 
is that apparently, in the last year, the success that we've had in 
overcoming the problems of categorization of China, of removing 
bureaucratic impediments, and of getting a common agreement within the 
administration on how this agenda ought to be handled has been absorbed 
by the Chinese and they end up saying let's do it. 


I think, finally, that when you think about what this 
could mean, if any of these things were to come to pass on any scale, 
what would it involve, it would involve, first of all, quite a number 
of Americans being in China, quite a number of Chinese being here -~- 
there're already 10,000 or more students, Chinese students, here. But 
the implications of this kind of agenda are for literally tens of 
thousands of Americans being there, and that has an entirely separate 
impact, I think, when you consider the day-to-day knowledge that is 
absorbed in China about Americans and America and vice versa. 


So I think that it 














isn't too much to say that we could well be on the eve of a new era in U.s.- 
Chinese relationship, an era marked by diversity, extending not only 

into commercial areas, but into commitment on both sides to deal with 

our cerceptions and theirs of regional stability and how it's best 
achieved.It goes beyond these energy areas into agricultu:e. it 


goes into countless areas of cooperation and exchange, cultural and 
otherwise. 


And, in concluding, I'd say that this Chinese commitment 
and American willingness, the visit of five Cabinet officers in the 
past 15 months, marking that diversity and commitment makes clear that 
this is not a relationship of convenience, that it does not depend 
upon any third country and that it will endure. 


The consolidation of a relationship is something that 
doesn't sound like big news. It is important in the sense of marking 
a condition, a condition that has not heretofore existed, a condition 
of breadth, diversity, strencth and enduring cuality, that is of 
creat sicnificance. 





I'll be glad to take your cuestions now. 


Lou. 

Q The report that the PRC is goinc to make more of 
a fuss on arms to Taiwan than we previously thought. What's your 
resronse to that? What's the latest that you can tell us about that? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The agenda with China 
will include regional issues, bilateral, global, commercial and that, 
of course, will encompass our views on the resolution of the Chinese 
matter. 

T think it's clear -- 

Q What? (Laughter.) 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- that our -- 


Q What matter? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -=- own attitudes with 
respect to the people on Taiwan, our commitments under the three 
communicques that have been issued with China, haven't changed. 

I think, clearly, there will be an exchange of views on the subject 
and I don't expect there to be any change. 


Q Well, do you expect an intensification of the 
dialogue? I mean, they seem to be throwing out all kinds of 
signals that they are really putting this at the top of the list 
anc are going to go after it in a much more strenuous way than 
anyone has indicated to us. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think we'll have to 
wait and see. I must say that I don't expect that there will be 
fundamental change on this issue during the trip. 

Q Well, does -- 

Q You mean change of policy or change of what? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Change in any respect. 

Q But is there concern that the Taiwan issue, though, 
if broucht up by the Chinese now in a very accelerated manner could 


preempt other things from being done? Other issues that the U.S. 
wants to brine up? Any other agreements that should be discussed? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don’t think so. I 
think thet cur position that the Taiwan question is a matter for the 
Chinese =hemselves to decide, that our interest is in seeing that that 
resoluticn be peaceful, that this evolution can be, will be managed 
peacefcl-y and I don't expect it to interfere with the pace or quality 
of our relationship on other issues. 


a) But that’s not what we're talking about. We're 
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talking about arms sales as descri*-* in she communique, our version 


of it, versus theirs; it all hinc . + that one point, and you're not 
accressing it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION -.. (CIAL: dell, I have addressed 
it to the extent that I've said <nat our sosition in the August ‘82 
communique hasn't changed. Just for your infcrmation, for the people 
who haven't followed the details of it, the benchmark of U.S. sales 
to Taiwan is right now just under about $:00 rillion. The expec- 
tation that these sales would decline over sire as the Taiwan question 
is resolved peacefully we stand by. andthe Chinese understand that. 


It was a matter that was clearly discusset when Premier Zhao was here. 
Tt will be discussed again. 


My point is that I don't expect either side's attitudes 


? 


o change. 


Q Well, the U.S. takes the position, does it not, 
that as long as it continues to decline from the benchmark number, 
no matter how slight the decline, that the comsunique is being ful- 
filled and the Chinese are obviously signalinc that that may not be 
enough, and that's what we're asking about, really. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: My point is that I don't 
expect -- I just don't agree, Bill. I don't think that our indications 
are that our separate positions on this will fundanentally alter the 
strength of the relationship or affect our ability in other areas to 
make progress. Yes? 


Q What concrete changes in the bilateral relationship 
can be fairly expected as a result, or a ¢irect result of this trip? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The purpose in what I 
had to say before, and I won't rehearse it, is that the several things 
that have happened that are manifested inagreements reached and advanc- 
ing the resolution of problems between Secretary Shultz, Weinberger, 
Baldrige, Bill Brock, express, in the richness of that discourse in 
the past year, an engagement with the Chinese on a much broader agenda. 
And that fact in itself, as a collective teasure of the quality of the 
relationship, is important. 


Q So your positior is tha: we would be wrong in looking 
for some quantitative change in the relat.onship as a result of the 
President's visit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The short answer is yes. 
Acain, I won't belabor it and I -- with rhetoric, but every now and 
then it is worthwhile, in the course of a relationship that is now 12 
years old, to see whether the trend is toward permanence and expanding 
to -- in scope. Two years ago I don't think you could say that. Now 
I think you can, and that's important. Larry? 


Q Do you expect to see a fourth joint communique at 
the end of this visit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 
Q How many -- 


Q Let me try again on arms. What I'm trying to find 
out -- I know what our position is -- has there been any indication 
at all that you received or this administration has received that the 
Chinese are going to press us harder on their po‘nt of view, that 
they 4r@ going to raise this in priority :n the talks? I've gotten 
the impression we didn't think they were soinc to rake a big deal of 
it and now there seem to be some signs that they are, and is that 
correct? That's what I'm trying to find cut from you. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it’s always 
been my expectation that this issue, which clearly is 4 very, very 
important issue for the Chinese, will be an important item on their 


agenda during this visit. And I don't believe I've ever represented 
anything to the contrary. 


That expectation, during Premier Zhao's visit here, and 
now on the return visit, does not imply that it is such a contentious 
or is a matter of such fractious potential that it's going to damage 
the central quality of the relationship. 


In the back, yes? 


Q Yes. Do you expect to see an agreement on nuclear 
cooperation reached, and do you have any indication that the Chinese 
are going to acquiesce on the issue of U.S. control over spent fuel? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: To answer your question, 
I don't expect that we'll have a conclusion of an agreement there. 


Q The nuclear issue. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The nuclear issue. 
We've had several exchanges; two out of three issues have been resolved 
anc the balance in the third one, which you mentioned, hasn't. Our 
folks are there now and 1 think these talks will go on into the spring. 
But I would not expect it to be concluded on this trip. 


Q Why do you think the Chinese have asked to re-open 
the talks at the eleventh hour, then? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, first, I woulén't 
characterize it quite that way. It is a common interest on both sides 
to move it along, and we have in the course of last year, in the spring, 
fall, summer, and so forth, and now this is a sensible thing to talk 


about. But I wouldn’t have high expectations that this is the last go 
at it. 


Chris? 


¢ What are the prospects for any real progress on the 
Korean question, and how big a part of the agenda will that represent? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it will be discussed 
within the context of China's and our prospective on regional stability. 
I wou_dn't expect it to be a central focus of the talks. Our own belief 
that progress can best be made by direct talks between the North ané 
the South -- well, that remains our belief and it is useful to hear if 
there's been any different thinking on their part. But I wouldn't 
expect this to be a central item on the agenda. 








Q China is also making an effort to repair its relation- 
ship with the Soviet Union. What is our attitude about that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We ~hink that a reduction 
in tensions between China and the Soviet Union is constructive and we 
would welcome that. <A reduction in tensions between countries like 
China and the Soviet Union is in the interest of everyone and if that's 
possible, we would commend it. 


¢ Why is it in the interest of everyone? Why isn't it in 
our interest to see that they continue to be at odds witna each other? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, when two countries 
face each other, one with 50 divisions and the other with very substantial 
power, and share an agenda of disagreement involving Afghanistan and 
Indochina, ell of them with military dimensions in them, disagreement 
and miscalculation can have the potential for violence. None of us want 
that and to the extent that a reduction of tension and a steady dis- 
course on those subjects relieves the possibility for unilateral action 
by one side or the other, then that serves the interest of peace and 
that serves everybody's interests. 





Yes, Steve? 


Q You and the other briefers have referred at some 
length to the breadth end depth of the relationship now in the dozens 
of areas in which there are discussions and cooperation, and yet -- 
and have also told us not to expect any breakthroughs, any new agree- 
ments, too many of them, anyway, in these particular areas. And we're 
told now that the nuclear and investment treaty negotiations are sort 
of sputtering along. What is the -- is this the best time for this 
trip an terms of those agreements? Wouldn't it make more sense to 
have scheduled this trip at a time when those agreements were further 


MORE 
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along themselves, Or when such a trip might have itself done more 
to push them further along? 




















SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think that 
the trip and when you schedule it expresses the President's concept 
of why you travel at all. I mean, he has said it in other contexts. 
And that is, when there is the recoré behind you of better under- 


stancing and of real progress, then let's acknowledce that and give 
it a clear demonstration of support. 


Now, we had our disagreements and it took us a year 
anc a half to establish a common understanding on the matter of 
arms sales to Taiwan. 


Since that time, the -- we and they have taken off in 
a significantly broader agenda of cooperation. And I think if you 
compare corresponding periods in other administrations and what you've 
really seen in the way of Cabinet officers and their counterparts 
coming and going and you can just see across the board not only what 
has been done but the potential and to go and to say, both sides, 
"We believe this is important and we are both committed to it,” is 
historically important. And to do that now because you've got behind 
you the underpinnings of that permanence is a sensible thing to do. 


Don't get me wrong. I apologize for the long-winded 
rhetoric. What I'm trying to capture here is that there -- in the 
context of news, it is news in the sense of something qualitatively 
terribly important happening. Now, I recognize that's terribly tough 


to get anybody in the United States very much up for on evening news. 
So I sympathize. 








Q I think, actually, this -- Well, I don't want to 
speak for the reporters, but if you could be more specific in pro- 
viding, for instance, some examples of why this trip is appropriate 
now in terms of these specific agreements, then, you know, we'll 
worry about the news and -- but what we need is sort of 


something 
concrete, rather than just this belaboring of how the atmospher‘cs 
heve improved. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I had thought that 
you'd already gotten -- 


Q We have. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- pretty much of a 
summary on -- 


We have. And the briefings, i think, have been 
helpful. I don't want to belabor my question; but it was really 
that in terms of all these different agreements, or rather negotia- 
tions on all these myriad subjects that are going on and have been 
going on, what is the relationship between all those things which 
we've been briefed on and the fact that this trip is being taken 
now? What does this trip accomplish in terms of those myriad agree- 
ments? I think you've answered it, but -- in the way that you want, 
and that's fine, but that was -- I don't mean it's -- that you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, let me try one 
more time very briefly. In a nutshell, it's this: When you're trying 
to build a relationship with any country that has been dormant for 
many, many years, you've got to go through quite a lot of, first of 
all, setting of our perspective and theirs on why we are doing these 
various things. And that takes a long time between the Secretary of 
State and counterpart and heads of government. Then you have to 
overcome years of accumulated bureaucratic ideological and Congressional 
legislative restrictions on this. And we've plowed through quite 
a lot of those. 
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But when you get all those together, then what you con- 
cluce is, all right, we are at the point now where this relationship 
can really take off. Wow, let's acknowledge that. And, acain, I would 
stress that this is a trip that the President is making to the Pacific 
Basin anc it is of a piece with the conclusion of common points of 


view at Killiamsburg with our European allies. And it represents 
the President's 














- ll. 


strong feeling that his first term had to involve reaching, conceptually 
and politically, understandings with our leading allies on how to 

Geal with stability aré building peace today. And we think that 
building peace is both political and economic in nature end we have 
gone very far toward that agreement at Williamsbure lest year. Sow, 

it is the second time in the Pacific Sasin. 


i think, too, and something I haven't mentioned is 
Significant and that is that this is not American assertion of -- 
At least, I don’t believe that it is just our portraying of something 
bigger than it is. When you look at what the Chinese are doing in 
this trip, the President is meetinc for seven to ten hours with 
Chinese leaders. Wow, stop and, I suppose, compare that to the 
analogues with other countries and visits. Stop and recognize that 
the opportunity to -- for a foreign visitor to appear before the 
Chinese people more than once and to reach them represents a decision 
by the government of China. Wow, that says something about the re- 
lationship as well as the exhaustive agenda and the people with which 
he's going to sit down end spend hours and hours and hours. You 
simply have to ask yourself, does that truly say what I assert it 
éoes, that there is a qualitative difference that is important in 
historical terms in that relationship. And I think it is. 


In the beck and then up front. 


Q What kind of discussion do you expect on military 
cooperation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think the 
éiscussions that are most important are the ones that have already 
gone on, Secretary Weinberger's visit and the agreement within our 
own government that's taken place with regard to technology transfer 
and the establishment of the criteria that make possible Chinese 
access to technology. 


Now, this is not to say that China is today eligible 
for foreign military sales per se. That's a matter that still is 
in progress. I don't expect the President's visit to be one in 
which the details of hardéware are gcing to be dealt with in terms 
of contracts and so forth. 


After the Secretary's visit and the corresponding visit 
from the other side and the expectation that these working level 
exchanges are going to continue, by common acceptance, means that 
this is a process. So I don't expect there to be anything finalized 
on this trip. But it will be advanced in terms of learning more 
about the character of their interest and I think that it will be 
given -- the momentum it already has will be sustained, but I wouldn't 
go beyond that. 


Q How would you characterize the nature of U.S.- 
Chinese military cooperation at this point? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think that our 
expectation that making available on @ case-by-case basis defensive 
systems is a policy which serves our common interest and that it 
-- that interest is in stability and peace and that both sides 
will be defining just how that can best be done in the months ahead. 


John. 


Q Will there be « discussion, also, of the sales 
by the Chinese to -- of military hardware to other countries? Wili 
we bring that up and -- in its relationship to the Middle East, to 
the Gulf region? 


we! 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The subject generically 
of how each of us can contribute to stability in the several regions 
of the world will be an item on the agenda, yes. 


Helen. 


Q How about specifically, the question on sales to 
Iran or iraeg? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'd leave it as I've 
had it. Our view of how you achieve stability in the Middle East 
anc theirs will surely be a matter exchanged. 


Helen. 


Q Could you personalize this trip now? How many 
briefings has the President had? Where is he in 
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his briefings? What does he ask you during a 90 minute lunch, I mean? 
How much preparation -- What is his attitude? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The -- I'm trying to 
think mow long ago it was -- about six weeks I suppose -- when the 
Presicent, in his private readings, talked about how he viewed what 
could be accomplished, and how he wanted to prepare further. And he 
saic he wanted to depart from the traditional approach which guys like 
me foist upon him. And that is to focus fairly narrowly on the 
political agenda and economics and so forth. And he said, I'd like 
to corroborate some of my own thinking, or have it challenged, by 
scholars, historians, people from within and outside the government, 
anc let's do that informally, but deliberately, so that -- and let's 
acd to the preparation period. 


Before, just to give you # statistic, we usually have had 
for major visits. three preparatory sessions. Now this time it's up 
to five, with a likelihoodof six. And the President, adding these at 


his own direction. And I think that expresses an enthusiasm for this 
visit. 


Q What outsiders have come in to brief hin? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There have been -- 
Q I mean, who are the outsiders? 

Q ~~ Jerry Falwell -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The -- Betty Lord, 
Gwen Lord -- people who have recently traveled to China; professors, 
Bob Scalopino was in: people who go back to the beginning of the 
relationship, Dick Solomon, who kind of worked in the area for years; 
and a greater number anc diversity of people within the administration 
that, historically, would not have played a big role, but have this 
time. It's been a richer -- 


Q Well, as a -- 
Q Have people challenged -- 


Q -- a8 a very ardent non-communist, how do you think 
he's going to view China and the people? I mean, what <-- is it going 
to be an eye-opener? Or is he prepared for the change -- because 
he has been a ideologue, in this sense, against communism all his 
life -- all of his political life. 


* ~~ and Red China -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think you also 
have to accept that when the President came to office, in fact, before 
the inauguration, I was stuck what were obviously the two 
thematic hichpoints for him 7 into foreign policy. One of them 
was Mexico, and hemispheric relations in this country, the North 
American accord and things like that. But the other thing that he 
focused upon was the Pacific Basin. And I think that is a natural 
expectation from a man who's adulthood was spent in California -- that 
to have a Pacific orientation. But, I think, too, that for me at 
least, it’s been differentiated in the months since, on what he sees 
as the potential for a peaceful Asia in terms of markets, in terms 
of improving the quality of life for more than a billion people, and 
what that means as a leading component of stability in the world. 


So he's focused upon it in that sense. Finding a way 
for there to be stability in Asia, and, I must say, he is very, very 
excited -- 


Q Get back here, Sims -- 


MORE 




















-14- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- about the prospect. 
The sheer scale and diversity and -- of China is, has been, thoroughly 
absorbed by him, as well as its potential for a very thorough-going, 
comprehensive relationship -- beyond economics. 


In the back? 


Q You said that there is at least one more, at least 
you think there may be one more preparatory sessio» -- and that the 
President seeks to get the views from people outside. Is he planning 
on getting any advice from Richard Nixon on this, since he did start 
this ball rolling, and he has sought his views before? 


SENIOP ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would expect that 


in the course of his own private discourse with outsiders on this 
that that would take place. I don't know that, but I do know 
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that he's in communication with former presidents periodically, and I 
would expect him to do that before leaving this time. 


Yes. 
Q We only has a couple more days. 


Q We've been told in other briefings that 
a lot of the Chinese are eager to cooperate to advance their economic 
expansion, their military security, and so on. They also are very 
sensitive about remaining nonaligned, closely identified with the 
Third World, and therefore, not all that ready to jump into new 
commitments with us. How much of a limiting factor is this Chinese 


nonalignment in terms of making progress on the agenda you're looking 
at? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we recognize that 
surely not in this visit, or ever, are we going to see a change in 
China as a communist country. That, while we have some areas of acree- 
ment, there are a lot of them that we don't, and that we approach the 
security dimension of the relationship on a self-interested basis, with- 
out illusion, and that they have fundamentally different Marxist ideas 


about their relationship to the Third World. Now, we will talk about 
those. 


We and they will discuss how we think individually. We 
can better improve stability, b.*: I don’t think we have any illusions 
about some convergence on these issues. 


That said, it is surely in our interest for China to be 
secure, strong to the extent that contributes to stability in Asia. 
Ard that is an objective that stands on its own without affecting China's 
relationship with other developing countries. 


Yes? 


Q Will there be any conversation with the Taiwanese 
by you folks either before or after this trip? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Co.mments to the Chinese -- 
the Taiwanese? 


Q Conversation, dialogue, with the Taiwanese here by 
you folks either before you go or when you get back? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, our exchanges 
unofficially with people on Taiwan go on all the time. And, historically, 
those exchanges have not been interrupted by high-level visits, and they 
won't be this time. Those will endure and go on, and yes, we will be 
in normal communication. 


MR. SIMS: Can we have one more? And then we're going to 
have to form a pool for the Chinese students. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q You talked earlier about how the President's views 
when he came to office -~ has his views changed about your relationshir -- 
about how he views Taiwan, and also, how he views the PRC over the last 
three years? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President's view 
toward the relationship of the United States and the people on Taiwan 
has not changed in any respect. His view toward the importance of strong 
U.S. relations toward China remains as it was. 


The components of that relationship, as they have matured 
and expanded, have been at his urging and his approval. But it doesn't 


reflect any fundamental change in the possibilities for U.S.-Chinese 
relations which he‘: always felt are important. 
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Q Could you get the students to come out to us after 
they finish in there? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'11 see what's planned. 


END 3:14 P.M. EST 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
U.S.-MEXICO BINATIONAL COMMISSION 
TUESDAY, APRIL 17, 1984, 4:15 P.M. 


__ SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, ladies and 
gentlemen, as you know, we've been meeting today, beginning 
at the White House this morning where the President received 
Secretary Sepulveda, Poreign Secretary of Mexico, and 
Secretaries Silva-Herzog and Hernandez, Secretaries of 
Treasury and of Genmeres, reepestively, Ses Mexico, Accompanying 


the Secretary of State, on our side, were Secretary Regan 


and Ambassador John Gavin; on the Mexican side, Ambassador 
Espinosa de los Reyes. 

The President was most cordial in his welcome to 
the visiting Mexican officials. He told them that he looked 
forward to the coming meeting with President de la Madrid, and 
that he and Mrs. Reagan sent warm regards and were looking 
forward, as I said, welcoming him here. 

The meeting then moved from the White House to the 
State Department. We have been in meetings here all day 
covering a wide range of issues of mutual concern, including 


finance and trade, which encompasses subsidies, countervailing 


duties, GSP, investment, questions on Border Commission, border 








sanitation, environmental problems, fisheries, maritime 
boundaries, diplomatic reciprocity, third-country transit, 
Binational Commission, and narcotics. 

At the end of the meeting, the Secretary of Foreign 


Relations of Mexico stated that he was extremely pleased by what 





had transpired so far, and that we should not let too much time 
go by between meetings and indicated that just the fact chat 
we did meet was positive, even though in this particular case, 
as has been the case before, the actual issues and the actual 
matters that had been discussed have given us vositive results . 
and better understanding. | 

I should point out to you, by the way, even though 
this is ON BACKGROUND, that we just had a colleague of mine 
from the Mexican desk come in and also Licenciada Lajous de 
Solana, who is director of North American Affairs for the 
Secretary to Foreign Relations in Mexico. 

The Secretary of State responded that the meetings 
indeed were fruitful and excellent, and suggested not only 
a continued series of meetings, but the possibility of con- 
tinuing a practice,which both Secretaries have followed, of 


meeting at times when they are in the same venue and the same 


location, pending discussions and meetings of other inter- 


national fora, and so forth. 








I know you will want to ask about Central American 
concerns, but in order to make the deadline to come down here 
and see you, I left a meeting just eas those considerations were 
being taken up. I can tell you, however, that above all, we 
agreed that the most important thing that we could do is to 
continue these meetings in the same context in which this 
meeting was held, that is a context of friendship and of mutual 


respect, which is to say that even where we had differences, 





they were handled cordially, amicably, and I believe, productively. 
I'll take your questions, if you would like.’ | 
Q Sir, I was wondering, there have been a lot of 
reports circulating here that the U.S. was going to propose to 
the Mexican side some sort of exchange in support of U.S. policy 
in Central America, that the U.S. would be more willing to pro- 
vide Mexico wit’ assistance or trade -- matters along those lines. 
Is that true? Was that proposed? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it was not. 
We have very specific considerations with reference to Mexico. 
We believe that Mexico's growth and advancement is necessary 
not only to their security, but to ours. We have, as a con- 


sequence, as you will notice, over the past several years -- and 


certainly in this Administration -- been very forthcoming in our 








assistance and our help. In 1981, when the petroleum market 
went soft, you remember that we helped by becoming purchasers 
for our strategic petroleum reserve. We have throughout these 
years given an average of $1.5 billion dollars in facilities 
to the Ex-Im Bank. 

We had, im 1982, worked out again for the strategic 
petroleum reserve a billion dollar prepayment, which is now 
finished, now paid back -- it was paid back some time ago; 
last year, as a matter of fact. We provided, in fiscal year 1983, 
$1.7 billion through the Commodity Credit Corporation facilities 
for grain, oil, seeds, and so forth; and this year, we are 
providing in this fiscal year about $790 million. {7} 

When the crisis developed in 1982, we also helped 
with swaps through the Fed; we participated by being 
the providers of at least one-half of the $1.85 billion that 
was facilitated to Mexico through the Bank of International 
Settlements. We have, in short, been extremely helpful and 
extremely cooperative in that area. We would like to continue 
to be, not because, I should point out, of anything more or 


less than enlightened self-interest. We believe strongly that 


Mexico should be strong, free, and prosperous if we indeed are 


to also enjoy the benefits of its productivity and its growth. 














Q Sir, was there any discussion of the proposed 
meeting next month between President de la Madrid, President 
Reagan, and Prime Minister Trudeau? 

A At this moment, we have nothing set up on the 
basis of anything but meetings between the President and 
President de la Madrid. 

Q Was there any reaction on the comments of 
Secretary Sepulveda about the mining of the ports in 
Nicaragua in the meeting with Secretary Shultz? 


- 
A Up to the time I left, there had been no 





comments on that basis. I should peint out to you once again 
that we have differences in certain areas, but the differences 
really are more on what avenues we take to achieve goals which 
we are very much together on. 

We, I believe, have the same goals for Central 
America: detente, peace, freedom for the peoples there, and 
equity, justice andprosperity for the societies of those nations. 
We have some differences, as you know, on the avenues to achieve 
those same goals. 

Q Did you discuss anything about the problem of 
illegal immigrants from Mexico coming into the U.S.? 


A Yes, we did. Basically, however, that was very 


lightly touched upon, because as you know at this time, 





Simpson-Mazzeli is in the House, and we didn't think it was 
proper to comment on that at the time. You already know the 
Administration's position on that. The questions that we 
touched upon, however, had to do with third-country nationals 
coming into this country through Mexico, and with the question 
about third-country nationals going through Mexico back to their 


own nations -- being returned to their own nations. 


i 
There was the question there -- a very real one, 


Fa 
I believe -- of the consideration for human rights, humanitarian 


concerns, concerns that we would have for any refugees, and we 


’ 


heard those very clearly and we shall continue to discuss those. 


Q Do you know what the current external debt of 
Mexico is? 

A The current external debt? 

Q Yes. 


A Somewhere between $85 billion and $90 billion. 


That's total private sector and public sector debt. 


(Continued on page 7.) 
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Q Is there any repayment problem coming up? 

A We certainly hope not. Mexico has been 
remarkably astute in handling its liquidity problems. 

As you know, and as I mentioned earlier, one of the 
architects of President de la Madrid's programs, Licenciado 
.Silva-Herzog is here, and we feel that they have done a 
remarkable job. 

’ They have also, as you know, developed an IMP 
program -- IMF-backed program. I forgot to mentiorf that 
we also supported IPM with an additional $8.5 Billion 
sometime ago when I gave you that laundry list. 

In the case of Mexico, they decided to attack 
inflation and they decided to do this, among other ways, by 
reducing the deficit as a percentage of GDP from a 
horrendous nearly 18 percent that it was in 1982. They 
brought it down to 8.5 last year. That was their target. 
They just about hit it. They're targeting 5.5 this year. 
They're hoping to hit 3.5 next year. 

Of course, next year there is going to be a bit 


of bubble on the loan, and in ‘87 there is an even more 


Significant one. But we feel that if Mexico continues 











the progress that they have been making on the liquidity 
and on the fiscal and monetary sector, that their 
economic problems also may start to evanesce. We 
certainly are hopeful of that. 

In this particular year we see a turnaround in 
the economy that the Mexican authorities are projecting 
as being valid, going from a minus 4.7 negative growth, 
in Other words, last year in GDP, to flat now and to 


possibly one, maybe a little more than one percent-by 





the last quarter of this year. 

Q Under the same category of finances, was 
the Argentina situation discussed and Mexico's 
participation in that? 

A Yes, it was. 

Q Could you tell me, was there any concern 
on the American side that these countries -- Brazil, 
Mexico, Venezuela and the others -- that have helped 
out may be joining together in some way on this debt 
question? 

A Once again, referring to Licenciado 


Silva-Herzog, as you know, he has said that this was a 











cartel not to avoid debt but a cartel to find a way 

to service it correctly and honestly, and with integrity. 
LicenciaGO Silva-Herzog happens to be the architect -- 
at least one of the architects, but I think the most 
important architect -- of this particular facility. 

We think that it is enormously useful, and 
that it avoids problems not only for the specific 
countries that were touched, and not only for 
argentina, but for the é@ntire hemisphere; in fact, for the 
entire world. “ 

Q Did you reach any informal or formal 
agreements during these conversations today on any 


specific susject between Mexico and the U.S.? 


A No, nothing formal. Informally, what 





I've already told you is that it was agreec that these 
were useful meetings, that we should continue them 
frequently,that it was important to have these discussions 
in this kind of a context. 

We intend to continue that. And, of course, 
the Secretary also pointed out certain issues where 
Ambassador Gavin is, as he called him, the desicnated 


hitter for our side and that we should pursue through him. 
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Q What do you consider to be the most 
significant thing that you achieved out of today's 
talks? 

A Continuing good-will, continuing good 
relationship, an understanding of some of the differences 
we had on some of the issues that we confront daily, 

_ a preparation for the very important, and we think 
very significant, Presidential level meeting that's 
coming up next month. y 

Q Did you discuss the agenda of the talks . 
with the President and, if so, can you share some of 
that? 

ny The agenda that is upcoming? 

Q Yes, 

nN No, sir, we haven't prepared that at this 
time. This was a preparatory meeting for that. I gave 
you the issues that we discussed here today in preparation 
for that. 


Obviously, some of them will be touched upon 


at that time as well. 


Q When you met with the President this 














1” 


morning, did President Reagan at any point Bring up an 
old plan he had for a North American Accord involving 
Canada, Mexico and the U.S. 

4 No, he did not; not today. What he did 
do is -- I think I told you already -- he was particularly 
warm; as a matter of fact, I think it's important to 
note this, and Licenciadn Laious de Solana can attest 
to this also. 


i 
The three Secretaries that are visiting from 


Mexico -- Secretaries Sepulveda, Silva-Herzog and “ 
Hernandez -- all remarked how delightful it was to see | 
him, how warm and cordial he was, how pleased they were 

by the fact that not only had he received them but by 

the way he understood the issues that were being discussed, 
and by his feeling about the hemisphere as a whole. 

Because the President spoke about these two continents 
joined by Central America; these two remarkable continents 
that were so rich and so wealthy not only in resources but 
in their people, and how we must work hard to achieve 


true justice and true understanding and true progress for 


all of these people. He spoke of this hemisphere as the 


real hope of the world. 
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Q The issue of refugees and third country 
nationals, was it the Mexican position that the United 
States should not deport to Central America directly 
the Salvadorans and Guatemalans and, if so, what was 
the American response to that? 

A The Mexican position is that there are 
very serious humanitarian considerations, and that we 
must be certain that we are not sending people to 
Situations where they would be prejudiced. We appreciate 
that, we can endodotant: that. and we certainly don't 
want that to happen to anybody. 

On the other hand, we feel that on certain 
occasions that has been clearly stipulated, and that 
perhaps legalities, niceties, of the law have impeded 
our being able to transport people through. 

It has been pointed out, although it was not 
necessarily pointed out in the meetings today. In our 
conversations that we've had before that, of course, the 
alternative is simply to charter aircraft and to fly 
people directly non-stop. In such a case, Mexico would 
not have a position, of course. But I think that it is 


indicative of the fact that here is an issue, although 
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it perhaps may not be a very large issue in the scheme 

of the world it certainly is an important issue to 

anyone who is involved and that we must have a 
consideration of these matters and, indeed, we have. 

And we've dealt with it here, again, in a context of 
friendship and of mutual respect. 

Q Was any discussion held on the problem 
that Mexico is facing militarily on its border with 
Guatemala? There have been cases of hot pursuit 
apparently of refugees from Guatemala. While it's not — 

a bilateral concern, it does touch on this issue -- 
refugees. 

My Indeed, it might be a concern to us under 
any Circumstances because we are particularly concerned 
about Mexico's security, but the subject was not discussed 
neither specifically nor generally today. 

Q On this external debt of 85 to 90 billion, do 
you know how much is owed to American institutions? 

A Yes. And if the computer would just search 


around a little bit, I might be able to give it to you. 


$23 point-some billion; is that right? Could you recall? 
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STAPF: More or less. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: More or less. 
Okay. It's closer to $25. 

Q What progress was made on the border 
sanitation issue -- Tijuana River? 

A First of all, we go back to August 14 
when the Presidents met before in La Paz, and at that 
tine an environmental agreement was signed. Since that 
time, we have moved to have several meetings. Andon 
March 8 and 9 of this year, last month, the commissions 
met. Our group, including people from the State 
Department, George High of the Mexican ; 
Desk, and others, and our team was headed up Fitz~Hugh 
Green of EPA. 

A distinguished Mexican group came up and we 
discussed the very serious problems throughout the border. 
The meetings were held in San Diego and Tijuana. 
Specifically, we were trying to fine some remedy and some 
immediate solution for the problems in that area. 


The Mexican authorities have seen to it at this 


time that the breaks in the pipes, the spills, and the 
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other conditions that were exacerbating the situation 


have been repaired. 


(Continued on next page) 
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Some people have called that a Bandaid, I admit, 
but still they were very forthcoming about it. We are very 
grateful. We would like to see, of course, an increased 
amount of construction and of work on that situation. The 
population there is growing greatly, the effluents are 
increasing, we have had a previous problem of Imperial Beach 
being closed down. We are now coming to that season, we hope, 
that with the present repairs, that that's going to be avoided. 
The Point Loma plant, as some of you may know, 


/ 


is taking a major part of the effluents and treating them 
and then sending out treated waste. But that cannot go on 
much longer because they have reached their capacity to deal 
with the urban areas chat they're supposed to take care of 
plus what they're taking in from the other area. 

We hope that there is going to be some work on 
that very rapidly, and I think there will be. We've had 
very good communications on that recently. 

Q Resolved today? 

aN Sir? 

Q Was anything resolved today? 

A We certainly did step up the development 


of the resolution of that issue by the meetings last month, 


and that was touched upon today. I wish I could tell you -- 


I'm a southern Californian -- that it can be resolved just by 
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snapping our eincers. I don't mean to be snide -- don't 
misunderstand me -- but you know that that's not the case. 
It can't be done, and we just simply have to be a little 
patient here, although we hope, as I say, that the major 
work is going to be done and is going to continue -- is 
going to be started inthe very near future. 

We have a couple of possibilities, and we can 
' give you briefers on those, including the amount of money 
we think will take place, the kind of technology, including 
water hyacinth technology, which is a very _ 
interesting process they're using in San Diego and some 
other things. 

Q It was reported in one of the wire services 
this afternoon that some official of the Administration 
said that during the meeting with President Reagan, he 
tried to justify the mining of the ports in Nicaragua by 
saying that it was done to stop Communism coming through 
Nicaragua. Was something like this discussed? 

A No. It was not discussed. 

Q So that statement is not accurate? 

A I know nothing of that statement. i. certainly 
is news to me. 

MODERATOR: Let's make this, then, the last one. 

BN Okay. And then I'll have one comment I'd 


like to make if the question is not asked. I'm sorry -- let 
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me just go three quickly. 

Q I just want to know if Central America -- I 
know you said it wasn't raised here, but was it raised at 
all during the meeting with the President this morning? 

A No. It was touched ou simply tangentially. 
The subject of that meeting was not specifically those 
particular issues. That, as I told you when I came in, 
is an issue that started to be discussed, and I came down 
here. I shall go back up now. 

’ Q Can you tell us how tangentially it was dis- 
cussed at the White House? “ 

A It simply went by on the basis of very. much 
of what I said to you. We have some differences, but we 
must treat them as friends. 

Q How thoroughly do you expect to discuss 
Central America in the meeting that's going on now? 

A I expect it will be thoroughly discussed. 

Q Perhaps you better get up there. 

A That depends on my nanny. (Laughter) I'd like 
to say one thing -- yes. Go ahead, and then I'll say what 
f oc 

Q Yes. General Paul Gorman, head of SouthCom, 
made some rather startlingly harsh statements about Mexico 
before the Senate Armed Services Committee. One of the points 


he brought up was that Mexico repeatedly -- I'm paraphrasing, 
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but appears to ~ a haven for all forms of subversion in the 
region, and from this forum they are able to apparently 
launch offensives of various sorts. 

Could you comment on whether or not this particularly 
abrasive statement was brought up or was touched upon in 
that specific issue? 

A Neither of those things. It was neither brought 
up nor touched upon, nobody mentioned it. Ambassador Gavin 
made what we hoped would be a definitive statement on that 
some time ago. 

ON BACKGROUND, I would only comment that there 
seems to be a problem about geography. 

I'd like to mention one thing that has not been 
asked. Apparently, as I understand it, this morning a 
Mrs. Richard J. Flynn appeared on the "Today Show” to say 
that her husband, who has been incarcerated in Mexico, is 
being mistreated, and that, if I understand this report 
correctly, the inference is that the American authorities 
are doing nothing about this. 

Before responding to this specific item on Mr. 
Flynn, I would like to point out that our Embassy in Mexico 
has done everything possible to defend the rights and the 


interests of American citizens in Mexico whenever these 


particular cases have come to their attention. 











we have worked there on, for example, the Schrock 
case. Professor Schrock is still missing, but that case 
has not been abandoned. I can tell you that that particular 
item was handled right up to the Ambassador and has had 
his consideration. The same thing happened with the case 
of a certain Mr. Tym -- T-Y-M -- Mr. Tym, »-ho had some gold 
coins confiscated, and those coins were returned to him. 
Mr. Tym was released and is now living in his home in the 
Midwest. We have received -- the Embassy has received, I 
Should Say, and the Ambassador has personally received, 
some remarkably generous letters from Mr. and Mrs. Tym, 
thanking them. 

We have had other cases where we have worked -- 
where our Embassy has worked with people who have felt 
they had problems, and who indeed in some cases have had 
very real problems. 

In the case of Mr. Flynn he suffered a heart 
attack on the 22nd of February of 1982, after entering 
Mexico on February 11 of that same year. He was arrested 
by the Mexican authorities on March 13, 1982. The Embassy 
has been aware of the case, however, since February 26, 
1982. He was sentenced on January 12th of this year, 1984, 
to six years in prison and to $1-1/2 millior. in damages 


for criminal fraud. 
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The siiacetion. as I understand it, on the show 
this morning is that he is being held hostage. That is 
not true. He is being treated no differently than anyone 
else, considering the charges involved, and remember these 
charges were brought by Mexican courts in their sovereign 
territory by a man who was involved in a corporation in 
Mexico and working there -- against a man who was involved 
in a corporation working there, I mean to say. 

Mr. Flynn has changed lawyers on several occasions 
in Mexico. His American lawyer alleges that the Flynn 
case constitutes a trend in treatment of U.S. businessmen 
by the Mexican Government. We have not seen such a trend, 
our Embassy reports. ’ 

In addition to that, it has been charged by a 
certain Mr. Keegan, who is a lawyer for Mr. Flynn up here 
and for Mrs. Flynn, that there are political implications. 
We have investigated this case. We find that Mr. Flynn 
was charged with a purely criminal offense. 

As to the question of whether Mr. Flynn has received 
adequate medical treatment, the Embassy has done everything 
it could to ensure that Mr. Flynn be provided with adequate 
medical attention. 

It has been alleged also that the Embassy and the 
State Department have adopted a hands-off approach to the 


Flynn case. I want to repeat to you that our Embassy and 
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our officials there have been involved since the first 
heart attack, which was prior to his arrest. He, Mr. 
Flynn, is visited frequently in prison by Consular Officers 
and speaks with them frequently by telephone. The Embassy 
has sent several diplomatic notes on his behalf to the 
Foreign Ministry. The Embassy has arranged for doctors 
to go to prison to examine Mr. Flynn and has written notes 
to the prison director in his behalf. 

There's an allegation that he has not been able 
to speak with his wife. That has something to do with 
the use of the telephones in the prison, somethirig to do 
with ron-payment of telephone bills, which may or may” not 
have to do with Mr. Flynn, but apparently he has had diffi- 
culty using the telephone. That's out of our control. 

I would like to point out to you that our 
Consular Officers have been in touch, continue to be in touch, 
not only in this case, but in many others, and we reject 
the allegations that anything else is the case. Now I'll 
go up and see what may be happening in that item of enormous 
interest to you, and if you're still here and still interested, 
I'll try to come back and give you something on that. 

Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 4:44 p.m.) 
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MR. SIMS: This briefing will be on background. It's 
attributable to a Senior Administration Official. You already have 
the text of the Vice President's speech, I believe; if not, it's 
available here and we can circulate it through the room. There is 


also a book of additional information on chemical warfare that is 
available to you. 


Later today, probably around 3:0C p.m. in the press 
office, we would have the full text of the draft treaty for you to 
look at. Since it's 66 pages, I don’t think we will be having hand- 
out copies, but we'll be glad to let you peruse it when we have it 
available mid-afternoon in the press office. 


Q Bob, can you tell us precisely what information, 
what documents, have been given out in Geneva? 


MR. SIMS: I believe in Geneva -- I'm not sure -- 
do you know what's been handed out? The Vice President's speech has 
been delivered, this cther material has been handed out there as well? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They had it available. 
Whether they used it, I'm not sure, but you're welcome to it. 


Q They did have it all available, though, including 
the full text of the treaty? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The full text of the 


treaty we hope to have available some time this afternoon for you to 
look at <-- 


9 I'm talking about over there -- for those of us 
who have -- 


CrVTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: it will be made available 
in Geneva. 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I doubt that they hed it 
available over th.ce this morning, because it takes some time to put 
it together. In a few days it will be available as an official 
document of the Conference on Disarmament. But we will make it 
available here for you to look at this afternoon. It's 66 pages. 


MR. SIMS: Did that anewer your question? (Laughter.) 


Q I'm trying to figure out what the date of the 
story is -- 


Q For those of us who have people in Geneva who cover 
the story, we ‘ust need to know -- want to know -- 


MR. SIMS: Well, I can assure you that you are getting « 


background briefing that is not being given in Geneva. (Laughter.) 
Ané the other ¢ocument -- 


Q That was the wrong answer, Bob. (Laughter.) 
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MR. SIMS: -- the other documents, I think it's safe to 
assume, are available in Geneva except for the draft treaty which may 


or may not be available to them there, but will be available to you 
this afternoon. 


Q I asked the wrong cvestion -- (Laughter.) 
Q You got that? (Laughter. )} 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Good morning ledies and 
gentlemen. As you know, today in Geneva the Vice President presen*ed 
an American draft treaty on a complete wor .dwide ban on chemical weapons. 
This initiative by President Reagan is the result of almost two years 
of extensive legal and technical analysis by the a¢ministration. 


It incorporates, in addition, the ideas of our closest 
allies, and is based upon consultations with them. It also includes 
ideas presented in the Committee on Disarmament over the past few years 
by other participants. 


I want to say a few words, just by way of introduction, 
about the nature of the chemical weapons probier. 




















It’s important to understand this in the context of our presenting 
the treaty. 


Chemical weapons are, first of all, relatively easy to 
procsce. The proéuction technolocy anc the weaponization technoloscy 
are not secret. They are, in fact, generally well known. The weapons 
therselves are militarily effective. #nd now, and in the future, nations 
who may see themselves as desperate, may, in addition, heve a high 
incentive to produce and use such veapons. 


It is also relatively easy to produce the weapons and 
to weaponize them on a clandestine basis. So the real issue of the 
problem is one, first of all, of verification and monitoring of oro- 
Guction facilities and, secondly, an adequate system of compliance 
procedures, which sllows for questions to be resolved in a tiwely 
fashion, lest the entire system of restraints be undermine. 


Neither the Geneva Protocol of 1925 nor the Biclogical 
Weapons Convention of 1972 have such procedures. They, in fact, say 
nothing and do nothing about verification. 


The draft United States treaty is a concrete step to 
Soin the Soviet Union and others to undertake genuine bargaining 
over a treaty text. We have left the realm of the hypothetical now. 
The problem is a real one and our treaty goes to the heart of the 
problem. We look forward to serious consultations with the Soviet 
tnion ané with other participants on the elaboration of the treatv 
and we believe that with good faith and patience we can becin to 
shace a consensus in Ceneva that will be translated into an inter- 
rational acreement. 


Let me invite your cuvestions. 


Q What is new about this propose.’ What is new from 
the Bush proposal that was offered last february’ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The proposal that was 
mace last February was presented in the form of our detailed views 
In essence, a structuring of the problem which invited and serve 
as =he basis for discussion and negotiations in the Committee on 
Disarmarert. This is the first time a treaty text hes been proposed, 


in this or other administrations, that an actual treaty text has been 
proposed. 


9 Will you explain this compliance system and how that 
mechanism would function. Specifically, how would this concept of 
open invitation work? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are two problems 
with respect to verification. One is of declared facilites, declared 
production facilities. The other is of undeclared production facilities, 
possible clandestine operations. The treaty would provide for an 
initial on-site inspection regime for the monitoring of the destruction 
of existing facilities. Nations woulc be obliged to declare those 
facilities and then to submit to international inspection in monitoring 
the destruction of those facilities. 


In the event, at some future point, that a cuestion were 
to be raised, any nation -- about «4 residual capability, shall we 
Say Or a new capability, for that matter, any nation would have the 
Obligation and the right, under the treaty, to request a timely in- 
ternational inspection of the problematic facilities that had raised 
tne question. 





Q Would that be carried owt through a body like the 
Standing Consulcative Committee under SALT and subject to the approval 
of all 40 nations or however many nations are signatories to the 
treaty or -- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, the treaty provides 


for a three-tiered system of inspections. The treaty would establish 
a consultative committee, a technical committee and further bodies 

to >e negctiated, which would have <he job of overseeinc the treaty 
anc initatinc on-site inspections. 


This will become apparent, I think, when you see the 
treaty text. I'll be happy to spell it out in more detail. But it‘'l 


Q What if you're suspicious of, say -- Well, for 
imscance, what if the Soviets want =o come into any chemical plant 
in the United States, would they have access or what if we wanted 
to gO into Mrs. Chernenko's boudoir because we suspected chemical 
wea>ons? What are the limits to this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: it's a fair cuestion. 
Laughter.) Although, 
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n the event, it*s inconceivable it seems to me that the Soviet Union 
r any other cation would request inspection of Mrs. Murphy's boudoir. 
I mean, the fact is that according to the procedures we hope to estab- 
lish and negociate, there would be certain stirulations with respect 
to establishing the veracity and seriousness of a request to inspect. 
This is not designed to give the Soviet Union or any other nation a 
-ishing license over government controlled facilities in this country. 
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And those orocedures in detail would remain to be nego- 
t.atec in the course of the -- finishing the treaty text in Geneva. 


Q AS yOu Say -- as you say, producing chemical weapons -- 
the technology is well-known, the way you do it is fairly easy. Is 
there anything in the treaty that would give you leverage or give you -- 


provice nations leverace over terrorists who decided to take advantage 
of this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The treaty, as written 
and constructed, envisages state participation and state use on a legal 
basis of chemical weapons. So this is a -- the agreement is structured 
2S an agreement between governments. There is nothing in the text in 
my Opsanmion that would preclude cooperation with respect to possible 


chemical weapons terrorism. But it doesn't provide specifically for 
that. 


Q Would it preclude investigation of possible terrorism 
he state signatory and state -- 


ou 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. In a case 
where one state raised the question of an undeclared facility on a 
national territory, presumably, that territory and that facility and 
the government which had nominal responsibility for it would be obliged 
to undergo and to submit to a verification procedure. 


Q Supposing you do go in and find that somebody is pro- 
éucing chemical weapons, you know, in violation of the treaty, so then 
what? I mean, obviously, there is -- they don't care to live up to the 
treaty. I mean, what -- do you have an enforcement mechanism? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's no -- in internation- 
al law, there is no enforcement mechanism as such. I think what the 
treaty would do is to provide a series of restraints which would raise 
the risk or raise the ante of cheating, shall we say, and make that more 
éifficult if not impossible. 


Now in the -- at the end of this road, if somebody chooses 
to go ahead and produce, test, and weaponize chemicals, the nations of 
the world and this nation would have to face that situation as it comes. 
Obviously, that nation could no longer be a party of the agreement. 


But in terms of providing actual sanctions, which I think 


is the thrust of your question, no, the treaty does not provide for 
sanctions. 


Q The Soviets have already dismissed this even before 
it was formerly presented 4s propaganda and an election year effort. How 
seriously do we regard their dismissal? Do we regard that as a negotiating 
ploy on their part, or is it an indication that it is going to be very 
hard to negotiate a treaty? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I would charac- 
terize what the Soviets have said so far as a regrettable reflex response. 
But we're not going to take no for an answer, and we are encouraged by 
two things. First, a Soviet recognition or willingness, expressed willing- 
ness in February to allow for -- in the discussions of not this treaty, 
but the problem, a willingness to allow for inspection of destruction 
of chemical stocks on-site by an international body. This is the furthest 
the Soviet Union has ever come in acknowleccing the justifiability of 
on-site inspection. We <= 
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9 But is -- when did taney do that? You say in February, 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In February, they did 
“hat in the Committee on Disarmament. 


Q But it's still a quantum leap between that and this 
open invitation system that would permit inspection -- require inspec- 
tion of undeclared sites. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Here, let me -- let me 
h this qvestion. We'd like to see that as 4 straw in the wind. 
ted only today in response to the Vice President's speech that the 
t Ambassador, Mr. Issraelyan, noted that the Soviet Union would 


y the treaty text carefully. We would also like to regard that as 
raw in the wind. 


We will also te 
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initiating bilateral consultations with the Sovietsin the framework 
of the Committee on Disarmament in which we hope to probe and test 
their genuine attitudes. So, while there is reason to be discouraged 
by this reflex response on their part, I think there is also reason 
to suggest that, given what we expect to be the cenuine willingness 
of other nations to proceed along this course on the basis of 

this treaty, that the Soviets will come along. 


Yes? 


Q Mr. Issraelyan also said that -- or challenged 
U.S. credibility in his statement in response to Bush's tabling 
the document today. I'm wondering if the President -- if you 
would not be better off saying, continuing th: moratorium on nerve 
gas production while tabling the document to allow the Soviets to 
set over any unease they misht have about U.S. tactics in -- the 
last three years? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm afraid, David, 
that this would give the Soviets a lever over our own capability, 
and that's something we will not do. It is clear that the Soviets 
have a highly robust, well-thought-out chemical weapons capability, 
both offensive and defensive. The Soviet armed forces are 
structured to conduct a chemical campaign, and they have chemical 
weapons right down to the battalion level. They have a -- both 


defensive and offensive -- but they have a far greater capability 
than we have. 


It is a simple truth that chemical -- as far as we're 
concerned, that chemical weapons were not used in the Second World 
War, even when the German nation was desperate, for fear of retaliatior 
on the part of the Allied forces. The logic of that suggests to 


us, and of the Soviet position, suggests to us that we need to maintain 
a credible chemical deterrent. 


Now, this does not mean that we have to match the Soviets 
weapon for weapon or we have to even match them in terms of the 
amount of stocks that we maintain. But we haven't produced any 
stocks of weapons for 15 years. The stockpile as it exists -- much 
of it is stored in bulk. [t's increasingly obsolete. And what 
I mean by obsolete is increasingly incapable of being used actually. 
That undermines its credibility as a deterrent. And the adrinistration'’s 
efforts, I think, have been extremely measured in terms of our funding 
requests, in what we need, and they'll offer sufficient time for the 
Soviets to respond in a constructive way on this treaty. 


This doesn't pre-empt any kind of Soviet political or 
Giplematic response. 


Q What is your funding request? Or what is your 
request to Congress? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In FY ‘85, it's for 
$105 million. 


Q Now, what do you want to make? 


e SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is essentially for -~ 
all but about ten percent of it is for long lead-term production items. 
It is not for the manufacture of weapons, but for the beginning construc- 
tion of facilities, which would, in the end, as necessary, be used to 
produce weapons. But that actual production is years away. 


Q If we have a nuclear deterrent, why do we need to 
produce chemical weapons to have a chemical deterrent? 


* This requested figure of $105 million constitutes approximately 10 
percent of the overall U.S. chemical program. Approximately 73 per- 
cent of that program is for protective (defensive) measures, and 
13 percent is for demilitarization of obsolete chemical weapons. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'm not sure I 
understand your question. You're suggesting that if, for example -- 
that an opponent wocld be deterred from using chemical weapons for 
fear of having nuclear weapons used upon him. Is that -- 


* I heard the President say -- you know, talk about 
Sur nuclear weaponry and speak of it in terms of -- as a deterrent. 
I= we have that, why do we need chemical weapons? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, because we don't 
want to be put in a position where in the event that chemical weapons 
were usec against us, our only option would be to use nuclear weapons. 


I think most analysts inside and outside the government would recognize 


a fire break between conventional and nuclear forces and between cheni- 
cal and nuclear forces. 


Q Why -~ why is there a fire break? Would vou elaborate 
just a little bit on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Because of the penalty 
associated -- or at least the theoretical or perceived penalty in 
escalating from cne type of force to another. 


Q Chemicals are considered more controllabe than nuclear? 
Is that what you're saying? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What I'm saying, that 
you -- in moving from conventional to -- I don't want to structure 
this as a natural escalation process -- conventional, chemical, and 
nuclear. In the event, you know, it could work that way, but that’s 
not the point I'm making. 

















The point I‘m making is that, given the destructiveness 
of both chemical weapons and nuclear weapons, one should do everythings 
one can to contain and deter that class of weaponry. 


Q I think the questions sort of suggest that chemical 
weapons are not very controllable, and they're this -- almost a kind 
of a last resort weapon, and do we really need -- you know, is there 
enough cistinction between a limited nuclear weapon, for example. and 
cnemical weaapons. Do we have to have chemical weapons? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, in our judgment, 
we have to have them for the reasons I gave you. I think you make a 
fair point with respect to some nations having access to chemical 
weapons -- not being deterred from using them, because they escalate 
the level of violence. That's clear. These weapons are being used 
almost as we speak here today. All the more reason for constructing 
some kind of international constraint regime which this treaty embodies 
in order to rule out that possibility in the future. 


Q Is the fear that use of any kind of a nuclear 
weapon, whether it’s tactical, or smaller, or not -- would reach us 
to a higher level of warfare that couldn't be stopped, whereas 
chemical weapons would not be so uncontained? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo one knows. Wo one 
knows under what circumstances in which -- circumstances in which these 
weapons were used against us, or in which these weapons were used in 
another conflict -- what options would be resorted to by the side 
against whom they were being used. We have tried to structure the 
problem in a way that makes sense to us, and this is not a view that's 
unique to this administration. It's one that's had a long history in 
the post-war period. 


Q You said earlier that we need a “credible* chemical 
weapon deterrent, but we don't have to match the Soviets weapon for 
weapon. Why doesn't that same sort of logic or reasoning apply to 
nuclear arms, where it seems we are very much intent on matching then 
more-or-less weapon for weapon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The same logic does 
apply to the nuclear arena. I'm delighted you asked the question. If 
you look at the configuration of Soviet nuclear forces in Europe -- 
Soviet tactical weapons and Soviet intermediate-range weapons -- 
what you see is that they far out-gun us. That in terms of numbers, 
they are -- (laughter.) -- they are far ahead of us. The NATO 1979 
decision to deploy 572 weapons never envisaged matching « Soviet 
force, which now numbers some 1,400 warheads. So the same logic does 
apply. 


Q What happens now in Geneva? I mean, it’s on the 
table. What's the process from here on cut? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The process is to meet 
in plenary sessions and -- there is a routine of established procedures 
in Geneva in which regular, plenary sessions are held of the Committee 
of 40; and in which bilateral contacts are established, in which we 
seek to explain the treaty, the logic behind it; and in which we 
solicit the views of others, including the Eastern participants as well. 


Q Is your expectation -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We like to think of it 
as 4 creative process. 


Q Is it your expectation that the discussions with 
the Soviets will be held in that plenary, rather than one-on-one? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As I say, there will be 
bilateral consultations initiated with the Soviets, but in the context 
of the Committee -- of the Multilateral Committee on Disarmament. 
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9 What's the timetable? I mean, do you have any sense 
at all on how far down the road we're looking to negotiate a treaty 
like this -- assuming that there's any possibility of actually 
negotiating on it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, as the President 
seid, this is going to take some time, obviously. We would look forward 
to -- and, needless to say, there is a political context here. We 
would look forward to detailed discussions and serious bargaining in 
the course of the Geneva discussions this summer. We hope it will be 
& very active summer, on this treaty. 


Q Meaning what? That by the end of the summer, a 
treaty is possible? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I'm not saying. 
No. That we engage the Soviets and the Erstern side in discussion of 
@ treaty text that we would hope would become a joint treaty text. 


But, in terms of -- the question you're asking is whether ve're going 
to have a treaty -- 


Q Right. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- and I can’t answer 


that. Given the history of the problem, given the nature of the 
on-site inspection issue, obviously it's going to take some time. 
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Q I guess what I'm really asking is are we talking 
about even the possibility of a treaty necotiated this year or are 
we looking into something that's a much longer-term process than that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it's entirely up 
to the Soviet Union. But I would say that we're looking to a longer- 
term process. I doubt that by the end of the summer we would have 
agreement on this. 


What we would like to see is some -- What we would like 
to see is some forthright, straightforward discussion of the probles 
itself, which could isolate certain aspects of the treaty text and 
provide for agreement on those. That's, after all, how international 
negotiations on treaties proceed anyway. 


Q You said that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll have a better 
sense of that in a few months. 


Q You said that tiis was not designed to give any- 
body a fishing license. I wasn't clear on what would prevent that 
in terms of verification. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We will establish pro- 
cedures. 


Q They're not in the treaty now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTPATION OFFICIAL: Which are not in the 
treay now, which, as the -- annexes to the treaty say will remain 
to be negotiated, which will create, shall we say, certain roadblocks 
to -- certain legal and technical roadblocks to a fishing expedition. 


No nation should want a fishing expedition. And, indeed, 
one of the problems that we have faced, one of the most complex legal 
issves that we have involved ourselves with over the past couple of 
years, has been this issue itself. Namely, what kind of existing 
legal barriers, constitutional and others, exist -- do we have to 
wrestle with in the course of negotiating this treaty. 


But we think we've solved those problems. 


Q If your logic about it is the need for a deterrent 
in the United States, can that logic be applied to other nations, ther? 
I mean, would it not be logical, using your framework, to suggest that 
a nation like Iraq should go out and produce chemical 
weapuus sO as to have an imminent threat against a nation like 
Iran, which is already using chemical weapons against it? Or to 
take two neutral situations, a nation like, say, Jordan to prepare 
chemical weapons to deter anyone, such as an Iran from attacking 
them, using the logic that the United States is using for its 
$100 million recuest of Congress? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it's a problem, 
as you suggest, that can feed on itself. The Iranians, to our know- 
ledge, have not used chemical weapons. Indeed, I think the logic 
of what I said earlier applies in that situation. The Iracis, feeling, 
no doubt from a military point of view and political, increasingly 
desperate, have themselves resorted to the use of chemical -- lethal 
chemical weapons. 


The question is, if the Iranians had a similar capa- 
bility, would the Iragis have resorted to those weapons. We think 
not. 


Q Haven't you upped the ante here to the extent that 
verification, on-site inspection has been the hangup with the Soviets, 
doesn’t this proposal, by suggesting rore stringent on-site inspection, 
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make it less likely that you'll get an agreement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, as you know, the 
previous administration conducted discussions with the Soviets in 
Geneva between ‘77 and ‘80. Those negotiations eventually stalled, 
deadlocked and came to an impass over precisely this cuestion. The 
Soviets insisted that they -- while they wanted a chemical treaty, 
they would police themselves. 


This administration has a principled and, I should say, 
stringent verification policy. We are simply not going to base arms 
control agreements on trust. And I think there's good reason for 
that, if you look around the world and you look at -- and see the 
chemical weapons that are being used, the Soviet associatiun, in 
some cases, with that use and Soviet acmwed forces themselves. 


So we simply have to insist on on-site inspection measures 
that work. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Could this be the last 
cuestion so we can -- 


Q You said earlier that this was the first time the 
U.S. has put forth a treaty text, but that last February there were 
detailed views, I guess. Are we just talking about the form being 
different and that there are essentially no new ideas being put forth 
in this treaty text? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, in the course of -- 
We did not spell out our -- we spelled out our detailed views; but 
we did not spell out in legal language and in provisions, which could 


themselves be the subject of negotiation, in what the Vice President 
presented last year. He went 














over there, he discussed the nature of the problem, he indicated that 
we would be forthcoming in these discussions. That we felt if the dis- 
cussions moved forward, if there were some sign of progress, some sicn 
of Soviet seriousness, that we would be willing to come forward, make 

a further step. That, in effect, is what we have done now. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 10:00 A.M. EST 
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MR. SPEAKES: We reach this point in wur China trip prepar- 
ations with you becoming probably the most thoroughly briefed press corps 
in the history of Presidential travel. It's an unprecedented aspect of 
the trip that we've put so many briefings before you, and want particu- 
larly, as we conclude our series of briefings with the Secretary of 
State, to thank Rob Neavitt, George Beasley, and Camilla McCaslin who 
put these briefings together, as well as the briefers, Wolfowitz, Regan, 


Segur, Brown, Lawson, Keyworth, Neavitt, McFarlane, and today, Secretary 
Shultz. 


Our briefing today is on the record. Our subject is the 


President's trip to China. And we trust you will confine your questions 
to this subject. 


Q Wrong. 


MR. SPEAKES: For those who have not already received a 
press book, they will be available outside the room by the elevator. 
With it is a schedule for the trip. You will notice that it does not 
list the names of the Chinese officials who will be meeting with the 


President because it is not the Chinese custom to announce names this 
far in advance. 


Your briefing book does conclude certain biographies of 
several leaders including Premier Zhao, Foreign Minister Wu, General 
Secretary of the Chinese Communist Party, Hu, and the Chairman of the 


Central Advisory Committee, Deng Kiaopinc. If that tells you anything, 
so be it. 


In this regard, you will notice the President also has an 
unprecedented number of meetings with Chinese leaders in Beijing on 
Thursday, Friday, and Saturday. At least seven hours of meetings with 
the President and the top eschelon of Chinese leaders including a signi- 
ficant working lunch with a top Chinese leader on Saturday. 


As we leave Guam, there will be another press book passed 
out for your use, and we will also be briefing on a daily basis in 
Beising late in the afternoon, 5:00 p.m. local time. I will do a daily 
briefing. Assistant Secretary Wolfowitz will be involved, and the 
Secretary of State at times. 


I think that concludes everything that I need to say. And 


Secretary Shultz has an opening statement after which he'll take your 
questions. 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Thies trip of President Reagan's to the 
People's Republic of China will be the first by an incumbent President 
since 1979, the first since normalization. Therefore, it is an important 
moment in this relationship. And I think, looking back, we can say that 
President Nixon created an opening to China. President Carter brought 
about the normalization of our relationships with China. Building on 
this bipartisan base, President Reagan has sought to make the relation- 
ship stable and comprehensive -- of course, attending to the strategic 
matters of common interest to China and the United States, building on 
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the common concern we have with security and peace around the world, 
but also observing the potential for a major economic relationship 
between our two countries, and the large and growing number of personal 
ties that have developed of personal exchanges and cultural exchanges 
involved. So we see this relationship evolving into something that 
will be stable and enduring and comprehensive in nature. 

















During the President's visit, he'll have extensive 
meetings with Chinese leaders and we expect to cover topics sort 
of across the board. He'll have two major addresses, a televised 


interview and a great deal of exposure to the leadership and people 
of China. 


This trip and the Premier's trip here are high points 
in @ process. A great deal has come before the President's trip and 
@ great des! will follow on after it. 


But the visit itself will give real impetus to the re- 
lationship and, from the standpoint of those of us who have been 
working om it very closely and hard, I think will help move the re- 
lationship forward in a most constructive way. 


Questions. 


Q What is .he opportunity, sir, for a nuclear sagree- 
ment to be reached? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, that’s a subject that has been 
under heavy discussion for some time. Ambassador Kennedy is in 
Beijing richt now involved in those discussions. I can’t say when 
or whether agreement will be reached, but it's certainly possibie. 
And we'll continue to work om it. We have our statutes and regula- 
tions that we must observe and they have their concerns and we work 
to try to resolve these in a satisfactory way. 


Q What's the subject cf the ?-tol0-hour talks since 
so much of the groundwork hes now been laid in these various areas? 
What's the focus? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Weli, there will be -- the coverage will 
be very broad. We'll undoubtedly discuss the bilateral matters between 
China and the United States, covering economic, cultural, military, 
perhaps the nucleer business, many other matters of genuine importance 
to us. We'll discuss our view of situations throughout the world and 
review that. So, together those matters give you a very full agenda. 


I might say that I*m certain that we will not have enough 
time, even though there is a great amount of time because there is 
so much to cover. And, of course, you have to recognize that the 
actual talking time is about half because of the translation problems 
involved. So it cuts it down a bit. 


Q In discussing our view of situations around the 
world, woul sow expect that the President will be asked to comment 
on the CIA bombing of Corinto Harbor and the other covert ectivities 
that have caused him ©. much difficulties here -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: tI would imagine that the importance 
of developments in Central America will be covered and I think here 
we see, once again, a demonstration of Soviet aggressive behavior 
in sending arms into the area and creating instability there. 


So, certainly, we expect and want to describe to the 


Chinese our view of the situation and hear about theirs so that 
all of these matters will undoubtedly come up. 


Q Are you confirming that we bombed this port? 
SECRETARY SNULTZ: Tf have just answered that question. 


Q But is it only Soviet aggressive behavior? 1 mean, 
one could certainly question the CIA's behavior. 


SECRETARY SHU.TZ: I think that the subject needs 4 very 


good and thorough discussion and I'm sure the People's lic of 
China leaders have read the bipartisan report, particulariy since 
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they know Henry Kissinger very well and admire his. Sut that re- 
port brings out the political dimensions of the probleas of Central 
America, the economic dimensions, the things that we are trying to 
do to change the social structure there. All of these things, I's 
sure, will get attention. 


Q Mr. Secretary, in view of the fact that the Chinese 
did ask Ambassador Kennedy to come back when they did, do you think 
that it’s possible that nuclear agreement can be reached while the 
President is ectually ir China? 




















SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, it’s possible. I think as you 
look at major visits of this kind, they tend to become a sort of focal 
point and concentrate people's attention on getting things accomplished 
if they can. On the other hand, I'm sure that we and the Chinese take 
the view that we don’t want to agree to something for the sake of the 
visit. So, the negotiation is going on strongly, and I hope that 
agreement can be reacted; but, it remains to be seen. 


Q Do you expect any movement on the Taiwan issue. or 
will both sides stick to their previously stated positions? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, as far we we're concerned, the 
subject is treated in the Shanghai communique and the normalization 
communique and in the special Taiwan communique negotiated in August 
of 1982. And we will abide by those agreements. 


Q Mr. Secretary, is it true that there's a great policy 
debate going on within the administration as to how to interpret the 
latest thrust of the directive on terrorism? You're a hard-liner, that 
Weinberger is a soft-liner, that you want stiff reprisal and preemptive 
action, and he doesn't? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I would expect that in our discussions 
with the Chinese, the various problems of concern around the world, 
including terrorism, will come up and we'll want to talk about it. 

As far as our government is concerned, we have discussed it thoroughly, 
and I think there is a general view of the importance of this problem 
and the importance of getting ourselves in the position to meet the 
threat adequately. There's no difference of opinion about that at all. 


Q Now, you have said, sir, on the record -- publicly -- 
in the last two or three months, talking about Lebanon in the Mid-east 
when our troops were still there, that the United States might 
conduct a preemptive strike against a terrorist base if we had hard 
information that our forces were in danger. That still is your view, 
is it not? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: My view is that we must take -- that 
the problem is very important -- 


Q Who would that view -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: -- that it's likely to get worse before 
it gets better. Look what's going on in London right now. That it's 
essential for us to take all of the defensive measures that we can 
that are appropriate for our society and the mission of the places that 
we are worrying about, such as our embassies. But, I don't think that 
purely defensive posture is adequate. And we must think through, as 
a society, other aspects of this problem. And we're in the process of 
doing that. 


Any more questions about China? 


Q Is Congress going to be consulted on whatever we 
decide to do? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Any more questions about <-- of course. 
Any more questions about China, or are we through with that topic? 


Q Do we have any indication that the Chinese are 
sympathetic towards our views on Central America? 


SECRETARY SHULTS: On <-- 


Q Central America <-- our position on Central America. 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I won't try to speak at all 
for the Chinese. They will speak for themselves and they're very 
interested in the subject. I know in my own discussions #ith the 
Foreign Minister we've literally talked about issues throughout the 
world, Africa, Central America, the Middle East and so forth as well 
as Asia, Afchanistan, Kampuchea ard so ou. So I know that there's 
a creat interest in the subject and we expect that we'!l have a good, 
strong exchange. 


Q Since the Chinese are short of American funds, 
to what extent will our loans be to China to heip them? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, there are Export-Import Bank 
possibilities and some other ways in which we might make funds avail- 
able. But it’s really pretty limited at this point. 


Actually, the Chinese have done quite an outstanding 
job of managing their external debt. They don't have a major 
external debt and their foreign exchange position is a strong one. 
It contrasts very sharply with many other countries. So I think 
you would have to say that they have managed this particular 











eoF< 


aspect of their economic affairs very well. 


Q Mr. Secretary, what progress would you expect 
from this visit on the entire scope of the two Koreas quescion? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It's hard to say what 
progress we might expect. I'm certain that the subject will get, 
as with these others, a very thorough discussion. We're -- both 
countries are very concerned about the Korean peninsula. We've 
discussed before. I think both -- it's fair to say both countries 
would like to see a reduction in tensions. And there are a variety 
of ideas about how to do that around, and we'l] examine them. 


Whether or not out of it will come something that 
can advance matters remains to be seen. But we'll certainly be 
trying. 


I will myself be breaking off from the President's 
party very briefly and going to Korea and Japan from Shanghai to 
brief leaders in those two cvuntries and then rejoining the President 
again in Alaska. But that is by way of suggesting the importance 
we attach to our Korean relationship. 


Q To follow up on that, will you press or in any 
way attempt or the President attempt to urge the Chinese to take 
part in four-way talks involving ourselves, North Korea and South 
Korea? I think their position is that they don't wish to be involved. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: That's correct. And 
the questions that go under the heading of shape of the table will 
continue to get attention. Our view is, as we have stated and this 
is the same as the South Korean view, that the essential matter 
is to have discussions between North Korea and South Korea directly. 
And others, if they can be helpful, will be helpful in making that 
come about or helping to bring it about. But that's the basic 
relationship that needs to be concentrated on. 


Q Mr. Secretary, the people in Taiwan have expressed 
their concern that their interest, their well-being might be 
jeopardized by the trip. Could you respond to that concern or 
address this issue? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think that the peace and security 
and stability in Asia will be advanced by the President's trip and 
the relationship between the People's Republic of China and the 
United States, not only in Asia, of course, but around the world. 
This is an important relationship and everybody benefits by that 
kind of stability. The President has stated many times he has no 
intention of turning his back on friends, old friends in Taiwan 
And our relationship with the people of Taiwan and our commerciai 


relationships are there. And there is no need to be concerned about 
them. 


Q Mr. Secretary, could you discuss the symbolism 
of the trip and its importance? 





Q Oh, that's a good one. 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: The symbolism of the trip? 


Q I mean this is the first President in nine years 
to go to the -- , 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Pardon me? 


Q -- the first President in nine years going to China. 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Wot in mine years. No. I think in -- 


Q The last one was in ‘75. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It’s -- I guess you're right. Yes. 
My mind was on 1979, which was the normalization date. 


Of course, other Presidents have gone but not in office, 
and that’s a little different. 


Well, I think that the -- 
Ford. 
Ford was -- 


President Ford -- 


Q 

Q 

Q 

Q Ford went in ‘75. 
Q Gerald Ford. 

Q - °75. 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: In ‘75. 

Q That was the last one. 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: Yes. 

Q -=- nine years. 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: Right. 

Q Nine years -- 

Q Okay. We're all set -- 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: Okay. 


Q -- that aside. What is <-- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We've got that straightened out. 
(Laughter. ) 


Q -- the symbolism? 
Q Get to the symbolism. 
Q Yes. 

Q I'd like to have an -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I'm thinking, you see. I have 
to -- If I were Arthur Burns, I'd light up my pope -- pipe. (Laughter.) 


Q Light up your pope? 


Q If you light up your pope, we'd be in trouble. 
(Laughter. ) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: That comes in Alaska. 


Well, I think there are quite a variety of things 
that the trip, in a sense, stands for over and above the direct 
substantive content of the trip and the relationship of that content 
to the various things being worked out between the countries before 
and after the trip. Certainly, 
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it shows the basic sense of friendship between the United States, 
the people of the United States and the people of China. That has 
been the case for a long time, it's very deep and it remains and 
the trip symbolizes that fact. 


I think, more broadly, this is the President's second 
trip to the Asia-Pacific area within a six-month period and he has 
sent me on one other occasion and, again, in -- later this year. 

So all of that shows the importance to the United States of the Asia- 
Pacific region. And we recognize that fact. Wot to the detriment of 
any other region; but this is an area of the world with dynamic 

and growing economies, great strategic significance with personal 
ties with us and cultural ties with us that are of great importance 
to us. So China, as the most populous country in the region, is 

a kind of centerpiece. So all of these things, I think, are ir- 
portant dimensions of the symbolism of the trip. 


Q Mr. Secretary, ¢ix months ago, when the President 
went on his last trip to Asia, he cancelled several parts of that 
trip, the Phillipines and some other countries, on the ground that 
there was very pressing business on the Hill. 


Now, he's going to China when Congress is about to vote 
or. his entire Central American policy, the money for £1 Salvador, 
the money for the Contras. On the basis of the criterion set by 
the administration six months ago, shouldn't he stay in town? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The earlier trip had to be -- the 
first part of it had to be cut off because we were coming to the 
end of a Congressional session, which is always 4 very hectic time, 
as you know. And the earlier information was that the adjournment 
would come at an earlier date. And, in fact, as we struggled with 
problems here, it was certainly fortunate that that decision was 
made and made in a timely way. 


In this case, the President will be leaving before the 
Congress comes back and we will be back shortly after the Congress 
reconvenes and there will be plenty of time for action on these 
vital matters. 


I might say that the -- there is the question, of course, 
of the emergency funds that are in conference and we'd like to see that 
conference take place. Then, there is the large supplemental, ‘84 
supplemental <o be voted on. And then, of course, there is the broseder 
question of the basic thrust of our country's policy toward Central 
America that is posed by the legislation implementing the Bipartisan 
Commission Report. So all of these things are in train and we wiil 
be back in plenty of time to work on them all. 


Q Mr. Secretary, the Chinese are known to want to 
buy some weapons from the United States. Do you 
envision a major program of weapons sales to Unina and what are we 
willing to sell them, what are we not willing *» sell them? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, these discussions have been 
going on, highlighted by Secretary Weinberger's visit and then some 
visits here by Chinese military leaders, which -- and there'll be 
a follow-on visit. And I think both sides are sort of exploring 
that issue and we expect there to be military sales on a case-by- 
case basis oriented to defensive needs of the People's Republic 
of China. And this will unfold over a period of time. But it'll 
have to be judged as it goes along. 


Q But are there some kinds of systems that we're 
not willing to sell? 
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SECRETARY SHULTE: The question cf what it is appropriate 
to sell and what not is being sort out by the Defense Ministries in- 
volved and I think the process is actually going along pretty well. 


Q Mr. Secretary, you mentioned what's happening in 
London a while ago. The Libyans say they're going to storm the 
British Embassy there if any action is taken in an overt sense against 
their Embassy in London. How are the British going to solve this 
problem? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, the British are experienced and 
ingenious and they'll solve it 
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in an impressive way, I'm sure. And I'm not going to try to describe 
in any detail what I think they ought to do, but they have a difficult 
problem on their hands, and I'm sure they'll handle it well. 


Q Mr. Secretary, how far will the United States go 
in a technology agreement? And, I want to know, will the United 
States al.ow China to reproduce some of our computers that we, today, 
will not sell to some foreign countries? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, the technology transfer issue 
hes been 4 very important one. When I visited China in -- when was 
that -- Pebruary, ‘83, it was apparent to me from the discussions 
how significant this issue is to the Chinese. Of course we knew it 
before we left -- before we went. But, it came out very, very 
strongly. A great deal of work has been done on the subject, and 
we have liberalized our technology transfer rules for China quite 
significantly. And the levels of case approvals, and so-forth, has 
peen going up sharply. So, I think on the whole, that ir working 
out well, not that there aren't problems. There are, of course, 
connections of our policy with the policy of our allies in Europe, 
in Japan, in COCUM -- and that we have to work through. But, in 
general, I think the technology transfer program is going along quite 
well, and some things are there to sell, and undoubtedly the Chinese 
are very interested in not only making purchases, but buying prototypes 
and seeing what they can do for themselves. And they're very 
angenious people, and no doubt will progress. 


Q Mr. Secretary -- 


Q -~- but in some of the computers and same of the -- 
we Will not sell today to Russia -- when -- will we sell that to 
China? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Certainly there are things that we 
are ready to sell to the Chinese that we will not sell to the Soviet 
Union -- absolutely. 


Q Mr. Secretary, on that issue directly, are things 
settled enough that you don't think that this -- the technology 
transfer issue will come up on this trip? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I'm sure it will come up. It's a 
very important matter and we keep sorting it out. It's not a problem 
that you can put up there and solve, and that's it. It's a problem 
that you have to keep working at, in order to keep the understanding 
there. And, of course, technology itself is changing all the time. 
So you have to keep examining what's going on in a scientific sense, 
and putting your criteria along side technological developments in 
order to administer the program well. So, it's certainly -- it's 
going to get discussion. 


Have the Chinese expressed disappointment in the 
American liberalization <-- the administration's liberalization 
last year? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No. I think they're very pleased tc 
see it. They're -- everybody always has the same attitude toward 
anything. It reminds me of Samuel Gompers, who most of you probably 
never heard of, but, he was asked what -- (Laughter.) 


~ Ohhhhh . 


Q He made up his quote often -- (Laughter.) 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Se was asked, what was -- what did 
labor really want? He says, “It's very simple. More.* 


*) More. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: And I think, by and large, that's 
what we want, and that's what they want. 


But, I think that the program's going well, and a lot 
of headway has been made. There are still plenty of probleus, and 
I'm sure it'll get discussed. 


Q Mr. Secretary -- 


Q Mr. Secretary, you talked about the need for 
cooperation to try and stop terrorism. Now, a8 you say, we have «a 
difficult situation in London. Can you envision any kind of cooperation 
to try to stop Qaddafi? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Oh, I can certainly envisage it. 
And, I think, it is important to recognize that the problem of terrories 
is an international problem. It takes place somewhere. But it has 
broader dimensions to it. So, we need to do things in our own 
country that are appropriate for ourselves here, but we also will 
benefit a great deal from discussions with our friends around the world 
in the many dimensions of dealing with the problens. 


Q How serious a threat do you regard QGeddafi, and 
what can be done specifically with him in this -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, it’s obviously a serious probles, 
and we have said so for quite a long time. And I think, perhaps, 
some of the illusions that others have held -- they are, perhaps, 
beginning to lose. 
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Q May I ask about what you plan to discuss in private 
about the Soviet Union and whether the President will want to address 
his views about the Soviet Union in his speeches to the Chinese 
or micht it be more appropriate for him to not talk about that as 
much as he frequently does in speeches in -- on his trips? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The President's speeches will be 
available upon delivery, and one of my fundamental rules is don't 
scoop the President. 


Q -- I*m asking -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: So, I don’t want to comment on it. 
Fe will -- 


Q I'm asking -- 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: <-- two major speeches. 


Q May I, then, clarify my question which is: Will 
you be aiming to establish perhaps a different tone in addressing 
publicly the issue of Soviet-U.S. relations because of the particular 
setting that you're going to be in? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Wo. I think the tone and stance 
of the United States in our relation with the Soviet Union is quite 
Clear and was stated very authoritatively by the President in 
January. That's kind of a reference point. And, of course, in 
our discussions with the Chinese, we'll want to talk about the 


Soviet Union, as -- along with a lot of other problems around the 
world. 


And they are acute observers of all these things, 
and we expect to learn from them. And it may be that we can provide 
some insight, too. 


MR. SPEAKES: Let's take Charlotte. And then Bruce 
had a question. And Bruce will have the honor of asking the last 


question and also the first question from the front row concerning 
China. 


How do you know? (‘Laughter.) 


Q 

Q It's not the first. 
Q That's not true. 

Q 


You refurbish the relationship always. 


Q Mr. Secretary, would you explain how the U.S. 
national interest is served by selling arms to a communist country 
that has the atomic bomb? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I think the Chinese have 
security problems like other countries do. They have a long border 
with the Soviet Union, with lots of military force there. They 
have a Soviet satellite state, Vietnam, on their -- another border 
as an aggressive country occupying Kampuchea, threatening Thailand. 
They are concerned about Soviet behavior in Afghanistan, which is, 
again, @ bordering state. So, there are plenty of security concerns. 


And on issues of that kind, we share their concern. 
And, 80, I think that it makes sense. 


Q In your anewer on Taiwan before, you seemed 
to indicate that we are simply going to restate our position on 
Taiwan based on past agreements. Is it your expectation that -- 
or are you trying to -- that the Chinese are going be satisfied 
to do the same or that you have some sense from the talks so far 
that they're likely to press beyond that? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: From our standpoint, this subject 
has been addressed and it has been the subject of carefully worked 
out understandings that reflect themselves in the communiques. And 
we intend to live by the statements in those communiques. And 
that's our position, and we don't -- we're not going there to 
negotiate a new Communique or in any way to try to shift the ground 
from the existing agreements. Those agreements will be honored 
by the United States. And the President has said that before and 
when the subject comes up, I'm sure we'll say it again. 


Thank you. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 11:34 A.M. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

BACKGROUND BRIEFING 

NATO’s MBFR PROPOSAL 
THURSDAY, APRIL 19, 1924, 11:07 A.M. 


SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Thank you, 
and good morning ladies and gentlemen. 

Last fall the President directed us to explore 
potential areas of flexibility with respect to the 
Mutual and Balanced Force Reductions Negotiations in 
Vienna. In December of last year our NATO Allies, along 
with us, mandated 4 total review of the Western 
negotiating position. 

For sometime now the Alliance has been working 
on the package that was tabled today in Vienna. With 
this major new initiative, we intend to bring new 
momentum into the talks which have been stalled for 
sometime. 

The initiative represents a significant chance 
in the western position. It alters the long-standing 
western requirement for formal agreement on specific 
numbers of all eastern military personnel as a pre-condition 


to any western reductions. This represents a significant 
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chance in the western position. 

These talxs i:ave been deadlocked, as I'm sure 
you know, for some years now by a major problem. That 
is, the inability to agree on the size of Sastern forces 
in Central Europe. 

We believe that the Warsaw Pact currently 
enjoys an advantage of some 180,000 ground forces. The 
east also has not gone far enough to satisfy a basic 
reguirement for any arms control agreement in our view -- 
namely, effective verification -- although they have made 
some moves that are encouraging. 

To revitalize the negotiations, we have now 
introduced this new proposal. It is a major demonstration 
of flexibility on our part, and let me explain why. As 
I said, the intiative changes our requirement for pvrior 
data agreement on all Sastern forces in the area. 

Instead, we are now asking for an exchange of data -- 
for an exchange of date only on part of the ground forces 


of both sides, namely, the combat and combat support 


forces. 





These are the ground forces which represent 
the createst military potential in the area. In such 
an exchange, we would set aside the service support 
forces where much of the existing discrepancy over 
numbers resides. The exchange we are proposing would 
be based on new categories of forces to be agreed by 
both sides. These categories would be difference from 
the counting exercises of past years which fail to 
reconcile our differences. 

This kind of an axchange, we believe, gives 
both sides a fresh start. 

Rather than asking for agreement on the 
information to be exchanged, we propose that the exchange 
of data would be satisfactory -- and this is an 
important point -- if Sastern figures came within an 
acceptable range of our own estimate. In other words, 
we are no longer insisting on agreement on a specific 
figure. 

The western proposal also contains a new 


approach to the reductions and limitations process. The 


only reductions which will be specified before the treaty 








comes into effect are for the United States and Soviet 
forces, and only for the combat and combat support forces 
of those two countries. 

Immediately after the first stage of 
U.S.-Soviet reductions, a collective no-increase 
commitment would go into effect covering the overall 
forces of all direct participants. This represents an 
important move to meet the Eastern position. 

To compliment the new approach on data, we also 
propose improvements to make verification more effective. 
These include a better exchange of information on the 
forces in the area and improved cooperative observation 
and inspection measures by both sides. These would be 
strictly reciprocal arrangements, and our verification 
approach would increase the confidence that all 
provisions of the agreement would be properly carried out. 

We are determined to break the log jam in 
Vienna by now initiating bargaining which can lead to 
an agreement. It is to achieve this that we have decided 


within the framework of the Alliance substantiali, to 


alter a requirement which has been central to the western 








position since the beginning of the negotiations. And 
it is to this end that we have also built on constructive 
elements in the Eastern position and moved to 
accommodate Eastern concerns on important issues. 
Let me say in conclusion that the West is 
not tabling this proposal on a take-it-or-leave-it-basis; 
that we are prepared to discuss any and all aspects 
of our ideas and that we recognize and acknowledge 


this as a process of bargaining and mutual compromise. 


Q I'm sure there are lots of questions, 
but let me ask you a couple quickly. 

Have these talks been held under a confidentiality 
agreement, and, if so, why are you now going public in 
laying out -- to the extent that you have, laid out an 
American position? 

Apart from that procedural thing, can you give 
me some examples of support forces, where you say most 
of the argument has been over that are distinct and we 


re not interchanceable with real 


combat forces? In other words, what kind of personnel 








A With respect to your question about 
confidentiality, yes, of course, the negotiations are 
confidential. But I think, at least, in their broad 
outlines, given the fact that they have been going on 
now since 1973, the basic issues are well known 
publicly. Nothing that I've said to you today 
violates any rule of confidentiality. 

We think it's important -- and our Allies 
will be making similar statements -- we think it's 
important that the public and the media, as well as the 
Eastern side understand what these proposals consist 
of. 

With respect to your second question, we 
consider Eastern forces in three categories: Combat 
forces, combat support forces and service support forces. 

We have a better handle on the actual numbers 
in the first two categories because we associate 
manpower with particular equipment. It's easier for us 
to know how many men, for example, it takes to run a 


tank than it is for how many men to service that tank. 


This means that, quite logically, the data 











discrepancy over how many is greatest over how many 
service support services there are. We can argue about 
how many minutes it takes to service a tank. So we 
think by focusing on the first category, the numbers 
will be closer and we will be more able to reach 
agreement. 

Q How do you define an acceptable range you 
mentioned? What is it? 

Ay It will fall within some percentage 
figure, obviously. I can't answer your question now, 
and I'll tell you why. We don't know what the Bastern 
figures -- once we disaggregate these categories, we 
don't know how far apart we'll be. That, too, will be 
a subject for negotiation, both within the Alliance and 
within the Administration. That is to say, what margin 
of uncertainty, so to speak, we could accept. 

Q Does it have to be two or three percent, 
Or something a lot more substantial than that? 

A Again, it's hard to say. I noticed in 
the Times story this morning that somebody was quoted 


as saying five to ten percent, and I think that would be 





a fair way to put it. 











Q Could you comment on when the last Warsaw 
Pact Proposal was made? What was in it, and particularly 
on the exit/entry points, inspection, the fifty or so 
inspectors that would be -- I gather these would be 
Warsaw Pact people, West Germany and west, and we would 
have some of our people or NATO forces in the East? How 
will that work, and how much of that was contained in 
the Warsaw Pact Proposal? f 
A We haven't actually negotiated with 
the Soviets on the specifics of our verification packages. 


We have our own ideas solidly in place. I'm sure they 





have a good idea what it is we have in mind. An agreed 
position on what would constitute an actual visit, how 
many people, what would they look at, how long would they 
Stay and so, all of that remains to be negotiated. 

Up until last June, when the Soviets did make 
some new suggestions, they had been adamant, or in effect 
adamant in opposing on-site inspection as such. We have 
argued for years that in order to monitor the reductions 

smselves -- how many Soviet troops would be leaving the 


area -- we simply had to have agreed exit and entry points 











through which and only through which the Soviet troops 
could move. 

They suggested in principle, and we assume this 
means that they would agree to it, to establish those 
exit and entry points. We are encouraged by that; we 
think it's a step in the direction, and we are trying to 
build upon that now. 

One thing our position envisages is -- in fact, 
it's central to our position -- is a greater exchange of 
data on the specific categories that we're talking about. 
So we would be asking for disaggregated data in each of 
these two categories and for specific types of units 
within each of those categories. But there again we 
think that in reality the numbers there aren't far apart, 
and it ought not to present a major obstacle. 

Q What is your working estimate now of 
the Warsaw Pact strength? 

A They have approximately one million ground 
forces in the guidelines area; 970,000, I think, is the 


figure. 











10 
Q What would be your estimate of what the 
combat percentage of the 970 would be? 
a It varies from national force to national 


force. But generally speaking the so-called “tooth-to-tail 
ratio” -- that is, the ratio of actual fighting forces 

to service support forces -- is about 85/15 in the 

Warsaw Pact. 

Q Eighty-five combat? 

A Eighty-five percent combat to 15. As I 
said, it does vary. That's the kind of thing that would 
be subject to some negotiated understanding within the 
range that we envisage. 


~-MORE-- 
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Q ° If I could just follow up, if you could 
work on that basis, if they came in with that 85 percent 
figure, and given the dispute over -- what is it -- 170,000 
that the West thinks the Russians have -- 

A 180,000. 

Q 180,000, would that then accommodate a 
way of resolving the dispute? 

A Yes. I mean, theoretically, with a serious 
intent on the part of the Soviets. We are asking for re- 
ductions to 700,000, to total forces of 900,000 in the guide- 
lines area, 700,000 of which are ground forces, 200,000 of 
which are air forces. 

Now, those figures have been agreed and accepted 
by both sides. So the trick is getting from our 970,000 
to our 700,000. 

Q Does that work in stages, in two stages, the 
way of the ten percent cutback and then the second stage? 

A The way the stages would work is that in the 
first stage, in the first year, the United States and the 
Soviet Union would take asymmetrical reductions <-- 13,000 
on our side, 30,000 on their side. These would be taken 


in combat and combat<-support forces. 


we We would then verify that those reductions had 


been, in fact, achieved, and that process of verification 
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12 
will allow us to determine how many forces are still i 
the region. 

If that were satisfactory, the other participants 
in the quidelines area would then begin to take their re- 
ductions. 

Now, in answer to your question specifically, 
our previous proposal saw the reductions period as seven 
years. We have now compressed this into five years, which 
is, by the way, what the Soviets proposed as a reductions 
period. 

Q Could you give the figures for NATO, both 
for the 1 million equivalent and what you call the tooth-to- 
tail ratio for NATO? 

A Again, the tooth-to-tail ratio varies in 
allied forces. In our own case -- and don't take this as 
gospel, I am giving you rough figures -- generally speaking, 
Our tail is larger than the Soviet tail, that is to say, in 
the West. In our case, it is roughly 30/70; in the Dutch 
case, it is something like 40/60; in the German case, it is 
less than 30/70. I think it is about 20/80. So it varies. 
These forces are not structured along a common pattern the 
way that Warsaw Pact forces are, so there is some variance. 


Some services have more barbers and more cooks than others. 
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Q . What is the ground force figure for NATO? 

A The ground force figure for NATO is about 
800,000. 

Q I want to make sure I understand what you 


are saying. You are saying that the main dispute that has 
been holding up the agreement has been a dispute involving 
about 15 percent, approximately 15 perc :nt. 

A No. I am saying that the dispute is over 
170,000 ground forces -- the difference between 800,000 and 
970,000. 

Q But you say the dispute has been mainly 
over support personnel. 

my The disagreement over what forces are where 
tends to reside in this third category of service-support 
forces. 

Q So basically the new proposal in effect 
Says we will concern ourselves mostly with the 85 percent 
and less with the 15 percent. 

A That is right. It says in effect, listen, 
we think that the range of our disagreement is smaller with 
respect to these two categories -- combat, combat-service -- 
so let's focus on those numbers and let's accelerate the 


process and facilitate the process by disaggregating those 


categories. 
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Q - I£ you do that, then you abandon these 
other numbers that you were just giving, the reduction 
from 970,000 to 900,000. You don't worry about that number 
any more, once you have reached an agreement on the combat? 

A You don't worry about it now, but obviously 
in getting down to your 700,000 ceiling, total manpower 
ceiling in the guidelines area, you would have to worry 
about it. 

Q So if you are keeping the 700,000 ceiling -- 
I guess what my confusion is -- if you are keeping the 
700,000 ceiling, why does it make it any easier to reach 
agreement if you are aggregating the forces one way or 
another. You are still calling for a firm number of re- 
duced troops. 

a Eventually, that is to say, when we reach 
the 700,000, after 1a period of five years, there would 
have to be agreement on total manpower. What we are saying 
is now that we don't insist any longer on prior agreement 
on total manpower. This ought to enable a bargaining 
process, a process of exchange of information, in which we 
can begin to pin down the forces. 

To answer your question directly, eventually we 
“Quld have to have -- we would have to know that the 700,000 


figure had been met, and we would have to have some idea, 
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of course, of the amount of service-support forces in 
the area, as well. But right now, it really shifts, it 
kind of turns the negotiations on their head to focus on 
what we think is the area in which it will be easier to 
agree. 

Q But there must be cuts, as well, the 30,000 
by the Soviets, and the 13,000. That is part of the acceptance 
of the percentage. 

A That is part of our total treaty packace. 
First we would acree on all combat, combat-support forces 
in the region of all participants, and we »Ould sign a 
verification package. 

Then we would sign the agreement. The first year 
of that agreement would comprise a reduction of Soviet and 
U.S. forces, respectively 30,000 and 13,000, and those forces 
to be taken in combat and combat-support elements. 

Q I am just curious. Some of these figures 
are not that new. I mean, I recall the Democrats, when 
they were in office, suggesting a way of breaking the log jam 
in a similar fashion. Jonathan Deane, for example, proposed 
something along these lines several times. Why did it take 
this Administration so long to get around to proposing 


this kind of a way of breaking the data base problem? 
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A - I think one thing you learn in the MBFR business 
is that there is really nothing new under the sun; that is 
to say, most of these ideas have been surfaced before in 
various administrations and considered. This particular 
idea has never been presented before in this way, although 
it has been an idea that obviously people have discussed. 

On the numbers themselves, we have, as I pointed 
out, agreement on the 700,000 and 900,000. The figures of 
13 and 30, while not formally agreed, are certainly familiar, 
and it may be overstating the case, but I think it is 
tacitly accepted. So we want to build -=- it is a negotiation -- 
we want to build on what is tacitly accepted, and what would 
be easiest to agree upon. 

Q Does the political campaign year have anything 
to do with your putting this proposal forward at this time? 

A No. It is simply a function of this work, 
which has been extended in detail, coming to fruition at 
this point. 

Q You say several of the allied countries, 
maybe all of them, I don't know, are having briefings like 
you are having here -- wouid you say that this would make 
it more difficult for the Soviets to reject the proposal, 
Or do you think it would encourage them to be more forth- 


coming? I am still as much concerned with the public 
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relations ansgle as I am with the 13,000 or 30,00C. Yo 
know, it is an election year, we all kind of know that, 
and the President in his news conference, his last one, 
recited all the new American initiatives, all of which 

te Old ones, really, so I wondered what effect -- if we 
are all serious, if you all are serious about arms control -- 
I wondered what effect ,ou think this might have on going 
public with your conciliatory approach, what effect this 
might have on the Soviets, whether that would encourage 
Gem or stiffen them? 

A Well, it is yet another step on our part 
to initiate a dialogue and expand that dialogue in line 
with the President's January speech. 

The question of how the Soviets will react will 
depend in part, and I think it is fair to say that we are 
just putting our heads in the sand if we don't realize this, 
will depend in part upon how they choose to play the 
overall relationship between now and the elections. 

A third function, a third factor, of course, is 
the proposal itself. Now, I am not rank-ordering those 
factors for you, but I think they will all contribute. 

We are encouraged by the move they made iast 


June. We are encouraged by the statement that -=- the ver; 


preliminary statement that they made in Vienna with 
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respect to studying this seriously, and I think they are 
under some pressure from within their own alliance where 
there is considerable interest in MBFR, and from European 
public opinion which they, I am sure -- in which they 
would like to be perceived as forthcoming in arms control, 
and so on. They are under some pressures now to respond 
constructively. 

QO Are we under the same kind of pressure, 
particularly from the Germans, to be as constructive as the 
United States is now being? 

A In this case, of course, this is our initiative. 

Q I mean, we read in the Times this morning 
how the British took a stiffer stand, but indeed weren't 
you pushed along in this direction by the Germans and some 
of the smaller countries? 

A No. This is very much our initiative. That 


is to say, it originated as our initiative months and months 


Q The refinement of our initiative. 

A The refinement, of course, takes place 
within the alliance. There is a healthy give and take, 
different governments have different perspectives, but 


we always -- and there have been different points of view 


expressed, of course, but this is no different from the 
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way this has worked in the past on MBFR. 

Q Is it purely coincidental that this comes 
one day after the chemical draft treaty? 

A I know you won't believe me, but yes, it 
is purely concidental. 

Q There is no consicered effort again to 
seize the high ground, as it were, and to at least show that 
there is some momentum? 

Qs No. We wanted to have this proposal on 
the table in Vienna before the round adjourned toda‘, and 
that is what we have been aiming for. 

Q What is the timetable for that? If the 
round is adjourning today, when will it resume? 

a They resume, I think, in about four weeks, 
and then it continues through July. Then they take their 
summer recess and they will come back in the fall. 

Q So you would expect the Soviet response 
when they resume in four weeks. 

oy If not sooner. They can always come to us 
in bilateral channels, but as these things work, it will 
probably be in four weeks' time. 

Q Thank you. 


A Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:30 p.m.) 
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MR. SIMS: As I recall, we acreed this was on back- 
ground and a senior administration official. No one will be able 
to figure out who it is. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me just give you 
a piece of news. 


Q Good. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Which you will have 
before anybody else has. I just talked to Larry and he said that 
he would post this. You guys can go with it and he'll post it over 
in the Press Room later. It isn't that big a deal but it is a little 
story, and that is that the President, today, by mid-day probably, 
will have called all three former Presidents to talk about their 
trips to China and brief them on some of the items for discussion 
that will be discussed with the Chinese leaders, and get from them 
their thoughts since they've all been there or have talked with 
the Chinese leadership before. 


Other than that, I thought I'd just give you a 
littie bit about how this trip was put together. 


Q Goed. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We began discussions 
with the Chinese over a year ago about an exchange of visits. And 
that was really decided upon after Secretary Weinberger'’s last visit. 
And Premier Zhao agreed to come here and I went on to China following 
the Korean and Japanese trip of the President last November. I met 
with the Chinese and went all over China looking at various things. 


Before I left, the President said to me that he wanted 
his trip to China to include two things, and that was as much 
substantive meeting time as possible with as many of the Chinese 
leaders as possible, and he also wanted a dialogue with the people 
as well as the leadership. Well, we have ever seven and a half 
hours -- eight hours now that we've expanded the second Zhao 
meeting -- in Beijing with the Chinese leadership, which is an 
extraordinary amount of time when you think about some of the trips 
we've been on and the meetings that have taken place. 


In addition to that, the President will have three 
opportunities to speak to the Chinese people through Chinese tele- 
vision. And Chinese television is far wider spread than you think. I 


think something like 80 percent of the homes in the major citie 
have television sets. . 


He'll do that with a major address at the Great Hall, 
first of all. It's about a 35 minute speech. He has, the next 
day, has a television interview on Chinese television which will be 
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a Q and A after an opening statement by him. And finally, he'll 

get to speak with the Chinese people in a diaiogue with the students 
at Fudan University in Shanghai. I don't think that's ever 

in modern China where a visiting Head of State has had a Q and A 
session with university students. 


All of these things were readily agreed to by the 
Chinese. There really wasn't any hesitancy on their part. I think 
a lot of that was because the Zhao visit was so successful here and 
he was allowed to do a lot of things that he wanted to do. 


I think the President looks at this trip not just as a 
trip to China, which is extraordinary in itself for him, but as 
part of his overall Asian policy. An extension, if you will, of 
the trip we had last year. And even though President Nixon spent 
some time in California, I think Ronald Reagan really is the first 
Pacific President we've had, and he thinks in those terms. 


The preparation for this trip, from his standpoic*, has 
been extraordinary also. 














I don't think he ever put quite the amount of time that he's put 
into learning about the People's Republic and discussing that 
with Americans who are inese scholars and people who have been 
familiar with China for some time. Fe had two luncheons in the 
White House where we brought first -- the first time, we brought 
people from -- experts from within the government in for about 

a two-hour luncheon, a dialogue with him. There were no papers 
exchanged; it was really just a dialogue. 


These were the sort of people who would prepare 
briefing papers for Secretaries. And then the Secretaries would 
read them. And we decided to bring in the experts at the expense 
of the Secretaries. And it really worked out well. 


The second luncheon we had were outside people who 
were familiar with China -- Win and Betty Lord and Brent Scowcroft 
and a professor from Berkeley, I can never remember his name -- 
Scalapino -- do you know? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Bob Scalapino. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And that was very 
successful. We, of course, had the traditional national securit’- 
type briefings where all of the Cabinet Secretaries gave their 
thoughts. I think one of the things that's -- makes this trip 
more interesting is that we have the Secretary of Agriculture, 
the Secretary of Commerce, the Secretary of State, the Secretary 
of Defense, the Secretary of Treasury and the Science and Technology 
Advisor -- all on official visits to mainland China in the last 
year. They've all reported back directly to the President. 


And they all gave an update to him this last week also. 
He's had volumes of the traditional type of briefings coming up 
through the national security system. He's also read more outside 
articles and books than I think he has on any other trip. He will 
get, in addition to his conversations today with the three former 
Presidents, he will have yet one more briefing in Guam which will 
be conducted by the Secretary of State. 


Q Is he doing all the phone calls today to the former 
Presidents? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Do you think that all these briefings have had 
an effect on his view of China in any way? Has it changed his 
thinking, do you think, and -- I don't know -- maybe made it 
easier to deal with Taiwan, the Taiwan question or any other aspect 
of U.S.-Chinese relations? 


SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't -- I can't 
answer that. I don't think it's changed his view on Taiwan, 


certainly, but I think -- You -- we'd have to ask us that ,uestion 
after we get back. (Laughter.) 


Q Did you say he gets all these briefings -- can 
you just sort of give us some kind of idea of -- surely they're 
not technical. I mean you don't go into all this, all that stuff 
that's done at the -- at different and varying levels. You know, 
we've gotten all these briefings about these complex treaty 


agreements and all that kind of stuff. Is his curiosity more a 
general -- 


SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Both. He asked 
questions on the technical treaties, as a matter of fact, at 
the last Wational Security briefing and got about a 20-minute 
briefing on the tax agreement. 


Q Yes. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But I think it is rore -- 
most of these briefings have been more general, but they have 
gotten into specifics. 


Q So, here's what you can expect and here's what 
Zhao is like and he, you know, he doesn't like and don't ever 


say this word because that means something to them -- that kind of 
. thing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not very much of 
that. 


Q Wo? Just -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, there wasn't 
very much of that. And, of course, he and Zhao got along so well 
when he was here that he has a pretty good idea of how to deal with 
him. He also saw an extraordinary film that was put together by 
the government in cooperation with the government of the People's 
Republic, which went through his entire schedule, and I've never seen 
anything like it. They went with our -- took our advance people 
and then put this film together from other Heads of State who 
visited China. And he actually saw about a 35-minute film of his 
entire visit, exactly where he's going to be at each time. 


Q Has there been a change in thinking -- in his 
thinking about China or his approach to China over the time he's 
been in office that -- I think a lot of people would have said, 
you know, in 1980 that the thought of Ronald Reagan going to China 
would be, well, not the first thing they would think of, but now he 


is. Has his approach changed in any way that you could detect or 
quantify for -- 


Q Or evolved -- evolution -- 


Q -- evolved -- maybe that's a better way to put it, 
yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think -- 


Q Not necessarily just with respect to Taiwan 
but on the whole? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that -- he 
has slways been one who said it's better to be talking to people 
than about them. And these people want to talk. It's clear from 
the meetings that the Secretaries have had and the progress we've 
made on agreements -- are making on agreements that these people 
want a relationship with the United States. And being or having 


spent as much time as he has in California, he knows the contribution 
of the Chinese people. 


And I think he sees a tremendous ‘rade market for the 
United States over there, and that's not something he's going to 
pass up. So, all of those are important reasons for going. I 


think alco that he sees a willingness on the part of the Chinese 
to deal. 


Q It sounde like a man who's putting practicality 
above whatever ideological problems he might have. Is that too 
clear-cut, too -- 


SINIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't know 
whether I'd comment on that. 


Q You talked about how cooperative the Chinese 
were in setting up the schedule. Are there any interesting or 
amusing vignettes you could share with us on some of the trips 
you made in putting this thing together? 


Q Mostly because we heard it was sort of disastrous 
trying to -=- because they wanted you to, you know, they wanted 
him to see a lot of different things, and you were saying, "Well, 
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we've got to have this kind of security." And there were a lot -- 


there was a sort of spate of stories awhile back about how the 
advance trips were difficult. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Of course, the 
advance trips -~ I didn’t go on the advance trips. I went over 
and looked at everything, and then the advance trips went over and 
put it together. I had the easy job; they had the hard job. But 


I don't remember anything -- do you -- that was particularly amusing. 
(Laughter. ) 


Q -- let you take a chair. (Laughter.) 


Q -- successful? 


Q Why do they object, for example, to his using 
a helicopter to go from place to place? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Because they don't 
have any helicopters. 


Q Couldn't you pack his in a C-141? 


SFNIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are using 
helicopters but not to transport him. We're using helicopters for 


emergency evacuation only. But since they don't have any helicopters, 
they -- I mean, they -- 


Q No maintenance either, I guess, rignt? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that wouldn't 
be a problem for us. 


‘ Do you see any risks in this trip, any risks on 
the part of the President in this trip? I'm not talking about 
physical risks -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Political risks? 


-- political, diplomatic, any pitfalls that he 
has to avoid? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I think the 
Chinese people have indicated a desire to make this trip a successful 
trip. And the planning has all gone very well. Ronald Reagan is 
a good representative of this country and a good diplomat. He 


usually does well. I expect that we'll see a positive net result 
of the trip. 


Q You do expect them to bring up Taiwan and talk 
about it? They have to, don't they? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They always do. 
And the President's answer is always the same. 


Q If all the pictures come off as you expect and 
the whole trip falls together, maybe you can describe for us a 


little bit the kind of image that you hope will emerge from this? 
That would help us frame the trip. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think what you'll 
see is a -- the image of a pretty tough six or seven days. I 
mean, if you look at that schedule, you'll see that, as the President 
reminded me yesterday on the plane, there isn't much breathing time 
in there. There isn't a lot of sightseeing. te is going to go up 
to The Wall and the Xi'an visit. But by and large, it's a serious 
working visit. Not only is it a serious working visit as far as 
the Chinese leadership ic concerned, but there's a lot of time spent 
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in there with the Chinese people seeing how they live, visiting 
that township or commune or whatever you call it, visiting a joint 
business effort in Shanghai. A possible stop that we're going 

to make is to a village on the way to Xi'an. All of those things 
fill up the day. And then you have one of those banquets every 
night, with the exception of the night we go to Xi'an. 
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Q You're known by some people as the manager of the 
body, controls where the President goes -- his time, whatnot. Have 
you tried to pay special attention to -- obviously, it's a busy 
schedule -- but, has it been cut back from what it was originally? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. I always try to 
manage the time so that we can avoid mistakes. But, unfortunately, 
on these trips, things just continue to keep getting added and added. 
I think, in many ways, it’s a tribute to President Reagan. Everyboty 
wants to talk to him. They want him to see everything. You compare, 
for instance, the number of foreign visiters that we've had -- three 
and a half years to the last five Presidents -- it's extraordinary. 
And it's because everybody wants to see hin. 


It is a busy schedule. it has not been pared back. 
It's been added to, it was just added to yesterday when we added sous 
more time, at the insistence of the Chinese, to the Zhao, second 
Zhao visit. So it’s going to be a tough schedule. And on top of 
that we've tried to build in -- which has gotten cut back -- about 
an hour and a half each morning and an hour and a half each late 
afternoon for Washington work which has to be done. I mean, there 
are simply things that have to get done -- there are other things 
going on in the world as we all know. 


Q How much will this trip serve to reinforce the 
political standing of the Chinese moderates? How much of a factor is 
that? Reinforcing of Deng -- trend toward modernization? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't answer that, 
I'm not a Chinese expert. I just don't know. I would -- 


Q Well, isn't it true that there still is a sort of 
struggle between Deng Xiaoping and the old Mar gang of four when -- 


SENIOR ADILINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes -- 
Q ~~ that has not yet really been decided? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, but I really 
don't know anything about -- I don't know anything about the politics 
of China, I really don’t. I know that to be true, but I don't -- 

I would assume that this visit would be a big plus for China. And 


if that's a big plus for China, it's a big plus for the government 
that's in control. 


Q You do know about politics in the United States. 
What do you think -=- How do you -ee this trip as a political asset 
for the President in a campaign year? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, normally, if you 
look back at visits like this, trips like this, the President would 
enjoy a “blip” for awhile -- what it does to the overall image, if 
it's a successful trip, and I think it will be, I would think it 
would be helpful. 


Q I was wondering if we could touch on a couple of 
logistics things just quickly. As radio reporters, we have a 
situation where we are involved in doing word pictures -- the counter- 
point of television. I was wondering if you might be able to just 
shed a little light on The Wall, and Xi’an and the kinds of things 
he's going to be doing so we can kind of anticipate what we're going 
to be seeing. I guess those are the two major -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, there isn't a 
heck of a lot -- 


Q -- color stops, if you will -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right. Well, you 
probably will, I would think -- 
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Q oOr-- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- the same day we're 
at Xi'an. 


Q Or could you point out other things that we might 
look for for those kinds of descriptive kind of spots? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're going to try to 
do a stop in a village on the way. You've got an hour and forty 
minutes in the motorcade coming and going from the airport to 
Xi'an. 

An hour and forty minute motorcade? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. (Laughter.) 

Q Whew. 

Q I'm going to buy a novel. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo -- just look out 
the window. 


Q Look out the window -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's your only chance 
to see rural China. 


Q That's true. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And it’s going to be 
very interesting. 


But there's a couple of villages on the way and if we 
can convince the Chinese security people, we want to stop and just 
see those. And I think those will be very interesting. 

Q So that's not definite yet, then? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q That's just possible. Okay. 














SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'd just as soon chat 
would not be -- 


Q Sure. Yes. 


a 4 SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- talked about until 
we t. 


The Wall, there realiy isn't, I mean -- 
Q He's going to walk -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- he's just going to 
go see the Wall. 


Q ~~ walk. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Yes. But there should be sufficient pool access 
that we'll be able to see hin or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, yes. 
Q ~~ it'll be tight -- But what we want -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION O7FICIAL: Wo, no, no -- 


Q ~~ with -- in our situation is ma one of us 
will go forward and the other six of us are kind of left out. We're 
kind of like still photographers in that regard. And i'm just 
trying to get a gauge for what's going to be available to us -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think you'll be 
able to see pretty well, all of you, et The Wall. 


Anyway, Xi'an -- we go into this kind of a big plastic 
dome that covers the diggings and it has a railing, a walk all the 
way around the 3€0 figures out of the 6,000 that have cleaned 
up. And everyone of those 6,000 7?-foot terra-cotta figures -- 


Q Incredible. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- has a Gifferent 
face, if you can believe that. 


Q Each was an individual in the court, right? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. Right. 
Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADIIINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And they have the 
horses and the soldiers there. And all of that will be explained 
to him, that this was the first Emperor of China's -- the 
around his tomb. The tomb itself, which they say probably will 
be one of the most extraordinary archacological digs ever, hasn't 
~~ they haven't started on that yet. 


Q Will that be an open coverage site where we're going 
to be there? Or will thet be a -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it's going 
to be open coverage. 
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Q Will we be able to say, “There's the Presidert 
looking over the terre-cotta, ble-ble-bla-bla -- ? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATICN OFFICIAL: Yes, you will. Yes. 

Then he'll go into a museum where they have some other 
things that they -- really extraordinary things that they got in 
the diggings. I guess they ¢4id get those out of the tomb. 


That all lasts about an hour and then we get back in 
our car, motorcade for an hour and a half. 


Q Back again? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right. 
Q Still, it’s a chance -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In Shanghai, I think 
the University classroom will be -- obviously have to be pool. 


Q That's not the kind of situation that’s a proble 
for us. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q It's -- 


Q How were the students selected? How will the 
students be chosen that will take part in that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sure very carefully. 
(Laughter.) 


. Right. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Don't quote me. 
(Laughter.) I don’t know. 


Q fas anyone from the White House met with any of 
these -- 


SENIOR ACRLINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, I don't know. 
Well, I'm sure they've met with -- the President of that University 
is a graduate of Smith College, a woman, obviously. 


Q And the Q6A‘s that you mentioned at the beginning 
~~ are those -- does he know the O's before he gives the A's? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATICN OFFICIAL: I don't know. I don't 
think so. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- students. I don't 
think so. 


Q You think the studente will be as off-the-cuff as 
things get there -- here? 


SENTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, the students, I 
know, we have no -- 


Q How about the -- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. Do 
we know -- 


Q ~~ the TV interview? Are they going to sive hia 
the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Se may hawe some idea of 
the areas. But I don't think we can be sure of the questions. 


Q Well, it just seemed to me in Japan, I think, 
he knew what they were going to ask hiz. 


SENIOR ADM.NISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q IT mean, he had them in front of his. But you 
Gon’t think that's -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know yet, 
at this point. 


Q On the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- away. A whole 
weck. (Laughter.) 


Q ~~ the three former Presidents, do you -- can you 
help us flush that out a little bit by what issues he may want to 
bring up with each one -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q ~~ have you got any feel for any specific questions 
he might have that would -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 
Q -- just to add a second line? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. 
0 Okay. 


Q What about the visit to the plant in Shanghai? 
What -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Foxboro plant. 
Q -- they produce ball bearings, is that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right. Ien't this 
the plant from lassachusetts? 


Q Foxboro. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Tho other color event 
in Shanghai that I think will be interesting will be this township, 
80 called -~ what they call a “township.” Because he'll actually 
be with the peasants out in the field and he will go into 4 nursery 
where they have children and then he will go into one of the 
residences there and see how they supposedly live. 





Q Will.we be able to rotate through in that situation 
or -~ I can talk to Larry about. That's not a -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL. I'm sure there'll be 
some kind of a pool. 


Q Okay. 
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Q When do you expect him to see Deng Xiaoping? I 
realize that you don't see the paramount leader first. 


SENIOR ADLITNISTRATION OFFICIAL: Have we announced it 
yet? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We haven't; but -- 
Q No. 


SENIOR ADNINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- it was pretty 
clear from Larry's intrccuction of Secretary Shultz that we expect 
meetings Thursday, Friday and a very itportant, climectic 
wd lunch on Saturday. If that gives you a hint. (Laughter.) 

Q -- get it. (Laughter.) 

Q Will the President use Air Porce I inside China? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. First one ever 
to do so. 


Q Was that a serious -- I mean, was thet ever « 
problem? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Very serious. 
Q Was it a matter of pride with them or -- 
SEXIOR ADMINISTRATICN OFFICIAL: 1 dom't know what the 


antwer to that is. I mean, some people say it's security. Some 


people say it's a matter of pride. I think it probably is more 
pride than security. 


Q They tell us at the Asia Society that China has 
jurt recently re-legalized the 2l-gun salute for «a foreign leader 
sirce doing away with it during the Cultural Revolution. They said 


he may be the first one to get a 2l-gun salute since then. 0do 
you know? Is that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I didn’t know that. 
Thet's interesting. 


Q That was fascinating. 
Q Yes -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll check -- 


SEXIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's a lot of 
interesting things going to happen on this trip. 


Q Do you know if he will? 

SENTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don’t know that. 

Q When you go through this echedule with him is there 
anything that strikes his f in particular. i mean, he's going 
to say, “Oh, wow, that sounds like it's going to be -- * 


CUUNTOR ADILINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Ki @ ‘hing was 
particularly -- he is particularly curicus about that. 


Q And that seems to be the thing that -- 
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Q When you say he's going to be out in the field 
with the Rainbow Commune, right out in the rice paddy or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, = don't know 
whether he's going to be in a rice paddy. (Laughter.) 


0 Give him one of those hats and the boots. 


(Laughter. ) 

Q I‘ll try to get a picture of -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it would more 
likely be -- 

Q Will he get in old clothes: a@nd+go out and 
actually -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, he isn't going 
to wade through the mud. 


Q Oh, come on. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He might look at 
baskets of rice or something like that. 


Q No, I mean is it going to be a formal thing or 
ranch clothes? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have never been 
there. Oh, no, he would have -- isn't that -- that's on our depar- 
ture. That's on the way to the plane. 


Q Oh, so he would -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is May Day, by 
the way. 


Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Or Labor Day, as they 
call it. 


Q Is there anything special -- I mean, other than 
the obvious special nature of meeting the Pope -- about the 
meeting that the President will have in Alaska? Or is this just 
a ship passing in the night, as they say? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATICN OFFICIAL: There's nothing 
special. I think there's kind of a special bond those two fellows 
have, given what they've both been through. And they, of course, 
have corresponded and they, of course, met once, taiked on the phone. 


Q How have the Chinese been about security? I 
mean, do we expect that their security will be very, very tight 
as well as our own? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think the 


Chinese are very, very thorough and very, very unobtrusive. Their 
security is very good. 


Q It won't be quite as obvious as inside Korea? 


(Laughter. ) . 
SENIOR ADMINISTPATION OFFICIAL: I don't think so. 
Q Good. 
0 She's in his motorcade. (Lauchter.) 
Q With a submachine gun staring you in the face. 
(Laughter.) 
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Q Can I ask -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Did you see the other 
day where they sold their first privately owned vehicle? 


Q No. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Did you see that? 
MR. SIMS: Yes, to a successful entrepreneur. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: A family who had made 
$20,000 a year, if you can imagine. 


Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Interesting that 


Nakasone was there the next day. Probably getting ready to ship 
acar. (Laughter.) 


Q Can I ask you real: quick -- since you brought up 
Ford, Nixon, and Carter. (Laughter.) I knew there was another 
one. There was a story that circulated -- this is off China -- but 
there was a story that circulated a while back that the President 
was seeking their support acainst the bill that was in -- or the 
resolution in Congress on moving the Israeli Embassy and was going 
to put out a joint letter from the former Presidents and him if he 
got pushed that far by Congress. Is there anything to that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know anything 
about it. 


Q No? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I really don't. 
Q Do you know anything? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- what came of that. 
I think they all had the same position ac the President has. 


Q Was there an attempt by the Wiite House to get 
them to do something sort of public about it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. They've 
all been briefed, but I'm not sure of any attempt. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Did you get enough? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Is tliat it? We will -- 


Q One more question on Air Force One in China. I 
know that on some of the previous trips, there was a Chinese navi- 


gator aboard. Is that going to be true on the internal -- the 
fiight to Xi'an? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I haven't heard any- 
thing about that. It wouldn't surprise me, but I haven't heard 
anything about that. I -- first of sll, they've never had -- they've 


never flown a plane aroind there. I mean, this is the first time. 
So I don't know. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The presse is 
looking forward to flying with the Chinese. 


Q Somebody told me if there's not enough room, you 
stand up. Was that you? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. (Laughter.) 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- are wonderful. 


(Laughter. ) 
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Q Oh, well. 
Q Wait until you use the facilitiec on there. 


(Laughter. ) 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'd forgotten about 
that. 

Q Just eat and smile, don't ask what it is. 
(Laughter.) 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 9:30 A.M. PST 
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ON THE PRESIDENT'S TRIP TO CHINA 


April 20, 1984 
The Roosevelt Room 


3:01 P.M. EST 


MS. SMALL: This briefing is on background. It is 
attributable to a senior administration official. 


. SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you. I'll try 
to be brief and take your questions. 


I'll start off with China, and just have one or two 
things to say. And then if you'd indulge me, I wanted to get one 
thing, kind of == I guess just off my chest -- about the recent 
public discourse on Central America -- but I would say not Central 
America so much as the problem of how we deal generically with the 
kind of problem we face there in the late twentieth century in 
the world, and the need, the responsibility on our part to try 
to engender a better-public understanding of just what are the 
equities, what are the policy implications of limiting ourselves 
to a total war, a total peace approach to this problem. 


On China -- at the outset of the President's speech 
in Georgetown last week you may have seen set out in pretty simple 
terms what his purposes were -- to build a safer world, a world 
in which democratic values and economic growth could prosper -- fairly 
simple, not novel. He went over several principles which would guide ~ 
his policies in trying to get those outcomes. We went down over 
those -- nonagression, strength, deterrence, economic strength, 
dialogue with adversaries, bipartisanship. Those principles and 
those purposes the President spent pursuing for the past three years. 
He believes that last year, I guess, foremostly at Williamsburg, 
we had culminated a long effort to achieve agreement between ourselves 
ard in that case the summit partners on these principles and on t. 
specific regional application of those principles primarily in the 
East-West context, on how we ought to do business economically 
with the SoViet Union. 


After that the President turned his attention to the 
Pacific Basin, and this is the second trip tc the basin in the 
last six months. And I refer to it ws that more than the China trip because 
it is of a piece'with his hope to engender, through dialogue with Japan, 
Korea, Australia, theASEAN countries and China *o establish a 
framework for the resolution of disputes for mutually compatible 
economic policies, for stability and peace in the area. He thinks, and is 
based on a lot of years, looking westwerd from California, that the 
Pacific Basin in terms of markets, in terms of the vulnerability 
and security terms that it represents today is a terribly, terribly 
important part of the world and that we need to do quite a number 
of things between now and the 1990" to be sure that it remains 
stable. And this visit is part of that. 


The U.S.-China relationship has advanced quite a lot 
in the last year. I think -- you can take my wore for :t <= 
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kind of the pace and the quality of our dialogue has expanded and 
increased qvite a lot. When you think about five, six cabinet 

officers going over there in one year's time -- I quess 14 or 15 

months time -- as different, it's quite a lot more than have dene it in 
the past. Corresponding visits this way exrress the substance of what has 
Decome a kind of a new plateau or level of U.S.-China relations. 


The President in this trip, in short, is expressing 
the personal importance that he attaches to building this 
relationship on principles of mutual respect, mutual interest 


towarc,as an outcome, stability in Asia. It does demonstrate quite 
a new level of engagement with the Chinese. 


Let me divert for a moment on that point. When you 
stop and put all of the possible U.S.-China relationships together, 
it is very, very impressive. Stop and think for a minute about 
energy, and we won't go on at length about this -- but oil, hydro, 
nuclear, coal. Oil, they hope to make about $10 to $15 billion 
worth of offshore exploration, foremostly with U.S. companies in 
the next five years. In coal, they have the second largest reserves 
in the world. Most of it, near the surface, which requires technology 

that the United States is the best in the world at. In hydro, 
they've got more hydro potential than any country in the world -- 
largely undeveloped -- again, in an area where U.S. technology is 
better than anybody else's. Finally, in nuclear, they say they 
want to have 10,000 kilowatts, megawatts on line by the turn of the 
century -- twelve different centers in the country. The United 
States has good technology, it's in competitior with a lot of 
other countries for it. But the potential there, when you put it 
all together, is ‘enormous in terms of pure financial terms. 


I think beyond that, though, what is more significant 
to me is that the Chinese obviously want it to be America. Why? 
I think if you asked that question a year ago it was very uncertain. 
And I think you might have gotten a different answer. And I'm saying 
that they wart it, and I believe that, and you can see it manifestedintrac: 
delegations that go over from our private sector. But, why? Well, I 
think that there has been a change in the last year in which they 
have come to terms with the fact, first of all -- President Reagan 
is a person of some starchiness and principle. But I think they've 
come to translate that to constancy, and that is a principle that 
they respect. Constancy in its application has sweet and sour. I mean 
it has implications vis-a-vis the people on Taiwan; it also has 
implications vis-a-vis contracts and sustainable commercia] relationships. 
And they've decided that this is a steady supplier that can be 


relied upon and to go and to try to engage as broadly as possible 
with us. e 


Also important, i* seems to me, is that what happens 
if these things materialize? it means money, »ut that is of kind 
of secondary importance to me. It means enormous numbers of people 
going to China, and coming here. And that has a political effect 
to it. Anytime that you're sending tens, and indeed maybe hundreds of 
thousands of people to another country, tuwey cannot heip but 
influence the thinking within that country. Similarly, when you 
see today, 10,000 Chinese students here, and what that means in terms of 
a four year education or more, going back home -- in terms of 
their exposure to what is possible. Now I don't mean by that to say 
that I think over time we've got some kind of convergence between 
socialism and democracy -- I don't helieve that. I think the 
political leadership of China is quite ideologically devoted, 
and I don't see any prospect that that's coing to change. But / 
do thins that there can be a stabilizirc quality introduced by 
greater exposure of Chinese to Americans, and greater Chinese 
benefit from chat. 


MORE 








-3- 


The last thing I wanted to say is that there will 
several acreements signed and we'll talk about what you would 
expect us tO talk about -- a bilateral agenda that is commerciai, 
politica.. We'l) talk about recional issues in Korea -- neichborins 
countries from Imdochina and Afchanistan. We'll talk about 
giobal issues, obviously, and our views individually of the Soviet 


Union anc its current leadership. That's what you expect and that 
will happen, indeed. 





But I think the point here is that there has been a 
fundamental set of conclusions reached in China in the past year 
ithout the compromise of any of our own principles. And on terms 
where there's every promise manifested across the board from 
cultural to scientific to commercial to political -- that this e 
relationship has reached a new stability that it didn't have a 
,2ar or two years ago. 


I think, too, and I'm guessing here that for the 
Chinese to see now after twelve years, their relationship sustained 
by liberal Democrats, conservative Republicans -- gives them sore 
Greater sense of confidence that the relationship is here to stay 


and that it doesn't depend entirely upon the actions of some third 
country, like the Soviet Union. 


Let me close by just kind of wringing my hands a minute 
about Central America. I think the administration has a responsibility 
to try to frame the issue of what is involved better than we have 
what's involved in Central America. I'd even be more broad, but 
you haven't got much time. 


In the past year, you've seen a lot of manifestations 
of anxieties among Americans about anti-nuclear concerns, anxiety 
about war at the nuclear level, worries about violence of several 
kinds -- terrorism, covert actions <-- and I think it expresses an 
uncertainty, an ignorance but an ignorance well deserved, because 
the government -- neither ours nor predecessors -- have really tried 
to explain to the American people very much about what is the nature 
of our threat in the late 20th century here. 


Well, I think that trying to frame that issue in 
Simple, understandable terms fs a responsibility. And assuming 
that one can persuasively argue that nuclear war is unlikely -- I 
think you can -=- but that there are threats and that we don't have 
to speculate on them -- we have seen them in the past nine years 
from Angola to Ethiopia to Indochina to Afghanistan to Salvador. 
And the question becomes, how do we cope with that. Particularly 
when it is in an area where our own vital interests are engaged .-- 
whether ‘or resources or for vital waterways, trade routes, what have 
you. 


Now there are long arguments and you've all heard them 
before, that you try to prevent the conditions from emerging in a 
country that make Marxism attractive, and that is true. And you 
must have that content to your poli.y. And that is indeed the ” ‘to l 
ratio of the Kissinger Commission, devoted to that very economic, 
social, long-term preventive. But the one part of that 7-to-1l 
ratio is security because all of these good things won't happen unless 
you have it. 


Well, that security investment is overt. It is given 
to countries’ militaries in the hope that they can stem the tide 
and we won't have to. But there is a dichotomy here. And it comes 
down to this -- that if the United States has a friend, it doesn't 
matter «xsether it's Isreal, Korea, Salvador, somebody else, anc that 
‘rier4 is attacked by a third country, any third country supported 
> the Ssviet Union or a surrogate using very violent means, overtly -- 
>> the A-erican people really want the President of the United States 
to have 10 alternatives except total war or total peace? Would 


anvvbcas' suctest sensibly that we today ought -o go to war with 
Wacara-.a cr that today, in April of ‘84, that's a “iable policy 
cpticn? son*t Chink if iS. 
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Suet if the American people understand that look, here 
is what is going on in this part of the world, with the overt, 
unambiguous,violent support of the Soviet Union -- $400 million 
worth cf military investment compared to our $45 million last year 
in Salvador -- violence cf a inhuman level in terms of virtual 
genecide against an entize population in Nicaragua -- and we sit 
by and wring our hands about it, or go into supporting some very 





modest and ineffectual scheme to counter it, and suddenly it appears 
to be s nething at variance with American values. At least I think that's 


why you get leaks out of the Congress. I think they are honestly 


saying that we don't think this is compatible with the way the American 
government ought to act. Okay. That's «2 sensible, valid criticisna. 


But if it is based upon a flawed perception of the nature of the 


contest, is it not incumbent upon any government to go to the people 


and say here is the nature of the contest. 


Now it is entirely reasonable for anybody to argue where 


your interests are and what they are but once you get < handle 

on that and you say this is important and that isn't and this 
country is -- what happens when that country's threatened and it 
can't cope? And the only way that you can stem the tide is either 


by landing the Marines or doing nothing in terms of law and tradition. 


Well, the other side has quite a longer agenda of 
options. If we will acknowledge that, I think we have the 
responsibility to say okay, what do we do? Now the outcome is 
uncertain and the American people say, well you don't do envthing. 
You let it fall -- let the Rio Grande be the lastbastion. Okay 
But the responsibility is there I think to eliminate the issue. 
And perhaps if they’dor't say that, if they say well all right, 


let's compete in a Way in which oversight assures against corruption 


and some purposes we dcn‘t support, then maype we will be able 
to sustain a viable policy. 


I'm sorry, the verbosity. I'll be glad to take your 
questions. Jack? 


0 You touched on Taiwan in one sentence and then 


you skipped on. What implications for Taiwan are we to read into 
this higher plateau . 
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in tais new level of encacgenent? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The disagreement 
over the substance, the content of U.S. relations with the people 
on Taiwan is well «<nown. The President and Premier Zhao addressed 
it unequivocally when they met in January. The President's position 
was basically twofsld, that our agreement in August of ‘82 we will 
adhere to, as with the previous communiques, that in a larger sense, 
however, the United States is not going to undermine the interests 
of the people on Taiwan and break faith with them to achieve some 
greater gain or some perceived gain with China, that it is our 
expectation that the Taiwan question -- it is not an expectation, 
it is clear -- is a matter for the Chinese to resolve. 


It is our expectation it can be peaceful and that 
as that process takes place, the United States unofficial, commercial, 
and other relationships with Taiwan will continue. That's a long 
way of saying that this trip will not alter our perceptions of that 
issue nor alter our relationship to the people on Taiwan. 


Q If I could return to Central America for a moment, 
I think one of the reasons for the confusion over your policy there 
is the differing explanations that are beinc given for the covert 
action. Some Senstors think that the covert action is justified 
solely to interdict weapons; you seem to suggest that we have 4 moral 
obligation or & legal right to intervene because of genocide being 
committed -- I assume you mean against the Miskito Indians. 


Are we pursuing whatever action we're pursuing down 
there in support of the four Contadora objectives, which are separate 
and apart from interdicting the arms flow? I mean exactly what is 
it that we have e« right to do, and for what reason? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's a very good 
point. I kind of waxed beyond the narrow confines of the authority 
for whatever actions we support down there. And I was speaking 
generically. I was looking at a kind of problem that <-- in which 
we and the Soviet Union have adversarial positions and how you deal 
with that. But I did not intend to imply that the purpose of U.S. 
activities is to counter specifically the Nicaraguan government's 
activities against the Miskito Indians per se. That is a mani.es- 


tation of a policy that is sustained by this government being kept 
there with Soviet support. 


But that is not why we have supported programs there, 
and the specific authority of those programs was tied to the 
relationship of Nicaragua to the battle ir El Salvador, and to 
influence change, but not of the government -- to change in policies 
of the goVernment of Nicaragua to positions in keeping with the 
promises they made in 1979. But that doesn't have anything to do 
with the Miskito Indians, you're right. 


I think -- but this is hearsay for me, because I wrs 
not a part of the notification process -- that the original 
authorities were briefed well as far as accounts given back to us 
here of the briefings provided subsequently, that they were in full- 
faith accordance with the requirements of lew. But I -- it is -- 
and it's something where my own testimony is hearsay; I was not part 
of that. I have no reason to coubt it. Today Howard Baker commented 


on it, I think. and seemed to believe that there was a complete 
effort made. 


Q Isn't there something we have to learn <- that 
we all have to learn, in a sense, 28 & result of this experience 
and others before it, and that is *het as things stand now. any 
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controversial covert action operation, of whatever nature, of any 
Size and significance, is sooner or later going to leak. And we 
just can't assume that it isn't goins to leak. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Therefore, it almost has to be undertaken with 
the knowledge that it will leak and plan accordingly. And it's in 
that respect that this one went wrong, because when you engage in 
indiscriminate mining, it's not going to hold up after it's leaked. 


So, the question, really, in the minds of many of us 
who've been watching from the outside, is why wasn't this thing seen 
more clearly at the time when the operation was scrubbed down and 


the decision was made to go ahead? Because it seems quite apparent 
that what happened was bound to happen. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I’m cetting 
close to the margin of what is appropriate in terms of confirming 
this or that particular activity. I think that the -- the views 
expressed have been an expression of a kind of # revulsion of 
indiscriminate violence, generally, and that's very understandable. 
I think that it was, in some cases, not thoroughly thought through, 
and when you look at what apparently was the nature of the problem, 
or the event, you find out that these are really pretty primitive, 
and apparently deliberately so, kinds of things -- mines. 


I mean, if the United States couldn't make a better 
mine than that, we don't have any business spending 300 billion 
bucks. But I think, really, that misses your point, that it is a 
question of the American people's limit of tolerance for this kind 
of activity. And-that is a very legitimate bitch and it's one where 
it deserves public treatment in a thoughtful way, and I think you 
will see that in the coming days. 


Q Re said that it’s been a contradiction in 
objectives because, as I understand it, the Contras are being CIS 
supported, at least partly, by American funds, and their objective 
is stated by Aldofo Colero as very specific and very different 
from the administration's objective. 


How do you compromise these two -- is this not a source 
of the problem to exactly what the Contras, backed by the United 
States, and the United States acting alone are trying to do in 
Nicaragua? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think there is an 
ambiguity there -- 


Q How do you compromise that ambiguity? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not sure you can 
and I think that is an area that deserves a very fundamental review, 
in the instant case as well as more broadly. That's why I think 
that we've got to look to the country and the government stepping 
up to this thing and coming to the point where you don't have covert 
plans like this and I'm not proposing a boycott or an outlawing of 
it, because I think there are instances, quite apart from this kind 
of enterprise, where they are justified. 


But I think that the American people have to answer 
the question: Are we going to not compete in this kind of engage- 
ment? Or if we are, can we not do it overtly with friends, and how? 
I apologize. I've been -- 


SE::IOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's a1] right. keep 
sOing. 


SE‘:SOR ADMINISTRATION CFFICIAL: Last one, Ben: 
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Q You were talking about the duty of the govern- 
ment to inform the public on the nature of the great geopolitical 
contest in the late 20th century, and you repeated that several 
times, about how it's the duty of the government to inform the 
people. This being election year, do I hear that what you're talking 
about is that this is going to be a major frontal campaign theme, 
tha~ Democrats are not properly alert to the danger of Soviet 
presence on the North American mainland, and this is going to kind 


of be three yards and a cloud of dust, just, banc, this is going 
to be right in themiddle of it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, no. Pirst of 
all, as all of you are very conscious, I don't know anything about 
politics, really, and what I've told you here is my own feelings 
on it, and I haven't been told to come out here and say these 


things. And it may never happen. It's just what I think we ought 
to do. 


Q You spoke of a shift of emphasis to the Pacific 
Basin that's being discussed publicly by Larry Eagleburger, and 
I was just wondering to what extent is now the Pacific Basin more 
important than the European Basin to the United States? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I did not intend 
to imply that it has, either in security terms or political terms, 
Greater importance. I think that it's importance today is expressed 
in the fact that more trade goes across the Pacific than the 
Atlantic and in the fact that absent very close working relationships, 
the potential for serious instability is higher there than in 
Europe. So the problems are more complex and more deserving of 
attention right now, I think. But I think, too, the opportunities 
are very high, not only in terms of markets but in terms of assuring 
stability and improving welfare for billions of people out there. 


In that altruistic fit, I will leave you. (Laughter.) 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 


MS. SMALL: We were talking, obviously, about China 
and Central America. We will now turn to your agenda for the 
China -- up to now we've been ON BACKGROUND. Dc you wish to be OW 
BAC KGROUND? : 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'11 go ON BACKGROUND. 


If they wish anything for the record, they can let me know, and 
we'll <-- 


MS. SMALL: Would you like some coffee? 
Q Is that last one background, too, Karna? 
MS. SMALL: Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, as you know, 
the President leaves for China early next week and I've just 
returned from there. I was in China three weeks ago for a five- 
day period, preliminary, in part, for the President's visit and, 
also, of course, as joint head of the China-U.S. Economic Mission. 
This was something that was set up under President Carter and it 
has been carried on by the Reagan administration. This was the 
one, two, this was the third time that it has me* It met here 
in ‘81 <= rather, in China in ‘81 -- here in ‘82, and again in 
Beijing in ‘84. 


It's supposed to meet annually. The purpose of that 
Feonomic Mission, of course, obviously, is to further economic 
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relations between our two nations. The interesting thing to 

me in going back this time, and in a very lengthy discussion 
with Premier Zhao and others there, is the way that the Chinese 
are gradually moving toward a market-oriented economy -- I won't 
call it a capitalist economy, but a market-oriented economy. 


. What they have tried to do -- they started this 
about five years ago -- they have speeded up their efforts in 
the last three. They started in the agricultural area and instead 
of the communes, as we all knew them -- on my first visit to 
the People's Republic 10 years ago, when the commune was so 


popular, and the like -- they have done away with that. They 
now call the commune the township. 


And the township is a collection of small villages 
and the peasants make a contract with the-- through the village -- 
with the township to rent land under lease for up to 15 years. 
When I asked if that lease could be renewed, the answer was, “Oh, 
yes, depending upon performance.” They also said that -- I asked 
if that could be passed on from father to son and the answer was, 
"Under certain modifications, yes." If the father died unexpectedly 
and the family had been conducting themselves well on the land, it 
was possible that the son could continue to farm the land. 


The results of this is a contract between the 
individual farming family and the -illeace. When that contract has 
been filled, anything that's left over may be sold for personal 
gain by the farming family on the private marketplace, as dis- 
tinguished from selling to the state. 


One “example of this appeared -- well, I saw the 
picture in The Post, what was it, around the 9th or 10th, of a 
family by the name of Sun, and the Sun family were chicken farmers. 
And they had exceeded their quotas by so much that they had earned 
the equivalent of 40,000 yuan. Well, 40,000 yuan is the equivalent 
of about, as near as we can figure out their rate of exchange, 
20,000 United States dollars. They were allowed to buy the 
first privately owned automobile in China as a result of this 
extra production and their achievement in selling chickens and 
eggs. 


They say that’ ayricultural production is up about 
40 percent as a result of this experiment. They -- 


Q Up over what period? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Over <= weil, prior 
tq the time they started, let's say, five years ago. That's a 
good news/bad news syndrome for us because, obviously, they're a 
major market for our agricultural products. 


They have decided to carry this one now into other 
industries besides agriculture. I asked what they were doing with 
the excess people on the farms if they've gotten production up 
this far and the like -- they would have, obviously start to 
have excess workers. And they said they were moving them into 
aninal husbandry and isto reforestation. 


They want to try this experiment now in some of the 
heavier industries, where the state will bow out of the enter- 
prise and it will be run on what we would call a profit basis. 
We will get into that in a minute as to what their definition of 
profit is. 


I asked the specific question of Premier Zhao, 
“If you had two steel companies sice by each, and in 1983 they 
were about one as profitable as the other, but in 1984 one is 4 
lot more profitable than the other, will that enterprise be 
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al.owed to pay its workers more than the one that's not so 
profitable? And will the managers receive more for their work?" 
And to my surprise, the answer was yes. iI said, “Well, that's 
what we would consider profit-sharing.” But they have the 
equivalent of that now; they no longer are going to just as a 
state take money away from an enterprise. They are going to form 


@ system of taxes and try to tax away 20 percent of what we would 
call profit. 


Now the reason I keep saying that we would say 
profit and the like, they don't have a pricing system. And with- 
out a pricing system, I don't know how you determine profits. 

If you don’t know what your costs are -- you do know your sales 
figures, obviously, but how do you figure out profit if you're 
not sure what all your costs are? And in state-owned enterprises 
it's rather difficult to figure out what they're actually -- what 
costs really are. 


Nevertheless, they are continuing with this. What 
they want to do, they're going to have these what we would call 
enterprise zones, these economic zones, they're going to extend 
to 14 more of those -- they have 14 now, they want to extend 14 
more -- particularly along the coastal cities. And here primarily 
will be where China will meet those other nations that want to 
invest in China; they'll try to hold it mainly in those areas 
rather than. inland. 


At the same time, workers will be allowed to go to 
those areas, but they will not be allowed to return to China 
except on infrequent visits. They want to contain, as much as 
possible, those workers there, because they will be paid higher 
wages than workers that will be further inland, and the like. 


They want to keep people from going into the big 
cities and swelling the population of the big cities -- they 
want to try to keep them on the fringes, what we would call the 
suburbs of the cities, and develop light industry in those areas. 


They know that they have a tremendous infrastructure 
problems, roads, sewers, bridges, all that type of thing, that 
will be needed in order to modernize that country. They're looking 
for an awful lot of help from us in the form of investment. We 
have -- and that will be ene of the subjects that President 
Reagan will be discussing with various officials over there, how 
much economic assistance we will give them. The answer, in brief, 
is none, because we will be relying on our private sector to do 
this. We don't have state-owned enterprises and we don't have any 
agency of government that I know of that can make international 
loans at reduced interest rates, which is what they want and seek. 


Prime Minister Nakasone, when he went there, on the 
other hand, was able to assure them that he had a little over 
$2 billion to loan at interest rates -- well, which are slightly 
below the Japanese rate, which is 7 to 8 percent -- he had 6 per- 
cent, 6 to 7 percent money. No way we can match that. 


We told them, at least I told them, from my point of 
view, and I susvect the President wi)l say the same thing, we'll 
be relying on our own individual enterprises, supplemented by 
such government agencies as CCC credits, export-import guarantees, 
OPIC, the Overseas Private Insurance Corporation, and other agencies 


of that nature supplementing what our individual companies will 
want to do. ’ 


There is a great deal of interest on the part of our 
American companies. OPIC is bringing a <-- takine a group of 
24 to 27 companies to China in September looking for joint 
ventures. These will be medium-sized companies, .t some of our 
larger corporations, who obviously can do this on taeir own. 
So that's a quick bird's eye view of the eccnomic situation in 
China. What sort of questions might you hae? Yes, please? 
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Q What is their reliability record in paying for 
what they're getting from our private sector? 


_ SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The People's 
Republic -~- it's excellent. We don’t -- I know of no default 
with the People's Republic. We did have one tiff with thes, I 
would say, in their linking an area where they're disappointed 
in our performance with an area where they have quaranteed to 
perform under contract, and we are trying to make certain that 
they understood the English idea of sanctity of contracts. 


This is in textiles, where they're very unhappy with 
what we would <-- the countervailing duty suits that were filed 


here regarding Chinese textiles. And they withheld their purchases 


of grain, although they had a grain contract on which they were 
supposed to perform. 


Q On the question of -- 


Q Could I follow up on that with one other. What's 
their Dalance of payments situation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's excellent. 
They have a favorable balance of trade with the rest of the world 
at this point. 


Q Following up generally on economic assistance, 
you said we can't match the money that <-- in terms of Nakasone 


offered them -- wouldn't one way of solving this problem be for 
us to rely more on the multi-lateral aspects, specifically by 

being more generous in our IDA contribution to China, which is 
going to be limited by the $9 billion IDA that we've agreed to? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don’t think so, 
because if we're looking for bilateral trade and bilateral economic 
conditions, which is what the President is seeking and what I was 
trying to do with the Joint Economic Mission, multi-lateral 


contributions would not result necessarily in bilateral additions 
to trade. 


*) If you're going to get bilateral agreements, 
though, woul's'’t it be worthwhile to subsidize interest rates? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well <= 
Q -- for the government? 


. ° SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's <- according 
to GATT, that's illegal. You're not supposed to do that. We keep 
hacking at the French for doing that, for example, in some of 
their sales to Egypt. That's why we did the so-called flour 

sale to Egypt at a reduced rate. That is GATT-illegal and we're 
trying to refrain from getting into such 4 price war. 


Q Just a follow-up, again. The point on the 
multi-lateral/bilateral would be -- is to the extent that you 
plug the hole by the multi-lateral aid, you don't have to go so 
heavy on the bilateral. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we don't want 
to have for aid for China. China is a potential rarket <-- it's 
a market potentially very great. It has, as you know, according 
totheir own estimates, more than a billion people -- 4 tremendous 
market. They have foreign exchanse, they have a balance of 
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payments that's in surplus. They handle almost as much foreign 


exchange as some of the Western European nations in reserves. So 
I see no reason for aid to China: I do see a chance to trade with 
China, though. Yes? 


Q Let me follow up on Nick's question for a 
minute. What is it that the Chinese have to sell the United 
States that approaches in dollar value all of this hydro-electric 
equipment and nuclear power plants and oil rigs and coal-mining 
equipment that was talked about a minute ago? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRAION OFFICIAL: Well, first of all, 
they would like, obviously, to sell us more textiles. That's 
their single largest export to the United States. And the amount 
of their exports are up about 22 percent in ‘83 over ‘82. 
can manufacture many of the same items that we import from Hong 
Kong -~ cheap radios, hand-held calculators. They would be very 
good at cheap-type of rubber-soled -- well, whether you cal) then 
sneakers or walking shoes, or any other type of footwear of that 
nature. They'd also be very good <-- what they would like to do is 
in the form of other simplified electronic devices, many of which 
we're now importing either from Taiwan, Hong Kong, or Singapore. 


Q Along those lines, does anybody keep track to 
make fure that the investment does not impinge upon American 
unemployment, because China is a billion people and also one of 
the great cheap-labor markets of the world. 


SENTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, specifically, 
do we say that if we import so many textiles from China, does 
that keep some of the people from working in our own textile mills? 
The answer to that is very hard to determine, but our textile mills 
currently are about at 85 percent or more capacity. They are 
selling all of their ucts. One of the great reasons for 
importing, particularly items of this nature, is to keep ovr rate 
of inflation down. 


As you know, the deflator came out today for «he 
first quarter and it’s at 4.1 again. So we are keeping our 
inflation down; that's the good news of the trade deficit. The 
obvious bad news is, of course, that it will eventually result 
in a weakened dollar. 


Q What's the chance for nuclear deals, sir, as 
far as our selling our nuclear peaceful -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They would like to 
be able to buy from the United States turnkey operations ir 
nuclear® power plants. They make no bones about that; they're up 
ioont on that. Our restrictions obviously have to be along the 
lines of their having an agreement with us, the non-proliferation 
agreement. That -- Ambassador Kennedy is over there now, they're 
working on that to see if they can get such a treaty signed, and 


if they can, the turnkey operation could then proceed under those 
safequards. 


Q Could you give us some idea of the President's 
sort of state of mind on this? After so many years of being so 
anti-communist China and everything, how is he personally pre- 
paring for this? Is he enthused, is he a little diffident -- 


SENTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I tnink that 
as President of the United States he recognizes that a nation of 
a billion people is not something that he can ignore or pretend 
that it doesn't exist. He has to deal with it. Quite obviously, 
and this isn't my area of competence, there are political ramifi- 
«ations here, also, in dealine with China vis-a-vis other 
relationships in the Far East, other relationships in some areas 
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of tastern Europe. 


So, aS a result, the President recognizes that this 
is something he should be doing as part of his job as President 


of the United States, and that's why he's going there, as President 
of the United States. 


Q Has he expressed anything personally about his -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Nothing that I'd care 
to repeat. (Laughter.) . 


Q Whac do you mean by that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not teasing on 
that. It's just that he recognizes that this isn't going to be 
an easy thing for him to do and it's also, from the point of view 
of physical, the travel over there, the difference in the time 
zones, and everything else, is going to be arduous. But, none- 
theless, it's something -- it's a duty that he, as President of 
the United States, wants, and he would like to have good relation- 
ships, picking up on what two other Republican Presidents and one 
Democratic President have kept, namely, the Nixon opening up of 


China, followed by Jerry Ford with the same idea, and then Jimmy 
Carter. = 


Q President Nixon also opened up trade with the 
Soviet Union. Is this is a proper analogue? Is this what this 
administration would like to do there as well? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, so far the 
trade portion of that is going to have to wait on the political 


portion of that and we have made no overtures in the trade area 
with the Soviets. 


Q How does the inability of the U.S. to provide 
those loans affecting relations with China? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Obviously they needle 
me. They canmt understand how I cannot loan out such money, 
that I don't have all the.money in the world. Supposedly the 
Treasury of the United States, you know, is Nirvana -- that's the 
creat spot where everybody can tap. And they cannot understand 
-- very frankly, I say this without jest, that the President of 
the United States couldn't, if he wanted to, give them a loan et 
a low figure. 


. e And, you know, it simply baffles them that we can't 
do that and obviously they haggle, and have haggled, with many of 
our corporations about whether or nec they could do it. Now there 
is a way around that. All of us that have been in international 
finance know a little bit about that; all you do is build it into 
the price. In other words, you take -- take a simple illustration, 
a million dollars at 10 percent. That's -~ for the first year 
that's $1,100,000, so what's the price? You can say, well, we‘ll 
make the price a aillion-forty and we'll give you a 6-percent loan. 
Sare thing. 


So corporations know how to get around this. 


Q ° If they start creating enterprise zones along 
the coast where foreign investors will be welcomed and where 
Chinese will be allowed to work, what does that say about Honc 


Kor.g's future? Does Hong Kong become one of those enterprise 
zores? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't want to 
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venture a guess on that. Geoffrey Howe has just been there. Mrs. 
Thatcher has had her own conversations. The British are deep in 
the middle of negotiations at this point. I think that what they 
look at is Hong Kong as an example of what they could be doing 

in Quanzhou, and other places all up and down the coas‘., of what 
@ model would be. Now what the exact future of Hong Kong would 
be is something else again. 





x" 





Q Are we in a position of helping China take 
export business away from Taiwan, Hong Kong, and Singapore, so 
that the Chinese'can pay for their imports from us? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, a little 
competition is a great thing and for these countries to have 
competition I don't think is too bad, because obviously that 
keeps the price down to us, since they're selling to us. As far 
as taking away, we hope that the United States market is an 
expanding one. With more people working and the like here in the 
United States, we should be having a larger market. 


And the same thing for the rest of the world. A lot 
of their exports, of course, are not going to go just to the 
United States; they'll go to Third World countries. So they will 
be competing with those nations, certainly. 


Q Can you -- 


Q Excuse me. Is this consistent with the Presi- 
dent's stated objective, doing nothing to injure the interests 
of the people of Taiwan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that Taiwan 
at this point are much more sophisticated in the level of their 
products and the quality of their products than the People's 
Republic, and I think they'll have that advantage. And it's up 


to them to keep that advantage. So I don't think that it's hurting 
Taiwan. 


Q The press, the Chinese press, recently hzs 
been poi: ting out the dangers of corruption by the West, of 
Western ways, warning the-young people against falling for these 
ways too much. Did you feel there that they have a problem in 
terms of rationalizing their ideology vis-a-vis these rather 


extraordinary steps that you're describing? What kind of a mix 
are we getting here? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, all they've 


got to Go is go back to pure communism. Remember, Lenin tried 
this -- 


Q And he failed. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- with the Gulejs 
back in the twenties, and that's where the famous statemen* came 
from, you know, “They'll sell us the rope.” That obviously was 
tn era in which he saw the revolution wasn't working and decided 
to turn. It was quite surprising to Western Europe and to the 
United States that he did change so. So they have precedent in 
communism for this. So I think that their changing this way is 
not an unusual thing in a communist nation. 


Q That's what I wanted to ask you. You get 
from your own personal conversations with other people, other 
than the Prime Minister and Deng Xiaoping, that there's @ con- 
tinuity that is fairly established and built in now to the > 
system on this movement to a free-market economy, Or that this 
is kind of a, perhaps, a will-o-the-wisp? ay 
\ 
\2 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, my own 
horseback analysis is this is ingrained in Chinese culture, 
this individual trading, this individual farming, this self- 
reliance type of thinc, and they're marrying that to the state's 
objectives, and the state's objectives is to, in their own words, 


modernize China. And they have the four-modernizations program, 
as you know. 


. And how do they further this better? By keeping 
tight state controls or by letting the personal desire of the 
Chinese pecple, by civing a few incentives, to work harder? And 


I think they've decided on that latter course. I think that's ~ 
Deng has really meant to them. mi 
Q Are there any strictures in law or government 


custom that would put strictures on trade with China in terms 
of the human rights situation there? I'm thinking specifically 
of the Jackson Amendment, or something like that. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There may be, but 
I don't know of them. And no one has brought that to my attention 
from the legal side of Treasury or Commerce or STR, or any of the 
other agencies. When I went there, I took representatives of all 
these agencies along on the mission and no one raised that 
question as to whether or not -- 


Q They -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- human rights 
violations, or anything of that nature. 


-- most favored nation status in terms of 
free immigration, and things like that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They would recuire 
that type of thing, but obviously that's a question you'd have 
to leave to State, and State has not -- we have people from State 
aboard, and they have not said that they are violating it. 


Q You briefly mentioned textiles before and their 
desire to sell more, is that going to come up specifically at any 
part of this trip and if it's not -- 


SENIOR ADMINIS. RATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q It will? 

' @ SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think so. 
Q What are we going to do for them? 


SENIOR ADMINISTR.TION OFFICIAL: Well, we're going 
to have to explain to ‘vem what these calls mean and what quotas 
mean, that obviously any developing nation, one of the fastest 
and first ways that they can get foreign exchange is to go into 
the textiles business, whethor it's in the Carribbean area, 
Central America, Latin America, Africa, you-name-it. China is 
no different than anyone else in this area. 


They start with textiles, they expand, then, into 
more complicated products. We simply couldn't take everybody's 
textiles, as much as they want to sell those. We have to have 
them, whether it's for Costa Rica or for China, we have to have 
a quota system. 


Cc But is there any possibility that those guotas 
will be eased for the- cr built up in any way? 


MORE 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They have been. 
They have a nice portion now -- I think they've got about 9 
perceat of our market and I can check that figure, if you want 


to use it, and at the current moment I think they have to leurn 
to be satisfied with that as our -- 


-- proves to be a winner in cur market. 


Q What you're saying, in effect, is the Chinese 
are really going 
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to craw a blank in terms of economic help out of this particular 
mission of the President -- no loans, no help on textiles -- nothing 
that specific in terms of economic aid. Is that right? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIA.: Except that the, to the 
extent that the President of the United States, through his leadership, 
the very fact that he's going there signals our business community 
that it's okay for them to go to China and try to work out deals. 


Q Private okay, but government no? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's the main part. 
The government will be more on a technical assistance, and we're 
more than willing to talk to them, to help them -- pardon the 
expression but we've had some of them over to our IRS to see how 
it goes in collecting taxes -~ we have (laughter) -- one of the 
things when you get to be a modern country. 


We have also agreed to work with them on a pricing 
system, and have tried to work with them in terms of seminars and 
things of that nature as to how do you come about, in such an 
economy, to a pricing system. On the government level, it will 


be that kind of technical help rather than specific government-to- 
government financing. 


Q Could you give us some sense of the magnitudes 
that we're talking about? My impression is that the Chinese-American 
economic diet is going to be relatively thin for a very, very long 
time. Is that wrong? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: At the current moment 
it's about $500 million of investment that we have made with then, 
in about 50 enterprises. We just doubled that in one when Occidental 
agreed to work with them on their coal mines. And there are about 
four or five of the largest of our oil companies trying to do an 
immense amount of exploring right offshore in the southern China Sea. 
If that hits, there will be enormous investments in oil over there. 
So it will depend on just how fast and how far we can go with them 
and working with them on natural resources. Obviously, if they 
sign the nuclear treaty and we're allowed to go in there with turnkey 
operations on nuclear plants, that would make an enormous difference 
as far as this trade is concerred. 


Q Sir, is there any danger of this -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <= Seabrook, and I said 


please. 


Q Sir, I was wondering, that weird Manchu bond case, 
is that still standing in the way? 


SENICNR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is still out there. 
Q -- still out there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -<-- It's still out there. 
They can't understand that one. That's another one they probably will 
take up with the President, but it'll -- it does baffle them. There 
is a case dating right back to days, practically of Sun Yat Sen. 
And this case went through the courts, it died out practically, 
all of a sudden it gets revived, and they get hit with it. Now the 
Nationalist Chinese were never hit with this case. It was only after 
the People&S Republic came back that the case was revived. 


Now down in Birmingham, they refused -- the court said 
that they had to appear to defend themselves. They refused. They 
said that's none of their business. That's something that happened 
way in the dim distant past and they weren't a party to the case. 
And they refused to co into court. Well, when you don’t appear to 
sefend yourself, obviously, the case went acainst them. I think 


oR ; ZI” 











On appeal all they have to do is to get any decen. American law firm 
and they'll probably win the case. But so far they've stubbornly 
refused to do it saying it's none of their business. 


And what they're saying to the President is why don't 
you quash that, why don't you get rid of it, you know, throw it out 
of the courts. They can't believe the President can't do that. 

Q They're -- there could mean -- 

Q There are three parts to this government. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Or is there a fourth? 

. Q Aren't there laws -- I believe there are laws that prohibi' 
the importing of products that are made by slave labor, are there not? 
I mean your own customs chief has triec to invoke this law against 
products made from the Soviet Union. So wouldn't those be laws that 
would restrict these products from Communist China? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We know of no products 
that we're importing from China that are made with slave labor. Wow 


it depends upon your definition of what's a slave and what's -- and 
the labor. 


Q . What does the law say? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the law is very 
vague on this. As to whéther‘or not someone who works in a state owned 
enterprise is actually a slave or not. 


Q ‘In your definition is there anyone in Communist 
China who is not a slave? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 

Q Who? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the Sun family. 
They're producing chickens, they like their own land, tney won't 
want to leave their land, they're enjoying it -- 

Q Sounds iike some of our slaves. 


Q Exactly. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I mean there are people 
you can't get off the farm in Missouri. 


° 6 It's the same thing -- they have chickens -- 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 
4:09 P.M. EST 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me just say 


a few words briefing, not embargoed on what the ngs will 
be tomorrow. 


The President is meeting in the morning with 
Premier Zhao for 90 minutés. The agenda will be generally 
global and international issues. He then goes at 1:00 p.a. 
to give the speech in the Great Hall, excuse me, 1:30 p.m. 
There were some questions asked about the audience. 
audience is selected by the Chinese. It consists of about 
500 to 600 pecple basically from two different groups -~ one, 
people who have been involved in the aspects of 0.S.-Chinese 
cooperation directly related to China's modernization progras. 
That includes people who've been involved in business and 
commerce, graduates of the Dalien Management Institute will 
be there and people of that . There will also be a 
lot of America watchers, people from the various institutes 
that study Sino-U.S. relations and, I guess what you might 
call intellectuals of that variety. 


The host of the event is Professor Zhou, as in 
Zhou Enlai, Z-h-o-u, Peiyuan, P-e-i-y-u-a-n. He is a graduate 
of -- or at least attended Cal Tech in 1925 and is one of 
China's most distinguished scientists. 


T'll say a few words in a minute, on an 

basis, about the general themes of that speech. After that 
speech he goes for a second hour and a half meeting with 
Premier Zhao, 2:00 p.m., this one on bilateral iseves. And 
that is followed at 3:45 p.m. by his meeting with Party General 
Secretary Hu Yaobang. We view this as another very important 
meeting. In fact, Secretary Hu does not ordinarily meet with 
foreign leaders. I think his one foreign trip has been his 
very successful trip last year to Japan. 


The President -- while Hu has met with a number of 
private American visit<rs, the President will be the first 
American visiting official to meet with the General Secretary. 


Now, embargoed, I guess, until 1:00 p.m. tomorrow 
just a few comments about the themes of the speech. It will 
be a wide-ranging speech which will be a very strongly positive 
statement about Sino-U.S. cooperation, about the desire of 
the United States to build a strong and lasting relationship 
with China, and about our interest in cooperating with China 
in China's ambitious modernization efforts. 


It will discuss some, in general principles, the 
American approach to world affairs, its basis in the values 
that we cherish, and a characterization of the approach and 
its very fundamental emphasis on our desire for a peaceful 
world and our view that our interests are best served by a 
world of independent sovereign nations -- that we see no need 
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to dominate others in order for us to prosper. 


The bulk of the speech will be to talk about the 
goals of our relationship -- not only the goal of working 
together to produce a more peaceful world but also very 
extensively the President will discuss our trade and economic 
relations, the cooperation that is developing in that area, 
and our hopes for further expansion of ti..t economic relationship. 


Now, let me -~ the President in that speech will 
also be announcing the agreement on nuclear cooperation. And 
I believe the official announcement will come tomorrow morning 
at 9:00. So, embarjyoed until that time the following explanation 
and any questions on the nuclear agreement itself. 


Let me just begin by.readiny you a statement 
explaining the basic points of the nuclear agreement. And 


I believe this statement will be made available afterwards. 
Q We'll get it? When? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: A “ew minutes. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Shortly. 


The agreement for cooperation concerning the 
peaceful uses of nuclear energy between the U.S. and the 
PRC has been under negotation since 1981. The first round 
of discussions was led by Assistant Secretary of State 
James Malone. Subsequent negotiations, five rounds of 
them, were handled by Ambassador Richard Kennedy, who 
negotiated with the Chinese tean, - , 
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headed by the Commissioner of the Stace Science and Technology 
Commission, Mr. Jia Weiwen. 


The last rounds in these negotiations was held in 
Beijing from April 16th to 19th. 


China has an ambitious program to install significant 
power by the year 2000. 0.8. companies with this agreement will 


now have the opportunity to participate in ar area that is a 
priority for China's modernization. 


The agreement provides the legal framework for the 
sale of U.S. nuclear reactors, components, nuclear materials, 
and technology to the PRC. The agreement also provides for the 
exchange of information and technology in various aspects of 
the nuclear fuel cycle including cooperation in health, safety, 


and the environmental implications of the peaceful use of nuclear 
power. 


The agreement also calls for exchanges of information, 
reguler consultations, and visits. It does not provide for the 


transfer of any sensitive nuclear technology or facilities such as 
reprocessing or enrichment plants. 


Q Could you repeat that, please? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It does not provide 
for the transfer of any sensitive nuclear technology or facilities 
such as reprocessing an¢ enrichment plants. 


The ne gaa is not a commitment to supply nuclear 
reactors and materials. Rather, it is a framework agreement that 


specifies the guarantees and controls under which supply — | take 
place. The actual sale of reactors, components, and technologies 
is a commercial matter that would be negotiated between U.S. 
companies and the PRC. 


Individual nuclear exports must be licensed by the 

Nuclear Regulatory Commission after the agreement has gone into 
effect. The agreement contains the provisions which are — i 

° 


for agreements with nuclear weapons states under Section 
the Atomic Energy Act. 


Among these requirements are guarantees by the 
cooperating partner that, first, no nuclear materials or equipment 
subject to the agreement will be used for any nuclear explosive 
device or for research on or development of any nuclear explosive 
Gevice, or for any other military purpose. 


The second requirement -- that no nuclear material 


or equipment subject to the ~ oy will be transferred beyond 
of th 


the jurisdiction or control @ cooperating party without the 
agreement of the United States. 


The third requirement -- that adequate phyt.cal securi- 
ty will be maintained with respect to any nuciear materials sub- 
ject to the agreement. 


And a fourth requirement -- that no material subject 
to the agreement will be enriched, reprocessed, altered in form 


or content, or, in the case of weapons useable materials, stored 
without the prior agreement of the United States. 


Before any such agreement may be signed, the Atomic 
Energy Act requires that the proposed agreement be submitted to the 
President by the Secretary of State and the Secretary of Energy 
and be accompenied by the views and recommendations of those two 
Secretaiies, of the Nuclear Regulatory Cormission, and the Director 
of the Arms Control and Disarmament Agency. The Director of ACDA 
will also provide the President a nuclear proliferation asse: 




















statement. 


The President then authorizes signature of the agree- 
ment. Once signed, it will be forwarded to the Congress where it 


must lie for 60 days of continuous session before it may enter 
into effect. 


During the period of negotiations, China has joined 
the International Atomic Energy Agency and has clarified its 
nuclear export and non-proliferation policies. China has indicated 
that it will require IAEA safeguards on its nuclear exports. 


During his January visit to Washington, Premier Zhao 
said -- and I quote him -- "We do not engage in nuclear prolifera- 
tion ourselves nor do we help other countries develop nuclear 
weapons.” These have been very welcome steps, and I might say that 
the long process of producing this agreement, I believe, has been 
a substantial advance for our goals of preventing the spread of 
nuclear weapons and bringing China into cooperation with the 
international regime designed to achieve that goal. 


I'd also, just in conclusion, like to say a word about 


the relation of this important achievement to the visit as a whole. 
As 
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important as it is, it would be, I think, very wrong to think of_ this 
as the main purpose of the visit. In fact, it is one of 25 or 30 or 
quite possibly more, topics on our bilateral agenda which the 

President will be addressing. We believe that this visit, and, 

indeed, the visit of the Premier to Washington in January, will advance 
our relationship on most, or all, of those agenda topics. In this 


case the advance is a very significant one, and it's the advance, 
in effect, across the finish line. 


I might emphasize, we've made a lot of progress also 
during the time of Zhao's visit, which we've built on here. But, 
the most important thing the President is here to do is not any one 
of these 25 or 30 or 35 things, or even the sum of then. I think the 
most important thing is, in fact, the kinds of broad messages that 
only 4 President can deliver, or at least only a President delivers 
convincingly -- messages about the importance we attach to this 
relationship, about our commitment to it, about the kinds of things 
that the United States will bring to the relationship, about what we 
hope to get out of it, and about essential sensitivities of ours that 
need to be respected if the relationship is to prosper. 


I'll be glad to try to answer questions. 


Q How did -- what brought about this agreement? 
I mean, how did they overcome the -- who gave what, and who gave in? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think, I've 
been talking to a number of you about this issue at least going back 
to January, and saying that the problem was we have requirements of 
law that have to be met, and have been met. The Chinese had concerns 
about those requirements in relation to their very strongly held 
feelings about types nb I believe , in part, have been 
persuaded that the provisions of our law which have now been met in 
eleven other agreements are acceptable to other countries that 
strongly value their sovereignty. I believe they are convinced by 
various provisions of the agreement that we will c out those 
provisions in a spirit of simply assuring the peaceful purposes of 
the agreement. That we will not, for example, attempt to use this 
requirement for our agreement for commercial advantage, for example. 


In other words, I believe that, what I've said all along 
was the key to the solution, was not the United States giving in, 
since we certainly couldn't give in; and I don't think China's given 


in. I think we have found a creative solution that fully meets the 
concerns of both sides. 


Q Can you tell me whether this agreement specifically 
provides for nonproliferation by the Chinese? Does it specifically 
in writing permit the Chinese not to proliferate? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is not a require- 
ment of our law, and that is not in the agreement. The Chinese 
commitment in thet regard is the public statement of the Premier and 
other official policy statements that the Chinesc have made. It is 


the case that continued cooperation would require continued adherance 
to that policy, Ralph. 


Q Does the language in that point 4, on no reproces- 
sing or enrichment without prior agreement of the U.S., is that the 
same language that is in comparable ne aye with other countries? 
And, if not, where is the creative solution you just mentioned? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is the requirement 
that 411 of our post-1978 agreements have to meet. And we have eleven 
of those, and this, I guess, would become the twelfth. 


Q Same language? 

















SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is the same language. 
This -- the requirement applies to all of them, and, I might emphasize, 
it is tighter than our -- the bulk of our cooperation agreements 

which were negotiated prior to 1978 and undef the provisions. of 

the ‘78 law will, in fact, have to be renegotiated which is 

& levgthy process that we're -- 


Q What provisions, if any, for on-site inspection 
are included in this agreement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The -- Let me first 
say that because China is 4 nuclear weapon state, there is no 
legal requiremen* for safeguards as a condition of nuclear ly. 
Nevertheless, there are provisions in the agreement for tations, 
exchanges of information and visits to materiels, facilities, and 
components subject to the agreement in order to assure that the 
provisions of the agreement are effectively carried ovt. 


The agreement also provides for exchanges of views 


and information on each other's national accounting and control 
systems . 
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and on each other's physical protection measures. 


We believe that the f consultations, the 
of information and the visits to facilities and materials 
subject to the agreement provide us with the additional assurrances 
we need that 0.8. supplied material and facilities are being used 
for peaceful -- y for peaceful purposes. 


Q Did the administration in discussing this with 
the Chinese tale any position or tell the Chinese what position it 
might take on other nuclear legislative proposals in Congress, such 
as that by Senator Promire -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'm not sure 
what may have been said in the course of negotiations; but our 
position on the Prommire amendment is very clearly in opposition. 


That is an smendment -- if you haven't noticed now -- 
by now, we have operated under very tight legal constraints in 
the negotation. And we operate under an additional series of 
procedural checks that I enumerated that we have to go through 
before the agreement is finally signed. And then we have « 
provision for congressional review. 


. The Proxmmire Amendment would add a provision for 
positive action by both Bouses of the U.S. Congress and we feel 
would make it far too difficult to undertake nuclear cooperation 
with any country. 


Barry? 


Q I realize it's not part of the agreement, 
but have the Chinese given you any indication as to the extent 
to which they plan to take advantage of this? How much are 
they planning to spend? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's definitely 
not been part of our discussions. We have sort of general 
information I think a lot of you have of a very ambitious 
Chinese nuclear power program -- 20,000 megawatts is what's 
being talked about and that's easily 10 to 12 very large reactors 
if the full program were instituted. 


Of course, there's no reason at all to think that 
even if the program is that large that American contractors would 
win all of the contracts. But this is a framework agreement 
and, os I emphasized, the specific negotiations on specific 


Geals are things that have to be worked out by the contractors, 
not by the U.S. government. 
In the back? 
Q Can I ask you a question, not about nuclear -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. 
Q -- stay on nuclear -- 
Q Let's finish nuclear -- please. Two points -- 
can either House of Congress during the 60 days veto it or 
Go both Houses have to act against it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 43 oth Houses have 
to act. 


Q Second point, es — nest 
reprocessing ore enrichment, was thi . 





















_ SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was not raised 
late in the process. It was raised early on. I would 


hope 
it wouldn't affect the ab‘lity of American companies to participate 
here. 


I think one cf the & that we never had an 
issue about is, for example, the ling of U.S. lied fuels 
in U.S. reactors and for some very long time in the that's 


how these reactors will run. So, I think the Chinese 
interested in our technology. I believe they share our 
assessment that it's the best in the world and I think. that's 
what our contractors have to offer. 


*) Is it true that the French and 


Pee others do not make that a requirement -- that pertioules 
point? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's no — 


that ours ere the tightest requirements of any country in the 
world. 


Yes? 


We were led to believe that this agreement 
might be a to different varying interpretations and that 
that was the way that the Chinese could save face on the issue 
of sovereignty. Could you explain that? Is there a way that 
the Chinese can interpret this differently than the way we 
would or the way U.S. Congress would? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is no way 
to interpret this agreement other than meeting the requirement 
of law that I read to you. 2 ie oe ae 
in the agreement that also meet the Chinese concerns that those 
requirements not be used for pu s other than assuring the 
basic purpose of the agreement which is that this cooperation 
be peaceful -- that is, as I mentioned, that assurances that 
it will not be used for commercical advantage and other purposes. 


Q Now may I -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Saul? 
Q Wait -~ I'm sorry, Saul. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let's take one 
or two more on the nuclear and then -- 


Yes, sir? 


Q When was this agreement reached? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The final text that 
will be initialed were finally agreed today. The basic -- the 
key substantive problems were solved when Ambassador Kennedy 
was bere lest week. But as is usually the case with 4 aagetiatics 
of that kind where you do a lot of work very quickly and you're 
dealing with two languages, you thep have to x back and check” 
text and check translations and arque over last minute 
Getails. 


Q Were there any such changes since then? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFF 
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President or who approved it finally today? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I believe it was the 
Ambassador. 


Yes, sir. 


Q Is it fair to say that without the pressure of 
the trip, without the desire to have this initialed while he's here 
that perhaps agreement might not have been reached this early? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, let me first 
answer what may be the question behind the question, that somehow 
we compromised on our requirements because of this trip. That was 
not the case at all. As I think I made clear, we view this trip 
as something far more important, in fact, than this agreement and 
we view getting this agreement right and meeting our requirements 
is simply an unalterable condition. 


I think there's also no question now, to answer what 
you did ask directly, that both the Premier's visit and this visit 
here have energized people in a way that they don't otherwise work 
end that we mace -- we solved a lot of problems during the Premier's 
time in Washington. And I think that certainly everyone wanted to 
have something like this to show at this time. And all of our 
negotiators knew their work was going to be under a lot of scrutiny 
at this time. So I think that relped move the process. 


One last one on nuclear. 


Q Could you be a little more precise about the 


creative solution to the reprocessing problem? This was an impasse 
that's been resolved and I don't understand how. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think I've explained 
it. The language meets the requirements of our law. We have given 
the Chinese explanations that these requirements do not infringe on 
their sovereignty anymore than they infringe on the sovereignty of 
Canada or Australia or, for that matter, the United States of 
America that has accepted similar provisions in its law. And, in 
fact, there were some -- similar provisions -- excuse me -- in 
the agreements that we have signed. And there have been exchanges 
in the last few weeks clarifying what our other agreements provide, 
which I think have been important. 


I think there's also been language to assure the 


Chinese that this will not be misused and that is the essence of 
it. 


Now, I will take other questions as well. Saul. 


Q There has been some suggestions by what we talked 
about here with the television and the reports on some of the greetings 
that Chinese reception has been cordial correct, cee om 
Could you characterize for us, please, from your background what 


kind of reception you think the President and his entourage have been 
getting so far? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I had too many 
things to go on. One is the sort of general provisions for the 
visit which have been extremely generous and extremely forth- 
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coming. I know we have at least one last minute hitch here that 

is causing some peoblems for some of you, but I think the Chinese 
have really stretched themselves. And part of what we're encounter- 
ing is sort of the straw that broke the camel's back phenemenon. 

You can't keep coming in with one more and one more. We have 


gotten an awful lot, and they're not used to accommodating a visit 
of this magnitude. 


The other indicator that I have was the meeting with 
Presicent Li today, which I think was a very good meeting. It was 
solid. It was substantive. It showed an appreciation on both 
sides of the value of this relationship. And also, I think, a 
realistic assessment of the fact that, while we have differences, 
or obstacles -- to use the Chinese favorite phrase -- that the way 
to deal with them is not by talking at one another through the 


media, but by talking to one another directly. So I take that, 
again, as very positive. 


Q You did have another indicator -- which was the 
reception at the ceremony. And you can compare that with other 
) receptions and with what you would expect. Larry said that it was 


a standard reception. Is# that how you would describe it -- as 
standard? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: For a Head of State 
I believe so, but that’s a fairly rare event around here. 


I doubt -- I haven't compared it in protocolary terms to previous 
heads of state. 


Yes sir? 


Q Neither President Nixon nor President Ford got 
this kind of welcome, though. 


*ENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We did not have 
diplomatic -- this, for those of you who haven't picked it up yet, 
is the firs’ visit by a President of the United States to the 
People's Rep slic of China, with whom we have diplomatic relations, 
and that makes 211 the difference in the world. And, of course, 
that makes it -- I hesitate to use the word historic, because that's 


the kind of hype we're not interested in, but it is an historic 
event. 





Q What about the live coverage of the speech 
tomorrow? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I was never told it 
would be live, and I'm not aware of any commitment, but -- don't 
get me into that issue, please. 


Lou? 


MR. SPEAKES: Let's get Lou and -- you can do more 
if you -- 


Q You're statement that this other -- we've gotten 
a lot from them, and this was the straw that kind of broke the 
camel's back suggests that this proposal was just made for the -- 
for today, or yesterday. Is that the case? I mean, in other 
words, there is a confusion which you really can help on, I think, 
which is whether or not we were told that the Chinese were going 
to do certain things about television coverage that they never -- 
they never agreed to do, and then they were asked to do it here 
and never did it, or whether they agreed and reneged. And that 
gets in the way of the point you're trying to make. 


MR. SPCAKES: Okay. 


END 6:33 P.M. (L) 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it‘s easy to say 
that it was an exceptionally busy day and a very, very full agenda. 
We had an hour and a half meeting in the morning on international 
issues. We had the President giving a major address and ' we 
had another hour and a half on bilateral issues this afternoon. I 
think you could characterize the discussions as very business-like, 
very substantive. Th: Premier and the President did virtually all 
of the talking, except for occasional references. The Ministers -- 
they seemed to be men who were really comfortable with one another -- 
enjoy the give-and-take. I think if you just look at the list.of 
topics that were discussed you get a picture of what I've been saying 
a number of times about the comprehensive nature of our relationship 
mow and the very broad range of issues that we covered. The mo 
agenda included global foreign policy approaches, U.S.-Soviet relat 
SINO-Soviet relations, Afchanistan, Kampuchea, Korean Peninsula 
Central America, the Middle East, Southern Africa, problems of 
economic development in the Third World: and arms control. In the 
afternoon we discussed general approaches to economic relations 
between our countries, specific problems of investment, technology 
transfer and export controls, general approaches of trade problems -- 
discussed problems about our gtain agreement, discussed the subject 
of defense cooperation, we discussed the access of scholars -~- the 
problems of U.S. scholars in China, discussed the subject of Taiwan, 
nuclear cooperation and what the Chinese refer to as U.S. discrimin- 
atory legislation. That made for a rather busy day. The poor 
interpretors at times were clearly overloaded as the principals would 
get stirred up and the discussion was lively at times. 


Just to say a word about the speech, which I think was an 
important speech and I think people have asked how do you summarize 
it -- I found one very interesting way of summarizing it. Just go 
back and look at the seven applause lines -- the seven lines that 
got applause from that Chinese audience and you see a consistent 
theme about, and apparently a welcome theme, about the U.S. desire 
to cooperate with China, particularly in the areas of technology 
and econonics and some of the specific initiatives that we have been 
able, right now, to make some specific progress on, such as the 
nuclear agreement and “he more modest way the new MBA program at 
Dalien. 


Q We can't hear you. . 
Q Can you adjust the microphones -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You can't hear me. Closer? 
Q Lean in. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay, 1°11 lean in. 
Q What was that on the nuclear agreement -~ 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I said the nuclear 
oment -- nuclear cooperation. We have the nuclear agreement. 
ct, the discussion about nuclear cooperation now is moved on 


e consideration of the question of possible EX-IM loans -- 
: bank loans to support sales of U.S. nuclear reactors to China, 
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and then after that I mentioned what the Chirese refer to as U.S. 
discriminatory legislation. 


The morning meeting began with an extensive tour de raison 
by the President of the overall approach tc internationgl relations 
and then his approach to a number of specific issues and I didn't 
time it precisely, but it went cn at least a half hour and the 
Premier with a lengthy presentation of his own and then they got 
into some ciscussion of specific areas-- some of agreement and others 
of disagreement. I think in general to characterize the tone of 
our discussions we see substantial and very imoprtant areas of 
agreement between it. And it's not a surprise, see differences on 
some international issues and of course on some bilateral ones, but 
I think the discussions today bear out very much the President's 
comments that first the areas we have in common -- the interests 
we have in common are far 














more important than our differences. and, secondly, that the beet way 


to nandle those differences is through direct dialogue and negotiation, 
not tnrough indirect criticism of one another in public. 


We -- Among the topics that I've listed I would note 
on the subject of U.S.-Soviet and Sino-Soviet relations, it -- the 
Presicent -- now we have -- the President talked about the Soviet 
approach to arms control, the fact that they want others to make all 
the concessions, that we won't accept that approach and remain firm, 
but we are prepared to have a constructive relationship with the 


Soviet Union as the President has made clear both in public and 
in private. 


The discussion ~f Kampuchea was quite exteisive. This 
is a subject where we have extensive common interests and where China 
plays *% very, very important role -- perhaps in historical terms an 


ironic role -- being a major factor restraining Vietnam and Vietnamese 
aggressicn against Thailand and Southeast Asta. 


The President talked about our concerns that what we're 
seeking in Kampuchea is a political solution and not a political 
solution that leads to the restoration of Pol Pot whom we find 
abhorrent. And I think one could say in general there is agreement 
on both sides that the objective is not the return, not the installation 
of a particular faction in power in Kampuchea but the goal is a 
political solution that would be based on free elections in which 
the Kampuchean people could determine their own future -- free for -- 


Q Did the Chinese agree to that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that the Chinese, 
in fact, have agreed to that, going back to the International 
Conference on Kampuchea held at the UN in 1981, but I would just say 
sort of in terms of tone -- and I don't want to speak for them -- 
but I think in terms of tone we heard more of that kind of thing 
today on both sides than in some previous discussions. 


On Central America, the President stressed our approach 
of a heavy emphasis on economic assistance and our understanding of the 
critical role that economic assistance plays in Central America, 
at the same tine emphasizing that there is a military problem caused 
by the Soviet Union and that we are going to do what we need -- that 


we are going to do our beet to see that the right triurrhs in this 
struggle. 


Q -- do what? 


SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That we are going to do our 
best to see that the right triumphs. 


Q The right? (Laughter.) 


SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The right side triumphs 
in this struggle. (Laughter.) 


Put an emphasis -- since you've noted that with your 
laughter -- he put considerable emphasis on the role we see of free 
elections in both Nicaragua and £1 Salvador and that we see one of the 


essential differences being a willingness to hold genuine free 
elections. 


Q What did they say to that? 
SENIOR ADIINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'11 come to that in 


atminute. Well, let me -- Okay. I'll just say I don't -- and I 
will say this again -- I believe when you're backgrounded by the 
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Chinese siace, tney say what they said and not what we said; it's 
not my business to characterize their comments in these meetings. 

It is a matter of ;ublic record that they have criticized our policy 
in Central America. They criticized our action in Grenada. 


I would personally characterize that criticism as not 
being criticism of strategy or disagreement with the -- our basic 
concern ebout Soviet expansionism and what it can mean in our 
hemisphere and globally. I think that is a shared and common concern. 
There is a disagreement about tactics, and I think, unfortunately, 
when you have to act and when you have a responsibility to act as we 
go in Central America, we can't simply take a policy that will be 
populer and pleasing to everyone. That's somewhat the same thing 
I think, that comes up in the Middle East which is another area of 
aiscussion. And where again I see there's some disagreement, I think 
it's not a disagreement about basic goals and it's not a disagreement -- 
there is agreement that the Palestinian problem is an essential part 
of the picture tnere that needs a solution. 


We did discuss the question of 
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negotiations with the PLO and with Iir. Arafat, and the President 
mace clear his view that as long as itr. Arafat continues to boast 
of his role in bombings of innocent people, as he did not 
and deny the right of Israel to exist, that it is hard to 
view that someone should sit down at the table and negotiate with 
“ 


somebody who denies their basic right to even be there. That i 
point of ¢ifference between us. 


Q They want us to negotiate with the PLO? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Like many of our friends. 
That is correct. 


On Southern Africa, again, although I would say in 
comparison to carlier periods, I think both of us have noted that 
there has Seen some positive movement both between Mozambique and 
South Africa, which we welcome; and also what seems to be some 
movement on the Namibia front, and the President affirmed our 
comnitment to a political solution in Namibia based on U.N. Security 
Council Resolution #435, and he also expressed our desire to see 


a removal of Cuban forces from Angola and a restoration of Angolan 
independance. 


There was a fairly extensive discussion of arms control 
and of the motives behind our deployments of missiles in Europe. 
The President underscored his determination to carry through on the 
commitment that was made in the last administration to those 
deployments, but also reiterated his willingness to have deproductions 


on those missiles and, indeed, his preference to see them eliminated 
entirely. 


Be affirmed that our approach to negotiations on 
intermediate range missiles will remain a global approach, that we 
are not going to seek an agreement that simply takes care of the 
interests of our friends in Europe at the expense of our interests 
in Asia and the interests of our Asian friends, particularly Japan 
and China, who are also threatened by these missiles. 


On Korea, which was discussed, the President reiterated 
our belief that the best vay to hold discussions to seek a sible 
reduction of tensions and a term solution to the hostility 
between north and south would be through direct talks between the 
two parties. That if other countries could play a useful role, 
that the United States would be prepared to join with the PRC, 
either directly in 4-way talks, or to assist from the sideiines. 
I think, again, it's not a revelation of a confidence, but a matter 
of public record that the Chinese position continues to be to 
support the Worth Korean tripartite proposal. Our view is, apart 
from this difference over the format or the shape of the table, 
which is an important difference, that also there are a number of 
very concrete measures that can be taken even in the absence of 
formal negotiation that could contribute considerably *o reducing 


tension in the peninsula. These include sals for such things 
as notifications of military maneuvers other kinds of military 
confidence building measures, and they also include such s at 


a human and political level as provisions for reunification o 
families and exchange of mail. And, in fact, in that regard, both 
the U.S. and China <= and we have noted and welcomed China's role 
in this regard -- have facilitated contacts between families in 
North Korea and South Korea with relatives outside. 


The afternoon's discussions had a heavy «phasis on 
the economic area. The longest single discussion, segment of 
discussion, was Premier Zhao's interesting exposition of China's 
modernization plans and goals and expectations. And also of his 
vievs of how China's economic development could very rapidly lead -- 


could leac to a rather rapid growth of trade between our two 
countries. 
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On a few of the specific points that were discussed, 
as I mentioned one point that is important to us, is this question 
of access of scholars. We have a growing number of U.S. scholars 
studying in China. A number of thes have cade complaints to leck 
of access to materials, or to people they want to talk to for 
research purposes, and I would say, at least, the response from the 


Chinese side was an encouraging one -- that this is a problem they 
are looking into. 


On the grain agreement, the President expressed his 
concern that China live up to the long-term grain agreement which 
is now in its final 5 years, and welcomed the assurances that we 


_ received both on previous occasions and today, that China would 
so. 


The subject of Taivan was, of course, an important 
subject. I don't know that one can measure it in terms of time. 
And the Chinese concern, expressed on two points -- and let me, I 
think there's some confusion on this first one -- on the general 
subject of, what they characterized as efforts by some to upgrade 
relations, and also specific acts or resolutions in Congress -- the 
resolution in question is the Pell resolution. It's not a resolution 
calling for upgrading our relations with Taiwan, but it is a 
resolution that is widely seen as calling for a particular outcome 
to the Taiwan issue, and particularly to appear to be calling for 
Taiwan independence as the outcome. Our position as a government, 
and the President has reiterated it, is that it's not our business 
to resolve that issue. It's an issue for the Chinese, themselves, 
to resolve. Our only concern is that that resolution be a peaceful 


one. And on that basis, in fact, we have opposed the Pell 
resolution. 


Q What does the Pe’l resolution call for? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't have the 
exact text, but it, among other things, calls for a resolution of 
the Taiwan issue in accordance with U.S. law; and I think you sight 
understand why that's a sore point in this country here. And it 
is seen in the kinds of code words that get used as an encouragement 


to the Taiwan independence movement, which is a particular outcome 
of that issue. 


The question of upgrading relations, which the Chinese 
raised, is not, as far as I'm aware, the subject of any resolutions 
in Congress. I think it resents a continued anxiety on their 
part, and that's what underlies quite a bit of this discussion, 
over the question of the U.S. living up to past commitments. The 
President has made clear, and made clear again today, that our 
relations with Taiwan are unofficial and will remain unofficial, 
and under the relevant U.S. law, in fact, are treated as unofficial. 


There were also concerns expressed o1. the matter of 
arms sales. Again, I think as much as anything -- and, I's in 
Ganger here of characterizing them -- certainly one of the concerns 
is that we, in fact, live up to the commitments that we've made. 
There's no question they would also like to see us go it. 
And, after all, the Arms Sales Communique is one that bridges the 
difference between our position and the Chinese position that ve 
ought not to be selling any arms at all. we are living "p to the 


Communique, and we will live up to the Communique, and the President 
confirmed that. 


) The -- on the subject of technology transfer and 
export controls and, again, a comment that I would make that would 
charactorized most of our discussions, is that vhere there were 
criticiems -- and this is an aroa where, despite where I would 

say is enormous progress, the Chinese do have criticisms -- the 
criticisms are not in a spirit of questioning U.S. good faith, but 
rather calling attention to problems and looking, and asking us 
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to look for solutions to those problems and that is a much more 
hopeful ard constructive way of going about it. te had made sub- 
stantial progress and the President sighted some of the statistics 
that point to that, just in terms of numbers of cases of license 
approvals of high technology items to China. We've grown from roughly 
~~ the level of roughly 1500 cases in 1981 to roughly 3300 in 1983 
and nearly I200 in just the first quarter alone in 1984 and if you 
extrapolated that out it would get you up to 4800 on an annual 
basis. In fact, we expect even further growth and the Department of 
Commerce projects, perhaps as much as a total of @.8 billion of 
high-tech exports to China during 1964. 


There are problems that arise still. That's true in the 
cave of the administration of our export controls to virtually 
every country I know of. It can be at times a more time consuming 
process than we like and that's something we had substantially re- 
duced and willwork to reduce further and in the case of China, of 
course, there's the specific difficulty of COCOM, but that is one 
where we feel working with our COCOM partners that we have 


produced 
— good results and that in fact COCOM approvals are up substantially 
also. 


That is basically the high points of what we ‘iscussed 
today. Oh, defense cooperation -- I can -- here's one I haven't 
mentioned. I think both sides welcome the progress that has been 
made in the tech.ical discussions that have been held over the last 
few months since Secretary Weinberger's visit. This is an important 
area tc both of us. We,sharing China's concern about the Soviet 
Union, would obviously like to cooperate with China on those defensive 
weapons that could assist her in resisting Soviet intimidation or 
Soviet aggression. It is, however, a very difficult area. It's not 
only highly technical, it's also one where both sides have consider- 
eble concerns that need to be taken into account and where our 
friends and allies in Asia have concerns. So we are proceeding 
carefully and methodically, but in a very positive way, I believe. 


Q Is it your anticipation that some kind of an arms 
sale agreement will be concluded in June when the Minister comes to 
Washington? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would not anticipate 
an arms sales agreement. I think we're talking about trying to 
clear the way, assist the Chinese to make contact with those contract- 
ors who can sell them equipment that would be approved. It will be 
4& matter of case-by-case approvals as we have said and I don't know 
when to anticipate them, but I don't think -- they were talking 
about a broad agreement. Yes, sir? 


Q Would you anticipate that these conversations today 
have accelerated the arms sale process to China -~- that because of 


this talk today, we're more lixely -- arms to China than we other- 
wise would of? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. I'd characterize 
the discussions today as taking note of some positive progress that 


we've seen in recent months and it's clear that both sides welcomes 
that progress. 


Q On the Korean negotiation question, can we ossume 
that that basically is unchanged -- the Chinese continue to recommend 
tripartite U.S. - North Korea-South Korea -- we're not interested 


in that -- and our come back is four-way talks and essentially that 
has not changed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: tell, if you're looking 
for sort of movement toward a dramatic breakthrough of the two sides 
sitting down and negotiating in some sort of format, I think I would 
say at the moment is unchanged. This, however, is also a problem 
-- having been with us for a very long time is likely to be solved, 
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I think, in a very slow and patient way. And so, there has been 
change -- I think, change in other areas particularly, for example, 
the participation of the South Korean Davis Cup Team here in China 
at Kunming not long ago which was a kind of a first. It's just 
one of many small changes that are taking place that I think are 
contributing to a reduction of tension. Nore, in this case, in the 
area of some improvement of contacts between China and South Korea. 
But insofar as your question is pointed at the issue of format of 
talks, I'd say the positions remain the sane. 


Q Did the Chinese indicate that -- 


Q What was their response on the grain -- what was 
their response on the President's reference to their living up to 
the grain agreement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we had received 
assurances, and we received them again today, that they will live 
up to it and those are welcome assurances. 


Q Did thé Chinése indicate that their unofficial ~*~ 
ecntact with the South Koreans will continue? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That wasn't discussed 
specifically today. 


We were told by the Chinese that Zhao was very 
outspoken in his criticiem of our Central America policy. They 
opposed our military use and they wanted us to rely more on 
Contadora. I gather from what say that the President was just 


as adamant in defending his position. Was there any give on either 
side on Central America? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well -- 
Q Repeat the question. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question was whether 
there was any give on either side on Central America, and I was 
told that Premier Zhao had characteri.ed his position as adamantly 
opposed to our use of military means -- 


Q They said that they can't support some of the 
practices of the United States in the region and they feel that the 
big powers ought to get out of there and leave it to Contadora. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, as I have said, 
they have also, in the past in public, said that we should have 
left Grenada alone and not done what we had done. I think the 
President's view on that and our view on that is very clear, and 
our view on the need to have a military component in our Central 


American policy in view of what the Soviets are doing is also very 
clear. 


I don't -- I think it's our general feeling -~ and I'm 
not just speaking about the Chinese now. I'm speaking about many 
other countries including many of our closest allies -- that it's 
sort of the lar thing to be against military means and if you 
don't actually have to take an action, then you don't have to come 
out in support of them. But, as I say, what I think was the case 
in our discussions which was a common recognition of the fact 


that there is a Soviet problem including in Central America and that 
problem needs to be dealt with. 


Q My question was, did the discussion on Central 
America produce even the slightest change in either man? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the President 
didn't change his position, no. 


Q Did the President say -- 
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Q Your answer to Lou on arms control seems to sucgest 
that there was absolutely no movement off of the status quo on 
possible arms sales and defensive cooperation. Two questions on 
that. How long -- how much time in the discussion was taken up 
on talking about arms sales and defensive cooperation, and did the 
President give any indication on whether or not he thought in the 
future there could be such arms sales? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, let me repeat 
again, he -- they both noted that there had been progress. I a 
not saying that there is no change in the status quo, but I was 
asked the quescion whether the status quo had changed as a result 
of these discussions. It is changing slowly as the result of 
technical discussions that have been taking place and will continue 
in May, and I'd say they talked for a few minutes and took note of 
that. So, obviously, both of them endorsed that trend, but they 


were not, in fact, trying to specifically move the discussions 
forward. 


Rick? 


Q Two or three questions. You said at the outset 
that there were several rather lively moments in the discussion 
where the translators fell behind or had trouble keeping up with 
the pace of it. Can you give us a sense of which particular issues 
were that lively? Secondly, did the President push the Chinese 
at all on the issue of joining in international arms control efforts 
more, as we have been led to believe he might ir the advance? And 
thirdly, did the Chinese at all refer to the Soviets as the main 


threat to their security, as they have occasionally in the past 
and sometimes not done? 


Q What's the first part of the question? 
Q What's the first and last part? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICTAL: All right, the first 
question was, what were some of the lively moments in the discus- 
sion? I think clearly, one was where we got into the question of 
arms control and the question of our deployments in Europe and 
what lay behind them, what our purposes were. And I think -- let 
me check here a few other points. 


g? 
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Q It was a shouting match? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, it was not a shouting 
match. I wouldn't characterize of what I heard today as 
a shouting match at all. In fact, I think, that point on tone is, 
to me, important. I think even where there sre criticiems or probless 
identified and even on the s@rsitive issue of Taiwan, it was not 
a shouting match. And I think.there was a growing belief on both 
sides that the other side believes in the importance of this relation- 
ship and in working to maintain it. And that, to me, is the impor- 
tant message ot where we are. 


Q The discussions were lively? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The discussion of Kampuchea, 
the discussion of -- 


Q Central America? 


SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: A little bit. I think, 
as you might imagine, the President feels strongly on the correctness 
of what he's doing there and -- on the fact that there is a probles 
caused in patt and if I can repeat what I said earlier -- he made it 
clear, for example, in pointing out thet three-quarters of our 
assistance is economic assistance that we understand the huge economic 
dimension of the problem, but there is a military dimension and that 


dimension is the flow of arms into the region is something that 
requires U.S. action. 


Q Did they get into the specific issue of aid to the 


— Contras and the mining of the harbor? Did that come up 
at all? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That was mentioned by 


the Chinese side as an example of the kind of thing they would 
criticize. 


Q A couple questions -- first of all, did the subject 
of Afghanistan and the new Soviet offensive come up? Secondly, did 
the President, at any point, sucgest to the Chinese that their view 
of our policy in Central America is not entirely consistent with 


their policy in Af istan or Kampuchea? And third, did the subject 
of Chinese arms sales to Iran come up? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Chinese arms sales to 


Iran did not come up. The discussion of Afghanistan was relatively 
short because, in fact, I think -s see virtually eye-to-eye on that 
issue. We are concerned, in fact, although we didn't discuss it 

today, with the substantial Soviet buildup on the border of Afghanistan 
and *he use for the first time of heavy bombers and offenses against 
the guerrillas in Afghanistan. 


Q What kind of bombs? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Heavy bombers. 

Q What do they say ahout that? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFEICIAL: That's a concern we have, 


I'm saying. That was in the question but if was not discussed today, 
specifically. 


Ané the second part of your question, Jon? 
Q No, it was -- you said Iran didn't come up? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFFICIAL: Did not come up. 


Q Okay. Did <= the other part of it was whether the 
President suggested to them that they were essentially Going in 
Afghanistan and Kampuchea what they say we should not be doing in 7 
Nicaragua? 42 


‘Ae 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, he Gidn't. Some 


junior officials have made that point on occasion. The President 
didn't today. 


Q Did the Chinese at any point say specifically that 
they consicered the Soviet Union the greater threat? How did they 
phrase that, if indeed they did? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATI“: GOT ICIAL: dow you're asking me to 
characterize their position asd . just don't vant to do that. Let 
me say what to be absolutely clear, and I think it's one of 
the fundamental and very solid basis on which this relationship rests 
~~ it is the fact that there are 50 plus Soviet divisions on China's 
borders and there are no American divigions nor will there ever be. 
That's the fundamentally different situation and I think while the 
Chinese are pursuing <Jiscussions with the Soviets and are seeking to 
somewhat reduce the level of tension between then and expand ecne of 
their other trade and other contacts -- that as long as the Soviets 
maintain this substantial threat on China's no -thern border and through 
their actions in Afghanistan and Indochina -- tepresent a threat, 
in o°fect, of encirclement from the South, I think that is going to 
be a fundamental factor affecting the Chinese view -- not only the 
Soviet Union, but also therefore of us. 


Q Did they say that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATIONOFFICIAL: If you want to know what 
they said today you'll have to ask them. I'm sorry. 


Q Judging by what they told us this — they did 
not say anything about -- you seen to be 
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suggesting that they consider the Soviet Union the far greater threat, 


and this has been a these of the discussions. yp hn F 
the Chinese briefing tiis that ts that they that. 


That's why I'm trying to get a clarifica ° 


SENIOR ADIINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sometimes people have 
concerns and they don't state them, but I think the concerns are 
there, and they affect our policy. 


Yes sir? 


Q Was there a discussion, mention, cf the the 


SS-20s, of the Soviet Pacific fleet, of Camaron Bay -- were those 
topics mentioned? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On the S5-208 -- 
oh, I'm asked to announce that Pool $11 should form now for 


Geparture. Yes, there was discussion of $5-208s. I think we are 
in substantial on the threat posed by the S5-20, not only 
to Europe, but also to Asia. And I think the Chinese would lixe 


as much, or perhaps more than we, to seo them eliminated. 


Q Could I back you up to the mili = 
Could you characterize the U.S. position? Are we will aed 


the President willing to see things like anti-tank missi , anti- 
aircraft missiles to China? 


SENIOR ADIINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He has made clear, 
repeatedly, that we will -~ we are willing to sell, on 4 case-by- 
case basis, defensive items to China. Anti-tank missiles are « 
prime example of the kind of thing we are actively =e 
and would certainly be interested in. And the President, as 
said, made clear t, given our common concerns about the Soviet 
Union that certainly, it's in our interest to cooperate wi 
in dealing with that. Let me just say, on these questions here, 
the point is that China pute an va 
of its foreign policy -- on its 
ally of the United States or 1i 
Union. So that affects the they talk, particu 
they talk in public. I think if now Ay BA 
at the role they're playing in I I think 
see that they are very concerned and very interested in working 
at least in many concrete cases -- Bg —— Bg Ay That 
doesn't moan, as you can see in Central America, it's not everywhere; 
but I'd say the areas of concern and 


are of common ae -- 
are substantially sore rtant than the differences often 
are in the area of rhetoric. 


i 
| 


Yes sir? 


Q Without —- you to prejudge what's going to 
happen tomorrow, how will the discussions with Deng differ in 
substance from che meetings today with theo? 


SENIOR ADIINISTRATION OPFICTAL: Well, it's always an 
interesting thing to try to read it afterwards. I think, giver the 
breadth of the agenda, it's not awfully likely that they'll pick 
up something thet is totally new. And, in fact, the Premier did 
remark at the end of this norning's nee that he imagined 
Chairman Deng would want to discuss some of those international 
issues in more detail with the President. Sased on past seetings 
with Deng, I would say often discussions with him are sore to the 
point. Ewen if the basic position isn't a surprise, there's some 
particular twist, or sone particular formulation that is not quite 
what you expected. But, I would think, that the basic policy lines 
that we would see tomorrow vith Chairman would be, essentially, 
the same that we've seen today. And, I would say that there vere 
no surprices in what wo hoard today, which is a good thing, and 
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which, I think, characterizes a relationship where we have been 
dealing with one another across the board on these issues intensively 


in a way that I think we understand one another's positions fairly 
well. 


Yes? 


Q There was some speculation last fall, when the 
President came, or went to Japan and Korea, that Indonesia, Tailand, 
ang the Philippines were cut out of the trip -- that at least the 
Philippines might be included when the President came to China now. 
Why did the President not go to the Philippines this time around? 
And are there any plans to reschedule that trip later on? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is a fairly long 
trip as it is, and it's a busy season. And that was the decision. 
The President said that he wants to reschedule that trip to Southeast 


Asia, whatever specific itinerary, and I would hope he is around to 
do that. 


I think I'm missing this side. Yes? 


— 


Q Can you give us a little more detailed description 
of what the President said when Zhao brought up the mining of the 
harbors in Nicaragua? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, he pointed out 
that no one has been killed by these mines, and that they are 
aimed at interdicting the flow of weapons into Nicaragua -- weapons 
that are fueling a war in El Salvador, in Nicaragua's neighbor. 
Those, I think, were the essential points that he made. 


Q Did Zhao seem, in any way, appeased by that? 
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Did he seem to say, “Well, that cakes sense,” or anythiod -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He didn’t say so. 
I think sometimes in discussions like this one makes a point 
by conveying a sense that you know what you're doing, that you're 
serious about it. And you're not necessarily looking for 
asreement. You're looking for respect and understanding of 
what you're about. And that's sometimes very important. 


Yes? 


Q Was there any talk about Chinese astronauts 
going up in a space shuttle and did President Reagan give 
Premier Zhao a lettér from Senator Richard Lugar asking the 


Chinese to allow a Chinese man to marry an American scholar that 
was a Re from here a couple of years aco? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On the first 
question, I think you heard the President in his speech today 
mention that we will be exploring with the Chinese the 
possibility of space cooperation. We have discussed that subject 
at a working level starting only a few weeks ago and it has 
not come up in the meetings with the Premier. 


The question of the letter that you mentioned we 
have with us but it hasn't been delivered yet. 


Yes? 


Q In his half hour exposition, did the President 
work from notes, cards, memory or what and did the subject 
of Mao guerrilla movements, etcetera in South America take 
place at all? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You said the 
Maoist guerilla movements --~- 


Q Yes -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it didn't 
and I think if they're Maoist, they're Maoist only in a 


sense of sort of self-icentification, not in the sense of any links 
with China. 


The general style -- I think both of them had 
some notes in front of them. There was a good deal of 
spontaneity and particularly when they got into the specific 
exchanges over responding to the points the other had made. 
It was -- it seemed to be entirely without notes. 


Q Since there's so much agreement on the question 
of Kampuchea, what was it about those talks that took up so much 


time? And what specifically provoked the moments of animated 
conversation you mentioned? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'd have to go 
through my notes and check on the animation. I think the point -- 
sometimes it’s important to discuss areas that you do 
on. The concern about Pol Pot is in fact a point that isn't 
completely in agreement and yet it was welcome to us that 
the Chinese seemed to understand the need for a political solution 
that leads to free elections and not to. the return of Pol Pot to 
power. And there was also some interesting discussion from the 
Chinese side about Nguyen Co Thach's recent trip with some of 
his recent initiatives which I think it woald be not improper 
to say they consider rather hollov. 


Q Did the President at any point make a proposal 
for creater strategic cooperation between the U.S. and China 


MORE 
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directly? Did he ever state that that was his goal? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He certainly 
Gidn't state that that was his goal and I -- I'm tempted to say that 
that is not our goal. We have a great deal of cooperation with 
China over matters that are strategic -- of strategic importance 
and when other areas of cooperation, new ones develop we -- 
one of the important benefits of this relationship is the 
ability to expand it. But the sort of suggestion that we're 
seeking a more formal relationship or we're unsatisfied with 
the degree of cooperation we have now would be wrong. I think, 
in fact, we have wrongly in the past at times or at least 
some Americans have had in mind making China an ally which 
I think would -- is not in our interest ard certainly the 
Chinese don't want it. And as I've said, it's very important 
to them to -- they have said and said again today that China 
views its position as a nation of the developing world and the 
non-aligned world as critical to its foreign policy. 


Q On the question of intermediate nuclear 
forces, ‘vas the discussion animated because China felt that 
the U.S. should be doing more to get the dialogue going or 
was it animated because China felt the U.S. should stop 


the deployment or remove the missiles that are already there 
or what? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it was -- 
I think on the question of the negotiations therselves, cértainly 
I didn't hear any criticism of our position or any suggestion 
that we're the party that's not willing to negotiate. It's 
very clear it's the Soviet Union that's not willing to negotiate 
and it's the Soviet Union that is staying away from the 
negotiating table and the President made that point and it 
was not disagreed with. 


There was some discussion On the question of 
whether our deployments in Europe are leading to reactions 
from the Soviets and I think the President's point, and it's 
a point he feels strongly about, is that it is necessary for 
us to deploy missiles as long as the Soviets are continu 
with their much earlier and much bigger and continuing buildup 
of their own but that we have been very serious in the proposals 
that we've put forward and thetwe have -- I'm going to have 
to break off in about two or three more. 


Q -- the point extended to U.S. deployments 
of cruise missiles in the Pacific or any of American deployments 


in the Pacific, that it is in fact provoking the Soviets to 
respond? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it was only 
in the context of Curope. 


Q A follow up. Was the President in a position 
where he had to respond to a suggestion that he adopt -- 
respond to the Sdviet proposal that the United States withdraw 
the missiles in order to get the talks underway? Was that 
the point of the Chinese position? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, no, not at 
all. I don't think that was it at all. The President said, 
and I think I qvoted him in going through it, that the Soviet 
Union wants others to make all the concessions and we're not 
going to do that. And I don't think they were saying we should 
make concessions to get the talks going. I think they were 
expressing a kind of generalized anxiety about the buildup of 
weapons on both sides. And the President was quite vigorous 
in saying that while we have to maintain our side of the balance 
that we are not the problem and that we are ready to reduce 
and we're ready, indeed, to eliminate these missiles. 


MORE 
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I can take about two more and am I missing some 
part of the room? 


Q On the INF, the Chinese told us that Zhao 
proposed to Reagan that we stop deployment which then could 
get the Soviets to stop counter-deployment and then go to 
negotiation. The impression was that the Chinese are saying 
we've got the order reversed that you start with a halt to 
deployment, then go to negotiations. Is that what produced 
the rejoinder from Reagan that he wants, first, negotiations and 
then settle the deployment question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know what 
the Premier said in his public remarks. They may have been 
more pointed. He talked about in sort of terms of action 
and reaction. But I think even he understood clearly that it 
was the Soviets who were the initial source of this problem 
and that our counter-deployments were necessary. Obviously, 

I think he'd like to see us both doing this. 


One last one. 


Q One of your colleagues earlier today characterized 
the morning sessions with the Prime Minister as extraordinary -- 
extraordinarily positive, good. He used very enthusiastic 
language. Your language is much more subdued. Now, is that 
just a differerce between -- is that a semantic difference or 
was the afternoon session less positive and less -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I guess I consider 
it very, very good when it's businesslike and businesslike 
means not ignoring your differences but talking about thes. 
But I would say it's pretty positive when you come away with 
a conviction that the things you have in common are far more 
important than the differences and the differences, while perhaps: 
more interesting are relatively less important. 


Thank you. 


END 5:41 P.M. (L) 
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Q Can we ask why the interview is going to be 
broadcast two hours iater than we thought it was going to be? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not expert on it. 
I understand that -- I overheard in the Chinese Poreign Ministry 
today that they have little prcblems and just -- the translation 
and programming, getting the, for them, mountain of material -- 
they say they have to get in shape done. I'm told also, though, 


that this happens to be the peak, still viewing hour in China. 
It's prime tine. 


Q Did you have any conversations with them today 
in ret they said whether or not they're going to broadcast it 
in full? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have not. 


Q Is it your understanding that they would? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I honestly don't 
know. You'll have to ask my colleagues about that. 


I was going to cover the Deng meeting here and try 
to be brief. 


I wanted to say at the outset, coming over here in 
the car, I'm very conscious of what is a very, I'm sure, frustrating 
professional problem for you all. At the same time when the folks 
in the policy community and others have this kind of self-satisfied 
glow and walking around with these kind of happy smiles on their 
face, they're -- I can well urderstand when your own feelings are 
quite the contrary. That's not something that I quess we're sup- 
posed to worry about. It's -- But it seemed to me that -- 


Q We don't know what you're talking about. 
Q What are you talking about? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm about to tell 
you. 


The situation is that at a time when what is happening 
is a change in the quality of a relationship, that's not terribly 
newsworthy in terms of anything sensational happening. It's kind 
of like watching the grass grow. But historically whenever 
terribly important changes occur in the relationships between 
great powers it is seldom very newsworthy in the sense of there 
being a splashy event. 
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What do I mean by that? Well, faced with some rather 
stark demographic, security, social problems, the Chinese leader- 
shi> in the past year have made some rather fundamental decisions. 
Anc this is a decision that deals not only with the U.S. relation- 


ship, but far more broadly with their dealings with people beyond 
China. 


They basically are expressed in an intention to under- 
take an historic modernization program for China that will lead it 
to a very active commerical, cultural, educational communications 


Giscourse with countries around the world, to include the United 
States. 


The modernization program will focus upon industry, 
upon agriculture, upon science, technology, upon military accounts. 
In short, there is the beginning here of a period in which China's 
relationship with the rest of the world will be much more active, 
visible, commerically signifi.ant. And I think, too, that for me 
anc for others in the policy community what it also means is that 
there has been a conscious decision to accept certain realities 
about the relationship of the United States and other countries. 
And, in short, , — 
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to take those issues which have cade that relationship a very 
volatile one for the past twelve years, and accept certain unchanging 
realities of this relationship, tried to ameliorate others, but 

in short, as I said when I began, when the volatility of the 
relationship is removed, the relationship becomes, I suppose, in a 
new sense much more boring and in a policy sense profoundly 

important. 





With regard to the Deng meeting today, the meeting was 
opened by the President with a 45 minute presentation -- 


Q Shhhh 
2 Quiet. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- that focused upon 
the clobal situation when he took office and the five policy 
principles on which he based his response to that situation. He 
stressed, in his judgment, the need to restore U.S. economic health 
at home, to restore the military foundation of deterrence, to 
undertake a determined effort towards arms reductions, to restcre 
) the strength of our relations with allies, and finally to adopt a 
new relationship with developing countries. And that led, in turn, 
to a region-by-region analysis by the President of the situation in 
Central America, Africa, the Middle East, South Asia and East Asia. 
The President expressed his view that the future for the United 
States lies in the Pacific Basin; that he personally had always 
thought of the United States as a Pacific country; that in seeking 
to build a stable relationship among all the countries of Asia and 
& prosperous process of economic dovelopment, the United States 


would enter that process as a partner, always acting through peaceful 
means and in concert with its friends and allies. 


He expressed his pleasure at the improvement in Sino- 
Japanese relations, and reaffirmed his strong, personal support 
for Prime Minister Wakasone's leadership in Japan. He always said 
that he valued . or improvements that could be realized in § 
Soviet relationships to the extent that a reduction in tensions 
there would imply 4 more stable peace in the region as a whole. 





The President stated that we seek strong, commercial 
relationships with Asian countries, and we seek a strong communi 
of nations on the Eastern end of the Soviet Union, just as we see 
a strong, stable community of nations on the Western end of the 
Soviet Union to assure stable deterrence. 


The President came back to arms control and went 
through, again, the importance he places on it, the difficulties 
that we've had, and his reasons for why these difficulties have 
existed. He went into a detailed treatment of the INF part of 
arms control and made clear that our approach is global and will 
remain global; that the United States will not accept an outcome in 
which the threat is simply transferred to Asia. 


The President had several more topics on his agenda. 
At that point he stopped and invited Cha/rman Deng to respond. This 
was at the end of about 45 minutes, and Chairman Deng held the floor 
for approximately 30 minutes after that point. 


He opened by saying that the Chinose leader had 
set its course for the romainder of this century and into 2lst 


century. This course would be a course devoted entirely to the 
maintenance of world peace 
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and fostering peaceful development of Chins. He expressed the 
view that although the world situation is changing rapidly, the 
prospects for peace are good. He stated that those forces thet 
are given to contributing to effective deterrents are increasing 
~~ that the cverwhelming number of people in the world want peace 
~~ that in this context there is much the United States can do -- 
that China has no objection to the steps the United States has 
taken to increase its strength -- that China has supported that 


policy for years and believes it has helped contribute to stable 
Geterrents. 


The Chairman went on to discuss the situation as he 
sew it in Korea. He expressed the -- summarized the state of the 
relationship between China and the Soviet Union. He touched upon 
the high importance that China places upon obtaining technology 
from the United States -- stated that he was reasonably satisfied 
with the pace of technology purchased thus far. He thought it 
could be better and hoped that it would get better. 


The Chairman, as wall, expressed his view that an 
obstacle remaining on the agenda to the completion of improved 
relations with the United States was Taiwan. He expressed his 
view on more than one alternative outcome that could play out in 
the wars ahead. He moved from there to the situation in Hong 
Kong. Expressed his optinism that this was a situation that could 
be resolved in the not too distant future. He expressed the sense 
that resolution of this problem could provide a model for the 
resolution of other problems. He stated that he Selieved that 
the United States must not assert that it is helpless or not 
in a position to contribute to the resolution of these problems 
and that it could surely do so. He then came back to China's 
internal development -- stated that U.S. cooperation in China's 
internal development is very much in the United State's interest. 
Be said again that there are problems still and he hoped that the 
pace and quality of technology flows to China could be 


although again stressing that he was reasonably satisfied st 
the moment. 


He mentioned the problem represented by LDC debt. He 
hoped that the United States could continue its constructive role 
in the resolution of these problems. Ue stated, finally, that 
ne hoped that the leaders of the two governments would continue 
to visit more often, more frequently, and in other sectors so 
that the rel:tionship could be broadened, expanded and mutual 
understanding improved. 


The President responded to these several points 
accepting, first of all, the need to have frequent exchanges. That 
the United States had no wash for hegemony. He went over our 
several opportunities for seeking hegemony when we had a ve 


of strength in the world -- that we did not then, that we s 
not now. 


He went over our 19 separate efforts at arms reduction 
and made clear that we will continue to try, but that we have had 
little response from the Soviet Union in recent times. 
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Talked for some ler.jth about the Middle East and what the United 
States’ policies are in seeking, on the one hand peace between 
Israel and its Arab neighbors, as well as assuring effective 
deterrents in the broader Iran-Iraq context than in the Persian 
Gulf. He adverted -gain to South Africa and the situation there 
and our hopes that we could continue to make procgress and touched 
finally again on North-South issues and the confidence that the 
President had that a more active trading relationship could go 
far towardimexoving developing country situations, as well as 
private investment from the United States. The meeting >roke for 
lunch then and the lunch conversation was entirely social and 

not policy oriented. 


I'll be glad to take your questions. 


Q You said at the very beginning that China has 
naw soeegnse certair realities ebout the U.S. What are those 
realities? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, they spn 
the agenda -- on the one hand that the Congress as an institution 
has certain prerogatives that the Executive Branch is not entirely 
autonomous -- that their expectations that the United States could 
~~ that the President of the United States could simply, by 
fiat, fulfill pledges -- isn't so. That expectations with regard 
to repeal or alteration of the Taiwan relations act are not an 
Executive Branch function -- that the probabilitics of change 
are not high -- that, at the same time the basis for the resolution 
of the Taiwan question in SINO-U.S. relations as reflected in the 
three communiques was a valid basis for the resolution of that 
problem and needed no further expansion. Yes? 





Q You quoted the President earlier es saying he 
will ‘alue an improvement in Sino-Soviet relations. Could you 
expand vu that? Can you expand on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He didn't. It was only 


a matter of two or three sentences about as I stated it -- just a 
Summary that way. 


Q You mentioned that the Chairman had said something 
about the resolution of the problem in Hong Kong perhaps being a 
mocdel. Was he suggesting that however they work it out with the 


British in Hong Kong could be a model for resolving the Taiwan 
crisis? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: His comment was, 
apparently, rhetorical, although he said it just as I said it. He 
did not say it could be a model for Taiwan nor South Korea or 


anything else. He simply said, rhetorical)y -- that it could be 
a model. 


Q Did you all read it that way? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICLA: Well, I wouldn't comment 
on that. Steve? 


Q Can you amplify what you quoted the Chairman 
saying about observing that the forces of deterrents have been 
increasing and tlt China has no objections to these steps to 
increase strength, I assume by the United Stat®s? How did you 
and how does the United States view his -- the nature of his 
dé@scription? Did it sound like this was particularly approving 
of the United States military buildup in the region and the 
United Stetes behavior in this particular area? Does it, in your 
judgment, slip over into other regional areas where they are 
perhaps a little more critical of the United States military force? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's a very 
point. The answer is that today he said what I said that he 


said. He didn't say anything else that was -- dininis it. But 
I have to say that our meetings collectively here -- there have 


been expressions of disagreemont over the U.S. policies in several 
recions of the world. The common thread running through those 
criticisms secns to se to have been that not so much 

vopr 
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what the effect of our policy has been on events in the area, so 
much as the risk that some of our policies may have led to lessened 
cohesion among our friends and presenting an opportunity for 

third countries to drive wedges between us. And, to that extent, 
gg policies lead to that lessened cohesion, they think that's 


Q Did the President do anything to assure then 
that there is still cohesion? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President talked, 
for example, about the situation in Europe and the expectations for 
events there in the coming year and expressed his confidence 
that the alliance would hold together and could weather the pol- 
itical difficulties we're going to have to cope with. 


Saul. 


Q -- you mentioned that the Chairman mentioned 
some alternatives about solving the Taiwan problem. Could you 
tell us what they are? Let me just say that the Chinese at their 
briefing quoted the Chairman as suggesting a Hong Kong-like solu- 


tion. Did he specifically say that and what other alternatives did 
he talk about? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, when it comes 
to prescribing solutions to the Taiwan tion, I would not 
intrude in that domain. I'd leave the to characterize 
that myself and I wouldn't comment on that. 


Q Let me ask this, were 
during the conversation as an ve for ted 
more sharply reduce arms sales to Taiwan? Or they take 
measures to -- that the Chinese would like us 

to three communiques? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The issue was cast 
in, really, discursive fasion in which he said that a principle -- 
the principal obstacle to complete normalization is Taiwan, that 
there can be many solutions. And he went over some notional out- 
comes, that the United States could play «a useful role in that. 
And then he went on to other areas. But there was not a -- Well, 
that was the extent of it. 


Q He didn't say what the useful role might be? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I think it's 
possible, and here I don't know, but it -- he have been reacting 
to earlier meetings in which the President's position has been 
the Taiwan question is one for the Chinose to resolve, that the 
United States will not pressure either side, that we will not be- 
come a broker. Wow, if that is the point he was picking up on, 
it's possible. 


Yes, Chris. 


Q Two questions: One, I don't really have 4 sense 
at this point as to how critical he was of U.S. policy in Taiwan. 


Can you help us a little in terms of how critical and how harsh he 
was on that? 


And, secondly, was there any movement on Korea from 
the set positions of the U.S. and China? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The position -- the 
remarks on both sides devoted to Taiwan seemed to me in —— 
with and at the same level of conviction as have taken place with 
others in this meeting and with Premier Theo in January, thet 
there was no new ascerbity or point of friction raised by either 
side and it is clear that this remains a coint of strong disegree- 
ment. But I would not say that it was expanded or worsened in 


this visit. a 


wor 





Jerry. 


Q Well, can you -- the second questicn about 
Korea an¢ whether there's been any tovement on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The position of 
both sides was pretty much as we have both steted it many times. 
It has come up again ; 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I've rt ocme. 
I 


in emphasis right now. ~ My AS), ty 
incompatible. An independent foreign policy for 

at the same time is possible, in some measure, because of the 

of the United States. Wow, I don’t believe that the facts that what 
you're hearing from the Chinese Foreign Minis is an agenda -- 
Third World oriented, less concerned with security threats and 
Soviet Union, means that they are at variance with us. It means 
Ces Say Sate Sees Set See Fee oe hee ee eae 


Q Well where do they say that they're going to walk 
hand-in-hand with us jointly -- it was taken out, of course -- but, 
to cooperate against aggressors? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think that we 
have aired it. pd hye 2 -ot FRE I think that 
what would agree to is that in 


53 
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you 
will, that isn't certain, it is sore 
moderniz China. Wow that's said -- they concur in the efforts 
to assure deterrence of threats, of common threats, but it is -- 
it's just not someth that is high on their agenda right now. 
I'm sorry, maybe I'm missing your point. 


Q May T ask -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Helen and then in 
the back. 


Q For two days, three days running now, two days -~- 
the President has talked for 45 minutes and they've talked for 

45 minutes -~ Are they talking at each other? I« it -- will anything 
be changed in the way of iesvues aside from what we're to 

sign? I mean, each one -~ he is going over the same » Teally, 
to each separate official, and they are stating their positions. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, thie is a very 
good point. And I quess it's something that is terribly boring, 


but it is -- 
Q No, it's not boring. I just wonder if there is -- 
Is there any meeting of minds? 
SENTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. I's here to 
MORE 
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tell you that I dca't know when the United States, and three 
Gown and 


Presidents I have worked for, have been able to sit talk 
about something that mattered. I mean, we spend Stete Visit after 
State Visit, talking about the most mindless things ia the world. 


Q Why? (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Weil, because that's 
what's in the briefing book. Ana it is in these tertiary areas of 
some 


day 
times we don't disagree th, but the quality of their ysis of 
geopolitics is very high -- talked to 








President Reagan, wha 
priorities are. Many, 
learned a lot about the 


2 Would you explain for us what the “notionable 
outcomes",as you termed it, were that the Chairman on -- 
about Taiwan? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That was asked earlier, 
and I'm sorry, I'm just not going to into that mine field. 
The Chinese will have to describe their own notionable cutcomes. 


Q -- we can live with when we've talked about 
there being peaceful settlement of the reunification process? 


SENIOR ADMINSITRATION OFFICIAL: This is a matter for 
the Chinese to resolve. The United States will not interfere 
to pressure either side. . 


Were their notionable outcomes ones that fit 
within the August 17, 1982 communique as we interpret it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's premature to 
judge that, Rick. They haven't even been put forward by China, 


and ee their viability is something that is yet to be 
dete ° in that context, we shouldn't comment on that. 


Q As they were put forward today, were they in the 
bell park? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No comment. 


Q One of the things that the Chinese have repeatedly 
asked for during these talks is a sharp reduction in U.S. arms 
sales to Taiwan. In any of the discussions that you were 


in, has President Reagan given them any indication that s re- 
quest will be met? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President made 
clear that he would stand by the terme of all three communiques 
to include the August, ‘82 communique that deale with that issue. 
Ang the -~ fulfill it in good faith. And it didn't go beyond thet. 


Q <A. FB Vy AAA, BD KY 
talks that the United States and China are exactly where they were 
on Taiwan before the President came here, or has there been 


any 
progress or any slippege as « result of this wisit and these talks? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think that 
our own appreciation of Chinese thinking on the possibilities was 
advanced during thie vieit and that is useful. The United States’ 
position waen't altered. But I quess that's the extent of it. 


Yes? 


Q Two questions. One, why did they drop their plans 
for a working lunch and just have « social lunch? And secondly, 
in your = comments, were you suggesting that it's wrong for 
ws to suggest in reporting this series of meetings the objections 
that the Chinese officials heave made to « whole series of policies 
of this administration, in Central America, Burope, the Middle 
East, and Korea? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wot at all. I think 
you ought to report any objection that they have. The only opin- 
ion, and it is an opinion, and I offer it, is that it seemed to 
me that the reason for the criticisms -- and there was a common 
criticism -- was that they didn't like a particular policy, be it 
South Asia or Central America, because it seemed to them that 
that policy held the potential of worsening the relationship of 
the United States with its friends and allies, as distinct from 


whatever effect that policy might have on the ground in X country 
or Y country. 


Q Going back to -- 


Q The other question? About the working luncheon? 


SENIOR ADMIN STRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry. The -- 
well, it wasn't changed into a social lunch. First of all, the 
meeting went over for about an extra fifteen minutes and it ended 
up being, I don't know, an hour and twenty minutes or so, and 
everybody got up and left and went into the dining room. 
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It was a very warm lunch, and a lot of -- 


Q Szechuan food? (Laughter.) Szechuan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. The Chairman's 
from Szechuan and he was in good form today, talking about a lot of 
Szechuan foods and so forth, but it -- There was serious talk, 

I mean, I -- 


Q We had been told that this would be e working 
lunch and we were, in effect, led to believe that it would be 
hour and a half of meetings, an hour and a half of lunch, so 
hours of serious talk. And it sounds like there was a good 
less than that. And we're wondering why. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's just not so. 
The time for the meating went beyond that time because people 
running in and out several times at the end of it over 
twenty minute period, saying you're supposed to go to 1 ° 
we didn't do it, because wo were in the middle of an important point. 
) Once we got to lunch there were working things done. I mean, 
everybody around the table, in the course of the hour and a half 

we were sitting there, did ask about this or that. I cast it as 
social because it was a convivial kind of setting. It was a good 
lunch. But I shouldn't say that there wasn't anything useful done. 
There vas. Quite a loct. 


Q You mentioned in your elaboration earlier of 
the certain realities China now has of the United States. Among 
them you said that they shculd -- that repeal or alteration of 
the Taiwan Relations Act was not an Executive function. Did you 
mean to suggest that, absent Congress, that Reagan might consider 
some change in that Act? Or favor it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. In the back? 


Q Well, the President came to China putting at 

least equal emphasis on battering the Russians, vis-a-vis helping 

to modernize China. Did I understand you to say that the Chinese 

in responding to that really place far more interest and emphasis 

on getting U.S. help for their modernization rather than joining 

the U.S. in a strategic collaboration against the Soviets? In other 
words, he didn't get the strategic part, he got more on the economic 
and trade thing -- Is that what you implied earlier? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't think 
that those two categories quite frame the spectrum specifically 
if you had to measure by the amount of time that was consumed in 
all the meetings in talking, if you will, about the global 
situation. That far exceeded the time that was devoted to the 
issue of modernization. 


Q Yes, but that’s asking how responsive the Chinese 
were when the President said the Russians are bad, they're a big 
threat, there are dangers to the both of us -- Your earlier comments 
seemed to indicate that they weren't ready to jump to our side and, 
you know, as Jerry said, to walk hand-in-hand with us against 
Moscow? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the reason 
I haven't tried to paint the Chinese as being -- as taking some 
kind of shrill position vis-a-vis the Russians is because I'm not 
going to characterize how the Chinese treated the Soviet Union. 
What I have said is that their position on our strategy, and on 
our view of the Soviet Union, was that our actions have been 
sensible as they have contributed to stable deterrence, as 


\ifferentiated regionally, where, in certain regions, they did not 
sree with us. 
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MR. SIMS: We're going to have one more question 
because we're going to move on to Larry. 


Q Whether in the meeting, or whether in some other 
kind of private discussions with the Chinese officials, has 


anything been said about their excerpting of the President's address 
on the television rerun last night? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It -- I'm trying to 


think -- It did not come up in the Deng meeting, if that's what 
you mean. 


Q No, I mean has it been at all discussed? And 
have they talked to you about it? Has it become -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They haven't talked 
to me. I believe there have been conversations, Lesley, but 


they've been with the public affairs community and they haven't 
been with me. 


Q Is there an indication that they were annoyed 
in any way by the content of his speech? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not to me -- 


Q I don't mean to you -- (laughter.) -- you know 
what I mean. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'm sorry. 
I've been in meetings, really, until about half an hour ago, and 
I haven't really talked to anybody except about regions and 
arms control and junk like that. (Laughter.) 


Q You have no sense that it has become an issue? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, no, but I 
wouldn't. I don't mean to mislead you. I think probably there 
has been some back and forth about it. And Bob or Larry could be 


more specific about it -= but, it just hasn't happened to me, 
that's all. 





MR. SIMS: Thank you very much. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 6:45 P.M. (L) 
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SLCRETARY SIUULTZ: President Reagan is just completing 
24 important and fruitful cays in China. 


Important tangible r2sults that emerged during the 
President's trip include the initialing of an agreement for coopera- 
tion on peaceful uses of nuclear energy, the signing of the tax 
treaty that assists Awericans Joing business in China, the signing 
of an accord on official cultural relations and the signing of 
provocols for tue exchange of technical inforaation and for the 
expansion of the Dalieuw ‘lanagement Institute. 


YOuacy, We and the Chinese have ulso agreed to send and 


receive respectively a Presidential Trade mission to China this 
Suauer. 


In aduition, we have agreed to Jiscuss cooperation 
petween civilian searcii anc rescue authorities in the operation on 
the nigh Seas OutSide the territorial waters of either party. 

This initiative grows out of the tragic sinking last October of the 
U.S.-owned oi1 drilling vessel, Glomar Java Sea with 81 crew members 
abpoara. Our aim would be to Jevelop sore formal procedures for 
cooperation in the event of future such emergencies. 


Beyond these specifics, in a sense, a number of nore 
important things emerged during this trip. 


First, it was clear the importance that both the United 
States and China attach to this relationship. 


Second, we see the emerging and surging strength of the 
cide of cooperative efforts in a great many fields almost across 
the board. 


Tuird, we see a search together in our discussion of 
foreign policics, a search toyetacr for peace and uevelopment in 
various parts of the world. 


Anu finally, I would say, a demonstration that two 
countries with very uiffcrent systems of government and cultures 
can fiuu areas of common interest and work effectively together. 


Tnis is a general message that 1 think has great power 
and importance for countries chroughout the worlc. 


Now, if you have any questions, I'll be glad to try 
them. 


Helen? 
> Well, aren't they still pretty upset about Taiwan 


and didn't they really kind of expect that the President might give 
in some way, gO beyonu his original position? 


SPCRETARY SHULT? “he Chinese have stated frequently, 
inciuding on this visit, theic vicows abcxrt the Taiwan issucs. It's 
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cne in which we have different perceptions. At the same time, that 
issue has been treated in each of the formal communiques that have 
been negotiated between China and the United States. And we will, 
as the President has said, live by the statements in those ~- 
communiques. And there was nothing added or subtracted in any 

way. 


Q Mr. Secretary, has the United States gone as far 
as it's going to go on that Taiwan issue? 


Ma. SPEAKES: We stand by the various accords, 
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including most recently, insofar as the question of arms sales are 
concerned, the accord of August the 17th, I believe is the date. 


Q My question was -- is that as far as we're going 
to go? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: That is a general agreement. And 
it will be implemented,and we will live by it. 


Q And nothing more? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There's been no change in it, and 
no, there hasn't been any negotiation of it, and I don't think there 
was any attempt on anyone's part to renegotiate the Communique. 

It stands. And it was worked out very carefully between the two 
governments. The final texts were signed off on -- certainly I can 
speak about the United States’ side of it -- by the President 
personally. I happen to have arrived as Secretary of State at the 
time this was worked out, so I saw that very clearly. 


Q Mr. Secretary, the Chinese television network did 
mot broadcast all of the President's speech the other day. It's 
not clear what they will do with his sreech today. The fact that 
they censored a portion of it -- is that read as, perhaps, a mistake 
on the President's part? To push so hard on particular issues that 
are too sensitive for them to broadcast? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, I think it is for the President 
to sey what he wants to say; and it's for the Chinese to decide what 
they want to do insofar as what is exposed to their people. I 
understand that his speech today was carried live on television here 
in Shanghai -- 


Q In English. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: -- but at any rate -- well, he 
Gelibered in English, and if you're going to carry it livey you're 
going to carry it in English. And I imagine people can translate it. 
Buty at any rate, there it is. So I think this is a question for 
each side to determine. But, perhaps a more direct response to 
your question -- the President says what he thinks. He's the same 
man whether he's in Washington, Beijing, London or wherever he is. 
And personally, I like it that way. 


Q Mr. Secretary, to follow up on that if I may -- 
Would you explain why it is that the President chose to include in 
each of the addresses which he believed would be televised, references 
to the Soviet Union, if not by name, obliquely by referring to the 
troops on the border -- knowing that those references would be 
sensitive to the Chinese? ‘(hat was the purpose, the motive that -- 


SECRETARY SIJULTZ: In each of the President's speeches, 
he, in a sense, addressed a comprehensive agenda that has been 
under discussion and is of interest in both couwstrcies. And 
certainly that agenda includes the Vietnamese incursion and occupation 
of Kampuchea. Certainly that agenda includes the Soviet invasion 
and, as a matter of fact, the current offensive the Soviets are 
conducting in Afghanistan. We agreed with the Chinese on those 
points. And we've discussed them. . Cortainly on the agenda is the 
Soviet manpower buildup on the Chinese border, and the deployment of 
@ great many SS-20 missiles pointed at China. And, obviously, the 
Chinese are concerned about these things as they list them publicly, 
and I assume, privately, to the Soviets as the obstacles to better 
relations between China and the Soviet Union. 


But at any rate, the President acdressed the compre- 
hensive agenda, and this is part of it. And he felt that he should 
state it in full. 


Q What was decided about including a Chinese 
scientist on a future space flight? 


SECRETARY SIIULTS: I don't think there has been any 








Cecision about that. 
Q Did it come up at all in the talks? 
Q Question? 


MR. SHULTZ: It didn’t come up in any really direct -- 
the question was about including a Chinese scientist in a future 
space shuttle flight. The -- I'm sure there will be an effort 
stemmi:.) from both sides to cooperate in the fielc of space research. 
And no coubt that will be part of it, and it may be chat there will 
be such a passenger on a future space shuttle. But it hasn't been 
determined, and was discussed, I think, initially at a technical 
level and may or may not go forward. But I'm certain that various 
aspects of cooperation in space will go forward because it is an 
exciting frontier for all of mankind. 


Q Mr. Secretary, there's a story this 








morning that the administration is planning some kindof joint 
action with the allies against Libva ranging from economic 
sanctions up to covert action. What can you tell us about that? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I can tell you that there 
is no such plan beyond -- towever, I would say that from the 
standpoint of the United States, Mr. Qaddafi and the government 
of Libya have been doing al. sorts of things that ~e regard as 
totally beyond the pale and we've been saying so for quite some 
time and most recently, of course, the actions oi Libya in London 
are just another example. 


So, I think that it is a kind of behavior that ve 
find unacceptable and reprehensible and we call it to people's 
attention. 


Q But has there heen any discussion with the 
allies about any kind of action? I'm not asking whether there's 
a plan. Has there been discussion? 


SECPETARY SHULTZ: We have had innumerable discussions 
with various governments giving our view of Libya and at the same 
time there isn't any coordinated plan under way to do something 
about it other than to share views about the nature of this c.nduct. 


Q Mr. Secretary, there's another story today 
that the United States is examining various options for changing 
the status of the American Enhassy in Israel including possibly 
moving it to Jerusalem or possibly putting the consulate in 
East Jerusalem under control of the American Embassy in Tel Aviv. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The President's position is that 
he opposes movement of the embassy under current conditions and 
there's been no change in that. There's no compromise in it. 
That is his position. 


Q ‘ir. Secretary? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Unnamed sources, to the contrary, 
notwithstanding. 


Q Does the President or do you believe that the 
Chinese economy is becoming less socialistic and more capitalistic 
and did the President in any way view his mi.sion or goal on 
this trip as being a salesman for capitalism -- trying to help 
the Chinese along on this? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I think using the words 
“capitalism” and “socialism” implies sort of polar notions 
and the fact is that within the Chinese society as they develop 
the responsibility system which they described with creat enthusiasm 
to the President -- Premier Zhao did in Washington ¢cnd again here 
in China and aiso the movement of the basic incentive ideas that 
are involved into many of the activities in urhan areas as something 
that they see as contributing to productivity. And it does -- 
and it -- to us, it's not surprising that it should Jo so 
and certainly we'd encourage it. But the President didn't cone 
over here to crusade about anything or to try to tell the Chinose 
how to run their affairs. That's basically up to them. 


Q Well, Mr. Secretary, did the President change 
his view of socialist systems as a result of this trip? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Of socialist systems? 


Q Yes. 


4cen't 








SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't think that he has 
changed his view. He's very interested to gee hew socialist 
systems including the one here in China is evolving. And as 
I just said, there are several aspects of that evolution that 
are very interesting to the President and to those of us 
who have been oriented to incentive type and market type economies. 


Q Mr. Secretary, when the President left Hawaii 
last week, he said in discussing his trip that he talked of 
"99105. forwardin a mighty enterprise to build dynamic growth 
economies and make the world safer by working for peace and 


exposing expansionist aggression. That is what our trip to 
China is all about.* 


In view of the fact that the Chinese, while very 
interested in the first part of that -- building of the growth 
economies ,seemed very uninterested if not antagonistic to 
the idea of opposing expansionist | creas, How would you 
assess the President's trip overall 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think cverall the President's 
trip has been a very big plus for the United States and I believe 
for China just as Premier thao's trip also was that. And the 
President's performance 
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as he has gone along and today has been roally fantastic. I 
think it’s been just great. 


Now, as far as your point about concern about acoression 
and so on -- the fact that a portion of a speech was removed when 
it was televised shouldn't be taken, I don't think, as a signal 
that the Chinese don't care about Soviet aggression. I'm sure 
that they do and I'm absolutely positive of that. 


Q Mr. Secretary, aré you concerned what will happen 
in China after Dong Xirxo “leaves thé scenc? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The question of what happens when 
a leader of grext significance pasces from the scene is always 
something that people speculate about anc at least so far as I 
can see, and I don't want to pose as a person who is a deep 
student of internal Chinese affairs, but I havo met now with 
important leaders and spent a great deal of time with them and 
as far as I can sec there's been a more conscious afd careful 
effort on the part of the Chairman to put in place successors 
and legitizatize them, than you see in other countries. So I 
think there's been a lot of attention paid to that. And at 
least from our standpoint we're undertaking significant efforts 
with China on the assumption that there will be that continuity 
and I see every reason to expect that it will take place. 


0 Mr. Secretary, it was said before this trip that 
one of the President's aims was to speak directly to the Chinese 
people. And given the editing or censorship what he said here 
in the rebroadcast of his remakks, do you think he was able to 
accomplish that purpose? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Oh, yes. Very much so. He spoke ~- 
of course, a great deal of his speech was broadcast directly. 
The coverage in the Chinese newspapers has been extonsive. 
Practically the wholo first page I saw of the Main Daily was 
said to me -- I don't read the Chinese, but those who do told 
mo that it was all about tho Prosident's trip and the things that 
he said and so on. The speech today was covered here in Shanghai. 
What national distribution it gets remains to be seen, but I 
think beyond the particular things in a speech -- what must come 
across to people is here is this vibrant and exciting human 
being who has come here and who is talking about the future and 
the promise of the future -- and about cooperation and how 
cooperation can help fulfill that promise. And it must be a 
message of importance and excitement to the people of China. 


Q Mr. Secretary, there have been some comments back 
in the United States that the Prosident's trip perhaps is more 
of an electioncering venture than actually a trip to make $1.0- 
American relations bettor. There has been an RNC camera team 
— on the trip. Could you comment for us on political aspects 
of this? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, first of all from the stand 
point of the substance, I think it bas been a very important 
trip. As I view the U.S.~-China relationship, it has been a 
developing one, going back of course to Prosident Nixon's opening 
to China -- building on the normalization that came abou. inder 
President Carter and on that bipartiean pase, being carr .3 
forward now in a comprehensive and we believe increasingly 
broad and promising and stable way. So we see this relationship 
developing. A lot came before the President's trip. A lot more 
will come after, but the President'd trip and the Promicr's 
trip earlier this year together represent sort of high péints 
that help to point up the importance of personal contacts -- 
to legitimatize what we're doing, to encourage the flowering of 
it to other levels,  .. 








and all of this, I think, is working. So from the standpoint of 
substance, it's good for the United States, it's good for China, 
and it’s good for, I think, the general situation in the world. 


Now, if that helps politically, so be it. It seems 
to me that -- here I'm just speaking as an individual -- but it 
seems to be that what is wanted from government officials is to 
work hard and creatively and effectively in the interests of the 
country. And that's what people want. And if they do that success- 
fully, presumably, that's good politics. But the motivation is 
to do a good job for the country. 


Q Mr. Secretary, I wonder if you could say whether 
or not there's any particular area in which the thinking -- either 
of the Chinese leadership or of the President and your -- and his 
advisors including yourself -- has been changed during this trip. 
Or has this been a trip which has essontially been a restatement 
of previously known positions whose importance has been in simply 
the meeting itself? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Wo, I think that there ere all 
sorts of subtle ways in which in a trip like this, the leaders 
learn from each other, adjust themselves a little bit. I certainly 
know in my own case I have -- I can't tell you the number of hours 
I've spent talking with my counterpart, Foreign Minister Wu. We 
had some time scheduled on this trip and we could see it wasn't 
anywhere near enough time. So we extended it for another couple 
of hours. We still ran out of time. But we have discussed in 
depth issues of mutual concern. And I think I have understood 
better how the Chinese are approaching some of these issues, and 
I hope they've understood our point of view better. 


Some collaborative things have been worked out, and 
so on. So I think there are a lot of ways in which the sort of 
process that you suggest takes place. but I con't want to try to 
name topics, A, B, C, and D, and go down the list like that. 


Q Mr. Secretary, senior administration officials 
speaking from a podium like yours a couple of days ago said that 
the United States felt that it nad -- it was understanding better 
the Chinese thinking on Taiwan as a result of the meeting with 
Chairman Deng. In what ways did the U.S. understand China's 
thinking on Taiwan better, and does that better understanding -- 
can you be any more specific about how that better understanding 
might lead to a resolction of the Taiwan question? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I think that we came here 
understanding the Chinese position on Taiwan auite well. It's been 
probably the most discussed topic in going right back to, no doubt, 
Henry Kissinger's first meeting with fyac in ai So I don't know 
quite what anyone would have had in mind on that subject. It has 
been worked over a great deal and the results of the discussion 
have been embodied in formal agreements and we intend to live by 
those agreements. And I think I'll just leave the subject at 
that. 


a) Mr. Secretary, regardless of what was shown 
on TV or not shown on TV, did you and the President, during this 
trip to China, make any progress in bringing the Chinese closer 
to the American view with regard to strategic cooperation vis a-vis 
the Soviet Union? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I don't think we -- we did 
not aspire, and I don't think that we particularly are looking for 
some sort of formal way of aligning ourselves in that manner. 


What we have done is discuss issues of common concern 
including behavior of the Soviet Union, and we've tried to explain 
to them our perception of it, not only in this part of the world, 
but in other rts of the world such as Central America. They've 
discussed their perception with us. It has not been sort of the -- 
a domineering topic in our conversations. Our conversations have 





had a very broad range and certainly an important one. And I think 
that that kind of sharing of information about our intentions, for 
example, On arms control, a global view that the United States 
takes in the INF negotiations, the views that we have about what's 
going on in Kampuchea, what they're doing, we're doing, and in 
other parts of the world is a very worthwhile enterprise. 


But there's been no effort to construct any formal 
mechanism for it. 


Q May I follow up on that, Mr. Secretary? 
MR. SPEAKES: Let's take one here and one here. 
Q Can I follow up on that? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: You pick them from here on. 


MR. SPEAKES: All right. Let's cet the follow-up 
back here. 


Q I'd like to clarify this question about the 
American and Chinese view on strategic cooperation. The Chinese 
publicly have not responded to Mr. Reagan's remarks about making 
common cause against the Soviet aggression, or, as you put it, 
Soviet behavior. Are you suggesting that their position in the 
private talks has been any different from what they have said in 
public? Because they have seemed to have rejected this idea in 
public. Have they been more cooperative in private on this 
subject? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ. We have discussed these issues and 
I think that the discussion has been very worthwhile from our 
standpoint. I don’t want to stand here and presume in any way 
to speak abo.t Chinese views. That is for them to state. And 
of course thes have stated their views about Soviet behavior 
om many occasions. Wo ‘subt they, as we, would like to see a 
more constructive relationship with the Soviet Union. But that 
has got to be built as in any relationship on attention to 
outstanding problems and some prospect that they're going to be 
Gealt with in a reasonable and constructive manner. 


Q Sir, the Chinese leaders have been saying that 
they want to see not -- 


MR. SPEAKES: Speak up a little louder, please. 


Q Chinese leaders have been saying that they want 
to see not just trend of reduction in arms sales to Taiwan, they 
hope to see a considerable reduction on sales to Taiwan. I want 
to know if the United States government is going to take some 
specific measures to cut down its arms sales to Taiwan consider 
ably? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I*1l just repeat what I've already 
saic. That there is a communique specifically onthat subject 
and Lhe United States had a clear understanding of what it was 
undertaking when it made that agreement and that agreement will 
be carried out by the United States. 


rR. SPEAKES: We'll take it here, Mr. Secretary. And if 
it's okay, it'll be the last question. 


Q How intensively did you discuss Korea and was there 
any progress in trying to get some sort of conference on Korese 
started? 


SCCRETARY SHULTZ: I don’t know that there was any §.. 
special progress on a conference about Korea, but the subject 
came up in I think at least two of the Presidential meetings -- 
perhaps in all of them. I discussed it with the Foreign Minister 
at considerable length because it's a subject <-- the reduction 
of tensions on the Korean perinsula which both of us care a lot 
about and we discussed it with care and extensively. 


Q During the talks with Chinese Foreign Ninister on 
Korean question, does the U.S.-China agree to let the t'» Koreas 
work out their problems? 


SDOCRETARY SHULTZ2: W“elj, there are a mumber of dimensions 
to the discussion of the Korean issues. One of them goes under 
the label “the shape of the table” <- that is, who is going to 
be there. And of course more to the point is the substance of 
what it is that »°. might work on and it has been our feeling, 
ana I believe the feeling of the South Koreans as well,that the 
of course the countries that really have to do something about 
it if in the end tensions are going to be reduced, are the two 
Koreas themselves. So we have encouraged direct talks betwoen 
those two countries. ‘That has been sucrgested by the South Koreans 
a curt rc of times the North Koreans have not agreed to that and 
there have been other suggestions like tripartite talks or quadra 
partite talks. The Japanese Foreign Minister, Mr. Abe 
has recently made a suggestion. All of these things have to do 
with who's going to be at talks. But .eyond that of course are 
various things that might be done, substantively, that would be 
helpful and there have been broad ideas put forward about overall 
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relationships and there’ve also been a lot of rather detuiicd, 
specific things talked about and you can conceive of it either 
of both ways -- it’s often fruitful to see if you can't do 
some small things together. And if you can maybe you can build 
on that. On the other hand, those others may say the way to 
approach it is in terms of some grand design and go at it that 
way. 


So, these are all tho kinds of things that we've 
discussed. 


Crd 6:15 P.M. (L) 








° DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
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VISIT OF PRESIDENT MASIRE OF BOTSWANA, MAY 7, 1984 


MAY 7, 1984, 10:30 A.M. 


MODERATOR: Good morning. Our first briefer will 


begin with a few remarks on the schedule and the visit and 





then take questions -- both of .°% will take questions. 
FIRST SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Thank you. 
Good morning. President Quett Masire of Botswana arrives 
in Washington today. He will be met at the Monument 
Grounds, as is traditional, by the Secretary. Tomorrow, he 
will have lunch with Pete McPherson, the AID Administrator. 
& He will meet in the afternoon with the Secretary. 

On Wednesday, the President is going to meet 
our President for a working session, a lunch that follows, 
and then there will be a few wrap-up remarks for the press. 
The Botswanan party proceeds on Thursday to New York where 
they will be exposed to a number of bankers and businessmen, 
and then a private portion of the President's stay in the 
United States in New England before the weekend departure 
for Europe, and eventually back to Botswana. 

We are very pleased about this visit. 
Botswana has been a longstanding friend of the United 
States, and that friendship is based on some important factors. 


Botswanu, though a small country in population -- about 


@ 1,000,000 people; about the size of the State of Texas -- is a 








country that has been deeply committed an effective, func- 
tioning, multi-party democracy, democratic system ever since 
its independence. There is an election this year, and Quett 
Masire is standing again, standing in an election as his 
predecessor, Sir Seretse Khama, used to stand, in a free, fair, 
and open election, which will be particularly hot in the 
parliamentary sense as the seats for the Botswanan legisla- 
ture are contested. 

It is a country with a strong, independent, 
fair-minded judiciary, good strong judicial process, a 
strong stand on human rights, openness to refugees, of which 


southern Africa is more than generously endowed. Politi- 





cally and institutionally it operates on many of the wave- 
lengths that all of us do. 

I would add that in the economic sector, this 
is a country that has had a commendable performance over the 
last years. Botswana in the 1970s registered about 8 per- 
cent growth rate per annum, and if you look at the rest of 
Africa, that's pretty startling. Of course, much of it has 


been in the minerals area. 





But let's take a look: Botswana is a very 
poor country in terms of its people, but from about a base 


of $50 per capita at the time of independence, they are now 


up to $900. per capita income. So this is a country that 

















has been serious about its development, serious about its 
openness to a free market system, a company that has been 
serious in the way it has used its resources. As your other 
briefer pointed out to me this morning, you won't see any 
monuments to spending inside of Botswana -- you won't see 
the typical presidential palaces or 747s or the other “gold 
calves" of modernism. Botswana has a frugal, sensible 
economic policy; and much of that is due to Quett Masire, 
the president himself, who during much of the 1970s, served 
in the top economic positions of his government, and made 
that country open to foreign investment as well as good com- 
petitive enterprise internally. 

Sadly, Botswana is afflicted today with two 
separate blights -- falling international minerals prices, 
which have undercut its export markets, and a now-three-year 
drought of massive dimensions. I believe this year, 
Botswana will only be able, because of the drought, to pro- 
duce about ten percent of the food grains that it normally 
grows for its people, forcing the government to import and 
put into the commercial distribution system, imported foods. 

Botswana, beyond that, has been a quiet and 
firm correspondent of ours on matters southern African for 


as long as I can remember, going back to the Rhodesia 


settlement and all during the recent years over Namibia. 


They want peaceful settlements -- they are a people of 





peace. The Botswanans are among the first of those 
who elaborated effective coexistence with South Africa 
because they are a people committed to peace. 
We have a lot of views in common. The 
President is arriving here from a very recent Front Line 
summit in Arusha, Tanzania, and we'll have quite a lot to 
talk to him about, but I'll come back to that in a second. 
Let me just go on and say that beyond common 
points of interest in southern Africa, great sense of 
moderation, good solid statesmanship, and good judgment, the 
Botswanans and we have seen eye to eye on most major, or 


many, Of the major international issues. We are probably much 





closer together in the United Nations context than we are 
with many, many other nations in the continent. So we are 
seeing old friends this time. And it is with great pleasure 
that those of you who will encounter the Botswanan delega- 
tion will find courteous and very decent, very sensible 
people; and they will be glad to be here, and we are very 
glad to have then. 

I believe if we look ahead jus tiny bit to 
the course of the next several days, there are cvrobably 


three basic issues that we'll want to spend our time on and 


will be important in our dialogue with Botswana. We'll want 

















to take a very careful look with them in southern Africa 
where the peace process stands, how they view events in the 
Namibia/Angolan context, how they take a look at events 
flowing from the landmark signature of the security 

agreement between South Africa and Mozambique at Nkomati 

in March. We will want to go over that ground very care- 
fully. The President will, the Secretary will, and indeed I 
will. I think all of you know, by the way, that Chet Crocker 


is in Europe at the moment, and that's why I'm with you today. 


(Continued on page 6.) 
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We will also want to compare notes on South 
Africa itself. 

Botswana has a long and very intimate relationship 
with the South African state. It is part of the 
currency union, the trade context of the South 
African trade arrangements. Botswanans are very astute 
and true observers of trends inside of South Africa and 
they have very strong views. We'd like to hear those views 
and we would like to be able to compare notes with them 
on our thinking on where matters internal to South Africa 
are proceeding. 

And, third, we'll obviously want to take a look 
at the very difficult economic straits that this sensible, 
proud and responsible country is facing today; a country 
that has a substantial amount of American investment. We 
will be looking for ways we can try to help. 

We have been helpful. Since 1970, the United States 
has provided about $160 million in assistance. It's provided 
it in those key areas of rural development, agriculture 


manpower training. The Botswanans have proved themselves 


to be very efficient users of our assistance. They put it 














to good purpose, and we're proud of that relationship as well. 

At the moment, we're looking at a program in 
Botswana of about $10 million in economic assistance and 
$7.4 million in security assistance. Botswana, given its 
geographic location -- and I don't have to tell you what the 
map looks like -- is a nation that is under threat, 
and this Administration maae a calculatea decision 
that it was important that we respond to real Botswana needs 
in the security field; we have a modest but useful, in the 
context of the size of that country's military forces, 
security sesinnenen program. 

We will also be looking at ways to respond to the 
exigencies of the drought and trying to come up with some 
help for them, but that will be worked on and discussed more 
fully during the course of the stay. 

In short, there are no major issues that divide us. 
There is infinitly more that unites the United States with this 
very special southern African state. We are glad that the 
visit comes at this time. It's recognition of what Botswana 
stands for. It's recognition of what our relationship stands 


for, and it's a good time also to tell southern Africans that 


we remain deeply committed to staying in touch with them as 














this country continues its pursuit of the peace process in 
that part of the continent. So a good, broad signal to the 
Front Line. 

I have with me, as introduced, my colleague. 
We'll be happy to take your questions. 

Thanks very much. 

Q You said that Botswana is a nation under 
threat. Why is it a nation under threat? 

FIRST OFFICIAL: Look at its geography, I think 
that was the point I was trying to make. It has a border of 
some consequence with South Africa. There's a lot of movement 
back and forth across that border. There is a war in 
neighboring Namibia up along the Caprivi Strip to the north; 
the Rhodesian war is not too long over for our memories. There 
are still movements of people back and forth across that 
border. There has been a pattern of dissidence in the 
neighboring areas of Zimbabwe and the Matabele area, and 
that brings fresh pressures to bear on Botswana. 

If you want to think of a country that is surrounded 
with difficulties and tensions, you've got one -- it's 


Botswana. Internally, it is a very peaceful, stable, calm 


and well organized state. 

















Q Is there any truth to the rumors that were 
heard early this year that SWAPO guerrillas have been 
infiltrating from Botswana into Namibia? 

SECOND OFFICIAL: There was one occasion where a 
group of SWAPO people did go from Botswana into Namibia; yes. 
Q How serious was it? Do you have any 

numbers of men; has it been fairly regular? 

A To the best of my understanding, there were 
about fourteen people involved, and four of these were 
killed and the rest were captured. 


(Continued on next page) 
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Q When you talk about per capita income going 
up from $50.00 to $900.00, is that constant dollars or 
inflated? 

SECOND OFFICIAL: No. That would be inflated 
dollars. 

Q Is Botswana going to be one of the states 
that is going to qualify for the Economic Policy Initiative? 

FIRST OFFICIAL: I think, Ted, we have not made a 
decision on the EPI yet. We're looking, obviously, at 
governments that are putting a strong record of economic 
rationality and economic reform, but we'll be looking also 
at countries that need the resources in order to stimulate 
reform. I'm not including or excluding any nations. Our 
deliberations haven't reached that point yet, but it will be 
-- and I think Leon Dash's story is accurate on that point 
this morning -- a smallish group to make our resources 
effective, we'll make those decisions, and you'll be 
informed. 

Q Is Botswana generally supportive of the 
policy of constructive engagement that's being practiced - 
the Reagan Administration? 

SECOND OFFICIAL: I don't know if it's par- 
ticularly supportive of constructive engagement in its 


limited sense. It is supportive of the present nego- 
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tiations that are going on between South Africa and Angola, 
leading to hopefully a settlement of the Namibia problem. 

Q What about our policy, though, of the inter- 
nal reform in constructive engagement? How do Botswanans feel 
specifically towards that? 

SECOND OFFICIAL: They would be in favor of 
anything that would change the apartheid system in South 
Africa, obviously. | 

Q Does Botswana have a free-market economy? 

SECOND OFFICIAL: Yes. It has, I believe you'd 
call it, a free-market economy. It has a very capita- 
listic form of economy. People there are expected to work 
and expected to make a profit. 

Q What is the current level of U.S. direct 
investment there, and will the Botswanan's be able to bene- 
fit from the Nkomati Accord through the use of hydropower 
from the Cahora Bassa? 

SECOND OFFICIAL: It's not intended that they 
would have any power from there. I didn't get the 
first part of your question. 

Q What's the level of U.S. direct investment in 
Botswana currently? 

SECOND OFFICIAL: The only major investment is 


that by AMAX in the copper and nickel mine at Selebe Chikwe, 
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and that is quite a major investment. AMAX owns 40 percent 
of the partnership between AMAX, Botswana and 
Anglo-American. 


Q What minerals do they export? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: At that mine, it produces copper 
and nickel mat, and the amount is a high grade of the ore 
which is shipped to Nickel, Louisiana. 

FIRST OFFICIAL: They also have other mineral 
exports. 

SECOND OFFICIAL: The only other major mineral 
export they have, of course, is diamonds, and in 1983 they 
were the world's largest producer of diamonds. 

Q How many multi-party democracies are there in 
Africa now days? 

SECOND OFFICIAL: My colleague could answer that 
better than I can. 

FIRST OFFICIAL: I'm doing some quick math. 

SECOND OFFICIAL: I think I represent the only 
one, but maybe there's another one. 

FIRST OFFICIAL: There are several. Senegal, 
Zimbabwe, Botswana, Mauritius -- 

Q Gambia. 

FIRST OFFICIAL: Gambia is multi-party? Yes, I 


guess it is. Sure. 
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Q Can we ask questions on other African 
subjects? 

FIRST OFFICIAI.: Go ahead. 

Q How do you view the deteriorating situation 
in Sudan, and will Mr. Crocker be going there within the 
week? 

FIRST OFFICIAL: Oh, I see. You really want to 
wander far afield. (Laughter) Yes. Mr. Crocker will be 
going to the Sudan. 

Obviously, given the the strength of our ties 
and the importance we attach to the Sudan, we're following 
events very closely. The Sudan is key to us. There has been 
a series of recent developments that Chet will want to 
discuss with their leadership, and whether it's in the south 
or in the context of the Horn, there's a lot on the plate. 

I think it really doesn't make a whole lot of 
sense, though, to do an Africa-wide press briefing. I 
thought you were going to stick to southern Africa and 
something related to Botswana, but -- 

If that’s all the questions you have, we'll break 
up. Thanks. 

Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 10:45 a.m.) 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Ladies and gentlemen, 
the President of Botswana and President Reagan met today in the 
Cabinet Room and lunched afterwards. I think you were there for 
the departure ceremony. 


The President of Botswana arrived in Washington on 


Monday. He departs tomorrow for New York and then up to New England 
and returns home. 


It's been a good visit. We have had a long and very 
close relationship with Botswana -- a country that came to independence -- 
1966 and ever since then we've been very close partners of a country 
that is one of the firmest, most committed democracies in the 
continent of Africa. And there is a functioning legal and democratic 


system that works, the Botswanans are proud of and proud of maintaining 
the tradition. 


There are other things that have made for a good 
relationship: They've managed a very sound economy, produced real 
growth -- about 8 percent per annum during most of the 1970's. -- 
The depression years have hit them hard as mineral prices have 
plummeted, a tough time as well for the last three years have 
been years of intense drought. 


Botswana this year, for example, will only produce about 
10 percent of its feed grains. Botswana is, as you know, situated 
right in the heart of Southern Africa on South Africa's borders. 
It experienced the long war in Rhodesia. It borders on Namibia. 
It has key interests in the peace process that this administration 


has been engaged heavily in, as its predecessors were. And Botswana 
has a lot to think and to say, and it's deeply affected by the outcome. 


Well, if those are the general themes, let me come 
Gown to what basically we dealt with today and have dealt with during 
the course of President Masire's visit. And that is the issues 
at hand. We've talked extensively and the President and President 
Masire talked in detail about the peace process, the views of the 


front-line states, what's going on in Namibia, as we try to press 
forward for a settlement. 


The work of the disengagement in Angola where after 
the Lusaka agreements of mid-February South Africa's forces have 
been pulling out of southern Angola and creating a ew opportunity 
for a settlement. They touched on the regional sitzation and 
here Botswana -- the regional situation in terms of the pattern 
of violence that all of us have known in Southern Africa -- 
the threazs to Mozambique, the threats to other neichboring territories -- 
anc here, I think, Botswana has a very special exis<ence. 


It has lived in peace with South Africa throughout 
its independence. It has learned the meaning of co-existence and 
has pract:ced it. And we respect the way the Bo-=swanans have 
pursued their life with their larcer neishbors and <he difficult 
Situations around them. They've done :t on the Das:s of respect, 
recicrocity, with sovereianty, and that che United States stands 
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Sisely dy. 


These were the points that were gone over between 
=he President, the Secretary and the President of Botswana and his 
tear, including the Foreign Minister. And they framed the visit. 
=t's a very useful time for us, let me say in closing, for our 
Ci>lomacy is active. We're on course. We're sticking with it. 


We'd like to see an independence for Namibia. We'd 
~ixe to see a positive outcome to our cliscussions with the Angolans 


and the hope for peace is fully shared by the Botswanan government 
with which we've met now. Thanks. 


Yes, sir? 
Q What are the views of the front-line states? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The front-line states 
have just met on the 28th and 29th of April in Arusha, Tanzania under 
she Chairmanship of the front-line Chairman, President Nyerere of 
Tanzania. I think they probably codified their views very clearly 
in that communique that was issued after the summit was over. 


They understood and accepted and welcomed the fact 
of the Nkomati Accord of March between South Africa and Mozambique. 
And they 
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welcomed the pattern of peace that’s developed there. It's im- 
portant for the region. 


Seconc, they have made it clear that they welcome 
the cisengagement in Angola and they hope that that can move on 
towards the implementation of United Nations Security Couwcil 
Resolution 435 and the independence of Namibia. 


Third is they looked at the problem of South Africa, 
the front-line states addressed it as a problem that must funda- 
mentally be resolved inside South Africa. And that is a view that, 
basically, we share, that cross-border violence is not the solution 
to change in South Africa, but rather purposeful commitment to a 
goal that all of us share. And, if I used American words, I would 


say, seeing the rule of -- that all South Africans achieve their 
voice in the rule of their country. 


And those three points pretty carefully codify the 
position of the front line today and that was a position that was 
" reviewed by the President of Botswana. 


Q Were there differences in this meeting? And 
what did che President of Botswana mean at the very end when he 
said, “Least said, soonest mended"? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'm sorry, I 
missed that at the very end. There were no differences. The two 
Presidents exchanged their views very fully. We had no sticking 
points. It was a good meeting. 


Q What do you think he meant? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can tell you what 
he meant. 


Q Oh, good. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's a Botswana 
slogan or statement to the effect that if you talk to much, you'll 
say something that you shouldn't have. 


¢) So that was his way of saying, “I'm going to 
stop now"? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, “I'm stopping 
now. 


Q Well, what do you think he -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's what that 
really means. 


Q Yell, it sounded as though there was something 
he might say that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think what my 
colleage's saying -- it's a courtesy. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION UTFICIAL: It's a common courtesy 
to end this speech by saying, “If I talk tvo such, I'll say something 
you won't like.” 

Q Fascinating. 

Q President Reagan said that there were discussions 
cf ways the United States could help alleviate the drought problems. 
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Were there any specific pledges of more aid? And what are existing 
aid levels now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, our existing 
aid levels are about $10 million a year in development, supporting 
assistance, mainly in the manpower training, the agricultural fields. 
We have just over $7 million in security assistance as well to -- 


Q In what assistance? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Security assistnace, 
military assistance for Botswana's very small defense force, which 
is -- I described earlier -- they live in a troubled area and have 
to do something -- have to see to their security. 


Our discussions today, indeed, that's quite correct, 
did focus on the dought, the hardships and the effects of the drought. 
The United States is responding rather quickly to one of the key 
needs of Botswana. During the President's stay here, he signed 
an agreement -- in fact, yesterday at Blair House -- for just 
over $3 million in edible oil -- oils for -- cooking oil for 
Botswana. The country will be hard pressed this year and they 
will be importing a great deal of food grains and we'll be 
watching to see how matters develop and maybe we'll have to step 
in with some more, but -~- 


Q The $10 million was independent of any special 
aid for drought? That's an ongoing -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. That 
is an ongoing phenomena. Correct me, but I think over the course, 
that is, since about 1970, we've put in $160 million ‘n assistance. 
It's assistance that's been extremely well used. Ti.e Botswanans are 
careful and the money has been well well spent and we have an 
excellent aid -- an excellent relationship of cooperation. 


Q Did the President ask -- 


Q But the only thing specifically -- Wait. But 
the only thing specifically for the drought is this agreement on 
edible oils? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct at. 
the moment. We'll have to see how much further aggravated it is -- 


Q Did he ask for more? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, he didn't ask 
for anything further. He asked that we follow -- that we be 
sensitive and that we stay in touch. 


He asked for us, also, to think about other needs 
that Botswana has and we'll, of course, take those into account. 
One of the most pressing is in railway transportation. Botswana 
depends heavily on it -- as a land-locked country -- on its rail 
system. We'll be taking a look at that. 


Q There was a -- I'm not too familiar on this; 
but Congressman Fauntroy of D.C. apparently is concerned about a 
prisoner in the country. Did that come up? Clemency or -- you 
know -- is this an issue that was brought up at the staff level 
or at the Presidential level? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Na, tne issue didn't 
come up. I am aware that it came up yesterday on the Hill. Let 
me say that -- very clearly -- that we have a lot of respect for 
the Botswanan 
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judicial system. It is a -- in the fullest sense of the wo 
fair court system. It’s rigorous in its procedures. The ru 
law is strictly applied to Botswana. And I'm not going to s 
anc second-guess their court system. They value it and they work 


it very carefully. Human rights recorcés in Botswana are absolutely 
excellent. 


Q I have two questions. Despite what you said about 
aic, does the U.S. have any plans to donate any surplus dairy or grain 
preducts to Botswana or to any of the other nations in the region? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not for the moment 
for Botswana. We have a very, very busy food relief and food assistance 
effort under way broadly in Southern Africa. In Zimbabwe; the largest 
in the world, actually, in Mozambicue. In Zambia. There's practically 
not a nation in the southern part of the continent that has not been 
Greadfully affected by the drought and black independence states in 


the area -- we're engaged in almost every cne of them. I may have 
missed one that we haven't done -- 


Q As I understand, that's monetary aid, but what about 
our surplus .products? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no. Food -- 
Title II -- we did some dairy product delivery for Mozambique, and 
we have tie idea under review for one other country in the region but 
it's -- we haven't gotten very far with the review yet. 


Q Which country? How much? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't want to 
talk about numbers because we literally haven't ascertained the re- 
quirements, not have we been in communication with the government. 


Q Also you said that Botswana and the U.S. -- the 
President agreed on everything. You don't really mean that they 
agreed on the South African government, do you? ®oesn't Botswana 
have some complaints about that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President and the -- 
the two Presidents talked about the situation broadly in the region. 
Botswana obviously lives in a tricky situation. We didn't -- there 
was no issue taken. We're fully aware of the kind of problems 
Botswana faces. It's a region-wide problem. We're trying to do some- 
thing about it. Botswanans are pleased that we're as active and 
encaged and committed as we are in bringing peace to the region. 


Q Is Botswana going to be one of the African countries 
that would be recipients of the $500 million special aid for “frica? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The economic policy 
initiative that is part of the FY ‘85 budget has -- and obviously 
has not yet been passed by the Congress -- we have not yet decided 
which countries on the continent will -- we will extend this special 
form of assistance to. But let me be careful about its purposes. The 
purposes of this program are to promote economic reform, to assist 
sovernmments that are engaged in tough economic reform neasures. 


For example, as governments deal with agricultural pricing 
systems, we would like to be able to come in and give them a bit of 
a hané. We haven't made our decisions yet as to which the recipient 
countries have been, and so it's, therefore, premature to talk about 
Botswana's candidacy. 


THE PRESS: Thank you very much. 


END 1:50 P.M. EDT 


IB85 








Renee SO 








~ THE WHITE HOUSE 


Office of the im Secretary 


BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
ON THE PRESIDENT 'S SPEECH ON CENTRAL AMERICA 










































The Briefing Room 
6:47 >.M. EST 


MR. SIMS: All right, this briefing will be on background. 
It's attributable to a Senior Administration Official. Let me add that 


we will have a fact sheet in addition to the tome you already have, 
which will be handed out. 


Q Are the faci sheets available? It might be helpful -- 
MR. SIMS: When they're available, we'll hand them out. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I know you have deadlines. 
I'll be very brief. For a long time the President -- 


Q This is not embargoed? 
Q Wait, did you say it was embargoed? 





MR. SIMS: Background. 

Q But not embargoed? 

MR. SIMS: It's embargoed until the presentation. 
Q I have no deadline. Go ahead. (Laughter.) 


Q -- talking about the writing press, but that's all 
right. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President has been 
concernec for some time, this goes back many, many months, at the need 
tc explain to the American people the character of the threat we face 
in the last part of the 20th century, specifically the numbers of -- 
or the expressions of alarm have been devoted to concern over nuclear 
conflict expressed in freeze movements, concern over terrorism, concern 
over violence in many places of the world. The President thought there 
was an urgent need to eyplain to the American people how they should 
view these several possibilities. In his judgment,for about 10 years 
Since the establishment of strategic parity between ourselves and the 
Seviet Union, the issue has not been a greater likelihood of nuclear 
conflict; indeed, that is not likely because of the prudence of leaders 
vn both sides and the imponderables of the outcome of a nuclear conflict, 
and it shall remain so, he is confident, for as long as we maintain the 
Dalance. 


To the contrary, the threat, as he sees it, has been played 
ut ané demonstrated; it's not a matter for speculation, and we have seen 
it occur from Angola to Ethiopia, South Yemen, Indochina, Afghanistan, 
more recently in Nicaragua and El] Salvador, that is, the threat of low- 
Orcer conflict aud increased willingness of the Soviet Union to take 
risks, using surrogates, primarily, to subvert friendly states in the 
develocing world. 


And tonight he will focus upon that problem generically as 
well ac vith specific reference to Central America. The issue is framed 
on tne second page of the text, where the President says the issue is 
our effort to promote democracy and economic well-being in the face of 
Cuban ané¢ Nicaraguan aggression, aided and abetted by the Soviet Union. 
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The President develops this text, and I won't recite it 
<or you, yvou've already read it. His concern is placed in context 
on cace 4 of the text, where he says if we do nothing, or if we continue 
<2 previce too little, our choice will be a communist Central America 
with additional communist military bases on the mainland of this 
Sexisphere and communist subversion spreading Southward and Northward. 


Q That's on page 2. 
Q Where are we? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I apologize. I'm 
readirg from a big text print. 


And, finally, he says that faced with that problem, what 
is recuired is a national commitment, not a Congressional commitment, 
but a commitment by 41ll of the American people and the Executive Branch 
and the Congress working together. He says that so far our problem 
hes been <hat we have not provided enough to avoid outright disaster; 
we have provided a little, but not enough to resolve the crisis. So 
El Salvador is being left to slowl; bleed to death. And that is a 
central point of his argument that the problem is reversible, there 
is no inexorability 








te the subversion of friendly states. They can defend themselves 
if they are provided enough means to do it. 


The United States’ ratio of what is put into nation 
building, or economic and social issues as opposed to security 
assistance, is running more than three to one in Central America 
and the bipartisan commission ratio abot seven to one. 


The intention in Nicaragua to assure that their own 
revolution is expanded into other countries of Central America is 
documented, and the President stresses that in his remarks, quoting 
from leaders of the insurgency in Salvacor trained by the Sandinistas: 
"We have the brilliant revolutionary exarple of Nicaragua ... the 
struggle in El Salvador is advanced: The same in Guatemala and 


Honduras is developing quickly ... very soon Centra) America will 
be one revolutionary entity ...* 


The -- 
Q Who said that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTPATION OFFICIAL: That is a quote 
from a leader of the Salvadoran insurgency. It isn't named in 
the text. It is Cayetano Carpio, who was +< 


Q So that's from a different -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They use a different 
cuote, right. 


Q Sir, excuse me, you're not quoting the President? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I take back the 


Carpio. We took his quote out of the text. I'll get you the 
documentation on that. 


Q Do you know who it is -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: A Salvadoran guerrilla 
leader publishing in a TFLT journal. ‘81. 


Q Does he have a name? Or you're going to get 
that, is that it? It doesn't matter. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICAL: The President be- 
lieves that we have faced the problem before. He draws analogy 
to President Truman's actions after World War II, when communist 
subversion in Greece, well advanced after a two-year effort, 
was confronted by the Truman administration successfully by an 
assistance program which led ultimately to the formation of 
parliamentary democracy in Greece. 


Turning to a reason for why now and why the urgency, 
the President, near the close of the speech, points out that 


MORE 


L188 








evicence mounts of Cuban intentions to double its support to the 
Salvacoran guerrillas and briny down that newly-elected government 


in the fall. Unless we provide the resources, the communists vill 
likely succeed." 


And immediately thereafter, he frames the issue as: 
"Will we support freedom in this hemisphere or not? Will we defend 
sur vital interests in this hemisphere or not? Will we stop the 
spreac of communism in this hemisphere or not? Will we act while 
there is still time?" 


One or two short points and I'll close. 


First of all, there is often suggested the notion that 
the Nicaraguan massive increase in force is a response to the 
opposition that has occured in their country. The attachments 
to the fact sheet, that they'll pass out momentarily, point out 
the timing of the increase in Nicaraguan forces from about 10,000 
in ‘79 to over 100,000 trained forces now, which predates any 
opposition in Nicaragua and was already well acvanced. 


The President makes the point that we are not talking 
about the commitment of U.S. troops in combat in Central America 
and throughout and, at his insistence, as he wrote the speech 
and edited it, removed any reference that would suggest that our 
problem to date is a result of Congressional inaction. He is 
calling upon the Congress for a cooperative effort. He relies 
upon the bipartisan report, which the Kissinger Commission sub- . 
mitted. And he calls for a national consensus and volunteers to 
work with the Congress to reach this consensus. 





The central point and purpose of the speech is to 
call for the enactment now both of the authorizing and appropriatiuns 




















measures for the 1984 supplemental requests he has before the C 


ess 
anc she full Kissinger Commission legislative passage -- the fiv r 
program. I'll be glad to take your questions. 

‘\ 


yes? : 


Q A mechanical question, maybe. Officials were 

Saving last week thet there was at least one draft of the speech 
caisculating and yet I read in the papers today that the President 
sat cown over the weekend and began writing the speech from the 
very beginning -- himself, last weekend. Are both true? Or did 
he throw away the draft or is there something unusual abcut that? 
Cotla you explain how this speech came to be? Was there a 

raf: prepared for him? Did he say it was inadequate and write 
his own -- own speech or what? 


' SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President, as 
I said, several weeks ago, laid out the problem and said that 
he would like to speak to the country on it. We did submit a 
draft to him before the China trip. The concept he agreed with. 
He said he wanted to put it in his words. He did -- began again 
this past weekend and wrote virtually the entirety of it. It 
Goes have here and there excerpts from the previous draft and 


that includes contributions by the Department of State and Defense 
and his White House staff here. 





Q Thank you. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Lou? 


Q There is no reference at all to the mining 
in this speech. Yet that blanket statement that's on seven, 
pace seven on our text, about how wehave this legal right and 
moral duty in a kind of a sweeping statement would seem to include 
that. Would he include -- so we're clear on that point -- would 
he include the mining of Nicaragua, the harbors, as a -~ one of 
the proper steps to resist this subversion? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, the President 
doesn't encompass nor refer to any covert action -- I don't mean 
~~ : to be cut -- nor would he, of course. Ue expresses here in the 
text that we must support the aspirations of the people seeking 
freedom in Central America but he doesn't intend that this speech 
serve as an endorsement for any particula. covert action. 


Helen? 


Q Why did he decide not to -- because there have been 
many reports before this speech that he would take his case to 
the people and put Congress on notice, basically, that they were 
. letting Central America down by not approving these funds a long 
time ago --why did he decide to turn the other cheek? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I would say 
personally that while there are some in the administration that have 
seen the problem as essentially one of concressional inactivity, 
the President feels very strongly that that is not the issue -- 
that neither he nor any administration can sustain a policy which 
the American people do not support. And he wanted to go to the 
people on it and to invite, as he has in meetings with Congressional 
leaders -- bipartisan leaders, cooperation with the Congress on 
this. 


Andrea? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Why doesn't he deal 
with the issue-of covert actions since that is the primary issue 
that's disturbing people in this country and is affecting 
support for his policies? 


SEN:IOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, first of all, 
: éen't think he would acree that the problem on the policy is 
American oppesition to covert action. I think he believes that 
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it is a problem of American -- not understanding how their 
interests, whaz interests we have, why they shculd care, why Central 
America is important, is it threatened,if we should care, and what 
we shoulc do about it, can it work. 


Q Well, in that context, isn't it appropriate for 
the American people to know how he feels about covert action 
so that they can make intelligent judgments about what we should 
be doing about this threat? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think, and 
I'm speculating, but the President has never felt -- and I think 
honestly if you look at the level of resources that go into one 
or the other, overt versus covert -- has never felt that any policy 
could be sustained foremostly by covert action. It cannot. 
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When you look at what we put ixto economic, social, and military 
assistance, it dwarfs, by any stancard of measure, anything that has 

ever been proposed for covert accicn. And so the President believes, 
rightly, that we must sell the policy based upon what can succeed, and 

it is overt policy actions, economic, social, security assistance, and 
Giplomacy -- and I should have mentioned, and the President pointedly 

put in, our support for the Coxrtadcra process and the diplomacy associate 
with it. A negotiated outcore is the ultimate answe: here. 





Q I thought yot -- 


Q Can you characterize how this speech, how the 
message here differs from last Apr‘l's speech before the joint session? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In terms of goals, it 
is a reaffirmation of those goals, which have not changed: democrati- 
zation, demilitarization, lowering of military power, ceasing the 
export of revolution to neighbors, and so forth -- those have not 
changed -- and economic development. 


Q This is at least the fourth sajor speech he has 
Gelivered on this subject. You said earlier that he removed references 
to Congress being the obstacle. What, in his mind and your mind, is 


the problem of trying to sell this policy to the American people? 
It has been a problen. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: For the past two or 
three days when that question's been posed by others from the 
Congress and elsewhere, the fresident has said -- has cited reports 
in the news that two candidates currently for the Senate in one of 
our states, when asked, couldn't identify which side we are backing. 
And he said, “Obviously, if that’s the case, the American people don't 
understand this issue.” And he wanted to do that. It is a speech 


Gesigned to illuminate the issue of the problem in Central America and 
the solution to it. 


Q I thought the key vote tomorrow, probably, tomorrow 
in the House, was on the Broomfield Amendment, which has to do with 
fencing or unfencing the money in the fiscal ‘85 budget which, as I 
understand it, is the money the President requested. Why .* there 
nothing in this speech about that particular issue, that is, whether 
there should be an affirmative Concressional declaration on his report- 
ing on progress or not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Broomfield-Murtha 
Amendment is consistent with the National Bipartisan Commission 
recommendations and the President's bill. It is a multi-year bill 
providing for full funding of economic, social, and military assis- 
tance, so it expresses what he is calling for. But the President 
believes, and I am speculating here, that to so focus upon @ given 
legislative event tomorrow, which is not the end-all and be-all of 
his purpose, would be to miss the point and people, after tomorrow, 
would say, well, that is behin¢e us. 


Authorizations are not enough. Appropriations won't be 
taken up tomorrow. Those are essertial, as well as the broader purpose 
of just what is it we're tryin¢g *o do and how that policy is threatened. 


Q Well, then, it I may just follow, when he says, on 
our page 8, that he wants to get ail the funds that he requested for 
fiscal year 1984, he wants, then, she full amount and not the so- 
called agreed-on compromise of $42 million? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is correct. 

Q Let me maxe another stab at covert, can I? 

Q Let me -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Go ahead, and then Loe 
after that. 


He, 
vl AL 25 











Q There seems to be, again, 5s me potential confusion 
about the role of the Contras. The President talks about them again 
as freedom fighters. After the last go-rowd with Senator Moynihan 
on what their intention -- what our support is intended to accomplish, 


is the President meaning the portray the Contras as freedom fighters 
Ccetermined to overthrow the Sandinistas? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. The purposes of 
the United States Government in any activities that it supports there 
is not, in any case. to overthrow any government. 


Q Doves the President believe that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry, I promised 
Low here. 


Q I'm confused by your answers on the covert. The 
President, in this Briefing Room, and in interviews, has supported 
this activit), whether he's made it the pcime thing we're doing or 
not, as an effort to discourage the Sand'nistas from supporting 




















the guerrillas in El Saivador. There's no way in which he is in any 
way backing off from that, is there? I mean, you're -- in briefing us 
om this speech, is there any change in his position about our support 
for the Contras as he has described their role? I mean, whether or 
mot they're going to overthrow the Sandinistas or not. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATICN OFFICIAL: Well, first, I don't -- 
I'a> not trying to be cute by evading a specific reference of this 


achinistration’s support for a conference. That is a matter cf law 
and of what is covert and overt. 


The President isn't changing his policy at «si in this 
speech. The President refers to the freedom fighters in this speech 
in two or three contexts. In one, pointing out they're volunteering 
to lay down their arms and participate in elections. He doesn't, in 
any other context, say that we are or are not supporting them. He 
is not changing his policies by this speech. 


Q Be still wants the funding -- 
Q Can you tell us -- 
Q Be stil) wants the funding for the Contras? Is that -- 


SENIOR ADMIN STRATION OFFICIAL: I will say that the 
current proposals Lefore the Congress remain there and remain fully 
supported by the President. 


Q Is this something that changed? Because carlier 
today -- not so long ago -- we were told the President would point out 
the anti-Sandinistas have rade Nicaraguan export of subversion very 
Gifficult, have exerted pesitive pressure on Nicaragua to negotiate. 
It sounds like he was goinj to make an issue of it and it's not there. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the speech still 
reflects that he supports <he aspirations of the people. He has never, 
to my knowledge, intended co make a point of the Contras. The 
broader point of the full policy package i« his purpose here tonight. 


~_ Q Does the President's feeling that the Congress 
is no longer -- is not the obstacle as manifested in this speech, does 
that contradict his statements at the Georgetown speech and also his 
last press conference? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I would have to 
say that I think probably I sowed more confusion on that Georgetown 
speech than anybody else. The President felt very strongly in the 
wake of the Georgetown speech that what his intention was for that had 
not come across and he wanted to be emphatically clear that it did 
come across in this speech. And it was that it was not a contest with 
the Congress, that it could not succeed without the cooperation of 
the Congress, and he wanted to cooperate. 


Q I want to return to the Contras’ reference. 
Larry Speakes, in his briefing on the record at noon in reviewing 
what the speech -- characterized the speech's themes -- told us that 
one of the themes would be that the anti-Sandinista forces have made 
Nicaraguan export of subversion more difficult and have exerted positive 
pressure. There is no reference to that effect in the speech. So the 
question is what happened? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: First of all, in defense 
of Larry, that was, in point of fact, in the text at the time. 


Q All right. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President has been -- 
Q That was Debbie's question of a minute ago. 


Q Isn't that what I just asked you? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry. I didn't 
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uncerstanc that. —_, 
Q It's the same quote 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President has 


workec on this speech throughout the day and this is the text to be 
Gelivered. 


Q Why would -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That does not contra- 


Gict what Larry says. The President would agree with what Larry said. 
(Laughter.) 


Q Nice going. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The fact that we are 


interested in curtailing the export of violence from Nicaragua to 
El Salvador is clear. 


Q Why was it taken out? 


Q Yes. 


Q I mean, it sounds as though it was taken out so as 
not to muddy the waters, or however you want to put it, on El Salvador. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I have to speculate 
on it, and if you want that speculation, I would say that, frankly, 
it is this point of law and principle -- that is, that you cannot, 


without fundamentally changing your position in law and in principle, 
discuss these matters, and should not. . 


Q You can discuss the purpose of them and how they're 
succeeding, can't you? And what is the purpose of our support of the 
Contras if it's not to overthrow the government? We've heard different 
explanations at different times. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, because of that 
same restriction, all I can tell you is that we are in our policies, 
in all the activities that we support, trying to stop the export of 
revolution and to facilitate economic growth and 
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cevelopment in democratic states in Central America. And that's 
wnat all our programs are designed to do. 


Q Well, but previously we -- aid to the Contras has 
been justified as stopping the flow of arms to El Salvador or 
exerting pressure on the Sandinistas to negotiate. Are those the 
specific purposes : till and are -- is it succeeding in that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If you're quoting 
=rom leaks from the Congress, that is -- 


Q No, I'm quoting from things the President has 
saic and I'm quoting from things that have been said in this 
briefing room a number of times. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would take issue 
with you, but I'm not disagreeing in your principle. What -- Tne 
President to my knowledge has never said that we are supporting 
“ne Contras to stop export of arms or revolution and to put pressure 
on. We do support those aims. It's a technicality; I'm not trying 
to disagree with your argument. 


It's just a matter of public confirmation on that 
point. That's all. 


Q Sir -- 
Q Sir -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q At the beginning of the speech -- and you, too, 
refer to there not being now a threat of nuclear war, but the danger 
is being ground down by communist subversion, or something. Is that 


just dramatic illustration or does it augur some major change in your 
strategic policy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It doesn't -- 


Q I have never heard that before. Ithought this 
was the big nuclear group. I didn't know this was the ground forces, 
conventional forces, administration. In other words, this seems to 
be the kind -~ y~.. seem to be reflecting criticism that's been leveled 
at the administration. Or is it a way of illustrating this type of 


Situation, Central America? Which is not a nuclear battlefield, 
obviously. 


Q Net yet. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is an expression 
of what the President believes, that is, that once the condition of 
parity was achieved in the mid-seventies, that the effect of that 
was to change Soviet behavior. The response publicly has been in 
recent years to say that that condition of parity makes nuclear war 
more likely than it was when we were superior. The President's 
point is that's not true and will remain untrue as long as a balance 


is maintained, and that's why he's put a modernization program in to 
do that. 


But what is likely, and played out in country after 
country, is this low-order conflict. So he's trying to say that 
is the global problem and that is what we must contend with speci- 
fically in Central America. 


Q The President says that evidence mounts of Cuba's 
intentions to double its support to the Salvadoran guerrillas. Can 
you tell us a little bit about this evidence that is mounting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is reliable, highly 
credible reports of decisions taken and actions under way to accomplish 
that end, and I'm sorry I can't go beyond that. 
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Q On El Salvador for a second, if -- 


Q Can I go back to the covert just a second? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, go ahead. 


Q How do you sell the American public on an action 
which is very controversial, the covert activities, when you refuse 
to talk about it, but you have your political opponents out all over 
the country talking about it and the whole American political scene 
talking about it except you? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well -- 


Q And the President gets a chance to talk about it 
tonight a little bit, and he takes it out of his speech. How do you 
go about selling the public on this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'll say it again. 
The President does feel strongly about this. You're absolutely right 
about the public portrayal or the public discourse on this policy. 
But the reality is that the policy relies foremostly on com- 
pletely overt actions and that the vast majority both of resources, 
of diplomacy, and of all of the other dimensions of policy are overt 
measures which are central to success. Whatever might be put into 


covert actions is miniscule compared in importance and magnitude to 
the broader policy context. 


We do not rely upon covert actions for the policy to 
succeed. 


Q But the covert actions, i.e., the mining of the 
harbors, could bring down the whole policy in the public view. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, if this -- 

Q And yet you're not defending it. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If the point, and I'm 
a little slow, I guess, on getting it now, is that you believe that 


the legitimacy of covert actions as an instrument of policy deserves 
treatment, I personally agree with that. 
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Q Why doesn't the President present this view 
if he believes in it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, he may at 
some point. He did believe strongly that in defending the Central 
American policy and explaining it to the American people that you 


had to focus on the 99% of the policy substance which doesn't 
involve any covert actions. 


Q On that point, is the rather vague justification 
for covert language on page seven a substitute for the orginal 
draft reference to the pressure on Nicaragua to stop exporting 
revolution? What I'm referring to is the “El Salvador and 
its friends are certainly justified in defending themselves 
by blocking the fluw of arms. The United States has a legal 


right and moral duty -- " Was that substituted for the earlier 
reference? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Where on page seven 
are you? I'm sorry. 


Q Second paragraph. 
Q Page seven, second paragraph. 
Q What Lou quoted. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'd have to 
say that this speech has been altered in many ways and the composition 
right now -- it wasn't, to answer your question, in that particular 
paragraph. That particular paragraph -- 


Q It was the freedom-fighters paragraph on page 
six, bottom of page six, was it not? 


Q -- the same. Was that more vague justification 
dropped in place of the more up front references that Speakes 
was referring to at noon about the successful pressure on 
the government to stop exporting revolution? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think that 
the paragraphs at the bottom of six and seven apply generically -- 
that the legitimacy of our policy actions, as contraposed to those 
of the Soviet Union, is a defensible position. 


Q Was the language substituted or what 
was taken out of the draft speech? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I would say 
that there have been changes in those two paragraphs. There have 
been quite a lot of otner changes. I'm sorry I -- I guess I 
don't track myself back to exactly what changed when. There have 
been quite a few. 


Yes? 


Q At what point was the critical language toward 
congressmen -- was that also done today -- the more direct criticism 
of Congress? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: From the beginning, 
the President, in his own writing, has never entertained any 
acerbic criticism of the Congress. And, so, from ground zero 
before last weekend, he never -- 


Q Was it in the original draft that was prepared 1398 
for him before China? " 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The -- well, I think 
that's a little unfair to the President. People, subordinates, 
did suggest that there should be * more clear drawing of the 
lines and the President sharply disagreed with that. 


Q Who are those at whom John Kennedy -~ at 
whose gullibility John Kennedy would be appalled if he were 
alive today -- at the top of page six? Is this not a reference 
to the Members of Congress who have opposed the President's 
policies or is this reference by the others ~~ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think there 
are enough public and private figures who have criticized the 
policy and making reference to earlier administrations. But 
I guess the answer is I don't know to whom he has specifically 
in mind there. But they're not -- I mean, that isn't out 
of line. There are a lot of people who critize it -- 


MR. SIMS: -- one or two more -- 

Q May I ask one question off-beat? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Helen. 

Q Reverend Jackson is going to the Soviet embassy 
tomorrow to make a pitch for reinstatement of the Soviet participation 


in the Olympics. What would be the White House point of view 
on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I suppose I don't 
have any comment. It's a free country. 


Q Could we ask about El Salvador? Do you have 
any -- D'Aubuisson this afternoon claimed that he has won the 
election in El Salvador. Does the administration -- will this, 
in any way, change the speech, in other words, whether he is 
elected or not elected, will that have any effect on his 
fundamental view, that is Reagan's military aid to El Salvador? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We rely upor the 
co—-ssion established to validate the results down there and that, 
as well as the reports of observers who met today with the President, 
seers >retty clear that the outcome is for President Duarte. But 


haven't seen that report that you mentioned. It doesn't seex likely 
to me that -- 


Q Jesse Helms is saying that we rigced that for 
Duar<e. Ee said it again today. He didn't use the word, riggef .‘t 
he kept saying that the State Department -- 


Q Bought. 
Q Yes, bought. 
Q Rigged is a dirty word. 


Q And so people said to him, “Well, Larry Speakes says 
that's mot true.” And he said, “Well, if Speakes hasn't seen the 


evicerce, he's the only one who hasn't.” What can you tell us about 
Jesse? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think, rea‘ly, 
that -- first of all, this government has not taken sides in those 
elections. The administration's expressed willingness to live with any 
particular outcome was repeated many times. In this part of the world 
and other parts of the world, our policies often lead us to support 
institutions, labor unions, parties, things like that. Those insti- 
tutions from other sources -- private sources -- may get money, and 
help or harm their own cause. But that is not the United States 
goverrment'’s position and we did not take sides here. 


The observers today in coming in to see the President, 
as it regards charges against Ambassador Pickering -- Democrats and 
Republicans both -- were without any qualification, insisted upon 


their enormous respect and admiration for Ambassador Pickering and his 
performance down there. 


Q Will you be on the record for the post-speech comments? 
Your answer on Jackson -- there's no need to be on background on that, 
is there? The Jackson question? It's a free country. It's kind of 
haré to say a senior official acknowledged that this is a free country. 
(Laughter.) I mean, we all know that. Can you say that on the record? 
I mean, I understand you briefed on the speech on background. But do 


you brief on Jesse Jackson on the record? 
Q Careful, there's a trap there somewhere. 
Q You can quote me -- 
Q I want to quote you that it's a free country. 
Q I know there's a trap here someplace. 


MR. MCFARLANE: Yes. 


END 7:24 P.M. EDT 
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, SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I assume that, as normal- 

ly, you don't have a schedule. Would you like for me to go through 
the schedule cuickly, before we go into the 0's and A's? 

Q Yes. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All right. 

President de la Madrid will arrive at 3:30 p.m. this 
afternoon at Andrews Air Force Base, where he will then be helicoptered 
to the Washington Monument grounds and then escorted to his hotel. 


The official visit starts tomorrow morning at 10:00 a.a. 
with a White House arrival ceremony. 


Q Who greets him today? Do you know? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are no briefings 
scheduled per se. 


oO Greets. Greets. 


SENIOR ADMINISTPATION OFFICIAL: May I go throuch the 
schecule, clease? 


*) He said, “Greets.” 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Could I please go 
throuch the schedule, please? 


Q He said, "Who greets him?" 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: At 10:30 a.m., Presi- 
dent Reagan meets with de la Madrid. There will be two series of 
meetings, one, more than likely, a one-on-one, followed by their 
Cabinet groups. 


President de la Madrid is accompanied by three of his 
Cabinet officers, the Secretary of Foreign Affairs Sepulveda, Secretary 
of Finance Silva-Herzog, Secretary cf Commerce Hernandez. 





At 12:30 p.m., Secretary Shultz will host a lunch 
for him at the Department of State. At 2:05 p.m. and at 2:25 p.m. 
there will be two wreath-laying ceremonies, one at the Lincoln 
Memorial and one at the Juarez Monurent at Virginia anc New Hamp- 
shire Avenues. 


That night at 8:00 p.m., there will be a State Dinner 
in his honor 


Wednesday, President de la “acrid wil. adcress a 
Joint Session of Concress at 11:00 a.m. At 12:00 o.m., he will 
attend a luncheon hosted by the Chairman of the Foreicen Relations 
Committee, Senator Percy. At 4:00 9.m., he will meet with Secre- 
tary Shultz. And at 7:30 p.-., he will host ae dinner at the 
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Mexican Embassy in honor of their state visit. 


On Thursday, there will be e derarture ceremony at the 
Washington Monument grounds at 10:10 a.m. anc he will depart by 
helicopter for Andrews Air Force Base at 10:30 a.2. 


That is the -- 


Q There are no two neetincs, as reported from 
Mexico, on -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION CFFICIAL: There is a possibility 


of a second meeting. The details and the timing of which have not 
been worked out. 


Let me just tick off the issues that we feel will be 
Giscussed and then we can get to your questions. 


First, on the bilateral basis, subsidies and a possible 
agreement between the United States and Mexico on Mexican subsidies 
of their exports to the United States, we are getting close on an 


acreement and I'm sure that there will be some discussion between 
the Presidents on that. 


In the same vein of trade, there will be a general 
trade and investment discussion. We are also close in arriving 
at setting out a -- procedures on how to deal with investments -- 


that is, investments in Mexico, investments in the U.S. and trade 
between the two. 


The issue of border sanitation, as you may recall, was 


a subject at La Paz and it continues to be a subject with regards 
to the -- 


*) What's that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sanitation. It's -- 
sewer water, clean air-- it's more clean water than clean air -- 
to the borders common to the two countries. 


We feel that probably the subject of border co- 
operation, which is a continuing subject, will come up and we are 
working on a mechanism that will fit into the existing bi-national 
commission, so that we can address those issues of border coopera- 
tions between agencies on a little closer scale. 


Obviously, Central America 














on the multi-lateral issue, on the multi-lateral front, will be a 
subject for discussions between the two Presidents. Ard then, we als> 
feel that the whole issue of world, Third Country, LDC debt, dialogues 
within the hemisphere -- those subjects generally will be discussed. 


Let me point out to you that it is not anticipated that 
any egreements will be signed between the two Presidents. This is not 
an urusual event in -- with regards to U.S.-Mexican relations because 
they are fairly intense on a broad range of things and we don't, like 
we do for some other countries, wait for the meeting of two Presidents 
in order to sign some kind of an agreement. 


The fact that the Secretary of Finance, Silva-Herzog, 
and Secretary of Commerce Hernandez, have been in town for a couple of 
Gays meeting with their counterparts and others is just an ongoing 
manifestation -- ongoing process in which we go through with thes. 
If there is a -- agreements and it is of the magnitude to be signed 
at the Presidential level, it will be. If there are agreements and 
they're not one that you sign at Presidential levels, the Cabinet offi- 
cers can initial these agreements as they go along. So, signing an 
agreement is not a prerequisite for a state visit from Mexico. This 
is the third meeting that they've had since President de la Madrid 
was elected and so it's an ongoing process. 


I will stop at that point and take your questions. 
Q How about immigretion? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 

Q Explain the subsidies a little. 

Q Did immigration come up? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me -- subsidies, first, 
and then I‘1ll take immigration, if I may. 


Pardon -- what was the question on subsidies? 


Q -- we're nearing an acreement on subsidies. What 
is it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Reaching an agreement 
on subsidies. Under our law -- 


Q Have we reached an agreement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, we are close to 
reaching an agreement with them. Under our law, as you know, under 
the countervailing duty laws, if U.S. industries feel that they are 
being subject to unfair competition in the sense that the goods that 
are being imported in the United States are subsidized by the government, 
they can then invoke the countervailing duties. 


Mexico does not belong to the GATT, which is an area that 
covers this on an international fora, so what we're trying to do is 
arrive at some kind of an agreement with regards to what subsidies 
we are concerned about and our industries are concerned about. 


Let me take the immigration, and then I'll come back to 


you 

Q Wait -- what kinds are you -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 

° What kiné of products and -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, it's a variety of 
sroéucts, normally non-agricultural. It can 5e steel, it can be other 
sascs. 
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Q Are you talking about a general acreement in prin- 
Ciple, Or agreements on specific product areas? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I think what you'll 
finc is @ mixture of the two. In other words, there will be a general 
agreement in principle with regards to it and there may be some speci- 
fic ones. As I say, this is kind of a moving target that's been 
worked on for quite awhile and including over this weekend. 


Q What does it mean, in terms of Mexico? That they 
will withhold or they -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It means that we will 


~ne an agreement as to what we both agree are subsidies or not sub- 
s es. 


Subsidies are a very complicated issue. They can become 
direct, they can be indirect. It's just so that we have an understanding 
among each other as to what we would define -- 


Q What happens if they're subsidized? The products. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the complaint 
of U.S. industries, and in many cases,-very valid, is that they have to 
compete with a product tha* is subsidized by some other governrent 
and so therefore, they consider that to be unfair competition . 


Q So what «ill we do? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As I said, we would arrive 
at an agreement as to the definition as to what is subsidies, what 
aren't subsidies, and how you address them per se. 


Q Would you tell us, please, some of the specific 
products that have been invoked by U.S. industry? Some of the items -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTSATION OFFICIAL: I will have to get that 
for you. I cannot do it off ths top of my head. 


Yes? You had a question? 


Q Yes, about immigration. Was it a subject of discussic« 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know if it will 
Or not. The Mexican position has traditionally been that they do not 
address a subject that is under pending U.S. legislation with regards 
to immigration. It may or may not, in the side conversations that 
take place between the Secretaries of State and the Foreign Minister -- 
become an issue -- be an issue for discussion. 


Q But it's not -- but it’s not a -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is not an issue. 
Obviously, it's important to them. They watch it. But they've always 


taken the position that while U.S. legislation is pending, they don’t 
formally bring it forward. 


Q The whole question of the Contadora process -- the 
Mexicans are apparently concerned that we and some of the other countries 
are supporting it in principle, but doing other things, such as increasing 
military aid, that goes against the Contadéora position and that we're 
not being terribly helpful. What is -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think that -- I 
can give you the general tenor of the -- as I understand it, of ambassador 
Gavin met as recently as this week with Presicernt ce la Madrid. 
Harsy Shlaudeman was there the week before meeting with de la Madrid. 
The week before that, the Foreign Minister was here. Under all those 
occasions, the subject of Contadora, Central America, peace and the 
res: of it were discussed. And what you cet is you get a general agree- 
mer: on «here we're trying to get that is a peacef:1 solution. But, 
on sccas.cns, what you have is a fren exchance on some of the ideas. 
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I would not characterize it, under any stretch of the 
imagination, that there is a serious difference on it. 


Q Why not? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, because I don't 
think that to be true based upon the conversations directly with 
Sepulveda and de la Madrid. 


Q But they don’t think that we're doing enough, and 
in fact, they think that some of the things we're doing -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me tell you 
something about this thing about we're -- U.S. doesn't do enough. 








You get that from everywhere. You get it from Nicaracua. yY 
it from Cuba. This issue -- ™ _—_ 
Q Well -- 


Q “~~ are you comparing Mexico -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, just a minute. 
Let me just -- I'm trying to be responsive to your question. This 
issue of the United States not being responsive to Contadora 
is an issue that doesn't go away for whatever reason. I can just 
tell you that in our conversations with them we go through the 
things that we are doing in that sense, and © chink that there is 
reasonable satisfaction on their part. 


We have worked with the different countries on the 
technical aspects of how do you go about the very difficult probles 
of verifying arzus. What you have to understand in the Contadora process 
is this -- that are now at the toughest position that they 
can be, that is, 21 points that they've all agree to, reduce it 
down to treaty language, and not only something you could agree 


to in writing but something that each one believes the other believes 
will be enforced. 


So, you're at the funnel of the Contadora process. 


Q Would you expect that the President will raise 
this whole issue of so-called Tet-like offensive in the fall as 
an issue with de la Madrid to warn him of how serious we think 
the threat down there is? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would envision that 
in -- and they have hed as they did in La Paz, as you may remember, 
& long, long conversation on this subject. I would expect that 
in the exchanging of ideas and of informations that the President 
will make available to President de la Madrid not only his thoughts 


but the products of our intelligence analysis as to the future in 
that area. 


— — Yes? 


Q Do you expect de la Madrid -- two questions -- 
Do you expect ce la Madrid to bring a draft treaty with him to 
show to the President? And, second of all, we're told often that 
the Mexicans often say one thing publicly for domestic consumption 


and another privately. Is that going on in terms of these comments 
about Contadora? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm unaware of any 
draft treaty that they're going to get forward. In the Contadora 
process, the state of play was on April 30th the working groups 
were unable to come up with a draft treaty. It was then decided 
among the nine that the four Contadora countries would take their 
hands at cracking -- at what the three groups had worked -- that is, 
the other five -- and try to further the process. And they're dus 
to get that by the endé of June. 


I would be surprised if they have a draft treaty that 
the four of them could agree -- that they haven't even gone to the 
nine with at this stace of the game. And what was the second part of 
your question? 


Q -* second part of the question is that we're told 
often that the Mexicans frequently say one thing publicly for 
consumption at home and another thing privately concerning Central 
America-U.S. policy. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me say this on 
that subject: That is not something -- You could make the sane 
comment about members of U.S. Congress, and ° don't say that in 
a derogatory sense. “hat is not an unusual event -- 
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Q You can say it about the administration -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- event in public-- 


That is mot an unusual event in public life either national or 
international. Oxay? 


Q Are there signs privately that Mexico is more 


supportive of the U.S. or perhaps less supportive of Nicaraguans 
than there have been six months ago or a year ago? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. I wouldn't 


say there are any signs either way. I think that they arm: -- what 
they are concerned with -- and as we are to a large degree -- is that 


the Contedora process -- how do you get through this funnel which 
is the most difficult part for it. 


Yes? 


Q Why did the President in his speech last week 
say that he supported the objectives of the Contadora process but 
omitted saying that he supported the process itself? What are -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think you're reading 


more into than -- and maybe it was inartfully drafted -- but the 
intent -- 


Q Well -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- well -- the intent 
is that he supports the Contadora process as well as the objectives. 
fou have two things: You have the 21 points that have come forward 
under the Contadora banner, and then you have the Contadora process. 
He supports both of them. Wo doubt about it. 


Q We're told he wrote the speech himself. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 
Q We're told he wrote the speech himself. (Laughter.) 


— SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, then, you 
can accuse of him inartfully drafting -- (Laughter.) 


Q Wo, you just said it was inartfully drafted. 
(Laughter. ) 


Q Sorry. 
Q Sir -- sir -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are some days 
that I would like to get fired but not today. 


Q Can we put that on the record? 
Q Is it -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Helen, let me get 
sorebody els* here. Go ahead. 


Q A minute ago, you referred to the criticism from 
Mexico in the same context as the criticism from Cuba and Nicaragua. 
Do you view that -- the Mexican comments on -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. What I didn't get 
to finish was, you'll also hear that from other nations, too. And what 
I's saying is it’s not like only the Mexicans say. I think you can 
‘:-3 a level of frustration on the part of those dealing directly with 


the sregram, and secondly, it's not a bad line to take <-- is something is 
not going as fast as one would like, why don't you lay it on Uncle San's 
soc S8tep. 


Yes? 
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Cc Does the Mexican government disacree with U.S. 
policy and actions toward Nicaragua now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think you would have 
to ask the Mexican government that. 


*) But you suggested that there weren't any serious dis- 
acreements between the United States anc Mexico about philosophies 
sO I'm wondering if that might be a disagreement about approach or 


can you give us some disagreement that we have with them over actual 
implementation of Central American policy? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, as I said, I think 
you have to ask the Mexicans specifically on those items -- A lot 
of these disagreements, sometimes, are less than disagreements. 
They go over nuances on how one proceeds under a different set of 
facts. I think that's best characterized that way. Yes, sir? 


Q Well, let me put it another way. What is our 
sense of what the Mexican attitude is toward this latest round of 
activity by the administration to increase drastically it's -- the 
amount of military assistance to El Salvador. Are the Mexicans 
concerned about that? Is it coming at a time when the President's 
devoting a lot of energy to that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The subject of El 
Salvador comes up in a general context of the whole Central American 
issue. But I'm not aware of any Mexican heartburn with a continued 
effort to defeat the guerrillas in El Salvador. 


Helen, I let somebody else go a second time, so you 
can go now -- you had another question. 


Q I think there's a widespread perception that this 
administration does not want a negotiated peace in Central America. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't know how 
widespread it is. I've heard that, and I can tell you -- 


Q I mean, he had one sentence in a whole speech 
on Central America -- one sentence saying we support the objectives 
of the Contadora. That's the only reference to a peace settlement -- 
a peaceful settlement -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I tell you what -- 
you and I ought to go through that script together, because I think 
there was more than one. The Contadora was mentioned once, in the 
beginning it was mentioned, in the end it was mentioned -- he 
reaffirmed his four principles that he lay down before Congress on 
April 27th, both within the first four paragraphs and in the last 
paragraph, and interspersed through there. I don't agree with that 
assertion that it's a widespread -- 


Q But there is no -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes? 


Q But there is no perception that this administration 
is working for a negotiated settlement, in any active way. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATiON OFFICIAL: Well, I would tell you 
-hat I think the facts go the other way. Ambassador Shlaudeman, 
since he's been here; prior to him, Ambassador Stone -- I've been to 
Managua several times. We engage with them on a continuing basis. 
There is, uppermost in our minds, an attempt to grapple with the 
basic problem and go after the peaceful negotiation, because the 
President's fundamental thinking is that that is the way you resolve 
this problem. 


Yes, six? 

Q There was a report published -- what? 

Q Never mind. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Go ahead. 

Q There was a report published a little while ago 


about a White House directive urging that, in these meetings coming 
up, that the President raise with de la Madrid the whole question of 
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U.S. economic aid as leverage on Mexico to get Mexico to see things 
our way. Could you comment on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'm not going to 
corment on anything specific. I think you are referring to what I 
Saw in a press reference to a NSTD. I'm not going to comment on 
that, but let me just tell you that the U.S.-Mexican relations -- 
because of the 2,000 mile border, because of all che issues that we 
have, I haven't even ticked off some of the ones that may or may 
not be discussed by the Presidents -- so, U.S.-Mexico relations, 
bilateral and also our multilateral stances, are under continued 


review and constant review to see where one fits in with the other. 
That's tune extent of the comment on it. 


Yes? 


Q Isn't it true that the Mexican government, through 
the Foreign Ministry, has gone on the record as being opposed to 
any military solution to the prcnlems of Central America as embodied 


in U.S. military assistance to El Salvador, Honduras, Costa Rica 
and the Contra? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think you can -- 
well, you can ask the Foreign Secretary. I'm not so sure I've seen 
it in those words. But let me tell you that the President's policy 
addresses all four of the issues --in the Central American context 
and peace to the region, regional peace -- the President is not after 


a military solution, either, so if that's true there's no disagreement 
on that. 


Q Well, I'm sure I've seen it in those words. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay, well, fine. 


I'm not disputing it, I'm just saying that if that is, in fact, true, 
then there would be agreement on that issue. 


Q Yo. mentioned their international debt. Do you 
know what thet is currently, and do you expect de la Madrid to 
seek some sort of relief? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it's somewhere 
in the neighborhood of under one hundred -- $89 billion dollars. 


As to their debt management right now, they are in good 
shape on their debt management. Their last renegotiation was well 
Gone. It was oversubscribed the banks. They've met their IMF 
targets. They've had a surplus in their trade that they didn't 
expect -- and so from a debt point of view, personally, as to where 
they are right now, they're in fairly good shape. Obviously, there 
is a future that everybody can look at. So, I would think that the 
issue of debt, overall -- Latin American debt, third country debt -- 
might be a subject. But not, as if -- he needs something tomorrow 
for his debt. 


And -- I{ hadn't answered your question here on specifics -- 
products. They are cement, ceramic tiles, carbon black -- am I 
reading this right, George, do you say “toy balloons"? (Laughter.) 
That's a biggie. (Laughter.) And there's several others -- we'll 
try to get you a more formal one. 


MR. ROUSSEL: For all those who want to cover the 
11:00 a.m. event, you can have free access now to the lawn until 
a guarter of -- so if you want to go, you should go now. 


Q Well -- wait, I have a question -- what about 
~csta Rica -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 
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Q Do you expect that the U.S. decision to militarize 
Costa Rica is going to be a source of contention? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think there 
is any C.S. decision to militarize Costa Rica. 


Q What about the interagency group that decided 
on -- on a much larger -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no. What are the 
facts of the matter are these -- that under our military assistance 
program for FY'82, or for FY'84, we had put forward $2 million 
for military assistance. Under the supplemental we have asked for 
some $7 million. So, I mean, that is something that has been done 
for quite awhile, and I don't consider that to be the militarization -- 


Q What about the requests from Costa Rica -- that 
éoesn't -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is no decision, 


certainly, to militarize Costa Rica, nor even on that specific 
issue. 


Q Have they made a request -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 

Q Have they made a formal request? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There have been talks 


between us. Whether you want to characterize it as a formal 


request or not -- I'm not so sure that that's a totally accurate 
statement. 


Q What's being discussed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In the aftermath, 


and this -- we're straying, so I'll answer this question, and then 
we'll get back to Mexico, 
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* af you like. In the aftermath of those attacks on their border towns, 
where there were no guerrillas present, and the rest of it, they 

became concerned with their ability to repel. And so they discussed 

with us an acceleration of the program that was embodied in it before 


Concress, with regard to things like small arms and trucks and these 
kine of things. 


Q Same numbers -- just accelerated? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. That's the end of 
that one. 


Yes? 


Q I'd like to refer back to a question you were asked 
@ moment ago about a decision to put some pressure to bear on the 
Mexicans to bring them more in line with our foreign policy -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I didn't make that 
statement -- 


Q Well, I know, but in terms of the question -- but 
in your answer you didn't -- you didn't say one way or the other 
whether that was an accurate statement or an inaccurate statement. 
Has such a decision been made? Is it being implemented? 


Q -- can't hear -- 

Q What was the question? 
Q Question, please. 

Q Can't hear a thing -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question was back 
there, maybe you'd like to rephrase it. You brought it up. 


Q Well it was simply, accepting the accuracy of the 
public report and asking you whether it is indeed on the agenda -- to 


use economic leverage to get Mexico to see things our way in Central 
America? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. What you get is, 
you know -- You get an exchange of views on a variety of things. They 
understand what things are important to us, we understand what things 
are important to them. The name of the game is try to accommodate 


everybody, to get everybody's agenda done. I think you have to put 
it in that context. 


Yes? 


Q Economic Minister Salinas, on Friday night in a 
speech to the Wilson Center, talked about the preeminent importance 
to Mexico of trying to resolve the problems with -- the long-term 
problems with the debt; specifically, trying to get the United States 
to use its influence to rework the different terms, not only for 
Mexico, but for all of Latin America. Can you be a little bit more 
specific about what the U.S. -- I mean, for example, does the U.S. 


attempt, or going to -- What are they going to do to reassure Mexico 
about -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ‘ell, look, let me try 
ané put it in perspective for you. I've been dealing with this Latin 
American debt question fairly close hand since September of 1982, 
starting first with the Mexican as a spin-off on others, then the 
Brazilian, and now -- all of them. And what you get is a continuing 
set of discussions that roll along depending on what the state of play 
is at that time. 
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What is actively under discussion, and not -- between 
U.S. private -- U.S. private banks, U.S. government officials, 
debtor countries, other central banks, other private banks, other 
governments, is the three issues that count. 


One is the interest rate. Two is the term of the 
loans. And third is the sc-called grace periods and non-grace 
periods. In other words, somehow trying to alleviate the inter- 


nal burden from a socio-political aspect of taking necessary 
economic ends. 


And so those subjects kind of roll around. There isn't 
any "one place that it's stopped at, at this time. 


Q On this business of pressure, when Minister 
Sepulveda was here last month, the senior U.S. official who 
conducted the official. background briefing after the talks, 
said flatly and categorically that, for reasons of enlightened 
American self-interest, if no other, there was absolutely no 
intent of using U.S. economic and financial aid as a means of 


pressure against Mexico. Mr. Sepulveda, speaking on the record, 
said he hadn't heard a word of that. 


Your answer seems to be a little bit more 
equivocal. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I didn't mean to 
be equivocal. All I'm telling you is that you always let the 
other fellow know those things that are important to you, as 


you discuss all of the issues. I'm not suggesting the pressure 
thing. 


Yes? 


Q Is there any new loan package for Mexico this 
time like the one of ‘82? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not that I'm aware 
of. They're in fairly good shape. They don't come up for a 
renegotiation of their debt. Earliest possible would be late 
‘85, I think. 


Q Is it possible that you may bring it up at some. 
point, like you did in Brazil, when you said there would be no 
loan package and then suddenly it was -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTMATION OFFICIAL: Wo, no. I think 
that -- I kind of remember that rather succinctly, and I dcn'‘t 
think that's the way it worked. Out no, if that was your worry, 
given your analysis of how that happened, which isn't mine, don't 
worry about it this time, all right? (Laughter.) 


Q ° On this Bolivia -- 


Q - Does the administration have a position on -- 
does the administration have a position on -- 


MORE 














— ~-@-~ _— . 


-14- r 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Did you see that 
sign in Sao Paolo when you went there? 


Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Where it says, 
"The people of Boliviz: welcome the President of Canada .*> 
(Laughter .) 


Q The proposal for catholic interest rates, 
some kind of a catholic interest rate, perhaps a capitalization 
of it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. That's one 
that has been under discussion, mainly in non-U.S. covernmental 
circles, for a while. And it has all kinds of ramifications 
that you can go through. It's -- one of the manv ideas«that people 
are trying to figure out is, in order to take these economic 
steps that you have to, from an economic point of view, how do 
you ease the political-social burdens within a country. That's 
one idea, by itself. We don't have any firm position on it. 


Q You don't have a position on it one way or the 
other? ; 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I'd say -- 


there's ups and downs on that. We could spend an hour and a 
half on it. 


Q How about domestic interest rates? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? How about 
the what? 


Q Domestic interest rates. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's one of the 
things. You can get involved in all kinds of things. 


Q Do you have a position on Michael Jackson? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You guys, why do 
you stay here so long? You've got Michael Jackson with a glove on 


his hand out there. What's the matter with you? 


Q Pete -- Pete -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you. 
Q Yow is it that -- how is it that -- 

Q No, thank you. 

Q Oh, come on. Is that a way to act? 

Q Come on, you Ss. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 10:43 A.M. EDT 
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The Briefing Room 
11:52 A.M. EDT 


MR. SIMS: This briefing -- may I have your attention -- 
the briefing will be ON BACKGROUND. It's attributable to a Senior 
Administration Official. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The meeting was divided 
in two parts. There was a one-on-one that ran about 40 minutes more 
than was scheduled and then the two Presidents joined their respective 
Cabinet members in the Cabinet Room. The information I can give you 
on the one-on-one, we'll have to get a furtherreadout for you later, 
because it was virtually a one-on-one. 


Q With a translator? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. With interpreters 
only. And the subject, most of the time, was Central America, where 
both Presidents were able to lay out their thoughts and programs on 
the area. They both agreed that the search for peace in Central 
America was the primary objective for both countries. President Reagan 
had an opportunity to explain to President de la Madrid the Jackson 
Plan and its deliberations in Congress, and President de la Madrid was 
able to give President Reagan his thoughts on the matter and, also, his 


trip through Latin America in which he discussed it with other Latin 
leaders. 


And, as I said, the meetings just broke; we've not got 
a full readout yet. We hope to have one for you later. 


The second meeting discussec the bilateral is‘uves, and 
basically they were broken down into four areas, and they were grouped 
this way: One was the fiscal-financial setting; the second was the 
whole area of trade and investments; and the third area had to do with 
border issues; and the fourth area was miscellaneous issues. And as 
the meeting ran over, we did not get into the last two in any depth 
other than to mention them. 


The focus of the meeting was on the trade-investment area. 
As I think I indicated to you the other cay, we're very close on a 
subsidies agreement, something we've been working on for two years 
pursuant to our laws that require consultations with Congress and the 
private sector that is ongoing at this time. We're also very close 
to getting a framework agreement on how to proceed on trade and invest- 
ment issues and then there's -- in the investment area there are a 
couple of investment areas that still need some more work. 


It was agreed -- we all agreed where we were and what 
needed to be done, and the three of them are interrelated per se, 
and so it would be difficult to push one forward without the others. 
None of these are in -- the type of things that Presidents would sign 
per se, yet it requires, obviously, Presidential attention. And so 
in the balance of this visit here the counterparts will be meeting on 
these specific points and trying to get =her firmly resolved. 


The meeting just broke up a5cut 10 minutes ago, going 
beyond schedule. Yes, Helen? 


Q The cive-and-take on Central America seemed parti- 

-,.arlvy harsh on the President's part. “e was really saying wake up, 
“e ioc, wou're closing your eves, vcu're pcurins casoline. Was that 
ented? lt mean, dees *o fee. that cde ia “adr.is coesn't understand 
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what's scinc on? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I don't think it's 
~~ I com'= think that President Reagan doesn't think President de la 
Macric doesn’t understand. You have to remember that this is their 
third meecing and at La Paz, as you may recall, it went on for quite 
awhile. So what you're starting from -- 


Q Retaliation for La Paz? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, no, no. We don't -- 
I see no reason to retaliate for La Paz but -- that's a personal probes. 
(Laughter.) You're going to get me started here. I'll start 


thinking 
-- all I could think of was J Carter, when vou started saying that. 
{Laughter.) 


Okay, Helen, thanks a heap for making me -- where was I? 
Anyway, one of the things I think you have to keep in mind is this is 
the thireé round. Those two know exactly that the other one understands 
this subject very well, so it's not a question of having to explain 
the facts of life per se; it's more to explain the perceptions, those 
thincs that they consider important to each other. 


The other thing that you have to understand is that in 
order for a dialogue like this to take place, there has to be a warm 
and strong personal relationship between the two people and that 
exists. You could see it from the moment greeted each other and 
how they address each other. That's two Presidents who have trust and 


faith in each other and, also, a waftm personal understanding between 
them. 


Q Do you think either will convince the other? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think it’s a ques- 
tion so such of convincing as it is ensuring that the other understands 
the perspective from which he looks at it. I*'s not a question of 
factual per se as it is the importance that each attaches to different 
aspects of a very complex problem. 


Q In your view, what was the reason for the unusually 
strong language the President chose to make the points on Nicaragua 


and that region? He's made the same points in less strong language 
before. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I was about to 
sive you my answer until you made that last clause, but in my pers- 
pective I think I've seen the different languages the President has 
used on different occasions. I don't find it any stronger. Let's face 
facts. The President feels very strongly on this issue and so 


when he vocalizes it, I think you can expect it to be done in a firm 
manner. ' 


Yes? 


Q Why do you say, though, that there's faith and 
trust? It sounds as though President de la Madrid is indeed concerned 
that the President will do something in Central America that he doesn't 
approve of and -- faith and trust, does that exactly describe the 
fee.ing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, I think so, yes. 
I think that faith and trust does in the sense that they have that 
ability to be able to speak to each other and if one gives them an 
answer, that it is-certainly a believable answer. 

Yes, ma'am? 

Q Do you think that any of President de la Madrid‘s 


sor--ents, his warnings, were directed at the United States, for 
instance, when he talked about the importance of abiding by 
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international law? Do you think that was a reference to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 1 think you have to ask 


President de la Madrid what his intentions were there. I didn't read 
it that way. 


Yes? 

Q Do you think, also, that -- 
Q How do you read it? 

Q Yes, how do you read it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay, I read it as one 
of several items on a menu in which he subscribed to certain principles, 


and I think if you -- you could find that most people could agree with 
the texts of both speeches. 


Yes? 


Q Coming back to the GATT issue and trade, investment -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is an issue normally 


before GATT but, seeing as Mexico doesn't belong to GATT, it is not a 
GATT issue. Trade and subsidies, okay. 


Q Do you think that there will be something signed 
during these two days? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you have to under- 
stand that signing is not something that you can do on a subsidies 
agreement for the reason I just told you, in that there is an ongoing 
Congressional and private-sector consultations now. And that, by law, 
will take -- will continue long after, or after this visit terminates. 


We could conceivably reach agreement on all three of 
these. We're very close on two of them because of the interrelation, 
and that was where the focus of the attention was and, from a bi- 
lateral point of view. is a major focus of this visit, is the inter- 
relation of those three topics, the trade and investment and the 
subsidies agreement. 


Q Did the question of El -- 


Q Do you expect some kind of joint communique or 
some kind of statement coming out of the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We don't normally use 
joint communiques here, and I don't anticipate that there will be a 
joint communique at this time. 


Q Did the question of LDC debt come up? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question of LDC debt 
came up in the context of the difficulty that debtor countries face 
in meeting their payments while taking austerity measures in their 
countries, and the attendant sociopolitical impacts that they have. 


Q Did President de la Madrid ask President Reagan 
for any measures such as a cap in the interest rate charged by U.S. 
banks to debtor countries? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, no, he did not ask 
the President for anything other than outlining for him the chal s 
he sees ahead. He reviewed briefly Mexicc's steps from September, ‘62, 
as you may recall, when that issue first ame to i ht, through now, 
and then talked about the different components that need to be 
addressed in the future. He did not menticn caps specifically. 


MCRE 
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Q How does he like the Jack Anderson column? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I didn’t ask hin. 


Q Was there a discussion cf the United States defic:- 


= effects on neighboring nations beizg able to meet their own 
s? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. What was discusseé 
was, mertion was made of the U.S. trade deficit in that it has two 
impacts. One is, the U.S. trade deficit cbviously helps other countries 
and, secondly, from a domestic point of view, U.S. trade deficit, an 


inordinately large one, is not totally a healthy thing. It was put in 
that context. 


Yes, sir? 


Q Did the two guys talk specifically -- (laughter) -- 
about El Salvador? 


Q -- two guys talking. (Laughter.) 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would -- let me put it 
this way -- I would assume £1 Salvador was mentioned, because of the 
discussion on Central America, but that's one of those that I would 
have to get a fuller readout before I could specifically answer your 
question. 


Yes? 


Q Are we going to get a fuller readout on that? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll try. 

Q When and where? | 

Q And how? ° 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right now I'm trying 
to make lunch in about 15 minutes, but I would think that some time 


after, and it's subject to Bob and the rest of then, some time after 


termination of the visit, shortly right afterwards, that we could 
maybe do -- 


Q Termination of the visit. Do you mean in two days? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, yes. 
Q Was there any discussion -- 


Q Today's one-on-one, the readout's going to wait 
til -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'll tell you 
what. It's subject to being able to get a deeper readout. We are 
going to try to do what we can for you, Fut I'm gcing to have to talk 
with Bob as to how they want to handle that. All I do is get up here 
and do a speaking part; I don't figure oct when or where. 


Do you know, did the President ciscuss the like i- 
hood of the offensive in El Salvador in the fall in specific -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I den't know if that 
was brought up. 


yes, ma‘am? 
I don't think I understocd ycur answer to the ques- 


ticn abcut de la Madrid's reference to ixternatiozal law. You dcn*s 
think it had anything to -- it was not ir any way related to the 
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President, President Reagan's decision to take U.S. li in 
America above World Court jurisdiction? ~— — 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You know, I think you 
have to ask President de la Madrid what he had in mind. 


Q You said, “I didn't read it that way," so you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I didn't read it 
as sticking out. As I said, what it was, was a menu of all the things 
that we can subscribe to -- 


Q Okay, and what about -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And if you read -- if you 
look at his speech, it was one tick of several, and it was in there. 


Q What about when he talked about rejecting inter- 
ventionist solutions of any kind, I think, was the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's not a new phrase. 


Q Okay, so you don’t think that's directly related to 
our support of -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You'd have to ask hia 
what he meant. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes? 


Q Was there any discussion of President Reagan's view 
reiterated last week, that the turmoil in Central America could some 
Gay destabilize Mexico? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I didn't get that full 
a readout. I don't know if it was mentioned or not; it vas not given 
to me in the quick brief that I got from the interpreter. 


Yes, sir? 


Q Would you quarrel with the characterization based 
on my reading that the two men agreed to disagree in their meeting 
about their perspective on Central America? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would not quarré@l with 
it, with this caveat, and that caveat is that rarely do two heads of 
state that have as | issues before them agree on everything before 
them. I think you would find that a rare occasion. 


Yes, ma‘am? 

Q Obviously, both leaders feel ve strongly about 
this issue, and their views are very different on it. Does that pose 
any threat to their relationship? Does this put any strain -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I think it’s « 
testimonial to the personal relationship between the two. Did i 
answer your question? 


Yes, sir? 


Q When you said that trade,investment and subsidies 
are interrelated, are you saying that we would like to see the 
Mexicans make concessions on the subsidy issue in return for our 
openine our market more to their goods? Is that where the inter- 
relaticnship -- 
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en eeane SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I think that 

Y, &8 you know, chese things, if you know anything about the 
subsidies code, and the rest of it, it's an Excedr 

subject, but the subsidies issue by itself -- two of negotiation 
covering all of the ~~ and then you have idies which affects 
countervailing duties, ch affects the ability of products to come in. 
Then you have trade and investment, trade between the two, investments 
on both sides, so they both spill over. 


You can take them as components by themselves, and the 
components seem to be getting there. It's as you br them together 
that you get a little spillover. And so it's not really I'll trade 
you Board Walk for Park Place and then Get Out of Jail Pree. It's not 
that kind of close linkage. 


MR. SIMS: On that, could we have one sore? 


Q Was there a reference to the draft treaty, the 
Contadora draft? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. I hope 
to be able to get further information for you. I don't know that it 
was referred to in the one-on-one. 


Q Is it possible to oe ee ee a ae 
without interpretation, just details, later today? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You'll have to ask Bob. 
I'm available to help wherever I can. 


Q What's the answer on -- 
Q -- another meeting Thursday? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I believe that there is 
a breakfast meeting scheduled Thursday morning. 


Q What's the answer, Bob? I mean, you know, we'd sort 
of like to find out what -- 


MR. SIMS: There is a breakfast meeting scheduled -- 
No, no, we'd like to find out -- 


Wrong question. 
-- what happened today today. 


gee © 


. SIMS: We'll have to consult. Thank you. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 12:05 P.M. EDT 
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BY 
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The Briefing Room 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't 
know how much time we've got. What I think I should do is 
, really break this down into three segnents. 


First of all, going the highlights of what 
will happen on the trip. ange king about the economic 
side of the summit, and we've some expertise here. I'm not 


an economist. And thirdly, talk about the political side of 
the summit. 


Let me begin with the trip. As you know, the Presi- 
Gent is scheduled -- and I think before I go into the - ro 
of the trip, I think we should all bear in mind that a lot o 
the details are now just being ironed out so this is the best fix 
we've got at this stage. 


But right now, the President is scheduled to arrive 
at Ashford Castle in Ireland on Friday, June ist. 


On Saturday, June 2nd, he will be working in the 
morning, and in the afternoon, will travel to Galway. There will 
be a ceremony at University College -- 


Q Can you speak just -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- at University 
2+ i Tes College at Galway. He will make some -- the present plan is 
that he will make some remarks at the University College. 
Q Can you turn it on high volume? 
Q Let's skip this. 
Q Larry just -- 


SENTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You want it -- all 
right, I'm sorry. 


Q Larry just gave -- 





SENTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay, let me talk 
about -- 


Q What's the purpose of this trip? 

Q Here's the right hand. Sere's the left hand. 
The right hand just gave that chronology. I'm wondering if the 
left hana knew weet the right hand was -- had done. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Apparently it didn't, 
Sar. 


Q All right, fine. 


STNIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What would you like 
*o hear about now? The summit? 


Q Yes. 


Europe «i 














Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All right. The 
summit is the tenth in a series, and I think most importantly, 
they have been a useful link for consultations on Western 
economic concerns as well as political topics. 


I think while there has been an inevitable tendency 
to look for immediate results from these meetings, I think that 
history has demonstrated that probably the most important by-product 
has been the opportunity for the heads of government of the 
Western industrialized -- the most important Western industrialized 
democracies -- to discuss in a fairly intimate surroundings what's -- 
the concerns that are uppermost on their minds. 


We think that, in the last year, since Williams- 
burg, which we thought was a major success, that progress has 
been made on international economic consensus, largely as a 
result of the growing convergence of economic policies that the 
President first advocated at the Ottawa summit in 1981. 


The economic conditions in the summit countries 
today contrast significantly with those prevailing before 
Williamsburg last year. Most importantly, of course, the U. S. 
recovery has surpassed optimistic predictions in 1983. 


And the strong recession-induced protectionist 
pressures in the United States and other industrialized coun- 
tries have largely been checked. 


In other words, the mator industrialized countries 
have successfully resisted pressures for protectionism, and 
that has aided the recovery, which is underway in the United 
States and, now, in other Western countries. 


And, finally, U. S. and Western European tensions 
over economic relations with the Soviet Union have y 
abated. The kind of debate the grew up, say, at Ve lles, 
after Versailles, and disagreements over issues like the pipe- 


line have abated, and there's a growing consensus on East-West 
econoric relations. 


At the summit in London, the economic objectives, 
I think, can be stated as follows: 


We want to promote policies that will assure the 
non-inflationary recovery in the Western industrialized 
countries. 


We want to make sure that that non-inflationary 
recovery which is now apparent spreads to the rest of the world. 


We think that if we can sustain growth, non-infla- 
tionary growth, within the industrialized world, that the growth 
of the developinc world I suspect could average some 4.5% annually 
between 1985 and 1990. 


Of course, that would go a long way to scl 
some of the current debt problems and other economic difficul- 
ties that the developing world is facing. 


Secondly, we want to maintain and expand the open 
trading and financial system. We want to reaffirm the strong 
commitment made at Killiamsburg and earlier to resist protec- 
tionisnm. We want to reach early acreement on a new trade rounc 
tc achieve comprehensive trade liberalization. We'd like to 
ercourace further work in appropriate instituticns to prorote 
—arket-oriented economic adjustment. We want to work for 
ctntinuinge organization 
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of economic adjustment. We want to work for continuing management 
of debt problems under a five-point strategy. Current strategy 

is based on flexible case-by-case approach. And we believe it 
neecs to be reinforced, not replaced. This is the theme that Don 
Regan has been emphasizing in this week's OECD niristerial in Paris. 


We believe that our current debt strategy has shown 
its merits over the last year in coping with the rost difficult 
debt crisis, such as Argentina. 


We want to encourage greater coordination between the 
IMF and the World Bank to ensure that lending and adjustment policies 
are consistent. We want to help deal with African economic problems. 
And, as you know, we have proposed an African Economic Policy Initiative. 
And we would welcome other countries joining in on that initiative. 


And, finally, in the economic area, we will also seek 
acreement to continue cooperative work in COCOM. That's the 
coordinating committee of Western countries, Japanese, NATO, OECD 
and the International Energy Agency in order to obtain a broadened 
consensus on economic and security implications of East-West economic 
relations. That, very briefly stated is the -- the economic objectives. 


Now, on the political side, I think those of you who 
have covered summits in the past know that while the formal agenda 
focuses on economic issues, there is time for discussions of 
political issues. Normally, the meals where the heads are together 
is usually given over to political discussions. We expect that 
pattern to be followed this year. 


And there -- we will probably break down the political 
discussions into three broad catagories. First, East-West relations 
and security questions. Secondly, the Middle East and -- including, 


for example, Iran-Iraq. And another third category would be other 
regional issues. 


Just a few themes, again, and then I'll let you -- I'll 
be happy to answer your questions. We'd like to demonstrate -- 


Q Do what, sir? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'd like to demonstrate, 
as we did last year at Williamsburg, that the interests of the summit 
seven democracies are both convergent and global; that these 
countries -- the countries represented at the summit have common 
political and security interests; that, since Williamsburg, a 
successful implementation of INF deployment in Europe; a concerted 
response to the Soviet downing of the KAL airliner; and the 
common consultations which are now taking place over Iran and Irag -- 

I think all reflect the growing convergence and commonality of 
international concerns of those countries represented at the summit. 


In other words, we hope to demonstrate that Japan, 
Europe and North America can work together successfully. There 
has been some debate in recent months over the question of whether 
there is a refocus of the U.S. interests and concerns toward Asia, 
away from Europe. We will want to underline the fact that the 
United States has global interests, is a global power, doesn't 
choose between Asia and Europe and can have strong ties with both. 
We believe that the NATO Alliance is healthy. And here, just to 
remind you that there will be a NATO ministerial meeting of the 
NATO Foreign Ministers on May 28, 29 and 30th -- that's -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <- 29, 30, 31 == 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thark you -- 29, 30, 
31, dust prior to the London summit. And the President will be 
participating in that ministerial meeting. So, we think that that 
will demonstrate a strona cohesion, solidarity within the Alliance 
and is, as I said, a useful prelude to the summit in London. 


In addition to the strength of the NATO Alliance, 
obviously, the U.S. relationship with the Pacific Basin is growing, 
a@ very strong economic and political relationship. So our real 
interest with the summit, as in other meetings, is to foster a growing 
trend of consultation and cooperation at a variety of levels. 


Now, you recall that last year at Williamsburg, the 
heads of government decided that they would release a statement on 
security and arms control. That was a decision taken at Williamsburg 
and as -- at this moment there is no plan, other than to have an 
extensive discussion of political issues, to release a similar state- 
ment or another statement. So there could be that possibility. Once 
the heads get there, they may decide that thev want to release some- 


thing publicly, but the real focus or emphasis would be on confidential 
consultations. 


I just might add one thing which I neglected to add, and 
that is that in addition to those sort of broad subject areas in the 
political area that i mentioned, the East-West, Middle East, Iran- 
Irag, and other regional issues, there will be a discussion on 
international terrorism. It has been traditional that the subject 
of terrorism be discussed at these summit meetings. And view of 
the fact that the British are hosting this meeting and their recent 


episode in St. James Square, with the episode, or the incident there, 
it's clear that this will be a subject on the agenda. 


Q To what extent do you think Central America will 
be discussed, and what is the President prepared to say there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I know that the 
President will be prepared to address Central America. And if it 
is -~ there's an interest in discussing that when they do move to 
other regional issues, I'm sure it will be discussed. The President -- 


Q Several of these nations have been rather critical 
of our policy there. Surely, they'll want to discuss it, won't they? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not aware of the 
kind of criticism that you're referring to -- 


Q France. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: When we had a visit 
recently from President Mitterrand, Central America was addressed. 
But I'm not aware of any sharp public criticism. We have differences 
with all of the countries on nearly every regional issue, but -- and 
I'm sure the subject will probably come up and there will be a dis- 
cussion or it. I'm not aware of criticisn. 


Steve? 


Q Last year, it was the U.S.'s initiative that there 
be a statement on security issues, I believe. This year, obviously, 
with the British being the host, there might not be that role to play 
for U.S. initiative, but what's our -- what would the U.S. or what 
would the President like to see coming out of -- 


Q Lecture the Dutch. 


Q -- this summit? For example, what would be your 
view about reaffirmation -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our view is that you 
seed something to say. And I think we won't knew, Steve, until the 
heads of government get together at the first meeting and kind of 
4iscuss “arious issues. And a lot of things can haspen between now and 
“ser. Ard © don't think anybody is interesteé in sre-judging what they 
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One of the things we have consistently tried to do -- 
and I think most of the other governments participating in the 
summit are trying to do -- is not try to over-structure these meetings 
where people, where leaders talk from points that bureaucrats have 
produced for them -- where they have an opportunity to really address 
what's on their mind. And I think that as a result, I think if there 
were something worth saying and there was an agreement by all the 
heads that it should be said, then perhaps we would see something. 


But at this stage, we haven't identified any specific issue area that 
looks like a candidate. 


Moreover, as you pointed out, the British hosts will 


probably want to take the lead if anyone desires to do something like 
this. 


The real emphasis -- let me just go.back to this -- the 
real emphasis on these meetings is not so much on producing statements 
or communiques. The real emphasis is trying to create an intimate 
atmosphere where heads of government have an opportunity to talk about 
problems face to face. 


Q Well, can I just follow? I mean, last year -- 
last year's statement, strictly speaking, substantively, did nothing 
but reaffirm existing policies. So it was felt that there was a need 
to do that because of the climate in Europe and to send a message to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICAL: Well, strictly speaking -- 


Q -- to Moscow. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- that's not correct 
because what it reaffirmed was a decision taken by the military arm 
of NATO. At the summit, there were two important countries that are 
not affiliated. What we had in that statement was a decision by the 
French government to support that December '79 deployment decision, 
and you also had a decision by the Japanese government to support 
that and to also endorse language that talked about security being -- 
or looking at security on a global basis. 


Q Well, what I'm asking is what is your sense of the 
climate in Europe and of the attitude toward the Soviet Union -- of 


the Soviet Union toward the negotiations that might be clarified by 
a joint statement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you mean if I -- 
I could give you my own personal views, but I have no way of knowing 
what the heads of government would think. I think that -- 


Q Well, what are your views? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that regardless . 
of whether there is any statement or not -- and I don't -- as 
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I said before, I doubt very much there will be at this stage. 
But I think there is agreement by all our close allies that the 
West, as a whole, and the Japanese want to pursue a strategy of 
being ready and open for a dialogue with the Soviet Union, that 
we want to maintain our cohesion, we want to maintain a military 
balance. But we're prepared to talk to the Soviet Union. And 

I think there's a desire that the Soviet Union come back to 

the negotiating table and negotiate in good faith. 


Q With interest rates on the rise here in 
the United States and the strength of the dollar again rising 
in world money markets, do you expect the same kind of criticisa 
of interest rates here, federal deficits and the pressure that was 
put on the U.S. last year to intervene in world money markets? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think 
that -- On the first question, I don't -- I mean, on the last 
question, I don't think there will be -- we don't see the same 
pash, for example, in the International Monetary Conference, 
the sort of idea that the French were advocating a year ago. 


I think there clearly will be some discussion 
of interest rates. There will be a discussion of the deficit. 
But I think the important point -- and I tried to highlight it 
in talking about the international economic issue -- is that 
the U.S. economy is growing, that we are beginning t> see growth 
in other industrialized economies, that that is the solution 
to the economic problems, not only of the industrialized world, 
but the less developed world, and that it has been 9.S. growth 


which offers a real opportunity for other economies to also 
grow. 


And, for example, you mentioned the budget 
deficit, but an equally important factor is the trade deficit, 
which has given, for example, other competitors to the United 
States a real opportunity to expand their trade. 


So I think that there will certainly be discussions 
of deficits and interest rates. But the -- I think what people 
will want to focus on, more than anything else, is how to sustain 
non-inflationary growth, which has been a key Reagan administration 
goal in every summit. And we've seen over t*e last three years, 
quite candidly, is a growing convergence on that strategy by 
all of our major economic partners. 


There's a basic consensus now on major economic 
policy and on the need for non-inflationary growth. 


Q What is the President prepared to tell 
the other members of the summit in regard to the deficits, 
on what kind of progress, or lack of progress -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think 
mainly what he will want to say is what we have been saying 
here. And that is that we would like, of course, to bring 
the deficits down and we have a program for doing that. 


I don't think we will also say that it is a 
mistake to blame the interest rates purely on the deficit, 
that much of it has to do with some uncertainty in tne financial 
community over whether or not we can sustain a low rate of in- 
flation. 


John. 
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Q The fact is that at Williamsburg there were 
talks going on in Geneva. This is the first summit -- or the 
first of these summits that has taken place without any realistic 
hope of any kind of progress in Soviet-American relations. How 
much flack do you expect to get on that issue? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think we'll 
get very little because I think that they, like us, believe 
that it is the Soviet Union's fault that there are no negotiations 
going on. I mean, we didn't walk away from the Geneva negotiating 
table. They did. They walked away because we started the deploy- 
ment of some missiles; but we were ready and willing to negotiate, 
and did negotiate for two years while the Soviet Union deployed 
over a hundred SS-20 missiles. 


So we're under no pressure and expect to be under 
no pressure either in the NATO Ministerial Meeting, that will be 
held here at the end of the month, or in London, to make any 
concessions to return to the negotiating table. 


1 think everyone recognizes that we should 
negotiate without pre-conditions. 


Q Do you expect that the waffling by the 


Dutch on the deployment. of the missiles will impact -- will 
have any impact on how the allies of 

















the summit will treat the medium range missile issue? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'm -- you know, 
now you're getting into questions about what these heads are going 


to focus on. It's not clear that they're going to spend very much 
time on the INF issue. 


I mentioned East-West relations and security questions. 
It's impossible to predict. But my own personal view is, no, that 
it's clear that with or without the Dutch, that the Alliance is going 
to go forward with the deployment of those missiles in the absence 
of an arms control agreement. At the same time, we're ready to begin 


those negotiations the minute the Soviet Union is prepared to return 
to the table. 


Chris? 


Q Obviously, as you say, a lot can happen between 
now and then, but based on the situation in the Persian Gulf now, how 
important do we see it that there be a unified and public statement 
by Europe, North America, and Japan about a common policy on the 
Persian Gulf? And secondly, are we satisfied in terms of our current 
consultations on that that Europe is on board with the United States 
in terms of both diplomatic and military moves? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have had intense 
consultations, first of all, with the allies on Iran and Iraq. Those 
consultations have been going on for several months. So this is not 
something that we have just geared up in the last week or so. We have 
worked particularly closely with those countries that have some ability 
to influence developments in the region. Countries that have some 
military capability, for example. We have worked very closely with 
the countries in the region itself. 


I suspect that the subject of Iran and Irag will clearly 
come up at the summit. They will want to address the subject. But 
to talk again about a public statement, just let me say this very 
Clearly -- we have no plan at this time for any public statements 
covering either Iran or Iraq, or any other subject. The key to a suc- 
cessful summit, in our view, is that the heads of government have an 


opportunity in a fairly informal atmosphere to address issues and to 
Go it candidly. 


Q If I can follow up, though. I mean, I think there 
is some sense that at this point, the European allies are not prepared 
necessarily to support -- or at least there is some doubt about whether 
they're prepared to support the U.S. militarily, if not ened 
in that area. I mean, do we feel it's important that they -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Prepared to do what? 


Q Whatever would be needed in terms of military action 
to keep the Gulf open. 


Q He's talking about would we go to wer? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's certainly no 
signs of that. I mean, you're asking me to speculate on what countries 
might do in certain circumstances and that's a dangerous thing. There's 
certainly no signs that I can see that we have any fundamental difference 
with any of our close allies on the situation in the Gulf. 


Q And in terms of what they're prepared to do along 
with us to keep the Gulf open? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATON OFFICIA.: ‘i'm simply saying that 
we save had very intensive consultations, I think very useful consv)- 
tations on the subject. And, again, I don't see any important 
d.fferences between the United States anc its close allies. 


Either militarily er 3isloratically? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. 


Q What's the possibility of a statement -- what do 
the British want in terms of a statement on terrorism, do you know? 
not even 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Again, I'm 
aware of their desiring a statement on terrorism. I think that 
traditionally -- and I'm glad, so that I can clear this up again -- 
traditionally, the subject of terrorism has been discussed at the 
summit meetings. We expect the subject to come up again, but we have 
no plans, and we're not aware of any plans for a statement. 


Q If I can follow up on terrorism in a different 
sense -- I mean, between the IRA and Libya, I wonder is there any 
extraordinary security that's going to be under -- in effect in 
London to protect all of the leaders? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that a defi- 
nition, anytime that you get the seven heads of the world's st 
industrialized democracies together, you're going to have fairly 
extraordinary security precautions. 


Q But do you think there's any -- particularly in 
view of the IRA and Libya? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not aware of any- 
thing emanating especially from those two concerns. 


Q Will you be sharing with the other allies the new 
U.S. policy on terrorism, and will you be discussing efforts of 
active defense? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have -- I think -- 
I don't think, actually, that that kind of detail is -- would be 
addressed at the heads of government level. We have had discussions 
with our close allies on the subject of terrorism, explaining our 
views and listening to theire. 


Q Do you have any political objectives from the 
Irish trip? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think that -- 
Q Yes, we sure do. (Laughter.) They're here. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I have objectives. 
I have objectives which are -- you can laugh about it, but the fact 
is that as the Irish become -- take on the Presidency of the 
Community on July lst. It just so happens that the European Community 
is facing some very difficult problems, as you probably know, over the 
cuestion of their budget, over the question of their expansion, possible 
expansion of the European Community, as well as the on the question of 
where European political cooperation will go. And so, I think it's 
very timely, in fact, to have a dialogue with President Hillery and 
the Prime Minister FitzGerald on the question of how they plan to 
exercise their leadership role in the Community. 


Q There's talk about rather massive demonstrations 
timed for the President's visit. What kind of intelligence do y 
have or. that, whether you think there will be any embarrassment 
concerning his visit there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there are 
a lot of small groups that would, I think, like to take advantage 
of the President's visit, inboth Ireland and Britain, to embarrass 
the President. We don't think they will succeed. I will remind 
you that we had a fairly formidabie demonstration in Bonn in the 
summer of 1982 on the whole question of nuclear missiles. It did 
not prevent that NATO summit from ending successfully. We doubt 
that any demonstrations in London will hamper the meetings. There 
will probably alsc be some demonstrations in Ireland on the subject 
of Central America, but, again, 1 think that -- they will not 
have any real impact on the success of the visit. 


Q You mentioned the EC's problems on their 
budget. Is --In practical terms, their disarray over their budget 
and their agricultural policy, does that throw up a roadblock 
on progress on protectionism and some of the other issues that 
have been discussed in the past? In other words, is the U.S. 


restrained from being able to take on some of these issues be- 
cause of the divisions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, we're not 
restrained -- In a sense, Steve, I'm glad you asked that question 
because I should remind e\ :ryone that in addition to the seven 
heads of government, that the President of the EC Commission also 
participates in these meetings and that is Gaston Thorn. You'll 
recall that he was at Williamsburg -- but what it does is that 
it creates, potentially, because the Europeans -- the EC is 
facing a budget crisis. They are sometimes tempted, in order 
to raise money to take protectionist measures, for example, 
against -- their exports of U.S. agricultural products. We're 
concerned that if they take such steps that Congress will re- 
taliate and we could have a situation where this -- our effort 
to sustain economic growth and expand trade could be set back 

growing tariff barriers. And so we have maintained a dialogue 
with the community on this subject. And so far, I think, we 
have staved off a trade war between the United States fairly 


successfully -- the United States and the EC. And we hope to 
continue to do so. 


Q When Kohl was here, he pushed for a summit, 
a get-acquainted summit, and he did feel that some concessions 
should be made. Has there been some prior agreement not to 
ask the U.S. for any concessions in terms of easing East-West 
tensions? Is that all fixed in the -- concrete? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I just want to 
emphasize, I don't see any major disagreements between the United 
States and its closest allies -- 


Q They don't all agree in the way the U.S. 
has performed in the East-West -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATIOKN OFFICIAL: Wo, they may 
not; but what I'm trying to say is I don't see any major 
disagreements between the United States and its key allies on 
the question of what our posture should be at this stage toward 
the Soviet Union. 


In other words, I'm not aware of any call from 
any major ally, and I was just in Europe chairing a meeting on 
this subject earlier this week -- ary call for the United States 
to make negotiating concessions to bring the Soviets back to 
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the table. They, like us, believe that that would be a sign 
of weakness rather than strencth and that if we were to 
making concessions, the Soviet reaction would to 
back to the table, but to wait us out with the hope tha 
would then stimulate further concessions, that -- I thi 
is genuine agreement that we need to be firm, but 
time be open to negotations. 


Q But the question was on -- 
MR. SIMS: -- the last one. 


Q ~~ the summit. The question was whether -- 
this subject of a U.S.-Soviet summit. You say, no -- negotiating 
concession; but that‘s not a negotiating concession. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, no, on the 
question of a summit, I'm not aware of any calls, any public 
or private calls at this time, for a U.S.-Soviet summit. Now, 
if you ask me, do you think it's likely that Chancellor Kohl or 
some other leader might in private conversation with the Presi-~ 
dent raise this, I don't know. It's a subject that could come 
up. 


Again, the of the meeting is to allow 
these people in a confidenti 
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atmosphere to have a pretty free-wheeling discussion and to raise 
those things that are on their mind. 


Q Are you aware of any call by our allies for Reagan 
to lower his rhetoric? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that they're 
all -- they're very happy with the way the Presicent is talking about 
U.S.-Soviet and East-West relations. dis definitive statement on 
this was his January 16th speech where he said he wanted to move the 
relationship to one of constructive cooperation. And I don't think 
you*ve seen very msany examples of excessive rhetoric on our side. 


What I would point you toward is the Soviet press which 
has recently begun calling George Shultz a “dim-wit", ing 
U.S. leadership to Adolf Hitler, and they recently called me “a 
petty snooper”. 


Q What? Wooo. (Laughter.) That's an outrage. 
(Laughter. ) 


Q That goes too far. (Laughter.) Goddammit, I 
won't stand for that. (Laughter.) 





Q Can we identify him for this last statement? 

Q As a “petty snooper*? 

Q Yes, we have to have “petty snooper” on the record. 
Q What did they call Sims? 


MR. SIMS: As long as it's only the Soviets who are 
calling him that. 


May I have your attention for one more minute. We will 
have a lid on from noon until 2:00 p.m., at which time, Larry Speakes 
will brief -- 


we put Q What did they say about Reagan? 
Q A headline, a deadline? 
MR. SIMS: A lid -- a lid. 
Q From noon until 2:00 p.a. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 11:43 A.M. EDT 
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PRESIDENT-ELECT DUARTE: Well, let me first say that I 
hed a very friendly talk with the President of 
told him that by the Presidency of £l Salvador, I a also 
ee to ay 
wk et - 
problems of looking for , 
the unjustice, and to solving the problems of the economy. 


if we lish our goal, with help of and with 
pation of all sectors, we will make our country stand firmly Gen - 
ocracy. 

Now, I put myself in your hands. 


Q Mr. President, what are the chances of obtaining 
the military aid that has been sought by your country now? 


PRESIDENT-ELECT DUARTE: Well, 5 ne ee eee 
in 


~~ ae 
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to be the resolution of the Uniced States Congress. That's not 

me to say. But one thing is important -- the aid that is needed 
the country now. Starting from the first of June that I will take 
office, it will be an aid to help democracy, to solve the problems, 
to look for peace, and to establish justice and liberty for our 
people. 


Q Mr. Duarte, Amnesty International says it is 
government and its security forces that are primarily respons 
for the deaths of 40,000 of your citizens since 1979. 


PRESIDENT-ELECT DUARTE: Let me say that, in the first 
place, I am not a government at this moment. I have not been in govr- 
ernment for two years. So I think that whoever says that 
sponsible for anything that happened in the last two years is mistaken. 


Second, can ignore the problems of the country. . . 
We all know it. You know it. I know it. The thing is mot to look 
backward. The thing is to look forward. a F , 
and to confront the problems and to try to solve ‘ 


I don't know of the report of Amnesty International. 
I've heard that they normally present things on «a sectoral besis. 
But whatever they say, I think that we have to understand thet this 
is an expression of the crisis that our country, the crisis of Central 
America is liv and that it needs « will, it needs an effort, 
it needs an aid from all sectors because the country alone -- I, 
4 President alone, 8 A or any sector of 
or the country all by itself cannot confront this big probles. 
all together we do. This is what I'm trying to tell my people. 


I have called for a social pact, which means that ali 


the Salvadorans working together to con@ront these problems. I 
talked to private en ise. I have talked to the military people. 
I have talked to the labor people. I have here with me 
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President Duarte -- 


Q 
Q President-elect -- how gsuch American aid do you need, 
and what happens if you don't get it? 


PRESIDENT-ELECT OUARTE: Let me say, I do not have the exact 
figures at this moment. I think that the United States has presented 
@ very well conformed plan, which is the Jackson Plan, written down by 
the Bipartisan Commission, and I think that they have made a thorough 
analysis. They went up to our country, they analyzed our problem, so 
they had the figures. 


If the Jackson Plan is approved, then, we think, that 


this is going to be a real support for the democracy we want to establish 
in our country. 


And the second question is only a supposition. If the 
United States will not approve the problems of aid for Central America, 
for my coun » I would say that they'd be making a mistake. But, 
I have pl to my people to work for democ -- our people working 
for peace. I'll try to open up the space for all sectors -- a 
Gemocratic space, so that qveryuoty from the extreme right to the 
extreme left will have an opportunity to incorporate themselves into. 
the democratic process; to have a national ogue so that we can leek 


for the solutions of our country. This is my aims, he Joy 
this is my work. a 


re) Mr. President -~ will you stop the killing? ~_° ~ 


ee J 
Q Mr. Duarte -- how long do you think the war will 
Q Will you stop the killing? Re 


PRESIDENT-ELECT OUARTE: Will I stop the killing? I heave 
never killed anybody. 


Q I said, will you see that the killing is pane 
in your country when you become President? 


PRESIDENT-ELECT DUARTE: I tell you, I have 
my people that i'm going to work hard to stop the death equads, + 
the abuses of authority, and to stop the cultural ~ oom that is 
in force in our country. 


Q Will that be enough? 

Q aAS CERESSEEA. RERGYD.ClvO FOR COT COE 

Q Will that be enough? ig 1 ' 

PRESIDENT-ELECT DUARTE: I ais Saecy a ee 
peace -- enough is, sometimes, where the whole country th safe 
and secure. And this is my ain. “- 

Q Mr. Duarte -- 

Q Thies has been an old problems, Mr. President, hew are 


going to solve this now? I mean, after so many years of killing, 
you have any new initiatives? 


°3 


PRESIDENT-ELECT DUARTE: Yes. I think that we have been 
working in the process, during 411 these years, and the election has 
been part of this process -- to give;the people of our country new 
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convictions, new values that have been lost for quite « while. 


When I came back from exile, I found a different country. 

ound @ country who had lost faith, who had lost hope. And the only 
hed in their mind was hate. Wow things are starting changing. 

The people they start believing. And I think that the first thing that 

we Go is to strengthen faith. If we do that, then we have the 


How, you're asking se for the mechanics. I think that 
the mechariics are not to be just expressed as the thing that we're going 
to do. And I have the will. And I said it in my language, in Spanish 
I say, “I have the gute to do it." (Laughter.) 


Q Mr. President, what did President Reagan tell you 
during the conversation with you? 


PRESIDENT-ELECT DUARTE: Well, we talk about the problems 
of £1 Salvador -- all the effort he's been doing. And he told me that 














the United States is backing up the process of democracy. He 
told me that he feels that the problems of the area are in- 
portant and that it’s difficult -- he told me that it's dif- 
ficult for El Salvador to try to sustain the solutions of tle 
problem with influence of other countries. (hat the problem of 
the influence of Nicaraguan.action in £l Salvador is creating 
problems. I agree with » Anm@Talso said that we had to 
get Central America a democratic area. 


And 3 said to him that I visit some of the 
countries of Central America and one of the President told me 
to tell him that now Central America has a democratic majority 
and we will have hopes that some day we will have a Central 
American unanimous democrat. 


Q Mr. Duarte, will the right wing let you 
govern? Will the right wing let you govern? 


PRESIDENT-ELECT DURATE: Let me say that there 
are people who are on the right and that they are private enter- 
prise and they'll be working. I already have talks with all the 
institutions of the economical right and they have agreed to 
discuss with us all the problems so that they can contribute 
in this social pact that I have called for. 


There might be some extreme right people who 
do not understand that they are destroying the solutions that 
the people wants. But I think that they'll be isolated by 
the majority of the people. 


We have won the election with 54 percent. I 
aim to win the other 46 percent. And I aim to win the people 
who 4id not want to vote or the le who did not want 
to participate. Because we all toge r, the Salvadoran, without 
discrimination is the only solution we can have. Por that 
reason, I am calling for the extreme right to understend that 
their participation, their behavior, their conduct, respecting 
the democratic rules is part of the solution of our peopie. 


And at the same time, I call on the extreme 
left to tell them, also, onthis same line, that their conduct, 
their behavior, their attitude, their participation on the 
process is the only solution for peace in our country. 


Nothing can be solved by violence, neither 
from the extreme right, neither from the extreme left. Only 
when we all understand that violence is not solution, killing 
people is not solution, destroying the minds of people is not 
a solution, but together, with faith, with hope, we can solve 
the problen. 


Thank you very much. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
ON REAGAN IRISH ANCESTRY 
AND TEE PRESID ‘S TRIP TO EUROPE 


May , 1984 


Room 450 
The Old Executive Office Buildinc 


2:32 P.M. EDT 


MR. FITZWATER: This is our second briefing on the 
President's trip to Ireland, Normandy and the London Economic Summit. 
M-ke Deaver, Deputy Chief of Staff, wiil brief on President Reagan's 
Irish ancestry anc the President's personal view of the trip. His 
O>ening statement will be on the record, and the Q&A to follow will 
be on Dackground, attributable to a Senior Administration Official. 


Following Mike will be a briefing on Irish pclitical 
issues on backcround attributable to a Senior Administration Official. 


Mike? 


MR. DEAVER: The first thing I want to say is that 
trere is absolutely no confusion with the Irish about whether this is 
coing to be on live television or not. (Laughter.) 


Q Is it going to be? 
MR. DEAVER: No, it's not. (Laughter.) 
Q What is -- 


MR. DEAVER: I'm sure some of it may be on Irish television, 
tit whether it's live or not, I'm never going to get into that issue 
asain. We were talking down here before we started, and Bill Henxel 
was there, and when we first started negotiating with the Chinese, I 
kort sayinc live television, and they kept saying yes -- little did I 
knew that live television didn't start until 7:00 p.m. everyday. 


The obvious reason for this trip was initiated by the call 
for the Summit anc the agreement on those dates. And then President 
Mitterrand inviteé the seven other Heads of State -- six other Heads of 
S-ate -- for the 40h Anniversary of the Normandy Invasion. And-the 
Fresicent has beer wanting to visit lreland now that he's found out 
tnat his ancestors were, indeed, from Ballyporeen. We were in Ireland 
zn tne ‘70s, but he dicn't really get a chance or, in fact, didn't even 
racw at that point who his ancestors were. It was at that time that he 
found out he was related to the O'Reagans. But since he became 
tresicent, ail of the various research people have found his family tree. 


de's corresponded with the people of Ballyporeen and the 


>2erace houses over the last four years. And his son, Ron, visited 
tal_lysoreer and saw, as we did when we wenc over in February, the record 
a= the church that shows John O'Reagan baptized. All of you will see 
reclicas of c=hat. In fact, I think the parish priest will have the book 
with Aim te show che ?resident. 
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In addition to visiting Ballyporeen, the President will 
=eceive én honorary degree from the University of Galway which is 
celebrat-ag its 500th anniversary. At -- that's really the only other 
thing he joes in that part of the country -- when he visits Ballyporeen, 
ne wil visit the parsonage of the church. There are only about eight 
DSuild:ngs in the whole of Ballyporeen. I think the -- he will 
actually walk down mainstreet, which is about three blocks long. 


After visiting the par sh priest, he’ll go to the little 
churca there, see the records, and the,'ll have a brief service. 
He'll then walk down to the pub where the Reagan lounge is. All of you 
can buy Reagan memorabilia. This guy's got a very good operation going. 
(Laughter.) 


We'll see some Irish singing and folk dancing. The 
Presicent plans to, as is the tradition we learned, in Ireland, to 
Dring a cift when you return to your native land -- he'll be giving a 
Silver chalice to the church. He will not see the actual burial ground 
of his arcestors, which is about eight miles from Ballyporeen and, 
logistically, is pretty hard to get to. 
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Obviously, the Presicent is interested in visiting 
his homeland, or that of his ancestors. 3ut, in 2zddition to 
that, I think you will see in the speech to the Irish Parliament 
a substantive speech, which will be not only directed to the 
Irish community, but all of Ecrope for that matter. The first 


draft of that speech has not cone to the President, so I can't 
tell you too much about it. 


There'll be the usual state dinners, return dinners. 


And on the 4th, we go to London. Basically, on 
those days, we will be involving ourselves with a dinner with 


the Queen -- a lunch with the Queen, bilateral with Prime Minister 
Thatcher. 


Going over to Normandy on the 6th. And the first 
stop ac Normandy will be Pointe du Hoc, where they will have a 
reenactment of the charge on the beach. The President will have 
about « 20-minute statement at Pointe du Hoc, which mainly will 
be remembering the sacrifices of those who are buried there and 
what that sacrifice meant and has meant for the last 40 years 
of peace and prosperity in Europe, be a reminder that it's in- 


portant that we remain strong so we can defend Europe and our 
allies. 


‘ After Pointe du Hoc, he will visit the cemetary at 
Omaha -- Is that right? -- Omaha Beach. I believe there are 
20,000 -- 9,300 stars and crosses that are maintained there. 
And after a brief visit to the memorial, he will stop at the 
two crosses of President Roosevelt's two sons, who are buried 
there. I think there are 26 brothers buried in that cemetary 
and one father and son. It‘s a very moving thing to see. 


President Mitterrand will then join the Reagans 
for statements. President Mitterranc is visiting each other 
government's function that day. 


Afterwards, we go to Utah Beach, where the Presi- 
dent will join the other six heads of state. And the only 
person speaking at that ceremony will be President Mitterrand. 


That concludes the day at Normandy. 


And we go back to London where the President will 
basically be involving himself with whatever work is necessary 
that will come up as Washington work. And we will begin the 
bilaterals with the other heads of state, starting the summit 
on the 7th. Is that right? Yes. Over the working dinner 
with the other heads of delecation at 10 Downing Street. 


On Friday, the President has a working breakfast 
with his staff and goes richt into the summit meetings with a 
workinc lunch and a workinc cinner. 


Saturday morninc is a repeat of Friday. The only 
dif*erence will be that there should be a joint press statement 
that day, concluding the surmit with che Queen's dinner. 


That's basically the schedule. I think, as I said 
at the becinning, the President's very excited, not only about 
visiting Ireland, seeing the birthplace cf his ancestors, but 
making some, I think, significant statements to the European 
community. both at -- in Dudblinand a= Pointe du Hoc. 


I'll be happy tc answer any questions. 


Steve. 
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Q On the lineage question, I've heard you and 
others refer to his ancestors as the “O'Reagans", but some reports 
tnat I was able to find out of Ballyporeen -- there were a lot of 
s-=ories a couple of years ago when they did the research -- and 
a.so, young Ron's account. He refers to them as “Reagan.” And, 
apparently, itis Reagan in the register there. So if it was 
O* Reagan -- I'm just wondering -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Do you remember -- 
Q -- if you can clear it up? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- what the register 
said? It's hand scrawled -- some years ago. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think -- there's 
some that are Reagans and some that are O'Reagans and the way 
Father Condon said is in that period >f time the "0" was just 
-- just something that put in front of a lot of names and it 
didn't have any real significance. 


SENTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Here's an Irishman. 


MR. O'LEARY: It certainly has significance. 
(Laughter. ) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That was Mr. “Leary.” 
(Laughter .) 
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Q Will he fly the channel by helicopter, both ways? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that's going to 
Gepend on the weather. We have all different plans -- 


Q But it is now listed that he go by chopper -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're planning -- that's 


the first -- 

Q -- from England to Normandy. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. 

Q How long a flight is that? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What is that -- twenty 
minutes? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I beg your pardon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The flight -- across 
the channel -- by chopper. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: An hcur and five. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: An hour and five minutes. 


Q Will the President make any reference to the Irish -- 
North and South Irish problem? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sure he will. 
He and the Prime Minister discussed that when the Prime Minister was 
here, and I'm sure he will. 


Lou? 


Q Is there any concern about these -- that these 
protests on the President and Central America will in any way mar his 
visit to Ireland? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You know, we have protests 


on that issue just about every place we go anymore, whether it's St. 
Louis or Dublin, so -- 


Q -- except China -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We didn't have any in 


China, you're right. (Laughter.) We just take those in stride and 
be prepared. Yes? 


2 You've got, what, three days in Ireland. Is it just 
going to be corfined to ceremonial and official events, or is he going 
to be out in the countryside riding horseback and doing all sorts of -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. There is no time 
for that, really. The first day, when he receives the degree from the 


Galway University, that's all he'.sl be doing, so he will heve some time 
for rest there. 


Q Could you speak to the domestic, political implica- 
tions of his visit to Ireland? 


SENIOR ACMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there's a lot of 
Irish here -- 
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Q Do you krow how many? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have seen figures of 
30 million -- 20 or 30 million who can trace their ancestry back to 
Ireland. A lot of them came over here during the famine. But, I 
think the same answer goes for the China trip. I assume -- 


Q ~~ A lot of Chinese here -- (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I assume that -- 
everything going well -- the President would get some sort of a blip 
on his job rating. I think that's been true fcr most Presidential 
trips, trips overseas, with a couple of exceptions. 


Q Have you seen a “blip” as a result of the China 
trip? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, there was a slicht 


blip -- couple of points. And, on the -- particularly on the handling 
of foreign policy. 


Q Is it correct that we're going to be -- we being 
the press -- are going to be in Dublin and the President's going to 


be by himself, exclusive of a travel pool, or expanded pool, in 
Galway? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 
Q So there will be -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pool everyplace -- 
let me just tell you, warn you right now -- that we have had extensive 
conversations with the British and their ideas about press relations 
are a little bit different from what you saw at Williamsburg, so we 
are Going everything we can to get our pools expanded to our normal 
rates, and to get the press to cover as many events as possible in 
London. But, I°1ll toll you right now, it's going to be difficult. And 
the press are not going to be located near where the Heads of State 
are meeting -- they're going to be across town. And, the logistics of 
all of this are going to be very difficult. And our staff is doing 


everything they can to work it out so that we can have as good a job 
as possible. 


I would hope to meet with the heads of the varicus 
press Organizations sometime this week to sit down and talk to them 
about some of these things so that, if they actually see some of the 
working plans, maybe there are some other things we can do that we 
haven't seen. But, bear in mind when you get over <here, it’s going 
to -- it's going to be different from Williamsburg. 


Q But where are they meeting that's so far from the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They're meeting at 
Lancester House which is right next to Buckingham Palace, and the press 
center is across town at the Connaught Rooms. Some of the briefings 
they're planning on doing are going to be by closed circuit television. 
We're going to get our briefers over to the Connaught Rooms and 
briefing rooms just as fast as we can after each of the sessions. 


Yes? 
Q What size of American contingent do you expect on 
this trip? Is it going to be larger than the one two years ago or 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Are you talking about -- 
are -ou talking about government people or press? 


© Governcent people, primarily; but also press. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What are the numbers 
SENISE ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'd say it's very 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Which is? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Including press 
anc all, in number probably about 600. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIA!.: -- 600. 
Q You're counting the press? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's everybody. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That also includes 
certain members of the press corps who don't travel on the press 
charter but in fact a:e located by their agencies, bureaus or networks 


into London. But they become a part of the whole group associated 
with the President's trip. 


Q You talk about return dinners. There are 
mo return dinners, are there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's a return 
lunch. I'm sorry, Helen. 


Q Return lunch? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Im Dublin. Right. 


Q You said the President was excited about his 
visit to -- excuse me -- to Ireland. What's his feeling and his 
goal, if you will, for the summit? What -- In Williamsburg, I think, 
there was more of a focus or somewhat of a focus on the security 
issue in addition to the economics. And there was more ccntroversy 
on the economic. What does he -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You're going to get 
a briefing on that in just a minute, but, basically, the London sumit, 
as far as the President's concerned, is a continuation of the work 
at Williamsburg. And these, as you all know -- these summits really 
are opportunities for these leaders to get together and have 
conversations together, rather than any major substantive issues 
coming forth. But there will be some, and you'll get a briefing 
on that in just a minute 


Yes? 


*) I'm a little more curious about the question of 
his roots because I guess this came -- this sort of dramatic 
information of finding a name ir the registry occurred since he 
became President. How -- Can you give us some insight into, you know, 
how he learned of that? And you say he corresponded with then? 

I mean, how much interest did he take in -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He's taken a lot 
of interest since his first trip over there and has had visits 
over the last ten years by various people from Ireland. He has 
corresponded with people in Ireland. The -- I think when you meet 
this parish priest and hear him describe how they did go back 
anc look through the records and the baptismal records and you 
see -~ actually see it, I think it's pretty convincing. 


But why now? I don't know. He's had an interest, 


as I've known, for at least ten or fifteen years in Irelard. 
developed an interest about three ané a half years ago -- the Irish. 
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. Q Yes. And, so, I mean, when they -- Did it happen 
early in the Presidency when he -- when this was discovered, that 
he saic at some point, “I want to get to Ireland?" I mean, that 
kind of thing. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't remember 


exactly when he first started getting correspondence from the town 
of Ballyporeen. But that's the connection there. 


Q It was before the assassination attempt. 
Q 


Does he -- 


Q They corresponded and he sent a picture to thes 
that -- the time of the assassination. 


Q Attempt. 
Q They wrote him? He didn't write them -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. 
I mean, how would he know Ballyporeen? 


Q Does he agree with the exclusion -- 


Q He might have hired somebody to find it out 
for his. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. What? 


Q Does he agree with the exclusion of the Germans 
from the D-Day commemoration? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 1 haven't heard his 
comment on that. I don't know -- 


Q Speaking of D-Day, wasn't there originally 
a group of Polish freedom fighters, or whatever you want to call 
it, involved in that invasion? And were they invited? Is there 
any Polish -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have no idea. 
Do you? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I believe a 
representative from the Polish Defense Ministry will be present 
at the Utah Beach ceremony. 





MR. SIMS: We will have a full briefing on that tomorrow 
here so -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Good. Anybody else? 
Yes? 


Q Since terrorism is likely to be one of the 
topics of discussion in anticipation of the various demonstrations 
and the recent embassy -- Libyan Embassy incident in London, 
can you talk at all about the security preparations? Any extraordinary 
precautions being taken? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, we never talk 
about the security preparations, but they've been working on them 
for some time. And they'll be as good as they always are. 


Q I mean, anything extraordinary this trip? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I don‘t think 
there's anything extraordinary. 


Q aR you talk about problems of pools in 
London -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q ~~ and the British getting very tough on this. 
Is that for security reasons or other reasons? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. it's just 
their idea of how to hancle it. I think that at the last summit 


they hosted they did it pretty much the same way. And we just 
Gisagree about some of the access. 


Q Well, do we have any coverage of Buckinghas 
Palace events? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There will be pool 
coverage of the guests arrival in that hall of portraits or whatever 
it's called, but that’s it. There'll be no coverage of the dinner 
itself. 


Q And how about the lunch? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would assume 
that the coverage would be pretty much the same. There won't 
be any coverage inside the luncheon. 
Q When was the President's first trip to Ireland -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Now, I knew somebody 
was going to ask me that. 


Q You said 1970. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was in the ‘70s 
and I was with him and I simply can't remember. 


Q Was he Governor? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He was Governor. 
Right. He was on a trip throughout Europe. I think we went to 
five or six countries. 
Q Are you sure of that? -- 


And is this the second or third 7.8. President 
to address the Parliament of Ireland? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse me. 


Q What -- How many other U.S. Presidents have 
addressed the Irish Parliament? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I assume John 
Kennedy did when he was there, and that was it. 


Q Ie this it? He's the second -- 
Q -- Nixon -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


MORE 


- 10 - 


Q Are you sure of that date? Because if you're 


right, then the President made up part of his autobiography when 
he talked about -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, Ann, maybe 
I‘m wrong. 


) Oh. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I said at the beginning 
I wasn't quite sure of **e date, but we'll find out for you. 


Q Wel... it's one of these facts that you get 
in trouble with -- I think he went there before he was a politician 
in the ‘40s. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. Well, he 
may have done that, but we were sent by President Nixon on that 
trip. So, I'm sure he was Governor at the time. We went to -- 


Q No, I mean, the point is that I think 
this is his third trip to Ireland. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It could be. 
I don't }mow about any trip before he was Governor. 


Yes, Steve? 


Q The -- I remember you went over to London some 
months ago to advise the British on -- offer some advice on the 
summit preparation. And did they take any of it? (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I think they 
were -- We had two good days with them, and we talked about a lot 
of logistical problems. And they changed Directors of the sumit 
since that time so some of those -- (laughter) -- some of that 
free advice isn't there now. 

Okay? 

Q Why did they change Directors? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have no idea. 


Q You couldn't give us any insight into, for instance, 
that special communications operation that you had in Williamsburg 
with the translators in the room and all that kind of stuff 
that you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There will be none 


of that. They're going to have the people in the room -- 
translators in the room. 


Q Will there be shuttle buses? (Laughter.) 


SEXIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sure there 
will be -- 


Q Yes, for Reagan. For Reagan? (Laughter. ) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. (Laughter.) 
Thank you. 


“HE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 2:55 P.M. EDT 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
ON IRISH POLITICAL ISSUES 
May 21, 1984 


Room 450 
The Old Executive Office Building 


2:55 P.M. EDT 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think everyone 
received a copy of the Ireland background notes. If they haven't, 
I have some extra copies here. 


number of seats by the varying parties in 

and under “Political Conditions,” the minor party, 
Party, has 16 seats instead of 6 seats. 

We don't have a page 4. 

We only have three pages. 

1, 3, $. 


1, 3 and 5. 


o oo © oO oO 


1, 3, $. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. There are 
some copies here -- 


Q That have 2 and 4 in them? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That have -- that 
have -- that are complete. 


Let me just say that the President's visit offers 
anh opportunity to continue the dialogue that he -- 


Q No 4's. 
*) What was the correction -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Under “Political 
Conditions.” Do you see “Political Conditions"? The Labor 
Party should be listed as 16 seats, instead of 6 seats. And 
that’s the minority -- 


Q Okay. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The trip offers 
the President the opportunity to continue the dialogue that he 
started this year with the Prime Minister, Mr. FitzGerald, in 
March. This was the second Irish Prime Minister to have come 
to Washington during this present administration. Last year the 
Foreien Minister, Mr. Barry, visited Washington, so that there 


has been a relatively steady stream of Irish visitors to the 
United States. 
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The visit itself comes with two events to bear 
in s.ns and one is the publication of the report of The New 
Irelenc Forum. It was -- The New Ireland Forum was a process 
becu-. Sy the present Foreign Minister who thought it was high 
tire that varying groups in Ireland get together to talk about 
the future of Ireland, that is, the entire island, both North 
anc South. It was a process in which the nationalist parties 
from both North and South participated. The Protestant majority 
in tre Korth, essentially, did not participate in the process. 
The seport was published on May 2nd. The Irish Foreign Minister, 
Mr. Zarry, was here in Washington to present a copy of the re- 
port to the administration. The administration has issued a 
statement welcoming the report as a contribution to the process 
cf seeking a constitutional settlement of the problems of the 
islace and urging that the process of dialogue continue between 
the sovernments concerned and the traditions. Those are the 
Irish Catholic and the Irish Protertant traditions. 


Additionally, the Irish assume the Presidency of 
the Duropean Community for the second half of the year, the next 
six >onths. And so we will be maintaining relatively frequent 
¢ialogue with them. So the President's visit comes just prior 
to the assumption of the Presidency. 


The Irish government is a coalition government, made 
up of the Fine Gael Party and the Labor Party, which is the 
smaller party and it's a center, left party. 


My colleague has already mentioned “he question 
of cemonstrations, which are -~ from our indications -- seen 
to be linked to policies in Central America, but will have 
varying dimensions to them and will bring together a number of 
¢itferent groups with varying points of views. 


With that, let me just throw it open. 


0 What will be the extent of those demonstra- 
tiors, as you see -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's unclear. As 
= think <= as Mr. Deaver said, the demonstrations take place 
virtually every place. it's not clear at this point where the 
~~ what the size of the demonstrations is going to be. I would 
expect some in Galway and scme in Dublin and you may also have 
some menbers of the Parliament expressing some measure of pro- 
test by absenting themselves during the speech to the Joint 
Session of Parliament. 


Q If I could follow up, when President Kennedy 
went to Ireland, there weren't any protests. In all the ways 
in which this trip was described to us early on was that this 
was a kind of a triumphant and happy visit for the President. 
%¢ these demonstrations, which appear to heve sort of sprung 
ap tere, do they mar this visit of his? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don’t think so. 1 
think the Irish authorities are prepare’ to handle the possibility 
of peaceful demonstrations and peacefcl protests, and certainly, 
these aren't something new in the course of the travels of American 
Presidents so I don’t see anything -- 


Q If I can follow on that. The desonstrations 
might happen everywhere, but they are new in Ireland concerning U.S. 
foreign policy. What reason do you see fcr these ¢emonstrations? 


Is it some -- are you saying it's something the Jesuits have started 
or is it wide-spread? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Mr. -- the Vice President 
was there last year and there were some demonstrations connocted with 
his visit. One of the things to remember is that Ireland has one of 
they youngest populations in Europe. The averace -- 50 percent of the 
population is under 25 years of age. 


Unemployment is relatively high. So you have -- do have 
sectors of the population which are disaffected. So I think that is 
the background for some of the circumstances. 


Regarding -- the principal issue seems to be Central 
America. the Irish Go have interest in Central America to the extent 
that there are large numbers of Irish missionaries in Central America, 
some of whom have differences of view regarding policy in Central 
America and who are making these points back home, points that have 
obviously caught the attention of some individuals. 


Q Are you saying that you thought that the fact that 
there was a large number of people uncer 25 indicated that there are 
a large number of disaffected people? Are young people disaffected 
or were you referring that to the unemployed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In the sense of the 
unemployed. There is a substantial portion of the population that is 
unemployed ané this creates a circumstance which can contribute. 


Q Correct me if I'm wrong, but the New Ireland forum 
recommended eventual unification, right? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is -- well, there 
are varying viewpoints. They really talked about three cifferent 
approaches. The optimal one, and one in which some people consider 
the only approach. for instance, the former prime minister and 
opposition leader, Mr. Haughey. 


The only solution would be unity. The other two options 
which are mentioned in the report are some sort of federation and some 
sort of 3} it rule or joint authority. 


Q But the recommendation that everyone is locked in on 
is the unification, right? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFTICIAL: Well, certainly the 
debate that is going on with the -- over the interpretation of che 
report focused on the unity report. 3ut there are some interesting 
things in the report, itself. For the first sime, the Nationalists 
have acknowledged that there is another tradition whose interest -- 
whose consent has to be obtained, and that is the Protestant majority 
in the North. And so, this is a factor in it. While they talked about 
wnhity, there is also this other side of it. tow éo you achieve that 
unity given the opposition of 60 percent of the population of the 
“orthern part of the island? 


Q At what point does <he acministration’s statement 
of support for their efforts go to? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It rerely was @ recognition 
of a srocess that was going on shat contributes tc dialogue towards a 
“Cssible resolution in 4@ COnst.tuticnal “anrer of the probie. 
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reaction to their -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, there has been a 
Br-tisn reaction. There was a statement by the British government 
which indicated -- welcomed the report, indicated some areas of dif- 


ference on it, and suggested that a more thoughtful and more considered 
rescorse would be forthcoming at a later date. 


But it’s obviously a subject which I think the Irish 
will want to raise with the President. 


Q Do you know if the President will raise it in any 
of his resarks? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think my colleague 
adéressed the question already in which he said that he would 


expect 
that the Northern Ireland question would arise during the President's 
visit. 


Q Well, in that context then, it could be an issue 
between him and Mrs. Thatcher as well. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is always a possi- 
bility -- a discussion. 


Q Do you expect the President to go beyond this 
staterent that the White House released recently? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't believe so. I 
think our position has been a position of the United States government, 
that this is a question which is most properly addressed by the gov- 
eraments concerned and the parties concerned. We hope they will work 


together in terms of dialogue and seek to resolve what is a difficult 
situation. 


Q So you just expect him to reaffirm what the 
accinistration has already said? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. 
Q Would demonstrations against the policies in 


Central America, if they were big enough, could they endanger the 
pclitical standing of the government? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't believe so. 

There was a debate in the Irish Parliament regarding the 
invitation to the President and the overwhelming number of members of 
beth Zouses voted to reaffirm the invitation of the government to 
speak at the Joint Session. So I can't -- 

Q What was the vote? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 

Q Do you know what the vote was? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think about 20 <= 20 
™enbers cut of over -- well over 200. 


Q Dissented, you mean? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In both -- tere were 
1¢6 crermbers of-the House and 60 members of the Senate. 


* What were those numbers again? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 166 members in t'e Dail, 
*"@ Lower House, and 60 members, I believe, in the Upper House, which 
it =¢t a Girect election -- 
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. How many do you expect may boycott the Session? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATICN OFFICIAL: There may be a small 
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number. It's -- a handful. 
Q Fewer than 20, I assume. 


Q Will they boycott or just get up and walk out? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You'd have to ask them. 
I just don't know. 


Q He has two major speeches in Ireland? On the 
honorary degree and -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is essentially 
one major address, and that is the address in the Parliament. There 
will be some remarks at the time of the -- 


Q Galway? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Galway presentation. 


Q Are those going to be substantive remarks? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 


Q Are they going to -- deal with substantive issues 
or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the President 
is still looking at the drafts so it's hard to say. 


Q What does he get a cegree for? What's the name of 
the degree? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Just -- it's an honorary 
degree. I'm afraid I don't know -- University College of Galway. 


The President's presence in Galway is connected with the 
500th anniversary of the founding of the city of Galway. There may 
be a Presidential proclamation connected with that also. 


Q In what -- what do you nean? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: A Presidential proclama- 
tion marking the 500th occasion -- 500th anniversary. 


Q Is there any degree to which sensitivities in Ireland 
would suggest the President soften some of his statements about impor- 
tance of non-violence in settling the Irish question? In other words, 
does he have to be concerned about coming across in a lecturing -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Absolutely not. On this 
guestion, the Irish government has supported the statements the 
President has made in recent -- St. Patrick's Day proclamations -- 
the mort recent, or last year and this year, in which he talks about 
violence. The Irish government, itself, is opposed to utilization of 
violence to resolve the issue. 


Q So there is no reason to think that he would give 
a very, very strong statement on the subject while he's there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think you'll find <-- as 
I say, the remarks are only in draft form, but I think you'll find them 
consistent with what the President has saic before. 


Q I'm asking about tone anc asking preparatory to -- 


these things come up during the trip and i'd like to be able to know 
now -- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think they will be 
<clly consistent with what he has said before. 


. Q I*m not asking about consistency. I'm sure they'll 
>e consistent. I'm asking about the tone that he uses, and whether 
Or moet there are certain considerations -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would expect no change 
in tone. 


Q If I recall correctly, one of the things that the 
Irish government has been critical of the U.S. government for is the 
gtun-running from the U.S. to the IRA and other dissident groups in 


Irelanc. Is the President prepared tc announce anything in that 
regard, any new -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, there's no new 
initiatives. If you look at the record, there has been a substantial 
decrease based on evidence we have in the flow of aid and guns tc those 
who are involved in these terrorist activities. The FBI has conducted 
some investigations and there have been some criminal prosecutions 


along these lines. But I would expect nothing to be announced by the 
President in the course of the trip. 


Q Is he taking any prominent Irish legislators -- 
rish-American legislators with him like O'Neill? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Mr. O'Neill was just -- 
Speaker O'Neill was just in Ireland at the end of April. I don't 
expect any members of the party. 

Yes? 

Q What is the significance of going to Galway? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The significance is that 


he's on the west coast of Ireland and the city is celebrating its 
SoOth anniversary and we were approached by the city authorities of 
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Galway regarding the possibility the President might come in 
connection with that occasion. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 

MR. SIMS: If I can -- Before you leave, correct -- 
and my colleague has done one for my colleague a couple of 
points. He mentioned the 500th Anniversary. It is of the 
city, not of the University. 

And Pointe du Hoc -- 

Q Galway is 500 years old? 

MR. SIMS: Yes. 

Q That makes it pretty younc. 

Q The charter -- the granting of the charter. 


MR. SIMS: Well. 500th Anniversary -- It is a 
500th Anniversary celebration. We'll have to get you the -- 


Q Well, everybody's going to think the city 
is 500 years old, if -- 


Q It's not. It's the granting of the charter -- 
MR. SIMS: It's the granting of the charter. 

Q -- I think. 

MR. SIMS: Granting of the charter. 

Q The city is a lot older than -- 


MR. SIMS: All right. The anniversary is related 
to the city, not the University. 


And the Pointe du Hoc reenactment is the day before 
the President's there, not the day he is there. 


Q You mean we're going to miss it? 

MR. SIMS: I presume you will. I -- 

Q Any other corrections? (Laughter.) 

MR. SIMS: The other corrections <-- to correct 
myself. I want to be sure that you remember there's a 3:30 p.m. 
briefing tomorrow here, D-Day. Wednesday, 10:90 a.i., White 
House Briefing Room on trade. And Friday, 10:C0O a.m. here, on 
Treasury issues. 


Thank you. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 3:13 P.M. EDT 
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PRESS BRIEFING 
JCHN ©. MARSH, SECRETARY OF THE ARMY 
ON THE NORMANDY PORTION OF 
THE PRESIDENT'S TRI? TO EUROPE 


May 22, 1984 
3:35 P.M. EDT 


SECRETARY MARSH: What I'd like to do is give you a kind 
of an overview or background of the events that will mark the 40th 
anniversary of Normandy and introduce to you several of the other 
people who can give you additional details on specific parts of that 
and other dimensions of it. 


As you're aware, this coming June marks the 40th anniver- 
sary of the Normandy invasion. In the Army we see that there's a very 
significant interest in it by a large number of Veterans groups that 
have indicated their desire to be there and participate in it. 


The Army was designated the Executive Agent for the De- 
partment of Defense to coordinate events, not only in Defense, but 
also government-wide. 


There are other events that are associated sith this. 
For example, the liberation of Rome. We have formal ceremonies in 
Rome on the second day of June. 


Later in the year, there will be commemorative ceremonies 
that will probably focus on the Bulge, operation in Market Garden, 
VE Day and other events. 


It's not necessary to point out what an epic event occurred 
in the Normandy invasion You're very much aware of that. I would say 
to you that we know that there will be substantial representation 
from groups -- 4th Infantry Division, lst Infantry Division, 29th 
Infantry Division, Rangers, 82nd Airborne and l10lst, these Veterans 
have indicated their desire to be there. You're talking with men 
now that are -- most of them are -- 40 years after the event are 
now in their 60°s. The American Legion, VFW, Disabled American 
Veterans and others. 


If you look at the nature of the ceremonies, you might 
look at it from three different perspectives. Governmental: They 
are multinationl. The government of France is the host for the 
events that will occur on three principle places on the Normandy 
coast. 


In addition to that, there will be a number of local 
events and ceremonies that will occur, not only in France, but also 
in England. And in addition to the ceremonies in France, there wiil 
be some other ceremonies that will occur in England 
June the 6th. 


General Laughton Collins, better known as “Lightening 
Joe” Collins, who was a general officer, Corps Commander at the 
Normandy invasion, has been designated as the senior American mili- 
tary personnel and General Collins will be present. 


There will be participation by United States forces 
that will be described to you later. Their function will be as a 
part of the commemorative group that will take part in the events. 
There will also be certain support functions performed by 
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United States forces. 


In our forces, it goes across the spectrum from Army, 
Air Force, Coast Guard, Navy. We also will have a significant nur- 
ber of programs that will be occurring that we are aware of here 
in the domestic United States. That will be described to you later 
on. 


The individuals who will conduct the remaining portions 
of the briefing are Colonel Skates, who is actually on active duty 
as a reservist. He's been called back to active duty for 60 -- 90 
Gays. He's a history professor. He'll give you a kind of a Normandy 
overview, which we believe will be helpful to you in putting it into 
& perspective. 


The Chief of the Coordination Committee for the Depart- 
ment of Defense is Lieutenant General David Grange, the last remaining 
General Officer of the United States Arny, 
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who is a combat soldier from World War II, Korea and Vietnam. He had 
two parachute assaults into Europe. He was not in the Normandy invasion, 
but was in -- in Southern France at the time. He is the Chief 
Coordinator for this event. He will give you a detailed briefing on 

the events at Utah Beach, Normandy Beach and Pointe du Hoc. It will be 
concluded by General Barker who will give you an overview of U.S. 
activities, press assistance that we hope that we can be able to give 
you. 


Pinelly, as you're aware, Normandy was the beginning of 
the end; VE Day would occur in less than a year, and then we would 
see the rebuilding of Europe, the Marshall Plan, the economic recovery 
of Europe -- the NATO Alliance, which today finds many of our adver- 
saries as strong members of our Alliance. 


At this time, I'll call on Colonel Skates. 


COLONEL SKATES: Thank you, sir. I know that when people 
mention history, the audience groans, so I don't intend to give you a 
history lesson. I don't have time to do that. What I want to do is 
point out those things, those areas, that are of historical significance 


that relate to what you'll be seeing this June 6th -- that is June 6, 
1984. 


Before I do that, let me talk about two points, and I'll 
Go this as quickly as I can. First, I want to tell you why Normandy 
was selected in as concise a way as I know how. I don't intend to go 
through those ore by one. 


Basically what the planners did, was simply take the 
coast of Europe from, about Antwerp -- well, Southern Netherlands -- 
Gown to the Brittany Penninsula. And they took these criteria and they 
set each area along that coast beside these criteria and tried to see 
which one fit those best. Now none suited those, all those criteria. 
Normandy came closest, although it didn't -- it fell short particularly 
in the criteria of ports. That's why one of the earliest campaigns 
was not toward the heart of France but up the Cotentin penninsula towards 
Cherbourg to get, to get @ port -- which they felt was absolutely 
essential to the future of the drive across France and the drive into 
the heart of Germany. So, it was the best compromise, Normandy was. 


Now, the second point I want to make before I get into 
the actual historical signficance of some of the sites that you'll be 
visiting on the 6th of June, let me say just 4 word or two about what 
came to be the driving considerations. That is, the factors which 
dictated a great deal of what happened at Normandy on June 6th, 1944. 


The single greatest criteria, or single greatest con- 
sideration, was landing craft. It comes as a surprise to most people 
to realize, or when they find out, that we did not bring, on June 6th, 
1944, overwhelming ground power onto the coast of Normandy. We had it; 
if we could have gotten the shipping and the landing craft, we could 
have brought overwhelming ground power. But a five division assault 
which Normandy was, on D-Day, was a close thing. The Germans could 
bring much greater ground combat power to bear in Normandy in those 
first few days than we could. 


And the limiting factor -- it was not that we didn't have 
the troops available. It was we didn't have the lift -- the shipping 
and the landing craft, to get them across the English Channel and onto 
the beaches. So that was the prime driving consideration in the whole 
process. 


The other one was, of course, weather -- tides, moonlight. 
There were several factors that had to come together all at one time 
which dictated the time. One was, of course, a period of good weather; 
another was a moonlit night, so that the airborne drop could occur. 
Another was tides. If you've never been there, you don't realize, 
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I think, how broad the beaches are at low tide, and how very narrow 
they are at high tide. So they had to have a period early in the 
morning, at low tide, where they could land the landing craft with 
the beach obstecles exposed, rather than running over then. 


Okay -~- those two things, I think, will be helpful later 
on in understanding the historical significance of some of the sites. 
This is, of course, the overall scheme for D-Day. And those sare the 
famous five beaches. From West to East: Utah, Omaha, Gold, Imo, 
and Sw.rd. Of course, Utah and Omaha were U.S. beaches; the other 
three were British beaches -- British-Canadian beaches, two of them 
were British beaches, one of them was assaulted by a Canadian division. 


We're going to focus in now on two of the Americen 
beaches and one other site which will be of interest to you on the 6th. 
of June -- that is, Pointe @u Hoc. And I'll describe for you, as 
briefly as I can, what happened at each of those places so that you'il 
have that background when you go this June. 


First, there you see Utah beach, and the drop tones for 
the 82nd and 10lst Airborne Divisions, immediately behind the beaches. 
Now, a8 it turned .ut, the sea assault on Utah Beach, done on the 
4th, or the 6th of June, the assault division was the 4th Infantry 
Division, was the least costly of any of the beaches. In other words, 
it went off smoothly, almost as it was -- almost precisely as it was 
planned, and with relatively few casualities. Wow that came as «4 
result of some good luck, of the terrain -- Utah Beach is very flat, 
it's not very good defensive terrain for the Germans -- in other words, 
there are no heights that they can get on, as they could at Omaha. 
And, finally, a8 @ result of the good work done that night, after 
midnight, by the airborne divisions that were dropping in this ares 


Now, their main purpose was to secure exits from the 
beaches. This area was flooded -- here. So, as the 4th Infantry 
Division came across the beach, they had to be assured that those 
exists were open, 80 they could get off the beach. And that was the 
fob of the airborne divisions, to secure those exits from the beach, 


to -- to secure river crossings, and to guard the right flank of the 
Allied Forces. 


Utah Beach, then, is -- perhaps, the most unscenic 
area in Normandy -- and, for that reason, partially for that reason, 
was the least costly of the areas assaulted. 


Pointe du Hoc, which you see here in a photograph, is, 
as you can tell, a dramatic piece of -- (laughter.) <-- piece of 
terrain. It's just a spike that sticks into the English Channel. 


There will be a ceremony there, 4 major ceremony, 
on June 6th this year. What happe there was one of the most 
famous -- one of the smallest -- but most famous episodes of D-Day, . 
and that was the Ranger Assault at Pointe du Hoc. Three companies, 
of the Second Ranger Battalion, climbed those cliffs; landed by 
assault boat at the foot of those cliffs --in that area -- put rope 
ladders up the cliffs, assaulted the cliffs. Their purpose was to 
neutralize gun positions, bunkers, that the Germans had put on top of 
the bluff. When they got there, they found the bunkers were empty. 


They pushed on inland, discovered the guns that had 
been removed from the bunkers back in a field, spiked them -- destroyed 
them -- and, at that time, were counter-attacked by the Germans, and 
spent the next 24 hours literally fighting ior their lives. They 
suffered -- of the roughly 200 men that assaulted the cliffs on the 
morning of June 6th, 75 of them came down when they were relieved « 
little more than 24 hours later. 
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That became of course, a symbol of the tenacity of, 
and professionaliam, that was embodied in the whole campaign. And, 
as I said, there will be on that Pointe, & major ceremony on June 
6th of this year. 


Q Is that campaign at the bottom or at the top? 
COLONEL SKATES: Sir? 
Q Is that ceremony at the bottom? 


COLONEL SKATES: The ceremony is going to be -- well, 
you can't see it, this is sort of fuzzy -- but there is a German 
observation post -- incidentally, seme of those bunkers are still there. 
They've been blown, and -- there are bomb craters all over here still. 
There's an observation post right here. The ceremony, as I understand, 
will be right here, behind that observation post and slightly to the 
side of it. 


Q Can I ask you -- 


SECRETARY MARSH: General Grange is going to develop 
in detail -- 


COLONEL SKATES: General Grange is going to go into 
these ceremonies in more detail. 


Q Okay. I want to ask about the assault for just 
one second. They did not encounter hostile fire -- 


COLONEL SKATES: Wo, no, if I implied that, I didn't 
mean to. In other words, they did not get up the cliffs without loss. 
The Germans were there on top of the cliffs, iiterally throwing rocks 
at them, and rolling -- dropping hand grenades down, and firing down 
at them. So, they did suffer casualities crossing that open ground to 
the foot of the cliffs and trying to assault the cliffs. 


My point, the point I was trying to make was that the 
heaviest casualities they suffered, came as a result 





of the German counter-attacks later on in the day after they'd already 
secured Pointe du Hoc, after they'd already got up the cliffs. But I 
did not mean to imply that they didn't -- they did have casualties. 
Q 
C 


How high are the bluffs? 
Was that the night that the weather was so terrible? 


COLONEL SKATES: The weather was marginal all through the 
might. The weather affected -- it was clear, but the weather affected 
the seaborne forces more than it did the airborne forces. These people 
were, in fact, about 45 minutes late getting to the foot of Pointe du 
Hoc because of a strong current and because of some bad guidance they 
had gotten -- but also because of a strong current. 


Yes, ma‘am, the weather was bed. It was clear, but it 
was very windy and the sea was almost too rough to do it. 


Q How high were those bluffs? 


COLONEL SKATES: Those bluffs were about -- I couldn't 
give you @ precise figure, but they're maybe 100 feet. Wouldn't you 
say, sir? About 100 feet. And they're precipitous. 


MR. SIMS: We're going to take questions at the end. 
So if these fascinating details may wait until then -- we want to get 
through this and we'll come back and perhaps -- or else, talk to you 
later on. 


COLONEL SKATES: Okay. The third area -- and this is 
also an American area. What I'm doing is zeroing in on the American 
areas and ignoring, of course, the British and Canadians, who actually 
landed more troops on D-Day than we did. But, for our , i 
think we need to zero in on the Americans. That's a bad ce of 
words, isn’t it. 


Okay. Omaha Beach. There will be a ceremony there, 4 
major ceremony on the afternoon of June 6th at the Normandy American 
Cemetery which sits on the bluffs above Omaha Beach. 


Now, Omaha Beach, because of its terrain, because of the 
fact that the Germer« defended it more tenaciously than they did at 
Utah, for a variety of reasons, Omaha Beach was the closest run of 
any of the five beaches. In fact, by about 8:30 to 9:00 a.m. in the 
morning, many people thought that the forces that had landed on Omaha 
Beach would not be able to stay there. 


SECRETARY MARSH: -- you had a German unit that was running 
anti-invasion maneuvers which contributed to that. 


COLONEL SKATES: That's cight. There was @ German unit 
there that intelligence hadn't picked up. They didn't know it was 
there. Also, the terrain, itself, is highly defensible. Omaha Beach 
is a broad beach but it's backed by, again, steep, precipitous bluffs -- 
cliffs -- of about 100-150 feet. And the Germans got up in those 
cliffs and set gun positions on -- rifle picks on top of the cliffs 
and prepared bunkers in the sides of the cliffs that could fire straight 
down the beaches. 


The heaviest casualties of any units taken on D-Day were 
taken by unite on Omaha Beach. The 116th Infantry Regiment, the 29th 
Infantry Division, which was a part of the Maryland-Virginia National 
Guard, which was a Maryland-Virginia National Guard Division -- took 
very heavy casualties in the first wave in this area here, on the right- 
hand side. 


Q What was that unit again? 


COLONEL SKATES: It was the 116th Infantry of the 29th 
Infantry Division. It was actually attached to the lst Infantry Division 
that day, but it was organic. In other words, its parent unit was 
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the 29th Infantry Division, which was the Maryland-Virginia Guard -- 
National Guard Unit. 


SECRETARY MARSH: Virginia regiment. 


COLONEL SKATES: Virginie regiment, yes, sir. It was 
a Virginia regiment. 


The -- it turned out to be won by really the initiative 
and courage of corporals and sergeants and second lieutenants and 
captains, who just, on the beach, took the attitude, as one fellow 
put it, “We can stay here and get killed or we can try to move forward 
and get killed.“ And small units then began to work their way off the 
beach -- not up those cuts here as had originally been the plan, but 
straight up the bluffs. And they began to filter up in small groups 
and neval gunfire began to neutralize, began to work on the Germans 
pretty well and by noon, small groups were getting off the beach and 


up on the bluffs, and the Germans were pulling back. Very close on 
the attack -- 


Qo Those cuts are breaks in the bluffs? 
COLONEL SKATES: Ma‘ am? 
Q Those cuts are breaks in the bluffs? 


COLONEL SKATES: Right. Americans called them draws, but 
they're low places. The Germans had those places heavily covered by 
fire. And although the original intent had been to secure those cuts 
as exits from the beach because those -- up every one of those cuts 
gS gg yt — hee § AD hy AER 
at Utah, and that was get off the beach, and the Germans realized 
that, too, and they had those cuts covered by fire so that these email 
parties began to work their way up the bluffs, straight up the bluffs. 


SECRETARY MARSH: Could you move over to Utah now. 
COLONEL SKATES: Yes. Do you want to switch back to Utah? 


SECRETARY MARSH: Yes, I think -- so General Grange can 
address the ceremony -- 


COLONEL SKATES: I'm running over but -- I'll be glad 
to take any questions afterwards, but we're running short of time 
here. If you want to talk afterwards, I'll be glad to do it. 





General Grange is going to run through the ceremonies 
themselves -- 


Q Colonel Skates, what's your first name? 
COLONEL SKATES: Ray. 

Q Whet's your last name? 

COLONEL SKATES: Skates. 

Q It is? 

SECRETARY MARSH: S-k-a-t-e-s. 

COLOWEL SKATE: S-k-a-t-e-s, yes, ma‘an. 

Q S-k-a-t-e-s. And you're «a colonel? 


COLONEL SKATES: As my wife says, I'm not « real 
colonel. I'm a reserve colonel. I'm a history professor. 


GENERAL GRANGE: -- let me -- 

Q Where are you a professor? 

Q -- history professor -- where? 

COLONEL SKATES: At University of Southern Mississippi. 
Q Southern Mississippi -- 


GENERAL GRANGE: Good afternoon, everybody. I's 
Dave Grange, and I'm the Chairman of the Coordinating Activity for 
Historical Observances. My committee's been together since 
Pebruary of this year. We number a grand total of about six. 
And, of course, Ray Skates is one of my lead men. 


Since we've been together, we've identified about 
80 -- roughly 80 events that'll take place in Europe between May 
and the end of 1984. Wow, these take place in Italy, in Luxembourg, 
in Prance, in Belgium, Holland, in the United Kingdom. Wow, 
most of these have been taking place ever since VE Day. There's 
nothing new about these events. 


This being the 40th anniversay, some have taken 
on some added significance. And I think Mr. Marsh explained the 
reason why. 


Of these 80 some events, 17 are important to us -- 
my Committee -- because there's United States forces involvement. 
We're a joint organization, so we're interested in not just the 
Army but the Navy, the Air Force, the Coast Guard and the Merchant 
Marine, by the way, who was also there in considerable numbers on 
that memorable day on June the 6th. 


I'd like to discuss just the French activity. But 
fire: of all, of those 17 major events where there are United 
States forces involved, three of them are sicnificant. One is the 
liberation of Rome, and there'll be ceremonies on the 2nd of June 
there. The next events are in Normandy, and there are events 
on both the 5th and 6th of June. And then we move to Belgium on 
the 10th of June for a commemorative ceremony in Bastogne, not 
just to recognize the Americans who fought the Battle of the Bulge 
there, but that also coincides with the Belgium Memorial Day. 


But let me get on to what's going to happen in 
Normandy -~- that's what you're interested in -- on the 5th and 
6th of June. On this chart, you see the major events. First of 
all, on the 5th of June, there are three: Pointe du Hoc, 
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there'll be a reenactment of that assault by the 2nd Ranger Battalion. 
This is done by the 10th Special Forces Group, which is stationed 

at Bad Toelz in Germany. Also, om the Sth of June, there'll be 

a Gedication of 4 memorial, and the time is still to be determined. 
It looks, as of this moment -- it'll take place sometime sround 
mid-afternoon. A new memorial is being erected there by the 

American Battle Monuments Commission. It's our mo. ent. The 

land was given to us by the French government just «=: ently. And 
that monument is being decicated to those soldiers -+0 landed on 

all those beaches on the 6th of June. 


And in the afternoon -- late afternoon -- or the Sth 
of June, there'll be a reenactment jump at Ste-Mere-Eolise 
where the airborne divisions landed -- pretty much the center of 
the impact area, thoss parechutists. Sut that'll take plece late 
afternoon. And there'll be paratroopers there from the 82nd 
Airborne Division who cre flying in from Fort Bregg, jump in 
England, picking up some of their counterparts, their comr - 
in-arms from the British Parachute Regiment, and then flying on 
to Normandy to reenact the drop at Sainte-Mere-Eglise. 


On the 6th of June, Pointe du Hoc, the 40th anniversary 
commemoration of the Ranger landing is a major event because 
we believe that President Reagan will attend those ceremonies. 
That'll be the first one of the ceremonies he will go to, then 
to Omaha Beach for a memorial ceremony there and then on to Utah 
Beach, which is the largest by far of all three events. 


We still haven't firmed up what's going to happen 
in Aujyust. That's the 15th of August -- was the date we invaded 
southern France. But we expect that that'll get some considerable 
attention, too. 


Could I have the map, please? Again, just to get 
you oriented, Pointe du Hoc here is where the Rangers landed; 
Utah Beach where the 4th Division came in; and Omaha Beach -- 
our list Division came in, reinforced by elements of the 29th 
Division -- National Guard Division -- with the Virginia Regiment, 
the 116th. 


Over here is where the parachutists dropped -- the 
10lst and 62nd Airborne Divisions. This is the first United 
States Army under the command of General Omar Bradley. 


Let me talk first now about Pointe du Hoc. Again, 
@ spectacular shot. You can see the observation post. This 
is a bunker. This is all concrete-reinforced, built by Rommel 
when he was putting in the defensive positions in ‘43 and ‘44. 
A number of positions are still in tact and, as Ray mentioned, 
there are still guns and lots of bomb craters around. 


The President will arrive here first. There to greet 
him will be the Ambassador of France, Ambassador Galbraith, General 
Rogers, the NATO Commander, a senior military representative in 
Europe will be there also. 
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Very importantly, there'll be roughly 90 Veterans of 
the Second Ranger Battalion there, men who actually made that assault 
up that cliff im the face of the German fire, to welcome our President. 


There'll be a plaque unveiled. The President will re- 
main there for 35 minutes and then he'll sove on to Gmahs Seach. 


+) Sir, the 90, how does that jive with the 75 -- 


SECRETARY MARSH: Of the 75, that takes into eccount those 
who could walk beck down the cliffs. Those casualties would be those 
who were killed in action and those wounded in action, who have been 
evacuated by licter. 


COLONEL SKATES: There was also another Ranger Battalion 
that did not come -- did not assault the cliffs. It came in further 
down the beach and some of those veterans are from that battalion. 


Q How long did you say the President would be there? 
GENERAL GRANGE: Thirty-five minutes. 


Now, this is all very tentative. Those plans are not 
made by the Pentegon. (Laughter.) 


Next slide, please. This is a cemetery at Colleville 
in France, American cemetery maintained by our government, and this 
is Omaha Beach. This is where the 116th Infantry came across the 
bluffs. This is rather high. When you see this smaller piece of 
ground, you wonder how they ever made it that day. And the first 
division, primarily the 16th Infantry, came across right here. 


The President will arrive. We'll arrive off <-- 
off the slide. He'll go into a guest house, which is located right 
here, to the quest building where he'll have a chance to freshen 
up, sign in. They have a quest book there and certainly they'll 
want our President's siqnature there. 


He'll move to 4 chapel, which is located on this end 
of the cemetery, spend some time there and then move down to <-- 


—_— back to the guest house, where he will welcome President Mitterrand 
of France. 


Q 50 he walks back and forth? Is that how <- 


GENERAL GRANGE: There's some walking and there's some 
riding involved. 


Q How many men are buried there? 
GENERAL GRANGE: 9,630. 


Q How far would you say the Cemetery is from the 
beach? 


GENERAL GRANGE: This is just a short walk. Yow can 
go from -~ there are stairs here and there are 411 sorts of panoramic 
maps and sketches and you can tour thie whole area. You can walk 
from the bluff Qown to the water in 10 minutes. It's very close 


Q -- in yard@s or something? 


GENERAL GRANGE: In yards? 
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Q Yes. 


GENERAL GRANGE: If you were getting shot at, I quess 
they’d be shooting at you at about 500 yards. (Laughter.) 


Q Okay. Thanks. I guess some people think in 
those terms. (Laughter .) 


fe) Are we going to get -- 
GENERAL GRANGE: hen you look at that -- 
S) -- shot at? (Laughter.) 


GENERAL GRANGE: When you look at that -- you look where, 
you know, there we were and there they were and you wonder -- 


Q How hich -- 
GENERAL GRANGE. -- brave men there that day. 
Q How are the graves marked? 


GENERAL GRANGE: They're marked, as all our graves are 
marked, the name of the individual -- 


* Right. But -- Is it a cross or -- Is it a cross 
or a star-- 


GENERAL GRANGE: It depends. It depends. There are 
crosses Of David -- there are Stars of David. There are crosses. 


GENERAL BARKER: Wo, he means the marker. The markers. 
What kind of markers there are -- 


w Little flags? 
Q Those too. 
CENERAL GRANGE: That's right. Those too. 


That's the headstone. And it'll be “Private* -- you know -- “Joe 
Dokes, Infantry -- 16th Infantry,” “ll6éth Infantry.* 


Many of the people sleeping here landed here and this 
is as far as they got -- 


Q Theyre all Americans? All the ones that <-- 


GENERAL GRANGE: They're all Americans there. There 
are 33 pairs of brothers there, by the way. 


° Ise this where the Roosevelt brothers <- 


GENERAL GRANGE: The only difference in headstones 
are Medal of Honor holders and they have the Medal of Honor and 


that’s a little gold inlay in the <-- inscribed replica of the Medal 
of Honor. 


Q Where are the Roosevelt graves? 


GENERAL GRANGE Right about <-- right about here. Some- 
where in this area And you're right, there are two Roosevelts 
buried there. 


Q Did everyone there die in the invasion or in the 
whole campaign -- 
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GENERAL GRANGE: I really can't answer that too accurate- 
ly for you; but you can -- the date’s on there. The date‘s on there, so 
many of these say “6 June” or "8 June” or "10 June;"* but I would say the 
majority of them died in the Normandy campaic”, which lasted for 
several months. 


COLONEL SKATES: I think the General's right. Most of 
them died in either the Normandy campaign or in that area of France; 
but many of them did not. In other words, in some cases, remains were 
brought there from other campaigns. So by no means -- Neither thing 
is correct. 


Q Like Italy, for example? 

COLONEL SKATES: You cannot say that everybody who died 
at Normandy is buried .here. Nor can you say that all of the people 
there died at Normandy. They didn't organize the cemeteries that way. 

Q And there are sume father-son burials? 

GENERAL GRANGE: No father and -- 


SECRETARY MARSH: Thirty-three brothers. 


GENERAL GRANGE: Brothers. Thirty-three pairs of brothers 
are burieo there -- 


Q Is that the chapel, that white building in the 
background? 


GENERAL GRANGE: This is the chapel here. This is the 
memorial on this end. There are large panoramic maps in here which 
show -- which pretty much show the map I just had up there a moment 
ago, the invasion scheme and all the units that participated. 


The President moves here with President Mitterrand. 
President Reagan and President Mitterrand move here. They both 
make brief addresses. We anticipate -- These folks who are allowed 


inside -- security corridor -- there are about 4,000 Veterans that 
will be in attendance, but many, many more people there. 


Q How many? 

SECRETARY MARSH: Four thousand Veterans. 

Q American Veterans? 

GENERAL GRANGE: Veterans. Four thousand Veterans. 
* American Veterans? 


GENERAL GRANGE: And some others, too, but primarily 
Americans. 


Q Will there be any time when the President, Mitterrand, 
Trudeau and Thatcher are together at any of these ceremonies? 


SENERAL GRANGE: Let me continue on to another -- the 
next @elide. All right? I'‘1ll answer your question then. 
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The President stays here for 50 minutes. 
Q 50? 5,0? 
GENERAL GRANGE: 5,0. 


Okay, next slide, please. There's not too much -- the 
first two slides are rather interesting slides. This, again, is 
Utah Beach. It's drab, sand dune area. It hasn't changed a bit since 
1944. The same pastures, several generations removed; the same herds 
of cows, and the same French farmers are there. And that is absolutely 
it. But you can see, it's sort of flat. 


Although there's only 34 miles between Utah and Omaha 
Beach, the difference is night and day -- from a high bluff and rocky 
shale beach at Omaha to a flat, sandy, long beach, particularly at 
low tide, and low dunes -- no higher than 12 feet -- sand dunes at 
Utah Beach. This is where the 4th Division came ashore. 


The President leaves Omaha Beach now and goes to Utah 
Beach. This is 17 miles in a straight line, as the crow flies; 34 


miles if you go by road, which also haven't improved very much since 
1944. 


At this ceremony -- and this is strictly a French ceremony. 
The French are the hosts -- France is the host for all the things that 


are happening over there on the 5th and 6th of June. And they are the 
hosts, but at this particular ceremony, President Mitterrand is calling 
all the shots, what happens -- what's going to take place at the time. 


Now, here, they'll be joined again possibly by eight 
oth« r heads of state. Eight other heads of state. President Mitterrand 
is the host here. There will be representative military units from 
all the countries and there will be eight 100-man contingents from 
various countries who took part in the invasion on the 6th of June. 
There will be 2000 -- 2000, Ray? On the shore? Right. 


COLONEL SKATES: We're going to -- the U.S. -- they've 
given us 2100 veteran spaces. 


GENERAL GRANGE: Yes, 2100 spaces -- The French are 
controlling the overall block; there will be veterans who have 
preference to get in to see this ceremony. 


Q What are the countries? Can you list them? 


GENERAL GRANGE: United Kingdom, Luxembourg, Belgium, 
the Netherlands, Norway, U.S. and -- Canada. I'm sorry. 


Q What about the Poles? 


GENERAL GRANGE: There wil!) be Polish contingents in 
the area. (Laughter. ) 


Q What does that mean? 


GENERAL GRANGE: Well, that's as much as I can give you 
now because we don't control the guest list. That's a French 
initiative, 


Q Well, is this a touchy subject, having Poles there? 
sENERAL GRANGE: No. 

Q What was the extent of their participation on D-Day? 
SECRETARY MARSH: They were part of the invasion -- 


GENERAL GRANGE: They were part of the invasion force. 


SECRETARY MARSH: <-- with the British and the Canadians. ' 
There were Czech and Polish units involved in that, if I'm not mistaken. pic 
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Is that right? 


COLONEL SKATES: Yes, sir. Yes, sir, that's right. 


Q Sir, of the five areas, why did the French pick 
Utah for the main, overall ceremony? Is there any reason? 


GENERAL GRANGE: None that I really know of. One of 
the reasons you could probably -- if there would be a reason, I would -- 
if I had to pick one, you can handle more people there and they expect 
to get 20,000 pecple in that area. It's a flat area. The pastures -- 
the cow pastures, you can put a lot of people in there. 


You notice the cemetery. It's pretty heavily wooded. 
It's -- you know, it's beautifully landscaped but it's difficult to 
put a lot of people in there where they can observe what's going on 
at the memorial. 


Q Do you have a name for the town or the village 
near the beach where the ceremony will take place? 


GENERAL GRANGE: It's right on the beach. There is no 
town. There's one small cafe, a little road junction. There's no 
buildings there. 


Q Will there be any German participation of any kind -- 
governmental or otherwise? 


GENERAL GRANGE: There's none that I know of. But, again, 
we have nothing to do with it. Anything other than United States 
participation. 


Q Will they bring in the honor troops from Germany? 
From West Germany? 


GENERAL GRANGE: American troops? 
Q Yes. 


GENERAL GRANGE: Yes. It just so happens that out lst 
Division is in Germany so those soldiers will be wearing the same patch 
that went ashore on the 6th of June, 1944, and we'll have some -- we'll 
have 4th Division soldiers over on Utah Beach. 


And there are 2nd -- there's a 2nd Ranger Batallion alive 
and well today in the United States Army. And we'll have a color 
guard from the 2nd Ranger Batallion there with the veterans of the 2nd 
Ranger Batallion of 1944. 


Q Sir, were we told you were -- you're the last officer 
who was active at that point? Could you tell us something about what 
you did and what you do now? 


GENERAL GRANGE: What I did then, I was a PFC. I was a 
PFC in Italy when D-Day took place. I was in a parachute infantry 
regiment. 


Q And how is it you -- the fact here is that you're 
the last man on active duty who was also on active duty on D-Day 


GENERAL GRANGE: Not guite true. I'm the last combat 
infantry soldier left, paratrooper. General Vessey was also in Italy 
long before I was there. The Chairman of the Joint Chiefs. And he's 

-~ he's the last -- I guess he and I are the last two combat officers 
On active duty. 


Q Well, what do you do now? 


GENERAL GRANGE: I'm the Chairman of this committee. 
shortly to retire. 


Q How old are you? 
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GENERAL GRANGE: I'm 59. The Secretary already 
told you how old I was. He gave you that age -- (laughter) -- 
to fit into -- No sense in lying to you. 


Q Wheat is the exact title of this committee? 


GENERAL GRANGE: It's the Coordinating Committee for 
Historical Observances. 


Q Did you say there's a cemetery at Utah Beach? 


GENERAL GRANGE: No, there is none. Now, you know 
there are numerous cemeteries in this entire area -- German, 
Canadian, French and American. And I'm sure they'll all be 
visited during this period. There are numerous activities that 
are going to be taking place other than the ones I'm talking about. 


Q Well, what is at Utah Beach, then, in a physical 
sense? Is there some kind of a memorial there or just -- 


SECRETARY MARSH: Yes, it's going to be dedicated on 
the Sth -- 


GENERAL GRANGE: Yes, we're putting a memorial 
there now. It will be dedicated on the 5th. There is one memorial 
there -- a small one -- that was put there by a private organization, 
a very special engineer brigade which landed on Utah Beach on 
D-Day, 1944. That's a private monument. 


Q And the President will do what at Utah? 
GENERAL GRANGE: I really can't -- I don't know. 
He'll be there. I don't think he speaks. He doesn't speak 
at Utah. He merely attends -- 


Q There was no trouble organizing a ceremony 
involving -- 


GENERAL GRANGE: That's right. 


Q -- all the heads of state and he will be 
one of them? 


GENERAL GRANGE: He will be one of them. 


Q Can you describe the ceremony to us -- 
what will happen? 


GENERAL GRANGE: As much as I know about it right 
now, and it changes because it's a French ceremony, the dignitaries -- 


the heads of state -- are on a reviewing stand facing the sea. 
They're just forward of the dunes -- in other words, the dunes 
to their back -- they're facing the sea. So, I guess they will 


be at low tide, apparently, because they get that tremendous strand 
out there. 


They'll have all the colors in the center -- all 
the representative nations’ colors in the center. There'll be 
two French unite on either side of the colors and then one each 
joing out of all the other nations that are represented with 
their soldiers. 


On both ', there'll be reserved sections for 
the veterans -- all n nelities. This is strictly -- there'll 
be a speech by Mitter There'll be certainly honors ana 
the national anthems . will be played. And then they'll either 
be a trooping of the 1 yy all the dignitaries, all the heads of 


state, or there'll be a passing review by a reviewing stand. That 
hasn't been quite firmed up yet. And then all the troops will go 
by the reviewing stand. 


SECRETARY MARSH: Dave, maybe we'd better make one point 
here so there's no misunderstanding. There will be an American Tis 
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monument dedicated at Utah Beach on the day before Normandy, on June 5th. 
And that monument is being placed there by the American Battlefield 
Monuments Commission. It's a granite -- how tall is it, Dave? 


GENERAL GRANGE: Twenty-four feet tall, and it’s red 
granite and it's -- what did I say? Four feet. 





SECRETARY MARSH: So that monument will be there when 
they get there on the 6th and it will have been dedicated the day before. 
There's not been cone such at Utah. 


Q What will be written on the monument? 


GENERAL GRANGE: I don't know. I don't know the exact 
words. 


Q What security measures are the French taking against 
demonstrations? Are there planned demonstrations? 


GENERAL GRANGE: I haven't heard of any. I haven't heard 
of any activities of that nature at all. There are certainly going to 
be tremendous security measures. In fact, one of tne jobs that we 
have -- one of our missions is to identify -- and we've got a pretty 
good handle on veterans groups that are coming over. There have been 
30 groups identified so far. 


That ranges from the lst Division Association to the 
Gold Star Mothers to the Disabled American Veterans, the Jewish 
American Veterans, the Italian American Veterans. All these groups, 
we're in constant contact with them. We've gut a pretty good grip 


on how many are going to go with their families. There's a pass 
system. 


People who are allowed access to the ceremonies have to 
go through a metal detector, same precautions you have here. And 
there are color passes which designate who you are -- whether or not 
you're a veteran. Veterans get preference. This is their show. 


Q Do they have to pass through the detectors? The 
guests? 


GENERAL GRANGE: Of course. 
Q The veteran guests? 


GENERAL GRANGE: They do. 


Q Do you know how many American veterans will be there? 


GENERAL GRANGE: We've identified close to 4000 now, but 
those are ones who are in associations and groups. And these are 
commercial tour groups. Now, goodness knows how many of them are over 
there -- out fishing in England, you know, on the 15th of May and 
decide to rent a car and go to Cherbourg and, you know, come across 
on a ferry -- or rather go to Portsmouth and come across to Cherbourg 
on a ferry and then just show up that day. 


) But aren't these closed events? 
GENERAL GRANGE: 
Q They're not closed? 


GENERAL GRANGE: They're not closed as far as getting on 
the periphery of the ceremonial areas. 


Q Like how far away? 
GENERAL GRANGE: I really don't know. I think each one 
is going to have to depend on the terrain, and what the French security 


people think is safe and prudent. 


0 I thought I had 


— 


MORE i! 














» 19 « 


read that the normal tours in this area are all off for the Sth, 6th 
and 7th. 


GENERAL GRANGE: Wo. Oh, no. We're mailing out blocks 
of passes to the tour group right now. 


Q How long are the ceremonies that you're talking 
about -- 


GENERAL GRANGE: -- State Department, a sort of notice 
to travelers, that if you haven't made reservations ahead of time 
and are thinking, you know, to casually drop in and see the event 
and activities of Normandy, pleases don't go, because you're not going to 


find a place to stay. Reservations will be very difficult, there 
will be lots of security -- 





SECRETARY MARSH: They had a question on how 
long the Utah ceremonies? 


Q Yes. 
SECRETARY MARSH: How long the Utah ceremonies will be -- 


GENERAL GRANGE: The Utah ceremony goes for about 
60 minutes. 


Q -- about an hour -- 


Q At whose request will people be passing through 
metal detectors? Is that a request by the U.S. government for 
security around President Reagan? 


GENERAL GRANGE: Wo, I think -- it's just the normal 
security precautions -- 


SECRETARY MARSH: We can't answer that. You'd have to 
ask someone else. 


GENERAL GRANGE: The French ~~ since they're the hosts, 
I think that they would certainly want to be sure that it’s secure 
as possible. 


Q How many troops participated altogether in the 
invasion? 


GENERAL GRANGE: In the invasion? Ray, do you -- 
COLONEL SKATES: Let me -- it seems like a simple 
question, but it’s not. It depends on whether you're talking about 
the 24 hours of D-day itself. And that figure is -- I've seen estimates 
anywhere from 154,000 to -- the highest I've seen is 155,000. The 
best estimate's about 80,000 British, 70,000 U.S. And that includes 
the airborne contingents on D-Day itself. 
GENERAL GRANGE: If you take the first wave, less than that. 
COLONEL SKATES: Take the first wave, it's less than 
that. In other words, if you take the assault wave, you're talking 
about regimental size units, now they were beefed up regiments. 


Q That includes all these other little groups, like 
the Poles and the <-- 


COLONEL SKATES: Right, yes. Yes. 
Q And what were the casualties figures of those -- 
COLONEL SKATES: Again, that's not a simple question. 


SECRETARY MARSH: It varies by regiment. The 116th was 
®@41 in the first 24 hours, as I recall. 
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COLONEL SKATES: That's right. In that regiment -- 
you see, as he says, 841 people died the first 24 hours -- 


SECRETARY MARSH: That was total casualties. 


COLONEL SKATES: I'm sorry -- total casualties -- that's 
about one -- almost a fourth -- 


SECRETARY MARSH: It was 24 percent of the regiment -- 


COLONEL SKATES: -- of the regiment. There were other 
regiments -- depending on where you were -- if you were on the right 
hand side of Omaha Beach you really caught hell. If you were at 
Utah Beach, you just walked on to shore -- 


Q Doesn't anyone know how many people died there? 


COLONEL SKATES: About 1400 deaths ina 24 hour -- I 
can give you precise figures on the first week. The problem is 
pinning down official casualties for that date, because units were -- 
well, it's just a very complicated question -- 


Q That*s just for the army? 


COLONEL SKATES: I'm not trying to dodge any -- it's 
just a complicated -- 


Q Was that just the army? 


COLONEL SKATES: Those are people on the beaches plus 
the airborne drop -- force plus the airborne divisions. 


Q What was it for the first week, then? 


COLONEL SKATES: First week -- I've got that somewhere -- 
it was 1800, there were 1816 people killed between 6 June and 14 June 
in the Normandy campaign. Another 9,459 woundec -- in that first 
week -- and about 7,600, and it seems to me it was about 7,688 -- 

I'll look it up precisely if you want it -- 7,688 missing. 


Q And this includes -- 


COLONEL SKATES: Now, some of those missing, of course, 
eventually would be dead, turn up as dead. Well, that's -- 
again, the only way to put it. 


GENERAL GRANGE: You know, a lot of the airborne units -- 
they didn't have a chance to evacuate anybody for the first 72 hours. 


SECRETARY MARSH: And th:3 is true of all the Allied 
forces -- 


GENERAL GRANGE: In fact, they rescued, I think, 2,000 
people in the one division after 48 hours -- so those guys are out 
there wounded for several days before they even got to an aid station, 
so there's no way to report those kind of things. 


Q Well, how do these casualties relate to other 
battles in history? I mean, is it something that was expected -- the 
casualty rate? Was it exceptionally heavy? Possibly light? 


COLONEL SKATES: I think it was -- 
they expected everywhere except Omaha. And, at -- at Omaha it wus 
heavy for those first wave units -- 


SECRETARY MARSH: Yes, and those two regiments there -- 
the 16th, the 116th <- 


COLONEL SKATES: <-- it was very heavy for those regiments. 
Now again, it depends on what battle you're talking about. In some 
battles units get -- like the Battle of the Bulge -- units were just 
} 
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eliminated. I mean, they just cisappeared in that German onslaught. 
And, sO -- again, overall the casualties were lighter than they thought 
they would be. 


MR. SIMS: Can we move on to General Barker and then 
take the rest of your questions, please. 


SECRETARY MARSH: General Liyle Barker, our Public Affairs 
Officer, as you well know, will cover the activities that will take 
place in the United States. And there are a number of those going 
on throughout all the major installations here in the United States. 


GENERAL BARKER: I'll just take a minute of your time. 
What I'd like to do is share with you that there are a lot of activi- 
ties that are taking place in the United States as part of the 
awareness program, primarily led by veterans organizations. One of 
the most interesting ones, I think, here in Washington will be this 
parade that will take place on the Ellipse which will involve all the 


services and be a special recognition of the events that took place 
that day. 


Also, there will be a major naval exhibit -- by the Navy 
of combat art at the National Museum. 


-t to give you an idea of the representative types of 
things that «re happening around the country, all these events are 
sponsored or hosted by military organizations that you see here, but 
with very heavy veterans organization involvement. They involve such 
things as planting of trees. They're using soil from the Normandy 
area. But other activities, so that all veterans throughout the 
country can actively take part in programs commemorating the date. 
And this just shows you some of the variety. 


Throughout the country these things are taking place 
and being sponsored or hosted by military activities. 


Just one other thing I'd like to mention, and that is, 
a lot of activities are supporting our programs. One of them, for 
example, the U.S. Football League, another, the Major League Baseball. 
All planned various types of activities on their games on the 6th or 
on the Sunday preceding for the U.S. Football League, to commemorate 
the veterans that participated in these events. 


Yes? 
Q Has the mention of the Russians been restored to 
Eisenhower's D-Day Proclamation -- that was stricken by the -- 


GENERAL BARKER: I really don't know. 


Q Where were General Eisenhower and Montgomery at 
this time? Where were they located? 


GENERAL BARKER: What I'm talking about here are those 
events that will take place -- yes? 


Q No, I mean the Utah Beach -- 


MR. SIMS: Naomi, could we go through his and then get 
your questions, please. 


GENERAL BARKER: Yes. Well, that basically covers -- 
what I wanted to get across is that there are very large organizational 
sessions or programs scheduled throughout the countrv that are designed 
to allow everybody to participate who desires to participate. 


There are school programs, essay contests --you name the 
type of activity -- sponsored by the military and veterans organizations 
across the country. That‘s it. 


MR. SIMS: All right. I think we can take some questions. 


y, 
Maybe some of you want to linger with the historian. f 
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Q. Do I understand that we have a kit which has the slides 
in it -- photographs and so forth? 


GENERAL BARKER: Yes. There's a copy of all the visuals 
that you've seen here. It will be at the door as you leave. We also 
have some video tapes that we have made available to some of the net- 
works on request. We have them available, and if any of you are 
interested in those, we can certainly make those available to you. 


SECRETARY MARSH: Do you have a -- do you want to use that 
one now? 


He’s got one now if you want to see it. It's three 
minutes. 


MR. SIMS: Shall we run the 3-minute one? 

Q Yes. 

Q Yes. 

(Video is shown.) 

MR. SIMS: If there are any more general questions, we 
could take them now. We've taken about an hour of the Secre 
and others’ time. I might ask -- particularly Colonel Skates if he 
could stay with you awhile. I'd like to close the briefing and let 
those who want to ask further questions hang in here, if that's 
all right. 

Any other general questions? 

Thank you. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 4:30 P.M. EDT 
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MR. SIMS: This briefing will be on background. It's 
attributable to a Senior Administration Official. This briefing is 
on trade aspects of the summit. I remind you we have another ay 
on Friday in Room 450 of the OEOB on trade issues, monetary policy, finance, 


debt, and so forth: and one next Tuesday at 9:15 a.m., also in Room 450 of 
the OEOB. 


Q Has the Shultz thing been set yet? 


MR. SIMS: We will not have, as far as I know, a Shultz 
briefing, although he will be doing a briefing at the State Department 


following the NATO Ministerial, sometime next week. But he will not 
be here the day before -- 


Q Why don't we have McFarlane, then? We'd like to 
have the political issues. 


MR. SIMS: I'll let him know that you have requested his 
presence here. 


Q Would you be so kind -- 
Q Yes, right. 
Q -- on the record. 


SEXIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you. What I'd 


like to do is make a few comments by way of introduction and then go 
directly to Q6A’s on the trade component. 


First, I guess, I'd start by reinforcing what a number 
of other briefers have already mentioned to you, and that is that the 
British are following pretty much the Williarsbur¢ format. By that 
I mean they're trying to keep it as informal, unstructured and low-key 
as possible. And that fits with what really is the intent of the 
economic summits which is to get Heads of State tocether to have as 
free a discussion, as informal a discussion, as possible. 


Q -- been saying that for eleven years -- (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's useful to be <-- to 
look at where we've been, I think, over the past 34 years: Ottawa, 
Versailles, Williamsburg, and then into London. There have been some 
remarkable changes in the world econory over the past 35 years. The 
Ottawa Summit was the President's first opportunity to explain his 
domestic policy to the other Heads of State, summit countries. 


The President had much of this frogran to promote 
Sustainable, market-oriented, non-inflationary growth in place by the 
time of Ottawa. But, I think it's fair te say that the strong emphasis 
hat the Presidert placed on “ang infiation ané shifting resources 


to the private sector was ore th sore srepticism in Ottawa, as 
you will reca.i 
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At Versailles, the surmit heacs were really faced with 


& scu=er economic situation. We saw falling output, rising unemployment, 
hagher isaterest rates. If my memory serves me, the summit countries 


@t @o0st that time were running an inflation rate of about 10 percent 
with necative real growth. 


The sole bright spot at Versailles was that inflation was 
coin; sown in the United States. A couple of other things about 
Versailles that I think are important are the concerns about exchange 
rates shat were expressed at Versailles, and that led to an agreement 
to develop a framework to consult more effectively about how sumit 
country domestic economic policies really affected the overall inter- 
national economic system. And that consultative process, as a lot of 


you «now, is continued through Wiliamsburg, and [ expect it will be 
addressed at London as well. 


Versailles also highlighted the need to gain a greater 
consensus On East-West economic issues. 


By the time of Williamsburg, developments in the American 
economy had already begun to reflect the success of the President's 
policy that he first laid out at Ottawa. With the U.S. in the lead, 

I think that there was really new confidence expressed out of Williams- 
burg om economic recovery and the fact that it was becoming a reality. 


Since Williamsburg, the recovery in the U.S. has spread 
to other summit countries. We expect that in 1984 the summit countries 


will have about 4.5 percent rate of inflation, and growth will exceed 
4 percent. 


Therefore, if you look at Williamsburg which is known in 
many circles as the “recovery summit,” which it was in United States 
terms -- London is really the recovery Summit in international terms. 
There is real optimism that's shared by our summit partners about 
recovery, and there's a recognition that the President's anti-inflationary 


policies, growth policies, are, in a large part, responsible for that 
recovery. 


With respect to London, the key, I think there, is to 
Giscuss how to ensure that we have a sustainable, consolidated recovery, 
moves and that its benefits are spread to the rest of the world. And you can 
think of a number of important elements, I think, in terms -- underneath 
that umbrella. If you think of it as an umbrella, in terms of sustaining 
recovery, spreading its benefits to the rest of the world -- there are 
elements under that umbrella that are important in trying to attain 
that. One of them has to do with market-oriented adjustment in domestic 
economies -- something the President was very strong on at Ottawa and 
throughout the summit process. 





Another element is managing, and continuing to manage, the 
international debt situation. Both of those issues, Beryl Sprinkel, 
Undersecretary of Treasury, will address on Friday. 


The third element that I think is very important is the 
trade coroonent, and that's the element that we're going to discuss today. 
Ard essentially what we're talking about there is maintaining open 
marke:s, oroviding expanded market access worldwide, doing things to try 
tc imsrove the trading system -- in essence, what we're talking about 
there is further trade liberalization. 


So, with that, I'll throw the floor open to any questions 


that -o. might have on the trade component. 

Q Is the United States looking for any specific 
acree-ents or accomplishments in regard to trade out of this summit, of 
any ~cverent toward a new trade round? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, first I'd say I 
canno: te.l1 you what's going to come out of the summit -- 

















* I‘m mot asking what's coing to come out, I’m asking 
wear the Unitec States would¢ like -- you cocht to know that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFTICIAL: What we seek, really, is 
& Ciscussion in the trade area, built on Williemsburg, which was, if 
you rerember, was directed toward maintaining open markets in the 
Sucrit countries and to the furthering of the consultations and the 
movement toward further liberalization -- negotiations, sultilaterally. 
I think that will be the same emphasis that we will have in London. 


Q What about trade with the Soviets -- technology, 
and things like that? Will that dominate this whole thing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, again, it’s hard 
to know what will come out, but if you want -- my personal opinion 
is no. What we saw out of Williamsburg was that there was 4 consensus 
on East-West trade -- on the basis of the work that was ongoing in a lot 
of the specialized agencies internationally --like the OCD, like the 
International Energy Agency, like NATO -- all of these studies have 
been ongoing. They will continue to be ad¢éressed in many of those 
forums -- so the answer to your question is no. 


0 Well, there was ro consensus, was there? Didn't 
the Europeans want to sell more teclinology and we didn't want them to? 
It didn’t sound like a consensus to me --- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me give you an 
example of the consensus that's been reached in the economic area. 
We've had discussions in the OECD to change the export credit consensus 
that's been arrived at. And those changes that hav now evolved 
really have pretty much eliminated subsidized credit financing to the 


Soviet Union. That's an example of the kinds of coordinated work 
that's been ongoing. 


Q So there was none at 411 <- to the Soviets? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I <= subsidized? 
*) -~ credits. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, in terms of the 
export consensus, anc <hat arrangement, it's 
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i”. @xpcrt credit consensus that's -- 


*) You said it’s been -- the whole -- 


~~ gudsicized credits for the Soviet Union has been eliminated. Is 
--aet #« fact? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Pretty such 
e_ininated. That's right. 


What about the $250 million just announced -- 
what? -- two weeks ego or & week ag0, something like that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not familiar 
with the specific case that you're mentioning. 


My point really is that I don’t think that we will 
see East-West economic relations as being « major issue for the 
summit, for London. 


Q On trade issues ~~ this handout says one of the 
issues being pursued is the possible acceleration of previously 
negotiated tariff cuts. Just the other day, the O£CD announced 
that they were advancing by one year the last Tokyo -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Ie there something beyond that that the summit 
is going to consider? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well <- 


*) ~~ already done what this thing says the summit 
say 6o. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we haven't actually 
fcne that. What we're talking about is «a followup to Williamebuerg 
ara to the OECD Ministerial of last year. And, essentially, we were 
seeking to -- over the course of this year «-- reach agreement on 
accelerating tariff cuts that hed been negotiated during the Tokyo 
rcunéd, subject to our own legislative approval and whatever approval 
#as necessary in the Summit countries. That is all contineent uaon 
everyone doing that. i mean, it's not something that has been ac- 
sc™plished as of this date. 


The other thing that I might mention is thet, with 
respect to the least developed countries, we're also -- there was 
s “easure of agreement between the fourltries that we would seek to 
reduce barriers to their imports as -- to the extent feasibie. 


Q At Williamsburg they mentioned a rolibeck, though. 
lo: of people took that to mean rolling back non-tariff barriers <-- 
Totes. Will any of that come out of London? Do you visualize any 
TU Stes or other non-tariff barriers being eliminated or reduced? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, acain, I can’t 
steak to what might eventuate from the discussions of heads of state. 
P.t I think that there I wouldn't see any specific measures being 
nounced as a result of the summit. 

Q Can I follow up on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL Sure 


. Since the statement at Wililiarebure on roe.iine 
ard halting protectioniam, what are the rajor accomp.ishments 
a. : irred in thre laa year i* ‘ *)\) | =en* ~* *ae ° ecece 














SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, that's a good 
question. 


Q Good one, Steve. (Laughter.) 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The -- 
Q Yes -- 

Q Let's hear it for Steve. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The progress, really, 
has been limited. I won't say that it's been as much as we would 
have liked. But there have been some things and Bart mentioned the 
tariff acceleration. I mentioned the least developed countries. 
There's also an ongoing exercise in the OECD -- 


Q What are the least developed countries? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, basically, what 
I said was that there was agreement among summit. countries, OECD 
countries, to attempt to reduce barriers to the exports of the 
least developed countries. 


The other element that is ongoing within the OECD is 
an exercise on dismantlement of trade barriers. There is analytical 
work that is going on -- has been going on in the OECD -- and the 
work will continue. When that work will be completed, I can't 
really tell you. 


Q Could I follow up on that, too? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q You have quite a few measures pending, which 
might be decided before the President -- and bunching up in August 
or September, before the election. Is there anything in your papers 
which will be assurance for the Europeans, or she other participants, 
that these pending measures will come out in a way that you can 
say there is a progress in trade negotiation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If you're speaking 
about the Section 201 cases, which are the satecquard cases -- 


Q -- case, which is still pending, too. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICAL: Right. Those cases 
are still under -- in the ITC, the 201 investigation, the safeguard 
cases, are still under investigation. There will be no result, if 
my reading of the schedule is correct, until after the summit on 
any of those cases. There are four of them pending now. So that 
we couldn't really speak to those cases. 


I will say that -- you know -- that the position that 
we've had is to -- stated posi-_ion all along -- is to resist pro- 
tectionism. I don't think that position has chanced in 34 years 
and I don't think it will chance in the future. 


Q And there will be no cecision on the machine 
tool before the summit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't really tell 
whether there will be a decisicn before -- my best guess is that 
it's still in the review process and probably will not be ready 
for any kind of decision prior to the surnit. 


Chris. 
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Q Can you tick off some of the specific trade 
practices that we're still upset about, the kinds of things that 


Europe or Japan is doing, that the President is likely to bring 
up at the summit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't know 
that he'll bring up any specific practices, you know, directed at 
indivicual countries. That's really not the nature of the discussions, 
at least not in the past. It may well happen; but I don't think so. 


Q Can you tell us the kinds of things that we're 
upset about, though? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICAL: Well, let me put it 
this way, what we're trying to do in terms of new liberalization -- 
because that really is the side of the coin that we're most interested 
in -- and various countries have different agendas on what they would 
like to see on -- in terms of the components of a new trade negotia- 
tion. We would like to see an improvement in the existing internation- 
al tracing system. By that I mean, improvements in the way the in- 
ternational organization that treats international trade, which is 
known as the GATT, General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade, how it 
functions. I won't get into the nitty-gritty of it; 
but thincs like dispute settlement, etc. 


We also would like to see completion of something 
that's known as a “Safeguards Code,” which is to look at how we 
take actions to protect our own markets from imports that may in- 
jure some of our private or domestic producers. 


We want to look at agriculture. Trade in agriculture, 
as you know has been pretty much out of the real discipline in in- 
ternational trade and we'd like to see some progress there. 


We'd like to see some discussion and possible nego- 
tiatiors on trade and services, trade and high technolocy. 


You know, again, the overall intent is to liberalize 
trade, is to see that markets are open. And to try to do something 
about trade-distorting measures. Okay? That's also very important. 
Ané I think that's pretty much where your -- . 


Q But, I mean, you know, in the past -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- subsidies -- 


Q Well, as I say, in the past, we've heard specific 
thinecs about how the Europeans were subsidizing steel or agricultural 
products or the barriers that the Japanese were putting up on citrus 

rcducts. I mean, we're not upset about those kinds of specific -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, those are basically 
bilateral issues, aren't they? I mean, we have dealt with those in 
a bilateral framework. I mean, we've had our discussions -- many, 
many discussions on agriculture or on steel or on other issues with 
the European community. We've had recent discussions -~- continuing 
éiscussions with the Japanese on questions of market access. You 
mertioned beef and citrus. So those are mainly bilateral issues. 


I -- Again, personally, I don't think that kind of 
specificity will necessarily arise, like ~- I can't speak to what 
will happen in the discussions. 


Helen. 
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Q Do we have any specic-. roposals at this -- 
at the summit? Are we presentinc anythizg new or are we synthesizing 
any of these goals into some kind of an active proposal? 


SENTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, in terms of 
an active proposal -- I mean, the surmit framework is to sit down 
ahead to discuss what the problems are ard the ways in which we 
can deal with them. 


Q Well, I take it you -- the Sherpas have already 
done that. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the Sherpas have 
met. There's no secret about that. And we've discussed the various 
issues that might be addressed at thesurmait by heads of state. 

As I mentioned, the one area that we feel very -- is very important 
is the trade side and that is because it is a critical element to 
ensuring recovery, to sustaining recovery and to spreading its 
benefits to the rest of the world. 


It‘s also -- Sorry. Go ahead. 


Q When you speak of a new round of negotiations 
in GATT next June, what's your priority? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't think 
that there is a single priority. I mean, the priority is improving 
the system, the trading system. That's one. And there are a number 
of ways you do that. You do it by further liberalizing trade, re- 
ducing barriers. All right? You also do it by increasing discipline 
over practices thu’!: may be trade distortive. All right? And that's, 
essentially, whet we have sought in prior rounds and what we will 
continue to seek. 


Andrea. 


Q At what point or what level in London do you 
expect the non-agenda item of energy policy -- of oil imports and 
possible restrictions or sharing to come up? Would that be with 
the leaders? Would that be delegated -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: To be honest with you, 
I can't tell you the answer to that. I con't know. 


Q Has there been any planning now, given the situation ir 
the Persian Gulf, as to how to incorporate this into the summit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there certainly 
have been discussions. Those are discussions that I have not been 
a party to. So it's an area which I don't -- It's not that 1 don't 
want to answer your question. It's just I really don't know how 
to answer it. 


Q Who's been discussing it? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there have been 
¢isczssions between the National Security Council, between the State 
Cerartment, in terms of the issue of the Persian Gulf. I mean, the 
7r¢s.ce-= mentioned that -- 


Q But, specifically on the question of what the 
rres-.dert talkec about last night, that -- the question of sharing -- 
i= the Fersian Gulf is turned off, how would the countries that depend 
cn tract 3il more than we do -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Again, I'm not 


to any ciscussions on contincencies and that kind of question, 
s> -- 


Q And you don't know who is? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't know who, 
specifically, has taken the ball. I know there've been discussions. 
Tae obvious place where that would reside is in the National Security 
Council and the State Department. 


Q Would you expect that the administration wuld look 
toward the IEA on something like that and toward the agreed-upo:. 
formulae, or would there be any kind of new initiative? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Totally out of my area. 


Q Would this, the internationalization of the yen 
te highlighted at this summit -- that Regan, Don Regan -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You'd have to ask GD . 
cn Friday. He'd be in a better position to tell you where -- what 
the status is, or might be, of discussions. What I have heard has been 
that it's -- Bart smiles as I say that -- the discussions + UF 
will 





making real progress. More than thet I can't tell you, but 
te able to mention more on Friday 





Q Where does the trade issue fit into the agenda for 
two cays? Is that the key topic? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is a key topic; it 
isr.': the key topic. Wnere it fits in on the agenda is up to the 
British. Again, Mrs. Thatcher will be in the chair -- 


Q But it will be the Heads of State or government who 
will be discussing it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If it runs true to form, 
ané if, on the basis of our preparations, yes, the trade issue will be 
éiscussed -- certainly by Heads of State. 


Q Isn't there a schedule? I mean, hasn't the -- : 
the cousle of days been broken down into when they're going to discuss 
varicus issues? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There hasn't been a 
treaxdown in terms of what ‘ipecific issues will be addressed in what 
meeting, or over what luncheon or dinner. What they have done is they've 
troken .t down in terms of the economic issues and the political 
issues -~ but not any greater degree of specificity -- to my knowledge. 
The Sritish certainly know that -- 


Q Mixed credit -- mixed credit packages, is that going 


t> come up for discussion? \ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. Honest 
enswer -- I don't know. 


Q May I ask a question on trade? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure. 


MORE yd! 























“9 


Q On two issues that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm glad that we got 
back to trade -- 


-- that there were two referred to before. One, 
on Japan, that although that's a bilateral issue, there is great -- 
there has been in the past a great deal of discussion about Japan's 
trading practices, and the United States had, in a couple of cases, 


almost appealed to the other allies not to beat up on Japan so much -- 
Or sO we were told. 


Are you suggesting that the climate has changed if that 
is not going to be discussed this time? Or, are people happier with 
Japan? Has Japan changed its trade practices, placated people? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Again, I don't think 
that's the question. The question is that what we're seeking to do 
is to open markets, and, again, to liberalize trade. And certainly 
there are practices in all countries that we would like to see change. 


I mean, Japan is one. We all -- no one is pure, by any stretch of 
the imagination. 


Q Well, it's hard to avoid the impression that there 
isn't a deliberate effort to fuzz up all of these issues -- 


SENIOk ADMINISRATION OFFICIAL: No, if I left that 
impression, I didn't mean to. 


Q You do leave that impression because you asserted 
things about what is going on at thissummit, and those of us that 
covered them know that there was a lot more specifity tran at other 

and, indeed, in other pre-summit briefings there was a lot 
more specificity about what the United States wanted to achieve. So, 
something has changed. That is apparent. I'm not even asking you 
to confirm that it's changed. 





All I'm asking you is to explain why it has, it seems 
to have changed. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't know what 
the briefings were like in the past in terms of additional specificity. 
I mean, we can talk about bilateral problems that -- on the trade 
side -- that we have with other countries that might well arise at 
London. I was simply saying that I didn't think that the focus would 
be on specific trade complaints between partners. 


Now, that's not to say that issues may not arise -- 
concerns about cases that are pending in the U.S., concerns about 


common agricultural policy in Europe, cuncerns about market access. in 
Japan. 


Q Well, let me ask you the question this way, if I 
might. What is the state of alarm and anger and concern among the 
allies this year about the trade policies of individual countries? 

Is the economic recovery muting some of those concerns that we've seen 
at past summits? Measure it against the last few years, where we 
are right now in terms of those concerns. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, well, obviously 
when you're in a situation where the economy is, world economy, is not 
good and domestic economies are not good, not growing -- there's no 
job creation, what have you -~ I think it tends to maqnify disputes. 
There's no question about that. 


But I don't see this period as being much different than 
other periods in terms of the outstanding issues on the trade side that 
we have. We always have problems. We always -- that’s the nature of 
the system. You know, I'm trying to crapple with your question, but 
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I cuess I'm missing something in there -- 


Q Could I ask one more trade related question? 
is the current disarray in the European community, the disacreements 
saat tney've had over their subsidies or their budget and agriculture 


policy, is that a factor preventing a good discussion on this subject 
az the Sumit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I would hope not. 
think it's one of the reasons why there should be a good discussion 
c= trade at the Summit. 


Q If I could try -- 


Q In other words, he goes to these summits, and he 
has °*ll these bilateral meetings, and it sounds to me like he's totally 
unprepared to bring up any bilateral issues on trade at an economic 
summit. And I see Steve's point, exactly. He has individual meetings 
with the Japanese, with all of them -- and he's got nothing to ask 
them this time. That's the impression you're leaving. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, if that's the 
impression I'm leaving then, let's try to change that. 


Q Okay. What, specifically, will he bring up when 
he probably sits down with the Japanese leader. What does he want to 
cet from him this time? Does he have any interest in reducing the. 
trade deficit. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I mean, those 
are -- let me again try to put it into focus. You asked a lot of 
questions, all right? 


The objective on the trade side at London, again, the 
unbrella -- sustaining recovery, and how do you do that? You keep 
markets open, and you seek further trade liberalization. All right? 
Now, under that, there are a lot of problems in the system. We have 
problems with Japan -- and continuing problems with Japan on market 
access. We have reached scae agreements. But we still feel 
that our access in many areas, in the trade area, are less than 
should be. We want access to their market on the same basis as they 
have access to ours. Cx«ay? 


With the European community: there are a number of 
issues that we have outstanding. Primarily, over the common agricultural 
policy. Two of those issues have to do with a tariff rate quota that 
may eventuate on corn glutin <-- all right? Not sounding very sexy, but 
it’s an importart trade iten. 


. Q Can you go through that again? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Corn glutin -- 
(Laughter. ) 


Q No -- the whole thing -- (Laughter.) What is the 
issue? I mean, explain the .ssue to us. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's a tariff rate -- 
would be a tariff rate quota on corn glutin. 


Q Is that the sweetener? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, well -- it's a 
‘eed, essentially is what it is -- which they use. And they -- or 
we sell a great quantity of that to the European community. So that's 
cone problem. They've aiso considered -- 


Q What is -- I'm sorry -- what is the problem on that? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it's all wrapped 
up with the review of the common écricultural policy. And exsentially, 
in reviewing their procedures and how they implement the agricultural 
policy, one of the things that has surfaced has been the possibility 
of a tariff-rate quota on corn slu-in. 


Q Why? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, from our perspective 
it has to do with financing their own progran. 


And we have said in the past, Secretary) Block has said 
in the past, that we do not want to, and will not finance the common 
agricultural policy. So that's one area. 


The other has been that there's been some talk, which 
we don't believe will take place, but there's been some talk about a 
tax on oils and fats. Now, what that means is that our producers would 
be very unhappy, primarily our soybean producers. We've also had many 
discussions with the European community over thet. 


Q Are they trying to build their own production, or 
markets, or-- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, they have plenty 
of production. Their problem is they have surplus production. And 

| what that -- the problem which has been between the U.S. and the EEC 
overall, over many years, has been that they subsidize this production 
and subsidize their exports of this production into the world markets. 
That does a number of things, one of which troubles our farmers a 
great deal, and that is, it displaces our own exports into those 
countries. 


Q You don't expect the Summit leaders to talk about 
corn glutin, fats and oils, do you? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I don't -- 


Q That's the impression that you're now leaving. 








Q Yes -- 
—— SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- all I was reacting 
to is -- 
Q -- it was because of this question back then -- 
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. SENICR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was about -- the 
question about what issues there are between countries. Yes -- 
wait a minute, wait a minute. 


Q ~~ if there's any agenda here at all on trade. 
I mean, you're leaving us with the imprescion that there are either 


—— niggling little issues like corn gluten or everything's just 
ine. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. Let me go back -- 
le= me co back -- 


Q Somehow, there's something in the middle there. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All right. Let me try 
to do it one more time. All right? One more time. 


Q ~~ what are the issues between -- you didn't 
say that was going to come up. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What thissummit is all 
about in terms of the trade side is “oing the things in the trade 
area that are necessary to make sure that recovery is sustainable. 
All right? And in that context, we're talking about keeping our markets 
open, we're talking about improving the trading system, further trade 
liberalization, which can take the form of many different areas, which 
have yet to be agreed on, will take some time to be agreed on. But I 
mentioned a number -- trade and agriculture, trade and services, trade 
and high technology, et cetera. That's what thesummit is all about. 
That's the kind of discussion that will be held in the summit. 


Q Do you expect the other countries to bring up the 
U.S. deficit and its problems in terms of international trade? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'm sure -- I can't 
tell you, again, whether the question will arise. I'm sure that it 


will. The budget deficit question, interest rates, will certainly be 
an issue that will be addressed, yes. 


Q Will we change our view on whether it's responsible 
or not for the trade imbalance? I mean, is our view going to remain 
essentially what it has been for tne last couple of years in terms of 
what impact the deficit has on =rade imbelance? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the trade deficit 
in trade terms, the important factor is that it provides for exports 
into the United States and provides a spur to economic recovery world- 
wide. Okay? If you're talking about -- if you want to talk about 
budget deficits and interest rates, et cetera, in that context, I'd 
suggest you talk to Beryl on Friday, raise the question with Beryl. 





Yes, back here. 


Q On the question of the new round of trade negotiations, 
if the U.S. has its way, could you tell us what we would like in the 
final communique on this subject, given that last year we called for 
a rollback of trade protectionism and that hasn't happened. You've 
admitted that it was only limited progress we made in that area. So 
what do we want the communique to say? What do we want the leaders 
to agree to as far as a new round of trade negotiations? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: First of all, I don't 
know what the communique will bring. But again -- 


Q What do we want? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, our objective is, 
ir. terms of the trade side, again, is to have a reconfirmation really 
tc resist protectionist measures. And the real emphasis will be on 
trying to work with al) our trading partners, not just the summit partners, 
ir seeking further trade liberalization, further negotiations. 


Now, where that will end up, in what time frame, et cetera, 
“c cne, I don't think, can speak on that now. 


c 
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Q Does tne U.S. have a target date for the start of 
@ new rounc, and do you expect any progress towards that at the summit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we're hopeful that 
there will be progress. 


Q Do we have a target date in mind? I know they take 
some preparation. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, they do take prepa- 
ration. We'd like to see some real progress in 1985. And those rounds 


take -- generally take years to -- but we'd like to see -- 

Q You've got to start sometime. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's exactly right. 

Q So when would we like it to start? Ideally. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, again, that depends 
on the consultations that we have with our trading partners. And it's 
not just in a summit context, you know. One of the mistakes that has 
been made in the past is to have a -- call for a new round by -- at a 
certain time by just summit countries because, of course, most of ovr 
trading partners are outside of that. 

Q So you're not seeking that? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFIICIAL: Yes. 


Q You're not really seeking a cal. for a new trade 
round by the summit countries? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that that’s correct. 


What we're seeking is further progress and movement toward further 
negotiations, futher liberalization. 


Q Are European agriculture -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Steve, you've had -- 
Q Okay. 


Q Are you seeking, then, just the reformation of the -- 
that the working program will be finished on time, or what are you 
seeking? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think that it's 
important to have the GATT work program completed by the contracting 
party session this November. There's no question about that. But we'd 
like to see some consensus on the real need for a new round. 
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If you saw the -- and read the language out of the OECD Ministerial, 
that was a fairly good indication of the -- what I 


think is a growing consensus on the need to really move forward 
toward a new round. 


Yes, over here. 


Q Has -- has there been any progress on overcorzing 
COCOM reluctance to pass on -- on U.S. high tech exvorts to China? 
No progress? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I shake 


ay head because I'm not,. that's not an issue that I a 
in context of summit discussions. And it's ye that 
m familiar with. 


Q Your previous answer, you mean to say 
that there's no consensus yet on the need for a new round? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, there is a 
consensus, I think. & growing consensus within the OECD countries 
about the importance of seeking further strengthening of the 
trading system and further liberalization. And -- and that, I think, 
is -- is something that is not just summit country related, but also 
beginning to be developed among our other trading partners as well. 


Bill Brock had a meeting on May 10, 11 and 12 of about 
sixteen or seventeen trade ministers. And it was designed to just 
begin to brainstorm in terms of how we might handle problems in the 
trade area, further liberalization.and that kind of thing. 


Yes, right here. 
Q Do you expect the bilaterals between Reagan and 


Nakasone to produce any kind of agreement on ending the -- the quotas 
on Japanese car imports? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we're 
into the -- just into the fourth year of voluntary restraints 


by the Japanese. I don't know wht the President may raise, but ’ 
I don't believe that that will be an issue. 


Q You don't think it'll even be raised? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have no way -- 
you know -- again -- you can't put yourself into that meeting. 
I don't believe it will be raised. I don't know that it would not 
be raised. 


Q A follow-up to that, is the President prepared 
to say anything to Nakasone about the domestic content legislation 
now pending in Congress? Is he going to use that in any way to 
get scme kind of concessions out of the Japanese? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I would answer 
it this way, we have opposed the domestic content as an administration, 
that legislation, since it was introduced. That position hasn't 
changed. 


Q Well, can he give Nakasone any assurances 
that his opposition here will prevent implementation of the domestic 
content bill? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I ‘t -- 
That issue, I mean, if you're SS ee 


alre on record Oppos 
Gomestic content legislation, I ant know -- “ me She 


Q Well, this administration, though, saj,s that 
when it opposes legislation it means it will oppose it , a. 
Congress and will not talk vetoes. Is the President prepared to 


tell Nakasone that he cen veto such legislation if he were tc 
get concessions in return? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I cou dn‘t speculate 
on that. 


There is a question in the back. All the way in 
the back. 


Q Last year, there was a great deal of reluctance 
on the part of the Europeans, in particular, to agree to -- in 
language of the communique that -- sort of pro-trade liberalization 
because of the degree of economic stagnation in Europe and high 
unemployment. On the basis of this Sherpa meeting, do you detect 
any change in the European attitude on that over this con*inuing 


high rate of unemployment in Europe still likely to make them resist 
any very strong statements on trade -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the -- It's 
a good question. The recovery has really been uneven, as you know, 
in Europe and job creation really has been a problem in Europe. 
So there are still economic difficulties, so that I think there has 
been some reluctance in terms of timing, in terms of actively 
pursuing further liberalization. But I think there is -- certain- 
ly we saw it again out of the OECD Ministerial -- a clear indication 


of -- or felt need for the importance of improving the system and 
further liberalizing trade. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 10:42 A.M. ZDT 
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MR. SIMS: We're going to try to get this started right 
away. Our briefer has a meeting with the President at 11:00 a.2., so -- 
you may be here, but he won't, so we'll have to close on time. 


Q Will you tell us what he tells the President? 


MR. SIMS: Who knows -- This briefing is on background. 
It's attributable to a Senior Administration Official, or a Senior 
American Official. As usual, we'll have a transcript of this briefing. 
I should look ahead -- some of you are interested in other briefings 
on the summit. On Tuesday, Secretary Regan will be here in an on-the- 
record briefing. We had announced that for 9:15 a.m. Some of you 
have a schedule problem. The Secretary is willing to come and start 
at 9:00 a.m., SO we will do it at 9:00 a.m. Tuesday, with Secretary 
Regan. At that time, we hope to have for you the press book, if it's 
printed and ready to distribute. That is the only time we could get you 
together with Secretary Regan and -- 


Q Can we have it in the briefing room at the White 
House? 


MR. SIMS: Wo, it will be in this room. 
Q Why? 


MR. SIMS: Because the size of the audience will be too 
larsce for that. 


And then Thursday, next week -- the Jlst -- we would 
hore to have the final in our series of briefings at 2:30 p.m. with a 


Senior Administration Official, and we'll let you know who that is as 
we cet closer to it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Good morning ladies 


and centlemen. 1 want to speak about the economic issues at the London 
surmit. 


The major theme of that summit will be sustaining the 
economic expansion. Fortunately, a great deal of progress has been 
made in recent years in achieving convergence in economic performance 
arons the summit countries. For example, on growth -- in 1982 there 
was a very wide range in the growth among those major summit countries 


with the extrere being Canada off 4.4 percent in real GNP, and Japan 
up 3.3 percent. 


By ‘84, our best quesstimate as to what's happening 


“his year, six of the seven summit countries will have growth exceeding 
2.5 percent. 


On the inflation front, there has also been growing 
onvergence. For example, in ‘82, Japan had only 2.7 percent inflation, 
out Italy had 16.3 percent -- end the average inflation for the summit 
countries in ‘82 was 6.8 percent. This year, all but france and italy 
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neve iess than 5 percent inflation, and the averace inflation rate for 
he sSeve- Sucmit countries is Gown to 4.7 percent. 


The emphasis in this sur=it w:ll be on pursuing policies 
~=at are likely to sustain and reinforce the growth without re-igniting 
-rilation. And there is general asreemer:, among =he summit countries, 


~7a€t it reguires certain kinds of action on the part of the various 
scverame-ts. 


Certainly, to keep inflation cown, there is a commitment 
tc pursue stable, moderate growth in their money scepplies. There is 
ar acreement to restrain government spendinc, both to cut the amount 


oo: resources allocated to government and also co reduce the budget 
deficits. 


It*s agreed in all the summit countries that the public 
sector .s too large. Although, of course, the exact size varies widely 
arong the countries. In the U.S. and in Japan total spending on 
government, or -- total government spending as a percentage of GNP -- 
is approximately 35 percent in each country. However, for all the 
other summit countries, there is variation. And they all exceed 45 
percent -- that is, they're spending much more money on government as 
@ percentage of their economy than either the U.S. or Japan. So 
reducing public spending is an objective -- to free resources for 
>rivate investment and thus increase economic growth. 


Also, it's generally agreed that there is excessive 
involvement of government in the various economies. This is reflected 
in many cases in high tax burdens and also cepressing regulation. 


On the U.S. side, we, of course, are commited to reducing 
our deficit primarily through spending cuts. The Treasury study has 
indicated that the problem is not the deficit per se, but the size of 
government spending that causes the major problem. Displacement of 
private activity is essentially the same whether the excessive spending 
is financed through higher taxes or throuch borrowing. Therefore, the 
objective is to get the spending under better control. 


Fortunately, there has been important progress in the 
Concress in recent weeks on reduction of our deficit and reduction of 
spending. Even without the deficit reduction plan, which is now 
underway, we believe that the ratio of federal outlays to GNP is 
expected to fall to about 23.8 percent in ‘85, and down to 22.2 percent 
in "89. And the deficit would, under those projections, fall from 
tne $179 ballion, which is about 5 percen: of GNP, to $129 billion, 
or 2.4 percent of GNP over that same period. 


Q Could you give those figures again? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, sir. We believe 
that witsout the present efforts to reduce the deficit, that the ratio 
of federal outlays to GNP are projected to fall from 23.8 percent in 
f.ecal ‘35, to 22.2 percent in fiscal ‘89. And if you talk about the 
s.ze of «he deficit, it implies a reducticn from $179 billion, or 
$ cercer: of GXP, to $129 billion, or 2.4 serscent cf GNP over that 
sa-e cer.oc. 


Q Yes, but, what's the period? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICAL: The periods are the 
.cn an the deficit from fiscal ‘85 <c fiscal ‘89. 


9 And without @ special effort, what would they be? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATICN OFFICIAj: Well, we haven't got 
se fital results of the Congress yet, ant, of course, there's going 
* oe ftllowsp in e@dition co this Gownpa:'tent. And 1°11 speak 
652.2% <282% tf 8 SSRORK == 
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* Sut, youre -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Clearly, the markets -- 
~= we coulc -- if I could complete -- I think it would be better for 


=> complete the statement, and then I'll be pleased to spend the 
Ten~sincer of the time trying to respuad to your questions. 


Ciearly, the markets are concerned. And we need more 
act.cn. Anc, thus, the President bas labeled this attempt as «a 
Scwn~ payment this year. And, a3 you know, it’s passed both Houses, but 


the Corfererce Committees will attempt to iron out the differences in 
tne reasonably near future. 


Thus, the downpayment emphasis was intentional. It's 
omly the first step. We expect t> continue these efforts in future 
yea:s. And, of course, the President tas, again, announced his support 
“or two longer-range measures of the balanced budget amendment, on 
the one hanc, and line-item veto power on the other. 


From our point of view, the U.S. budget deficit is not 
the mator cause of the world's economic problems. All summit countries 
nec total deficits between 3} and 4 percent of GNP in ‘83, except 
Canaca and italy, where the deficits were even higher. A lower U.S. 
Geficit would not solve the structural problems that face the EC 


mations, anc it certainly would not solve inflationary tendencies 
abro. 4. 


There is, of course, no convincing evidence of a linkage 
between the budget deficits and interest rates. Excessive spending is, 
indeei, the problem. And other summit countries have higher spending 
relative to their economies than we do. 


Turning for a momemt to interest rates and monetary policy: 
the s rength and balanced nature of the recovery in the U.S. and 
jermary Gemonstrate that interest rates, up to now, certainly have not 
choxec off high levels of investment. Capital spending of U.S. 
>usinesses are rising more rapidly than during the first five quarters 
of any recovery Since the Korean War. And there are signs that 
.nvestrent remains strong this year. 


And the reason, of course, is that, aithough interest 
rates soo, indeed, impact investment, there are many factors that impact 
an investment decision. Such as -- inflation, consumption growth, the 
revclatory environment, the tax regime, and general government attitudes 
towars business. We have succeeded in substantially increasing the 
after-tax rate of return on investment in the United States. Therefore, 


.nvestrents so far remain strong, and it's our objective to keep it 
shat way. 


All of these factors, which I have cited, are favorable 
sm the United States, although they are not generally as favorable 
sbroat. We, of course, are not happy with the recent increase in 
.ntertest rates. Perhaps it's partly cyclical. Certainly we need to 


-isve tO work with the Federal Rererve to achieve stable, moderate 
cney crowth so that we can continue to reduce inflationary expectetions. 


Let me turn to the dollar for a few moments. We fre- 
suently hear, among our summit partners, the word “overvaluation.” And 
we shink« that's not a very meaningful statement in a floating exchange 


rate s stem. We believe that the major reason for the st* *ngth of the 

-Liar as been favorable economic condit:.cns in the Un’ { States 
sc~stare’s to economic conditions abroac. That, of course 48 been 
Seterm.ined, tO @ very considerable extent, by the kinds of policies 
#e “ae turseed in this country, vis-a-vis some of the policies abroad. 
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. The strong dollar, in our ovinion, is not caused by high 
v.&. interest rates. We've done a lot of work on that at Treasury. On 


occasion we can find a correlation, but, frequently it goes in the 
oprosite cirection. 


The strength of the dollar then, has reflected successful 
. economic policies, compared to our summit partners. The decline in 
. inflation, the increase in output, the increase in productivity, 


the increase in business profitablility, have all attracted funds to 
the U.S. 


U.S 
U.§s 


There also, of course, have been from time to time, safe 
haven capital flows to the United States. Thus, it would have been 
impossible for us to hold down the strength of the dollar without 
weaxening Our own strong economy to match the weaknesses elsewhere in 


the world. We do not intend to rekindle inflation and throw away 
these gains. 


Intervention certainly could not have prevented the dollar 
from rising. Some have argued capital controls, but of course, from 
our point of view, that would have indeed, been countervroductive. 

Ané the effect would not have lasted. 


We are anticipating in the months ahead that the dollar 
may well decline moderately. Most of the rapid improvement in the United 
States is behind us relative to our foreign partners. They are 
besinning to expand even though their pace of improvement is behind ours, 
we are expecting closer convergence. 


We note that there is a strong rising current account 
deficit. Other countries are now making progress on their inflation 
rates and, hopefully their currencies will become more attractive. 


With respect to the yen, we will be talking next week 
corncerninc the agreement reached by the working group which we believe 
will lead to capital market liberalization and internationalization of 
the yen, and over time should lead to strength in the yen. 








It has been alleged in some quarters that the U.S. is 
drairine capital out of Europe. And from our voint of view the numbers 
Zo act support that argument to the extent that it's presented to us. 

The inflows of foreicn capital, foreign owned capital dropped $5 billion 
in '€3 to $83 billion. Inflows from Europe dropped from $42 billion 

to $35 billion. The major factor in U.S. capital accourt last year 

was the $94 billion dollar slow-down in U.S. benks lending to foreigners. 
Ané that, of course, was mainly due to increas nc reluctance to len 

to LDC's, especially after mid 1982. 


In our opinion, therefore, the interest rate trend in the 
“nited States was not the major factor. 


Let me turn, for a few moments, to another subject which 
I'r sure will be discussed at the summit. 


Yes, sir? 


Q Wait, cculd you cive us the ficures on c«pital flows 
chat ou fust save? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Acain? 





Q Yes. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The ones I just recited? 
Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I stated that inflows of 


=2r>eé-c7-Owned capital dropped $5 billion in 1983, down to $82 billion 
Goliars. Inflows from Europe alone -- 


Q Excuse me, a million or billion? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Billion. Did I say million? 
I thoucht I said billion? 


Q Well -- 


Q Well, it dropped from $5 billion to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It dropped an amount of 
$5 billion to a total of $83; i.e., it dropped from ‘88 to ‘83. 


Inflows from Europe dropped from $42 billion to $35 billion. 
The major factors that I cited were the $94 billion dollar's 


in U.S. bank lending to foreigners. Due, primarily to reduced rates 
of lending to LDCs. 


Another issue that will be discussed at the summit, of 
course, is the international monetary system. We in the United States 
do not believe that the system has functioned perfectly, but that it 
has served us well. That the problems are not, primarily, the system. 
But, primarily the national policies pursued by the government. 
Therefore, it's not a question of system design, it's a question of 
gettinc more convercing policies and results. 


It has helped -- the system has helped to enable us to 
avoic major monetary crises that certainly would have arisen under the 
par value system. It certainly also has helped us avoid capital con- 
trol because, with fixed exchange rates, almost certainly, there would 
have been a trend toward more capital controls. 








ee What we need to make the system work better is more prompt 
-djustme nt, sounder policies especially abroad, and finally, greater 
convergence in economic results. There is a broad consensus among the 
G-10 deputies, of which I'm one, that the system has been working very 
well anc that a return to a fixed-rate system is certainly not feasible 
cr even Sesirable at the present time. 


However, a wholesale reform of the system, from our point 
o= view, would not be helpful. Also, a monetary conference or other 
moves in that direction would not focus on the weaknesses of the systen. 
Reform implies that the problem is the system rather than national 
policies and that there is a quick fix to deep-seated economic problems, 
ané we €o not believe that to be the case. There would be a great risk 
that the ronetary conference at this stage would distract from the real 
tas< cf improving national policies and raising unrealistic, and probably, 


e&..*° €2.%%e% 


eniscii...asle expectations. 





There are studies, as I think you know, underway in the G-10 
éeruties and the G-10 ministers, on improving the system. And we re- 
cortecé that to the ministers in Rome a few days ago. The topics that have 
been studied and will continue to be studied in the months ahead include 
tne @xcharnge rate system, strengthening of IMF surveillance, a discussion 
cf international liquidity, and finally, the role of the IMF, especially 
nox and in the period ahead. 


The area where the United States is placing major emphasis 
: i= strencthening IMF surveillance. We have made many suggestions 
--2 will be considered further in subsequent meetings. As noted in 
j+-.2 tommunique issued in Rome, we want a thorough review of these 


ss. The work is proceeding very well and we hope that a report to 
sters will appear in the first half of 1985. 


wet me turn for a moment -- tust a few moments <= Lo 93 
britces tin.c that will be discussec at the summit -- that is, the 4 14 
.7t422r.%.7%8. debt strates:’. 
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Our objective will be to reaffirm the five-point 
Williamsburg strategy. And just to refresh your memory, that included 
the necessity and desirability of major LDC countries adjusting. It 
included initially the provision of additional resources to the IMF, 
and that has been achieved. It included the necessity that commercial 
banks would have to continue lending to the LDCs, albeit at a reduced rate 
of increase. It also included the desirability of bridge financing 


where appropriate, and finally, the basic importance of encouraging an 
OECD recovery. 


The strategy, looking back and up to the present, has 
promoted economic adjustments. It has avoided serious disruptions in 
the financial system. We will certainly urge a continuation of this 
strategy, using a case by case approach. The strategy is adaptable. 
It has worked in different ways for different nations. The most 
recent one, of course, being the Argentine situation. We think that 
the strategy can be strengthened and we will be making those arguments, 
stressing particularly the importance of sustaining recovery in the 
OECD, the importance of keeping markets open to LDC exports, and also, 
encouraging LDCs to improve the investment climate so that more capital 
resources will be voluntarily flowing to those nations. 


So, in summary, we believe there will be an upbeat summit 
in London. President Reagan will be reaffirming the kinds of sound 
policies pursued in the U.S. and encouraging them to pursue elsewhere 
so that we can sustain the summit country economic expansion. He will 
reaffirm our five-point debt strategy because we believe both of those 
will continue -- will contribute to a continued world economic recovery. 


Thank you very much. I'll be pleased to try to respond 
to your questions. Yes, sir? 


Q In terms of the Argentine loan, what's the feeling 
of Treasury in terms of whether the loan has a May 3lst deadline or 
whether this will be continued? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have a swap agreement, 
as you know. And we have not made a final decision as to whether or 
not that swap agreement will be renewed. The four Latin countries have 
actually loaned funds and in the meantime, the Argentines are working 
very hard with the IMF and it's far too early to say what the final 
results will be. 


Yes, ma‘am. 

Q I wonder if you could talk a little bit about inter- 
vention in the foreign exchange markets. That was an issue at 
Williamsburg. Has the United States intervened more this year? Can 
you just generally speak about that? I know some of the information 
is private and -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question was -- 


Q May I -- wait, just one final thing. Could you 
“alk -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Would you speak up a 
little, please? 


Q Yes. Could you talk a little bit about yesterday 
ard can you tell us if the U.S. intervenec yesterday? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I cannot talk 
about yes.erday. I can talk about our intervention policy. We 
gommittec at Williamsburg to continue our policy of intervening 
for the purpose of avoiding disorderly markets. We also committed 
to participate from time to time in a joint effort at intervention. 


And we have followed up that agreement with a few joint interventions. 
And we continue to the same policy. 


We do not get major pressures from abroad to intervene 
primarily because of the study that pursued -- that followed 
the Versailles summit. The conclusion of that summit report was 
that intervention could not make a lasting impact upon exchange 
rates, that it was useful for the purpose of avoiding disorderly 
markets, that policies -- changed policies, converging policies 
and results were really the long-run solution. 


So, there has been no change in our intervention 
policy. 


Yes, sir? 


Q Yes -- you said that you expect the dollar to 
decline cradually over the next few months. But when you briefed 
us before the OECD meeting, you said you would tell the Europeans 
that we would not resist such a decline. You didn't say that 
today -- that's -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We will not resist 
a decline in the dollar. What we will resist are disorderly 


markets. And that has been our policy since shortly after President 
Reagan came to Washington. 


Q Yesterday, sir, R.T. McNamara said that the markets 


were disorderly yesterday. Given that, that implies something, 
doesn't it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am unwilling 
to talk about what happened yesterday. I do sign each month 
a statement to Congressional leaders, and, of course, the 
Federal Reserve in New York does report on any intervention that 


occurred during the period. It is not our practice to talk about 
actions in the interim. 


Yes, sir? 


Q Two questions: Have there been more joint 
interventions in the twelve months since -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There have been 


none prior to Williamsburg. And the answer is yes, there have 
been some since. 


Q And if you get questions as you are apt to 
get in London on these rising concerns about the soundness of 
the banking system, what, essentially, will be the U.S. response? 


SENIOR: ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the U.S. 
response will be that we do not believe those concerns are justified. 
I realize there are rumors from time to time. We're following the 
developrents very carefully. The Federal Reserve, cf course, stands 
reac. =o provide funds on occasion, sO we are not -- we do not 
s=are sc-e rumors that I hear. So, we're quite confident about 
that parcicular aspect. 


Yes, sir? 149? 
L 
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Q -- your analysis of the relationships of interest 
rates on deficits, however intellectually correct it might be, 


is «t variance with the views of many of the leaders of other 
countries. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm aware of that. 
(Laughter. ) 


Q Do you, therefore, expect a great deal of difficulty 
with this subject? Are you going to go in there hitting them with 
the same thing that you just hit us with or wo you think you 
can just sweep it all under the rug in the first day? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We do not plan to 
sweep issues under the rug. We will be talking about the importance 
of policies designed to reduce inflaticn expectations and, hence, 
reduce interest rates. We also -- President Reagan will be emphasizing 
the efforts he's making to reduce deficits. We think reducing the 


deficit is very important, provided it's done primarily with spending 
restraint. 


And some people make that connection. I just might 
say as an aside I've invited every Deputy Finance Minister that I 
know, and I know most of them, to send me the data supporting their 
points of view. I have sent the data supporting mine, and I have 
yet to receive any such evidence. I know of 15 journal articles 


prepared by professional economists that all support our point of 
view. 


Yes, sir? 


Q -- can you after three years of hammering away 
at this point at these summits, can you cite any evidence of 
any progress that you've made in convincing the ‘ther nations of your -- 
of the wisdom of your -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: President Reagan has 
made enormous progress. I can remember the first meeting in 
Canada when the President stated very clearly the kinds of policies 
that he intended to pursue. 





C I'm asking specifically about the relationship 
between deficits and interest rates. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And the point is 
that other nations are now pursuing the kinds of policies taat we 
have been pursuing all along. It's been a gradual evolution. 
It's been very difficult for at least one country, but there has 
been enormous progress. 


I do not think there is enormous progress in 
convincing people that large deficits are not correlated with 
interest rates. They still believe that despite the fact there 
is no evidence. 


Q Sir -- 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, sir? 


-- in our own economy per se, our interest rates 
are high and our deficit is high. You haven't convinced your 
own markets of that. How do you expect to convince -- how do 
you expect to convince other countries? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, I'm not -- 
We don't expect to convince them. What we expect to convince the 
world of is that we will continue to pursue low inflation policies, 
that inflation expectations will continue to drop and that -- 
ultimately, that will result in lower irterest rates. 
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Q But you're saying low inflation. Are you -- 
But you haven't convinced them you're pursuing low deficits. Well -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think that 
the Europeans -- I've spent a lot of time in the last few weeks -- 
and they are very pleased at the efforts that the administration and 
the Congress are making, and they're very pleased about the President's 
asser-ion that this is a downpayment, that further moves will occur 
next year. So, I thank it's unfair to say that they ignor the action 
we have taken. They just say it isn't enough. And we agree. We 
want to take further action. 


Q Sir, can I go back to the debt strategy? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q You said that you thought it could be strengthened 
and you mentioned OECD recovering, keeping markets open and other 
things. Would any part of the strengthening of the strategy relate 
to ejijusting or easing terms and the nature of the caps that have 
been suggested on interest rates by other people? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We think it's, indeed, 
appropriate for creditors and debtors -- I'm talkine about the banks 
who are loaning the money and the governments that are borrowing the 
money -- to work on innovative processes among themselves for 
helping with the problem. And we have no -- obviously, have no 
objection to that. 


We will not impose from Treasury mandates that could 
slow the process. 


Q Well, I'm not talking about an imposition, but 
are you saying that you would encourage a discussion of a cap 
on interest rates? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We would encourage 
discussion between borrowers and lenders for new techniques to 
make it possible for the debtor countries to ease their problems. 


Yes, sir? 


Q What is the current status of your campaign 
to internationalize the yen? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We will give you 
that information in great detail, probably on May 30th in Japan 
and May 29th in the United States. They're a day ahead of us. 
All I can say at the moment is that the working group headed by 
Vice Minister Oba and myself reachec agreement in Rome. That 
report has been submitted to Secretary Regan and Minister Takeshita. 
And we expect that there will be a release. But, remember, it's 
important to note that both Minister Takeshita and Secretary Regan 
must confirm our results before there is a final agreement. 


I fully expect that will happen, but until it 
happens, I have to put that one little proviso in. 


Q On debt again -- 

SENTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 

Q -- you said one of the parts of the program 
at Williamsburg was to increase funding for the international 
institutions and that has been done. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The IMF? 


Q Right. Does the Reagan administration oppose 
moves cr at least pressure from other countries to add still more 
f:adins to the IMF? 7 
. 49 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We will not participate 
at =e present time in additional funding to the IMF. We think they 
have acgecuate funding. And, of course, in addition to the quota 
increase, there was an enlargement of the GAB, which can be used 
uncer certain limited circumstances, so that we do not think that 
is a problens. 


We are pushing very hard to try to limit access over 
time <o cradually phase it out. Of course, if you have very easy 
access at the IMF, you could run out of money in a hurry. But we 
Go not have easy access. We do have programs that encourage adjustment. 
So, we think financing of the IMF is not a problem at the present 
time. They have adequate financing. 


Sir -- 
iOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, ma‘am? 


Q Everything you've said in your whole presentation 
is that if the rest of the world would just follow us, all would 
be lovely and perfect. Is there any place where the United States 
may compromise on any issue that you've presented or is it that 
if they would only follow us, then there'd be a very rosy world? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What we've all 
attem ed to do is to get greater convergence of economic results. 
There is a growing recognition in Europe that they do not have 
flexibility in their capital and their labor markets. 




















We are creating jobs in large amourts and they are not. 
Over the past -- since 1970, I believe, we've crested about 24 million 
jobs. Western Europe, the EC, have lost jobs of about 24 million. 
They are working very hard at taking a look at some of the policies 
that prevent flexibility. I do not want to argue that we have 
a perfectly flexible system. But it's much more flexible than is 
true in Western Europe. So I'm not arguing that we have the best 
of worlds in the United States. I'm just saying we look very good, 
compared to the rest of the world. 


Q When you're asked at the summit why interest 
rates have gone up recently and what the outlook is for the coming 
months, what will be your response? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there has been 
@ strong recovery in the United States. And, of course, there has 
been increasing demands for credit. And I think that's the major 
force. We're expecting some slowdown in the rate of rise in economic 


activity in the months ahead and some slowdown in the rate of rise 
in credit demands. 


It's our belief that if we stick toour policy of moderate 
stable growth and money and we work toward ting the deficit down, 
that this will contribute to reduced inflat expectations. 


Q So you think given this stage of the business 
cycle, the rise in interest rates has been justified? 


SENIOR ADMIMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't want to 
say “justified.” I'm just saying it’s not unusual for interest 
rates to go up at this particular stage of a business cycle. What 
is unusual is that the level of interest rates remains very hi 
relative to the level of inflation. That's very unusual and we're 
very concerned about it. And the only way we know of correcting 
this -- There are two ways that adjustment c*n occur. 


One is, we go back to inflation and confirm the market's 
expectation that's going to happen and then the real rate will go 
down. And that's a no-win game from our point of view. 


The other reason -- the other way, of course, is to 
persist in our policy thrus: until the market believes. 


My making statements or others making statements is 
not encuch. What is necessary is demonstration of low, moderate 
inflation. And we continue to pursue those policies and there is 
no give on the part of the President on that front. 


Q You just said that the level of rates and the 
real interest rate is unusually high. Is there any concern that 
perhaps the rules of the game have changed and that we're going to 
have tc Learn .o live with higher real rates of interest? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's possible. One 
can think of one argument supporting that point of view. Although, 
even that argument would not support present interest rates. I.e., 
we have improved the after-tax rate of return on investment in the 
United States. Almost certainly, that has occurred. There's a lot 
of evidence indicating that. 


Economic theory tells you that as after-tax rates of 
return rise, this means higher real rates than would have been 
the case prior to that move. So I think that could explain some 
of it. But in no way does it explain the kinds of interest rates 
that «@ nave today, vis-a-vis inflation. 


Yes, sir. 
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Q Are you going to be able to convince the Europeans, 
or, for that matter, Congress or the markets in this country, that the 
Geficit in 1985 is going to be only $179 billion? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, we'll have to wait 
until the numbers are in. 


Q But -- I mean, you deal with Finance Ministers 
around the world, have you been able to convince anybody that in 
1985S the deficit's going to be $179 billion? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think there is a 
general belief around the world, as a result of the initiative of 
President Reagan, that we're taking seriously the deficit and that 
it’s going to be coming down, both this year, next year and the 
years thereafter. 


Q But you said $179 billion, even if you didn't 
get the deficit reduction bill. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, but we're going 
to get it. We're going to get it. And, therefore, that means 
we'll have even lower deficits into the future. 


Q No, I want -- The question is -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I need not convince 
the rest of the world on a particular number. What I think is 
very important is that we inform the rest of the world what our 
strategy is so that they understand what we're doing and what we're 
planning to do and they're more impressed by what we do than what 
we say. And when the Concress completes this first package, there 


will greater grief-- (Lauchter.) -- . 
of the world. (Laughter.) ughter.) belief. Belief in the rest 


Q Well spoken, sir. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- greater belief 
in the rest of the world that we will then follow and make additional 
_— = reductions in the deficit. 


Q Is that on the record? (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would like to strike 
"grief" and say “belief.* 


Q If the dollar is not high on account of high interest 
rates, why, over the last year or so, indeed, longer, has the dollar 
tended to strengthen when U.S. rates went up and decline when U.S. 
rates declined? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our interest rates, 
Cespite what's happened in the last few ronths, are way down from 
where they were when we came into office. The prime as I remember 
was 21 and a half percent. Even today, it's a little over half of 





that. 


eudi er ste been an enormous -- well, we have also prepared 
stucies attempting to measure the relation between real rates of 
relative -- noi cnly the levels of real rates of interest, but the 


Spreads in real rates of interest betwe 
en the United §s 
~~ ee and the dollar, and we cannot find a sustadashae” sis io 
, that doesn't -- I don = 


"t want ; 
it is. But I haven't been able ce tian it's not there. Maybe 


My. staff hasn't been 
to find it And no one has sent me evidence shoe they have Gouna ic. 
Yes, sir. 
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Q You said earlier that so far, high interest rates 
have not choked off investment. I assume, at that time, you were 
referring to choking off investment in the U.S. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, sir. 


Q Do you have indications as to what effect hich interest 


rates in the U.S. have had on choking off investment in Europe by 
European -- 


_ SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, they have, as you 
know, much iower rates of return on investment in Europe and the per- 
formance because of different policies -- higher taxes, higher government 
spending, more regulations -- and therefore, they have not enjoyed 
yet the recovery and capital investment that's occurred in the United 
States. So, you know, I do not want to -- I do not believe that the 
United States is the only factor in determining interest rates. There- 
fore, if they want to encourage investments, as we certainly hope they 
will do, it means they must move in the kinds of directicns we've been 
moving -- to limit government, to increase rates of return, to increase 


flexibility of resource flows, so that they, also, can enjoy higher 
investments. 


Yes? 


Q In discussing this unusual high real interest rate 
question, you've left out monetary policy. Which of the recent statements 
that the administration has made about monetary policy will be the one 
brought to the summit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I have been out of 
the country for three weeks. (Laughter.) And therefore, I'm not 
certain that I know about all of those statements. But I'll tell you 
what I believe President Reagan believes, and he stated, I understand, 
a couple of nights age again, that inflation expectations are the problem 
on interest rates, that he wants moderate, stable growth in the money 
supply. And I have heard no statement to the contrary. 


Q Can you explain why you said -- 
Q You said -- 


ae SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll get you next. Yes, 
sir 


Q -- earlier -- you said the main reason that interest 
rates have gone up was strong credit demands. Since one of those 
sources of strong credit demands are the federal budget deficit, why 
does it not follow then that the budget deficit is at least one of 
the factors pushing interest rates -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There has been no increase 
in our actual or expected budget deficit. In fact, it's been coming 
Gown. A iittle, not enough. 

Q When? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I have been hearing 
$200 billion as far as the eye could see. It isn't going to be $200 
billion. It's going to be below $200 billion, and even more below in 
subsequent years. So the trend is downward, not upwarc¢ 

Q $199 billion. 


Q Isn't it, including all budcet itens, vety close 
to $200 billion for this year? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It won't be that high. 
Someone had a hand back in the back. 


Dd! 
Q Right over here. 40 j 5 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All right. 


Q You talked about this increased demand for credit. 
Is not that an indication, despite the lower inflation rate, that the 
economy is indeed overheating despite what the administration has said 
about that? And what indications do you have that we expect to slow 
down, and did you mean slowdown in economic growth? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I expect -- our projec- 
tions have all year indicated that we expect a reduction in the rate 
of growth as the year proceeds, and that is still our expectation. 
There has bewn some weakening in orders. There's been some 
in several other series. There's been weakness in the stock market. 
All of them sngogest that the rate of rise in economic activity is very 


likely to slow as the year proceeds. That's consistent with our economic 
projections. 


I'm hopeful, but I do not know that, that that will take 
some of the heat off of the money markets. But it's certainly a 
possibility. 


Q But has this increased credit demand indicated an 
overheating of the economy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I do not think it's an 
indication -- there's no evidence ~- I love economic growth. It's 
a marvelous development. It reduces unemployment; it creates more jobs; 
it raises standards of living. I see no evidence based on growth that 
the economy is overheating. The evidence that I would look for is a 
sharp surge in inflation. And I don't see that. It hasn't happened 
yet. 


We do anticipate, as we said, early on this year, that, 
unfortunately, there will be some modest pick-up in inflationary 
pressures in the latter part of this year. But 
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help in inflationary pressures in the latter part of this year. Sut 
I think it -- still, the best bet is very modest. And we're hopeful 
that next year, and subsequent years, as we convince the market, we're 
Going to have a gradual slowing in the rate of monetary srowth -- 

that further progress will be made on the inflation front. Our 
objective is to get inflation to zero, and we're not there -- but, 
we're making progress. 


Q Just one more question -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, sir. 


Q -- ©. follow wp. Hasn't the administration said 


that -- you just said that you do expect a modest pickup in the 
inflation -- ! 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Yet the adminstration has said repeatedly that the 
markets’ fear of increased inflation is unjustified. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Because they're 
expecting inflation much higher than the modest pickup that I'm talking 
if you look at the real rate. I mean, I think I checked this morning -- 
30-year government bonds are now yielding 13.7 percent, I think -- 
or .71l yesterday. And if you, even if you subtract 5 percent 
inflation, which is a fairly generous estimate of what's been going on, 
you can sec that they're expecting a lot more inflation than 5 percent. 
Because the normal long-term real rate of interest ought to be 
somewhere in the 3-4 percent range. It might be now. So, I think 
the market is misjudging future inflation under Ronald Reagan. 


Q Would you buy one? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I cannot manage my own 
money, therefore, I don't think about those issues. (Laughter.) 


Q Well, why do you think that your agreement with 
Japan will produce a weaker -- or a stronger yen? Won't liberalization 
of the Japanese capital markets simply cause a movement of Japanese 
money to take to the United States -- take it -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I expect that there 
will more trade over time, denominated in yen, assuming this agreement 
is confirmed by the Ministers. I expect that there will be -- there 
are many people that would like to make investments in yen securities. 
There are lots of reasons to believe that the longer-run effect of this 
agreement -- if it is finally confirmed by the Ministers -- will be, 


over time, to improve the value of the yen in line with very strong 
basic economic conditions in Japan. 





Q And the short run? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: One cannot tell. In 
the short run, there are a few actions that are likely to be taken that 
may work in the opposite direction. That's why I'm talking about -- 
out there a ways. 


Yes, sir? 


Q Yes. On improving the international monetary 
systems, you spoke a little while ago of increased IMF surveillance 
being one of the primary U.S. objectives. What will that invo’ve? 
Specifically? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that's in -- I 


cannot go into the detail, but that’s in line with our basic point of 
view that it’s not the system that's at fault, it’s varying economic 
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policies and results that are at fault. So that to the extent 

we can increase the surveillance process, this, we hope, wouid lead 
[o greater convergence in economic results, and hence, less vo'atility 
in exchange rates. We have offered a series of suggestions. They 
have not, at this stage, been all -- certainly not all of them have 


been accepted by our counterparts, but we will be returning to that, 
co ¢iscuss it in July. 


MR. SIMS: We'll take just about two mcre questions. 
Q Will this involve -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sir? 


Q -- greater coordination of the rich nation's 
policies, or -- | 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Greater coordination 
and economic results is what I'm talking about. Now, we recognize that 
there are differences between economies, and theretore, we do not think 
it would be productive to have the -- identically the same policies 
with no adjustment for the particular nation in all countries. But, 
we do think that we can agree, and should strive to achieve low 
inflation in all countries, and higher growth in all countries. 


Yes, sir? Yes, ma'am -- 


Q Where does Germany fit into the picture? Isn't 
theirs a strong economy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They are doing fairly 
well. Their economic growth rate is rising, however, they're having 
great difficulty in reducing their unemployment. And, of course, 
they are threatened, now, by some strike problems. But Germany has 
improved. They've always had relatively low inflation; they continue 
to have relatively low inflation. Their growth rates are picking up. 


Yes, sir? 


Q Why are you so confident that when the dollar 
begins to decline, it will do so gradually? Some other experts are 
concerned that it will be a. sharp decline. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Primarily because 
I'm convinced that we will not change our basic low inflation policy. 
The last time the dollar took a dropping, the policies were resulting 
in sharp acceleration in inflation, and that's very unlikely to happen 
under President Rvagan -- it will not happen. 


Q How about the confidence factor related to the 
banking assistance received yesterday. Doesn't that affect the dollar? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As I indicated, we're 


not concerned about -- we're watching it carefully -- but, we think 


the banking system is very strong, and we expect the rest of the world 
co believe that. 


Thank you very much. I enjoyed it. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 10:50 A.M. EDT 
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SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Thanks. I 
will just run through some of the highlights, and if you 
are interested, I can also go into some detail on the 
Secretary of State's schedule. 

This is the first NATO Ministerial Meeting in 
Washington since 1969. There will be three days of dis- 
cussions. It is a little lengthier than the Ministerials 
that some of you are used to in Brussels, from May 29 
through the 3lst. 

This meeting does commemorate the 35th Anniver-~- 
sary of the North Atlantic Treaty. It also is different 
in the sense that -- as you know, a substantial chunk o° 
this meeting will take place outside of Washinuyton at the 
Wye Plantation, which is designed to allow the Foreign Minis- 
ters, divorced from their respective staffs, to have informal 
discussions of the issues. 


Following the return of the Ministers from tiie Wye 











Plantation, there will be a dinner at the White House which 
the President and Mrs. Reagan will host, and the following 
morning a meeting in the Cabinet Room with the President 
and the sixteen Foreign Ministers. 

The substantive issues are fairly straightforward: 
Obviously, East-West relations; we expect a major topic of 
the conversations at the Wye Plantation to focus on an assess- 
ment of current Soviet attitudes, objectives and goals. By 
and large, people will want to address the apparent Soviet 

—_-—_—. 
decision to freeze relations with the West; their decision 
on the Olympics; their delay in various discussions, such 
as the conversations we have had on upgrading the U.S.-Soviet 
"hot-line"; their continuing refusal to return to the Geneva 
nuclear arms control negotiations; as well as their treatment 
of Andrei Sakharov and Mrs. Bonner. 

As some of you will recall, at the last NATO 
Ministerial last December, Leo Tindemans, the Belgian Foreign 
Minister, suggested that it would be timely to take a look 
at the so-called Harmel study and report done in the late 


1960's on strategy towards the Soviet Union. That study 


produced a two-track conclusion that the West should pursue 


a strategy of defense and dialogue with the Soviet Union. 
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Since that suggestion was approved by the Ministers 
at the December Ministerial, NATO has been engaged in a 
comprehensive study of East-West relations. The conclusions 
of that study have now been reached in Brussels. The con- 
clusions will be addressed by the Ministers at Wye Plantation. 
And just to emphasize, this is the first formal study under- 
taken within the Alliance of East-West relations since 1967. 

Without scooping the results or the conclusions 
of that exercise, I think it is fair to say that the United 
States and its principal allies share a desire for a con- 
structive relationship with the Soviet Union along the lines 
that President Reagan outlined in his January 16th address. 

The study that has been undertaken takes a sober 
look at Soviet behavior in Europe and in other regions. It 
examines human rights and arms control. It underscores the 
need for Alliance solidarity, military strength, realism, as 
a basis for a constructive East-West dialogue. 

We think that the Brussels declaration reached late 
last year at the Ministerial meeting, as well as the President's 
speech of January 16th, as well as the NATO study, demon- 
strates a basic convergence of views within the Alliance on 


East-West relations, and a consensus on how to respond to the 


current situation. 
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Just a few remarks on arms control. The Ministerial 
Meeting will review negotiations where the West has made 
recent moves, including the U.S. initiative to ban chemical 
weapons. That initiative was taken in the Geneva Conference 
on Disarmament, NATO's initiative in Vienna on MBFR, and 
the Conference on Disarmament in Europe in Stockholm. 

The Ministers will also discuss the INF and START 
situation, and I think, without prejudging the results of 
the meeting, it is safe to say that NATO will stress the U.S. 
readiness to negotiate nuclear arms control without precon- 
ditions. 

On other issues, as is customary, the Ministers will 
review the international situation, particularly current 
developments in the Gulf. While it is not formally a NATO 
issue, we have made real progress in recent years in getting 
the Alliance to address so-called out-of-area questions.-_- 
like the Gulf, and it will be a timely opportunity for the 
Secretary of State and his colleagues to address the situation 
there. 

We believe that it is increasingly important to share 


views on global issues, Central America, Southern Africa, 


Afghanistan, or other questions that almost certainly will 





come up in the Ministerial sessions. 

And unless you would like me to go through the 
Secretary's schedule in detail, I will be happy to answer 
your questions. 

Q On the Gulf, is NATO legally, politically, 
able to do anything? 

A NATO as an organization, no, but as former 
communiques have made clear, NATO has endorsed the concept 
that countries within the Alliance that have both the capacity 
and the will to safeguard Western interests outside of the 
formal boundaries of the Alliance, should consult on those 
situations and take action when necessary. 

Q Can you address the question of the Dutch 
Government's pending decision, and what effect it would have 
on NATO if, in fact, they defer decision or don't go ahead 
with it? 

A I think the impact on NATO would be fairly 
marginal of a failure by the Dutch to move forward with 
deployment. I think it is really very important to remember 
that the Dutch have never supported the deployment of 48 
cruise missiles on their soil. It is not an issue of whether 


or not the Dutch are going to fall out of the missile consensus. 


On December 12, 1979. the Dutch Government reserved its 
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position on the so-called double-track decision, and the 
issue they are now addressing is whether or not they will 
now join the INF consensus. 

So, what we have seen in the past year is a de- 
cision by the British, the Germans, and the Italians to go 
forward with the deployment of missiles in the absence of 
an arms control agreement despite the Dutch reservation. 

So the question is whether the Dutch are going to 
continue their opposition to the deployment of missiles on 
their soil, or are going to join the consensus. 

The question, I think, is less the impact on the 
Alliance of a Dutch no decision and more the impact on the 
Dutch and their future role within the Alliance of a no 
decision. 

I can restate that by saying that we are confident 
that regardless of what the Dutch Goverrment decides to do, 
in the absence of an arms control agreement, the deployment 
in the other basing countries will continue. And I might 
add that not only includes the British, the Germans and the 


Italians, but also the Belgians. 


Now, our view is that it would be vastly preferable 
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if the Dutch went along with the other basing countries 
and deployed their 48 cruise missiles on schedule, as laid 
out in the December 1979 decision. But the basic consensus 
within the Alliance and INF will not be influenced by a 
negative Dutch decision. 

Q What about the Italian President Craxi's 
suggestion that the Alliance freeze deployments as a way 
of getting the Soviets back to the bargaining table? 

A I do not believe that is his suggestion, 
and our discussions with the Italians have indicated that it 
is not his suggestion. The Italian Government is not advocating 
a moratorium on INF missile deployments in the current 
situation. 


(See next page) 











Q What's the -- You talk about it's more a 
question of the impact on the Dutch themselves and their 
future role in the Alliance. What do you mean? How does 
this affect their future role in the Alliance? 

A I think that it's self-evident. They 
have an opportunity here to join the NATO consensus, and 
obviously, whether they do or they don't will have an 
impact on their participation or heir role within the 
Alliance in the future. 

Q That seems to be -- What kind of -- 

You know, this is a military decision that they are -- 

A It is not a military decision; it is a 
political decision. The INF decision was taken by not just 
Defense Ministers; it was taken by the Foreign Ministers, and 
it has been addressed at senior levels by government heads 


ever since 1979. 





Q What you're saying seems to diverge from the 
standard line that we are expecting the Dutch to fulfill 
their obligation to NATO. Are you saying they have no 
obligation? 

A That doesn't diverge. We think that they 
do have an obligation to NATO. They are identified as a 


deployment country, and we expect them to fulfill their 


Obligation. But it would be a major mistake to suggest 
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that somehow the Alliance consensus on INF would unravel 
if the Dutch don't go forward. 

Q Are the Ministers expected to -- 

A It would be like making the tail wag the 


dog. 


Q Are the MInisters expected to discuss a 


new policy towards international terrorism? 


A I'm sure the question of terrorism will 
come up, but as for a NATO policy on terrorism, no. 

Qo" GD wesarains the Soviet Union's 
policy, you mentioned you believe that they have decided 
to freeze or to impose a freeze in relations. Several 
days ago, one of your deputies, Mark Palmer, gave a speech 
in which I believe he said that toward the end of April 
the Soviet Union had made a decision to change its policy 
towards the United States and freeze relations -- thereupon, 
following the Olympics and several other things which were 
mentioned. 

Could you fill in a little bit your view of what 
caused them to make this change, and what makes you, or 
at least Mr. Palmer, think it was a late-April decision, 
on their part? 

A I'll let Mark Palmer speak for himself on 


the question of -- 
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Q But he doesn't exactly just speak for himself 
when he makes a speech for the State Department. 

A I'm not -- You're asking me about whether 
there is some decision point in late April. I'm not aware 
of any decisive moment where the Soviets made a decision. 

I think that we do see a change in Soviet attitudes from the 
end of the Andropov period and when Vice President Bush 
visited Moscow and spoke with Mr. Chernenko, where there 

was at least an indication that the Soviets might be prepared 
to engage in a give-and-take. 

Since that time, though, based on various actions 
we've seen them take including the Olympics, including 
the unwillingness on their part to meet with and discuss 
issues with U.S. officials, that there apparently was a 
decision taken to self-isolate themselves. But I'm not 
aware of any specific date or specific moment that “4 
decision was taken. 

Q Do you have any notion of about when, in this 
trail of events since the death of Andropov, this was? 

Mn No. I think this is all reading backwards -- 
a little bit of "Monday morning quarterbacking," looking at 
what the Soviets -- this increasingly negative attitude the 


Soviets have exhibited, and going backwards and looking at 


when they might aave taken a decision like this. 
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Q Do you go along with the reports -- 

Do you credit the reports which were coming out of the 
visit +o Moscow by Foreign Minister Genscher to the effect 
that Mr. Gromyko is now in charge of Soviet foreign policy 
to a degree that he was not before, and that this may be 
part of the problem? 

A I don't know if it's a part of the 
problem, but I think there is a general assumption shared 
by people in the State Department and beyond the State 
Department that Mr. Gromyko is certainly playing a very 
influential role in foreign policy. 

Q To follow up with my question, please, 

I understand why the Gulf area is not within the 
jurisdiction of the NATO discussion, but why not terrorism 
if the terrorists are already active in Europe-- the NATO countries? 

A You didn't understand me. The Gulf area 
certainly is within the jurisdiction of NATO discussion. 
The NATO Ministers are able to talk about events all over 
the world, and terrorism is certainly within the jurisdiction 
of any discussion. But that is very different than saying 
that it is a NATO problem per se, and that NATO must have 


a position on that problem. We don't believe that should 


be the case. We believe that NATO -- 
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h-5 0 My? 


A Why? Because it just isn't appropriate. 

°7 What is the current situation on the hot-line 
talks? Is there anything at all going on now, or is that 
just frozen also? 

A Well, there have been -- As you know, there 
have been three rounds of those discussions, and we are hoping 
that there would be another round. We are still interested 
in making a good faith effort in improving crisis communica- 


tions with the Soviet Union. 





Q What else is going on in terms of the 
relationship? Are there any ongoing discussions in any 
other areas besides the (inaudible)? 

A Well, there are normal diplomatic 
relations. We continue to have discussions with the 
Soviet Union at all levels, in both Washington and in 
Moscow; but what the Soviet Union seems to have done is 
rule us out-of-bounds, for example, in discussions with 
various Soviets who visit this country with U.S. officials. 
They have turned down the opportunity, for example, of 
various visiting Soviets to come into the Department and 
have discussions with us here. They are carrying out 


probably what might be called a minimally correct relationship. 











Q Did Minister Sushkov see Dam today as 
scheduled? 

A I assume he did. 

Q But there are no negotiations on any 


specific -- 


A Well, there are plenty of negotiations, yes. 


There are various bilateral discussions going ahead. I'm 
not going to -- They are confidential; I'm not going to go 
into detail. I don't want to convey the idea that we have 
no discussions underway -- we do. There are correct state- 
to-state relationships. There are discussions on a 

variety of bilateral issues and discussions on other 
questions. 


(Continued page 14.) 
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Q What happened at the end of the last round 
of the “hot-line”® talks? I had understood that they were about 
to sign it in Moscow and then -- no? 

A No, that's not correct. There are both, I 
think, some technical questions that remain to be resolved 
which we are working on, and there's also this political 
question of whether the Soviet Union at this stace really 
wants an agreement. We don't know the answer to that 


question. 


Q Have there been any assessment on the moti- 


ves for the Soviet freeze or self-isolation? 





A Oh, I think you know those motives as well 
as I do. The President, the other night in his press con- 
ference, indicated that perhaps the election timetable here 
is one motive. Another motive is their sense of wounded 
pride over having contested the INF deployment issue and 
having lost. We also think they are interested in 
influencing Western public opinion by creating a growing 
sense of anxiety in the West over the lack of dialogue bet- 
ween the United States and the Soviet Union. 

And there could also be just a certain immobi- 
lism in Soviet policy “ue to the leadership, transition, 
underway in the Soviet Union. So there are any number of 


possible hypotheses. The problem, of course, is we don't 


know. 
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Q Is there expected to be a sort of 
Washington declaration, a sort of historical one in the 35th 

A There will be a communique released from 
the meeting. 

Q Is there going to be some briefing on this 
study you're talking about? 

A I hope so. 

Q About when would it be, would you think? 
What would your guess be as to when that would be? 

A I don't know, Don, but we will look at that 
if there is interest in the study and its conclusions. I 
think we can do that. 

Q Why don't you put the study out Monday for, 
say, the start of the conference? 

A The «tudy is classified, and I think pro- 
perly so. If governments had not been able to work, say, 
outside of the glare of publicity, we would not have had an 
honest effort to look at these problems. But I think we 
will be able to talk about the conclusions in some kind of 
briefing that we would happy to arrange. 

This is not unusual. I remember, if you might 
recall, Bernie, there was a study that was on done East-West 


relations for the NATO Summit, which was in Washington -- I 
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think, in 1978 -=- and Sam Huntington, who was on the NSC 
staff at that time, was organizing that. I think that study 
was also classified, but I think people briefed on it, and 
so forth. 

Q Can you take a minute to give us the 
Secretary's schedule? 

A Very briefly. I'll run right through it. 
Unfortunately, he has to take off a good part of his Memorial 
Day Monday for bilateral meetings. 

He is seeing the Turkish Foreign Minister in his 
office; then the-Spanish Foreign Minister, and then he will 
be having dinner with the British Foreign Secretary, 
Geoffrey Howe, at the British Embassy on Monday evening. 

On Tuesday, he will be seeing the Italian 
Foreign Minister, and have a brief session with Secretary 
General Joseph Luns who, by the way, this is his last NATO 
Ministerial. This is his last. He is going to be replaced, 
as you know, by Peter Carrington. 

The formal session of the Ministerial will begin 
after lunch on Tuesday here in the Dean Acheson Auditorium. 
There will be an opening ceremony. The Vice President will 
make some introductory remarks. 

Following the opening ceremony, the Ministers 


will hop on helicopters and fly down to the Wye Plantation. 


There, the Secretary of State will have a separate bilateral 
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with the Dutch Foreign Minister. And then there will be an 
informal dinner with the Foreign Ministers at Wye. 

On Wednesday, their discussions at Wye will con- 
tinue through the morning. They will then have lunch. They 
will continue their discussions until late in the afternoon. 

They will then all return on Wednesday evening to Washington 
for the dinner hosted by the President at the White House. 

On Thursday, here in Washington, they will 
go back into semi-open session, not public session but with 
their staffs as opposed to the restricted discussions at oo 
Wye. Following that session, which will end the plenary 
session around lui.chtime, the Secretary of State will give a 
press conference at 1:00. 

On that same morning on Thursday, prior to their 
plenary session, where they normally discuss the communique, 
the Ministers, together with Secretary General Luns, will 
meet with the President in the Cabinet Room, anc then the 
President will make some remarks to the Ministers in the 
Rose Garden. That's Thursday morning. 

Q Aside from the question, for a minute, of a 
moratorium which you discussed when you talked about Craxi's 


proposals, will there be any discussion during this session 


of any changes -- any changes in the deployment schedule, 


speeding them up, slowing them down? 
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A No. I don't think there is any desire to 
change the deployment schedules. I don't see any real ini- 
tiative there. 

I might say, I'm sure the general issue of nego- 
tiating strategy will be addressed, but I can tell you from 
my Own experience in discussions with the arms control 
directors of various NATO countries that I doubt very much 
there will be any initiatives to change our current policy 
towards the negotiations, which is, we will be prepared to 
get back into the negotiations right away, to negotiate in 
good faith, to meet the Soviets half way. But we are not 
prepared to make any changes or concessions in our nego- 
tiating approach as a pre-condition to sitting down with the 
Soviets. 

Q What about if the Soviets agree to resume 
the negotiations, would the United States accept a symbolic 
number of presence of cruise and Pershing missiles? 

A No. I think so far our position is clear. 
We want to negotiate on the basis of equality. An outcome 
that left the United States a symbolic presence -- a few 
missiles -- compared with the massive Soviet SS-24s would 
not be acceptable to either the United States or, I would 


assume, the Allies. 
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Q So you're absolutely ruling out any de 
facto freeze of any kind in the deployments; is that right? 

A I don't think I could be any clearer than I 
have been. We're going forward without an agreement. 

Q When is the Dutch decision due? 

A It is not due. It is up to the Dutch 
Government. There is no deadline that I'm aware of. 

Q In other words, isn't there a deadline 
related to the schedule of deployment of Pershing and cruise 
missiles? 

A People say that they have to make a deci- 
sion in the near future, but this is all based on how quick 
you can pour concrete and what the construction necessita~ 
tes. I think it's a mistake to talk about any actual 
deadline. 

Q So you would not be expecting a definitive 
decision from them on this occasion? 

A I just can't say, Barrie. I think it has 
more to do with Dutch internal politics than any kind of 
objective deadline. 

Q The other night the President mentioned 
Soviet -- apparently in a misleading fashion. Apparently, 
he was talking really about Denmark. What do you expect the 


Danes to do about -- 
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A I don't know what country he was talking 
about. So I wouldn't say if he wasn't talking about 
Belgium, he was talking about Denmark. I just wouldn't be 
able to say. 

What do you expect the Danes to do about what? 

Q About this money that they're going to have 
to appropriate for a get-set preparation? 

A We expect the Danish governments to fulfill: 
their commitments as a member of the Alliance. 

Q Let me just follow that up. There have 
been some reports I've seen in recent days that it would be 
devastating in terms of the strategic balance not to have 
the Dutch go forward. 

Were you suggesting earlier that that would not 
be the case? 

4 "Devastating?" You're telling me that 48 
missiles, plus or minus, is going to change the future of 
the world? I think that's ridiculous. 

The fact is, this is primarily a political 
issue. We think militarily it's important that the Dutch 
demonstrate their solidarity with the Alliance. We think 
that it is important for the future, as I said, of the Dutch 
role. But I'm not aware of anybody who said this was 


devastating. Who said that? 
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Q I saw a wire story coming out of London 
that quoted, I think, ISS sources that this would severely 
hamper the effort to balance the SS-20s. 

Q Hopelessly untrustworthy group. (Laughter) 

Q That organization, you had something to do 
with it. 


A You mean the New York Times? (Laughter) 





(Background briefing concluded at 3:15 p.m.) 
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MODERATOR: Good morning, ladies and gentlemen. 
We are going to do this briefing on NATO events to date 
on a BACKGROUND basis. For the benefit of those who are 
perhaps not familiar with our State Department rules, 
“BACKGROUND” means that you may attribute this information 
to a senior State Department official, but you may not 
identify that official either by name or by title. 

For your information only and not for publication, 
the briefer is ... 

SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Thank you. 

I think we should see this briefing as part of 
our effort to try our best to keep you informed during this 
Ministerial -- although as you I think undoubtedly understand, 
it's not especially easy. All the Ministers are sloshing 
around down at Wye Plantation. (Laughter.) 

For some of you who were not here for our earlier 
briefing last week, one of the principal things we have tried 
to accomplish at this meeting »» to get the Ministers away 
from their respective staffs, create a little more of an 


informal atmosphere for them. They are at the Wye Plantation. 
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They arrived there last night. Over dinner the Foreign 





Ministers met alone with Joseph Luns. There was a separate 
dinner for the Permanent Representatives, the Ambassadors 
to NATO. 
At that dinner, the topic was East-West relations. 
And the real focus was on the Soviet Union and discussions 
about how to understand currertSoviet behavior and intentions. 
The three Foreign Ministers who have recently 
visited the Soviet Union -- that is, Fernando Mor4n with 
King Juan Carlos, Hans-Dietrich Genscher, and Minister 
Andreotti from Italy -- were asked to really begin or 
lead off the discussions by describing their impressions 


of their visits to the Soviet Union, their meetings with 





Gromyko and Chernenko; and that led then to a broader dis- 
cussion of East-West relations. 

This morning the discussion on East-West relations 
has continued. The plan is for that discussion to move 
into arms control-related issues, then to a discussion of 
NATO guestions -- by that I mean questions of NATO strategy, the 
relationship between conventional forces and nuclear weapons, 
proposals for reducing reliance on nuclear weapons, upgrading 
Alliance conventional forces -- issues like the so-called two- 


way street -- that is, how to address weapons-procurement 


problems within the Alliance -- and discussions of new 
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organizational approaches to Alliance security, such as 
proposals for reviving the Western European Union. 

And, finally, this afternoon, the discussions 
will move to what in NATO jargon is known as “out-of-area” 
issues -- that is, regional questions, most prominently 
the question «f the Gulf and the Iran-Irag war. 

So that is the plan. The Ministers will return 
late this afternoon; and, of course, there will be a 
Ginner hosted by the President at the White House tonight. 

I'd be happy to try to answer any of your questions. 

Q What are some of the theories to explain 
the Soviet behavior? 

Q The question, please? 

A I was asked what are the theories used to 
explain recent Soviet behavior. 

I can't -- well, conversations at Wye, of course, 
are confidential; so I can't say what theories were necessarily 
discussed by the Ministers last night. But, generally 
speaking, I think there are three or four different explana- 
tions that have been offered by various observers. 

One is a sense of a political reaction to the setback 
suffered by the Soviet Union to successful INF deployment 
-- that is, describing the Soviet Union as a wounded bear that 


is unhappy and upset over having lost the political struggle 























with NATO over the deployment of missiles. 

Another explanation offered is that the Soviets 
are encaged in a calculated strategy to raise the 
anxiety levels amongst the Western public in a hope that 
the strong united front that the Alliance has projected over 
the last year could begin to unravel. 

There is, of course, the possibility that the 
Soviet Union would -- or plans to -- intervene in the 
U.S. Presidential election and that the Soviet Union is 
not going to take any step that would help reelect President 
Reagan. 

But these are different suggestions that have 
been made. 

Q Perhaps -- 

A Wait, just a second. I. think this fellow. 

Q Do you have information about that so-called 
East-West Study which was initiated by Tindemans? will 
that be approved, to start? 

A Well, we expect, as I said, the Ministers to 
address the East-West Study. They're most likely to discuss 
that on Thursday morning here back in Washington. We haven't 
wanted the question of the actual wording of the Study or 


any discussion of the communique or declaration to get in the 


way of real informa] discussion down at Wye. But we have 
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seen some reports about some controversy or disagree™cnts 
about that Study. 

I have not noted any major disagreements over 
that Study amongstthe Ministers, and I had an opportunity 
yesterday to talk to the principal Ministers involved with 
the Study. So the reports that suggest there are some major 
disagreements between the United States and Germany in 
particular seem orf base, seem vastly exaggerated. 

Q Apropos of U.S.-Soviet relations, there's 
a report today that an American diplomat was badly beaten 
up in Leningrad last month. I was wondering what you could 
tell us about that and if you se@ thet as part of a pattern 
of the deterioration of relations between coun- 
tries? 

A Well, I don't want to get into that question. I'd 
Sort of be scooping my colleague and his people for the 
noon briefing. I'll just say that an incident like that did 
take place and theleave it to the noon press briefing to adaress 
the broader questions. 

Q Has Shultz had a meeting with the Dutch 
Foreign Minister -- 

A Yes. 


Q -- and can you give us any focus on that? 


A Yes, yes. He met with Minister Van Den Broek 

















last night at the Wye Plantation. 

Q Did he get any indication from him that 
the Dutch are leaning any more toward deploying missiles 
than they have been? 

A Well, I don’t think I want to comment on how 
they'mleaning at this stage. 

Q Can you tell us what Shultz told the Dutch 
Foreign Minister, if not what the Dutch Foreign Minister 
told Shultz? 

A Well, I think I would just say two broad 
things that are not necessarily different than our earlier 
position: one, that we expect the Dutch to follow through 
on their obligation under the December '79 decision: and, 
secondly, we are sympathetic and sensitive to the special 
problems that the Dutch Government faces with this issue. 

Q How much discussion has there been, if any, 
on the Persian Gulf? 

A Well, based on what I said, recognizing that 
there were some bilateral meetings -- for example, the Secretary 
met with Minister Andreotti for breakfast yesterday and 
the night before he met with the Turkish Foreign Minister. 
There were discussions of the Gulf in both of those 


meetings, It is not expected that there will be any more discussions 


on the Gulf until this afternoon, bhyt I'm cuite sure that 











there will be a good give-and-take on the Iran-Irag conflict 





in this afternoon's sessions at Wye. 

Q Is there any consideration being given by 
the American Government to some kind of joint escort force 
Or patrol,or anything of that sort? 

A No. I don’t want to get into that for 
purposes of this briefing. 

Q Could you expand on the whole notion of the 
Western European Union and its possible revival -- a brief 
bit of history on what the purposes and aims of a revival 
would be? 


Js Well, I’m not really the best person to do 





this, because it's a group that doesn't even really involve 
the United States. I would go to either the Germans or 
the French, who have been really instrumental,I think, in 
proposingthis idea. 

Q Can you expand on the Foreign Ministers’ 


impressions of Chernenko and the relative or seeming ascendency -- 


A No. 
Q -- of Gromyko? Anything on that? 
A I really can’t do that. The discussions 
at “ave been confidential. 
Q What Kind of pitch will the Secretary be making 


in connection with the Persian Gulf? I'm thinking about in 




















the context of the French providing the missiles to Iraq 
while we're giving _. StimgGers to the Saudis, et cetera. 
A Well, I‘m not sure I understand your 


guestion. 

















C What sort of pitch will Shultz make in 
trying to get some allied policy on how to approach the 
escalation in the Gulf? 

A Well, I don't know, Bernie. Since the dis- 
cussion hasn't even taken place yet, you are asking me to 
really speculate, and I wouldn't want to do that. I really 
wouldn't feel comfortable about it. 

Q Sort of a housekeeping question, if I can. 
What sort of documents or communiques will be issued at 


the end of this meeting? 


A There will be a communique. Whether there are 


additional documents is, I think, premature right now to say. 


Q On that particular question about a communique 


or some documents, the NATO Ministerial meetings in December in 


Brussels came out with something that was called the “signal 
of Brussels", a gesture toward the Soviet Union of good 
will. 

Is there anything of that sort intended this 
time around? Are you going to make a sort of pitch for this 
particular approach, and is the East/West declaration, which 


will be part of or an additional document to the communique, 


intended as a signal of Washington, or anything of that nature? 


A Well, you sort of answered your own question. 














10 

Q Are you trying to make a pitch -- 

A I don't know if you want to call it a signal 
or not. There have been reports about a possible 
declaration of Washington, whether you want to consider 
it --. 

Q You wouldn't steer anyone away from that 
sort of notion? 

A Not at this stage, no. 

Q Have the Europeans expressed any concern 
that U.S. troops would be diverted from Germany to the 
Gulf, and would they consider the U.S. responsible for 
their security? 

A Well, I just want to emphasize they haven't 
even discussed that subject yet. They are scheduled to do 
so this afternoon, and when the Ministers come back this 
evening, I would suggest you try to trackthem down and 
see what concerns, if any, were addressed. 

Q Can you tell us more about the Harmel study, 
and, if not, when can you tell us something about it? 

A, Well, the Harmel study, that is just a 
matter of record. t was a study undertaken by a group 


of so-called “wise men” in 1967 to -=- 


Q I'm sorry, I meant the updated one. 











ll 

A Well, that study was suggested by Minister Leo 
Tindemans at the last NATO Ministerial in Brussels. The 
study has been underway. It has been undertaken within 
the Alliance -- in other words, not by outsiders or so-called 
“wise men” -- in Brussels, and the Ministers will be addressing 
and discussing that study and its conclusions at this meeting. 

Q And will we be able to find out much about 
that? 

A Well, I think that we will be awle to brief 
in more detail on that study later on in this Ministerial 
meeting. Be happy to do that. 

Q Is any discussion being given to formulating 
a new proposal on arms control that would be offered to 
the Soviets as a result of this meeting, or to look for 
anything like that? 

Pan I don't think so. I think that what we 
expect at this stage is that the Ministers -- and here I 
don't want to foreclose what the Ministers might suggest -- 
but I think they will make a distinction between, on 
the one hand,appearing open and ready for a dialogue with 
the Soviet Union -- assuming the Soviets are ready for a 


dialogue -- and, on the other hand, making concessions which 


are principally designed to bring the Soviets back to the 

















12 
negotiating table. 

The U.S. position is that we should be ready for 
a dialogue, but that making concessions at this stage 
would be a sign of weakness. 

We expect our allies to share in that view. 

Q Can I follow that up? Is the United States 
informally discussing new arms control proposals, should 
the Soviets come back, with the NATO ailies? In other 
words, we have been told for some months now that you have 
got various things inthe works should the Soviets come back 
to Geneva. Are any of those being discussed with the 
Allies? 

A I reaily don't know quite how to answer that 
question, and so I won't. 

Q Just yes or no will do. (Laughter.) 

Q Is the Greek Minister going to meet the 
Secretary cf State? 

A Well, yes, they are all going to meet down 
at the Wye Plantation. I mean, that is the purpose of this 
meeting, is to have them down there in a very informal 
setting where they can sit around and have lunch together 


and dinner and have conversations, so that all the Ministers 


should have a chance to talk to one another. 
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Q A moment ago when you described the dis- 
tinction that the Ministers are making between appearing 
open for a dialogue but not willing to make concessions, 
you said, “not willing to make concessions specifically 
designed to lure them back.” 

Are there other kinds of moves beinc discussed 
which are not designed to lure the Soviets back to the 
talks, but which might -- 

A Well, possibly, and I would note that there 
are some negotiations that are still underway. People 
sometimes sort of ask questions as though there aren't any 


negotiations underway, and there are. 


Q So there are specific proposals being dis- 
cussed -- 

A I didn't say that. 

Q -- regarding the other negotiations which 
are -- 


A I said “possibly.” 

Q Why is this follow-up study that Tindemans 
is chairing one to be discussed here -- 

A He is not chairing it, he is suggesting it. 
It was a study done within the NATO system. 


Q When it has been discussed, and so forth, 


why is it then going to be classified? Why is it not going 
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to be made public? What is the purpose of that? 

A Well, I think that the concernwss that if 
it were undertaken with the knowledge that it would be 
made public that it would not be the very candid appraisal 
of East/West relations that we wanted. 

Presumably, if the Ministers are comfortable with 
the study and they do want to produce a declaration, that 
declaration will, in fact, refl«ct the conclusions of the 
study. And I hope that later on in this meeting, assuming 
again that the Ministers are comfortable with the study, 
that we will be able to talk a little bit about the study. 
But we felt that a classified effort was the best way to 
preserve, I think, a certain honesty in putting together 
a study so that it would not be just an exercise in public 
relations. 

Q To what degree do the allies share the U.S. 
view as you outlined it; that ic to say, to be ready for a 
dialogue but not offer concessions because they would be 
seen as a sign of weakness? 

BN I think, generally speaking, they share it. 
I think you will want to judge for yourself following the 
completion of this meeting. But we have not seen any major 


differences on that subject so far. 
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Q Are any of the allies recommending con- 
cessions? 

A We haven't seen any, no. 

Q Can I ask if you expect to have any reference 


in the communique to the continued d&ployment of the INF 
and perhaps to the pace of such a deployment as it will 
continue? 

Os Well, if you are asking whether or not there 
is some suggestion of endorsing a moratorium, there will 
not be any endorsement, and I think you will see -- I can't 
prejudge what will be in the communique -- but, again, 
there are no calls right now for any change in the current 
INF deployment schedule. 

Q You said earlier that one of the explanations 
for the Soviet hard line is that it is calculated to raise 
the anxiety level in the Western countries. 

Have the Ministers reported that it has raised 
the anxiety levels at all, and, if so, what do they plan 
to do about it? 

BN Well, let me just say, I will make a dis- 
tinction in my remarks. First of all, it is not our view -- 
that is, the American view -- that it has raised the anxiety 


é * 
level. If anything, there is less anxiety now than there 
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was a year ago -- at the height I would say the missile 
deployment question, the large peace demonstrations, etc. 
But what the respective Ministers believe, I can‘t say. 
The meetings in Wye are underway now, and I don't think 
I am in a position to report at this stage what they believe. 

One more question. 

Q As you know, the Defense Ministers meeting 
in Brussels just a fortnight ago ended in a kind of a cold 
climate. Would you describe the climate this time of the 
Foreign Ministers meeting opposite? 

BN What do you mean, cold climate? 

Q There was some, you know, misunderstanding 
at least between the German Representative and the American 
Representative on the infrastructure question on the money, 
and so on. 

A I thir to go back to your question, that 
we saw -- just based on what I saw yesterday and in conversa- 
tions we had -- that there seemed to be no important dif- 
ferences between the German Foreign Minister and the 
American Secretary of State. 

Q Can you just take one more, a non-substantive 
guestion. You mentioned that the Ministers were sloshing 
around -- 


A That assumes all the other ones were sub- 


stantive. 
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Q Well, this assumes there won't be much 
substantive information, so maybe we can get some other. 
Can you give us a little more of the -- I mean, when you 
say they were sloshing around, can you give us any other 
flavor about the nature of the meetings? 

a No. I will get you somektody else that can 
give you that local color. Actually, I don't know if 
you have ever been to the Wye Manor, but it is a very nice 
place. It is run by the Aspen Institute and -- 

Q But not in the rain. 

A Well, I don't know. It depends on if you 
like sort of a Gothic horror story. (Laughter) 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 11:00 a.m.) 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
NATO MINISTERIAL MEETING 
WEDNESDAY, MAY 30, 1984, 5:45 P.M. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am going to 
make some general comments on the atmosphere, because with 
my position as ei .. it's most important for 
me to preserve the sanctity of the Council, the Permanent Council, 
and the Ministerial Council, and I would not want to violate 
that. 

The Wye Plantation meeting was a tremendous suc- 
cess despite the rain. The location is magnificent; we 
might have wished for sunshine, but most of our work was 
indoors anyway. There was an extraordinary full exchange in 
this informal setting. The three principal topics discussed 
on the informal agenda East-West relations, the state of the 
Alliance, and then later this afternoon, what in NATO jargon 
is known as Out-of-area problems. 

Claude Cheysson, who was the President d'honneur 
this year, congratulated the organizers of the meeting for 
its tremendous success. Foreign Minister Genscher has been 
an advocate of this type of exchange, and I think he indeed 
was happy with it also. This was not a drafting session, 
but an exchange on policy matters important to the state of 


the Alliance. 








I think there were strong feelings that it was 
important to have intensive consultations within the NATO 
Alliance. After all, the Alliance has Seen subjected to an 
enormous psychological strategy and campaign by the Soviet 
Union; and this kind of meeting where there was not just 
exchange, Dut in-depth exchange, Suilds cohesion and unity 
which is necessary. 3y the way, this idea of the Wye 
meeting was Secretary Shultz", and I think it truly scored. 

Now, let me say that on the discussion of 
East-West relations and the Soviet Union, I think we dene- 
fited greatly Secause three Foreign Ministers had oeen there 
recently -- Andreotti of Italy, Moran of Soain, and Genscher 
of the Federal Republic. The new Turkish Ambassador had 
been stationed there three times, so there was a great deal 
of expertise in the roon. 

As I think you are aware, we had mandated in 
December an East-West study. That initiative was taken by 
Foreign Minister Tindemans of the Belgian Government, and 
after all, the Belgians were the initiators of the Harmel 
Report some 17 years ago, and Foreign Minister Tindemans 
regarded this as a follow-up of that study of some 37-odd 
pages double-spaced as completed. The basic study is 
a classified study, Sut out of it will come a sublic docu- 
ment, a public statement tomorrow in addition to the con- 


munique. 











I think that there was the feeling of the importance of not 
another basic study like that at this point, but continuing 
assessments as we go along by the Permanent Council. 

I think the study, as you will see when the public 
statement emerges, indicates that our basic political stra- 
tegy as it was formulated in 1967, at the time of the Harmel 
Report, is sound indeed. Just as a reminder, the Harmel 
Report, futur2 tasks of the Alliance emphasized that first 
we should maintain adequate military strength and political 
solidarity to deter aggression and other forms of pressure, 
and the second function was to pursue the search for programs, 
progress, towards a more stable relationship. 

Let me say that in the intervening years, as we 
reached the height of detente, I think many people got those 
two functions turned around in their thinking, with perhaps 
the detente function in front of defense and deterrence, but 
that's not the way it was in the original report which talks 
about these two important functions, both of which reinforce 
each other. So it was wrong perhaps when some people placed the 
primacy on the second function and tended to discard the 
first. 

With regard to the state of the Alliance, all 
Ministers felt that the political state was healthy, was 


dynamic. There were no suggestions for basic restructuring 














of the Alliance, reordering of the machinery, or change in 
its strategy of flexible response, which also was codified 
in 1967 -- that same year. 

Secretary Shultz and others emphasized the major 
importance of doing more on the conventional level, the 
third leg of the triad, in terms of our deterrent strategy. 
There was a recognition that such does cost money. I might 
say -- and I'm a little more free in talking about what my 
Secretary talked about -- but he also, since a number of 
members felt that NATO and the countries of NATO could do 
better in articulating its own story to the public, my 
Secretary felt that it would be helpful for the Permanent 
Council to really examine this issue of perceptions and 
better communication. 

As to the out-of-area issues, the last part of the 
afcernoon, here of course, NATO does not <-- it's not within 
the NATO area -- NATO does not operate collectively, so 
tr’; is an exchange of views and information. And that did 
take place. Our Secretary gave an update, and others 
contributed. So finally, and in sum, I would say that the 
Ministers, despite the weather which began to abate about 
the time that the helicopters were going to take off and 
bring us back, felt that this was another example -- and a 


superb example -- of the value of consultations. What 








occurred at Wye was more in-depth than in some formats, that 
the cohesion of the Alliance, the unity of the Alliance, the 
political strategy was strong. 

Those conclude my comments. 

Q Can you tell us whether the sixteen Ministers 
sought to reach a common strategy for defusing the situation 
in the Gulf? 

a Well, once again, I would comment that it 
would not be within the jursisdiction of a NATO meeting 
to attempt to devise a strategy for an out-of-area problem. 
That's for those countries in other fora or bilateral, in 
their bilateral relacionships. It's an exchange of infor- 
mation and analysis that would take place in this -- 

Q Were there any reservations expressed about 
the U.S. measures taken so far? 

Ay No. 

Q And did any of the others indicate that they 
were going to take parallel measures? 

4 Again, this was not a discussion that was 
Oriented towards action steps. That's just not the function 
of a NATO meeting. 

Q It's been said by American officials here 
that they hoped that other countries not within NATO's 


structure, but just individually, would speak out more or 








seem to be more actively involved, because at present, just 
the U.S. seems to be saying and doing things. 

Was this at least expressed to them? 

A Well, as you know, our policy very much 
recognizes that other countries have a greater economic 
energy stake in the area than Go we. And the President in 
his statements has made it quite clear where we stand on 
this issue in balance; and I think the purpose of the 
discussion today, the value of the discussion today, is the 
contribution of information and ideas among a range of 
knowledgeable people. But, again, I want to be very care- 
ful, since I serve in NATO, that this is not a forum 
designed to work out a common, concerted policy in any 
area Outside of NATO; but the exchange that goes on there is 
enormously valuable to the member-countries of NATO as they 
reach such policies and coordination. So I think, there- 
fore, the session was very valuable. 

Q Did your discussions on this state of the 
Alliance where you spoke of re-emphasizing conventional war- 


fare get to the issue -- 


A Not re-emphasizing conventional warfare. 
We're deterrence people. Excuse me. (Smiles) 
Q All right. Let me rephrase it. 


A We're on the peace side. 








Q Right. 

a We have a defensive posture. The other side 
doesn't. 

Q Conventional response -- 

f Excuse me for that. 


Q That's all right. 


(Continued on page 8.) 




















Q Did you get to the issue of no first-use, 
and what emphasizing conventional deterrence does to the 
policy of flexible response with nuclear weapons? 

A Let me give you the way that I put it. We 
want flexible response to be truly flexible. This was not a 
meeting of Defense Ministers today, and those things are 
discussed more with Defense Ministers. 


But in the 1967 flexible response doctrine, there 





was that conventional or direct defense part of the triad. 
We want to see accomplished in the balance of flexible 
response strategy what was designed in 1967. So we're 
trying to fill a mandate, and it's more important than ever 
today to fill that mandate because of the shift in the 
balance since 1967. 

At NATO, when we talk about conventional impro- 
vements, we're doing it within that balance of the three 
triads of flexible response -- the strategic nuclear forces, 
the theater nuclear forces in which the INF effort helps 

. 
restore, and the conventional; and it's not NATO strategy 
to move towards a pure conventional defense. And when we 
talk about improving conventional defense, it is within this 
basic triad, within this balanced framework. That is where 
the programs that Defense Ministers talk about in detail 


which were talked about at the Defense Ministers’ Meeting 


two weeks ago -- sustainability, increased ammunition 


stocks, infrastructure is one part of it, longer-range 
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emerging technologies that pushes the nuclear threshhold 
back. That is within this designed strategy. 

Q Was there general agreement that within 
this designed strategy conventional forces should be 
improved? 

A Yes, absolutely. And that also -- I want 
to emphasize -- was at the Defense Ministers’ Meeting in 
December. That was a very strong topic of conversation. It 
was a very strong topic of conversation in the May meeting 
two weeks ago. The problem of NATO is (a) making better use 
of our resources to accomplish that, and (b) getting more 
resources to accomplish that. 

This was not discussed in any great detail at this 
meeting because that is something for the other forum. 

Q On the INF issue, did the Craxi proposal, 
that he set forth in Lisbon, come up at all? Was that 
discussed? Did any country raise a question about 
parliamentary difficulties in meeting the timetable as set 
forth in '79? 

A No, because I think the Craxi proposal in 
Lisbon has already been corrected and is a past issue. I 
find, really, a remarkable degree of unity on our programs. 


I find also that a great appreciation for President Reagan's 


efforts in developing -- in fact, I might have left out one 
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Or two things that I intended to say. 

There was remarkable unity. Our political stra- 
tegy is correct. I think there tended to be at this meeting 
a longer term view of things; I'm not talking about the next 
month, the next two months, not speculating on every charac- 
teristic of one Soviet leader, but looking ahead more 
through the years. And the President's efforts at trying to 
develop a constructive dialogue in a very difficult period 
were appreciated throughout the group. There was a strong 


sense of realism. 


Q I'm sorry, who said that? 
A This was the atmosphere of the meeting. 
Q In this context of long-term, were any con- 


cerns expressed by any of the Ministers that U.S. pursuit of 
ballistic missile defense might force them to pursue coun- 
terpart systems which would be very expensive both for their 
conventional forces and for their economies as a whole? 

4 I think the Europeans in these meetings 
appreciate the fact that the SDI program is a research 
program, and I think in the public discussions that unfor- 
tunately has been lost. 

The fact that it's a research program is so 


important, because it means that options for the future are 


open. It means, second, that throughout that period we will 
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be in close consultation with Allies; and, third, as the 
President has said, as we go along we hope that there can be 
constructive interface with the Soviets. 

Q Did they it up at all in any way? 

4 Our briefings -- our Secretary of State and 
Defense -- in meetings, in the agendas that are covered, 
always brings this up as a matter of consultation. I'll put 
it that way. 

Q There's been some talk here about what some 
people are referring to as a “Declaration of Washington" 
which would in some way try to give some kind of encourage- 
ment to the Soviet Union to come back to the negotiating 
table. 

Could you elaborate any on the discussion about 
this, and what might be done? 

A There is going to be a public statement. 
I'm not sure, Steve, whether it's been declared, whether 
it’s going to be a declaration of Washington or a statement, 
Or what's the icing on the cake? 

STAFF: It's going to be a “Washington 
Declaration on East-West Relations,” or “Washington 
Statement on East-West Relations." 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think maybe 


they didn't want to have a declaration from each meeting 


now. 
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In addition to the communique, there will be 
this statement that draws on the authority of the longer, 
more detailed study. I think the purpose of that is to set 
a balanced framework of our efforts which is, as I say, on the 
one hand, have looked to deterrence and defense; and, on the 
other hand, looked towards a constructive dialogue. 

Once again, I think that these Ministers are 
impressed with the President's search for that constructive 
dialogue. 

Q In connection with that, it sounds terribly 
familiar, what you just said. It goes back, in fact, to 
Harmel. What's the purpose of making a declaration in 
Washington to reaffirm the old truths of seventeen years 
ago? 

oN I don't want to sound as mundane as you put 
it. But I think it's terribly important that at a time when 
public perceptions of the Alliance's posture are sometimes not 
accurate. 

Q What do you mean by that? 

A That there has been this re-examination of 
a l7-year period -- experience of a l7-year period -- and you 
Say, well, at the end of this we come to conclusions that 


basically we've got a sound political strategy. What we 


need to do is to work very hard to effectively apply it. 
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We've reaffirmed some fundamentals. 

Yes, you're cight. We've reaffirmed some fun- 
damentals. But I would rather be on sound ground with fun- 
damentals than on unsound ground with new ijeas that might 
not be as productive. Because I think, despite the dif- 
ficulties that we have now in working this constructive 
relationship with the Soviet Union, ‘here is the belief that 
if we keep the cohesion and unity, that tnat in itself is 
going to have an effect over time with the Soviet Union. 

We are turning to various tables in one form or 
another. 

Q The Harmel Report was published. Why is 
your 39-page report not being published? Is it because the 
members don't actually agree on what's in it? 

A The Harmel Report that was published is two 
or three pages. It would be about the length of the public 
declaration, would it not, Steve? 

The Harmel Report did have an extensive 
background part. That background part was never published. 
Am I accurate in my recollection? 

I think the value of the two-tiered approach of 
a classified version is that it enables people to work at a 
document without worrying about the public relations of 


every word and worrying about the substance. When you get 


16 nations participating in a document, it doesn't read like 








l4 


Willzram Shakesoeare. It becomes a committee product. sut 
to use a word I learned in the State Department ‘twelve years 
ago, it's not “anodyne.* It's still a rich study with ceep 
analysis, dbut by keeoing that analysis and not having to 
release it, I think, enable seople to get into more sen- 
sitive sround in their discussions. Secause, after ali, 
we're talking -- 

0 Were there any misgivings among the Allies 
On your suggestion of a return to the primacy of defense 
over d:alosgue? 


A It's not really primacy of defense over 


dialogue. 80th are there. It's not one over the other. But 


in Harmel, cefense and dialogue are stated first with the 
emphasis that defense and dialogue can contribute to the 
develooment of the constructive relationship. 

If you don't nave effective defense and 
deterrence, and political cohesion, then it is very dif- 
ficult to develop that kind of constructive reiat:ionshio, 
because the Sov:et Union pays a great deal of attention to 
the other elements -- the political cohesion, and the state 
of defense and deterrence. 

Q It call for no new cGepartures on the part 


of NATO, this declaration that we will get? No new 














~~ 
uw 


A It calls for an increasec emphas:s on the 
program that we have before us, which I‘ve just stated, with 
its two approaches. That's a good oolitical stratesy. 

Q Is this statement ceared primarily for the 
Kremlin or for the Western aud:ences of these NATO 
alliances? 

A Such a statement has to address our publics 


and has to address the Kremlin; and this makes very clear to 


relationship. 
Q Thank you very much. 


(Background briefing concluded at 6:15 5.a.) 
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1:55 P.M. (L) 


MR. SPEAKES: Can we please have quict in the back, 
those who are standing. The President, as you know 

finished his meeting with Primo Minister Nakasone. us 
Secretary who will bricf wt A, Ly» - We're going to 
have to ask quiet or wo'll 

are standing. 


ae See SS ee SS eee I will 
follow him with a couple of OGher announcements and Getails of any- 
thing you might have 


Q Could you cut off the television set, please? 
Q Thank you. 
MR. SPEAKES: Wo sooner said than done. Anything else? 


Okay. Secretary Regan -- it is on the record, it is for radio and 
television coverage. 


the first thing that 
the Prime Minister S am can tie manent ob the Den -teller that 
Finanee Minister Takeshitq and I ‘ave recently submitted to the 


He wos quite complimentary about it. And said that the 
Amoricans were tough negotiators. The President said that he had 
soon the report, thought it was an historic document, felt that, 
Although it might oot be in @e immediate future, that its impact 
would be fclt .- that within 2 to 3} years there indoed would be 
& new type of financial market in Tokyo. 


The next subject the President brought up was the 
possibility that if there were an o11 crisis that there should be 
more cooperation and more discussion among the nations as to how 
to handle such a shortage of ofl. There was no discussion of sctual 
terms of what one nation would do or another. They discussed 
aD Geneeetig Suse Gesu Gas aqueee Was cine tape ce ae 
some type of contingency planning wore the areas that should be 
carriocd forward at this time. 


The Primo Minister then brought up the fact that he 
was looking forward to. what he characterized, as 4 bright summit. 


tnd he hoped that they would also have much discussion on peace and 
freedom. The President that those were topics that need ¢ 
discussions and whey would got into that matter. 

Then came tho of trade iations. The 
Prime Ministor stated that ho to put AF. 
that there be preparation for a new round of trade 


in 1985 and the ectusl negotiations in 1996. The President said 
ted — yf - Ay A 
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The next subject that came up was cooperating among 
the summit countries for assisting the debtor countries in their 
problems. In this connection, the Fresident pointed out the need 
for these countries to consider coullr as well as debt as a solution 
to their economic growth. Far too many of them ware relying on 
debt. This had got them into problems, that if they were to open 
up their economies,apm up their tax systems and the like to attract 


more capital, they would be in a better position. And Mr. “akasone 
agreed with that. 


Mr. Nakasone said that he thought that high-tech, 
services,and agriculture were subjects that needed to be discussed 
in the next roung 6f trade negotiations. So, Nakasone then brought 
up the subject of the Los Angeles Olympics and said he thought that 
this would be a very successful Olympics -- that so many countries 
were coming. The President said that he regretted that there were 
sO many -- 4 few nations thatwere? not going to participate under 
Soviet influence, but nevertheless agr>ed that he thought the games 
would be very competitive, very well attended. 


They then discussed their China trips, erch saying 
that he thought that his own trip had been very successful, and 
that the other appeared also to be. They discussed same aspects 
of the Chinese economy and what it was doing and the ti Prime 
Minister brought up the subject of the Korean Peninssis and how 
that should be settled. He said that he had told the Chinese that 
he thought it was best that it be settled between the two nations 
involved. And thet the Chinese as woll as the United States should 
be on the sidelines encouraging the two nations. 


The President agreed with that. He said that's cxactly 
what he had told them also -- that he didn't think that we certainly 
should be there to make it a trilateral. That if anything it would 


have to be quadrilatéral, but he would prefer a bilateral type of 
arrangement. 


About that point they'd run out of time and they 
agreed to see each other for dinner tonight. 


Q Dr. Peldstein says that in the short run he thinks 
interest rates will go up. In the next year the U.S. will have a 
growth recession. Do you agree with both those points? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Well, that's what makes a market -- 
differences of opinion and I differ with that, yes. 


0 Well, what do you see in interest rates? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Well, I will stick to what I have 
been saying, that I see interest rates trending down based upon 
the idea that our rate of growth will probably slow in this second 
quarter and continue at a slower pace in the third and fourth quarters 
of this year, and if that is so, there's less d@mand. With less 
demand actually price falls and the price of money is the same as 
anything else -- interest rates should come down. 


Q Well, if the rate of growth slows will that induce 
a so-called growth recession next year? \ 


SECRETARY REGAN: Wo, I don't believe so. The normal 
recovery period without -- if you eliminate the wartime periods and 
the post World War II -- has been 36 months for recovery ané I 
really think that this recovery is going to b* stronger and . 
prolonged than normal. It started in November of ‘82, even j Am 
average recovery would take us well into the end of ‘85 and the 
early part of ‘86. Yes? 


Q How further did they get on this question on 
sharing contingency planning for an oil guif prices? 


SECRETARY REGAN: They agreed on just broad outlines 
of that, leaving it more for specifics that will come later in 


MORE 








oe 


discussions among the seven, or more particular for experts to get 
into it. It was a broad ciscussion I'd characterize. 


Q Did Nakasone agree to that? 
SCCRETARY REGAN: Yes. 


e) And did the President discuss U.S. military 
involvement in the Persian Gulf? 


SECRETARY REGAN: No. There was no discussion of 
military involvement nor any of the Gulf incidents or anythina of 


that nature was -- they stuck strictly to the subject of the 
negotiations. Helen? 


Q Was the President chiding Nakasone about his 
reluctance to mke any kind of negotiations on the oil? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Oh, no. Absolutely not. It was an 
affable discussion back and forth: 


Q Did the President bring a contingency plan on the 
oil question? 


SECRETARY REGAN: No. They did not get into apecifics. 
The President did not bring up any specific plan. They talked about, 
in general, the neec for contingency planning for cooperation and 
the possibility of sharing. Andrea? 


e) Mr. Secretary, cid the President ask Nakascne 
not to go to the snot market? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Oh, no -- no. Nothing of that 
nature came up whatsoever. No. 


Q When you say contingency plan, did they discuss 
a military contingency plan or did they discuss contingency plan 
for sharing of oil reserves? 


SECRETARY REGAN: The contingency of sharing oil 
reserves and how to handle the situation. No discussion whatsoever 
of military. 


Q Did the President ask the Prime Minister whether 
Japan is willing to make any kind of commitment such as the U.S. 
has made to freedom of navigation in the Gulf? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Wo, none of those specifics came 
up whatsoever. Now, a question over hore. 


Q How does the IEA system fall short that you 
need some further contingencies? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Nothing like that came up for 


discussion. Again, I repeat, it was broad, it lasted for about 
5-7 minutes. It was in generality, no specifics. 


Q I'm simply asking why the question was raised 
since you have an IEA system? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Well, there are other ways besides 
the IEA solution that could be thought of 
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and all they were saying was there was need to think in terms 
of all types of contingencies. 


Yes? 


Q Did the President give the Prime Minister any 
kind of pledge of helping them with their oil supplies if 
there was an interruption? 


SECRETARY REGAN: No. They talked -- 
Q Question? 


SECRETARY REGAN: The question was: Did the President 
give any kind of a promise to share and the like? I said the 
answer was no, they did not get into that type of specifics. 


Q Mr. Secretary -- 
SECRETARY REGAN: Yes. 


Q The Latin American Finance Ministers say they'll 
get together later this month in Colombia. They're reporting that 
in Buenos Aires. What do you think of that kind of meeting? Is 
that a good idea? And, secondly, how are the Argentines doing in 
their negotiations with IMF? 


Q Question? 


SECRETARY REGAN: As far as a meeting of the Latin 
American nations, that's their choice; if they wish to get together 
for « discussion, it's up to them. We have no comment on that. 
And as far as the Argentine is concerned, it's my understanding 
that they have made a proposal to the IMF. The IMF now has that 
under consideretion. The Argentines hope that that will lead to 
the actual signing of a letter of intent prior to June 15th. 


Q Since the President mentioned to Mr. Nakasone 
the need for contingency planning, did he bring any such plan 
with him? 


SECRETARY REGAN: As far as any contingency plans, 
no, we did not bring contingency plans with us. This is an idea 
of a general discussion taking place here. That would be one among 
many subjects discussed, so to get into detail as far as heads of 


government is concerned is not something that they would contemplate 
at this moment. ° 


Q Mr. Secretary -- 


SECRETARY REGAN: Yes. 


Q -~ gecond question: Did the President and the 
Prime Minister discuss any further or liberalized aid to Third 
World countries apart from this question of equity that you 
mentioned before? 


SECRETARY REGAN: No, they did not again get into 
specifics but agreed that this is one of the topics that should 
be aired at the plenary sessions in the summit. And they were 
also sure that other discussions would take place, either with 
the Finance Ministers or the like. 


Q -- further or liberalized aid? 
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SECRETARY REGAN: Well, the topic being how to handle 
the problem of what are some of the solutions that could be offered. 


Q Chancellor Kohl yesterday told the Bundestag 
that he felt that hich U.S. interest rates and big deficits are 
hurting the economy. Apparently, other leaders also feei that 
way. As the summit begins, do you feel, does the U.S. feel under! 
seige on the question of interest rates and the deficit? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Wo, not under seige. We know 
that our interest rates are high. We deplore high interest 
rates e% much as anyone else. After all, we're the greatest of 
the debcor countries. We have a trillion five hundred billion. 
So, it hurts us to have high rates of interest also. 


We, I think, will probably point out that the exact 
connection between high deficits and high rates of interest has 
not been made, in spite of what the common belief is. And we're 
still waiting to see proof of that. High interest rates are 
a result of many things -- fiscal policy, monetary policy, 
condition of the country, growth in the economy, opportunity for 
investment. There are many things -~ rate of savings -- that affect 
high rates of interest, not just deficits. 


Q But no one agrees with you in -- who is attending 
the summit. (Laughter.) 


SECRETARY REGAN: Pardon? 
Q The other leaders do not agree with you. 


SECRETAFY REGAN: When you pin them down, they admit 
that there are other factors, but they believe -~ What they are 
worried about, and rightly so, is the high rates of interest. 

They dcn‘t literally care whether it's our deficits or what it is; 
whatever action we can take to get them down, they would approve 
of. 


Q Did the President agree with -- did the President 
agree with Prime Minister Nakasone's timetable for the new trade 
round? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Yes, the President was very supportive 
of that timetable -- preparation in '85 and negotiations themselves, 
hopefully, in ‘86. 


Q -- services a subject presumeably also -- 


SECRETARY REGAN: == high tech, services and 
agriculture. Yes, we're supportive of that. 


Q Can you explain why you didn't bring a contingency 
plan for the sharing of our strategic oil? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Yes, because that would be too much 
detail for the summit to get at -- to get on. There are many other 
economic questions besides that one. And we didn't bring contingency 
plans for high interest rates. We didn't bring contingency plans 
for many things. It's not in a summit, with the 
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limited amount of time available, that these leaders can get 


into that detail. They leave that to finance ministers, to trade 
ministers, to oil ministers, and the’ like. 


Q So that's where those negotiations are going 
on right now. 


SECRETARY REGAN: Yes. 


Q What actions are you going to take to bring 
down interest rates? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Only just what we have been saying 
right along. We will be telling about our downpayment on 
deficit reduction -- pardon? 


Q You just said deficits and interest rates 
aren't related. 


SECRETARY REGAN: I just started to tick them off. 
You took a couple of words out of my mouth. The first one is the 
downpayment, since they're so interested in our deficit, and 
stressing that word downpayment -- I explained that downpayment 
has different meanings to different people, but it certainly means 
there's a lot more to come -- secondly, that we will be working on 
holding a steady monetary policy; third, that we will be -- that we 
feel that our rate of growth "ill he slowing down -- and this will 
be a weloome sign -- ‘and, fourth, we're pledging, as we did at 
Williamsburg, that we're going to keep inflation down. 


Q If I could follow, Paul Volcker stated about a 
month ago that the economy is in the midst of its strongest 
expansion since World War II and -- 


SECRETARY REGAN: You'd never know it from some of 
the press reports, but go ahead. 


Q He left ambiguous to the extent to which 
the economy really is slowing down. And it's suggested that 
perhaps growth remains very, very strong. If that is the case, 
doesn't this suggest that your projection of lower interest rates 


may not come about and, in fact, interest rates may continue to 
climb? 


SECRETARY REGAN: I saw a very well-known economist 
the other day predicted that the current quarter we're in is 
zero growth. There are many projections as to what the growth of 
our economy is currently. 


Don't you think Volcker, given his position, 
is able to influence that outcome and is a better forecaster? 


SECRETARY REGAN: No comment. 


Q In your discussion on the Gulf, did Prime 
Minister Nakasone have anything interesting to say about the 
status of Japanese relations with Iran and whether there was any 
movement on that score of the negotiations -- 


SECRETARY REGAN: They did not get into that, no. 


Q How urgently do you view the whole idea of 
working up a contingency plan on oil and on the whole idea of 
strengthening the international conservation? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Obviously, these are two matters 
of concern to us. Secretary Hodel has been working on such a 
thing, along with NSC and others, including Treasury. We have 
been working on all kinds of plans for contingencies. 
Conservation -- the world is using 14 percent less oil today than 
it was in 1979. Every nation, every corporation within a nation, 
individuals within a nation, understand the need for conservation. 
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I think all of us are much more conscious today than ever. 


Q You say that the issue of a contingency plan 
will be taken up at some point down-the road by ministers -- finance 
ministers, energy and so forth. How soon do you think this must | 
be addressed in light of what's going on in the Gulf? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Obviously, as was pointed out 
from a question over here, it already is in discussion at the real 


to which we all belong. And there'll be further bilateral and 
other multilateral discussions as time goes on. 


Q No overwhelming sense of urgency? 

SECRETARY REGAN: Ho. Yes? 

Q Mr. Secretary, the Latin American nations -- 
MR. SPEAKES: Last question here. 


Q The Latin American nations have sent a letter 
apparently to Prime Minister Thatcher and the President s ting 
that the case-by-case approach of the debt problem really "< 
sufficient. How do you respond to that and does that in any 
way affect U.S. reasoning? 


SECRETARY REGAN: I'11 have to respond to this 
from a strictly USA point of view because the subject as yet has 
not been introduced into any of the plenary sessions of the 
Summit. As far as our response is -- each nation does 
differ from the other. Bolivia's problem differs from its neighbor, 
the Argentine. Venezuela's problem is certainly different from 
that of Colombia. So you can't have one solution to all of these 
problems. The Philippines’ problem differs from that of 
Yugoslavia, yet they both have problems with high debt. So 
how can you have one solution fo. 11 of these? 


| 
We have been handling them on a nation-by-nation 
basis and rather successfully, I think, since 1982. And we would 
propose to continue that. 


Now, one other new element has been introduced, 
and that's this most recent attempt in Philadelphia over the past 
weekend to encourage banks to take another step. 
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back in ‘82 -- we've two years of that program. How re's 
anee ae © Senpenncenee Cenearee <2 We Gane of inses. So chat 
woulé set a formula, if you will, that you take a short-range 


Q Will the administration encourage the commercial 
banks to do that type of thing? 


SECRETARY REGAN: As far as I'm concerned, the U.S. 


END 2:15 P.M. (L) 
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SECRETARY REGAN: As you know, we've just completed 
the summit. There were three declarations, the central one of which, 
of course, was the economic declaration. There were others on 
international terrorism, on Rast-West relations and arms control, 
and the statement on Irag and Iran. 


Now, as far as the economic side, I think we got most 
of what we wanted. I think the main emphasis was probably on the 
fact that the economic expansion is underway in all of our countries; 
and, indeed, for the most part, in all industrialized countries. 


We agreed to try to continue that expansion, particularly in a non- 
inflationary way. 


Our greatest area of concern, apart from the economies 
themselves, were the international debt and the condition of many of 
the developing, and less developed nations. And much of the 
communique is devoted to things we have agreed to do to help in both. 
of those cases, both the debt situation, and additional funds and 
help for the less developed nations. 


We agreed that the -case method, or country-by- 
country method, is the proper one to follow. We noted the good 
work of the IMF in this area up to this point. 


We agreed that ways to help these other nations, both 
debtor nations and other less developed nations, so characterized, 
are with more trade. And in that area, we stated that we thought 
that in addition to debt, more equity investment was needed in many 
of these nations as a way to encourage new jobs. There's quite a 
bit in this here about methods to cut down on unemployment and to 


get more jobs for peonle in our nations, particularly the Buropean 
nations. 


We agreed on the necessity for open borders, as far 
as trade is concerned, and to work against protectionisn. 


We also stated that all of the international financial 
institutions should have, where appropriate, greater funding; and 
that countries were encouraged to be more generous in giving to 
both multilateral and bilateral aid. 


As far as the other things we covered, we did agree 
that we thought, in some of these international debt situations, 
the proper way to go is to have multiyear re-negotiation, where 
there was effort, successful effort, being made by these countries 
to correct what was wrong in their economies. 


Me have a paragraph here on the environment and the 
necessity of studying carefully what we're going to do there before 
we actually do it, because, indeed, scientists are still divided 
on the effects of many of these things. 
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There's a statement here regarding oil and the 
necessity for sharing in the oil markets. 


And then finally, an.invitation by the United States 
to the rest of the countries to join them in manned space. 


Om & one-liner, just to characterize the sessions -- 


I'd say there wes spirited discussion, but we ended up in final 
agreement. 


Q Mr. Secretar 
SECRETARY ROGAN: s? 


Q You said you got most of what you wanted. What 
did you fail to get? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Well, I suppose this is “true 
confessions"? (Laughter.) One of the things that we did want -- 
we wantec a date for trade negotiations. We had hoped that discussions 
would take place in 1985 leading to the start of a round of nego- 
tiations in ‘86. Most of the countries did not want a specified 
date for fear that they'd run up against a date and wouldn't have 
the ability to think through what actually they wanted to talk about 
when they got into negotiations. So, I think the phrase in here is -- 
as quickly as possible -- rather than putting 19865. 


Q Anything else that -- 


SPCRETARY REGAN: Well, yes, there's a reference in 
here that some countries want to reopen the common commodity fund. 
We are Gubious about that. We've not ratified that agreement; and. 
we don't 

















°3- 


think that our trying to activate that fund at this time -- we think 


it's more of a price-fixing mechanism. te didn't think that that 
would be productive, but nonetheless the statement is in there. 


SECRETARY REGAN: Oh, no, no. She, in the interest of 
time, was trying just to hit a few highlights in this. I suspect 
that in her press conference she'll go over this more carefully. 

No, she wasn't trying to duck out. 


Q Ie this the offic lal version or is what she 
said the official version? 


SECRETARY REGAN: This is the official version. 
This is what the heads actually have signed. 


Q . Secretary, whon say that -- agree that 
greater funding for g nnn | tions -- does that mean 


— re t-iking quota increase for IM? or SDR allocation? If so, 


SECRETARY REGAN: That is not specific as to what 
we are talking about. In the discussion period, there were, as you 
know, references to the fact that IDA VII has already been 
negotiated at $9 billion. It has been suycestead Dp many 
countries they would like to donate over and above that. That was 
one of the things that many said, well, if other nations want to 
Gevote more to IDA, that was up to them to give over and above that. 
We in the United States pointed out that we've increased our 
bilateral aid -- our Caribbean Basin Initiative, what we're trying 
to do in Central America, the African fund that we have set up -- 
that we're doing a lot more on a bilateral effort. And, indeed, 
most of them around there said that any nation that could afford 
to increase its bilateral aid should. 


Let's take one over here. 


Q What was the spirited part? Was that on the 
interest rates and deficits? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Wo. The -- well, the question was: 
What was tho spirited part? Was that interest rates and deficits? 


That was a little spirited. It was a rather good discussion, I 
would say. 


Q Well, did they give anything? I mean, did -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 
Q Was there any bending on our part? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. We have all 
agreed, because all nations have deficits, that all nations should 
try to get them down. We, like they, deplore high rates of 


interest. And we all. said that it would be great if we could get 
interest rates down. 


Andrea. 


G Mr. Secretary, did any of the other leaders 
agree with the U.S. position that interest rates are not affected 
by deficits? 


SLAIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL. Well, they discussed 
that, and they saic that they sav a linkage. Wow, in our 
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discussions, as you know, there were spparate discussions at 
times -- heads of state of government in one room, foreign 
ministers in another, and finance ministers in another. And most 
of that discussion on interest rates took place, first of all, in 
the finance ministers and then for a little bit in the plenary 
session where all three groups came together. 


We pointed out to them that there has been no study 


shown to us of this linkage. People keep saying this, but we've 
asked for the last four summits for proof of this, and so far no one 
has come up with them. On the other hand, we have at least 20 


studies by individual professors, economists, and the like indicating 
that our position is the correct one. So faced with this evidence, 
they said, well, they still found there was some type of linkage 

but they weron't sure what. 


Q Well, just to follow up on that -- 
SECRETARY REGAN: -- follow up. 


Q To follow up on that, you stgted that the other 
countries all thought there was a linkage, but you have not seen 
a study. If it's the case that all of these other industrial 


nations believe there is that linkage, could it possibly be that the 
U.S. position is wrong? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Wo. I think possibly 1 * re wrong 
when they don't have proof of what they're saying. We have proof 
of what we're saying. So we think ours is correct. Wow, that's 
not to say that we're in favor of deficits. Don't get us wrong. 
We definitely told them -- and we agree with them -- we'd like to 
get deficits down. But our primary reason for getting deficits 
Zou 10 thet We thish the Sofesel qovemmment is epent too much, 
and, therefore, we want to cut back on spending and ergo would reduce 
deficits. 


Yes. 


Q Mr. Secretary, on the spirited part, was that 
with the ministers or with the heads or with both? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Both. After all, let's face it. 
There were -- what -- seven, vicght times three, twenty-four of these 
people, all having been used to speaking in public, most of them 
members of Parliaments or Diets or what have you, so none was 
exactly shy and loathe to express his or her viewpoint. 


Bart? 


Q Mr. Secretary, you've said in the past that 
high interest rates so far have not interfered with our recovery in 
the United States. In the langu-ge of paragraph four where he says 
high interest rates and failure to reduce inflation further and 
damp down inflationary expectations could put recovery at risk.. Does 


that represent a shift of opinion or a nuance in our thinking at the 
moment ? 


SECRETARY REGAN: No. In that paragraph four where we're 
talking there about high interest rates and failure to reduce inflation 
further could put recovery at risk, it is true that if interest rates 
stay where they are or continue higher, that could put recovery world- 
wide at risk. This also applies this language to 
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the debtor nations as well as to the members of the summit. 


Q Was the suggestion made, either in your meeting 
of Finance Ministers or in the summit, that in fact interest 
rates are likely to go higher? 


SECRETARY REGAN: There were many discussions of 
that. President Reagan sort of set the tone in saying that 
he believed interest rates came down. I know that Secretary Shultz 


ao point of view, and, obviously, I have never wavered 
ca t. 


Yes? 


Q Is there anything in the communique that 
would identify as either a new initiative or « departure 
current U.S. policy? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Wone that I can recall], Owen, but 
let me check to see if -- I don't know of any new initiative -- 


that is, something one Sane eS ee discussed or 
something of that nature -- that would have come up. 


Q ~~ revision or a departure from existing policy? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Wo, except for that one that I 
have a mentioned -- and I'll try to find it -- about that 
agricultural fund. That's the only one that I know of that -- 


Q You wouldn't consider the multi-year rescheduling 
as a-- 


SECRETARY REGAN: Wo, sulti-year reschedul has 
been 4 subject that has been discussed back in the Uni States 
long before we came here. It was the subject of discussion 
in Philadelphia last week among the bankers themselves. That is 


not a new idea. 
Yes? 
Q Mr. Secretary -- 


Q In ite earlier draft, there was 4 statement 
welcoming the U.S. deficit downpayment, and that was 
in the final draft. Is this one of the things the United States 
wanted to see accomplished and managed to get out? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Well, they welcomed it. The fac’ 
that singling us out as having done something about it and not 
saying how well they had done on their -- getting their deficits 
don is not the way the communiques are written. 50, that's 
why that one was dropped. 


Yes? 
Q Mr. Secretary, on that Item 9 on “bat has 


been agreed -- back on interest rates -- “necessary strengthened 


policies reducing inflation, interest rates and also budgetary 
deficits* -- that's <- 


SECRETARY REGAN: ‘Which 9 are you on? 
9 Under “We have therefore agreed” -- last item. 
SECRETARY REGAN: Oh, that's on page 9. 


C “= page 4. 
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SECRETARY REGAN: There are several of these numbers. 
Q Page 4. 
SECRETARY RECAN: Page 4 -- okay. All right. 


Q As far as -- since ‘he edministration wants 
to see the deficit come down and that has no effect on interest 
rates, what are we doing to reduce interest rates? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Well, controlling monetary growth, 
controlling federal spending, things of that nature. You've 
got to admit that monetary policy does affect interest rates. 
And, therefore, that's one of the things that we're age 
Getting some of our deregulation, things of that nature, 


adds to the inflationary cost of products -- we've been doing a 
lot of work in that and so on. 


Q -- follow-up: Will the ad@ministration be putting 
any additional pressure on the Fed? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Is the Fed -- Is the administration -- 


Q Is the administration going to do -- is going 
to pet any additional pressure on the Fed? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Wo, the administration doesn't put 
pressure on the Fed. Occasionally, we have an open-mouth policy 
regarding what they're doing, but -- (laughter) -- we don't 
put pressure on then. 


Q On that same point, Mr. Secretary, on the 
same point, it says, “to control monetary growth and where necessary 


reduce budget deficits" -- Is there someplace where reducing 
budget deficits is unnecessary? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Some of the nations thought that 
their deficits were down about as far as they could go in view 
of their high unemployment and the like. And at this moment, 
they were not prepared to agree that they should reduce their 
deficits further at this time. They thought they hed brought then 
Gown to -- considering their -- to an irreducible sininun, 
considering their current economic condition. 


Q Did we offer an acceptable level of our own 
deficits? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Wo, that never came up as to what 
would be an acceptable level in the United States for a deficit. 


Wait a minute. Let's try to get somebody else who -- 
Back over there first. 


Q Well, “r. Secretary, you say that nobody sent 
you reports showing any relationship between net and interest 
rates. ‘What about the renort of the President's Council of 
Economic Advisers? (Laughter.) Nave you ever paid attention 


to that or do you still think that that document is inoperative? 
As a second source, there -- 


SECRETARY REGAN: Wo, that was not «a study. In there -- 
in the true sense of the word -- there was a statement in there 
made, but there was no proof or backup. It was not a study in 
the true sense of 4 classical tyoe of study. 


9 There are a great many other studies which exist -- 
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SECRETARY REGAN: well, if you do, would you mind 
sending the- to Treasury to my attention? I ‘ave not seen them. 


2 “r. Secretary -- 
SECRETARY REGAN: Please. 


0 What would you say the chances are that there'll 
be a new round of GATT in 1836? 


SECRETARY REGAN: I'd say a good chance because we 
are going to be working. trying to speed up the process as much 
as possible -- first of all, complete the Tokyo round and then 
get started on this. And 























Ambassador Brock will be talking to his opposite numbers in order 
to give this a push. after all, we have, what, 18 months before 1986 


and an awful lot of talk can transpire in 18 months and that's what 
we'll be working on. Over there? 


Q Mr. Secretary, can you clarify what was the 
agreement with regard to the world -- 


SECRETARY REGA!!: Would somebody repeat that to me? 


Q Could you clarify what was agreed to in regards to 
security of world oil supplies? Was it decided that the IEA contin- 
gency plan is sufficient, or was the Japanese proposal for a supple- 
mentary contingency plan accepted? 


SECRETARY REGAN: I would say that this paragraph 11 
was worked out jointly. There was no one particular plan that we 
followed here. Each one discussed what their reserve stocks were, 
that type of thing, and they agreed that if they continued along on 
this line, they probably would be successful. 


Okay. I see that my time is up. Secretary Shultz is 
here, so thank you all. 


EtD 5:47 p.m. (L) 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: The first statement issued by this 
summit is a statement of democratic values. and I think it's fuir 
to say that the subsequent statements and the discussion generally 
can be regarded as expressing what the heads of state felt is 


necessary at this point in time to give maximum support to those 
values. 


Obviously, economic recovery, with inflation attended . 
to is a key. Obviously, the inter-relationships of the various 
economies represented at the summit and the developing world is a 
key. Clearly, as we look in the security dimension, the conduct 
of our arms control negotiations, and in general, the need, as 
expressed in the East-West statement, for the West, the free 
countries, to maintain their strength and their resolve and to be 
continually ready for reasonable dialogue with the Soviet Union 
and its allies got great emphasis and much discussion. 


And, of course, and unfortunately, in this day and age, 
the problem of terrorism increasingly demands attention and 
received a great deal of discussion at this summit. 


So I think, in a way, you can conceive of the way 
this summit proceeded as having started with values, and then 


looked kind of across the board at the key aspects of supporting 
those values in 1984. 


Q Mr. Secretary, did any of the leaders have any 


new ideas of how to bring the Soviets batk to the negotiating~ 
table? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The key, of course, is to be tnere, 
to keep expressing that point -- 


Q What's the question? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The question was, did anybody have 
any new ideas about how to bring the Soviets back to the bargaining 
table. And the answer is that the key is to maintain the resolve 
and firmness and also reasonableness. 


Now, let me point out that in the statement, it takes 
note of the fact that there are a lot of places in which discussion 
is taking place. So, of course, you're referring to the nuclear 
bargaining table, but there are a lot of bargaining tables where 
there's a considerable amount of activity, and, of course, many, 
in a sense, bilateral bargaining tables -- ourselves; President 
Mitterrand will be traveling to Moscow; three of the foreign 
ministers in the room either have been or shortly will be having 
direct discussions with their counterpart; and so on. Sc there's 
a lot of discussion going on. 


Q Is there any intention for President Mitterrand 
to bring anything from this group of leaders when he goes to the 
Soviet Union? Any expression from the group? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, far be it from me to try to 
speak for President Mitterrand. He speaks for himself. But I 
have no doubt sv,out the fact that what was discussed here and the 
expressions of resolve and firmness and the desire for dialogue, 
anc so on, are very likely to be emphasized by hin. 


o Did anyone encourage the President to try a 


new approach in getting -- to get the Soviets back to the arms 
table? 


Q Question? 


SECRETARY SEULTZ: Did anyone encourage the President 


to try a new approach in getting the Soviets back to -- I think you 
must have meant -- the nuclear -- 


Q Yes, I did. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: -- bargaining table. And I keep 
emphasizing the fact that there are lots of contacts going on in 
various forums, some multilateral, some bilateral. 


There was no discussion of any particular thing to do 
beyond saying that it is a mistake when somebody picks up and walks 
out of a bargaining setting to try to make some concession in order 
to get them back. The fact is that the positions taken by the 
United States in both the INF and START talks are reasonable posi- 
tions. In the case of INF, especially, they've been worked out in 
extensive consultation with our ellies. In both cases, it's in the 
nature of the positions that they lend themselves to give and take, 
anc that is the spirit in which our represen*atives are ready to 
go to those bargaining tables, as it said in the statement, “any- 
where, any time, and without sreconditions”. 


Q Can you shed any light on why the statement 
stops -- falis short of urging the Soviets to return to the table, 
ané just says we hope that the Soviet Union will act in 8s construc- 
tive and positive way? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, we're inviting a response 
from the Soviet Union about what they think, and 
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so coming back tothe bargaining table, of course, ultimately is the 
way you have to get somewhere. And so that's clearly what we want. 


The President has said that. And I think all of the leaders in one 
way Or another have said that. 


Q But it wouldn't be a more accurate reflection of 
the feelings to urge the Soviets to return? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, that's a formulation that's been 


used. And I think people felt, let's try a little different form- 
lation. But it's basically the same idea. 


Q Mr. Secretary, do you think the Latin American 
leaders wili regard the call in this declaration for multi-year 
rescheduling as an adequate Western response to the severity of 
their debt repayment problems? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, they will have to speak for 
themselves. I do think that an excellent job has been done in 
working our way through the internat . debt problem. There is 
still plenty of work to be done. The iaea of multi-year rescheduling, 
in effect, trying to move a great proportion of the debt out of the 
rollover and short-term area into longer obligations gives more 
Stability. And I think it's fundamentally a proper idea. I would 
call your attention to the fact that there is a long list of things 
that have been proposed in this statement that show a broad action 


plan and awareness of this problem and a capacity and willingness 
to deal with it. 


No doubt, the most important things to be done in dealing 
with the debt problem don't have to do explicitly with the debt at 
all. The most important thing is that the world cconomy is moving 
forward and the stronger that movement is, the better off people are 
goir.j to be because it is the process of trade and the development of 
that in their external accounts that gives them the capacity to do 
something with their debt problems. And the same with some of 
the other suggestions that are made. 


For example, the importance of getting equity as well as 
debt capital in as you're trying to attract finance from outside, and 


so on. So there's quite a menu of things that are suggested to deal 
with that problen. 


Q Mr. Secretary, on the question of terrorism, we've 
been told all week that it's more important to get private agreements 
than public statements. Really a two-part question: What do you 
think thet the public statement o> terrorism accomplishes? 


And, secondly, the language on concrete action is so 
weak, it only talks about proposals which found support. Did the 
nations agree, without getting into the specifics of it, did they 
agree to take any concrete joint action on terrorism? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Of course, private auctions on something 
like this are the key. But there is a great deal of importance, I 
think, attached to identifying this problem publicly so people can 
see that the heads of these governments assembled felt that it was 
important enough to spend that mech timo on and to develop it in the 
detail that it has been developed in this statement. It's in greater 


detail than -- or at least on a broader scope -- than has been so in 
the past. 


There will be follow-up in terms of various national 
pieces of legislation. And I would say the things that are listed 
are examples of steps that will be taken. But all of the ones that 
are listcd, I think, can be helpful. To som: cegree they're taking 


place, but they can be firmed up and this subject will be developed 
further. 


Q On that same subject, is this in fact an agreement? 
Does it yo as far as being an agreement? And what is the 
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United States willing to do out of this list? 


What specifics will 
the administration follow? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, the declaration says what people 
have agreed to. I don't think any of these things are agreements in 
some sort of formal or treaty sense at all. But the United States 
will proceed, I'm sure, as is laid out here. We are putting forward 
-- have put forward, for example, pieces of legislation designed 
to close the gaps, as it says here. We will be cooperating and do 
cooperate in the exchange of information and intelligence which can 
take place, I think, on a stronger scale. 


No doubt, there will be benefits irom identifying «xnown 
terrorists more carefully. And when someone is excluded from Country 
A, it's interesting to know what the reasons are. And if they have 
to do with terrorism, if the same person applies to your country, you 
car think that over and ask yourself whether or not 
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you want that person in here and so on. So all of these things are 

by way of illustrative types of actions that are likely to be taken 

Dy all. It is always a point made in the Summit that of course while 
the seven countries get together, each one is a sovereign entity and 
nobody is trying to tell the United States what is must do or any 

of the other countries what it must do, but they represent undertakings 
of what we agreed is worthwhile carrying out and in our own sovereign 
way we will go about it. And each country, of course, has to develop 
these points in a slightly different manner. 


Q Were preemptive strikes discussed as appropriate 
policy in either the heads meeting or at the ministerial level? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, in the ministerial meetinc 
I can't say about all of the heads’ discussion, out I was in a good 
bit of it, perhaps almost all of it on this subject. In the foreign 
ministers meeting, we discussed this subject very fully and I don't 
want to go into all the detail of it, but I think that there are 
great remifications that co beyond purely defensive measures. 


Q Does that mean that we are considering preemptive 
strikes? 


SECRETARY SSULTZ: I will simply refer you to the 
answer that I just gave very consciously on that subject. 


Q Mr. Secretary, the United States made a number of 
appeals to the Soviets to return to Geneva. The other day you 
embraced a proposal that they had previously favored in Stockhola, 
yet there doesn't seem to be any affirmative response at all from the 
Soviets. Was there a sense in the discussion of the East-West 
Geclaration or in the other conversations of pessimism about relations 
with the Soviets, because nothing that anybody seems to do seems to 
get a positive response from them? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Quite to the contrary. I think the 
general spirit and sense here, as was true in the NATO foreign 
ministers’ meeting just a week or so ago, is one of confidence, quiet 
confidence. But nevertheless, the notion that basically we're on 
the right track and that it is important for us to maintain our ca- 
pacity and will to defend our interests and our readiness to engage 
in dialogue when they're ready. Now, in the views around the world, 
I think people very much prefer the stance of the United States and 
our allies to a stance of saying, as the Soviets seem to say for 
reasons that they know better than I, that their stance is that they 
seem not to want to engage in discussion of a great many of these 
issues. Now ve hope that they'll come around because as the statement 


says, we believe that it's very much in their interests to discuss 
these matters. 


Quite a number of people reported that when they or 
people working with them discuss these matters with the Soviet Union, 
the Soviet Union was very quick to assure their visitor that of 
course the U.S. elections had nothing to do with their attitude and 
it almost reminds you of that line, perhaps appropriately quoted in 
this country, “me thinks he dost protest too much”. But at any rate, 


that's where the situation sits and I think we're in a very good 
posture. 


Q Mr. Secretary, on terrorism, getting back f> the 
point about having no real agreement on some of the principles that 
are mentioned under point number six, isn't it really more damaging 
to have issued a statement on which there is no agreement about in- 
telligence sharing -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Oh, there is agreement. I don't know 
why you say this statement shows there's no agreement. What it shows 
is that there is a very calm and collected expression of the points 
in cnis phraseology -- I might note it as nica British phraseology, 
which everyone accepted -- a kind of tendency for slight understate- 
ment. But nevertheless to say, and to say competently, that we've 
discussed this issue. There are things that we can do individually. 
There are things that we're going to colleborate on and we expect all 
of this to develop and these examples are just svecestive of the ways 
in which it would happen. 


MORE - c 
Li ! 




















Q But would it be accurate to say then that even 
though it just -- it simply says proposals which found support. Would 
it be accurate to say that all of seven nations have agreed to share 
information intelligence and tect.nical knowledge? 


SECRETA Y SHULTZ: Found support is, as I said, a very 
nice term of art thet the British contributed in the drafting and I 
think it allows both for the fact that everyone agreed 
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on this list, and that, in the process of carrying out these various 
undertakings, each country has to adapt it, somewhat, to its own 
circumstances which do vary considerably; and so, we would expect 
that to happen. But I think it's a very forthcoming -- and, 
personally, having thought about this issue a lot, and worried about 
it -- I'm simply delighted that in this meeting there was this much 
attention to the subject, and the statement was as extensive and 
forward-looking as the one that's been produced here. And it came, 
really, with no strain. Everyone is concerned and wants to see things 


a, but yet we don't want to overstate or over-display our hand 
ere. 


Q Do you expect cooperation from France? 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: Cer-*tainly. 


Q Mr. Secretary, the speasatretiee has taken a 
great deal of credit for convergence of*economic policy by the 


Europeans’ adopting the approach of the President toward the economy 
On East-West relations, contrasting former talk of an “evil empire” 
with the current emphasis on dialogue, would you say the United 
States has moved toward the European position? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I would say that the United States, 
insofar as East-West relations are concerned, has been consistently 
on a path of saying that the first prerequisite is to be strong. 
And the second prerequisite is to be realistic about what is going 
on, and not to shy away from saying what the truth is. And the 
third prerequisite is to be willing to engage in dialogue with the 
Soviet Union and try to work out problems. 


And if you go back to the statements made by the 
administration early on, you'll see the seeds of this policy all the 
way through. For example, in the very strong and wide-ranging 
agenda cn an arms control, and a consistent application of the idea 
that what we want is reductions, not control, not freeze -~- 
reductions. And that refrain has been played throvghout. 


Somebody over here -- 


Q i=. Secretary, that -- the line about reducing 
the risk of surprise attack, and attack by accident -- on the East- 
West portion -- 


SPCRITARY S!ULTZ: The last raracrap': you're sveaking of? 


-- does this reflect concern among your colleagues 
over the tenor of Soviet alarms over the Pershing II? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, I think that that last 
paragraph is an effort to say to them, and to say to the world -- 
you know, there are some things that we ought to view as matters 
that we have in common. Ve must have in common the importance of 
peace. And as far as the particular thing that you mention, of 
course, confidence building measures, having to do with avoiding 
surprise attack and so-on -- that emerges out of the original 
Helsinki Accords. It was discussed in the CSCE talks in Madrid, 
and it's a centerpiece of the NATO position that we have taken in 
Stockholm and which we are seeking to engage with the Soviet 
Union and the other states there; and, in effect, as it says here, 
to put some real structure into the idea that the Soviets are 
fond of, and which, of course, people have agreed to before, namely 
the idea of the non-use of force. 


Q Mr. Secretary, can you explain why there was a 
statement by ‘irs. Thatcher on the Iran-Iraq conflict, and not a 
declaration, as with the other topics? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, it just sort of emerged that 
way. I don't know quite what the answer is to that, but I would 
describe, I guess, what happened more or less like this: Clearly, 
in the economic statement it's important to take note of the oil 
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supply situation it was reviewed, and, I think, concluded, we 
have concluded in the United States, that basically the situation is 
in far better shape than it was in earlier periods. And that even 
if there is a disruption of some sort, it's manageable. 


Now, I think in the discussion we felt that it wasn't 
sufficient to say that, because we are concerned about the broader 
aspects -- the human toll of that war, and other aspects of thet war. 
And so, coing on from the economic statement, it was felt that, 
while perhaps we didn't need to make a special declaraticn on it, 
the chairman ought to show that we do have these broader concerns. 

So that's how that emerged. 


Q Mr. Secretary, in the Iran-Iraq conflict -- the 
statement says the principle of freedom of navigation must be 
respected -- in the Gulf -- Was there any -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Wo, I would say everywhere -- it 
doesn't restrict it to the Gulf. But certainly the Gulf is the 
operative place right now. 


Q Okay, sir. Was there any discussion of what 
action, individually or collectively, might have to be taken if that 
principle is not respected? We're talking about the Gulf now -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Yes, well of course we reviewed 
the positions of different countries and generally described and 
analyzed the situation. And, as I'm sure you're aware, there has 
been a lot of consultation, in one way or another, on this. And 
I'll just leave it at that. 
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Q Mr. Secretary, on terrorism -- was there an 
attempt to come up with a list of countries that are believed to be 
responsible for state-sponsored terrorism? And what was the 
discussion about the ties that some of the partners have with some 


countries that the United States believes are involved in state- 
sponsored terrorism? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There was not an effort to make 
out a list. But I think the -- the extra dimension noted on the 
problem of terrorism right now, and identified in the statement, is 
the dimension of state-sponsored terrorism. And we ‘elt that it 
was important to do that, and probably sufficient, under the 
circumstances, to do that. 


Q Mr. Secretary, to what extent -- we were told 
that the Sakharov issue was discussed -- to what extent do the cast 
of states see the Sakharov issue as significant to the overall 
Bast-West public agenda? 


SECRETARY SEULTZ: Well, of course, it's part of the 
concern that we all have for the rights and well-being of any human 
being, let alone such a distinguished person -- and Mrs. Bonner. 
So, obviously, that was discussed. I think, under all the circun- 
stances, it is not necessarily productive to make some sort of 
public statement about it at this point in time. 


Q Are you convinced they're alive? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think that Larry designated you 
as the last questioner. Is that correct, Larry? 


MR. SPEAKES: That's right. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I didn't do that -- he did that. 
Laughter.) 


Q Well, okay -- can you tell us what the President 
thought of the demonstrators? And, I have -- 


Q Speak up, Maureen -- 





Q -- a second question. Can you tell us if, 
during the sessions, there was a time when voices wore raised? 


Q Cuestion? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The first question is, what did 
the President think of the demonstrators? Welly when the President 
came into the hall, «« basically milled around briefly and went in 
and Mrs. Thatcher gave her statement; and then the heads, of course, 
left before the ministers and I had a chance to exchange a word 
with the President on that particular subject. So, I don't know 
the answer, in a direct sense, to that question. 





Were there times where voices were raised? Well. 
people don't shout at each other at these, but I would say that the 
discussion was spirited discussion. These are all issues that 
people care about. And even things where people agree on, they 
worry about how it's phrased, so that it gets the right nuance to 
it. Soy these meetings -- at least I've observed the Williamsburg 
one and this one, and people have told me about some of the 
earlier ones -- beginning with the Williamsburg summit, the heads 
of state have taken over, and they're running this thing. And most 
of the discussion and all the operative discussion is really their 
discussion, and the various things that come out of it are worked 
through by them. Other people, of course, help with drafting and 
so-on, but it's very much their summit; and they are ell people 
who are widely experienced, and they all care about these issues, 
and they're all forceful people, and they're all people who are 
accustomed to being listened to. And so, I think it's very important 
that that kind of discussion take place, and significant, as a 
result of that, that the results are as broad and as important as 
they are. 


Q Summit booty (Laughter. ) 
END 6:14 P.M. (L) 
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MR. CARLSON: Hi, good morning. 

This is an ON THE- RECORD press conference on 
the subject of the Overseas Private Investment Corporation's 
first loan guaranty commitment to support a U.S. private 
investment project in the People's Republic of China. 

The briefers who will explain the project and the 
financing and the technical details to you are Craig A. Nalen, 
President and CEO of the Overseas Private Investment Corpora- 
tion; Luther H. Hodges, Jr., Chairman and CEO of the National 
Bank of Washington; and Sharad Tak, Vice President and Co-Owner 
of Systems and Applied Sciences Corporation. They will give 
you a little bit of a rundown on the project, beginning 
with Mr. Nalen,and followed by Mr. Tak and then Mr. Hodges; 
and then we'll be happy to take your questions. 


Mr. Nalen? 








MR. NALEN: Thaak you very much, Brian. 

Ladies and gentlemen, nice to see you here this 
morning. We're very pleased to be here tecause this marks 
an important milestone for the Overseas Private Investment 
Corporation for a number of reasons. 

Primarily, we are dealing with China here, which 
has been the subject of a great deal of attention focused 
upon it; and not too long ago, during President Reagan's 
trip there, he emphasized many times the importance of U.S. 
private investment as a vehicle for accelerating development 
and strengthening the ties between our two great countries. 

Thus far, OPIC has been no stranger to China and 
we have been involved in about 14 projects, but mostly 
with regard to one of our major programs -- which is our 
Political Risk Insurance Progran. 

For those of you who may not know, OPIC is a U.S. 
Government Agency whose primary mandate is to encourage and 
facilitate investment -- private U.S. investment -- in 
friendly Third World countries. China, obviously, comes very 
high on our list right now; and we've had 14 projects so far, 
all in the political risk insurance area -- which is one of 
our means of encouraging U.S. private investment. 

One of our other programs is a Finance Program, 


where we lend money directly to small businesses and also 





provide loan guaranties. 





I think today is important because not only is 
the-country China but the company that we are involved with 
is.2 small company. It is a local company, it.is a minority- 
owned company, and it:<is a company that has competed against 
a number of other companies worldwide and was awarded this 

¢ project in China; and I.think before we spend an awful lot 

) more time of me trying.to describe, the project, I will tell 
_.-you' one other- reason that?it's important because it has to 

«do with thee use -- the peaceful use -- of outer .space.  — 


. And without any.more ado,. I'd like to introduce a 


Co-Owner and Vice: President of Systems and Applied Sciences 





Corporat.on, Mr. Sharad Tak. 

MR. TAK: Thank you, Mr. Nalen. Good morning, 
ladies .and gentlemen. 

Systems and Applied Sciences Corporation is very 
proud to be part of this historic.venture. Our company is 
grateful, to Overseas Private Investment Corpcratiun for the 
loan guaranty, for without this guaranty we won't be able to 


fulfill the requirements of this contract with People's 





Republic of China. This contract for Landsat -- which is 
land resources satellite, a ground station and processing 
Station facility -- is the first of its kind in the Republic 


@ of China. The contract calls for delivery of a complete ground 
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4 
station, which consists of two parts: a receiving station, 
which will be a hundred kilometers from Beijing, the capital 
of China;’ and a processing station, which will be right 
in Beijing, at the Academy of Sciences. 
7 The system includes a:full.capacity to process 
the pictures from the land resources satellite when it makes 
@ pass over China and the data which is delivered or which 


is made available to the Chinese by our Government. 


This is.a first high-technology venture in China 


r 
J 


...£rom a U.S. corporation. This means 10 million dollars af 


business to Systems and Applied Sciences Corporation. And 
without the 4.7 million dollar guaranty which is provided 
by Overseas Private Investment Corporation, this project 
wouldn't have been possible. 

We wish to express our deepest thanks tc the Reagan 
Administration, to the Department of State, to the Department. 
of Commerce, and, to OPIC for their cooperation and assistance. 

Thank you. 

MR. HODGES. Good morning, ladies and gentlemen. 

I'm Luther Hodges, Chairman of the National Bank of Washington; 
and, obviously, our bank is proud to be here wita our good 
customer -- Systems and Applied Sciences Corporation -- and 
the Overseas Private Investment Corporation. 


This day happens to mark at least one year's effort 
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in developing the financing for the contract for the People's 





Republic of China's first Landsat earth station, and our 
bank has been able to conclude a very difficult credit 


transaction: because.of the very constructive assistance 


. Ad 


from the Overseas Privates Investment Corporation; and we 
are very, very grateful. 
I happen to have just returned from Beijing 
a couple of weeks ago when I accompanied the Mayor of 
Washington on his visit to‘the‘country and the sister- 
city arrangements. with Beijing, but I'm particularly proud 
that a Washington bank and a Washington area firm can 


conclude this major transaction with the People's Republic. 





I might also add that I happen to have been a 
Director of the Overseas Private Investment Corporation 
during my tenure with the U.S. Department of Commerce, and 
it makes me especially pleased that my bank is today working 
, sO Closely with OPIC. 
I think you'll have questions for Mr. Tak or Mr. 
Nalen; and we, any one of the three of us, would be nappy 
to answer any questions that you might have. 


Mr. Nalen? 


(Continued on page 6.) 




















MR. NALEN: I might add that this is not the first project 
that OPIC has assisted in China. I may have mentioned there are 
fourteen others that have already gone forward in the last year- 

> a 


and-a-half or so. We've got another 25 in the pipeline that 


a 
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represents some $2.5 billion, but what I think is so important 
about this is that it is something where Congress has sort of 
nendated us to pay special attention to, and that is in the 

Small Business area. And by mandate, again by legislation, we 
must have at leak a third of our projects involved with small 
businesses, so we are particularly pleased that Mr. Tak and SASC, 
his fine company, have been able to work with us and we've been 
able to work together with Mr. Hodges and his local bank, so it's 
really representative of an excellent example of teamwork, I think, 
and we've got a great project here. 

Question. 

Q How large is that small business? 

MR. TAK: We did in excess of ‘$36 million last year 
and expect to do over $40 million this year in our contract 
revenues. 

Q What sort of thing exactly does your business 
do? 


MR. TAK: We are a contractor primarily to Defense 
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© Department and National Aeronautics and Space Administration. 





Q What do you gentlemen foresee as coming out of 
this, on this particular project? Do you see more and more of the 
same? Will they need more things like this? Is this a one-shot 
enterprise or is this an expandable technology? 

MR. TAK: There are about fifteen countries already 
have Memorandums of Understanding with our government, whom our 
government has agreed to provide the same technology to receive 
and process data from land resources satellite. 

As I mentioned. we are the first one to get a contract 
with China and also the first one to get international contract 
to process data from this new satellite instrument called Thematic 
Mapper. We expect that we will be able to receive quite a few more 
contracts of similar nature with time. 

Q When do you expect to be in operation? 

MR. TAK: In the fall of 1985. 

Q Is that just a delivery or is that actually 
working? 

MR. TAK: It's delivery and installation and start to 
receive the data. 

Q Does anybody in your company speak Chinese? 


MR. TAK: We have several people in the company, and 


they should speak Chinese. 











MR. NALEN: I might add that there is a continuing and 
growing interest by the U.S. private sector in business oppor- 
tunities in the People's Republic of China. There is also a great 
‘deal “of hehereal ie the Chinese Government in doing everything 
that they can to encourage this interest. OPIC has been asked 
by the People's Republic of China, in coordination with the White 
House, to lead an investment mission to China, which we will do 
later this year -- in the first two weeks of December, as a 
matter of fact -- working in close coordination with the Chinese. 

9 There is some mention in the background material 
here or upgrading your earth station to receive SPOT data. Is 
that included in this package or would that be a subsequent 
package? 

MR. TAK: We will be providing capability to receive 
SPOT data at this station in China, but we will not be 
providing right now to any processing capability for SPOT. 
However, we have another contract with Sweden where we might, 
we will be providing them some processing capability for SPOT 
data beginning next year or the year after. 

Q So they will be able to receive it, but they 
won't be able to process it? 


MR. TAK: They will not be able to. At least, we 


will not provide them technology to process it. 
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Q Is there any reason why you acidn't go into 
providing the processing capability? 


> a MR. TAK 


It's not part of our contract. 
< Q Was there any reason why it wasn't part of the 
contract? 
. MR. TAK: I guess they didn't ask for that or 
didn't provide funding for this additional work. 
ov Q Mr. Tak, one thing you said I didn't quite catch: 
I understood you to say the government will process the data 
for the Chinese. . You're talking about the U.S. Government? 
MR. TAK: The U.S. Government will provide the data 
to Chinese. 
Q Provide the data. 
MR. TAK: By turning on the instrument when the 
satellite is passing over China. 
Q On a continuing, indefinite basis? 
MR. TAK: They have an agreement between the two 
governments and they will provide according to those 
agreements. 


Q How significant is this program in terms of 


opening up new markets to small business? In other words, 


it would be difficult for a small business to compete for this 





10 





type of project in this country. 


MR. TAK: When we competed for this contract in 


120 


hina, we were acainst General Electric and some other 
companies. We feel, as a corporation, that it is a very 
significant step for us, and it shoule open doors for other 
companies. Especially, with the help of OPIC, it makes 
a model project, and I hope that other small business 
companies will take the lead -- follow the lead. 

MR. NALEN: Yes. I don't think that should be 


overlooked. Although a small company, they were pitted 


against some of the world's finest. It was a verv 





competitive selection process which they won, which I think 





says a lot for the technological capabilities, that they 
don't necessarily have to rest in large businesses. 
Q Could you tell us something briefly about the 


characteristics of the Landsat station produced by your 





company and with those produced by other companies -- any 
difference or -- ? 

MR. TAK: Well, sir, in ground station, the riskiest 
element is software which integrates the antennas, the tape 
recorders, and other things. Our company has been experienced 


in producing risk-free software, and we had already tested it 








ll 





out at NASA Goodard Space Flight Center. The hardware is 
pretty much standard, which we will be buying off the shelf, 
the majority of the hardware. So I think it does not 
provide too much of a risk in going with us because we 
are experienced in that technology, and we have done very 
well. 

Q Did you do any other satellite ground 
stations for other countries before, besides China? 

MR. TAK: We have done -- We have not done 
complete satellite ground stations except of a smaller 
nature for other governments. 


© Q Thank you. 


(The press conference concluded at 16:48 a.m.) 
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MODERATOR: Good morning. 
As you are aware, this is a BACKGROUND briefing. 
The subject matter is on the June 16 to 23 state visit of 
the President of Sri Lanka. 
Your briefer, for your information only, is ..... 
FIRST OFFICIAL: Thank you. 
Let me begin by a brief statement. 
As many of you may know, President Jayewardene's 
© visit is one of several visits by leaders from the South 
Asian region over the last two vears. In fact, this is tne 
fifth visit in this two-year period, which began just about 
« a year ago with Mrs. Ghandi's visit. We had one from the 
President of Pakistan in December of '82. Last year we had 
an official working visit from the President of Bangladesh, 
followed by the state visit of the King of Nepal in December. 
And so this is No. 5, the Jayewardene visit. 
And we feel that these visits provide the United 
States with an excellent opportunity to highlight our rela- 


tions with the nations of the region and our interest in 


@ them. 


*Corrected to read "two years ago.” 
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We're very pleased that President Jayewardene 





accepted President Reagan's invitation and that we have 
this chance to show our appreciation for Sri Lanka's 
democratic traditions, its dynamic economic policies under 
President Jayewardene's leadership, and it's moderate non- 
aligned policies. 

I'll begin by providing some background on the 
' President's schedule while he's in the United States. 

He and Mrs. Jayewardene's first day, tomorrow, 
June 16th, will be spent in Wiiliamsburg. They'll arrive 
in Washington on June 17th and will be formally welcomed 


by the President and Mrs. Reagan at the White House on 





June 18th. 

That day also will include meetings between the 
two leaders at the White House, a luncheon hosted by 
Secretary Shultz here and a state dinner. 


During the remainder of the Washington portion 





of the visit, President Jayewardene will meet with other 
members of the Administration, the U.S. Congress, and the 
World Bank. 

I understand that on Tuesday the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee will be hosting a luch for him and that 
he will be meeting later in the afternoon on Tuesday with 


the House Foreign Affairs Committee, and he and Mrs. 




















Jayewardene will be guests of honor at a reception hosted 
By the Sri Lankan Ambassador here. 

The party will leave Washincton on Wednesday, 
June 20th, for stops in Santa Fe, New Mexico; Niagara Falls, 
and New York City. At each stop they'll be met by local 
officials and private citizens. 

And the visit will end on Saturday, June 23rd, 
with the party's departure from New York City. They go 
on from there to London. 

The visit provides an opportunity for us not 
only to. focus on our relations with Sri Lanka but to 
state clearly as well our foreign-policy objectives regarding 
South Asia. 

Simply put, it serves the interests of the United 
States for the nations of South Asia to prosper in 
independence, to be at peace with one another, and to expand 
the possibilities for economic growth and development 
through regional cooperation. 

We've got programs of development assistance and 
other aid in the region to encourage economic growth, and 
we intend to continue that assistance. 

We do not seek broad security alliances with the 
nations of South Asia. We do not have any significant 


security relationship in the area with any country other than 
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Pakistan. We do not seek military bases there, and we 
believe -- and this is certainly the case with Sri Lanka 
-- that we can contribute most to regional security through 
our development assistance programs. 

Our policy towards Sri Lanka is consistent with 
this policy toward the region as a whole. Last year Sri 
Lankan development suffered a major setback when severe 
violence broke out between the majority Sinhalese community 
and the minority Tamils. 

In our view, communal accord is essential to future 
political stability and growth in Sri Lanka. We, therefore, 
support the efforts of the Government of Sri Lanka to 
reconcile communal differences in the context of a united 
Sri Lanka. 

Some members of the Tamil community -- that's 
the minority in Sri Lanka -- call for the creation of a 
separate state to be formed from parts of the island. And 
among those who argue for a separate state are some who resorted 
to terrorism -- to the killing of security personnel, government 
officials and others. 

We acknowledge, of course, the right -- indeed, the 
need -- for the Goverrment of Sri Lanka to combat terrorism 
and to assure that terrorism does not achieve its goals. 


At its core, however -- and this is a very important 














s} 
element in our policy towards Sri Lanka -- the communal 
problem in the island is a ealition? one, which requires 

a political solution. Inan effort to find such a solution 

to communal grievances, the Government of Sri Lanka convened 
an all-party conference on January 20th. 

The Government of India played a role, which.we 
very much welcomed, in facilitating a dialogue between 
Tamil leaders and those of the Sinhalese majority community. 

We intend to commend President Jayewardene fox 
his efforts to solve the problem of communal discord and 
to tell him that we regard it as most urgent that a peaceful 
solution be found. 

Among the other topics which we expect might arise 
in our discussions with President Jayewardene are our 
expanding bilatera] relations, international issues of interest 
to both nations, American support for Sri Lanka's democratic 
system and its economic policies -- which have emphasized 
privat: investment and enterprise -- and, finally, our 
satisfaction with the establishment recently with an Israel 
{nterestsSection in our Embassy at Colombo. 

I have my colleague with me, and we'd 
be happy to take any questions that you've got about the 


visit. 


Q With President Jayewardene's arrival on Sunday, 





he is being met by Honorable Michael Armacost. 





A Yes. 
Q Earlier, Mrs. Ghandi, and also President Zia, 
were all met by Secretary Shultz. 
A Yes. 
Q And when President Ershad was here, Acting 
Secretary Kenneth Dam met him, since Secretary Shultz was 
) away from the country. 
A Yes. 
Q Why is it that Secretary Shultz is not meeting 
President Jayewardene now? 
A Well, it's my understanding that Secretary 
@ Shultz has another commitment at that time. He will be, 
of course, hosting the luncheon for the President the 
next day. 
Q The last point you mentioned about Israel's 
Interests Section in the U.S. Embassy in Colombo, aren't 
you creating, by having Israel to operate from your Embassy, 
a precedent which could be still -- I mean this precedent, 
or what you are about to take, is already creating a lot of 
consternation throughout Islamic and Asian countries and 
it’s faced with objection. And this precedent might be 
dangerous that you might want to put Israel and other 


Embassies -- United States Embassies -- in countries where it 














doesn't have relations with that country? 
| A This was a decision reached by the Sri 

Lankans and the vaueaiic. They decided that it was in 
both of their own interests to have some form of Israeli 
representation in the country, with a third country acting 
as the protecting power, and the Israeli representation 
taking the form of an Interests Section. 

When both countries asked us to play that role, 
we agreed so to act. 

This is not, as you know, an unusual arrangement. 
We do act as protecting power for other countries. It is, 
I must say, the only example of a separate Interests Section; 
but it was, as I stress, at the specific request of both 
countries. 

Q It is the only example of a separate Interests 
Section? 

A What I mean to say is this: We do act as 
a protecting power in some cases. We have represented 
consular interests elsewhere. 

But in this case there will be, as a member of the 
Israel Interests Section of the United States Embassy in 
Colombo, an Israeli diplomat or several Israeli diplomats. 

They will not be in the United States Embassy 


itself; they will be in separate premises. 





This is the first time that we have agreed or 





that we have been involved in such an arrangement. 

Q will it carry the U.S. flag or Israeli flag 
or no flag -- the residence? 

A No. It will carry a U.S. flag. 

SECOND OFFICIAL: If == 

A If there are separate premises. 

If they operate -- as they very well might -- out 
of a hotel, then the question of a flag won't arise. 

But, yes, the answer is: If they set up a 
separate building and wish to fly a flag over it, that flag 
wouldbe the U.S. flag. 
© Q So the question of whether or not they're 

actually going to have a separate facility, as I understand 
this ras not yet been determined. 
A Oh, yes; it has been determined. 
Q Oh, O.K. So it's either going to be a very 
interesting facility -- 
A It's not clear yet where they will eventually 
locate, since this was only announced on June lst; and they 
do have, I believe, still in Colombo now, a senior diplomat. 
Presumably he's out looking at the real estate market. 
Q Does that arise from the fact of that 


Israel Interests Section under a U.S. flag? 








6 Q The tenor of the previous question was the fact 
that this might cause political problems for the United States, 
in Arab countries certainly. 

A I certainly would hope it would not cause 
political problems for the United States in Arab countries. 

I don't see why it should. 

Q On the same question, we get reports that this 
has caused a lot of concern, not just because of the inter- 
national ramifications, but because of local ramifications 
as well, and that those local ramifications, as I understand 


them -- and I'm not as up-to-date as I should be on this -- was 





that there were rumors that were all over the island saying that 
the Israelis were going to put in Mossad agents who would be 
training Sri Lankan security forces in dealing with Tamil 
problem in the North. Is there any substance to this? 

ae I don't have any information on that. Do you 
want to elucidate in any way? 

SECOND OFFICIAL: It would be best to ask the Sri 
Lankans. They have announced that they hoped for some security 
assistance and advice from the Israelis, but as to what arrange- 
ments they have, we're not the ones to answer that. 

FIRST OFFICIAL: There have been protests within Sri 


© Lanka itself, I understand, that is at the domestic political level. 
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Q How were the requests made? Did they attach 
a reason as to why they needed the Israeli Interests Section, 
or did they simply say they wanted to open an Interests 
Section? 

FIRST OFFICIAL: They said they wanted to open an 
Interests Section. 

Q Did you question that? 

A No, I think that we felt that we should go ahead 
with this request. We are generally sympathetic, as you know, 
to efforts on the part of Israel to expand its diplomatic 
representation in countries where it has not been recently 
represented. In the case of Sri Lanka, there had been a break 
in diplomatic relations in 1970. 

Q Do you see the U.S. playing a role as mediating 
some sort of diplomatic relations being once again restored? 
Did the U.S. -=- 

A That is something for the two countries to decide. 


No, I do not see the United States playing such a role. 


Q Are there any implications in this situation? 
Assuming for a second -- and I know it's a hypothetical question, 
but maybe you could address it anyway -- assuming that they do 


provide some security assistance with the civil problems and 


the sectarian problems, is there any danger to U.S. interests 
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or U.S. standing that's been addressed here, if the fact that 





we are the protecting power for such activ’ ties is seen as a 
kind of anti-Tamil position? In other words, you get my gist: 
it seems to me the primary domestic dispute is, there is real 
concern that these people are going to come in here and they're 
going to counsel the Sri Lankans on how to crush what could be 
a secessionist movement, and that they could use nasty means. 

A I would just as soon not answer that very hypo- 
theticaJ question. I wonder, tov, if we, havinc spent so much 
time on this Israel issue, might move on to some other aspect 
of the visit? 


Q Here is one you may be able to answer: When 





Vice President Bush was in India, Mrs. Ghandi was complaining 
of the policy of U.S. encirclement because of our relations 
in Pakistan, with China, and with Bangladesh. Has there been 
any complaint from India that this could be another aspect of 
U.S. “encirclement” of India via involvement of the U.S. flag 
in an operation against an Indian minority in Sri Lanka? 

A No, there has not. 

Q If we could go to another point outside of this, 
President Jayewardene has recently been last month in China, 
in Japan, and in South Korea, and in all these places, the main 
theme of his speeches was sort of a Buddhist revival in Asia 


in the interest of peace and so on and so forth. I understand 
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4 he has not got any arrangements to meet with any Buddhists 





® communities in this country. Is that so? 
A I don't believe that is true. I know that he is 
going up to the Buddhist Temple on Sunday afternoon. 
SECOND OFFICIAL: That's correct. 
Q Which one? 


A The one on Sixteenth Street. 


| ‘+ -Q *¥You'mean the ashram, the ashram on 16th Street? 


—» — —_ 


As‘ The ashram on 16th Street. _ | — Y 


i tt 


.,....._ The Vihara._ an 
Q Can you give us something on the size and scope 
of U.S. aid, economic assistance (inaudible) 


A Yes, sure. In Fiscal Year '84, the total-of U.S. 





economic assistance to Sri Lanka was $72.5 million. Of that 
$40.3 million was in development assistance projects. Almost 
all of the rest was PL-480, Title One and Title Two. 

The development assistance has been largely focused 
on the Mahaweli scheme, which is a multi-purpose irrigation, 
power-generating scheme, opening up new land in central Sri 
Lanka. We have been particularly involved in irrigation and 
water management in that project. 

Q Would you spell that word for me, please? 

A M-a-h-a-w-e-1-i. 


Q What is the proposed budget assistance in the 





next budget, please? 
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A In the Fiscal Year 1985, the total budget will 
be $74 million, assuming that Congress goes along with it. 

Q What do you expect -to be -- this is_not speculative, 
I hope -- the results of the discussions with President Reagan 
and so forth? What is this government seeking through these 
talks and -- Can you speak to that? 

A I think they did not come to Washington with 
any particular shopping list. At least, they have not told us 
of any particular items that they wish to gain from us in the 
course of the visit. We do expect to sign an agreement with 
them, but I don't want to go into details, and it would be a 


technical agreement. 


Q No defense items, either? 
A There would be no defense items, no. 
Q Even of a minor nature? 


A I should think the security issue is simply 
the question of a defense relationship; a security relationship 
with Sri Lanka does not arise. We have a $150,000 per annum 
international military education and training program, 
guite similar to that which we have in many other South Asian 
countries, including India. We did some years ago, I think in 
"81, provide a $2 million FMS credit for the purchase by Sri 


Lanka of an ocean-going tug. That money is still available to 
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Sri Lanka. It chose, however, because of their reestimation 
of the maintenance costs involved and the high rate of money 
in the United States, not to go ahead with the purchase. 

Q Was that for the purpose of the ship-scrapping 
Operation that goes on in that part of the world, or was that 
more to international trade -- for the tug? 

SECOND OFFICIAL: Sri Lanka doesn't have much of a 
ship-scrapping operation. 

FIRST OFFICIAL: No. This was largely seen as 
something they could use for security, and particularly at 
at that bine, anti-smuggling. 

Q And I am assuming that the $150,000 in military 
training is aimed most specifically at the police force, is 
that correct? 

A No, this is not for the police force. This is 
training for the military services. 

Q You're saying a technical agreement is being 
signed by the President this week, this coming week? 

A Not signed by the President. It will be signed 
by the Secretary of State. That will be done -- I don't want 
to let "the cat out of the bag.” It will be done right after 
the luncheon in this building on Monday. 

Q And it's a technical agreement? 


A I'll tell you, then, since you're pressing me. 
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Q Can you give us a little more detail? 

A It will be on science and technology, and we'll 
save the details for Monday. 

Q Who will be signing for Sri Lanka? You said 
the Secretary will be signing for the U.S. Who will be signing 
for Sri Lanka since the Foreign Minister of Sri Lanka is not 
coming on this visit? 

SECOND OFFICIAL: Minister Ronnie De Mel. 

A The Finance Minister, De Mel. He is the only Minister 
who will be accompanying the President. 

Q Thank you. 

MODERATOR: Maybe we can take just two more questions 
and wind it up. 

Q Is there any particular reason for Santa Fe? 

Ay Yes, there is. The President of Sri Lanka is 
very much interested in American Indians. This dates way back, 
I think he told me, to his reading of novels of the American 
West when he was much younger than his present 77 years. And 
so when he goes out to New Mexico, he will be going out to the 
Santo Domingo pueblo and visiting with some American Indians. 

Q How about Niagara Falls? 

A Beg pardon? 


Q How about Niagara Falls? 
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A That, I'm told, is an interest on the part of 





Mrs. Jayewardene. 

(Laughter) 

Q Does the Administration here agree with the 
Sri Lankans’ assessment of the Tamils? You seem to be very 
careful to say that it’s reconciliation, that some Tamils 


have committed terrorism, whereas some of the stories coming 





out of Sri Lanka suggest that Tamils as a lot are terrorists. 

A I think that we both can agree that there is a 
terrorist eiement in this. As far as how precisely the two 
Sides agree, that we will discover, I'm sure, in the course 
of the talks. 


Our bottom line, however -- and I want to stress this 





again -- is that this is not solely a terrorist issue. This is 
a political problem. It calls for a political settlement, and 
it's our view that such a political settlement can best be 
achieved under the auspices of the all-parties conference. 

As I suggested, we would certainly be talking to the 
President of Sri Lanka about that. 

Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 11:32 A.M.) 
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MR. CARLSON: Good afternoon. This is the briefinc on 
the annual report on the Implementation of the Foreiagn Missions 
ct of 1982. It's an on-the-recora briefing and the briefer is 
Jim Nolan, the Director of the Office of Foreign Missions. He 
has a brief statement, and then we'll take your questions. 


MR. NOLAN: The Office of Foreign Missions has a 
couple of key objectives, anda since there was a news article on 
it today about a report which we had submitted to the Congress, 
we thought it would be useful to discuss some of those 
objectives with you. 


The office is, obviously, created to improve the 
conditions under which Americans serve abroad and at the same 
time here, through the controls which we exercise over foreign 
missions in the United States, to enhance our national security 
at home. I think, aS iS apparent from the report, if you got a 
chance to look at it, there are a number of areas in which the 
Office is involved -- certainly the area of real estate in 
which we review each acquisition of real property by foreign 
missions in the United States, to measure it in terms of 
reciprocity, our own needs for real property in that particular 
country abroad, and to look at it in terms of national security 
interests. 





There is a whole area of automotive interests in which 
the Office is involved. U.S. persons serving abroad have a 
number of problems with regard to automobiles. We have 
countries in which we pay very high fees to register our cars; 
we have countries in which there are severe restrictions on the 
types of vehicles we may bring in. There are even countries 
where we have to export all our vehicles in whatever condition 
-- have no other way to dispose of them. So there are a number 
of automotive issues which the Office is dealing with. 


Certainly, the area of taxes is one which was of 
concern to the Congress as they produced the legislation which 
created my office. Both the Poreign Relations Committees of 
the House and Senate were very concerned about the extent to 
which the American Government is required to pay taxes in 
various countries abroad. And we are looking at a whole range 
of tax issues here, not only questions of taxes on real estate, 
but taxes such as the Sales Tax exemption, which we give now to 
all diplomats versus the taxes which we pay abroad, back taxes 
in many countries around the world sometimes. The total of our 
tax payments in just that alone may be somewhere around $25 
million a year, so there are a number of areas in which we are 
concerned. 
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I think when the Office first started, the fact that 
we were runninc 4 travel service for certain countries where we 
are required to use government travel facilities abroad was 
fairly well publicized, so I don’t think I need to say very 
much about that except that we do continue to run that. 


We've also looked at a wide range of Customs 
practices, delays, searches, and various things which are 
happening in various parts of the world to the goods which we 
are sending to our Embassies, and to attempt to address some of 
those problems to relieve those. So what we have for you this 
afternoon is a board wnich shows some of the new license plates 
which are to be issued, and I wouice be glad to briefly explain 
them to you. (Laughter) 


They are, of course, red, white, and blue -- as is 
appropriate. The top two pilates are for diplomatic personnel. 
The plate on my right is plates that would Le issued to an 
embassy here in Washi:.gton, for example. The next two 
characters on the plate would be an alphabetic designator which 
is a random designator which will identify the embassy, ana 
then there is a three-digit number. 


The other diplomatic plate, on the far side of the 
board, is a plate for a mission, for example, to the United 
Nations. The Consular plate is self-explanatory for any 
Consuls across the country. The international organization 
plate which is shown here is one that would be used by those 
few officials of the Unitec Nations Secretariat who enjoy 
Giplomatic privileges and immunities. 


The plates at the bottom, again, are staff plates. 
The plate to my right, for the staff, administrative and 
technical staff of an embassy here in Washington; the plate to 
the left for the administrative and technical staff of a 
mission. 


There are, for your information, about 24,000 vehicles 
now registered in some 28 states around the United States. We 
have gone out and talked to all the various state governments, 
to the motor vehicle associations, and we will begin issuing 
the plates in about mid-July. It will take us approximately 
ten months. We will do just a little over 2,000 plates a month 
for the ten-month period to begin the first cycle. 


We will, of course, impose fees for the plates where 
we are charged abroad, and the fees which we charge here will 
match the fees which we are charged abroad. Where we are not 
charged, there will be no charge for the plates, as has been 
the custom here in the past. 


Q Under this system does it mean that Dobrvynin 











o The Ambassador for each country will get 001 for 
his country, so there will be 138 one's, I guess. 


Q The 2-letter country designator at the beginning 
would, so all the cars from a given Embassy would have that 
same designator? 


Q That's correct. But it is not a designator that 
is readily identifiable to the country, simply because we don't 
want to encourage any kind of incidental vandalism. 


2 Can you discuss the question of to what degree 
diplomats abroad are now immune from the normal traffic cules 


that we are not immune from, I mean, can they -- rec lights, 
parking, hitting anybody, immuned from all that? 


7 The questions of immunity are difficult ones. We 
require our people abroad certainly to obey the laws, and if 
they fail to do so, to pay whatever tickets or fines are 
assessed. In this country, the obligation to obey local law is 
the same on the diplomats here, and it is our practice to 
encourage them to deal directly with whatever the jurisdiction 
is that they are having some problem with. 


The fact that you have a diplomatic plate doesn't give 
you any rights to endanger public safety by parking it anywhere 
you want, and we try and encourage the missions here to be 
aware of that, but as is all diplomatic property, it is 
opviously protected from search or from seizure as -- 


2 You don't have any recourse if they choose to 
ignore it, do you? 


Q That's the point. 


7 Well, the only recourse that we have is to take 
it up with the Embassy concerned, and to tell them what is 
acceptable anc what is not acceptable behavior. 


Q In other words, the bottom line is, they can park 
anywhere, go through any red lights, knock any people over, and 
they ace diplomatically immune? 


4 well, you got a whole series in there. 
Q Yes, that’s cight. 
a O.K. They can do all those things, I guess as 


can anybody. The penalties that they are subject to depend, 
first of all, on what their privileges and immunities are. I 
they are full diplomats, they are immune from airest, so that 
they cannot be arrested for these actions. But the right to 
Grive in the United States, cr the ability to drive in the 
Unitec States, is not a right; it's a privilege which we grant, 
and therefore, it is certainly my view, aS we administer this 
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program, that if we nave individuals such as you describe, they 
will not be provided the diplomatic plates which will enable 
them to do it. 

Q Even if they are diplomats? 


7 Even if they are diplomats. 


r) 


Is that a change? 
h I think it is, yes. 


Q Does that require a provision for the retrieval 
of the plates if they prove to be bad guys? 


na That's correct. 


) 


What kind of service does that require? 


a = don't think it will require anything but 
bringing the Ambassador to the State Department and pointing 
out the problem and asking for them. 


Q Il want to press this because any of us who have 
spent some time in New York, especially around U.N. General 
Assembly time, knows what happens there with the diplomatic 
cars. Are you saying that now if this takes place, you're 
going to yank the plates? 


2 That's correct, if we have repeated and 
exacerbated abuse of plates. That's not saying we're going to 
pull the plates for every single parking ticket that is 
acguired, but what we will say is that if the abuses are 
sufficiently serious, then absolutely, we would pull the plates. 


Q How do you intend to enforce this business of not 
Griving? The fact that he doesn't have this plate doesn't stop 
the diplomat from driving any car tnat he rents or borrows, 
does it? 


ca It doesn't, and the only leverage that you have 
on that is the leverage on his Embassy that exists anywhere. 


Q I suppose you could PNG somebody. 

ca That's correct. That's correct. 

Q Are these diplomats driving on their national 
Griving licenses, or are they required to -- ? 

a They are required to comply with the local law of 


whatever jurisdiction that they are housed in, and most U.S. 
jurisdictions require a license by that jurisdiction. 














- They are required to have a Maryland driver's 
license (inaudible). 


QO Woulc this pe the first time that a U.S. resident 
would be able to take legal action against a diplomat, if he is 
injurec in an accident? 


a The question of injury iS a Separate issue to the 
license plate issue. AS you know, there has been considerable 
Congressional concerr for some time, & concern certainly shared 
Dy the Department, with regard to Americans or individuals in 
the Unitea States who nave been injured by diplomats and have 
peen unable to collect damages because of a claim of immunity. 


Tne Department has for many years encouraged all 
Embassies and missions to maintain adequate liability 
insurance, ana for the most part, they certainly have. It has 
not, nowever, been clearly 100 percent, and that is a 
continuing problem. The way we seek to adaress it iS, we are 
exploring now, if you will, a group liability insurance program 


which will be mandatory upon all missions and will cover all 
their vehicles. The insurance levels will probably be at a 
minimum for a million-dollar liability. This will insure that 
there is no, will be no accident in which an American is 
injurec and is unable to collect damages. 


-- MORE -- 
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9 Why don't we have it already? 


A The last session of Congress transferred the 
authority for this program to my office. We want to write a 
request for proposal to the insurance industry which meets a 
kind of unique situation. We obviously want to give adequate 
time to the insurance industry to bid on it. 


We are very near to having the provosal ready to go 


out, ana I would think we would be ready to be in a position to 
issue the contract somewhere around the lst of September. 


°, How about some of the reciprocity cases? I'm 
particularly intrigued by the Czech telephone incident. How 
Goes any of this affect, for example, sort of a classic case in 
which we got taken to the cleaners by the Soviets on 
reciprocity regarding the construction of embassies? They're 
perched out there on Wisconsin Avenue, or wherever it is, and I 
think we’‘re still digging a basement in Moscow, aren't we? 


a We're certainly well beyond the basement in 
Moscow. In general terms, I would say this. It's been my 
experience, at least, in the eighteen months that I've been 


nere, that it is easier to deal with on-going issues and new 
ones than it is to go dback to old issues and try to get them 
Straight. 


Unfortunately, in most of the old-issue ones, much of 
vour leverage is long since gone, and it's much more difficult 
sO nandle. So it won't solve -=- no piece of legislation, and 
10 way that I administer the office is going to soive all of 
these. AnGc, I think, some of those, the ones you've described, 
are just -=- reciprocity 18 going to be achieved by time and we 
can't ever get back to it. 


Q Are there cases where reciprocity nas backfired; 
where we've done something and it just made things worse? You 
Give example of the Czech phone, which speeded things up 
obviously. Does it go the other way, too, sometimes? 


A Yes. I think it's only fair to say sometimes it 
does go the other way. Not that it so much backfires, but that 
we discover that the leverage which we presumed we had is not 
as effective as we thought it would be. 


Q What is the situation of our Embassy and the 
Soviet Embassy? Could you bring usS up to speed on that, please? 


Q Theirs is nearly complete, isn't it? 


a Our Embassy -- and I'm not the expert in this -- 
Our Embassy is scheduled for completion in late '86 or early 
'87. Their residential quarters at th2 Mount Alto site have 
been completed, and the Chancery building itself is probably 
scheduled for completion sometime next year. 
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A The Soviet Embassy site here. So they will 
undoubtedly be finished, the construction of the Embassy here, 
prior to the fact that ours is completed. That is not to say, 
however, that it will necessarily be occupied her2, the 
Chancery itself, prior to our occupation. 


Q Is that a case of being outwitted by the Soviets? 


Q No, I think they were judgments made at the time 
for things we wanted and things they wanted, which I'm 
certainly not in any position to second-guess or even to say I 


wouldn't have made the sam one. 


Q Could you explain why it was appropriate to make 
the tacs red, white and blue, since now they're sort of a 
discreet diplomatic plate that blends in? This seems like 
it'l. really stand out. 

A Now, we have 28 diplomatic plates, as a matter of 


fact, of one kind or another because we have 28 states which 
issue them. So they c.me in all varieties and shapes, some of 

whicn are recognizable by police departments and other 

ju risdictions and others of which are not. We wanted a plate 
which was clearly an identifiable diplomatic plate, and we 
wanted the plate to be clearly the property of the United 
States as we have described our desire, perhaps, at sometime to 
retrive it. So the color seemed appropriate. 


Q May I ask you, I notice that the report here 
talks about February ‘84 instead of June 22. Is this being 
made public because the story was in the Post today? 


A Yes. 
Q Was it given to Congress -- 
A It was given to the Congress in the annual 


authorization process as a report they had requested. 


Q In February? 

A In February. Yes. 

2 Because of the story that -- 

A Because of the story that was printed; and the 


number of questions whicn came flooding in about it, we thought 
we would do it this way. 


Q Do you think this is a precedent? 


A In what? 
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Q I mean, if the story now appears and we get the 
document, it's very interesting. (Laughter) 


Q From your office, yes. 


A It's a precedent from my office since it's the 
first report my office has done to the Congress. 


Q Could you explain the reciprocal-beating policy? 
A Reciprocal what? 
Q Beating policy? How are you going to reciprocate 


for beatings of U.S. employees in Leningrad, for example? Are 
you going to send larger people? (Laugther) 


A There is no way to reciprocate for that kind of 
treatment. We have had American embassies burned abroad; we 
have had mobs obviously within American embassies abroad; we 
have had American diplomats assaulted in many parts of the 
world. 


It is the responsibility of the host governments to 
see that it doesn't happen, and when it happens at the behest 
of or with the blind acknowledgment of the nost government, 
that is all the more depressing in its benavior. But we 
certainly, in the United States, like to think -- and I think 
we are a country of law, anc therefore I don't believe there is 
any <ceciprocity that possible in that area. 


Q Shannon would like to volunteer for your hit 
squad. 

Q Where do we stand on the Libyan building in New 
York? 

‘ I think the Libyan building is a good example of 


the kind of thing which the office was created to do. The 
Libyans, for those of you who are not aware, had been 
construcing a 24-story office building in New York for a number 
of years. They are preparing now to get ready to move into it. 


Uncer the Foreign Missions Act, all embassies are 
required to come to us and advise us if they wish to change 
locations and wish to make new uses of property. , 


We had requested the Libyans to advise us as to what 
use they intended to make of the property in January. We heard 
nothing. New York City was concerned that the property be 
occupied as they nad not even certified it for occupancy; wrote 
to the Department of State requesting our assistance, at least, 
in getting the Libyans to comply with New York law, which we're 
certainly glad to do. 











Friday, the 15th, New York City Police Department had 
put up barricades around the building. At 4:00 p.m. on Friday 
afternoon, the Libyans produced a diplomatic note statinc how 
they wish to use the building, and we are now in the process of 
reviewing that note. The uses which they have proposed appear 


to uS to be acceptable, and we will respond to it. 


It's an example of what I have tried very hard to do 
in the office, and that is, work with the local governments, 
poth in the District of Columbia and New York where we 
obviously have the majority of our establishments so that both 
Federal and local needs are met. 


2 You say, the Libyans response is acceptable, and 
they will get the building, or did you say if its -- 


A They will get the building subject to some terms 
which we will set. That is, i* they desire to lease some 
portions of the building, we will place some requirements; that 
they must have our approval for who they wish to lease it to. 
Other than that, yes, the building is acceptable to us. 


Q You say how many diplomats in the States -- 
24,000-28,000? 

a There are approximately 24,000 vehicles. 

Q And diplomats, you gave us a figure? 

- I didn't give you a figure, Dut I would think th 


figures all totaled is somehwere in the sixties; 65,000, i€ not 
more, if you consicer families, diplomats and the like. I'm 
not precisely sure what the figure is. We could probably find 
it for you. 


Q You have the figure just for diplomats? You 
don't have it? 


q No, I don't have it with me. 

Q And would that include the U.N. people as well? 
A Yes. 

Q So that the bulk, in fact, iS in New York. More 


so than Washington? 


o The majority, I think, of the diplomatic 
vehicles, certainly are here in Washington. The majority of 
the diplomats -- those having diplomatic status, I think, are 
nere in Washington. In New York, you have the Secretariat, and 
the several thousand employees of the Secretariat who don't 
have any diplomatic status. 
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Q New York, you say? 

A Yes. So I think there is a difference there. 

Q Twenty-four thousand -- 

A Yes, there are about 24,000 cars. 

Q Most are in New York? 

A Most of the cars? Most of the cars are here in 
rrr ieee New York being second. California, I think, is 


Q I nave a question about the use of embassies for 
communications, interceptions, and so on. Under the real 
estate section you reeled off, you said national security 
aspects are one of the criteria. 


Would it ever be the case that you would not allow a 
foreign government to Duy an embassy because of a particular 
seocraphical element that allowed it to intercept things better? 


. I think as far as I'll go on that one is to say 
that cbviously, where a Foreign Mission locates meets a broad 
Spectrum of national security concerns. Communication/security 
concerns are clearly one of those. Certainly, that could be a 
factor as well as many others. 





Q A lot of people pointed out -=- I don't know this 
is correct <= but the new Soviet facility is very nicely 
located for that kind of thing. Would you care to say anything 
about that? 


A No, I wouldn't. 


Q On the Lidyan Embassy, did you ever have any 
reason to think there might be some use of the Suilding for 
terrorist activities, and now you're satisfied that that won't 
happen, of was it always just a case of wanting them to comply 
with our laws, and terrorism never entered into it? 


a No, certainly terrorism has entered into our head 
and our concerns in dealing with any Libyan establishment. 


We cannot insure -- there is no guarantee that an act 
of terrorism won't occur anywhere. And certainly no prior 
action that we can take, prior to the occupancy of a building, 
is going to give a guarantee for the life of the use of the 
building that nothing nefarious will ever occur there. 


























mp 


a 
~~ 
h- 


So i can't say that the process that we have done 
guarantees that nothing untoward will ever happen in the 
estaDlishment. The only thing that I can say on it is that 
certainly compliance with U.S. law is more than just a token 
gesture. It's, we think, a very important one. 


Secondly, how 24 floors were to be used and which 
parts of the building would have privileges and immunities and 
which would not is an important principle to establish in the 
first stages of the Duilding, and not after the building is 
occupied. So trat's, I think, the reasons that we wish to make 
it very clear what it is we were recognizing as we began the 
process. 

Q May I ask you sir, when we t-lked before about 
the ability to yank foreign plates under c2rtain conditions, 
this has existed prior to this report. i'm just trying to find 
out whether this has deveioped that or we already had that 
cignt? 


- I think, frankly, we could always have requested 
a state to have done it. 


Q That's not new, then? 


7 I don't know that there was any practice of 
having done so, but I cannot imagine a state not having acceded 
to the request if we had made it stronger. 


2 So this doesn't really endow you with any 
additional sanction? 


does not endow us with any additional 

n e sense. That we will also be the 
registrar and titler of these vehicles. So we do nave some 
practice leverace witn regard to the vehicles that didn't exist 
when they were titled Dy a variety of states. 


= 
- 


Q DO you compensate the states, then, that were 
getting the fees from this, like New York or California or the 
District? 

Q No state ever got a fee. 

2 They didn't get a fee 

a The states did these all -- 

Q They were all free? 

4 For free, and are therefore delighted to see the 


Federal Government do it. 
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It 18 a cost to the states which will certainly be 
less. And for that reason, besides just the normal headaches 
of the program, they're glad to have the Federal Government 
assume doing it. 


Q How will they be issued, say, in New York -- by 
tne U.S. MilsSion? 


A We have a Service Bureau Office. My office does 
the Office of Foreign Missions in New York, and they will be 
issuing the plates in New York. 


2 Is it, then, that with these plates you are now 
serving notice on the diplomats that they nad better abide by 
the various laws we talked about in contrast to the laxity in 
the past, or these plates may re yanked? 


. I won't contrast it to the laxity of the past, 
but I would certainly urge them to conform to U.S. law and to 
respect the local laws of the jurisdictions in which they're 
operating vehicles. 


Q Will they be issued on an individual basis, or 
will each embassy have a number allocated? 


A A number of missions own -- the mission itself 
Owns a number of vehicles. So those vehicles would be issued 
the licenses to the mission itself. Others will be licensed to 
the individual -- to the present ownership. 


° Thank you very much. 


(Briefing concluded at 3:30 p.m.) 
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MR. SIMS: This is on background, but it's for your use 
as soon as the briefing is concluded. We'll do a transcript, and if 
others -- press -- want to know more about this issue, we'll provide 
it to them when we get it done later today. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you'll recall that 
the President made a major address January 16 when he outlined his 
approach to U.S.-Soviet relations -- particularly indicated the areas 
that he would like to move ahead and improve the relationship. [In that 
speech he set out three areas, broad areas, in that he would like to 
see more cooperation between the United States and the Soviet Union. 


One of these was reducing the threat and use of force in 
settling international disputes; another was moving to reduce and 
control the high levels of armaments; and a third was in the area of 
improving -ur working relationship with the Soviet Union. 


Well, as you know, he has had a lot to say recently ina 
number of speeches about our arms control and arms reduction proposals. 
Quite a bit has had to be said about our desire to engage the Soviets 
in a more productive dialogue on the regional issues. 


And this week there is meeting at the Smithsonian 
Institution a group of scholars and representatives of fcundations who 
are active in U.S.-Soviet exchanges. I think the President felt that 
this was a good time to describe the efforts he has made to improve the 
bilateral relationship. 


In January he set out certain goals, concepts, and I 
think in the speech today he will be reporting on what we have done in 
the interim -- the sort of things we are proposing. And he will listen. 
There are a lot of these -- I'm not sure of the exact count -- but, 
close to 20 things that we have proposed in this bilateral area. And, 
in doing so, I think he wants to make it very clear the direction we 
would like to move to increase contacts, to improve the dialogue, to 
try to settle problems in the relationship. 


Now, in the speech today, he will also be pointing out 
some of the difficult decisions that have to be made in this area. 
On the one hand, we do want to increase contacts and the quality of our 
dialogue with the Soviet government. On the other hand, we are faced, 
from time to time, with the sort of Soviet actions that require us to 
make it clear that certain types of actions are unacceptable. Or, 
they're unacceptable because they threaten the peace, or they violate 
agreements or understandings. Sometimes these actions do, in fact, 
have the effect of impeding contacts. But we have to have a way to 
make this point without resorting to military threats. I think we've 
seen, for example, the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan that brought a 
number of steps in limiting, for example, the level of meetings with 
Soviet officials. 


And, obvicusly, we have problems from time to time when 


there are human rights abuses, violations of the Helsinki Final Act, 
when we just can't go aheed and do business as usual. And we shouldn't. 
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Now, I think the President will be talking about these 
problems, and some of them -- really confronting them -- and everyone 
else who deals with U.S. foviet relations -- the dilemma -- dilemmas 
that aren't easy to solve. 


But I think the thrust of what he will be saying is that 
we do want to improve our contacts. We do want to communicate more 
effectively. We're making a lot of proposals that we hope will be 
accepted to make this possible. And, although we know that we can't 
change the situation overnight, we're going to keep working on it with 
the aim of having a better and more productive working relationship 


with the Soviet government and better communication with the peoples 
in the Soviet Union. 


Q I'm sure it’s not going to come as any surprise 
to you that since -- that the timing of all of this -- it starts 
January -- it is being interpreted as an election year attempt, you know, 
aimed a lot more at voters than it is at the Sowiet Union. Is there 
something you can point to to assure us that that is not the case? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think it -- and, 
in fact, is a coincidence that these things are coming in a year 
divisible by four. That‘s the fact of the matter. If you look at the 
way our relations have developed with the Soviet Union, I think you 
will see that we have had to go through a period, following a whole 
series of Soviet actions in the 1970's, sort of culminating in the 
invasion of Afghanistan, to make clear to them that that sort of action 
is simply threatening to the peace and which we have to resist. 


And, I think that we started efforts, and we started them 
last spring, to get -- to improve the dialogue, and to get into a 
better sor’ of working relationship. But, you know, things keep happening, 
and things that we don't do. We didn’t shoot down a civilian airliner. 
And I think that anybody who thinks that any American President would 
not have reacted to something like that, or could have stayed silent, 
just really doesn't understand Americans -- 


Q Can I just follow up on -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <= therefore, I'm just 
saying that I think that one, really, if you're going to be objective, 
should look at this in the context of the dynamic of the relationship, 
and the election is really not a relevant factor in it. 


Q If I could just look at it from the other side, then, 
is it a relevant factor, do you think, in the Soviet response? Have 


the -- these 20 things that you've outlined, has there been any kind 
of -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I said almost 20, I'm 
not -= haven't counted the exact number -- 


Q Okay. Whatever. I mean, do you think the Soviet 
response is somehow tied to the election year? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think you'd have to ask 
them that. You know, I can't speak for their perceptions. 


Q At the same time that the President is holding out 
the olive branch, we see such things as the Marine general at the Navy 
War college talking about a limited war with the Soviet Union being 
an almost inevitable probability; and the next day we see a report of 
a Navy admiral drawing a line against Cuba. Putting ourselves in the 
other guys’ shoes, doesn't this confuse the signal that's coming out 
of here? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that first instance, 
I think it was explained that »e was speaking not from a clear text, 
and not, certainly not speaking on behalf of the President; and the 

















President does not share the view that was expressed. And just -- it 
seems to me, that if the Soviets want to understand what we're saying. 
they'll watch what the President says, what the Secretary of State 
says. These are the authoritative spokesmen. 


Q You refer to January when the President outlined 
new improved relations with the Soviets. We're now in June. Despite 


all of these extensions of doves and olive branches, what's the problem? 
Why haven't relations improved? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that, first of -- 
well, the question really is better directed at the Soviet side -- 


Q Well, I'm asking for your analysis of the situation. 
What do you all see? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, first of all, I 
think that sometimes the degree that relations are bad is exaggerated in 
the public mind. One thing I think we should understand is that, 
though relations are not good, and they are -- have not -- the Soviets 
have not been as cooperative as we would have hoped in acting positively 
on Our suggestions up to now, that it is not a more dangerous relation- 
ship in terms of the possibility of U.S.-Soviet direct confrontation. 


If anything, we have a safer relationship than we've had for some time, 
in that respect. 


Now, I do think, without trying to speculate on all, what 
all the precise reasons would be. one should bear in mind -~ and this 
really relates to one of the earlier questions, that the Soviets in 
the last three years have gone through -- they've had three different 
leaders. And, they have had changes in the leadership. There has been 
a good bit of, one might say, organization of new administrations -- 
to put it in our terms. Their system is, of course, quite different, 


but they're as affected as any other when the leadership of the system 
changes 


Now, I think one must recognize they have not -- probably 
have not been in the best position to make major decisions, or to make 
new decisions. So, it seems to me that you have to be a little 
patient, if one is expecting something new. 


My colleague -- do you have anything to add? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. I think that's right. 
Q The President -- 
Q What happened -- oh, sorry -- 
Q The President seems to have recently been moving 
away from the hardline stance about a summit in terms of desiring a set 


agenda, knowing exactly where it's going -- can you give us some 


characterization about his feelings, the administration's feelings, about 
a U.S.-Soviet summit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think he's expressed 
very clearly what his feelings are; and I don't think it needs any more 
elaboration. I think, I hope you'll look at what he said. I'm sure 
the press office can get you copies if you don't recall <-- 


Q I know -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's very clear. And I 
think any -- you know, I just don't think it's necessary to go beyond it. 


Q When Go you think one might happen? 
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SFAIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don’t think anyone 


can say, because, obviously, it takes agreement with two parties to 
have one. 


Q Has this been specifically discussed in any of 
this quiet diplomacy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Obviously, all of our 
guiet diplomacy is directed at trying to find ways that we can solve 
some of the problems. One result of this could be, you know, 
eventually, a decision that it would be useful to have a meeting at 
the high level to -- .f it seemed that that would be useful. 


So, in that sense, you can say it's always implicit 
in any of the diplomatic contacts that we have. But I don't really 
think I should go beyond that, if we're going to keep our diplomatic 
communications confidential, as they should be. 


Q What happens next? Shultz and Dobrynin had this 
three hour meeting. Is another meeting scheduled between them? Or 
is some meeting scheduled somewhere between American and Soviet 
officials? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are meetings 
between U.S. and Soviet officials almost every day. And I think you'll 
see, when you see his speech, that obviously since all of these things 
have been proposed there have been a lot of meetings and a lot of 
ways to propose it. 


At the moment, I don't know of any specific dates that 
have been set at, let's say, the Foreign Minister level. But, contacts 
with American officials at various levels go on all the time. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think one of the 
things you'll note in the speech is that we have not just posed things, 
we've actually had delegations in Moscow. There have been Soviet 
delegations here on a broad range of subjects. And that pattern will 
continue. 


The President will point out that ‘ber of areas 
we're expecting soon to have further talks with ets. So, 
there is a -- as my colleague says -- there is 4 .ce dous amount of 
back-and-forth going on; not all of it as productive as we'd like, 
but still a lot of process. 





Q I*d like to take it back to the statement you 
made earlier -- 

* Can I just follow up? 

Q Surely. 

Q One second. 


What about the Soviet journalists who refuse to meet 
with le Gecretary of State, which I read in the paper this morning? 
Hav? *ct got any reaction to that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, just -- it seems 
to me it does illustrate one of the problems we have in dealing with 
them. We are proposing what dialogue, across the board. And they 
have mot always accepted our offer. They have not always expressed 
a willingness even to confront some of these issues. I think that's 
unfortunete, but, obviously, you should ask them for a comment as to 


why. 

Q What are these 20 steps, or nearly 20 steps? 
Are they proposals? Are they meetings? What is it you're talking 
about ? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: These are proposals 
which we have made to the Soviet Union with the object of improving 
our bilateral working relationship with then. 


Q Do you have any reason to believe that they're 
likely to take up any of these between now and the election, that there 
is any sion of improved relations? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We would hope so. I 
think some are pretty close to agreement. Some are not. 





oon Q Can you say -- are close or what we're talking 
about more specifically? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not at this point. 


*) I'd like to take it back to the statement you 
made earlier about the degree to which Soviet-American relations 
are ~~ being exaggerated and that the <- talking about the reduced 
danger of war. The contrary viewpoint is expressed by General 
Brent Scowcroft. He says that Soviet-American relations are as 
bed as he can remember. And Ambassador Kennedy, for whom the seminar 
is named that the President will be addressing today, talks about the 
current atmospherics bearing the unmistakable cnaracteristic of «4 
march toward war. Are these people uninformed? Or how do they 
reach that judgment? There seems to be a dichotomy <-- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I certainiy don't 
aqcree that there's a march toward war. Quite the contrary. But 
you can say that certainly I, and I think many of the rest of us, 
simply read it different ways. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'd just like 
to point owt that it was at the height of detente, 1973, when we 
came a6 close as we have at any time in the last 20 or 30 years tc 
a *iliterw «ituetion. AnA thet wee ower the Mif4le Feet eituetion, 
lereeli-Eoyptian conflict, when we went to DEFCOM Iii and the Soviets 
took various preparations as well. 


If you contrast that or the ‘62 Cuban missile crisis, 
for example, we just aren't in that kind of environment right now 
at all. There is no place in the world where you can pinpoint that 
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we are near a confrontation that could, in turn, lead to war. 


I think it’s also very important to remember that the 
basis of peace is, of course, military balance. We are in a much 
stronger position today in terms of military balance and the Soviets 
respect for our stength than we were, say, in Lhe latter pirt of the 
1970's when the Soviets were openly saying in their literature that 
the corrolation of forces had shifted and was continuing to shift 
in their direction and they were beginning to take a numbor of very 
risky steps in a large part of the world, Afchanistan, southern 
Africa, Ethiopia. I mean, the list is a long one. 


We haven't had any example of that recently. And I 
think the reason is very clear: The Soviets are reassessing how 
far they can go with us. And the situation is, therefore, more 
stable, more peaceful. 


*) Given the lack of dialogue now, you can think of 
all kinds of -- the Syrians-Israeli standoff in Bekaa, the Persian 


Gulf situation. Any one of these, it would seem, could go to a 
DEFCON III like that. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have discussed all 
of those situations with the Soviets over the last months, both with 


Gromyko and with Dobrynin here. So there is no lack of communication 
about those situations. 


Q So you are communicating about the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, yes. We see then, 
as my colleague said, we see them regularly at those levels. 


Q Can we just get back one more time to this -- 
the political <-- or non-politicel aspects of this? You say, well, 
we -- you know, KAL, you sort of mentioned kind of as a a benchmark. 
I mean, that you didn't -- we didn't do it, shat that was them and 
that, obviously, is detrimental to relations -- Has something happened 
between -- Do we just think, “Okay. They've gotten the point.” Or 
what's happened between September ist and January ij3th? What happened 
in that time period to make the President believe that now is the 
time to move and say, “Okay. Let's go ahead -- * 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, my point was it 
was already moving before that. Now, obviously, unexpected events, 
like “AL, and expected events, given their policies, like the in- 
plementation of NATO's decision in December, the dual-track decision 
to deploy Americ’n missiles in Western Europe, these had an impact 
on one's ability to move ahead in -- this is just -- it seems to me -- 
obvious to anyone who thinks about it. And the -- But the views 
the President expressed in January were not new views. It was -- 
They were put together in a comprehensive form, but he had expressed 
all those before. 


Q On, but it was a new tone, you Know, 48 you Know. 
I mean, we were <-- you know, I mean, this is a man who came into of- 
fice -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But look at the tone in 
September UN speech, when he made the proposals regarding INF. 


No, I don't think it was a totally new tone. it was 
a comprehensive laying out of how we wanted to put the relation to- 
gether. But I think that you will find the logic of explaining these 
in the context of all that was happening in U.S.-Soviet relations, 
both expecte’ and unexpected, rather than in the domestic political 
situation here. That's my point. 


Q Has the Soviet Union made proposals to the United 
States to improve relations? 


Jd 








SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They have made a number 


of proposals, mest of them in the -- sort of the arms control area, 
which we have taken seriously, and some of which we have -- the Presi- 
dent has indicated we'll move on. For example, their proposals for 


a non-use of force treaty or declaration at Stockholm. He announced 
of course, in his speech to the Irish Parliament that we would con- 
sider that in conjunction with Soviet consideration of the concrete 
confidence-building measures that we ard our NATO allies had proposed. 
Sco we've shown forthcomiagness in looking at theirs. 


We de have problems with some of them, and serious prob- 
lems with some of their proposals, which we consider rather one-sided. 
But we haven't excluded talking about these. We feel that we do want 
to continue talking and negotiating about the central issues. And 
I think everybody recognizes, for example, that nuclear arms are as 
important as any other. And we just have to keep expressinc our 
Gesire to move ahead on those negotiations, on intermediate-rance 
anc strategic weapons. The Soviets keep refusinc, for reasons that, 
perhaps, they better explain. I think it's incomprehensible, if their 
policies are what they say they are, that they would refuse to nego- 
tiate on these central issues. But they are. 


Q Does the President feel that expanded scientific 
anc culturai exchanges are a necessary first step toward arms control 
talks being resumed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think he's going 
to put it in the context of a first step, but in the context of 
something that is desirable for both countries to expand. And I don't 
think we're looking at this as necessarily tied to other things, except 
in the loose sense, that the better we're communicating, presumably, 
the better we'll be able to solve some of these other problems. But 
I don't think he's looking at, you know, that it will inevitably lead 
to anything specific. 


Q But it’s the only thing you've got, right? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, it’s not the only 
thing we've got. We're talking, as we've said, in many other areas. 
Ti 2 reason -- It's simply that he has not had the occasion before 
- and it wasn't timely, because we needed some time to make these 
proposals and to. discuss them in diplomatic channels. He had not 
had the occasion before to lay out for the American people, and for 
specialists, for that matter, just exactly what we are proposing. 
And that's what he's going to try to do today in this area of im- 
proving the bilateral relationship. 


MR. SIMS: I think we're going to have to give up the 
room. Maybe one question to end it, if someone would like -- 


Q Another political question. Some of the conser- 
vative columnists say that the politicians have taken over White 
House policy toward the Soviet Union with the election in view. What 
have you got to say about that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I see absolutely no 
foundation for it. Certainly those of us who work in foreign affairs, 
I don't feel that anyone has taken over. 

Q Can I just ask real quickly? The answer to his 
question, do we understand you that there's been no movement at all 
on arms control, getting them back to the talks, since they left? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There has been no move- 
ment on INF and START. 


Q Right. Okay. That's -- 


MORE 


J 








SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ‘Now, there certainly 


has been -- I can‘t say there's been no mcvement at all. We're not 
-- the subject today is not the arms -.itrol area -- 

9 Right. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- but certainly there 


has been movement. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have talks csoing 
on in Vienna on conventional forces and -- 


© Right. I meant specifically on nuclear talks. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. Going back to the 
table with those two, there has been no movement. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 10:00 A.M. EDT 
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MR. SIMS: This is a briefing with Mr. McFarlane. 
He will read a statement that is on the record first. The re- 


mainder of the briefing will be on background for a Senior 
Administration Official. 


MR. MCFARLANE: It's a statement on behalf of the 
Presicent of the United States. 


The United States government has taken note of the 
statement by the Soviet government proposing a meeting of delegations 


in September to begin negotiations on preventing the militarization 
of outer space. 


The militarization of space began when the ballistic 
missiles were tested and when such missiles and other weapons systems 
using outer space began to be deployed. 


The United States government, therefore, draws attention 
to the pressing need for the resumption of negotiations aimed at a 


radical reduction of nuclear weapons on a balanced and verifiable 
basis. 


Therefore, the United States government has informed 
the government of the Soviet Union that it is prepared to meet the 
Soviet Union in September at any location agreeable to the Soviet 


tnion and to the government of the country where the meetis is held 
for the following purposes: 


First, to discuss and cefine mutually agreeable arrance- 
ments under which negotiations on the reduction of strategic and 
intermediate-range nuclear weapons can be resumed. 


And, second, to discuss and seek agreement on feasible 


necotiating approaches, which could lead to verifiable and effective 
limitations on anti-satellite weapons. 


We will also be prepared to discuss any other arms 
control concerns or other matters of interest to both sides. 


We will continue contacts with the Soviet Union through 
éiplomatic channels on arrangements for these September talks. 


That's the end of the statement. 
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Q You said “either, or"? 
Q Is that the end of the picture? 
Q Anything -- What if they -- 


MR. SIMS: That's the end of the picture. 
Q -- say only anti-satellites? What then? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The United States 
will be at the meeting in September prepared to discuss both items 
or any other matters of interest to both sides. 


Q What if they want ‘to discuss just one and re- 
fuse to discuss what we want to discuss? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We will be prepared to 
talk about both. 
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| . Q Is there any direct linkage between these two 
issues? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We believe there is 


an imperative to discuss the full agenda. And the United States 
will be prepared to do so. 


Q Well, are you saying that you would be unwilling 
to go for such a meeting in September if they would only discuss 
one issue? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're making no pre- 


conditions. We're stressing the importance of discussing both 
itens. 


Q You're saying, then, that you would be willing 
to meet with them in September and, even if they're only willing to 


discuss one, you'd bring up -- you'd be willing to meet with them? 


SENIOR AUMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The United States in- 
tends to discuss all items in these areas. 


Q Would vou talk about -- 

Q Well, will you go if it's clear -- 
Q -- talk about arrangements -- 

2 -- that they -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse me. John. 


Q You're talking about arrangements for talking, 
correct? So that when vou go to this meeting you'll get a better 
idea of -- there will not be any definitive meetings on these 


issues. You'll just be discussing arrangements for meetings. 
Correct? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think you've mis- 
understood. And I say again, the United States is prepared to meet 
with the Soviet Union to discuss and define mutually agreeable 
arrancements under which segotiations on the reduction of strategic 
and intermediate-range nuclear weapons can be resumed, and to dis- 
cuss and seek agreement on feasible negotiation approaches which 
could lead to verifiable and effective limitation on anti-satellite 
weapons. 


Se we're not talking about arrangements alone. 
yes. 


Q Will you go if it's not certain that the Soviet 
Union will talk about both the nuclear weapons and the anti-satellite 
weapons? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We surely hope that 
the Soviet Union will be prepared to discuss both issues. And we 
intend to discuss -- 


Q But if it's unclear, are you still willing to 
go to meet with them, if it's unclear that they are willing to 
Giscuss both? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It will surely be 
clear by the time we go. And the United States intends to discuss 
both things. 
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. Q I really think you're not answering the question, 
which is are you willing to go only if they will discuss all three 
issues. It seems to me that's a fairly straichtforward -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And I've given an 
answer, I think straightforward in both terms. There are no pre- 


conditions on the United States’ commitment to go and to discuss 
both items. 


Yes. 


Cc As far as the first paragraph of your statement 
is concerned ~-- (inaudible) -- the militarization of space. Could 
you be more specific as to when that militarization of space started? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As the statement says, 


the militarization of sp.ce began when the first ballistic missiles 
were tested. 


Q Which means? 

Q *S9? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Mid-‘'S0O's. 
Q By whom -- 


: SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Soviet Union 
tested ballistic missiles in the 1950's. 


Q So the Soviet Union were the first to start it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The United States 
doesn't make this point to draw attention to whichever side tested 
first, merely to point out that, inthe Soviet position, pointing 
to discussions on the militarization of space, that this is not an 
item of the 1980's, focusing exclusively on any particular systen. 
It is an area that involves ballistic missiles, involves satellite 
systems and so forth. And, therefore, the agenda for discussions 
on space systems encompasses all weapons which use space. 


Q Well, are you then rejecting that the Soviet 
language that this should deal with anti-satellite weapons and 
saying it should deal with all space weapons, including ballistic 
missiles? Is that the point of your response? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: My response expresses 
our willingness to discuss anti-satellite systems. But it refers, 
again, to the fact that the central issue on our agenda is how to 
reduce nuclear systems and that there is an obligation on both sides 
to get back to the table to do that. 


Q All right. Now, let me try one more time on 
the wording of your statement, because we don't have it yet to 
look at. Are you talking about the meetings that you're willing 


to go to as preparatory to actual negotiation? Or are you talking 
about actual negotiations? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The commitment is 
to discuss arrangements under which strategic and intermediate- 
range negotiations can be resumed, and, further, to discuss and 
seek agreement on what feasible negotiating approaches will lead 
to successful outcomes in the anti-satellite area. 


Q -- pre-bargaining session. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. 


Q It sounds a little bit like you're willing to 
get more into the substance of the outer space -- or the anti- 
satellite issues and willing to just discuss arrangements for 
future discussions on INF and START. That's what it sounds like. 
Can we get -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I would put 
it the otherway, Steve. The United States is ready today to sit 
down again and discuss strategic arms reductions. 


I know. But we're talking about your definition 
for what would occur at this September meeting. 


SZNIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, if indeed the 
Soviet Union said on the first day of the September session, “We'd 
like to negotiate strategic arms and intermediate-rancge weapons,” 
) we would do so. 





Q But it sounds like this statement being issued 
today has -- is more willing to discuss the substance of the issue 


om the anti-satellite anc willing to just discuss arrangements as 
& minimus on -- for START. Isn't that -- 


Q Wo. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We don’t intend that. 
Quite honestly, this is a -- I believe -- 4 generous statement 
of the fact that the Soviet Union has made emphatically clear it 
is mot ready to discuss strategic arms. We believe they should, 
but at September let's at least talk about arrangements for doing that. 


Q What if -- what -- I'a@ just still confused about 
this one point. If they are unwilling to talk or, let's say, you go 
there and they say, “All right, we're not going to talk about INF 
and we're not going to talk about START, but we are willing to talk 
about ASAT,” are we willing to sit there with them in, say, Vienna 
in September and just talk about ASAT? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We intend to talk about 
both issves. 


Q Well, I know, but let's -- I'm asking you whether 
we're willing to discuss just the one issue with them. You've said 
that there are no pre-conditions on our commitment to discuss both 


issues. Are there any pre-conditions on our willingness to discuss 
the one issue? 


Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: At the meeting, the Soviet 
Union may raise what it wishes. The United States will as well, and 
we hope for a fruitful exchange in both areas. 


Q In other words, they don't have to listen, but 
we do intend to talk about both issues? And if they choose not to 
listen about one, we'll still show up? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Yes? 


Q Sir, is this going to be conducted at the ACDA 
level or at what leve. do you foresee these negotiations being 
conducted? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As I said, we will be 
in touch with the Soviet Union and work out arrangements for venue, 
timing, composition in the weeks ahead. We have underway for some time 
extensive work on the anti-satellite area, and we have also had 
a lot of work going on that's completed on the START and INF area. 
So, established responsibilities in the former area are already clear 
and pretty well known, and we can easily in the next weeks compose 
a delegation for the -- that will encompass all areas. 


Q Had you known about this offer before it was 
publicly announced today? And if so, how long? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q Did you view this as a breakthrough or as 4 positive 
development -- the Soviet statement today? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we were puzzled 
and found unusual the way in which it was tendered. The normal 
course of events, serious discourse on these issues has been «4 
matter for diplomatic channels. For it to be made public is 
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unorthodox. But we take it seriously, and we intend to be there. 


Qo You said that Dobrynin was being informed of this. 
What was his response? Does he seem to think, “Well, okay, we can 
sit down and talk about these two." Did he say, “I have to study it*? 
What was his reaction after he was informed -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't characteriz: 
the reactions, refer you to the Soviet Union for that. 


Q Are we willing to discuss a comprehencive ban 
om anti-satellite weapons which is the specific thing they offered 
today? Do we still feel -- believe that is unve~ifiable? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The U.S. position was 
stated in our March report to the Congress where we made clear that 
a comprehensive ban would encompass areas which are patently unverifiable. 
Our continued efforts since then have led us to conclude that there 
are areas where discussions can lead to fruitful outcome, but that 
would not encompass a comprehensive ban. 


Q So, what we'd be willing to talk to them about in 
September would only be these partial areas of controls, not a 
comprehensive ban? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. 
Q There are those -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes? 


Q -- who say that the Soviets made this proposal at 
this time because they realized how far ahead the U.S. was in this 
field of anti-satellite weapons. What do you make of the timing of 
this -- of -- why do you think it came at this time? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The United States has 
nO particular comment upon the timing of it. As I've said, our own 
efforts in the past six months have been very heavily focused, both 
in the strategic intermediate context as well as in the anti-satellite 
context. The Soviet Union is very much aware of that. Indeed, it's 
been a matter of public reporting. So, we have no particular comment 
on the tiging of the initiative. 


Yes? 


Q -- GO you accept that this proposal by the Soviet 
Union as clearly an indication that they are ready to resume the 
strategic -- intermediate weapons -- START or INF? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Soviet Union has 
not commented upon that area. The limits of their proposal are 
pretty clear from what they've said. We are saying that their proposal 
only encompasses part of the agenda and that we have @ common 
responsibility to focus upon the central strategic systems as well 
and to get on with reducing nuclear weapons -- offensive systems. 
But we are willing to discuss both and intend to. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 6:46 P.M. EDT 
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SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I might mention, 
by way of Background, as a kind of a reminder, of the 
importance of the countries the Secretary is visiting. 
If you look at them as a group, though, each of them is 
very individual and very different. 

Leaders with whom he'll be speakinc represent 
roughly three hundred million people and rousghl 
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ion worth of GNP. It's a very sizable fraction 
of the world's population and the world’s economy. It's, 


of course, been a very rapidly growing area of the world 


economically, and that is part of the reason we have such 


It's also a very strategically located region, 
a very important part of the Asian-Pacific region in which 
the United States has such a large stake. I think it is 
important to Keep that in mind in thinking about the visit 


as a whole. 


The Secretary will be leaving Thursday evening 














on a trip that will take him to Hong Kons, Malaysia, 


Singapore, Indonesia, Australia and New Zealand. 


te 


The Secretary's visit to Kuala Lumour on 
July 9 and 10 will be very important in maintaining 
the momentum of senior level meetings with the 
Malaysian Government. Prime Minister Mahathir‘s visit 
to Washington in January of this year was very useful 
in deepening our bilateral relationship with Malaysia 
in a number of areas, including trade, investment and 
general international cooperation. 

While in KL, the Secretary will meet 
with Prime Minister Mahathir, with Deputy Prime Minister 
Musa Hitam, and with the Acting Foreign Minister Abduliah 
Badawi. The Foreign Minister himself, Ghazali Shafie, 
will be attending the ASEAN Ministerial Meeting in 
Jakarta at that time, and the Secretary will meet with 
him subsequently in Jakarta. 

We anticipate that the Secretary will take up 
international economic subjects with the Malaysian leaders, 
bilateral trade matters, increased U.S. investment in 
Malaysia, and cooperation with Malaysia on renegotiation 


of the international rubber agreement. There may also be 








discussions of the subject of GSA disposal, the surplus 
tin which we feel have beer very usefully covered by a 
Memorandum of Understanding concluded with all the ASEAN 
governments last year. 

On the international side, ve expect discussions 
will focus on developments in the Middle East, on Asian 
regional matters, most importantly Kampuchea, and on 
East-West relations, including arms control. 

These high-level talks come after several visits 
in the past few months -- Deputy Secretary Dam, who was 


there early in the spring, my own visit after the 





President's trip to China and a very recent visit by 
U.N. Ambassador Jeare Kirkpatrick, their measure of our 
appreciation anc Malaysia’s importance both within ASEAN 
and bilaterally. 

In Singapore, Secretary Shultz will meet with 
rime Minister Lee Kuan Yew and First Deputy Prime Minister 
Goh Keng Swee. Traditionally, a discussion of the 
international economic situation has ficured heavily in 
our talks with Singaporean officials, and we expect that 


the Prime Minister and Deputy Prime Minister will be most 


interested in the results of the London Economic Summit. 

















We also anticipate that global strategic 
matters and Asian regional affairs, again most 


specifically the situation in Kampuchea, will be taken 


In both KL and in Singapore, the Secretary, 
as well as in Jakarta later, the Secretary will meet 
with representatives of the American Chambers of Commerce, 
Or, as they are called there, the American Business 
Councils. These meetings involve informal exchanges 
of views on doing business in those three respective 
countries, as well as on the international outlook for 
American business. 

The fact that the Secretary is taking this kind 


of time to meet with American businessmen underscores 


cf 


he importance that we attach to their activities not 
o1. y for their benefits to the U.S. economy but also their 
benefits internationally. 

The Secretary's visit to Jakarta has both the 
bilateral component on the first day and the multilateral 
component, namely, his participation in the annual 
ASEAN post-Ministerial Consultations. They're held each 


year in the capital then serving as the Chairman of the 


ASEAN Standing Committee. Last year they were in Banckok; 





© this yea- they are in Jakarta. They're called post-Ministerial 
because the ASEAN countries will have just completed their 


Ministerial meetincs amons the now six countries. 


- 


For the first time tnis year Brunel is a member 
of ASEAN. They invite what they call their dialogue 


partners, the six dialogue partners, to these meetings -- 





post-Ministerial Meetings. 
The bilateral program, which points up for us 

Indonesia‘s importance in the region, and President 

Soeharto's status as a senior world statesman, will 


consist of meetings with President Soeharto and with 


Foreign Minister Mochtar. 





The Secretary also plans a trip to Jogjakarta, 


¥ 
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in Central Java, to visit the Borobudur Temple which is 
one of the outstanding examples of ancient Buddhist culture 
in Indonesia. 

The ASEAN post-Ministerial Consultations on the 
l2th and 13th will take place in several meetings. First, 
there will be a meeting of all of the six ASEAN Foreign 
Ministers with all of the dialogue partner Foreign 
Ministers. This is known as the 6 + 6 reeting, with the 


‘* 


U.S., Australia, New Zealand, Japan and the Canadian Foreicn f 


Minister, plus the representatives of the European 
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will have bilateral meetings with New Zealand Prime Minister 


Muldoon and with opposition Labor Leader David Lange. 


developments in the Asia-Pacific regio 


The AN7US Council, as in the past, will have 
its agenda a wide range of global and regional! matters 


common interest but with a particular focus on 
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meeting in Washington in July of last year. 


We are aware, and Connie Knows, and maybe the 


t of you do also, that New Zealand is having elections 


on July l4th that immediately precede the Council Meeting. 


However, you won't succeed in getting me into speculations 


ut the outcome of the elections other than to note that 


Ww! e u] C ;] will } - 3 Aw 
wnatever the results, the Council will be meeting and we 


1 be working with whatever government is in New Zealana 
expect to have continuing close relations with a good 
long-standing ally. 

Be glad to try to answer questions, other than t! 
I ruled out. 


Q A follow-up on that then? 


A Okay. 


Q Did anybody in the American Embassy here 








take a position that ANZUS could still be a viable treaty 


if American ships and planes are denied access to 


ust say categorically that we 


Alliance in peacetime as well as in the event of any 


Q Did anybody, though, ever say the 
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obligations in peace as well as war, is access by nuclear 


the access is essential to carry out 
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this issue know very well that it is a long-standing U.S. 
policy to neither confirm or deny the existence of nuclear 
weapons on warships -- 

2 That, of course, wasn't the question. 

A -- and therefore access by U.S. ships 
requires the continued observance of that policy. 
, Q Yeah, but you don't have to identify them 


to anybody to not dock there. If 


< 


ou don't send them in, 


Well, then, you've already identified 


them. You already are in that situation, and I would say 
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As you know, one of the issues of th 
ust nuclear arms but nuclear power, too, 
because they want a whole nuclear free zone. I mean, that's 


+9) - ‘« ~~. —_ 
what Labor is pushing for. 


Bob? 
Q You mentioned the -- to assess the ASEAN 
strategy for dealing with Kampuchea. Could you say more 


about what that strategy is, and specifically, could you say 





something about these reports of Vietnamese troop pullouts 
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Q What is that level now? 





a I think in the neishborhood of 150- or 160-thousand. 


And we would certainly welcome genuine withdrawals in the context 
of a Vietnamese commitment to overall withdrawal and the establish- 
ment of a neutral regime in Cambodia. But what we've seen so 
far seemec to be nothing more than troop rotations in disguise 
for propaganda reasons. 
The ASEAN strategy is a very sophisticated one anc 
a subtle one, and I’m not sure I can do justice to it ina 
short answer. But I think the heart of it is the effort to 
achieve a political settlement. It‘s a recocnition that 


all parties, including Viet-Nam, have a legitimate interest 





in this issue but that it has to be settied on a basis that 
Viet-Nam has to confront a clear choice between continuing 

to occupy Cambodia and enjoying the fruits of its aggression 
there or, alternatively, withdrawing and then having the 
benefits of constructive relations with the ASEAN countries 
and with other countries of the world that support ASEAN. 

I think the choice is very clear; and I think 

the success of the strategy has been in both making clear 
ASEAN's willingness to have a political settlement but also 
in making clear to Viet-Nam that they won't have the benefits 


of trade and cf foreign assistance and other things that 





might flow from the ASEAN countries and from the West until 
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they face that choice directly. 


Does there seem to be any sign that it's 


=) 


working? 
A Not yet, but this is clearly something that 

will take time. I think the essence has cot to be to 

persuade Viet-Nam that unlike some of their previous 

experiencesin the past, they can’t just wait out tne 

rest of us and have their way. And I think they 


people to persuade of that, but that's the object. 
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Armacost confirmed last week part o 


*? 


ancrease pressure on the Vietnamese to cet out in Keeping 
with the ASEAN strategy, and is it something new in con- 
nection with tais meeting? 
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A 4 M not Sure wnat Ambassacor armacost said 


precisely last week. Our position has been one of strona 


coalition and for the ASEAN countries and backing then. 
I can't make clear often enough that we give no 
Support of any Kind, even symbolic, to the Khmer Rouge's 
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eeply. 
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actions in the past we deplore 
We certainly encourage other countries -- specifically, 


ASEAN countries who were in the lead to give support to Son 


Senn and Sihanouk that they need. And in many ways, including 
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a You keep referring to the aid. Our support 
in that regard is political and humanitarian. We don't 
have any new policy in that area, and we look to the 
ASEAN countries to take the lead in vorovidinc .cirect 
assistance to then. 

Q There has been concern in some of the ASEAN 
| countries about China; and this concern, accordins to 
reports, has been heightened by the U.S. agreement to 


help rearm in defensive weapons the Chinese army. What is 





a It takes several, to emphasize several points 


requests on a case-by-case basis-- and that the concerns 
of the ASEAN countries are very much one of the things 
that we have in mind. We do not want to take any actions 
in this area that weaken their security. 


At the same time, we also underscore that 
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ming back to China for just a moment, have 





there been any case-by-case requests yet -- individual 
requests, specific requests, made by China for military 
sales; and has there been a review and approval of any 
of those? 

a No formal requests. We're not at the stage 


yet of actual formal requests. We have, as we've noted 
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of us benefit from. And the decision by the Australian 





Government to, at least for now, continue their participa- 
tion in that force is one that we welcome. 


Anything we can do to encourage continued 
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those necotiations would, frankly,not help achieve the very 
end that we're interested in seeing. 

So we maintain a listening brief on the side- 
lines and one of strong support and encouragement for 


their own efforts. 


2 Just one more? 
A One more. 
Q Can we anticipate any sort of repetition 


S unpleasantness between Mr. Haig and the 





As There must be some sta: rd response for 
“when we stop beating our wives.” (Laughter.) 


I don't think there was that unpleasantness 
last year; and I think if there were shades of difference 


-- and it seems to me there were more shades of difference 


in things said on the substance that it certainly didn't 
reflect any personal animus or any personal tension. 
So I would expect we will continue to have 
frank discussions of this subject. And, of course, it's 
the ASEAN countries who, first and foremost, have their 
lews to present 
But I think tnat we've got a good strong personal] 
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and I would expect that to continue. 





MODERATOR: Thank you very much. 
I've mentioned, by the way, that there are 
some background notes on the countries in. ASEAN and ANZUS 


for anyone who needs further facts and fiscures. 


(Whereupon, at 2:40 p.m. the BACKGROUND 


briefing was concluded.) 
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M. PETER McPHERSON, DIRECTOR /Administrator 
AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT 
FAMINE-STRICKEN AFRICA 


TUESDAY, JULY 10, 1984, 2:40 P.M 


MS. SEMERAD I'™ Kate Semerad, the head of Public 
Affairs for the Agency for International Development 

The White House announced today, or 1s about to 
announce today, that the President has asked Peter McPherson to 
take a trip to Africa to investigate the drought-stricken 
continent. He will be talking about that subject today 

The session is On-the-Record for both sound and camera 

MR. McPHERSON Good morning, or good afternoon, 
rather 

On the 30th Anniversary of the PL-40 Program, 
celebrated a few moments ago over at the White House with the 
President, talking to it and others, certainly it is 
appropriate to focus on the famine conditions, the 
circumstances there in Africa, and how the US. Government has 
and will continue to play a role in connection with this 

We are providing more food aid in this Fiscal Year to 
sub-Saharan Africa than we have at any time in history 


exceeding even the hignest levels that we provided during the 


Sahelian drought during the early 1970's, a drought which mani 





of you will recall was a particularly terrible one. 

To date, in this Fiscal Year, we've provided over 450 
thousand ton of emergency food worth over $157 million This 
is food, or resources, in connection with the drought and the 
disaster. This is an important distinction to make as opposed 
to the usual or other kinds of programs. This is disaster 
assistance 

This is twice as much disaster effort as we had in 
sub-Saharan Africa in 1983. It's three times what we're doing 
this year; it's three times more what we did in 1982 

Overall, our food programs to Africa -- the disaster 
assistance and other kind of foods that were provided -- will 
amount in this Fiscal Year 1.3 million ton of food valued at 
over $438 million 

Note, these last sets of figures are the overall 
figures In the first set I gave you, the 157 million ton, is 
for the drought disaster 

Frankly, reports indicate that the drought is going to 
continue; and in some areas, remarkably worse 

In the southern part of the continent, they will 
continue as they've been They've been very bad in a number of 
countries In the east, where it hasn't been as bad, it looks 
like it can get much worse, particularly in Kenya 

Let me talk about Kenya in a few minutes Possibly in 


the western part of the continent, there may be some 


improvement The rain suggests that so far But, frankly, 





we've become very cautious about just what the rains will do. 

The four countries that I'm going to visit are Kenya, 
Senegal, Mozambique and Mauritania. I've been to most of these 
countries before, and Africa many times of course, but want to 
get another close view, on-the-ground view, of just what's 
happening to our programs and generally review, as well as get 
a first-hand current view of what is happening there in terms 
of the drought situation. 

As I said, one of the countries I'll be visiting is 
Senegal on the western part of the continent Senegal has been 
suffering a prolonged drought and food scarcity for some time 
Because of insufficient rainfall last year, crop production was 
cut in half in all but the southermost region of the country; 
southern most region not being down near the Niger River But 
most of the country, the food production was one-half. There 
are estimates that the grain import requirements have increased 
by about 70 percent 

We've been in the forefront of the donor response to 
this effort We provided Senegal this year $13 million in food 
aid In order to be sure that the food reaches the people, in 
addition, we've put up a million dollars for in-country 
distribution and transportation 

Just as an aside, it's one th.r@ to get the food to 
the ports, where we sort of have control of the situation, -- 


careful control -- it's another thing to try to get distributed 


within he country where you get road problems 





We'll talk about Mozambique in a while; and in 
Ethiopia , we've gotten conflicts It gets to be pretty 
difficult sometimes tc get things around. Like in the case of 
Senegal. we have provided a million dollars to help get the 
food around in the country. 

Ordinarily, we look to the country itself to provide 
that but in some cases we've stepped in with additional 
assistance to be certain of the distribution 

Mauritania, which is a Sahel country, is frankly a 
chronic emergency country by most standards They've been 
suffering a drought since the early 1970's As a result, 
they've been importing about two-thirds of their total food 
needs Believe me, people in Mauritania don't eat very well 
So this is two-thirds of really pre-bare minimums There 
really aren't any signs of situations improving It's a small 
country in population But, nevertheless, a severe problem for 
those people involved 

We've provided $7.3 million of emergency food aid this 
year in addition to $10 on a regular program 

We'll have a handout -- several handouts -- that will 
get into this, but the figures I'm running through now will be 
there in this handout so you can easily see them and review 
them 

Kenya Pretty key country, really and a fairly large 


country -=— the Horn of Africa; one that we have a long and 


important relationship with It Nasn't been a drought-stricken 
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country this last year It looked like, however, in terms of 
need, next year it could be one of the very worst The 
so-called long rains in recent weeks have failed: simply 
weren't long, I guess Didn't last long The net result is 
that some observers are speculating that Kenya may be facing 
the worst food shortage historically that it's ever faced 

The Kenya Government and the donor community have 
already begun to look at this We've talked with the Kenya 
Government there, our Aid Mission Director. Chuck Gladson, 
incidentally, until very recently was the Deputy Director for 
the Food For Peace Office is now the head of the Kenya program, 
so we'll have a special expertise in working with this 
situation Some estimates are it might require as many as a 
half million ton of food just to prevent starvation 

I know Kenya fairly well, and I really look forward to 
sitting down and talking to the Kenya people, to the leadership 
there, and getting into where they see the drought and what the 
problems are, and taking a bit of a first-hand view of the 


Situation myself 


Mozambique is a country we've been giving emergency 


food assistance for a couple years A lot of it, as a matter 
of fact; some $20 million this year The distribution problems 
have been one of the things that's held up there You've got a 


problems Everything from flood to drought and on and and 


Or * 9et food ar une the country has heer suite » orot lem 





Frankly, we weren't happy with how it was working So 
a few months aco -- indeed, the President was involved in this; 
we talked to che President about it at some length -- we 


provided a contract to CARE of $2 million to establish a 
logistical support system to insure that the food gets out 
there 

ne of the things I surely will be looking at 
carefully is how that CARE contract for distribution operation 
is coming along 

We've talked quite a lot today about the emergency 
food situation That has to be focused on You can't, 
obviously, do anything but that It's a long history of this 
country to do exactly this But I think it's very important to 
be sure, as we deal with this drought, and the disasters, that 
we say, weit a minute, what can we do long term; how can we 
deal with this in such fashion that the countries do a little 
bit better job of taking care of themselves? 

To that end a few months ago -- in this very room, as 
amatter of fact -- Secretary Shultz proposed the Africa 
Economic Policy Initiative An initiative in which the 
President proposed to Congress a $500 million fund to be spread 
over five years, $75 million to be obtained from Congress for 
Fiscal ‘85, and that fund is really a very imaginative proposal 
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Probably the biggest problem in food production in 
Africa --— not the only problem; there are several of them -- 
but the biggest single problem in food production in Africa is 
that the urban-oriented politics of Africa -- that's where the 
military is, that's where the students are. that's where the 
populations are; the populations that can riot, and on and on 
-— the urban-oriented politics, and ina lot of countries there 
isn't really much of any participation in the political process 
by rural communities . Almost entirely urban oriented. 

The net effect is that the politicans wish to provide 
cheap food for those urban groups that can riot, and so forth. 
They're not necessarily broke in many cases. The only way to 
get cheap food is to hold the price that they allow the farmer 
to get substantially below market prices. But by holding the 
price substantially below market prices, there's been a major 
disincentive to production; not to say that, in effect, a 
discriminatory tax is involved, but a major disincentive to 
producing. 

For at least ten years, perhaps fifteen -- our figures 
aren't all that great -- but for at least fifteen, every year 
the per capita food production in sub-Sahara Africa has been 
going down. That's an astonishing figure when you think about 
it. 

If you could reverse that policy so as to allow those 
farmers to get market prices, or something more, you would 


clearly be able to help countries to be ina better position to 





help themselves. So this fund is to be used, in effect, to 
negotiate with countries to say, wait a minute, why don't you 
raise your prices to your farmers this year, we'll provide a 
little money or a little political cushion to make it so it's 
easier in the transition. This, I think, is one of the more 
imaginative proposals that have come out concerning the whole 
problem of African food production for many years. 

I think that it is useful to talk about it in the 
context of this emergency drought because the drouaht is 
primarily due to weather, but if they had better program policy 
production in placz, they would be better able to handle that 
themselves. Not totally, perhaps, but better able to. 

So with those remarks, I'm happy to be here today and 
I look forward to going to Africa again to look over the 


Situation, and, of course, would like your questions. 


(Continued on next page;.) 











e, The tirst one, mechanical: When do you 
leave? 
A Saturday. 
Q Saturday? 
A Yes. 
Q 2% larger question: As you describe it, does 


not your short-term emergency food program work to defeat 
the long-range insentive that you just talked about? If 
cheap food is a disincentive to farmers for growing food, 
wouldn't free food be an even bigger disincentive? 

A Well, it certainly would be if you weren't 
careful. If, however, as is the case in many countries, 
where food production is half what it was before because 
of weather, then providing free food for the next period 
doesn't appear to be a disincentive. We're very careful 
about that. 

On the other hand, if we would go to a country 
and say, “We're going to provide free food for the next 
two or three years, regardless of your own procuction,”" 
as opposed to closely tieing it what people produce and 
what their needs are, we clearly would be. 

There's something called the Belman method, 


which is part of the PL 480 legislation, that says we 


have to look at whether or not the food we provide to a 
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country is a disincentive to local production when we 
consider these programs. 


I would say this sensitivity is one that just 





continually must be monitored, and I don't say it's a closed 
issue. I do believe that for now, in places like Mozambique 
and others where you've clearly got just destitute people, 
it is a problem. But I'm concerned about it over over a 
period of time and have dealt with it several times in tie 
three-and -a -half years I've run this program. 

Sir? 

Q You're having a lot of trouble getting the 
economic-policy initiatives through Concress. Why do 
you think that is and what do you ciiink should be done? 

A Well, actually we've had unanimous, virtually, 
Support excpet for one committee -- and, in many ways, 
an individual, particularly, within that committee. The 
Poreign Affairs Committees, both in the House and the 
Senate, without dissent passed the economic-policy initiative 
-- in other words, authorized it. 

Now, it came before Senator Kasten's Subcommittee 
on Appropriations -- Foreign Op Subcommittee -- and Senator 
Kasten asked some questions about it and frankly felt that at 


this time he shculd not support it. 


Now, I view Senator Kasten's position as one to 
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be subject to ongoing discussions. 

And in view of the broad support this has -- the 
broad bipartisan support, really, in Congress -- I believe 
that this is a matter which we can work through. 

Sir? 

Q Why have you selected these countries 
in particular to visit when there are always so many more 
who are also afflicted by che draught? 

A Well, first of all, Kenya -- I think perhaps 
it's reasonably clear why we select Kenya -- because this 
is a disaster about to happen, if you will. And we think 
the dimensions of it may be very great, indeed, and sizably 
a portion of the whole in another year. 

Now, Mozambique has frankly had one of the most 
severe problems -- not so much because their production 
was markedly less than some other areas; think several 
countries in the Sahel, for example, had just as great pro- 
duction problems -- but, rather, the logistical difficulties 
were much, much more severe. Both Ethiopia and Mozambique 
have perhaps been our most severe logistical situations, 
and we've got a contract in place to try to dea’ with this 
problem and I want to go and see how it's working. 


Senegal, Mauritania, are part of the Sahel -- the 


traditional area of draught -- and are, of course, on the 
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eastern side of the Continent; and it makes sense to 
take a look there too. 

But Mozambique and Kenya in many ways stand out 
as having unique situations to look at. 

Still, what I've done, of course, is I‘ve looked 
at some problems on the east side of the Continent. I've 
looked on the east side and Kenya on the west, and Senegal 
and so forth, and then the south to try to get a bit of a 


broad view. 


4 


don't need the facts as much as I need to see 
and talk to the people. The facts are ones which are 

very competently and steadily put together by our field 

and by the Food for Peace Office headed by Julie Bloch, 
who's here today as a matter of fact, our Assistant 
Administrator for Food for Peace; Terry Lambacher, in charge 
of the Food for Peace Program. 

What I need though is to get a feel. 

We're dealing here with sub-Saharan Africa. I 
might mention that last week, Thursday and Friday, I was 
in Morocco -- which we sort of think of as northern Africa, 
of course, not so much Africa. But Morocco has got some 
real drought problems, and we've provided a lot of drought 


assistance there. 


You go out there and you walk around, wherein 
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sometimes nast you'd have a decent amount of grass, and, 
you know, it looks like a beach. I mean a little stubble 
here is sticking out there and there that's colorless. 
And the dust -- I walked into a little Moroccan villace 
last week. And in Morocco's Islamic society you can't 
sort of walk in hoses and knock on doors. Men are there, 
but it’s not quite the thing to do. 

But I talked to children through an interpreter 
and moved around. I mean it was really uncomfortable 
because the dust got in your eyes, in which it almost 
seemec like an American dust-bowl situation. 

I wasn't around for that, as I don’t think most 
of you people were <-- or any of you -- but, still, the 
drought is real. It's hard to imagine how these peopie 
can continue to deal with it as they have so well. 

Q Could I just as a follow-up on that? 

I was just wondring, for instance, why you weren't visiting 
Zimbabwe, which is now going into a food-deficit situation. 
I wondered whether it was because of problems the U.S. 

hae been having with its food-aid program to Zimbabwe and 
the distribution in Matabeleland. 

A Well -- no. The reason for not visiting 


Zimbabwe are that, you know, we just need to select certain 


places; and other places, as a result, don't get selected 
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to go to, I suppose. But it’s positive as to Senecal, Kenya, 
and so forth. 

We have been concerned about being sure that 
food was distributed throughout Zimbabwe and have expressed 
our strong view to the Zimbabwan Government that that 
be the case. We had been assured that it would be. And, 
in fact, to the best of our information at this time, 
food is being distributed appropriately and non- 
discriminatorily throughout the country, to the best 
of our knowledce. 

What you find in disasters -- and found this 
both in Lebanon, when we were dealinc with that man- 
made disaster, if you will, and in drousht and so forth, 
is you have to continue co monitor it and because problems 
sort of jump up. 

There's no way to systematically,sort of, com- 
pletely organize it, the way we would do in America. 
If something were here, you'd have to watch it, get signals 


where problems are, and gulp. 


(Cont'd on next page.) 








Q What's the status of the $90 million that was 
appropriated or in the Supplemental just a couple weeks ago? 

- We have committed that full $90 million. 

Q Did you already have the $75 million when the 
Secretary General announced that fund? You wanted $75 million 
for the first year and you already had that, or did you have to 
get it? 

A I am not sure just which $75 million you mean 


Q Oh, I thought that -- 


A It is the $90 million, perhaps 

Q Oh, that was $90 million, the initial? 

a Yes. 

Q Oh, I'm sorry I thought it was 75. 

= We were able to draw upon other funds ina 


fashion that we could largely obligate the $90 million in 
anticipation of Congress giving it to us, and that's why just a 
few weeks after Congress has given it to us, it's all gone we 
now have another $60 million which we haven't used which 
Congress has allowed us to utilize -- I mean, Congress has 
Given it to us. That was just passed. Congress has allowed us 
to obligate that, not as the usual procedure would be, just 
through the end of this Fiscal Year, but through March of ‘85. 
In short, we think that we have the monies available 


to do things. There's something else that I think is worth 


talking a few moments about, though, so I'd like to -- the 


President just announced a food initiative, and I'd like to, 
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however, speak of that, not for attribution, as is customary 
when the President makes an announcement that same day. As you 
well understand, Administration officials don't stand up and be 
extensively quoted by name in connection with that, but it 
seems like it wouldn't be fully candid with you to spend all 
this time about Food for Peace and then not talk about that. 
Unless there's other questions about the general situation, let 
me move in -- Jim? 

Q I duct have one Are you likely to sign some PL 


480 contracts before 


A No. I don't think so. It's not that -- that 


isn't the goal 


ON BACKGROUND 





- You've got this right here, do you not? 
(Referring to handout) 

Q Yes. 

a Let me see it one second (Journalist handed 
copy to Briefer) What the President said -- and a fact sheet 
is available at the White House -- again, this needs to be NOT 
FOR ATTRIBUTION -- was a five-point initiative I'm sure we 
can make copies of this, can't we Kate? We've got copies 
here. We'll make some available with our packet if you want 


them. 


But the five points are a prepositioning of grain in 








sel2cted areas in Africa. It takes from 60 to 90 days to get 
food from here to Africa We were just down to Norfolk loading 
up a ship this morning, Secretary Block and myself, that was 
going off to Senegal and Benin. It takes 60 to 90 days to get 
food there. That's quite a longa time. The Europeans, 
incideitally, traditionally don't get food there nearly that 
rapidly, but if you're going to respond to emersencies, you've 
got to have something that works. We're not prepared to 
announce locations, but we are discussing with countries the 
prepositioning of food 

We have done prepositioning, by the way, for some time 
in disaster assistance For example, we have tents and 
blankets and that kind of stuff prepositioned in Italy that 
we've moved around and that were flown to Lebanon at the time 
of the Lebanon disaster emergency help. That's one. 

Two, a special $50 million Presidential fund that can 
be drawr on as emergencies require This would be a fund that 
we'd set up now. We're not suggesting we need the money right 
this minute, but we have found, like the Kenyans and so forth, 
you can never tell for sure, and that fund would -- we would 
have to ask Congress for the authority to operate that fund in 
the flexible manner that we would desire. So we would expect 
to, as I say, ask Congress for their help 

Third, there would be a method that would allow us to 


pay for ocean transport -- PL 480 -- when a country was in 


position so they really need that kind of help. You'll see the 
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detail or you can ask questions if you want. 

Fourth, the creation of a Government tas* force to 
better forecast food shortages and needs We have, of course, 
struggled with this for some time, but, frankly, we're not 
satisfied that we've got these forecasts down to the extent we 
need to We think that we can pull togecher some people within 
the government and perhaps outside that can take a close look 
at our methods to perhaps get a better fix in advance 

And, fifth, establishment of an advisory committee of 
business leaders who can help us think through this in terms of 
the overall agricultural situation 

Any questions about this matter on which, as I say 
again, I do not want to be quoted? 

Q About how many places would you imagine? Maybe 
just one East Coast prepositioning place and one West, one in 
South Africa, or -- 

ns When you think abdDout prepositioning, you think 
about closer locations, and, obviously, with no roads in 
Africa, relatively speaking, you don't talk about 
prescsitioning something inland. Basically, you'd look at 
population centers, you'd look at a way to get into the Sahel, 
you'd look at a way to get in the south. So it leaves one 
option: It will be to look at the marner that you suggested 
But you basically look at coastal logistical efforts. 


Q Does this explain the $50 million, like where it 


comes from and all that? 











= A little bit It explains 


the Acministration 1s ereparec now to -- 


detail, but it does give a general descri 


) This will be an additional 
what's already authorized? 


A The $50 million that -- at 


it to the extent that 
it doesn't explain the 
Stion 


$50 million over 


least for now we wouid 


think about allocating from within overall foreign assistance, 


current level, but the method and from where they'd be taken is 


not set forth as of this moment 


Q Okay Thank you 


a Ladies and gentlemen Nice to be here 


(The briefing concluded at 3:11 p.m.) 
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SENIOR OFFICIAL: Good morning. I would like to 
begin just dy giving a little background on the ocrigin and 
mature of the document that has been distribdutec to you. 

I'm sure that you’re all familiar with the practice 


£ submitting semi-annual reports to the Congress, which 


O 


began following enactment of the Foreign Assistance 
Legislation in 1981, which mandated periodic certification 
with respect to various issues about the situation in El 


Salvador. 





That certification requirement covered human 
rights, control over the armed forces, elections, land 
reform, procress in the cases of murdered American citizens, 
and so forth. 

The legislation expired at the end of che fiscal 
year 1983 and Congress passe. a fwe-standing bill that 
would have continued it in effect in fiscal year 1984 until 
new legislation was enacted. 


The President last November declined to approve 


© that free-standing bill and it did not become law. Nevertheless, 











the Administration undertook to provide voluntary reports 
on the situation in El Salvador, adhering to the similar 
six-month schedule that had been followed, under tne 
certification legislation and covering the same subject 
matter. 

The first such report was submitted in January 
and we distributed it to the press -- and I think had a 
Similar BACKGROUND session at that time. 

Subsequently, the Congress did enact new legisia- 
tion in the urgent supplemental appropriation approved on 
July 2nd, Public Law 98-332. That legislation appropriates 
61.75 million dollars in additional military assistance 
for El Salvador and conditions the obligation of those 
funds upon the submission of a report from the President 
to the Congress stating the President's determination that 
El Salvador's Government has demonstrated progress with 
regard to land reform, elections, freedom of association, 
the rule of law, and termination of activities of death 
squads. 

In addition to that determination, the Congress 
required that the report describe the progress in particu- 
lar aspects of military training, medical evacuation, and 


U.S. military assistance programs. 


The authority to provide that determination and 








and report, as in the case of previous requirements under 
the law, was delegated to the Secretary of State by the 
President and the Acting Secretary of State -- Kenneth Dam 
-- signed the determination and approved and transmitted 
the report to the Congress yesterday. 

Now, the table of contents -- you know, I will 
) not try to go through this lengthy document with you but 
commend it to your careful reading as time permits. 

I would point out that the table of contents 
identifies with an asterisk each of the items that the 


legislation requires be addressed and also includes the 





other elements that we have traditionally included in 
repor~s to the Congress and the public on the situation in 
El Salvador so that those particular required elements 

can be considered in the broader context of the overall 


situation. 





With that structural introduction, I would open 
the floor to your questions. 

Q You say here that there are indications of 
a major guerrilla offensive later this year. What are 
those indications? 

A Well, this really gets into intelligence 


© sources and methods and I can't address those specifically. 


We can state the general conclusion, which is 





© : 


Stated there. It's been stated in a number of public 
statements by senior officials of this Government and 
the Salvadoran Government that we see and hear indications 
that the guerrillas intend to launch a new offensive later 
this year. 
Apart from specific intelligence information, it 
would also be consistent with the pattern that this conflict 
has had over several years -- in which there have been 
sporadic offensives and then the periods when the guerrillas 
were not as active across the board. 
Q But you can't be specific about that. 
© Oo I can't be specific and say what our 
sources of intelligence are ana that sort of thing, no. 
Q Can you be more specific about the increased 
U.S. military assistance that the report calls for? In 
immediately following that conclusion about a major guerrilla 
offensive, are you talking about strictly the amount of money 
that the Administration has asked for to date? 
A Yes. Let me say that the report identifies 
a number of areas where the Government of El Salvador is 
working. We believe it is making progress. With regard 
to economic recovery, we did see a leveling off of what had 


been a rather drastic decline over several years. 


With respect to land reform, we've seen over the 





last few months a substantial increase in definitive titles 
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being issued to the beneficiaries in the Land to the Tiller 





Program. That means that the former owners have received 





compensation, which is a condition for the definitive title 
being issued. 

We have seen some progress in the administration 
of justice, and we have seen some progress in the conduct 
-- increased professionalization and performance by the 
military in protecting the elections and taking the offensive 
to the guerrillas in the eastern part of the country. 

All of these things are resource-dependent. 

The Report of the Bipartisan Commission on 
Central America was submitted last January, and it seems in 


some ways to have become history. But I would like to remind 





you that there is legislation before the Congress that 
passed the House in May -- we hope that the Senate will 
take it up in July -- that calls for a substantial increase, 
not just for El Salvador but a substantial increase in 
resources -- both economic and security assistance -- for the 
countries of Central America. 
For FY '84, we have a supplemental appropriation 
request for El Salvador of 134 million in economic assistance 
and 178 million in military assistance. This urgent supplemental 


that was passed to meet the most immediate needs provides 





a little under 62 million dollars. So there's a substantial 


portion of our supplemental request that remains unfulfilled, 











and we think that prompt action on that would be a major 

boost for the ability of the Duarte Government to achieve 

its objectives -- some of which are outlined in the appendices 
to this repcert -- and to preserve and advance a more 

secure environment in which you can have things like the 

land reform go forward where these farms can be pro- 

ductive and not have the farmers chased away by the 
guerrillas. 

Q If I can follow up on that, ‘ust to be 
clear, so the amount of money that is in that original 
supplemental request is the total amount of money that 
you're asking as a result of this report. You're not 
planning to come in with an additional supplemental. 

A This report does not contemplate any new or 
different legislative or funding requests. The President 
submitted in February a legislative proposal and a request 
for supplemental appropriations and a budget amendment 
for fiscal year 1985. And it is that legislative program 
and that budget that Congress has taken only this partial 
action on thus far and on which we hope they will complete 
action in this session. 


Q Speaking of the 62 million dollars that..the 














Congress already approved, is the State Department going to 
use 32 million dollars of that to replenish the Pentagon 
stocks? 

A Well, the short answer is "Yes"; but let me 
just clarify technically what is involved here. 

In the period that the Salvadoran army was seeking 
to protect the elections and maintain some security in the 
countryside, we were dealing with a situation where 
the amount of money available for military assistance was 
about half what it was last year; and Congress was asked 
to take quick action on the emergency needs. 

It did not complete that action at the time of 
the Easter recess. And the President, after consulting 
with Congress, approved sales to the Government of El 
Salvador of about 32 million dollars in equipment, 
training, ammunition, and other consumable supplies, to 
tide them over while Congress completed action on this 
appropriation. 

Now, that 32 million dollars in material was sold 
out of the stocks of the Defense Department and the training 
resources that were provided. 

The Government of El Salvador signed contracts 


promising to pay, and those bills become due within a 


hundred=-and-twenty days after delivery -- well, they become 
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due when they are delivered, and they must be paid within 
a hundred-and-twenty days. 

So the first 32 million will be used to pay 
those bills of the Government of El Salvador under those 
sales contracts, and that leaves then about 20 -- what 
is it? -- 29.7 million left for additional procurement 
and training for the Salvadoran armed forces. Our request 
and the need is for substantial additional resources. 

Q  Boes the indictment of the killers of the church- 
women release the 22 million dollars, and who judces that? 
Does the State Department make the decision on it? 

A Well, it's a question of &ct. What the law 
said was that -- I go closer to nineteen million that 
was held back -- 

Q Yes. 

A -- under the terms of the continuing reso- 
lution that was enacted last November. That said that 
30 percent of the amount allocated for El Salvador -- which 
turned out to be about 19 million dollars <-- could not be 
spent until there had been a verdict in that case. 

Well, there tas been a verdict -- the unanimous 
verdict by a Salvadoran jury. The verdict was that they 
were guilty. And the five defendants were subsequently 


sentenced by the judge to serve -- although there were 














cumulative sentences because of multiple counts, the 
maximum sentence that is  ,ermissible under Salvadoran law 
is 30 years, and they've all been sentenced to that 30 
years with no possibiiity of parole. 


Q Well, that's new money then that goes 


a Well, it's old money that was held -- 

Q Yes. 

As -- sort of in escrow that has become 
available and has been put to use. 

Q With all these different categories, I 
can see that you're going to have 30 people walk out of 
here with 30 different figures for the total aid 
package to El Salvador. 

Could you go through both economic and military 
for this year? 

Ay Yes. I could, in a summary way, say that 
under the continuing resolution -- maybe we can do the 
military first, to take this 19 million while everybody's 
got that in mind. The continuing resolution provided 64.8 
million dollars. Nineteen million of that was held 
back until there was a verdict in the churchwomen's 


case. 


That verdict was entered in May and the 19 million 
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dollars became available. 


O.K.? 





Q Yes. 

A The Administration requested a supplemental 
appropriation of 178.7 million, in addition to the 64.8 
that had already been appropriated. 

That, by the way, carries throuch on a recommenda- 
tion of the Bipartisan Commission and was part of the package 
of recommendations that was sent to the Congress in February 
-- including substantial increased economic assistance as 


well -- and Congress has acted on the urgent part of that 178.7 





by appropriating 61.7. 


So the difference between 178.7 and 61.7 is the 





amount of the amount of the supplemental that Congress has 
not yet appropriated and which we would like them to act 
on. 

On the economic assistance side, the continuing 
resolution provided for El Salvador 198.6 million and the 
supplemental appropriation request that was a part of this 
comprehensive package to implement the Bipartisan Commission 
requested for El Salvador an additional 134 million for 
this fiscal year. 


Congress has not acted on any of that, which is 





a matter of considerable concern to us, and -- I might add -- 
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to the new government that is trying to begin to implement 
its programs without much in the bank. 

Q And the 120 ESP is part of that 198.6? 

A Now, where did you get that number? 

Q Well, it was, you know, on a piece of 
paper I had. 

The ESP for this year requested was 120 million, 
wasn't it? 

A Por El Salvador? 

Q Yes. 

A Ninety, in the supplemental. A hundred- 
and-twenty is what was already provided under the continuing 
resolution in ESF. 

I gave you gross economic assistance figures. 

Q Yes. 

oy ‘That includes -- if you want to break down 
the economic assistance, I'll do it. But let me just give 
you ESF. 

It's 120 million in the continuing resolution, 
an additional 90 requested in the supplemental. 

Q Well, that surprised me. 

A Please, somebody 1sk me a question without 
any numbers in it. (Laughter.) 


Q Well, this is a numbers question. 
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What I think you told us is that altogether, if 
Congress doesn't act, the Salvadoran military assistance 
for this fiscal year will be 120 million dollars -- 
which is far more and which is the highest level it's ever 
been; isn't that right? 

A No. 

Q O.K. Are you talking about military assistance? 

A Military assistance. 

Q You're talking about military assistance. 
It adds up to the 64.8, plus the 61.7. 

A A hundred and twenty-five. 

Q You're saying that's what has already been 
provided. 

A O.K. That adds up, for a fiscal year, of 
122-123 million -- 

Q Yes. 

Os -- and it had been--in the last couple of 
years, 80-odd million had been the level. 

And as to why the substantial increase, I 
would refer you to the report of the Bipartisan Commission 
-- which pointed out that we are seeking to encourage 
the substantial transformation of the armed forces of 
El Salvador to enable them to conduct humane counter- 


insurgency strategy in opposing a guerrilla force that has 
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© substantial external support, both on the training and 
command-and-control side -- and also on the military- 
supply side. 
The programs of military assistance that we 
have had in the report that we're submitting to Congress 
now highlights in several ways the changes in performance 
within the Salvadoran army. 
Now, that's largely a matter of political 
will, I think, for which we in the United States can't claim 
credit. But I think we've seen quite a change in the per- 
formance of the Salvadoran army over the last couple of 
© years. And I think that our training and our materiel 
support have contributed to that. 
It would be, I think, erroneous and somewhat 
chauvinistic of us to say that we deserve the credit 
for their improved performance, because they're the ones 
who are out there facing the guerrillas. But I think 
that our military assistance programs have made a substantial 
contribution and that there's room for a lot more to be 
done; and they certainly need additional resources to 
have the mobility, to have the communications capability, 
to have the training to carry out the strategies that their 
© leadership is committed to -- and doit in an effective 


way ind protect the economy and the population. 
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Qo Is there a correlation between this 





increased professionalism of the military and the drop 
in the number of, as you say, incidents of politically 
motivated violence? 

an There's no statistical way you can make 
that kind of a correlation. I just -- you know, I don't 
know to -- 

Q Let me make sure that I did this right. 
You list the term 93 there for incidents of politically 


motivated violences. 





oy That's a monthly average -- 
Q Is that deaths? 
A -- over the last five months. 


Those are deaths, yes. 

Q And did you use the same methodology this 
time around that you used before? 

4 We have used the same methodology consistently 
since 1980, which is to rely on published reports of non- 


combat deaths of civilians in the Salvadoran press. And 





we've been through, I know, on other occasions -- and the 
report comments, to some extent, on the fact that there are 


other organizations that use different methodologies. We 


include a chart that has two lines on it. One line is the 
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numbers -- that is, a composite of the private organizations 





which tend to show higher numbers. And one is our line, 
based on the press report, which tends to show lower numbers. 
But by whatever methodology you use, it is interesting 
and somewhat encouraging to see that both lines follow a 
similar trend. 
Q What is the comparable --I mean you have 
93 against figures earlier last year and six months ago, 


but what's the comparable number for the Tutela Legal? 





A Well, I don't know that we have Tutela Lecal 





as such. We have the composite figure that shows it's over 


200. 





Q Right. 

A We do then have an appendix on Tutela Legal 
methodology -- 

Q Right. 

ay -- which indicates that it appears that, at 


least to some extent, they also rely on press reports -- 


Q Right. 
a -- and then pick them up in their figures. 
Q Right. I guess my question is: Would 


Tutela Legal show the same comparative decrease? Tutela 





Legal, as your “gures show it. 





A You were at the chart there in your own copy, 
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and that top line is a composite that includes Tutela 





Legal and several others. 

I think the short answer to your question is 
"Yes." If you took each of the private organizations 
separately, the line wouldn't be quite the line that 
you have on the chart, but all of the lines would be 
moving in the same direction -- downward, yes. 

Q Can I come back to the military aid for 
just a second? 

Is the Administration considering using its 


own Air Force to bring air strikes into -- 





A No. 

QO -- El Salvador? 

A No. 

Q Is it considering using Honduran air force 


flights to accomplish that goal? 
A No. And I'm agoina to make clear I'm not 
going to taik about contingency planning, which was a 


question that was addressed in one of the newspapers this 





morning. And there are all kinds of contingency plans, 


but we don't have any plans to do either of those things. 


© 
Hi 
rh 


those things came about without con- 


tingency plans or without the pians -- whatever -- (laughter) 





-- if those things came about, would the funding for that 
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come out of the supplemental requests? 

A If something that we don't plan to do were 
to come about, it would be because we then changed our 
mind; and I'll have to address that on some other occasion 
-- if something came about. I just can't deal with some- 
thing that's that hypothetical, I'm sorry. 

Q Well, it’s not included in the contingency 
package. 

A No. The money that we have requested for 
military assistance to El Salvador, without planning to 
do the kincs of things that you refer to, is not intended 


to be used to do those things. I mean I just can't deal 





with it. 

Q Can you say anything, or does the report 
say anything, about whether the flow of arms from Nicaragua 
-- which used to be such a big thing around here <-=- no 
longer exists -- or is there anything in there on that? 

And, also, are the rebels still getting -- how 
mucn of U.S. weaponry goes tc the rebels? 

a We do address in the report that the reports 
that we have on lost or captured weapons from the Salvadoran 
forces are really quite low. And we do not think that 


there is a disproportionate loss of weapons to the Salvadoran 





guerrillas by the armed forces. 
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It was interesting to hear a former guerrilla, 
who's been in town this week on one of the radio shows, 
Say that he was told by his leaders to claim that the 
weapons were bought from corrupt officers and that sort 
of thing when, in fact, they had been shipped in from 
Nicaragua -- just an interesting sidelight: There's 
no need to get into statistical information here on that 
other than the reported loss rate, I think, from the 
Salvadoran armed forces is about seven-percent loss for 
small arms. 

Q tI*ll -- 

Q Just to follow up on that, Fred Ikle testi- 
fied before Congress that 40 percent of the guerrilla 
arms, he thought, were formerly Salvadoran army equipment. 
Does this represent a change in that number? 

A Well; all of these numbers are very soft 
numbers. The fact that we have a seven-percent loss rate 
rep orted doesn't tell us how many Josses aren't reported. 
The fact that you have a study for one region for one 
short period of time that comes up with that 40-percent 
number coesn't mean that that’s a vaiid number for the 


country as a whole or over a sustained period cf time. 


It's also important to bear in mind that the 
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guerrillas doesn't have as many arms as the Salvadoran 





armed forces do and to say that 40 percent of the guerrilla 
arms came from the government is not the same as saying 
that 40 percent of the arms we sent to the government wert 
to the guerrillas. 

So we think -- you know, there are some arms 
that have gone to the guerrillas. We don't think that 
that is as serious a problem as some have suggested it 
to be. 

Q And do you think there's an improvement 


in that situation? 





A Improvement -- I think that the one thing 
you can say is that we do know that some of the guerrillas 
who have turned themselves in and who have been captured 
have complained of shortages and have had relatively 
small amounts of ammunition on their person -- which 
Suggests that something is working. ktitner tne interdiction is 
working or the loss rate is down. But that's sort of anecdotal. 
I'm very leery of statistics in this subject 
because we're really dealing with unknown efforts to conceal 
facts and the guerrillas have an interest in distorting 
those facts. 


I think, as -- was it Montenegro? -- was recounting, 





if you give credence to that, it would suggest that you 
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shouldn't believe everything that you hear. 


Q Mr. Duarte has been President a month 
now -- 
A Yes. 
Q -- and the Archdiocese said just the other 


day that there were 134 deaths in June. 
I'm wondering: Have you seen any improvement in 
that month he's been in office? Can you look at anything 


statistically and say it's better or not any different or 


the same -- or worse? 
A I'd say first of all it's too soon to tell. 
I think that the report -- you know, six months from 


now -- will be a more interesting opportunity to assess 
how successful President Duarte has been in implementing 
his program. I don't think there's much serious question 
about his intentions. 

I would urge you to look at his inaugural address, 
which is excerpted in the back of this report; and the 
question is: Will he be successful in carrying out his 
intentions? 

And I don't think we're going to be able to tell 
on the basis of one month. 


Now, as to the specific point o: deaths, I don't 
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think it was the Archdiocese but it was Tutela Legal 








that made the assertion. And that's one of these that doesn't 
have anything behind it other than a number. 

I don't know that that is an accurate number, 
based on what we have seen in analyzing the numbers that 
have been used. You have to take -- you know, approach that 
with some suspicion as to its accuracy. I think President 
Duarte was asked about it the other day and said: “Does 
anybody have any information? Who are these people who were 
killed?” 

From what we know, we don't see, in the first 


month of the Duarte Administration, a major turn- 





around for the worst in terms of civilian violence. Whether 
the favorable trend, that has been continuing for some time 
now, will continue, will be accelerated -- whether it will 
be aborted and turn sour -- you can't tell on the basis of 
One month what the next six months or the next year of 


the Duarte Administration wiil have. 


Q On the other side -- 
Q I'd like to follow on that, excuse me. 
You didn't answer the -- you don't have anything 





in the report on whether you're still getting anything in 
} from Nicaragua? Has that been slowed to a trickle down 


to a mob or something? 
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an We have various reports. I think we will 
have something that we'll be able to put out sometime in 
the near future about Nicaraguan support. 

We have no doubt of the continuation. It is 
something chet ebbs and flows. It is something thac is carried 
out in a manner that is attempted to be hidden from us 
and from the Salvadorans, and I do not have -- you know, 

I can't give you statistics on rounds of ammunition or 
numbers of rifles -- or we can't have charts on something 
like that. 

Q Can I just follow on that? 

MODERATOR: We have time for one more. 

A O.K. This is the only thing to heaven. 
(Laughter. ) 

Q The question back -- of human rights again. 


Yesterday, as well as the Tutela Legal figures, two 





Salvadorean human-rights groups charged that the Duarte 
Government, since coming into office, is persecuting 
them directly in attempting to hush their demands by threaten- 
ing and intimidating them through various measures. 

Do you think that -- in your mind, is there any 
evidence now that that is not the case? 

A That's a nice question. (Laughter. ) 


I just don't know of that particular allegation. 
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From what I know of President Duarte, my own 
impressions of him as a human being, my knowledge of 
people that he has put into responsible positions in 
his government, I find that an incredible assertion. 
This seems out of character with the man who, I think, 
is a true proponent of human rights -- who wants to see 
a better country for the people of El Salvador and is 
going to work very hard to achieve that. 

So I'm surprised at that assertion. I know 
nothing about it, and it seems to me out of character. 

Q Yes. Well, specifically, they charged 


that the military has kidnapped human-rights activists 





from two groups and that former political prisoners who 
had been given amnesty had been killed by the army after 
being let out. 

A Well, anybody can say anything, obviously; 
and maybe the fact that they're able to say those things 
in El Salvador is itself some cause for comfort that 
freedom of speech is alive and well. 

But I hadn't heard that before and I just can’t 
comment on it. 

I could say on the military the renort refers to 


the newer ESF procedures that were inaugurated in December 





requiring that arresting officers be in uniform or identify 
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themselves -- that notification go co the Human Rights 
Commission, to families and the Red Cross. 

And we know that measures have been taken to 
enforce those procedures and that they're generally being 
followed and there's a policy of the Duarte Government to 
continue them in effect. 

So all of this, you know, seems to run counter 
to that specific allegation; but I can't confirm or deny 
it because I haven't heard of it before. 

Q O.K., thank you. 

(Whereupon, at 11:44 a.m., the BACKGROUND 


briefing was concluded. ) 
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MR. SIMS: All right. This briefing will be on 
BACKGROUND, attributable to a Senior Administration Official and for 
your information only, not for publication. 


We're handing out the tentative summary schedule for 
your information now. We'll have more information Wednesday when 
we put out the full schedule. 


Q Why can't we be on the record? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All right. We've 
got coming up what constitutes a first for the Caribbean region, in 
that the -- virtually all of the heads of government for that region 
are going to gather together, starting tomorrow night, the 17th and 


closing at midday on the 19th, at the University of South Carolina, 
down in Columbia. 


At the invitation of the university which, through its 
President, Doctor James Holderman, communicated to us back in January, 
beginning of the year, that he felt, they felt that it was -- the 
events of 1983 had focused attention, in sort of a new way, on the -- 
on the Caribbean. And that this would be an opportunity to take a 
look -- for the leaders of the Caribbean -- to take a look at the 
situation that they faced in the -- in the coming years. And so, 
they began this initiative in January; they are the organizers of 


the Conference. They've been the one's who're doing the 
invitations. 


We have been supportive from the outset. We thought 
it was a good idea and had liked it. There -- we are -- are really 
participating observers or observing participants, in that there 
are a series of meetings, which I'll go into in a little bit, where, 
basically, it's only the Caribbean heacs who meet. Then there is -- 
there'll be a session where a high level team from the Executive 
Branch, representing a number of agencies, will get together with 
those heads in private sessions and discuss matters of common interest. 


And then, the U.S. participation will culminate when 
the President comes down on the 19th and has a private -- fully 
private session with the leaders; a working session. And then 
participates further in a working lunch with them and then, I think, 
as your summary schedule probably shows, makes some remarks, along 
with some of the leaders. 


We see this as a chance to encourage what is really 
going to be a major answer to the -- the long term -- to the future 
of that Caribbean region, which is, with -- with 20 million people, 
some 250 little plots of ground, little islands down there, that -- 
that these people have got to work together, we think, if they're 
going to -- to satisfy the basic aspirations of their populations, 
of the people of the region. There is just no way that external 
assistance or involvement is going to solve those basic problems. 
Those people have to do it together, they've got to get together 
and work. p+ 


wr” 


-2- 


Now, we're coming out of -- or they, literally, are 
coming out of the NASA, CARICOM heads meeting; thet's the Caribbean 
common market, which has thirteen members, 
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but there'll be others at this meeting who are not members of that 
group. There's no single regional organization down there that 


is -- has as its -- has full membership from all those Caribbean 
states. 


So, we see this as an opportunity to encourage these 
people to continue and expand the cooperation that will allow 


them to look at seriously some of the very real challenges the 
face. 


And those challenges are two kinds: They've got 
security challenges in that there has consistently been a low 
level of -- but active one -- of radical political activity 
in a region which by and large is marked by the existence of 
Gemocratic governments which have -- are marked by governments 
in power, loyal opposition, all the rest, and where you've had 
peaceful changes of government over the years without any great 
difficulty. Most of them, as you know, are based on the European 
parliamentary, democratic model. They don't follow our systen. 


But they've got basic democratic institutions. Those 
institutions work to a greater and lesser degree. We think that 
that's the basis for an awful lot of hope for the future. 


Then, we have a series of economic problems for the 
region. And you'll be getting some more detail on this, as I 
understand it -- probably the next day or two -- in the form of 
handouts. But you've got growing populations in small islands 
and highly educated populations compared to most of the less 
developed world. Some of these islands are — 90, 95 percent 
literacy -- again, education systems which are really out of the 
19th century, in some cases. And there's nothing really wrong with 
that, I guess, except that they're preparing a lot of young people 
for university educations, and they don't prepare very many 
engineers or technicians or computer programmers and that sort 
of thing. So, they've got those kinds of problems. 


The -- We see this meeting as the opportunity for the 
leaders themselves -- and that's the way the University wanted to 
set it up <= was, in effect, give them the chance in shirt-sleeves 
and informally to meet together, walk around together, talk together. 


ned I think that it has every prospect of giving that opportunity, 
And we have encouraged it. 


It etarts off -- I'll give you <= let me give you just 
a quick rundown of the schedule. That won't take long, and then 
‘Ll give you a list of the -- I'll read through the participants 
for you. But that’s still somewhat tentative. 


Tomorrow evening, they arrive -- I think at this juncture 
of those who've accepted -- virtually all will arrive tomorrow. 
So, they'll have an evening event, a Southern barbecue, and -- 
given by the University. Then, they get up in the morning on 
Wednesday; they have a session really that takes them through the 
whole morning. It's going to be -- the working sessions will be 
chaired by Prime Minister Eugenia Charles from Dominica whom 
some of you may have met before. There's a working 
lunch, and at that lunch, subject to confirmation, our Treasury 
Secretary Mr. Regan will make some very informal remarks. Then, 


he runs a session which is really a discussion of debt, economic 
restructuring for the region. 





Then, the afternoon, from roughly 2:30 p.m. te 5:30 p.m, 
we have a combined working session which will be chaired 
John Compton, Prime Minister of St. Lucia, who will work closely 
with Acting Secretary of State Dam who heads the U.S. support 
team which will go into a wide range of issues. The team has 
representatives from Commerce, OPIC <= the Overseas Private 
Insurance Corporation -- AID, and, of course, State Department. 
That evening -- there will be a press briefing that afternoon by 
the Caribbean Chairpersons Charlies and Compton 


| 
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Then that evening there is a reception and a dinner 
at which the University Choir will sing. I'm told that's a 
very cooé thing. 


Then on Thursday morning, the delegations meet again 
at a working breakfast, which U.S. Trade Representative Brock 
will hold forth. That session will be chaired from the Caribbean 
side by Nicholas Brathwaite, who's Chairman of Grenada's Interim 
Government, Interim Advisory Council. 


Then starting around mid-morning, President Reagan 


arrives and you all can pick up on that schedule that you have 
for that. 


Q Is the Regan and the 8111 Brock session open 
to press coverage? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. Wo, none of 
those working sessions will be open to the press or to public. 


Let's see. Coming -- if you don't have this al- 
ready, just very quickly -- Antigua and Barbuca, it'll be the 
Deputy Prime Minister Lester Bird: from Barbardos, the Foreign 
Minister is going to represent Prime Minister Tom Adams, who 
has a bi-election on the 19th that he considers very important. 


From Dominica, we have Prime Minister Charles, as 
I mentioned; President Salvador Jorge Blanco, whom some of you 
have net before, will be there from the Dominican Republic; 
Nick Brathwaite from Grenada. The Haitians will send their 
UN Permanent Representative. It's kind of interesting to 
even have Haiti show up at something like this. The University 
was anxious to get some representation. And, as some of you 
probably know, the President, Jean-Claude Duvalier, I don't 


think has left the country for many, many years. I think since 
=_ he was 17 or something. 


Q I don’t blame him. (Laughter. ) 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Anyway, Prime 


Minister Seaga from Jamaica, Prime Minister Kennedy Simmonds 
from St. Kitts-Nevis <-- 


Q He's afraid he'll lose his job. 

Q Could I ask Bob if -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 

Q -- he could get this list out to us? 
MP. SIMS: Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 





Q Can we get this list? 

SENTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 

St. Lucia, Compton. 

Then, the -- you know there are a- group of still 


éepertent but self-governing, virtually autonomous states in 
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the region: Anguilla, the British Virgin Islands, Netherlands 
Antilles, Turks and Caicos. They're coing to be represented 


by 
their heads of government, the chief minister or prime minister, 
as he's called, in that area. 


_ And we will have representatives from Puerto Rico 
and from the U.S. Virgin Islands, as well. 


The French dependencies, Martinique and Guadalupe 
and French Guiana, have been invited and the University is working 
with Paris on their participation. If it happens, it's my under- 
standing it would be the prefect and the head of the National 
Assembly from each French dependency. 

Q What's the count, basically? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The count? 

Q The count. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What isthe total 
now? We're up to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- fifteen. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Fifteen. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Fifteen from the 
Caribbean. 


Q What about Guyana? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Guyana has not 
accepted the invitation. 


Q Is Castro invited? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon me? 
Q Castro? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. The University 
4id not invite Cube. 


Q Why? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Speculation: 
Probably didn’t think it << 


Q Would he have been allowed to come? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: was conducive to -- 
Q Would he have gotten a visa to come? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Interesting question. 
(Laughter. ) 


* Suriname -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Suriname was in- 
vited and had indicated that the Prime Minister would attend, 
told the University the he would attend, but then got word that 
since Lt. Col. Bouterse, who's the -- I guess, the head of 
state, was going to be out of the country, the Prime Minister 
felt that he should not be and he realiy didn't choose to 
send a representative. So, they will not attend. 


MORE 














Q Is this supposed to be a celebration of 
the Grenada invasion? I notice the President's going on the 
day that Grenada is on the agenda. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On Grenada? Oh, 
you mean, just -- Oh, because Chairman Brathwaite is chairing 
that breakfast? No, they're different. The President won't 


attend that. But, no, it is not supposed to be a celebration 
of Grenada. 








It was interesting that at their CARICOM heads of government in 


Nassau, Grenada wasn't discussed. We really don't expect it to 
be a major item here. 


Q Did you mention Trinidad and Tobago? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They were invited 
and have not accepted. 


Q Will we have any new initiatives to offer? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q Well, what are the security -- what are you going 
to be talking about in terms of security, the threat and -- what 
are you going to talk about if Grenada is not in the picture? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think it's just 
a review of the bidding -- well, look at it -- post-Grenada. What 
does the Caribbean look like now? I would expect that all of these 
leaders have indicated to us in their conversations with us that 
chey remain concerned about radical, political elements, some of 
whom are receiving support from Cuba and others, in the region and 
we think they are in the process of, in effect, defining the threat 
to security in the region as -- in the wake of, if you will, the 
events of late 1983. And we would expect them to continue to discuss 
that. We really don't think that security is going to take up as 
much time in their discussions, in their own deliberations -- nor 


in ours -- as will the economic developmental, general political 
situation. 


Q What's the President's message gcing to be to these 
people when he meets with them, and what is his overall thrust? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are delighted that 
you people are coming together to discuss your problems. We want 
you to continue to do that. We encourage you to do it. And anything 
we can do to help you in that discussion, in those deliberations, 
we think will be t- everybody's mutual benefit. 


Q nere's not going to be a discussion of U.S. aid 
or U.S. help in te security area or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not in -- he's not taking 
any message in either of those areas except to say that, in effect, 


we are interested, we are concerned. We see it as matters which need 


to be discussed. But no new programs, no initiatives, no headlines 
there. (Leughter.) 


Q No headlines there. 
-- guarantee that. 


You want to bet? 


mo oO oO 


-- countries that criticized the Grenada invasion, 
none of them is coming. Bahamas, Belize, Guyana, and Trinidad- 
Tobago. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q How do you interpret this refusal to come? I mean -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, as I understand 
it, each has a good -- a reason that it considers good for not coming. 
For instance, in Belize, Prime Minister Price indicates that he's 
got elections coming up, he's got a hot political scene, and that 
he doesn't feel that he can take the time to be away. And each of 
the others has something similar. And I think, at this point, I 
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think we have to remember that one of the extraordinary features 

of this is that these little economies are going to spend the money 
to send these people out to another meeting, and I think that the 
University itself was very concerned that they might not be willing 
to do that. They are, but some of them clearly, for that reason 

or another, found themselves unwilling to participate. 


Q Are they, in fact, spending the money to send the 
people to this meeting? Or who's financing the whole thing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: These people are fi- 
nancing their own participation. That is, the travel expenses 
are being paid by the University at South Carolina. 


Q What about expenses in South Carolina? Is the 
U.S. government picking up the tab for that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no. This is a 
University of South Carolina initiative, a venture of theirs, and 
entirely funded by them as far as the events on the ground down there. 


Q Are there -- 


Q The CBI -- I guess it's going to be a focus of the 
talks, obviously. "3 there any intention to see how it stands now 
to do something else about. it, and where does it stand actually? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, where it stands 
is the implementation of the real guts of the CBI began in January 
of this year. Twenty cf twenty-seven potential beneficiaries were 
Gesignated on or just before December 3lst. So it's six months in. 


Basically, looking at what the results are, there's 
just not a whole lot on the record in that period of time because 
what you're talking about is shifts in patterns of trade and in basic 
investment, and those are the kinds of decisions that don't get done 
right away. 


Nonetheless, there have been a lot of issues that have 
come up about CBI implementation. It turns out that a lot of these 
governments don't know something about our customs and they're not 
equipped and familiar with dealing with that sort of thing. 


We think that there will be discussions about how the 
United States -- and these will be with the technical crew that's 
down there -- about how the United States can help them, and we'll 
be suggesting to them how they can help themselves take advantage of 
this twelve years of free trade access and look at it and see what 
the reading is from their side as well. 


Q I understand that from the text element -- I mean, 
of the package, there has been no singie agreement between the U.S. 


and any of the potential beneficiaries about exchange of information 
that could make possible -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is a convention 
tax write-off, in effect, a convention tax deduction. If a cow :try 
is acreeable to an exchange of certain bank information with us, 
then we will allow that country to benefit from a convention tax 
write-off. So conventioneers going there from the U.S. can write it 
off and that we hope will encourage tourism, which is darned important 
in the region. 


I think that the Dominican Republic is very close to 
closing such an agreement with us, and Jamaica. And we have it with 
Jamaica. And others are still talking about it actively. But it's 
a major negotiation, as you might imagine, because it effects a lot 
of them very deeply. 


Q What countries are these radicai elements so -- 
you know, such a threat, being supplied by Castro or the Soviets? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you've got, in 
each of the island Caribbean states, one degree or another, you've ) | | 
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got -- there is an active and very violent, we believe, Communist 
Party element in the Dominican Republic. We see the same kinds of 
activity in Guadalupe, in Martinique. Those are the French depart- 
ments. You go to Saint Lucia, Dominica, the small island states. 
And it's not as if it's new. Some of these have had trouble before. 
Back in ‘79, back in ‘80 there were these kinds of things. 


Each has them. They are -- I guess the safest way to 
describe them is that they are certainly not popularly supported 
in that they are neither large nor do they seem to have captured the 
imagination of very many of the populations down there. But they 
are a steady point of concern for the governments in the region. 
And they are a point of concern for the loyal opposition as well. 
When you talk to the labor movement in St. Kitts-Nevis, they express 


the same concerns as does the group that is currently governing 
that island state. 


Q Well, are these people going to talk about putting 
together a unified approach, or something, to deal with this radical 
element, or is that one of the things on the table? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I suspect that there 
may be some discussion of some sub-regional effort. We don't see, 
ourselves, that you're ever going to have a major Caribbean security 
system or defense force, that sort of thing. The Eastern Caribbean 
States have had for several years now what they call a regional 
security system. It's that organization of Eastern Caribbean States 
that you've probably heard of plus Barbados membership. And they 
are in the process, those states are, at this point, trying to 
work out for them the most sustainable, affordable kind of approach 
to security that they can find and the most practical. So that's 
the kind of thing that they'll talk about in general terms. But, 
again, nothing specific. 


Q Is the U.S. going to talk about any help in that 
sense or is that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We've encouraged them -- 
well we provided this peace-keeping money, post-Grenada, to help 
form 80-man special services units which are really taking police 
and bringing them up to another level of competence, which I charac- 
terize as sort of a SWAT team approach, which a.lows 4 police force 
to deal with organized violence, whether it's politically or otherwise 
inspired. The problem has been that with the small and traditional 
police sort of thing and no military establishment on any of these 
islands -- if you've got 25 or 30 people together who are organized 


and reasonably well-equipped, they could probably paralyze the situ- 
ation and maybe even do worse. 


So we helped them in the fall and in the ensuing months. 
And so we will continue to encourage that. We'll describe that 
situation, I imagine, in talking to them. And where we are now is 
that we continue to encourage those Eastern Caribbean States to 
so on and talk about cooperating among themselves with command 
communications control sort of activities. But we don't encourage 
them at all to get involved in army building. 


Q Are you involved in the Mariel -- 

MR. SIMS: Last question. 

Q -- negotiations of the prisoners? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not at all. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 10:57 A.M. ED? 
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MR. SIMS: This briefing is on background. It's 


attributable to a senior aiministration official, for your information 
only and not for publication. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You have the President's 
statement, and I don't have anything to add to that. I'd be happy 
to take your questions. 


Q Why was this done in so much secrecy, including the 
initialing of something that is a real advancement in U.S.-Soviet 
relations, I guess? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't think it <-- 
Q Question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question was: Why 
was this done in such secrecy? I don't think that's correct. I mean, 
the fact that I'm here, and we're discussing it with you, doesn't make 
it a secret event. And the Soviet -- 


Q Well, it's after the fact -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And the Soviet Union 
understood that the signing, the initialing, would become public -- 
and the fact that an agreement was reached. 


Q Well, was it at their request? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. We discussed with 
the Soviets the ground rules for how we would present this agreement. 


9 Did the Soviet Union ask you to downplay the 
publicity? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, we're free -- each 
is completely free to address the agreement, to say what we would 
like to say about it. 


°) Was there a distinct Soviet interest in the U.S. 


not portraying this as a breakthrough in renewed dialogue between the 
‘wo sides? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we -- the President 
calls it a small -- a “modes: but positive step” -- and I think that's 
an accurate description. I don't think there is any disagreement 
sectween the United States and the Soviet Union over what this arrange- 
ent represents. It's a good beginning to a process of enhanced 
communication; to building confidence, and managing potential crises. 
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Q How does it avert misunderstanding? In what way -- 
in lay terms -- what would that be? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, let me give you a 
Sew exam>les, and maybe our -- my colleacues -- might want to add 
somethine to this. We already, of course, have a Hotline capability, 
and, in the past, we have used it. Publicly, for example, Presidents 
have noted that the Hotline was used in the 1967 and the 1973 Middle 
East Wars. What this arrangement provides is an ability to expedite 
communications and to provide gravchic material. 


I am told, for example, in transmitting written material, 
that this will provide a three-fold increase in terms of sending 
material in a given period of time. Let me put that differently -- 
suppose we needed to send the Soviet Union a two-page document. 

My understanding is that currently that takes about 6 minutes. We 
would now be able to provide that Soviet -- provide the Soviet Union 
with that two-page document in less than 2 minutes. Now, that's 

a three-fold increase. 


Now, in a crisis situation -- a situation involving the 
neec to take decisions very rapidly -- a reduction of the time required 
from 6 minutes to under 2 minutes could be very important when 
important decisions had to be made. 


In addition, we wil) be able to provide graphic material 
includine maps, for example, to  -e another. There are instances, 
or have been instances, where we chink it would have been useful to 
Go so. You all recall two incidents in the last few years where 
Soviet satellites were disintegrating, and entering the atmosphere. 
We would 
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be able in such a circumstance to exchange trajectory information, 
maxe -~- so that neither side would become alarmed or confused about 
whet that represented. So, we think that the ability, here, to 
provide information, to provide more detailed information to clear 


up misuncerstandings and to save time in a potential crisis situation 
is a very useful thing to have. 


Q When -- 


Q Were you talking about a telex machine that sends, 
now at the rate of 64 words a minute, and replacing it with a 
facsimile machine that sends a pace a minute? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What we're talking about 
is enhancing che existing teletype machine with the ability to send 
facsimiles. But, let me ask my colleague to give you the -- a 
more precise and technical explanation. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you. The existing 
teletype system that is in place, will remain in place and in 


Operation. The facsimile will be added to that and be augmerting 
the existing systen. 


Q When will it be put in and how much does it cost? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not -- I don't have 


an eStimate of the cost. My colleague might be able to help you on 


thet. We project that this will be installed over the next 18 to 
24 months. 


. Will American experts do the installation in 
Moscow also? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Would my colleague like 
to answer that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo -- 
Q What's the question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Will American experts 
install the machines in Moscow? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We would expect the 
American experts to do the system integration, but installation 
will be performed by the Soviets on their end. 


Q What companies? What companies? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are various firms 
involved. 


Q What do you mean, integration? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Marrying our system and 
their systen. 


Q Has the hotline been used during the Reagan 
ad-inistration? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: i don't want to comment 
on that. 


. Could you tell us a little bit about the current 
round of negotiations? Was the agreement ready to be signed on Friday 
when they broke for lunch and had the lunches at the Soviet Embassy -< 
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Sut just -- it was a matter of working out the arrangements for the -- 
for the initialing, itself, that held it over the weekend? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. I think I can be 
quite precise on this. It was not the arrangements that led to any 
Gelay, and, in fact, there was -- there was no delay. We never had 
@ precise date or time in mind for the agreement. The substance of 
the agreement was reached late last week. It was only -- it was 
necessary for the Soviet negotiating team here to send the acreement 
back to Moscow and get the approval of the people in Moscow. So it -- 
they dicn't get the green light until yesterday, so we were able to 
sign it this morning; initial it this morning. 


Q The President, in the last paragraph of his statement 
says, “ This is an appropriate technical improvement to the hotline.” 
Do you or the administration, view this as a step, in any way, in 
arms control? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION: Well, we do believe that it is 
a step in arms control. All arms control agreements are technical 
2n nature. We think, in terms of categorizing it, it is net an 
agreement that limits numbers of weapons. It's an agreement that 
fits into the area of confidence building measures. 


And, I just might remind vou of the history, here. 
There has been interest, both in the Executive Branch and in the 
Goncress, in building confidence; looking for ways to avoid crisis 
and to manage crisis, if they occur, more effectively. There were 
some proposals made by the late Senator Jackson, Senator 
Nunn and Senator Warner, and at the same time, there was an intensive 


study undertaken by the U.S. government on proposals that we migh> 
make to the Soviets. 


Roughly a year ago or so, we privately raised this 
subject with the Soviets and we proposed four steps that we thought 
we should take with the Soviet Union. The first step was to upgrade 
the existing hotline. The second step was to provide direct 
communication links between the Ministries of Defense; our Department 
of Defense and the Soviet Ministry of Defense, so there would be a 
military to military channel of communication. 


The third step was to enhance the communications between 
our embassy in Moscow and the 
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State Department and their Embassy here, and their Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs. And the fourth was to work out ways of communicating and 
Gealing with terrorist incidents involving nuclear weapons. 


Now, the Soviets have indicated an interest in this 
fourth area -- this question of nuclear terrorism -- and we hope to 
pursue that area with the Soviets. So far the Soviets have not been 
willing to address the other two categories, that is the military- 
to-militery communications and the enhanced communications between 
Embassies and Ministries of Foreign Affairs. So, but -- at least as 
I was saying before, we've begun this process. We don't want to 
exaggerate its significance. You should ask the Soviets whether it 
represents a new development in the overall U.S.-Soviet relationship. 


Our position is very clear. We want to make progress 
on these issues; we're open to further confidence-building measures; 
and we will be following up with the Soviets when we can. 


My colleague -- do you want to add -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, that's fine. 


Q Why did they strike out in Stockholm then -- with 
Goodby? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sorry -- 


Q Why 4id Goodby strike out-- on these other things? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I wouldn't say 
that Ambassador Goodby struck out. I would say that we've made, as 
you know, in the President's Dublin speech. a proposal there. We're 
willing to listen to the Soviet proposals if they're willing to listen 


to ours. And that negotiation has just got underway, and we hope to 
make progress there. 


Q Has a date been set for the start of consultations 
on the nuclear terrorism issue? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. Not as yet. Although 
we are Ciscussing the issue in diplomatic channels. 


Q What's your -- 


Q Wasn't there a confidence-building measure that 
involved some kind of a command center with the U.S. and Soviets? 
What happened to that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that was never a 
proposal of either the -- of the U.S. Executive Branch or the Soviet 
Union. It was a proposal or an idea that's been raised on Capitol 
Hill. And we have examined that concept in terms of this -- of a -- 
of this major study we have undertaken. We have not yet gone to the 
Soviets with such a proposal. But what we think is <-- this process 


that we are getting underway will build confidence and reduce the 
prospect for crises. 


Q What is your assessment now of the outlook for 
talks on space weapons? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I can only really 
describe our position on that, which is that we plan to be in Vienna, 
on September 18th. We <-- there are no preconditions on our side for 
going to those negotiations. And when we arrive in Vienna we will 
have serious ideas about how to make procress in the area of outer 
space asms control. 
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Q I have a couple technical questions. Can we nail 
Gown exactly at how many words a minute this machine transmits -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it's -- it's not 
a-- you can't say “words per minute” because it is a facsimile 
transmission device. It's like if you take a document -- one page or 
two-page -- and you put it in this machine and it comes out the other 


end. And I gave you a two-page document as a little less than two 
minutes. 


Q Oh. Okay. 
Q Was there any thought given to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: My colleague would 
like to -- 


Q Was there any thought given to -- I'm sorry -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me just add on 
that -- you can fit as many, you can transmit as many words through 
facsimile as you can fit on a page, and it takes a minute to send a 
page. 


Q Oh, okay -- thanks. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: So, if you write small, 
you can get a lot of words in there. (Laughter.) 


And you had one? 


Q No, it's all right. My question's answered. 


Q How is the Hotline linked with the Pentagon? How 
is that information relayed to the White House? Is it received here 


simultaneously? Or does it have to be relayed after it comes into 
the Pentagon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sorry, I don't want to 
Giscuss that. 


Q You said you'd have ideas on arms control when you 


go to the -- to Vienna. Does this mean we are insisting on bringing 
up INF and -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, what I said was -- 
and I didn't say arms control -- I said -- 


Q What did you say? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- I said we will have 
serious ideas on outer space arms control. But I'm -- as the man 
once said, I'm glad you asked me that question, because we also think 
that the problem of outer space arms control, anti-satellite weapons, 
is related to other weapons. I'll remind you that we have reconnaissance 
satellites in space that count the systems on both sides. We have 
early warning satellites that warn of any attack, so -- 


Q “= going to insist on bringing up the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <- so we think the 
problem of offensive nuclear arms should be addressed in Vienna. But 
you -- as I earlier said, we are not approaching the Vienna talks 
with any preconditions. 











Q Who will lead the delegation on September 18tn? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is a decision that 
has not been taken. 


Q Has the U.S., now, developed these proposals? You 
Say they will be ready by September, but are they -- what stage are 
they in? 


SENIOR.ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are in the process 
of addressing these issues internally. 


Q Have received the formal res se from 
Soviets, yet, on the Vienna talks? ~— =e 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, they have given 
us a proposal, which they made public, and we have responded to that 
proposal. And we have responded positively. 


Q Was there a formal response to the President's 
messace, the President's letter to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry, I can't 
Giscuss that, those communications. 


Q Why wasn't the happy signing ceremony this morning 
Gone in public as other such signings have been? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, as I mentioned 
last week -- 


Q Champagne? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <= we discussed the 
arrangements, there was champagne, in fact. (Laughter.) We discussed 
the arrangements with the Soviet Union. They were amenable to 
holding a reception following the initialing ceremony. There was «a 
photographer, a State Department photographer present at that 
reception. And I believe that, in a little while, we will have a 
photograph of that event for you. 


Q But why wasn't it open to press coverage? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We discussed -- 

Q In a free society? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, unfortunately, we 
are dealing with the Soviet Union and they don't necessarily agree 
with our definition of a free society. 


Q -- you drew a distinction -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would have loved to 
have had you there. 


Q Ma. Ha. Ha. 


Q You drew a distinction between initialing and 
signinc. Was it initialed simply because it was an addendum or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. You 


should get this correct. It was initialed because that is just the 
diplomatic procedure of this exchange of notes. 
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Q Is the answer to the question that the Soviets did 
mot want it to be a public ceremony? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think you should 
probably address that question to the Soviets. 


Q Do your remarks regarding Vienna mean that you have con- 
pleted the inhouse study which means that you know where you want 
to go at Vienna, now, and you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I said that process, 
Our internal review process, is still underway. 


Q Just a mechanics question. Those of us who are, 
either have used or have had to use the products of facsimile devices 
know that there are facsimiles and facsimiles. (Laughter.) Is this 
going to be a high-resolution state-of-the-art kind of device? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm going to let our expert 
answer that question. 


Q No, it will be illegible, I think. (Laughter.) 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, it will be 


state-of-the-art, high-resolution, and we're examining several of 
the leading products. 


Q You must have a pretty specific -- 


Q You must -- 
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-- a very detailed transmission. 


Q You were pretty specific about what you, what 
the U.S. delegation would be prepared to do in Vienna on September 


16th. Are you satisfied that the Soviets will be there on September 
18th? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We hope they will be 
there. 


Q But you're not satisfied that they will? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We hope that they will 
be there. 


Q All right. 


Q Is there some reason that this took, | mean, some 
technical reason? Or was there an argument over these improvements? 


I’m not sure why it took a year to agree to send graphs and do it 
faster. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it sounded -- 
that's a good question because I'm not a technical specialist, myself. 
And I used to wonder in this process of why did it take so long. And, 
the fact is that it is a very complex area. You're talking about 
pieces of equipment, you have to agree on that equipment. You have 
to acree on, say, the role of the satellites in transmitting the 
ecuipment. I think that in terms, in relative terms, if you compare 
it to other negotiations we've had in the arms control area, one year 
is a very short negotiation. 


So, the answer to your question is that the time it took 
was principally because of resolving the various technical issues 
involved. My judgement is that there vere no major political impediments 
to gettinc, to achieving this agreement. 


Q So, somebody on either side was worried that the 


technical stuff coulé be abused in some way? 


aA! 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it just agreeing it's 
a new technology. You wanted to add this facsinile capability and it's 
not easy to work out all the technological wrinkles very quickly. 


Q It seems that you got quite a bit less than the 
President proposed in May of ‘83 in terms of these confidence-building 
measures that he wanted. Is there a sense of disappointment that you 
didn’t get as much as you asked for? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, no, because we 
went to the Soviets. Let me make it clear cf what we tried to do. 
We went to the Soviets with four different proposals. And we didn't sav 
We were prepared to negotiate on all four, but 
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over & year ago, the Soviets told us thac they were not prepared 
to negotiate on all four simultaneously. What they did tell us 

is that they were prepared to begin talking about the upgrading 
the hotline. So we've known all along, at this stage of the pro- 
cess, that this is what we wanted to achieve and we're very satis- 


fied with what we've achieved. This is what our objective was, 
was to enhance the hotline. 


Now, what we hope is that this is the beginning of 
&@ process that will now lead to other areas of improved communi- 
cations and confidence-building. 


. Q Did you say it will take 18 months to get into 
place? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Eighteen to twenty- 
four months. 


Q I take it from what your colleague just said 
earlier that you have not yet chosen the specific equipment that 
you're going to be putting in here. Is that true? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think we know 
what kind of equipment we need. But why don't you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The final manufacturer 
selection has not been made. Tre level of equipment has been 
determined. 


Q You will restrict it to an American manufacturer, 
won't you? I mean, the Japanese make a <-- these things you can buy 
anywhere, right? (Laughter.) I mean that seriously. I mean, are 
they ahead of us in this particular area? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's going to be 


a number of components that make up that system and I really am not 


prepared to say that every piece if going to be American-manufactured. 
(Laughter. ) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh-oh. 
Q Will it be open -- open -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Just a couple more 
questions, and then we'll <-- 


0 Will it be open to bid? 


Q Will you now open talks on updating the teletype 
circuit or will that be just left in its present state as a backup 
to the facsimile? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, both the teletype 
and the facsimile are useful, and they don't substitute for one 
another. They're complimentary and they can be used -- for instance, 
a shorter message can use the teletype and that can go quite quickly. 
What this is mostly useful for is sending graphs. graphics, maps, 
as well as lengthier documents and messages. 


So, first of all, you shouldn't view them as a substitute. 
Secondly, the Sefense Department is looking at this question of other 
steps that could be taken on the hotline and they may have some pro- 
posals at some point in the future. 


Q Why is the hotline in the Pentagon instead of in 
the Operations Room? 


SEXIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, Go you want to 
answer that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that entire terminal, 
since its conception, has been in the National Military Command Center 
and that's where the operation of the terminal, the maintenance of 
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the terminal, and the translators are located. And that‘s where -- 
that’s the action site in a crisis situation. 


Q If the President -- just to follow up on that, 
if the President wanted to send a message in a crisis to the President 
of the Soviet Union, how long would it take him to deliver it? 


A short message. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That can be done -- 
of course, assuming he knows what message he wants to send -- 
laughter) -- he can be -- Well, we're talking about deciding what 


the message is -- can be done very -- it can be done -- well, 
depending on the message, it can be done almost instantaneously. 

Q If you're in -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, go ahead. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me add to that. 
There are a number of pre-formated messages to deal with crisis 
situations which come -- 

Q Stop. (Laughter. ) 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- which come in small 
letter, you know, small letter codes and can be transmitted in 
seconds. We hope we won't have to. (Laughter.) 

MR. SIMS: Ali right. Thank you very much. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 12:52 P.M. EDT 
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MR. SIMS: We'd like to begin this briefing. Let 
me state the ground rules at the outset. This is for background 
only. It is attributable to a senior administration offical 
Or a senior American official, for your information only and not 
for publication. This is being fed into the mult and so forth 


for your convenience, but it is not for broadcast. It is for 
background. 


We have to conclude this by 1:15 p.m. in order to 
get you into the room for the remarks. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Good morning. 


What I would like to do is give you a summary of the 
meeting that was held this morning. It was kicked off by the 
chairman -- yes, sir? 


Q Are you going to allow still pictures for the 
camera crews -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATONN OFFICIAL: That's not in my 
job cescription. (Laughter.) 


MR. SIMS: There's no photography of the briefing, 
please. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Prime Minister Seaga 
chaired the meeting. And he led off by saying, making a rather 
interesting observation -- and I think, if you look at the compo- 
sition of that group, you'll understand. We have a tendency to 
lump the whole Caribbean together. But what you saw represented 
there was French speaking Caritbean, Spanish speaking Caribbean, 
and English speaking Caribbean. And he made note of that, and———~-———--- 
the fact that aIithough they had beef members -- or neighbors for 
many years, that it was the first opportunity that many of them 
had to get together informally, as such. And he thought that it -- 


he found it very productive and hoped that they would have further 
opportunities. 


Let me make one comment with regards to -- because 
it will thread through here, so we can -- I know there seems to be 
some misunderstanding. You talk about two different things, both 
today and in the conferences that were held yesterday. With 
regards to security aspects, there are two different things. 
There's a Caribbean Peace Porce that is made up of eight countries, 
the United States and seven Eastern Caribboan countries, that have 
@ presence today on Grenada. That isSicmm as the Caribbean Peace 
Force. That is separate and distinct from discussions that have 
been taking place in the Caribbean as to Caribbean regional 
security force. These are two different items. So if you could 
separate them for your thinking. 


Prime Minister Seaga, after his opening remarks, 
turned the program over to the President for his initial opening 
remarks in which he was pleased to meet with them and spoke of 
the bilateral meetings that he had had with them before and was 
glad to see the opportunity to speak to them in a group. And it 
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was just an opening welcome and thank you for inviting him to it. 


The Caribbean leaders then divided the subjects among 
themselves in a very short presentation -- spoke to them -- 
President Jorge Blanco was first -- covering the economic matters. 
He spoke to both the economic challenges and the opportunities. 
The challenges, well-known to all of and to the participants, 
were the cur ant debt situation and hish rate of unemployment. 

And he saw the opportunities coming from growing trade with the 
United States and also the need to develop their economies through 
foreign investments. He gave the example of the successful free 
trade zones that they had implemented in the Dominican Republic 


and pointed out that may be of interest to the other Caribbean 
countries. 


Be also talked about the U.S. aid program and how 
it shifts as the different needs throughout the period of time 
come about. For instance, there was a period of time in which 
the budget deficits were prime, and that would mean ESF type of 
money. And as they come out of that budget deficit problem and 
look to expand their economy, then aid can, or should be directed 
in other matters -- in other means. 


Chairman Brathwaite, of Grenada, then spcke to the 
security aspects. He thanked the neighbors in the Eastern 
Caribbean and the United States for having “rescue’" Grenada frow 
a-- in his words -- brutal and totalitarian regine. 


He spoke about the necessity of protecting democracy 
in the Caribbean and differentiated the mechanisms that were 
available to some of them under the OAS, that is from foreign 
invasion, to the necessity, because of their physical presence -- 
that is, islands in which people can land weapons for insurgent 
groups -- the necessity for naval patrols ss well ss for a regional 
approach to their security aspects. 


Prime Minister Compton focused then on some of the 
current CBI activities that are going on. And he recognized that 
this administration, in his comments, was the first administration 
to do more than -- to recognize the Caribbean for what it was. 

He gave a very brief history of, in-the last twenty years, 

thirteen of them had received independence, ad having he*> thet 

independence, then had to evolve in a social and economic sense 

to keep pace with the aspirations of their people. And he spoke -- 

he said that the CBI was the first visible manifestation of -- 
other than lip service, on the part of the United States. 

Prime Minister Charles then spoke and acknow 
that they feel close to the CBI because the President had allowed 
the Caribbean leaders to participate in its formulation. As you 
may recall, several of them came to the United States during the 
two years in which it was being debated by the Congress to make 
their feelings known on the matter. 


She acknowledged that what was originally envisioned 
by these countries in the Caribbean for the CBI was not what 
eventually passed in the Congress and she urged the President in 
the future to look to the adjustments as we see how the Caribbean 
works anc where it can be improved. 


President Reagan was then asked to make some remarke. 
And he spoke to our continuing commitment to the economic develop- 
ment of the Caribbean where, in 1985, the amount of U.S. assistance 
is three times that of what it was in 1979. And the Caribbean 


initiative, because of its 12-year program, demonstrates our long- 
term commitment to the area. 


He acknowledged that the CBI fell short in law as to 
the original -- what was envisioned, and pledged to seek improve- 
ments as we analyze it. You should remember, this Caribbean 
Basin Initiative is -- went into effect on January let of this 
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year and is just six months old into a l2-year progran. 


He noted that within this period of time, that in 
the first quarter of this year, the imports to the United States 
from the Caribbean has increased some 26 percent over the same 
period of time from last year. And Prime Minister Seaga added 
that, in his modest look at Jamaica, that he was used to, prior 
of January 1, 1984, to expect in their promotional activities to 
gain two new investments, that is foreign investments, a week in 
Jamaica. And he has found that since January 1, 1984, that average 
has gone up tc three times a week. 


And the President finished up by pledging that he 
would press with the U.S. private sector to invest in the Caribbean 
because he agreed with them that the expansion of their infra- 
structure and their ability to expand their economy was key to 
their total development. 


Prime Minister Seaga then gave a very excellent 
write-up. I don't know why I wrote any notes; I should have just 
taken his. And I understand he'll be having a press conference 
at 2:30 p.m., and you might be able to get more details from hin. 


I think I'll stop there and take your questions. 


Yes, sir? 


Q When you talked in terms of naval patrols in 
addition to regional security, did the question of use of U.S. 
naval patrol forces enter into the discussion? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Tne use of naval 
patrols was taken in the context of regional securities. The -- 
Chairman Brathwaite -~ well, he addressed that -- placed it 
within that context and did indicated in his remarks that he was 
looking for U.S. assistance in setting up this regional security. 


This is nothing new. We have met with them since 
Grenada, with different groups at different times, as they evolved 
this idea of a regional security force. You might note that 
within the Caribbean there are different slants to how it should 
take place, what should be the size, and the rest of it, and our 
role, really, I think, is to provide just technical advice at 
this stage until they can come to a consensus on how they 
feel that that regiona) security force will take place. _ 


Yes. 


Q Well, once they come to some consensus, would 
you then envision that the role would be larger than just technical 
advice? Would we be supporting it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. It depends on 


what you think “larger than". We currently deal with them on 2 
bilateral basis -- 


Q We can't hear the question. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay, the question 
was, as they come to some consensus in regards to their regional 
security force, do we envision a larger role for the U.&.? Did 
I do justice to your question? Okay. 


You should understand, number one, that we deal with 
them bilaterally now 
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on the question of their security force. And we will continue to 
Geal with them on a multilateral. I would envision thet what the 
U.S. position in this will be will be the same as it is in a bi- 
lateral, that is in the area of training and through different 
programs possible assistance -- that is, assistance in equipment 
anc things of this nature. I don't envision a so-called active 
part for the United States in this Caribbean force. 


Yes, sir? -- I mean, regional force. 


Q In his luncheon remarks, lir. Seaca asks the 
President to raise the possibility of, I suppose a “Kissinger type” 
internaticnal commission for Caribbean development. Did that cone 
up? Did the President respond? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it did not come up. 
Q Well, can you -- can you react to tiat, please? 


SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that the 
President will have an opportunity to address that himself. That 
idea, as you know -- those of you that may have been here for a 
couple of days -- that idea has been discussed informally, been 
brought up by Mr. Seage. 


As I understand it, it is something broad in the sense 
that it would involve the European Community because they have ties 
to the Caribbean. Its thrust would be to try to fill som of the 


needs that they see with regard to infrastructure, investment, and 
the rest of it. 


And I think at this stage it's -- it's just kind of a 
skeleton of an idea. The Kissinger Commission was a U.S. -- totally 


U.S. As I understand the Prime Minister's intent -- it is something 
much more multinational. 


Yes, sir? 


Q Well, you say the President will deal with this -- 
when will he deal with it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, he may respond 
in his remarks. I don't know, but I don't want to -- 


Q It's not in his prepared text? 
SENZOR ADMIWISTRATION-OFPICIALS Pargd6n?”= = ——— 
Q It's not in his prepared text? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you've got 
copies of it, and I think you'll see that it's not in there. 


Yes, ma‘am? 


Q Do you intend, when Congress returns next week, 
once again to put forth your proposal for giving aid to the Contras? 
It was dropped from the bill before the recess. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it's safe to 
assume that those programs that are important to the administration, 
and those of course that I deal with deal with Latin America, that 
we had pursued prior to Congress going into recess -- we will pursue 
them again. If you look at the Congressional calendar, there 


aren't too many days left. And so it's a question of trying to get 
our priorities in line. 


Yes, sir? 


Q Any invitation extended to the President to visit 
some part of the Caribbean? 
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Q Question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATICN OFFICIAL: The question was 
whether any invitation to visit -- extended to the President to visit 
parts of the Caribbean. In the formal remarks that took place I 
Gid not hear any. There was an informal chit-chat that took place, 


and now, of course, they are sitting at lunch. But up to now, the 
answer is no, I have not heard any. 


Yes, sir? 
Q Textile trade policy was -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry? 


Q Textile trade policy was hich on the agenda for 


Yo morning and yesterday. Did that issue come up with the Presi- 
ent? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Textiles was mentioned 
in one of the speeches -- net by President Reagan -- as illustrative 
of some of the -- what was characterized as trade barriers they 
face. And it was just used as an example in passing. 


Yes, sir? 

Q Who mentioned it? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 
Q Who mentioned it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I believe it was 
President Jorge Blanco. 


Q that do you mean, “get our priorities in line* 
as far as the Contras? I mean, are you suggesting to us that there's 
another priority ahead of the Contra aid? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I didn't mean to 
suggest that. What I tried to tell you was that when the Congress 
went into recess that we had certain aspects that were important to 
us at that time, which included a variety of programs -- which 
includes the so-called Jackson Plan and others. I think you can 
expect those that were of interest to the administration prior to 
recess to be pushed again after the recess. 
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Yes, Helen? 


Q What are the main complaints against the CBI -- 
not enough money? And what reforms will he propose? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I think the main -- 
and I wouldn't characterize them as complaints -- it was -- the time 
that was spent in discussing it was in a certain amount of sadness, 
in the sense that, that which was originally envisioned -- and, as 
I said, they participated in formulating this early on -- that which 
was originally envisioned and introduced in the Congress was not 
the animal that came out of Congress. And I think that they -- it 
was more spent on that, in that context. But then also saying, 


"Okay, now we have this law, what is it that we can do to make sure 
it works right?" 


Yes? 


Q Just a followup to this question -- is the 


administration willing to go back to Congress to ask for a change in 
the Cali? 


SENIOR ADNIWISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, not at this stage, 
no. It's 


‘ORE 








—_— 





—_—— ee oe 


too early. The CBI is six months old, you know. It’s still -- it's 
just getting started. Let me get one guy here. 


Q Well, on a followup on that, you said that the 
President pledged that he would try to improve it. Does that mean -- 


SENIOR ADITINISTRATIOCN OFFICIAL: In the context it is. 
‘We look at it and as they identify areas that could -- need to be 


improved and we do, then at a later date we can gc back and look at 
it. 


Yes. 


Q The regional forces being discussed, as you know, 
is essentially eastern Caribbean. Do you envision similar regional 
~~ sub-regional forces in other parts of the Caribbean, number one? 


And, number two, did anyone other than rir. Braithwaite 
take up that issue of security forces? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Number one, I don't 
envision other regionals because I have not heard of other regionals. 


Obviously, security throughout the Caribbean is a concern to, not 
only them, but to us, also. 


And, as to your second question, I'm sorry, give it to 
me again. 


Q Did anyone other than -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, yes. Yes, it was 
mentioned in reference by lirs. Charles, by Prime Minister Compton. 


Yes. 


Q Ie there any intention on the President's part to 
change his position on textiles? Because -- correct me if I'm wrong, 
but I thought that he had agreed with Jesse Helms, Strom Thurmond 


and several others from affected states to support continuing those 
barriers. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is no intent at 


this time to change the position. The lew is the law and we're 
working with that law. 


That doesn't mean that it doesn't create heartburn for 
come of our friends. But that's not an unusual event. We've run 
into that in other areas of the world, as you're well aware of. 


Q That was specifically chanced, wasn't it, during 
the legislative process -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was one of the 
several changes that were made. The other siqnificant one was the 
knocking out of the investment taz credit, the whole arena of the 


investment tax credit. That was probably a more significant 
move. 


Q So, on the two things that these people care about 
most, those two major complaints, thore's no flexibility in the 
American position? There's no change at all in the <-- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. As I said, the 
conversation led to talking about the original concept and what we 
have now. And we work with what we have now. And it doesn't mean 


that as we look at it we don't look at areas that may be improved. 
Without any -- Go ahead. 


Q I'm sorry. My point is that when you said that 
the Prosident did acknowledge some sadness over what wo have now, 
the President contributed to thac by changing his position on the 
textiles, so -- because of the political prossure from those states. 
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SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it was a -- as 


you know, it was in the Congress for two years and that changes were 
made in the Congress. 


Yes, ma‘an. 


Q Do you have any reason to believe you'll have any 
better luck getting the Nicaraguan Contra aid bill through Congress 
now? What -- Do you have any new arguments to make to then? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me go to your 
first question. I'm trying to figure out how to formulate it be- 
cause you know that we -- how we deal with so-called “involwement of th 
U.S. government with the Contras,“ and yet I'm still trying to be 
responsive to your question. ~~" 


Q You're on background. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That doesn't -- make 
no difference. 


Q Yes or no? (Lauchter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Black or white. Yes 
or no. 


If you asked me personally, yes, I think that we may 
be able to get something done. 


Q $21 million? 
Q $21 million? 


Q You say, “something,” do you mean the full 
23 or are you talking about -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, you just asked 
me a question. You asked me a follow-on. I'm not going to address 
the numbers thing. And -- maybe we've got some more questions on 
this conference, if we could -- follow that. 


Q How about Nicaraguan sham elections? 


Q Wait a minute. The second half, , Of the 
question. That is, what new arguments will he use? Or is there any- 


thing new or different you can tell Congress that you couldn't tell 
them six months ago? 


SENIOR ADIIINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We continually dialogue 
with Congress on this subject. I mean, you could lay out a whole 
bunch of stuff t> them and -- you know. 


Q That's a great verb. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What? To dialogue? 
Q To dialogue with. (Laughter.) 


SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You ought to sce 
me congugate it in Latin in the first declension. (Laughter.) 


Yes . 


Q Where do things stand on your discussions with 
the Wicaraguans? Your last session was on Monday. 


SENIOR ADIIINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, Ambassador Shlaude- 
man had a discussion, a day-long discussion in Atlanta with Tinosa 
in which they wont -~- They covered mainly »rocedural rules. But -- 
in accordance with the understanding that we have with the Nicaragquans, 
we try not to characterize those talks as they continuc. 


Yes. 
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Q How do you know the election -- how does the 
President know that the Nicaraguan election is going to be a shan? 


SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: How much do you know 
about the way it's set up? You want to talk about their Election 
Commission? 








It's got three people on it. They're all Sandinistas. 


Look at the election commission in El Salvador: It 
was represonted by every political party there. The opposition 


in Nicaragua, known as the Coordinadora , have come 
out with four or five specific points that f.«: seeé to be 
Gone before an election. The Nicaraguans have x .doressed those 


points. I think the President's on very solid oueent when he 
talks that way. 


Q Well, how does that position us in the world 
community by saying this before the election? Doesn't this 
hurt us in the world community? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. Well, wait a 
minute. If the object of the exercise is to have a free election, 
then I think it's good to be able to -- use another one of those 
favorite verbs of yours -- vocalize our thoughts on the issue. 


Q Before the election -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- after the election 
it doesn't do -- you do -- you said they had a sham instead of 
wanting to see a good one? (Laughter. ) 


Yes? 


Q On a related question, the Kissinger Committee 
recommendations -- Commission recommendations -- what's the 


chances of that getting through Congress probably on a continuing 
resolution? 


SENIOR ADMIWISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, as you know, 
procedurally it passed in good form in the House authorization 
bill. That's a long step from appropriation. That may -- it 
has, a8 you may recall, both FY'84 end FY'8S components to it. 

If an authorization bill does not pass both Houses of the Congress, 
which is a possibility, then I would think that the continuing 
resolution might be a strong candidate for it. 


Yes? 


Q Did t get beyond procedure in 'tonday's 
meetings or do they still have to discuss it? And, secondly, 
why in the context of these negotiations going on is the 
President making speeches almost every day describing Nicaraguans 
as totalitarians -- a totalitarian jungle, and so on. Doesn't 
that affect the negotiating climate? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I don't think he 
makes speeches every day. We made one yesterday -- 


Q ~~ made one today -- (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADIINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think you have to 
look at the thing in total. I think if you look at Daniel Ortega's 
remarks and D'Escoto's remarks, I think you can put them in the 
same vein. They speak candidly what think about us. I 
think the President has a right, especially in light of this 
election to cross-analyze what we feel of it this time. We'd like 


to see them do a good election there. So that's the purpose of 
speaking there. 


Q Did tvey get beyond procedure on lionday, or 
éid they <-- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As I said, I'm not 
going to characterize. That's the deal we make with then. 


9 Do you think that this conference being held 
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yesterday and today is meeting its objectives? And I'd like to know 
what those objectives were? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the idea was 
from the Oniversity of South Carolina -- and I think they've done 
an excellent job ting it together -- and I think Prime Minister 
Seaga spoke for all of them when he said, even though we're neighbors 
we haven't met a lot «.f these guys, and this type of conference, 


as opposed to just little bits and pieces of a Caribbean region, 
is very useful. 


I think they may be looking forward to other neetings 
of this type in informal settings. Several have talked about it. 


Q Yes, indeed, the President from the Dominican 
Republic said that they would be will to invite the same group 
to a meeting, a second one, to a thing the Dominican Republic. 
What was the reaction of President Reagan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: She didn't make that 
observation in their meetings, but I think that the general reaction 
among all the people is that -- that have participated -- that it's 
a useful thing to get the Heads of Government together like this. 


Q Would the President go? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't answer that. 
I'm sure -- you know, there's scheduling aspects -- the fact he's 
here manifests his interest in it. 


Yes? 
MP. SIMS: Last question. 
Q I just wanted to ask -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Make it an easy one. 
Throw me a softball, come on << 


Q How long was the meeting? (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Boy, that was « 
softball, “How long was the meeting?" Well, it went according to 
schedule, and let me tell you what the schedule said. It ended at 
12:15 p.m., and then they had an informal, and it started at -- 
it ended at 12:10 p.m., started at -- yes, it went an hour. 


Q Also, just to follow up to that -- you have 
summarized some of the major points made, but how much dialogue took 


place? I mean, how much time did the President spend talking versus 
listening? 


SEVIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, if you wanted it 
broken down arithmetically, I would quess that the President listened 
about -- oh, about 85 percent of the time, or maybe 90 percent. 
Remember there are 14 delegates in there. 


MR. SIMS: Thank you. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 1:04 P.M. EDT 
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MR. FITZWATER: This briefing is on background attribu- 
table to a senior administration official. The briefing, fact sheets, 


and the advanced text of the President's speech are embargoed for 
2:30 p.m. this afternoon. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you, Marlin. 


What I'd like to talk about here for just a couple minutes 
is something that the President will be speaking to at the Apollo 
reception in about an hour or so, and that’s probably a very appro- 
priate place for him to discuss this subject, which is getting 
business more involved in doing th s in space. And the reason 
that's an appropriate occasion to talk about this subject is it was 
really the Apollo program that laid the scientific and technical 
foundation for being able to do new things and to work in space in 
a way that will help people here on earth. 


What we're really aiming at with these initiatives is 
to improve the quality of life on earth as opposed to just doing 
exploration in space. Wow, what we're talking about is opening up 
some new vistas through things that we can do in space that you can't 


a- oa : do on earth. And let's talk about a few examples that we find very 
exciting. 


We may be able to produce some medicines that you cannot 
produce on earth, at least in the quanity and the , urity that we can 
in space. And through those medicines, we hold out the opportunity 


of being able to cure diseases that we have been fighting for genera- 
tions. 


Also, we're able to produce new alloys that really make 
super-metals that are much stronger and such lighter than anything 
that we've ever known before. And we're able to be able to see the 
environment in ways that we haven't been able to see before so we 
can get to trouble spots quickly. And that showld effect all of our 
lives in a positive way. 


Now, the President's initiatives, which we're calling 
the National Commercial Space Initiatives, fall into four main areas 
and there are 13 of those initiatives. Now, I believe you have a 
fact sheet that lays some of them out but let me try to give you an 
overview on some of these. 


The four areas that we're adcressing are economic, legal 
and regulatory, research and development, and finally, policy. And 
what I'd like to do is take each of these in turn, and let's discuss 
what the ramifications are in each of those areas. 


If we look at the economic area, you'll see there are 
five major initiatives. Now, you've got this in your fact sheets so 
you don’t have to try to read these charts <-- 


Q I don’t. 
SENTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL They should be there. 
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e} They are. Wot as neat. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not as neat. Well -- 
Q At the bottom of your fact sheet. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The thrust of these 
economic initiatives is to eliminate provisions in the present 
tax codes and regulations that discriminate against doing business 
in space. Wow, that's an important point. We're not looking at 
creating new, unique tax provisions for space businesses. Rather, 
there are discriminatory provisions that occur not because anybody 
wanted to discriminate against space businesses, bu* because these 
tax provisions were written long before anybody envisioned doing 


And a perfect example of that is, if you look at the one 
that talks about the ten percent investment tax credit, space businesses 
are not eligible for that tax incentive. Why? Because things that 
go to space are interpreted as being exports, even though they come 
back to America and are used here. And as a result, it’s been held 
that space businesses are not qualified for that incentive. 


Q They're considered experts? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They are considered 
exports. 


So we're trying to eliminate those kinds of anomalies 
in the tax code. 


We look at the legal and regulatory area. There, there 
are two categories of initiatives. The first category is designed 
to make the 
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government more efficient, to get decisions out mcre guickly. Tire 
is money to businesses; they've got to pay people, so we're tryinc to 
get quick decisions. We're doing that buth in the radio frequency 
area and in the area of launch regulation. 


The seconé two initiatives uncer the regulatory heading 
are Gesigned to -- it's really a matter of equity. In terms of irter- 
national competition, we want to open up foreign markets to our 
companies to the same extent that our markets are opened up to foreign 
companies. 


Okay, if we go on from there and look at the research and 
cevelopment area, really what we're trying to do here is to increase 
industry's participation in setting our nation's research agenda. What 
we're saying there is, if they have a stake in the basice research that 
government does, then they're more iikely to pick that research up and 
use it in getting at to the market. ‘ow you all know that where we've 
had a lot of our problems has been in competing with Japan, Inc., or 
Germany, Inc.. or some of the foreign competition. 


We generally do better in getting the basic research done 
and then we don't get it to market and we lose a lot of foreign trade 


and, as a result of that, we lose jobs and all the advantages that that 
implies. 


Q How much money is this? What amount of drain will 
these tax proposals have on the Treasury? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Can I take one more 


minute to finish this and then we'll take questions, just to give an 
overview. 


I might mention the second part of the research and 
development area is to broaden non-aerospece industries’ participetion 
in doing research in space, and NASA recently signed an agreement with 
3M, where 3M is going to invest tens of millions of dollars in doing 
space research, which is -- really holds out the potential of making 
a number of major technological breakthroughs. 


Finally, in the policy arena, what we're looking at 
there is to establish a consistent space policy that will last. The 
point that I want to make here that's important is that space 
businesses take longer to get to where they've got a cash flow and 
are generally more capital-intensive than terrestrial businesses. 


Now let's take a specific example of that. Some of you 
may have heard of the McDonnell-Douglas/Johnson & Johnson electro- 
phoresis drug-making machine that holds out the capability of produc- 
ing drugs that can cure a number of diseases that we can't make on 
earth. Wow they started their <-- that project about six or seven 
years ago and they're still about two years away from getting it to 
market and getting cash flow. 


What that really means is we have to have a consistent 
policy over a number of years. The other point that you may -- [ tay 
want to call your attention to is the national focus for commercia. 
space issues. What we're looking at there is establishing a commercial 
space-working group under the Cabinet Council on Commerce and Trade. 
The idea there is to assure that we have -- we can cet speedy decisions 
of issues that are very important to getting space Lusiness going. 


Now let’s take a shot. 


~ 


* I heave a question. On nese tax reforms that yo.' ve 
oroposed here, what's the revenue drain anticipated? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL Okay. Treasury took 6 
@ look at that and felt it was very stall in the near term. Wow tre 
reason for that is the <- andmost of those provisions, as you'll see, 
are aimed at credits for doing capital-intensive kinds of things 
and for Going new Righ-tech researc? Ané richt now there are oni 
about a Goren Or 806 Companies that are S“"ittec t0 Going that anc if 

















So the drain in the near term is small. 


9 How much? I'm sorry. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They did not sive us 


Q How about for the mid- and long-term? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Now the other side of 

the coin is if we are successful, you end up having two things happen. 
is obviously the amount of tax credits grows. The other side is 

the amount of jobs and tax revenue grow. And when you look at the 

trend of those two, in our estimation, you will end up with more taxes 


ther than less, more tax revenue rather than tax outflow. 
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Q One other, if I may. DOT's got an Office of 
Commercial Space. 


SENIOR ADMINISTFATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q I don't see their name, or any of their represen- 
tatives on this -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me distinguish between 
what we call “privatization” versus “commercial use” of space. 


DOT has been given, by the President, the responsibility 
for getting into the private sector commerical, expendable launch 


vehicles. It's the transfer of a program from the public sector to 
the private sector. 


Now the commercial use of space side is dealing with 
new -- creating new technology, new wealth. It's really stimulating 
entire new ways of being able to do things that don't exist yet -- not 
in the government, not anyplace. So the thrust is quite different. 


The public -- I think we would want to add one other 
thing -- the potential for benefiting the public in terms of being 
able to improve the quality of life, we feel is greater on the 
commercial size. The privatization aspects that DOT is heading up 
can be very important from the point of view of the efficiency of 


a program. But you really have two different objectives with those 
two. 


Q Can we draw a parallel in history to -- to this idea 
of the government subsidizing railroads, or the government offering 
monopolies to telephone and conmunications companies? And if you can, 
is there any policy on anti-trust, or consumer protection out of 
opening up space for those big companies that can afford to do it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is an analogy 
in terms of developing the space infrastructure -- namely, the way 
of getting to space, and then operating once you're in space. So 
that would deal with the development of the shuttle, the development 
of the launch vehicles that can get you out there, the development of 
the space station -- which gives the people a place to actually 
produce these new drugs and metals and whatever else they can come up 


with -- crystals is another example. So, to that extent, the analogy 
holds. 


Now, the other side of the coin is -- how do you 
leverage the money that government spends on basic research to stimulate 
much greater investment on the part of the private sector, so that 
we don't have to spend taxpayer dollars for it. To that extent, your 
analogy's not accurate. We've got a whole different purpose. 


Q Well, is it possible that the companies that get in 
on the ground floor -- to mix a metaphor here -- in space technology 
and medicine -- will be able to, in effect, monopolize a market for 


products we haven't even thought of yet. And, if so, is the government, 
in effect, helping them do that with this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The answer is, anybody 
that wants to go to space can go. All you have to do is pay for the 
ride to get there. So, the only possible way one could interpret 
it that we're going to give any kind of -- have any kind of anti-trust 
problem -- would be if you talk about those ‘few occasions that we've 
worked out, what we call “joint endeavor” agreements, to give free 
rides to space. 


Now, in that case, in order to cet around the anti-trust 
sroblem, what we have done is saic that we w.ll provide a very limited 








period of exclusivity in technical ares of exclusivity to the private 
company. So let's take a specific example: 


We have one such agreement with McDonald-Douglas to get 
its drug producing machine into space. What we have said is -- as 
resard to that specific, technological way of separating drugs in 
space, for a short period of time, we will not fly other people free. 


However, any other technology that also can produce drugs in space, 
we would. 


And also, anybody *hat wants to pay to fly the same 
technology up, we would fly then. 





So, the Justice Department has felt very comfortable 
we cGon‘t have anti-trust problems and that we are not creating 


Q It's gone through Justice? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. 


Q Are you indicating that all of this commercialization 
would be done through the space shuttle program? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. Wo, I do not want 
to indicate that. The space shuttle is certainly one of -- is the 
nation's, our nation's, most important vehicle for getting up into 
space and being able to work while we're in there. There's no other 
capability for doing that, so to that extent, it's very important. 


However, if you want to 
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look at remote sensing or communications, then you've got expendable 
launch vehicles that would also do that. And if you want to look 
beyond that, you've got free-flying platforms that are unmanned and 
then even beyond that, you've got the space station capability coming 
up. 


All those will help with this effort. 


Q How far down the road is that, the space-station 
capability? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Presently we have said 
we woulde do it within the decade from January, so you're talking the 
early nineties. 


Q Is that on course? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, yes. Congress 


recently approved the funding for that. I think that's in your fact 
sheet. 


Q Are you envisioning a -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let te -- 


Q Does the new policy assure the cooperation of the 
regulatory agencies? For example, if Johnson & Johnson develop 
a drug they want to use, is there any assurance that it won't be held 
up by the Food and Drug Administration? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They -- Johnson & Johnson 
is working very closely with the FDA. Beyond that, I would refer you 
to them on that question, because I don't want to get into proprietary 
information. I don't know how much they would want released. But I 
Go understand they've been working very closely and it looks like 
there aren't any major problems. 


Q For other examples beyond that one specifically, 
does this new policy instruct the agencies to try to facilitate the 
industrialization of space? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the answer to 


that would be yes. I think that's probably the best way to answer 
that. ; 


Q Is there a day coming when space launches for 
science will be handled privately, that the government will be out 
of the business of -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think all of us are 
hopeful that that will happen. Now, obviously, the consideration that 
we've got to worry about is getting the Shuttle to where it's opera- 
tional, so that a private business could take it over without having 
to worry about its changes being made, because it isn't fully 
operational. Also, we've got to make sure that they can make money 
at it, or else the government would end up having to subsidize a 
private cperation. 


So there are lots of different ways that could happen. 
You could take the old Comsat model, which really ended up getting 
communications satellites out to the private sector, and it was a 
government effort, went to a quasi-government and then, finally, out. 
Those are the kinds Of things that we have been asked to look at. 


If you look at this bullet right here on policy, we 
talk about developing a plan for privatization of specific government 
programs; that'll be one that we look at. 

Q Which government procrams will you privatize? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, again, we're not 
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prepared at this time to make a decision on that. What we will have 


is a plan being prepared that will be presented to this working group 
at the Cabinet level and we'll get approved. 


Q Can you say what some of the things you are con- 
sidering now? Some of the things that would be -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, one -- one is the 
one just mentioned in terms of the Shuttle. You know, a private company 
has come in and asked to -- to purchase the fifth orbiter, if it were 
built. So there is some movement in that regard already. Obviously, 
the expendable launch vehicle area is one that's already occurring; 
another one that the vepartment of Commerce has had to lead on is the 
LANDSET area. So all of those are ones you could mention. 


Q Who wants to buy the orbiter? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's a company called 
Astrotech. 


Q Is that one word? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's one word. And 
they would, I am sure, be more than willing to chat with anybody that 
would be interested. 


Q Where are they from? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They are based in Florida, 
although they also have offices here in Washington. And, if you want, 
we could get you their number. 


Q Is Klaus Heiss’ proposal to build a shuttle dead 
now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Klaus Heiss has basically 
withdrawn that proposal. 


Q Will the new breaks, such as the dropping of the 
export classification, will they extend to users of ariane, American 
companies that choose to use foreign boosters? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Run that question by me 
one more time. 


Q Will some of the breaks, the tax breaks and things 
like that, will they extend to American companies that choose to use 
foreign boosters? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That really isn't -- 
Goesn't work. The way that it will -- the way it will work is that 
U.S. companies that ¢o things that are connected to the U.S. and 
benefit U.S. taxpayers will get the benefits; those that don't won't. 

MR. FITZWATER: Is that it? 

THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 1:22 P.M. EDT 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll be glad to take 
your questions now ON BACKGROUND. 


Q Well, is this it? I mean, is it your view now, or 


this government's view that the prospect for talks in Vienna is no 
longer there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Soviet response is 
surely not encouraging. They have hardened their position, set 
forth preconditions, and sought to prejudge the outcome of the 
Vienna talks. Thus it is hard to avoid the conclusion that the 


Soviets were not serious about their proposal when they first 
presented it on June 29. 


We hope, however, that this is not the end of the road. 
The Soviets claim that their proposal for talks in Vienna in 
September remains in force. For our part, we have repeatedly told 
them that we accept their proposal; that we are prepared to have a 
Gelegation in Vienna to engage in serious talks on outer space, 


including antisatellite weapons, and that we approach the talks 
without precondition. 


If the Soviets are prepared to address the issue on the 


same basis, it should be possible to begin talks in Vienna this 
fall. 


Q Are we sending them another note through 
diplomatic channels, or have we received a note back through 


Giplomatic channels? Or is it just this press briefing that you're 
responding to? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have received a 
formal expression of the Soviet position in diplomatic channels 
which was concurrently made public by the Soviet Union. 


Q So, you don't now expect talks to take place? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We don't rule it out. 
We cannot be encouraged by what the Soviets have said. We remain 
willing to press on. This latest reply is not encouraging. 


Q Well, may I just press the second part of my 
question. Are we now going to send them, through diplomatic 
channels, a further expression? Or, should they take what you're 
Saying publicly here to be the United States response? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I've said publicly 
that we remain willing to come to terms on how to convene talks in 


Vienna in September. And you can expect that that attitude will be 
sent formally to the Soviet Union. 


Q But -- well, you mentioned you were disappointed 
that they conducted talks through the public media rather than 
through diplomatic channels. But isn't that what we're doing here? 
Did you send them a note? Or is this our response to them, done 
publicly ‘n a press conference situation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What I have done is to 
correct the record as to their portrayal of our position. We are 
responding to the Soviet distortion -- their sisrepresentation of 
what our position is. However, our own interest in coming to terms 
with them will be conducted in private, as it should be, as normal. 


Q Dic you precede this statement with a diplomatic 
note or not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, we haven't. The 


diplomatic channels are open, and will be active in coming days and 
weeks, we hope, on both sides. 


Q Do you expect to make a new proposal to them? Or 
Simply express our willingness to come to terms? And, given the 
fact that we seem to have a firm position on wanting to bring up the 
nuclear issues and also no moratorium in advance of the talks, 
what's the basis for any kind of compromise here? I mean, it 


doesn't sound like there is any place where the two sides can get 
together. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, Chris, our most 
recent position has moved virtually within a millimeter of adopting 


the Soviet proposed text. Consequently, for them to reject that, is 
a source of great frustration. 


Let me say this: the President's reaction today, in 
having read the latest communication, was one of utter frustration 
borne of the tact that the Soviet characterization of our 
unwillingness to talk, based upon our wanting to talk on 


"militarization of space* as opposed to the prevention of the 
militarization of space, was incredible. 
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It seems to us that the Soviets are trying to obscure, 
by semantic distortion, what is manifestly our purpose, and we hope 
theirs -- the limitation, the control over, the minimization of 
space weapons. For them to make a big point about preventing the 
militarization of space is rather like talking about the prevention 


of air pollution. Both of us, anybody, would like to deal with the 
problem -- to control it. 


But it also masks the fact that they, indeed, are the 
only ones who have a tested, operable, co-orbital antisatellite 
system. It also obscures the separate, but related fact, that both 
of us rely upon military systems in space for entirely peaceful 
purposes -- the monitoring of arms control agreements and so forth. 


So, to say that we have to back up and talk about the 


preventing of militarization of space is a diversion of the central 
issue here. 


Q: But aren't there still some very major 
Gisagreements? You say we're within a millimeter of their position, 
aren't we still insisting that we would be able to bring up other 
issues, as you've said, the proposed strategic relationships, and 


aren't we still unwilling to agree to a moratorium as the talks 
begin? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Two pointe: One is 
your point on the moratorium, and where we'd stand; and the other, 
our interest in raising offensive systems. 


I'll take the last one first. We have made clear our 
willingness to have our negotiators, as an early item on the agenda, 
talk about what restraints ought to be applied in the course of the 
negotiations. That is the normal thing to do. To say that we ought 
to, today, adopt a position which concludes, as an outcome, some 
kind of arms control limitation, is to prejudge the outcome of the 
talks. it's also to ignore that you've got to have some fairly 


clear understandings on each side about how you verify what you are 
doing, and so forth. 


So, it has become for them a precondition that is just 
manifestly unfeasible. It also ignores or slides over the fact that 
they are the only ones, indeed, who already have a system like this. 
So it is, of course, in their interest to call for such a 
moratorium. They don't need to worry about it. 


Yes? 


Q Well, wait a minute -- then can you answer the 
other part about the strategic? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The larger point that 
we have made is that it is in the interest of all humankind for the 
two superpowers to discuss control of, reduction of, the systes 
which today constitutes the leading, clear and present danger -- 
threat -- offensive systems. And in terms of priorities, it seems 
Clear that we have an obligation to talk about things that threaten 
today versus things that are not yet upon us. 


Now, that said, we are entirely willing to talk about 
these future systems, systems that they have, but we don't yet have 
-- Dut still, let's talk about those. But we think that it is 
irresponsible not to talk about existing systems which constitute a 
threat. No, we haven't made it a precondition tiat we negotiate 
these things, that we discuss them even. We have simply said that 
we intend to raise then. 
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Now, if the Soviets don’t want to listen, all right. 


Sut we cannot abrogate a U.S. responsibility to talk about these 
things. 


Yes? 


Q As you look at the whole record of this thing so 
far, do you think they were sincere in the first place? 


SESIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Their latest posit.on 
makes that very much in doubt. 


Q So, what does the administration feel they were up 
to? Were they getting involved in domestic politics here, or what? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't conclude 
that. I can't account for this change. I must admit that in recent 
Gays the appearance was that they were giving serious consideration 
to it, at least there was some turmoil within the governmert over 
how to respond, but their answer doesn't leave much basis for hope. 


Q Whose government? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Soviet. 
Does the administration feel that in any way -- 
that the way we handled our part of it, our communique, sometimes 
not alluding to ASAT specifically, compounded the problem at ali? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't see how they 
can. From the beginning our position made explicit 








that we were willing to go back and talk about their term, the 
militarization of space, and, separately but originally also, that 
we thought it was an excellent idea. And we have never departed 
from that position. The fact that we have, in intervening tizes, 
characterized it more generally was not a moving away from that 
position, and indeed, we have reaffirmed the original position. We 
thought some alternative formulation might have suited them better. 


Buc it has never -- the U.S. position has never varied from the 
beginning. 


Q Do you think, in rhetorical terms, that the 
Weinberger statements maybe set this thing back in any way? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. 


Q Why not? Wasn't the tone of what he said just too 
-- appear to harden the U.S. sition, while you seem to be saying 
that in the diplomatic channels, you were presenting our position in 


much softer terms. And then he came out with a very -- more 
hardened line. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think that Cap 
intended, nor from my reading of it, G@id he say anything different 
from the U.S. position. I think that he stressed his concern that 
they wouldn't talk about offensive systems. But he didn't alter our 
complete willingness to talk about their issue. And he surely 
cidn’t intend to alter our position. 


Q Well, now, he uses -- 


Q One more question. Who <-- can you tell us at what 


level the latest note came from? Was it from Chernenko to Reagan or 
was it at a lower level? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't want to 
characterize the level of communication. It has, at all times, been 
at a very high level. 


0 When was the last communication? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry I sound 


Goctrinaire. I don't want to say that either. But it has been 
very, very recently. 


Yes. 


Q Two questions. One is, back to the original 
question, I take it this is our response; that we don't have any 
specific diplomatic note going to the Soviet Union on this letest 


message of theirs, is that correct? I mean, what you're saying here 
is the response? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, no. I thought 
that earlier that I had made it pretty clear that we expected, we 


hoped there would be further exchanges in both directions and that 
we intend that. 


Q Secondly, generally, what would the joint 
statement that we proposed say? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that's still 
under -- it’s pending, I quess. 


Q But can you generalize it in sort of a basic way? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, without any 
trtent to blur, we've accepted the proposal that we convene to talk 
about the eilitarization of space, including antisatellite systems 
ana other issues relevant to this matter. 
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G Which are testing weapons? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that would 


encorpess anything they wanted to raise. We also think it 
ncompasses offensive systems, too. 


C But it was a general statement and not specific? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it was specific 
to the extent that it did take their language on both those points, 


on Saying we are willing to talk now about militarization of outer 
space and antisatellite systems. 


Q And other issues? I mean that was -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. 


Q But generally, just written other issues, not 
specific other issues? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. 


Q Can we go back to the Weinberger interview for a 
minute? The way I read that, he certainly seemed to be saying that 
there was not much point in our going to Vienna to meet with the 
Russians if they weren't willing to talk about missiles. I mean it 


Goesn't seem, from my reading of it, to be much in doubt. How could 
that not have set the process back? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think Cap’s 
larger intent, as I read it, was to say that the world right now 
exists with thousands of weapons on both sides, and that's what we 
ought to be talking about. And so, to the extent that that is the 
first or the most urgent problem we face, that talking about others 
is relatively less important. Sut I don't think that he intended to 
imply that we wouldn't talk about others, and we will. 


Again, I should say that this has never been for us a 
matter of insisting that the Soviets come to Vienna or any place 
else with prepared offensive positivns to talk about. It's just 
that we believe we must. And their response is less important than 
the fact that we get back to a discourse on the issue. 


Q Weinberger, on Sunday, made clear that from his 
standpoint, we would not accept the Soviet preconditions. He said 


it would be kowtowing. We would not kowtow to the Soviets. That 
was very tough language. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the language 
that was formally stated by the highest levels of our government as 
to what we would agree to do was unambiguously clear and it is 
virtually the Soviet proposal. I don't <-- 


Q How can you say that? I don't understand. I mean 
there are -- 


Q Opens the mouth and it comes out. 


Q -- major differences, aren't there? I mean, on 
the two major issues, there continue to be differences. You haven't 
indicated there was any compromise on either of the big issues. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATON OFFICIAL: Well, I guess we just 
disegree, Chris. This text would have committed us to just what 
I've said. It didn't raise or make an issue about our agenda in any 
sense. Indeed, I think we opened a new possibility by making clear 
as well that we were willing for the joint announcement, if they 
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wentec it to, to say something about what restraints would be 


Appropriate, in the context of their soratorium proposal, during the 
negotiations. 


Q It would have mentioned moratorium? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, it said that we 
were -- 


Q Willing to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- willing to 


consider what restraints ought to be applied during the 
negotiations. 


Q You made a reference to the possibility of further 
communications on this in diplomatic channels. And given that we 
seem, by your own words, to have moved to the outer-most limits of 
Our position by coming within @ millimeter of a dot from theirs, 


what basis do you see for further talks and discussions with the 
Soviets on this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'll give you « 
personal opinion on it. It seems to me that the Soviets truly don't 
want to sit down and talk with ue right now. It seems that they do 
have an interest in talking about certain arms control matters. 

It's my sense that they want to pick a different time, and I 
wouldn't speculate on their motives for that. I think, however, 
that if September's not good for them, then we can do it later. And 
we are ready anytime they are. 


Q Have you had any contact, or has the government 
had any contact with Senator McGovern to get his view of what they 
were telling him, his view on it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have not. I believe 
that he has talked with the U.S. Ambassador to Moscow, but I don’t 
know the result of that. 


Q Does this latest round of proposais and rejections 
by both sides move the overall U.&.-Soviet relations in one 
direction or another? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think it does. 
To me, it represents a curious anomaly in the normal tone and 
content of U.&.-Soviet relations, but I don't think it alters 
fundamentally the principles which guide each side or their both 
having clear self-interest in a sensible dialogue with the other. 


There are other things going on that are barometers of 
normalcy and there will be other statements from back in Washington 
in the next tew days on those. 
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Gon*t think there's -- it represents, durely, any crisis. It's 
Sust -- . 


Q Can you say why it is thet they don't want to meet 
with us now? What's your opinion -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: im sorry -- 


Q Why is it that they do not want to discuss this 
with us at this time, in your opinion? 


SENTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. I 
wouldn't speculate on that? 


Q Is the election « reason? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. 
Q The Olympics? (Laughter. ) 


Q Weinberger said he didn't know either; but he 


thought maybe they were trying to defeat the President. He offered 
that as one possibility. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I wouldn't 
speculate on that. 


Q When Go you think the President's policy would 
begin to pay off, the policy namely of the military reformation 
buildup to put pressure on them to come to the negotiating table? 


ae is a syllogiem he has emphasized. When will that begin to pay 
° 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: First of all, I think, 
to the extent that there is greater stability in the military 
balance, and, therefore, that deterrence is more effective and that 
the willingness of the Soviet Urion to take risks in developing 
countries from Angola tc Ethiopia and Afghanistan, Nicaregue and so 


forth, seems to have been checked that it is already paying off 
significantly. 


As to when they may see it in their self-interest to 
come back and talk about arms reductions, next year. 


Yes. 

Q What's -- 

Q Next year? 

Q You say that flatly, next year you expect that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is my personal 
opinion. 


Q Once we test an antisatellie weapon, is there any 
way of verifying an agreement after that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question is once 
we've tested an antisatellite system, is there any way of verifying? 
Gosh, yes. There are some you can anéd some you can't. I don't mean 
to be frivolous: but the one, for example, that we are testing is 
imminently verifiable, if you're not going to do it anymore. But 
some you cannot. I take your point. 


MORE 





Q But as far as an aircraft -- it's an 18-foot 


rocket, that you fire from the aircraft. How do you verify whether 
we're using them or not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are ways of -- 
such as we considered in the SALT II context, where you can 
identifiably distinguish the micsion of a particular aircraft that 
makes it subject to verification. But I take your point, not all 
systems are verifiable and that's why it is useful to sit down and 
talk about how you can avoid crossing that threshold. 


Yes, Debbie, you had a question. 


Q Yes, but just to get you back on the question of 
timing, there seems to be -- you know -- burbling up over the last 
few days, they want to pick a different time, we're willing. Are we 
now saying to them, “Listen, let's talk about a different time.” Is 


there some discussion now of not focusing solely on September, to 
try and get this off <-- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't say there's 
a focus on it. As part of an openess or a flexibility, we've told 
them that, if this is # problem for them, that we are not -- we are 
flexible on that point. But we haven't made a major issue on it. 
We're not sure that it really is the central) issue for them. But if 
it is, fine. We'll talk about it any time. 


Q But are we going to offer another alternate date, 
for example, go that far? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, they'd offered 
the date in the first place. If they want to offer another one, 


they can. We've told them that the date is not a hangup for us. 
Any time is okay. 


Yes. 


Q You hed mentioned turmoil within the Soviet 
government on this isseve. Do you think there are factions in the 


Soviet government that wanted these talks now and they were 
overruled? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I surely 
couldn't say that, based on what they've said. But -- 


Q Well, what did you mean by “turmoil*? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it may be 
overdrawing the issue. It took, for example, five days this time, I 
think. Earlier, their responses came a little faster. So it may be 
wrong to characterize it as “turmoil.” Sut it just seemed to us 


that there must have been something going on, some serious thought 
being given to it. 


yes. 


9 Would you say flatly the Soviets will come back to 


the arms negotiations rext year? How close after January 2ist would 
you think? 


SENIOR ADMINIGTRATION OFFICIAL: I was talking in «a 
sense of the internal logic of preserving a stable baiance, 4s 
opposed to the political equation. 


It just seems to me that time works to make clear to 
the Soviet Union that self-interest justifies their trying to put 
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some restraints on our systems, and the sooner the better, before 
the systems mature and more political capital, as well as financial 
capital is put into them. So, that natural logic we think ought to 
have already pursuaded them to do it, but I think, in any event, 
that early next year is -- probable. 


Yes, John. 


Q In other words, this has nothing to do with the 
President being reelected and being set in place for four years? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 
John. 


Q Given the overall instability that you've talked 
about before of three different leaders, and given Chernenko's age 
and the possibility of more instability and turnover in the Soviet 
government, why are you more optimist:.c now that they would come 
back to the table than you we”. “fore, in that it seems that -- 
why is the future going to bett+:/ Why wouldn't they just continue 
to buiid for four years, as they have before, or they have in the 


past, and continue this arms race, given the instability in 
government? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I guess I'd conclude 
that personally, based on the ABM experience, back in the iate 
"60's, and, really, their respect for American technology. At that 
time, the prospect of our building a very good ABM system led them 
to say, “Let's avoid that." And they came to the table and talked 
about it. And with our modernization program now having three years 
of authorization behind it, there's a very compelling logic to their 
wanting, as in 1969, to put some limits on those. 


Q But they had a stable government -- I mean, they 
had long-term leadership stability at that point. Now, they don't. 
I mean, you're talking about logic, the logic of the Soviets 
Haven't they been illogical because of this? I mean, in our way of 
thinking, illogical because of this leadership change? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I take your 
point. I think that the Soviet military are -- or is a very 
realistic community of leaders. They can see the inexorability of 
the U.S. programs and can only be chagrined at what it implies for 
their position and their advantages. And I think they would exert a 
significant influence toward negotiation. 


MR. SPEAKES: Drake, last question. Excuse me. 
Q Oh, no -- 
Q Do you have any -- 


MR. SPEAKES: Drake, last question because my colleague 
has to get to the airport. 


Q -- of the President's reaction as one of utter 
frustration. Do you have anything more to offer directiy on what he 
has said about this latest development -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Presicent took the 
viet reference to our alleged misleading position by not wanting 
.o talk about preventing militarization of space as astonishing in 
the context, and his reference was to what he has said in the 
Japanese Diet about both of us working toward the complete 
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elimination of strategic nuclear weapons and that clearly cur 
approach to these talks would be toward limitation and toward 
controlling and toward reducing and that for them to characterize it 


otherwise indicates a lack of seriousness and that's what produced 
-- the frustration, but -- 


Q To whom did he express <hat? To you? Were you in 
a room when he got mad and said, “I'm utterly frustrated"? 
Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We talked -- the 
President, the Secretary of State and myself. 


Q What do you *hink realistically are the chances -- 
MR. SPEAKES: Supposed to be last question -- 


Q -- that the two sides will meet in Vienna in 
September? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry -- 
Q What about the Consular offices -- 
Q -- opening in Kiev -- 


SENIOR ADMINSTRATION OFFICIAL: Larry has cut it off. 
I'm sorry. 


END 10:58 A.M. PDT 
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MR. BRIAN CARLSON: Good afternoon. This is an 
ON-THE-RECORD briefing by Ambassador James L. Buckley, Chairman 
of the U.S. Delegation to the International Conference on 
Population which is being held in Mexico City, August 6-13. 
It's a briefing on the U.S. policy statement, and Ambassador 
Buckley has a few remarks, and then he'll take your questions. 


Ambassador? 


AMBASSADOR BUCKLEY Thank you. Good afternoon. By 
way of background, the restatement, if you will, of United 
States population was prepared in anticipation of the 
conference that will be taking place in Mexico. 


The purpose of that conference is to review the World 
Population Plan of Action which was adopted at Bucharest ten 
years ago In its words, "The plan of action is an instrument 
'for the promotion of economic development, quality of life, 
human rights, and fundamental freedom.'" 





These, then, are the basic goals that are addressed by 
the comprehensive statement of population policy recently 
released by the government, namely, the enhancement of the 
quality of life in a manner consistent with basic human values. 


This rearticulation of policy reflects twenty years of 
experience with family planning and economic development 


assistance programs It does not reflect any radical, new 
departures; rather, it represents a significant sharpening of 
focus 


These are the policy's major elements 


l The statement reaffirms in very clear terms 
America's continuing and undiminished support for foreign 
voluntary family planning programs, provided only that they are 














truly voluntary and that U.S. funds are not used to finance or 
promote abortion. 


2. It recognizes that population growth, in itself, 
is a neutral phenomenon. Whether it represents an advantage or 
disadvantage depends on the conditions existing within each 
country in which it occurs. 


3. The statement affirms that the experience of 
developing countries demonstrates that free market-oriented 
economies are those most conducive to growth and to a 
Significant rise in real personal income. 


4. The statement also notes that rising income is 
historically associated with falling birth rates. It therefore 
follows that the encouragement of economic reform should be an 
essential part of any strategy seeking to achieve ultimate 
population equilibrium. 


Let me now suggest where this statement of American 
policy differs in emphasis from earlier policy, and where it 
does not. 


First, it rejects the Malthusian pessimism reflected 
in the Global 2000 report issued during the Carter 
Administration. 


Second, it incorporates as an explicit component of a 
comprehensive population policy the encouragement of a free 
economic environment that is an objective of our existing 
economic development policy. In short, the two have been 
wrapped into a single document. 


Third, it withholds U.S. funding from any private 
organization that promotes abortion in other countries 


In all other respects, the new statement merely 
tightens the safeguards in support of what has been 
longstanding policy concerning the use of foreign assistance 
funds 


Where Anerican policy remains unchanged, as I stated 
at the outset, is in its support of voluntary family planning 


programs abroad The United States continues to support them 
both as an integral part of programs to improve the health of 
mother and child, and as an escential element in fac ating 


the exercise of parental control over the size of th 
families 











This, then, is the substance of the statement. I'd be 
happy to try to field your questions. 


Q Ambassador Buckley, on the policy of not giving 
money to governments which then use that money for abortion or 
non-favored birth control programs, since money is fungible, 
what difference does it make if you segregate the U.S. funds? 
In other words, they can simply take something from that fund 
and move it over to the other abortion program? 


a First of all, this is simply a bookkeeping 
tightening of existing policy with respect to the U.S. funds in 
support of abortion, which is prohibited -- has been for ten 
years What this does do is, while on the one hand recognizing 
the sovereign prerogative of other nations to define their own 
policies, it nevertheless satisfies American taxpayers that 
their funds are not being used for these purposes. 


Q In other words, let me simplify and paraphrase 
what you're saying: It makes us feel good, but it doesn't 
necessarily do the job 


a No And feeling good is very important 
(Laughter) That's one of the policy objectives of the World 
Population Plan of Action. 


Q Mr. Ambassador, when a senior Administration 
official first briefed reporters in this room on the policy 
change, he was asked about the private voluntary organizations 
which might specifically be affected by the new policy. He 
mentioned International Planned Parenthood. 


International Planned Parenthood has already been 
subjected in the last year, several years, to segregated 
funding because of this '73 law. 


Is it the position of the Administration that this 
segregated accounting has not worked? If so, why are we 
applying it to UNFPA? And, if it has worked, why the funding 
ban to International Planned Parenthood? 


4 I would say, first of all, I was not in on the 
formulation of the policy I have one job only, and that is to 
explain it when I get to Mexico, and then go back to my work 
abroad 


What this does do, as I stated in my introductory 
remarks, is to say that any organization that actively promotes 
abortion is not eligible to receive funds That takes care of 














the fungibility problem It also recognizes the distinction 
between the prerogatives of a nation and private organizations 


Q Well, let me put it another way: In Mexico, if 
you were asked why this policy has been adopted which does 
affect Planned Parenthood, how would you explain it? 


” It is the decision of the United States 
Government to make this distinction in recognition of the 
rights of sovereign governments which are not necessarily the 
rights of private organizations. The United States makes that 
distinction. It, at the same time, has its own sovereign right 
to determine how to deploy its own funds. 


Q Ambassador, the official who spoke here 
previously, he suggested that the U.N. organization as well may 
be subject to a funding cutoff. 


Will the outcome policy paper produced at the 
conference determine whether or not the U.S. continues *o 
support the organization financially? 


ey No It is purely a matter of how the funds 
possessed by that organization are used, and my understanding 
is that at the present time there is no problem. 


Q Also, on the -- I gather that the number of draf' 
recommendations have been drawn up for the Committee to discuss 
in Mexico City Are there elements that you are aware of now 
that in particular are unacceptable to the U.S., and that 
you'll be seeking to modify? 


) We are currently in the process, my delegation 
and I, of going through all of these to determine how they 
might or might no impact on this particular policy statement. 
A brief review suggests that most of them are completely 
Outside its range 


There are some items which are clearly extraneous, and 
then the question is, is it good policy at the United Nations 
meetings to allow attention to be diverted to irrelevant 
matters 


Q Specifically, where you want the statement to say 
something explicitly about the unacceptability of abortion as a 
means of family planning? 


A No We are addressing a series of questions 
which have been prepared in earlier meetings, preparatory 








councils But if something were to appear that was explicitly 
contrary to our statement, we'd certainly speak up. 





Q What about economic incentives and 
disincentives? What position is the U.S. going to take on that? 


4 We will be presenting our view based not on what 
we do at home, but what we believe is clearly observable as one 
looks at the developing world in the years since the end of the 
Second World War. 


We believe that if one, for example, looks at the 
experience of a series of countries from North Korea -- South 
Korea, rather, right around through Thailand, that there is a 
pattern of vigorous economic growth, there is a pattern in 
which, yes, there has been significant increase in populations, 
but these are beginning to dwindle, and we believe that other 
countries ought in organizing their own affairs perhaps pay > at 
attention to other models and see if they can do what they're 
doing better 


We're not in a position to dictate to anybody, but we 
do feel the responsibility to make these observations, to try 
to focus attention on what we believe will be a combination of 
factors which can most effectively and efficiently, and ina 
manner consistent with basic human values, address the 
long-term problem of population. ) 





Q Mr. Ambassador, there were a number of questions 
raised this morning at the House Foreign Affairs Committee 
which went unanswered I wondered if I could pursue them a bit 


here 


First of all, there was some concern that you hadn't 
attended this morning at the last moment, and there was a 
letter sent to the White House from 19 Congressmen that you 
hadn't and were possibly circumventing Congress 


Do you have any response to that? 


fe) Sure As soon as I arrived here over the weekend 
and started plunging into the kind of work required to prepare 
for a conference of this nature, I just ran into this situation 
that it would be very, very difficult to take the time out for 
a congressional hearing when my principal responsibility was to 
see that we are prepared for the meeting in Mexico 


There are 85 recommendations that need to be 
analyzed It was only yesterday afternoon that we were able to 

















bring together our delegation -- and not even all of them -- 
for the first time to start the job of examination I spent 
all morning with key members of the delegation doing precisely 
that 


I advised the House Committee of the difficulties I 
faced. I tried yesterday afternoon and evening to reach the 
Chairman to explain, because I'm sure he would have understood, 
especially given the fact that Mr. McPherson was there to 
explain the policy and give answers, and especially given the 
fact that he is in the business of implementing the policy, and 
I will have nothing to do with that. 





mp 1 


C There was raised as to the definition of 
“actively promoting abortion.” If an organization lists as an 
alternative an abortion, among other alternatives to someone 
coming in, will that be considered active promotion of abortion? 





a I'd have to leave that judgment to the people who 
will actually be administrating the program. There's a range 
of possibilities, obviously, if somebody took out ads saying, 
if you want to limit your family, try such-and-such a clinic 
That would disaualify the organization If someone at a casual 
cocktail conversation would say, I personally feel this is 
appropriate, that obviously would not 


Where you are in between would not be for me to decide 


Q Has there been any support from the Allies on 
this particular position, or have any other countries ever 
offered this sort of proposal before?’ bal 


a l have no idea 


Q If your abortion policy has the intended effect, 
or the most desired effect, which would be to reduce the 
numbers of abortions given by family planning programs, this, 
as is well known, would result in an increase in the number of 
illegal abortions and attendant mortality and morbidity 





How GO you propose to deal with that? Are you going 
to press hard for more funds for regular family planning 
programs? 


A I already stated that we continue our vigorous 
support of family planning programs with the objective of 
broadening their outreach, the ability to reach people And if 
they are effective, they ought to avoid that first situation 
you describe But the fact that people might resort to 
something illegally does not necessarily change the moral 
dimensions of the problem. 


Q Is the broadening of the outreach, is that 
synonymous with more money? Is the U.S., on the basis of this 
policy statement, prepared to increase its contribution? 


A I think you would have to examine each country in 
turn; how effective are the programs, how efficient, to what 
degree have the various communities within the country 























themselves been enlisted in these activities 


I would point out that the United States provides 44 
percent of the total funding for international family program 
of family planning support I think that adds up to a very 
major effort by anyone's definition. 


Q I don't quite understand your position on the 
basic issue You say here that population growth is a neutral 
phenomenon, not necessarily good or bad And then you say, the 
United States supports and helps to control it 


a No, I didn't say I said it helps support family 
Slanning programs; family planning programs in turn, are -- 

Q That's not population contr~1 measures? 

ey -— are a neutral on population control. They 


make it possible for families to decide to have fewer children 
and to do so with facility But the ultimate decision is that 
of individual couples, and written throughout the United States 
declaration is the preservation of the right and prerogative of 
individual parents to make that decision and no one else 


Q I'm not questioning the right of individual 
parents, or whatever But is not the United States supporting 
population control measures by supporting family planning? If 
not, what is it doing there? 


a It is supporting two things, as far as family is 
concerned Number 1 Fundamental health measures There are 
crying situations, desperate situations, especially in 
impoverished areas of the world, where rapid spacing of 
children, or the having of a child very, very early in life or 
too late in life, involve tremendous health risks for mother 
and child 


The instruction on family planning, the knowledge of 
family planning is a way in which people have a better 
understanding of how to control conception, how to avoid 
conception 


Number 2 With that knowledge in place, those 
facilities in place, it also facilitates the ability of a 
nation, working with its own people which encourages them to 
have smaller families, to achieve that objective 


Q “Objective,” being what? 


4 If it is their objective to reduce the fertii‘iy 
in those countries, it'll be achieved much more readily 














Q But isn't that population control? That seems 
almost the definition of it. 


ij That is, the population control based on the 
individual decision of each country involved; each society 
involved. 


Q Then you say, it is not either good or bad? 
a I'm saying, it's not in itself, per se, not good 


or bad. Whether it is an advantage or disadvantage, I also 
said, depended on the conditions within a particular country 
A doubling of the population of Singapore did not retard its 
economic growth And Singapore now has declines in fertility 
rates 


You double the population of some other areas and it 
is a very, very major problem. A major problem that's been 
defined and described in many fora 


Q When you promote economic development at this 
meeting, could you be more specific about what measures you 
would be emphasizing, like, for example, education for women? 


a Certainly, those are items on the agenda which we 
have always supported and will continue to support The basic 
proposition that we will be saying -- and don't forget I've got 
about twenty minutes to explain a statement, to present a 
statement -— is that it is observable that those countries 
which have opted for decentralized, free market-oriented 
economies have been more successful in raising the standard of 
living of their people and in accommodating a growing 
population than have been those which have been tightly, 
centrally controlled and directed 


Q Ambassador, the policy statement also opposes 
coercive measures in family planning Could you specify what 
that is, what that covers, and maybe a few examples? 


A Again, I can give you examples on the extremes 
because it will be up to the individuals applying policy, 
implementing policy, to make the decisions in between 


Tax incentives to encourage smaller families clearly 
is not coercive in our judgment On the other hand, to grab 
somebody and force that individual into a clinic to have 
sterilization against that individual's will is clearly 
coercive and it would disqualify 
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Q But what about a pattern of economic benefits of 
housing and denial of benefits -- again, housing, school, and 
other things?’ 


Now, you're getting into that in-between ground 
that it is not my position to explain 


Q And you don't need to define that in the context 
of the Mexican Conference? 


4 No 


Q You were talking about irrelevant recommendations 
among the 85 that you are right now reviewing Could you 
mention a few? 


yr) There is one proposal that talks about the need 
for disarmament We think that there are other fora that 
perhaps are more aporopriate 


¢ Whose proposal is that? 

Py The Secretariat's 

) That's the only one that comes to your mind right 
now ’ 

a We've gotten to number 19 in our review of 85 

Q How come you started so late with your review? 

a I have another j0b l arrived over the weekend 


I'm working with a delegation, several of whom have only 
recently surfaced We do have a first cut by the Department of 
State which has brought attention to several items Sut we, as 
a delegation, have not had the chance By the time we are 
there, I assure you we will be very well prepared 


9 Mr. Ambassador, I just wanted to clarify this 
When you started, you said that you were not in on formulating 
this policy At any time after you were asked to head the 


delegation, did you request that there be a change in U.S 
policy? 


A I stated that I would consider heading it if it 
were a statement that I could approve lL can approve it; i do 
approve it 


*) ls there anything you would add to it if you 


.- 
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” I have left my private druthers behind Aas I 
take on this job, I have one commitment only and that is to 
support every part of that statement as effectively as I can 


Q What is it that you find so objectionable about 
Global 2000? Do you object, for example, to the population 
projection figures? 


a They are always tricky They make lots of 
assumotions But the other one that we most particularly 
focus on is the assumption that the world's resources are 
finite; that if you increase your population by ten percent, 
you Gecrease the capital resources available per capita by that 
equivalent percentace 


We believe that human experience simply does not 
justify that That human inventiveness, in fact, solves 
problems, finds new resources, and in these days at a startling 
rate 


Q Critics of the new policy charce that countries 
at the Conference in Mexico City are going to -- it's going to 
embarrass the United States That's what critics say What do 


you think about that? 


s I can't think of anybody in my delegation who is 
going to feel at all embarrassed In fact. I'm told by people 
who attended the Conference ten years ago in Bucharest that 
there was a very share division between North and South, the 
North saying you have to stop breeding; the South saying, what 
we want is economic development 


If anything, we seem to have moved in the direction of 
more countries 


P) How do you think the other countries will 
perceive it? 


l hope the way it is intended, as a constructive 
contribution to an analysis of what is involved in achieving 
the basic goals of the World Population Plan of Action, which 
as I stated at the outset, is to achieve a better quality of 
life for all human beings And that is not a function of 
numbers alone; it's a function of per capita income, of 
productivity, and also of a respect for basic values 


MR BRIAN CARLSON Thank you very mucn 
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reaily a dramatic method for reducing the death 


of children around the worlé. We think in a few vears it 


malaria vaccine. 


technology, we have produced a human malaria antigen. In layman's 


from mosquitoes -- which was the way we first got it -- 
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This antigen, as I was just suggesting, will be 
the basis for the long-needed vaccine for human malarias. 


There'll be some testing on animals for safety purposes 


and then for effectiveness, and then moving on to such tests 


On humans whieh will need to be conducted next. 




















Malaria is one of the most widespread causes of 
death and illness on the face of the earth, affecting about 
200 million people -- we estimate -- a year -- 200 million 
people. Probably--though we don’t know for sure; there 
may be much more -- a million people or so die a year from 
malaria. 

As we look at this -- what we feel to be -- very 
exciting step -- is that it is exciting, but tl.at it's also soter 


~ 


to realize that we may soon be able to reap the benefits of 


some twenty years ard 35 million dollars in investment by 


When the Reagan Acministration came into office 
three and a half years ago, there were substantial questions 
asked as to whether or not we should continue to fund 
ect. After carefully looking at the matter, being 
advised by a number of experts -- some pro and some con -- 

I decided that it really was an important thing to continue 
to put money in because of the tremendous, huge payoff that 
was involved here -- or potentially involved. 

Accordingly, in my last three years, we at AID 
have invested nearly 17 million additional dollars into this 


research -- that 17 million being part of the 35 I mentioned. 


In other words, almost half of it has been invested in the 





ing 























ft 


} 


last three and a half years. 

As I indicated, over the years AID has sometimes 
challenged the prevalent scientific opinion as to whether or 
not this was a practical thing to do. The road of this 
research hasn't always been smooth, but we're certainly 
happy that we persisted. And we've been supporting and 
7 


working with over 17 universities and research institutions 





on this project. 

Important results have been achieved along the 
way, but the most significant breakthroughs, paving the 
way for the vaccine development, have occurred during the 


last two years at New York University by a team led 


by Dr. Ruth ana Victor Nussenzweis -- both who are with us 
toda‘ 

In view of this impressive progress, I've committed 
AID to accelerate its funding for malaria vaccine development, 


with a goal of initiating vaccine trials in 12 to 18 months 
and making a vaccine widely available in five years. We 
think this is a practical schedule. 

AID is encouraging the research institutions in 
our network to enter into arrangements with private industry 
for eventual vaccine production. Arrangement through 


the private sector for distribution is really, we found, the 


way to distribute technology by far the most rapidly -- and, 








hence, our encouragement of this step. 

Our objective, obviously, is the production of a 
hihgly effective vaccine, at a cost which all people can 
reasonably afford in developing countries. 

We're talking, incidentally, about half the 


+7 , ah les . . 7 } : : . +} 
population, roughly, in the world being subject to possible 


It's now my great honor to introduce Drs. Ruth 
and Victor Nussenzweig of New York University -- perhans 


they'd come up here with me -- who have led a team of U.S. 


I'm also pleased to welcome Dr. Thomas McCutchan 


of the National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 





at NIH, and Lieutenant Colonel Wayne Hockmever of the walter 


rth 


Reed Army Institute of Research -- who is here now <-- and in 
the aucience, Colonel Franklin Top, a medical doctor, Director 
of the Walter Reed Army Institute of Research; Dr. Frank 

Neva, the Chief of the Parasitic Disease Laboratory, NIAID; 

. Nyle Brady, my Senior Assistant Administrator for Science 
y; Dr. James Erickson, Chief of AID's Communicable 


Lisease Division; and Dr. A. 0. Lucas, Director of WHO's -- 


World Health Organization -- Tropical Disease Research 





Program. 





WHO has helped support the NYU work. NIH and Walter 
f Pp 





Yd] Reed, building on the earlier work of the Nussenzweigs, 
have achieved similar research results using a different 
methodology and a different genetic material. 

Let me now turn to Dr. Ruth Nussenzweig. 
DR. RUBH NUSSENZWEIG: Thank you, Dr. McPherson. 


I feel the need 


ct 


© give you a little bit of back- 
ground on the research which has led to the data -- which 
are the reason for this press conference. 

Mosquitoes transmit malaria by injecting a 
Stage called “sporozoites” into man during the bite. 


The sporozoites -- the infective stage of the malaria para- 


site -- circulates for a short time in the bloodstream of 





Man and then in a few minutes these sporozoites enter the liver, 


change into another stage, and finally indeed multiply and 
invade red blood cells and cause the disease Known as 
malaria. 

Nur research, which was initiated a good number of 
years ago, has consisted of using the sporozoite stace 
and using an attenuated form of the sporozoite as a vaccine. 
Ana it was shown that various animals -- rodents, monkeys, 2 
even Man -- could be immunized and fully protected against 


malaria by the attenuation of irradiated sporozoites 


The problem to this apporach to a vaccine is, 





however, that sporozoites cannot be mass-produced; they cannot 











be cultured. And, therefore, it would involve obtaining 


sporozoites from mosquitoes. And so this is a totally 


-~ 





impraccical approach. 

The next important step, the next important 
research advance, has be2n to characterize on the sporozoites 
a protein, a molecule, which really is responsible for the 
. protective effects which we had observed when whole 
sporozoites were used for immunization. And this protein 
covers the entire surface of the sporozoite and is present 


in all malarial species. 
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still the same in the sense that we could not get enough 


parasites to obtain enough protein for a vaccine. 


ct 


ly to demonstrate that this 


ju 
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The next step was re 
protein, which I mentioned, seemed to be a good candidate 
-- that this protein was important. And we produced mono- 
clonal antibodies which were directed against this protein 
and showed that these antibodies against the specific 
molecule were able to completely abolish the infectivity 
of the parasite. This was the proof that this, indeed, 


was a very important protein, which probably is involved 


@ with the infectivity of the parasite and with she 








mechanism of entry of the parasite into the liver cell, 





which is the next stage. 

The difficulty of obtaining enough material, 
of obtaining enough of chis protein -- the protective 

antigen -- was overcome through the use of genetic 


engineering techniques; and this involved identifying and 


isolating the DNA corresponding to the gene encudain 
for this protein -- and the rationale being that under 


these conditions the bacteria, Escherichia coli, would 


Ssporozoite of a monkey malaria -- Plasmodium knowlesi -- 
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ultec in some rather interesting and, to some 
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sing findings: namely, that the important part 
of the molecule, of the whole protein which we had previously 
identified, was made up of a small sequence of amino acids 
so that, indeed, only that small part of the molecule 
appeared to be very important and now our next candidate for 
a vaccine. 

And we also found that there were in the molecule 
a large number 2f repeats of these few amino acids, which 
probably is the basis for the fact that this is so hiag§ly 


immunogenic that it is protective. It's repeated many times 





Within the same molecule. 
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The following step was to chemically synthesize 





this small peptide, this small series of amino acids, 
which, because it is small, became a rather simple pro- 
cedure. And it was then shown that this particular peptide 
-- this small group of amino acids -- was, indeed, the 
correct moiety because antibodies against this peptide -- 

. they also recognize the parasite;cand, in fact, we have recently 
shown that these antibodies, produced by immunization now, 
with the small series of amino acids, completely abolish 
sporozoite infectivity. 


Now, this takes me to the present wor« -- namely, 


rh 


the cloning of the gene, encoding the protein of the most 





important human malaria parasite: Plasmodium falciparum. 
And this was done simultaneously in our laboratory by a Dr. 
Vincenzo Enea, a molecular biolocist, and at the National 
Institutes of Health, in collaboration with the Walter Reec 
Army Institute of Research. 

Again, the portion of the molecule which seems to 
be responsible for its main non-effects is very small -- a 
repeat -- and in this case it's a repeat of only four amino 
acids. It is a very, very small peptide which is repeated a4 
very large number of times within the same molecule. 


e And it was shown by both groups of investigators that 


the chemically synthesized peptide reacts with the antibodies 




















anc it, therefore, seems to be the correct moiety. 


I would like you to realize that this involves much 
further study in the sense that it will be necessary to ‘fir 
a proper system to deliver this peptide. And the difficulty 
is not to be underestimated because up to now there is no 
Single vaccine based on a synthetic peptide which is in use 
in Man. There are several candidates, but there is no single 
one which is present and being used for human vaccination. 

I would like to mention a second insert possibility 


. 


which is being followed with regard to this vaccine development 


the synthetic peptide. The second is the whole prctein 
produced by bacteria. And then there is a third possibility 


-- we're attempting one -- which is being pursued in collabora- 


rh 


tion with Dr. Bernard Moss at the National Institute o 
Health -- which is ts use the vaccinia virus -- the virus 
which produces the attenuated virus which was used for 
smallpox vaccine in the past -- to use this as a way to mass- 
produce the anticen for malaria so that the vaccination 

would consist of the recombinant smallpox vaccine which would 


contain the genetic information and which could mass-produce 


the material for malaria vaccine. 

















Now, I would like to mention that one attractive 
feature of the sporozoite vaccine -- of a vaccine based 
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On this material -- is that all the evidence indicates that 
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malaria parasites from all regions of the worl 
Same protein so that the vaccine produced against one 


giv-n strain of malaria would be effective against th 
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identified -- a good candidate for a vaccine and which, 
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is Dr. McPherson mentioned before, will require trials 
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Thank you. 
MR. MCPHERSON: Thank you very much, Doctor. 
Are there questions, please? 
Q Mr. McPherson -- 
A Yes. 
® -- a little clarifier here. We can recogniz 


chis use as a preventive, as an immunization program. 








4 That's correct. 











. As a means to have a preventive effect. 


~ - . <4 ,. - 
. Is it of any use or any extrapo'’ation of 


. Q It's been stated that there's a resurcgenc 


of malaria and that there's something over 200 million 
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Sl ‘77? ell well ele. Sele Med -_- - 
OR. VICTOR NUSSENZWEIG: nis iS &@ Minimal estimate, 


2 >. K. 

A It's interesting -- 

° Now, is that -- 

DR. VICTOR NUSSENZWEIG: It's 85 percent of that* 


causec oy Plasmodium falciparum. 
Q As far as resurgence, how many million a 


year were there at the most when malaria was at its veak, 





Or is this more than it was at its peak? 
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» “Ie 8S 8S percent of the deaths that 
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arum. 


"Subsequently corrected to 
are caused by Plasmodium f 
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DR. LUCAS: No. In terms of rates and areas 
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cnat Mave taken place in the vast two decades. 
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5 YO you want to speculate on why it returned? 
~“~ * ZAC. ~ - , a - — 

OR. LUCAS: Oh. Several factors have occurred. 


one of the important factors has been the emergence of 
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ffective, very cheap 


-- unfortunately, the parasite has become resistant to it 


-- which endec up about five years ago -- and it has Swept across 


< ' - — t ‘ ' 
nOW srom tne eastern coast from Kenya right through the central 


The othe. factor, of course, has been the resistance 
of the insects to the insecticides -- so that the tw. measures 
that have been used as the focus of control -- drug treatment 


and insecticides -- became less effective. 
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that, the cost of malaria programs, 
the loss of morale in places where they had hoped that they 
would overcome it and so on, led to an increase in recent 
years of the malaria problem. 

Q Can somebody identify fully the speaker? 

DR. LUCAS: Oh. My name is Lucas. I'm the 
Director of the UNDP World Bank, WHO, Special Program for 
Research and Training in Tropical Diseases. There's a 
ropical Disease Research Program in Dovref 211+ (Laughter. ) 
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Mr. McPHE2SON: I think that will do it 
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Pakistani village about a year ag 
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last couple of years -- a yearacgo, at least -- irrigation 


available to them, and they thought th 
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wonderful but, goodness, it's too bad the malaria was back. 

-- the irrigation being water in which mosquitoes were bred. 
Q Doctor, could you just repeat the way in 

which the vaccinia vacine would come into use as a possible 


malaria vaccine? 


That went a little fast for me. 


You have vaccinia virus, and you insert in the DNA 














16 
the gene for the malaria protein. So now the vaccin 
virus makes the protein from the malaria parasite. 

SO now to take that virus and to scarify the 
skin, like you do in vaccination -- that virus will infect 
locally the cells and will become now -- those cells will 
be living factories of producing the protein of the 
malaria parasite -- so that vaccine, tne vaccinia virus 
-- will carry the malaria vaccine, together with its own 
antigens. 


Could you give us again the time frame or 


kK) 


how soon this could be introduced? 


TT me 777 ~arrr ied nm : e . wa . 4@84¢é . 1 
DR. VICTOR NUSSENZWEIG: The time frame 1s daifficult 


to say, but it looks like the trials in primates could occur 


I missed something. Is there no vaccine 


mK) 


against the parasitic disease, did you say, right now? 
This would be the absolute first? 

DR. RUTH NUSSENZWEIG: Not against human parasites. 
some are better in it. 

MR. MCPHERSON: I'd like to introduce -- we got 
into the questions guicker than we might have -- Dr. McCutchan 


£ NIH. I know he has some comments too. 




















DR. mcCCUTCHAN: Yes. My name is 
Tom McCutchan. I work at the National Institutes of 
Allergy and Infectious Diseases in the Laboratory of 
Parasitic Diseases. 

I'm speaking for my colleagues -- John Dame, 
who is in the audience -- and Lou Milier -- and for our 


. 


collaborators at Walter Reed and at the National Cancer 


We have cloned the entire gene for a protein 


on the surface of the malarial parasite Plasmodium 


his protein is considered by many to be a prime 
Candidate for use in the production of an anti- 
malarial vaccine. 

We have also been able to construct a bacterial 
Virus that is able to produce the protein in the laboratory. 

A short description of our work and its potentially 
wider significance is in the press packet. We are certainly 
proud of our contribution but feel that some balance is 
needed in the evaluation of its importance. 

The cloning of this gene is an important step, but 


historically there have been many steps that have led to this 


point. Most of these advances have come from the laboratories 


of Ruth and Victor Nussenzweig and their coliaborators. 
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These investigators are primarily responsible 








for showing that a sporozoite vaccine is feasible and 





that one particular protein -- the one cloned -- is capable 
of providing a protective immune response. 
These results indicated to us and to those researchers 


at NYU that the cloning of this gene would be an important 





step. 





As molecular biologists, our job was to find the 
needle in the haystack -- the one in literally thousands of 
malarial genes that encodes the appropriate protein -- and 
to transfer this to a bacteria and make it produce the 
protein of interest. 


Our initial problem was one that is common to many 





of those who study parasites, and that is that the parasite 
takes on many shapes and forms during its life. These are 
called life-cycle stages. 

As it happens many times, an important molecule for 
Study or for a vaccine is produced in the stage of a parasite 
life-cycle that researchers are not able to produce in 
guantity. For example, the sporozoit2 gene -- which we 
were here to talk about today - is produced, as you know, 


in the salivary gland of the mosquito. We were simply not 


 ] able to obtain quantities of these sporozoites large enough 








needed to produce the RNA, which contains the information 





with which to reconstruct the needed gene. 
This was a problem that many peopte faced and 
kept some other laboratories from trying to cione this gene. 
My laboratory, however, discovered a way, by 
using a nuclease, or a protein from plants, to excise 
; complete, intact genes from the DNA that is available at 
every stage of the life cycle in a form that was useful for 
producing the protein in bacteria. 
This advance may be also very useful with regard 
to finding genes -- other genes in malaria tht are 


important -- as well as in other parasitic diseases. 





Finally, there are people who must be mentioned. 
John Dame, whom I've mentioned, did the work of finding and 
analyzing the gene and did a very fine job. 


The group at Walter Reed made and provided 


immunological reagents and immunochemical expertise for 


rh 


identification of the gene product. Their valuable 

contribution in this collaboration should be stressed. 
Prem Reddy,at the National Cancer Institute, 
with . 

helped us DNA sequencing; and Lee Maloy, from the National 


Institutes of Allergy and Infectious Diseases, also helped 


us with peptide synthesis. 





And, finally, Lou Miller -- the head of the Malarial 








20 


© Section, who coordinated the entire effort. 
MR. McPHERSON: O.K. We've got -- yes, mations riaght here. 
Q My understanding is that 1... parasite takes 


three forms during its life cycle and that there are four 
kinds of malaria. Will this vaccine you're predicting in 


five years actually protect against all three forms? Is 





that necessary? And will it combine protection against 
all four strains of malaria? 

DR. VICTOR NUSSENZWEIG: You're talking about - 
different species of malaria. 

There are malaria -- what you call falciparum 

© and what you call vivax. There are different species of 
Malaria parasites. Each one has a different protein. So 
a vaccine, in principle, would have to include proteins from 
each species. 

Now, there's another problem -- that malaria has 
different stages. And each malaria has different stages of 
evolution, like shown in this cycle. The mosquito injects 
sporozoites, and we are talking about sporozoite vaccine. 

The sporozoites enter the liver and come out. In 
this you have the blood cycle. In the blood the parasite is 
entirely different from that one. It changes, like a meta- 


morphosis -- completely different antigens. 





So in order to get protection against the blood 











cycle, if you did not protect against the mosquito 
& bite then other anticens are involved. 

That's a separate problem. 

A The point is that we do -- 

Q Are you going to develop the polyvalent 
vaccine? 

DR. VICTOR NUSSENZWEIG: Right. The ideal vaccine, 
in principle, would be polyvalent vaccine -- involving 
not only the sporozoite antigen but other antigens from o 
other stages of the malaria parasite. 

Q So that you have all four major types of 
malaria then coverec by the vaccine? 

© BR. VICTOR NUSSENZWEIG: You can have malaria 

vaccine from all stages and from all species in a pool. 

ay No. The point -- I think at least part of the 
nswer tc your question is this vaccine deals with the first 
stace (pointing to chart) -- deals with when the mosquito 
bites the human being. And if that were to be effective, then 
of course it would cut off the rest of the staces. 

DR. VICTOR NUSSENZWEIG: Right. 

A, It does not deal with the subsegent stages -- 
this vaccine. 


We didn't get into this. I think we're going to be 


© -- we're getting perhaps too technical for some and perhaps not 
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technicalenough for others. 

Q Would you expect the first stage to be 
fully protective? 

DR. VICTOR NUSSENZWEIG. Yes, it is possible 
-- depending on the load or the dose of the mosquito injection 
-- that you can perhaps protect a part of the population at 
least, even with the vaccine against sporozoites. But that's 


something which has to be studied 


A Yes. Our hope is, of course, is that this 
will be sufficiently effective so it will essentially take care 
c€the rest of the stages -- I hope. 


Yes -- other questions? 

Q Will one injection be enouch, and would it 
need to be refrigerated? 

OR. VICTOR NUSSENZWEIG: Well, it would help. 
to tell -- still -- too early to tell. 

But the hope with any vaccine in under- 
developed countries is to have a vaccine which requires 
a single injection. If not, you get some very complicated 
delivery problems. 

For example, the vaccinia, if it works, would 
be marvelous because the delivery system is so simple. 

A Let me suggest -- I see some people who are 


getting a little restless -- our experts are certainly here 
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to answer further questions. 

Unless thee's something else that's a general 
questions, we can perhaps -- 

Q A simple-minded question: Are we killing 
the sporozoite or neutering it -- 

OR. VICTOR NUSSENZWEIG: I'm sorry? 

Q Are we killing the sporozoite or neutering 


it before it can do any damage -- with the vaccine. Are 


DOR. VICTOR NUSSENZWEIG: It's neutral. I mean 
the sporozoite cannot go on. It simply does not develop 
in the liver any more; it stops its development. 


All right, thank you 


‘) 


Is development of a vaccine a foregone 


a) 


, . 2 . 
conclusion at this point in ycur people 


re really doing -- we think we've got 
the vaccine. And, moreover, we've got a practical means of 
producing it in large quantities. Instead of taking it from 
the mosquito, we've got the vaccine. We now can produce it 
in large quantities. 

The question now, in the usual sequence of these 


things, is “Is it safe?"; and we have to test it in primates 


and then in human beings. And Is it effective? 
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And those are a series of steps “hich we will do 
in careful coordination and approval step by step with the 
Food and Drug Administration. 

2, That's not what Dr. Ruth Nussenzweig said. 
She said we have identified a cardidate for a vaccine. 

a Well, Ruth? 

DR. RUTH NUSSENZWEIG: Well, I think it's a 
problem of difference of language but not of content. 

Dr. McPherson also mentioned that the efficacy 
of this vaccine has still to be tested. So a vaccine, 
in my mind, is a vaccine when you get protection -- wien 
you get complete protection -- and we have animal data ind 
that we are on the right road. But we do not have suffici 
data neither with this particular protein nor do we have d 
in Man to be certain that we have a vaccine. 

So we'll consider the vaccine when we have gone 
all these steps which Dr. McPherson just mentioned. 

Is that clear? 

Q O.K. 

Q Can Dr. McCutchan give us his appraisal of 
fast he expects a practical vaccine to be around? 

DR. MCCUTCHAN: 


I think I would listen to Dr. 


Nussenzweig's advice. (Lauchter. ) 


Q Would you listen to Mr. McPherson also? 
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(Laughter. 
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DR. MCCUTCHAN: No. It'*s very -- I'm a molecular 


biologist. I feel that it's very difficu 
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estimate the time involved in doing these things; they're 


very complicated. 


Q Dr. Ruth -- 

Q How many cases of these are there in the 
U.S. 

a I don't think very many. I think it's not 


largely a U.S. kind of situation or problem -- this lady 
says. 

Q Dr. Ruth said -=- you said at the outset 
that you had tested an attenuated form of the sporczoite 
vaccine in various animals -- rodents, monkeys, and even 
Man. 

You mean you took it yourself or what? Who -- 

did somebody try it? 

DR. RUTH NUSSENZWEIG: Well, some investisatccs, 
indeed, did it. We were not directly involved. We ‘re doing 
the monkey experiments also. 

Q How many investigators or how many people 
tried it? 


DR. RUTH NUSSENZWEIG: There were a half a dozen 


individuals who were so-called “volunteers” who were 


immunized by the bite of infected and attenuated, irradiated 














mosquitoes. 


a 


They were immunized by the bite of -- 





DR. RUTH NUSSENZWEIG: Bite of mosquitoes 
whic were carrying the parasite but which had been 
irradiateac so that the parasites were no longer infected. 
Q But -- yes -- and then what happened? 
MS. TINSLEY: We've got time for one more 


. question. 


‘) 


al 
oa 


mean yourend of the stor:s, 


DR. RUTH NUSSENZWEIG: And then several of 
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ople -- which includes two of the investigators -- 


were protectec. Not all, but some of them, were vrotected 





against -- now challenged by the bite of infected mosquitoes 





-- and, in fact, were completely protected in the sense that 
they failed completely to develop an infection. 
2 Who are these two investicators? 


“Naecrse A 
J @ =~ ws 


OR. RUTH NUSSENZWEIG: ODr./Clyde at the University 
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Maryland, the National Center, and Dr. McCarty. « 

2 McCarthy? 

OR. RUTH NUSSENZWEIG: McCarty. 

And this was done a good number of years ago -- 
nearly ten years ago, nine years ago. And this is the only time 
that it has been shown in Man that a parasite antigen could 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND 8fIEFING 


THURSDAY, AUGUST 2, 1984, 4:04 PM. 


ON W/ | 
BILATERAL INVESTMENT TREATY WITH ZAIRE {ep 
} 


SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: On Friday, August 3, 
there will be a treaty signed in the White Youse between the 
United States and Zaire, a Bilateral Investment Treaty signed 
on behalf of the Zairian Government by the Commissioner of 
State for Foreign Affairs, the foreign minister in short, and 
Ambassador 8ill 8rock. 


The major clauses of this Treaty, which was very 
carefully negotiated over a number of months, provide, as I 
think you've seen in pas. cases -- several others have been 
signec with the United States -- for protection of investments, 
arbitration at the time of disputes, and capital transfers. In 
short, creating a legal framework in which two nations come 
together, make a decision, and decide on how best to promote an 
investment climate creating a better framework for investments 
in the future 








The ex aty I will leave to my 
colleague from who I believe is sitting 
to my left was one of the -- if not, the key 


negotiator, and he can fill you in on any details that you have 
about the Bilateral Investment Treaty. 


The reason I wanted to get together with you today was 
to underscore the importance that we attach to the Treaty, and 
that in a context of the policies we have been pursuing over 
the last several years in Africa, and with respect specifically 
to Zaire, particularly in the field of economic reform. we all 
know too well, as we look across the third world in this period 
of serious economic difficulty the enormous problems that 
Africa is confronted. 


This podium has been used before. The Secretary has 
spoken to the subject. Africa is facing a time of unparalleled 
economic difficulty and distress. We have had as a cardinal 
principle in our policy, working towards a restructuring, a 
stablization of African economies and towards policy reform on 
the african continent We have done so in cooperation with our 
Allies and in cooperation with the international institutions, 
the Fund and the Bank. 


The world is full of still continuing difficulties, 
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and a lot of question marks about where we are going and 
whether this period will be survived and in what shape 
countries will be when they come out of it. 


The reason I wish to underscore Zaire today is for the 
specific reason that I think we have before us an example of 
where this very tough international medicine is taking effect. 
There are encouraging signs about the direction Zaire is taking 
as a result of having joined in an international effort, taken 
sovereign decision of its own and moved to restructure and 
reform its economy and take very deep, biting measures to maxe 
certain that it succeeded. 


I don't have to go back over history a great deal. 
Zaire has a reputation that all of you know very well. A 
reputation for economic difficulty, a reputation for 
mismanagement in the economy; it's had a lot of press 
treatment, a lot of criticism in the Congress. Its history has 
been engraved pretty indelibly. 3ut I think it's worth taking 
a look back for a moment before I tell you where we are today, 
and go back to the time that many of you recall in the early 
1960's in which Zaire was embroiled in a desperate civil war. 


Mobutu came to power in '65, and the civil war came to 
an end The first serious institutions in the country were put 
into place. At that time, and almost coincidentally, there was 
arise in the international price of copper which represents 
fifty percent of Zaire's exports, a sharp rise producing a 
handsome dividend. A dividend that caused the Zairians to sit 
down and begin a procram of intense investment, hasty 
investment, sometimes a misguided investment, and the country 
extended itself 


To give you an example, by 1975, Zaire was about a 
$1.8 billion in debt Today, it's about $4.4 billion in debt. 
It was about $1.4 billion in debt by the end of ‘82. 


In the mid 1970's, the international prices of copper 
began to cascade in a downward collapse, and the Zairians, 
among other copper producers, as other base metal producers in 
the world, began to experience really severe difficulties 


In addition, Zaire had two invasions in the Shaba area 
-- '77 and '78 -- which further set back its economy But I 
think if we look at the copper price alone, you can understand 
how severe it was when you realize today that copper prices in 
nominal terms are about lower than they have been in the last 
10 years In short. in real terms, they are at the lowest 
point they have been in the last 30 years. 











As I said, copper provides half of Zaire's export 
revenues. Other related minerals, like cobalt, have equally 
experienced sharp down turns. 


Not so many years ago, in 1978, cobalt was selling at 
$25.00 a pound. My memory today is it's in the $5.00 or $6.00 
range, if not even below that. What is it? It's back up to 
$12.00. 


Starting as early as the mid 1970's, the Zairians sat 
down and began to try to work out reform programs with the 
IMF. They went through several of these. None of them 
worked. However, in 1983, after considerable reflection, after 
a great deal of consultation with the Fund, with the Bank, with 
a great deal of prompting from donors and a very strong effort 
on our part, the government has taken a major new look at its 
economic policies and economic choices. 


I think if you want some good news today, you will be 
looking in the next several minutes at a program of economic 
reform as deep and as far-reaching as any that's been 
undertaken in the third worla, and happily at this point one of 
the more successful 


Let me give you a couple of ideas of what they've 
done. The reforms, which becan in late ‘83, have included a 
variety of issues An 80 percent devaluation of the currency; 
a floating exchange rate, the implications of which are very 
important; a very sharp reduction in the size of the positions 
of the staffing ceilings of the civil service, bringing it down 
from about 250,000 to 200,000; the elimination of subsidies to 
State-owned enterprise and other subsidized prices in the 
economy, including food prices, basic staples; the 
liberalization of price control so that there could be an 
economic return to those who had a preduct to put on the market 
in a competitive sense, and a budget that is now, to use the 
Fund's term "“transpevent." It's a public document, and a 


budget that is squeezed down to a point today that Zaire is 
practically covering civil service salaries and external debt, 


a sharp reduction in the size of the budget. 


As a result of these reforms -- very biting, very deep 
cutting -- the Fund moved forward in December of i983 to extend 
a $350 miliion capacity for new drawings. The donors came 
together in Paris in December ‘83 and gave Zaire a rather 
serious rescheduling to make it possible for Zaire to meet the 
conditions set out by the Fund. 


This undertaking, on the part of the Government of 
Zaire, an undertaking implying great austerity, has meant 




















hardship, and times have been unusually difficult in Zaire. 
Prices have risen sharply, commodities have been in less ample 
supply. It's been a very tough time, but it's been a time in 
which government has stuck by its word, has carried forward. 


The President of Zaire is serious about this as well 
as his Council of Ministers. And as recently as the month of 
June we've had direct assurances of that government's intention 
to persevere despite the adversities that they face. The 
results are beginning to come clear. 


The value of the now floating currency, called the 
"Zaire" itself, is stablized at about 36 Zaires to the dollar. 
Foreign exchange is finally available through official, open, 
audible channels for the key imports the economy needs ona 
competitive basis for the first time in many years. Inflation 
has been brought down very sharply from 76 percent in 1983 to 5 
percent in the first six months of this year; a really drastic 
squeeze 


As a side note, this process of deep-cutting reform 
has had an impact on an area that has been of substantial 
concern to the United States Congress, to all of us, and that 
is the issue -— corruption. For, as steps have been taken to 
liberalize the economy, get government out of the process of 
allocating foreign exchange and micro-managing pricing and 
producing, and introducing much tighter administrative 
controls over the budget and making all of this public, there 
has been an important and significant effect on the capacity 
and level of corruption. 


(Continued on next page) 














In addition, there have been a number of people, some 
200 -- recently calculated -- civil servants who have lost 
their jobs as a result of finagling. The tax collection has 
improved. But I think the real issue that I'd like to focus 
your attention on is that the economic reforms that I've 
described, the dismantling of subsidies to parastatals, have 
reduced the opportunities for the misuse of government funds. 


The conversion to a floating exchange rate has removed 
foreign exchange from a market where it could be acquired and 
then resold at profits which were both illegal and exorbitant. 
You've seen this kind of major form of diversion brought under 
control in a manner that even two years ago few of us who 
Follow and are interested in this extremely large and important 
country, and a country key to our interests in Africa, would 
have thought possible. 


There have also been a major set of reforms taken as 
late as June in the mining sector in which the government 
marketing board for mineral sales has been abolished and the 
company most interested in recuperating foreign exchange for 
the production of minerals. Gecamines, the large metals 
conglomerate, is now in the direct metals marketing business. 
That, I underscore, is, I think, one of the most significant 
reforms that's been undertaken. 


As I say, the Zairians are going to stick with this 
program, and it's in light of that that we, the United States, 
have been looking with increased interest, sympathy, 
encouragement, at what's been going on. We have progressively 
increased dur aid levels from about $33 million in 1983 to $45 
this year, and we're asking for $59 next year. 


We have seen, as well, the bilateral investment treaty 
in a similar context of trying now to respond to an economy 
that's taken medicine. How do you get the patient up off the 
pallet? How do you infuse new resources? and private 
investment is clearly one of them. 


There are a number of American companies that have 
been active in Zaire. Equity investment value of our companies 
in Zaire today stands at about $200 million. Well known 
companies are General Motors, Goodyear, CitiBank, Rayovac, 
Continental Grain, Warner-Lambert, Mobil, Texaco, Armco. All 
of them are present or in the manufacturing or production 
business. Many have suffered under the conditions of the 
market place in Zaire over the last years, and have hung on 
because they face, they know, a large market, a nation of 30 
million people, a country of considerable resources and great 
potential. 
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They're looking to a slightly different future. They 
can now obtain foreign exchange for their key imports throuch 
official channels, compete for it, compete for it in the 
floating exchange market, and this year for the first time -- 
or last year, actually, 1983 dividends this year, the dividends 
acquired in 1983 -— for the first time in a decade a year's 
dividends have been remitted to parent companies. 


Two new American investments will be taking place in 
light of market prospects and perhaps as well some of the 
changed circumstances. Gulf is looking to expand its interests 
as well. Zaire is a petroleum producer. 


There are a number of incentives offered to future 
investors, offered by the Government of Zaire. There are a 
number of attractive prospects in timber and plantation 
agriculture, and in mining, and as the economy picks up speed, 
light industry itself should become more attractive, and we 
offer a number of incentives ourselves. 


OPIC, a name known to all of you, offers insurance 
against expropriation and political risk. It does not now 
offer convertibility risk insurance, but OPIC is taking another 
look at that. OPIC is, however, prepared to consider direct 
loans and loan guarantees, and to finance feasibility studies 
for potential investors in Zaire. 


The IFC, the International Finance Corporation, and 
the World Bank, is also keen now to promote investment in Zaire 
and ready to finance up to one-quarter of the cost of approved 
private investments through loans or equity participation. 


I'd like to think that the framework of the BIT which 
will be signed on Friday will provide another reason for people 
to take this potentially important market and potentially rich 
country seriously and respond. It's time that we all find ways 
to respond, for we as a nation, privately and publicly, have 
insisted strenuously on econcmic redressment in the Third 
World, in the Zaires of this world, and we have before us a 
country that has taken very tough, demanding steps, is moving 
in that direction, and we're encouraged by what we see. 


Thank you very much. I'1il be appy to take questions 
or, if thev are specifically on the treaty and the terms of tne 
treaty, I'd like to ask my colleague if he'd join me. 


Q If I could just raise one question: In a number 
of Third World countries where even lest drastic measures have 




















been imposed, it has created a certain degree of political 
instability. 


What in your assessment is the impact of these new 
reform measures on Mobutu's regime? 


s I think it's a very good question, and I'm not 
sure any of us know the answer in a great deal of detail. I 
think in a general manner I've been struck over the last 
several years When I've seen the extent of economic 
punishment that's been foisted on Africa, and the reiative 
capacity of Africa to absorb that, that there is somerching 
beyond the numbers that makes Africa a bic different from Latin 
America or perhaps other parts of the world where measures with 
such political difficulty could hardly be taken and governments 
survive. 


But I think it's also fair to say that Zaire went 
through a long period of trying to survive without taking such 
measures, and that a government, a system, that has gradually 
gvown and come in place over the last 20 years for Zaire had to 
have been one of the least institutionalized countries in 
Africa at the time of independence. Those institutions have 
worked They've stood up, they've taken the test, and they've 
understood what their job was. 


There has been considerable suffering and unhappiness, 
but protest has been something that has been channeled through 
the political machinery that exists in the country. Zaire is 
just finishing right now a presidential election undertaken in 
orderly circumstences We're seeing a country that has got its 
act sufficiently together to be able to survive that kind of 
difficulty. 


Q Are you suggesting that their recent presidential 
election was a real presidential election? 


A I thinx in answer to the question, when a 
government puts its name on the line and goes out to the polls, 
sits down and has a test of the electorate, has a political 
process that functions -- of course, Zaire is a one-party state 
-—- but when that goes on, that government is making a 
statement about its confidence, its ability to live with the 
political realities it faces. Particularly important at this 
point are the severe economic conditions. Nevertheless, that 
government is prepared to go out and have the political 
process, as is defined in the Zairian constitution, function. 

I think that speaks for itself. 

















Q Can we just go back? You said there were two 
companies looking at investing in Zaire You mentioned Gulf. 
What's the other one? 


“ I don't have the name of the company with me. 
One is a tin manufacturer, and the other is, I believe, a shoe 
manufacturer. Do you have anything to -- 


SECOND OFFICIAL: There are two new investments, tin 
mining and shoe manufacturing, anc Gulf Oil is putting more 
money in, and another manufacturing company is putting money 
in Unfortunately, I'm not sure of the name I think it's G4, 
but I'm not sure. 


Q One other question on that Is Ex-Im now open in 
Zaire? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Ex-Im has a lot of outstanding debts 
with Zaire As far as I know, there are no new requests of 
Ex-Im for coverage for Zaire. Isn't that correct? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: That's right. 


Q I believe an Ex-Im official told me earlier this 
year that they were -- in fact, Mr. Oraper said earlier this 
year to me that, for all intents and purposes, they were closed 
in Zaire and were not entertaining any proposals if and when a 
proposal did come along 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Again, I don't think it's a likely 
issue at this point If it were, it would be worth discussing 
with Ex-Im. You'd have to see what was on offer, what the 
conditions were, and see what Ex-Im would do in the face of a 
precise offer 


But I think Ex-Im, like the rest of us, is looking at 
an economic situation that is different than the one we've 
known in the past, and, therefore, they can make an assessment 
based on facts That's what OPIC's doing, and others 


THIRD OFFICIAL: Just to point out that Ex-Im just had 
two representatives in Zaire right after my visit to Zaire So 
they are looking at Zaire They haven't closed the door in 
Zaire 

Q Thank you. 

a Right. 


(The briefing concluded at 4:27 p.m.) 
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BACKGROUND: BRIEFING Fl p COpy 


U.S. RESPONSE TO POLISH GOVERNMENT'S 
RELEASE OF POLITICAL PRISONERS 
FRIDAY, AUGUST 3, 1984, 1:37 P.M 


Q On the statement from California, can you 
elaborate on what the President means by “complete and 
reasonable implementation of the amnesty decision? What is 
“complete” and “reasonable?" 


A The Polish Government announced that they would 
release 652 oolitical prisoners. we understand that to mean 
that that includes the four K.O.R. leacers and the seven 
Solidarity leaders, the so-called “Eleven. " 


By “complete,"“ we mean that all of them would be 
released By “reasonable," we mean that there would be no 
steps taken which would bring into question the sincerity of 
this effort. I don't want to get into hypothetical situations, 
but obviously rearresting is a concern that we would have or 
any other particularly negative steps that seem to negate the 
Significance of this action 


Q So this is something that would just hang there 
indefinitely as a mark? 


“ As the statement indicates, we are going to 
continue to watch the situation very closely That's correct 


There are some steps that we're taking right away, and 
which the President's statement indicates that we are going 
ahead on the scientific exchanges right away 


The question of the IMF, as we indicated, is still 
pending that completion of the amnesty, and of course some 
other considerations which we've indicated in here of an 
economic nature 


Q And that, you assume, implementation of that 
amnesty -- it's already announced -- would include the four 
corps leaders and the seven Solidarity leaders? 








© a Absolutely. 
Q And that is linked to the IMF? 
Q That's correct. 
Q Do the Poles set a date for when the amnesty 


would be complete? 


a They said 30 days from the time that it began, 
which was the 2lst. We would, of course, be quite pleased if 
they completed it ahead of schedule, and they have already 
released quite a few people 


Q Do you have an evaluation of the impact of the 
sanctions, just in a general sense? 


a We think that the basic economic downturn in 
Poland was not because of the sanctions. There have been 
problems with the Polish economy wrich go back some years. 


We think that the sanctions have had a significant 
impact in the sense that they have clearly registered on the 
Polish Government, and more broadly our concern about martial 
law, about the fact that they made Solidarity illegal we feel 
© that the political impact has been very significant. 


Q When the sanctions were announced, it was said 
that we had several objectives, one of which was lifting of 
martial law and another one was that we might encourage -- I 


think it was called negotiations between the Church and the 
government and Solidarity. 


What is the prospect, or progress in Poland on those 
other two major fronts? 


fs) There is a dialogue between the Church and the 
government It is not a fully satisfactory dialogue, I think, 
though that is a question which you all have to really address 
to the Church more than to us But there is some dialogue 
between the Church and the government There is not, however, 
by any means, a satisfactory dialogue between freely formed 
trade unions in Poland and the government 


One of the reasons why we still have some measures in 
effect is because all of those original objectives that we set, 
and which in fact many in Poland, including some in the 
government, believe in. Those objectives have not been fully 








achieved 


Q If I may follow on that. Far from not being met, 
one of our objectives was that Poland would institute -- would 
legalize trade unions, free trade unions. Have we dropped that 
entirely? 


A Not at all. We haven't dropped it all. It 
remains a very strong objective, an explicit objective. They 
understand that it is still our objective And as I indicated, 
we still have some very significant measures in effect which we 
would hope, among other things, would urge the Poles in that 
Girection 


Q What is it you consider to be the most 
significant measures that we still have in effect? 


Qa The two NATO measures which are most significant 
are a limitation on high-level contacts and on new credits. In 
addition, we have bilaterally some other measures For 
example, I would say the most significant of those is that we 
have not given them back most favored nation trade status. 


Q Can somebody lay out the economic advantages that 
Poland will get by virtue of being allowed to join the IMF? 


4 I think it's important to make a distinction 
between membership in the IMF and drawing on IMF resources. 
And what the President's announcement does, of course, is 
communicate the United States views on the prospects for 
reactivation of the membership application. 


The application process, as with any other country, 
could take some time, a number of months. Beyond that, the IMF 
Executive Board and the Board of Governors would review the 
final application to be submitted. 


If and when Poland becomes a member, it would then 
have the rights that any other member would have to apply for 
drawings under IMF arrangements, depending on its balance of 
payments need and a variety of other factors. I think it's 
premature at this time to conjecture about tne size of any 
possible IMF program for Poland. 


Q You put no dollar figures to this? 


A No, because it does depend upon a range of 
factors, including Poland's quota in the IMF. That quota is 
not determined until the process of application is sorted out. 
It depends upon a variety of economic factors, including 











4 


national income size, balance of payments, national monetary 
agogregates, etc, which will have to be worked out between the 
Polish authorities and IMF staff and management in the months 
ahead. 


Q Is this going to be of economic benefit to Poland 
this year? 


“ I don't see how one can reach a firm judgment on 
the question of whether it would be this year. As I said, the 
application process typically takes a number of months, and 
there is no particularly reason to expect that Poland's 
application at this point would be different, pending, of 
course, the important step in the President's announcement of 


complete and reasonable implementation of the amnesty measures 


Q Do you acree with the Polish Government's claim 
that the sanctions have cost it $13 billion? 


a Polish officials, in informal discussions with 
us, have made both estimates and claims about the impact of our 
sanctions Clearly, they have had some impact, but I think 
that we would not acree on that precise figure I realaiy 
wouldn't be in a position at this stage to give you a precise 
figure, but that one, I think, we would not endorse 


Q Would it be in the neighborhood of billions? 
You're not downplaying that magnitude of the claim, are you? 
They say $13 billion Is their loss in the billions? 


a I would rather not give any precise figure or a 
comment on the magnitude beyond saying that there has deen a 
impact 


A I think one of the factors to keep in mind is 
that even if there had never been the whole period of 
Solidarity and the martial law question and the sanctions, even 
if none of that had happened there would still have been a very 
serious problem in Poland as there was in much of the rest of 
Eastern Europe 


Commercial banks, for example, were not eager to loan 
in this situation to any of those countries They had 
accumulated an enormous debt to both governments and private 





Poland Outdated machinery, lack of ability to assimilate 


© banks There were enormous internal structural oeroblens in 
western technology that they had bought 


There were a series of problems, and it is genuinely 
-— it's not a question of ducking the issue --it is genuinely 
difficult to estimate what the scale is of the affect because 
it's so hypothetical What would it have been like with out 
it? I don't ‘think anybody really knows The Polish effort in 
putting a precise figure is quite clear They're trying to 
position themselves politically as much as anything else 


(Continued on next page) 














Q Since we're ON BACKGROUND, could you tell us what 
the Vatican view of this issue was? 


Pe) The Vatican feels strongly, and I think 
appropriately, that it would not be right for us to talk about 
their views. I think we all understand the Pope's strong 
feelings for the situation in Poland. 


The Vatican has indicated publicly that they hope the 
West as a whole would strengthen its relationship with Poland 
if there were steps in Poland which made that possible. 


So ina very broad and generic sense, the posture of 
the Vatican is quite clear But to go beyond that, I think you 


should ask the Vatican 


Q Was there an agreement with the Allies that these 
were aporopriate steps for the United States to take?’ 


a Again, that's a little bit difficult, Barrie, to 
get into The Allies are all so sensitive about our talking 
adout what they wanted 


Let me just say that the EC countries have felt for 
some time that there needed to be a strong Western response to 
positive steps in Poland, and, therefore, that there is a good 
deal of coherence now as there has been in the position that 
all of us are pursuing 


Q At the time that martial law was imposed, and 
these sanctions were imposed, you will recall that the United 
States Government took the position that the Soviet Union was 
in large part responsible for them and placed sanctions of 
another -- some other different sanctions on the Russians at 
that time 


What is your estimate now of the relationship between 
Polaxyd and the Soviet Union, and in what way is the Polisn 
Government showing or not showing an independence in that 
context? 


a The relationship has always been difficult, and I 
think it remains difficult Speaking broadly about Eastern 
Europe now, there is clear to us an inability on che Soviets' 
part to meet the economic needs of Eastern European countries, 
including Poland 


So there is some considerable tension in those 
relationships There is also a strong awareness in Poland and 
elsewhere of the importance of the Western connect.on for them, 














and there is also in Poland, of course, a keen awareness of 
being Polish, which is quite different than being the Soviet 
Union in terms of religion, of history, culture and politics 


So I think we face a real opportunity now in Eastern 
Europe, including with Poland, to open a new chapter at a time 
when there are -- and we've seen this not just with Poland but 
with other countries in Eastern Europe as well wshen there are 
some differences with Moscow and when there are constraints on 
how much the Soviets can do 


Q Could I follow up with really two questions? One 
is in this particular case, if I recall, there was some high 
Soviet official who was in Warsaw at the time that these 
announcements were made, or something. Does it appear that 
these things were done with the approval of the Russians, with 
the acquiescence of the Russians, or what was the Russian role, 
if we know? 


And, secondly, with regard to Eastern Europe more 
broadly, in addition to this, what is the United States doing 
or what direction is it following in order to pursue this whole 
Eastern European broader situation that you mentioned? 


A The Soviet official was Prime Minister Tikhonov 
It was interesting that in his speech to the meeting in Warsaw 
that he addressed, that he did not menticn the amnesty 


We don't know, Don, exactly what their views fave 
been, how they have dealt with the Poles on the amnesty 
question, but it was intriguing, at least, that they made no 
reference to it publicly at that time 


I think the Soviets face a dilemma. They, of course, 
want the stability of the grave in places like Poland On the 
other hand, they know that in order to achieve even minimal 
stability, these governments have got to make some compromises 
and concessions to their own people's natural desires. 


So they face a complex game, and I think we just 
simply don't know precisely what went on, but one could 
speculate that they probably are not entirely comfortable with 
this situation, or with the fact that there are some 800-900 
churches in Poland whose construction has been permitted, and a 
number of other rather interesting differences between the 
domestic situation in Poland and that in the Soviet Union 


On the broader question, what are we doing to improve 
our relations with Eastern Europe and to see opportunity in 
this situation, Vice President Bush visited three Eastern 











European countries last year. Secretary Shultz has developed a 
good relationship with a number of the Foreign Ministers. Some 
of us at a lower level, like Rick Burt, have visited recently 
East Germany, as you know, some other countries there. 


We are moving forward in a number of areas, cultural 
exchanges, trying to expand trade I think one of the more 
interesting things that we've been doing recently is that we've 
expanded our arms control dialogue with these countries. Wwe 
have gone to them with our version of what's going on, for 
example, on Vienna and INF. 


That's something that in some past years wasn't done 
very much. People tended to think that you had to deal only 
with Moscow. It's very clear to us that Moscow does not keep 
these governments well informed on arms control and 
political/military issues. 


So we've been trying to give them our arguments, and 
we think that that's had some effect. If you look at the 
declarations from Warsaw Pact Foreign Minister meetings, they 
are, on the margin, softer or more moderate than those of the 
Soviets themselves. 


So we think that a number of Eastern European 
Governments, some that you might even be surprised about, are 
trying to exert an influence on Moscow to get them back to the 
arms control tables in Geneva and Vienna and elsewhere 


Q Given the limitations of the Soviets to help 
Fastern Europe, can Jaruzelski make further liberalization 
moves without triggering some Soviet crackdown? 


a Within certain realistic limits, we believe that 
ne can. Yes. 


Q Do you have any idea what they would be? 


a We think that he can open a more genuine dialogue 
with workers 


» What will be done now regarding the civil 
aviation agreement and the scientific exchange? What 
discussions, talks, mechanics? 


4 On the Civil Aviation Agreement, the steps which 
we are prepared to take. I think were well identified in the 
Statement that has been distributed. We would expect that we 
would negotiate a normal bilateral aviation agreement with 
Poland to implement those steps and any 














other arrangements that would be appropriate in the civil 
aviation area. 


We would also expect that Poland woulc drop its case 
—— its insistence that certain aspects of our aviation 
arrangements be subject to international arbitration. 


At this stage, next steps would involve a discussion 
at the working or technical level about the best way to proceed 
and what issues and questions could -- should appropriately be 
discussed before we take those steps 


I can't give you any timetable on when we expect that 
to happen 


Q I have one question regarding the statement. In 
one place it says that the move by the Polish Government 
represents a significant move, and down lower it says that the 
amnesty declaration is a potentially positive development So 
in once place it's “significant,” and one is “potentially 
positive 


a You're a good grammarian (Laughter) I think 
it's simply that the difference is not substance, or at least 
it's not intended to be The use of the word “potential” is 
just an indication that the amnesty, of course, hasn't yet been 
carried out in full The first word is significant if it's 
carried out fully, and we, therefore, now acting on good faith 
believe it is a significant move, and one assumes that it will 
be carried out, and then it will be more than potentially 
Significant; it will be just plain significant 


Q Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 1:59 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. The briefing this 
afternoon, as you know, is on the question of some recently 
declassified intelligence information and related subjects on 
the Salvadoran guerrillas and arms supplies to them. 


Ainbassador Thomas Pickering, tre U.S. Ambassador to El 
Salvador, will have some cpening remarks, and the briefing wili 
be conducted by General Paul Gorman who is the Commander of the 
U.S. Southern Command in Panama. 


I'd ask you to hold your questions until the briefing 
is completed They will then both be happy to take your 
questions 


Ambassacor Pic"ering. 


AMBASSADOR PICKERING: Thank you very much, Alan. I 
gather that everybody knows this is ON THE RECORD. No surprise. 


We have been asked by the public and the Conagress many 
times for evidence of Nicaraguan, Cuban and Soviet support for 
the guerrillas in El Salvador. This request has focused on the 
issue of logistics support for those guerrillas. 


Why are we so sure the support comes from or through 
Nicaragua and Cuba to the guerrillas? For the last few weeks 
we have been giving a classified briefing to the Congress on 
this subject. A number of members of the Congress on both 
sices have askeo us -— indeed, they have urged us -- to 
declassify that briefing and to provide it to you, and through 
you, obviously, to the American public. 


After very careful review last night, we were able to 
have a decision made to declassify about 95 percent of the key 
information in the briefing that we have been giving to the 
Congress 


In the briefing, and in the questions to follow, we 
Will not be able to go beyond what you receive in the basic 
briefing regarding intelligence sources and methods. The 
briefing will discuss a number of incidents; incidents which 
are interrelated, showing evidence of an outside logistics 





2 


effort to support the guerrillas in £1 Salvador. We hope to 
show some physical evidence of this and, as well, to provide 
oral and written evidence developed from intelligence 
collection and analysis. 


We are certain you will draw your own conclusions from 
this briefing. As with most things, it is the accumulation of 
evidence, not @ single piece of it alone, which provides the 
basis for conclusions. No single piece of evidence to be 
presented here could in any sense be called a "smoking gun" or 
a “silver bullet." But what is important is that careful, 
painstaking, patient work was accomplished to put together 
information on a series of events and incidents about which we 
can tell you today. 


Critical to your understanding of the briefing is the 
fact that there is a great deal of additional sensitive 
intelligence material and information about which we cannot 
speak today but which has been absolutely central in literally 
leading us to find, or to find out about, the events that we 
are going to speak about. 


Finally, two other pieces of the chronology of this 
kind of support is very important, I think, to pass onto you. 
These are not new pieces but they fit the pattern and are 
important to recall 


First, in late 1983, a very enterprising newsman, Sam 
Dillon of the Miami Herald, visited a place called La Concha on 
the northwest coast of Nicaragua This small fishing port is 
located about forty miles from the coast of El Salvador. 





Dillon wrote a revealing story of how the local 
Nicaraguan inhabitants of this so-called fishing cooperative 
were, as traditional smugglers, co-opted by the Sandinistas 
after the 1979 takeover to continue their activities by 
smuggling weapons to £1 Salvador, using large ocean-going 
canoes called, in Spanish, “cayucas." The story ran in the 
Washinaton Post of September 21, 1983. 





The second important event, or development, is a 
statement made very recently by President Duarte of El 
Salvador. Duarte noted that at a July 1983 meeting of the 
Contadora Foreign Ministers, the Nicaraguan Foreign Minister, 
when pressed on the issue of Nicaraguan materiel support for 
the guerrillas by the then Salvadoran Foreign Minister, Doctor 
Fidel Chavez Mena, freely and openly in front the Contadora 
ministerial colleagues, admitted that support. And, indeed, 
this report -- we have additional evidence to ccrroborate from 
sources who were there in a position to know. 





Now, I would like to ask General Paul Gorman, 
Commander of the United States Southern Command, to present you 
with the briefing. Afterwards, he and I will be available for 
your questions, and we have some additional handout material 
available for you at the end of the briefing. Thanks. 


GENERAL GORMAN: Thanks, Tom. 


Let me begin with a press conference that was neld on 
the 27th of July in San Salvador in which President Duarte 
accused Nicaragua of intervention in the on-going war in his 
ccuntry -- accused them of acting in that war as the principal 
source of the munitions being used by the insurgents, and 
specifically, by moving munitions across its beaches. This is 
a quotation from that press conference. He said, "They are 
sending ir weapons, training people, transporting bullets at 
this very minute; they are using fishing boats as a disguise, 
introducing weapons into £1 Salvador at night throuch 
Montecristo, El Cuco and El Espino. 


To your right is a map of the area. I'm going to ask 
Dick Schaden to point out La Concha or La Pelota down in 
Nicaragua just mentioned by Ambassador Pickerinc, and £] 
Espino, £1 Cuco and La Playa Icacal in El Salvador. These are 
the places just referred to by President Duarte . Also point 
to Montecristo, an island at the mouth of the Rio Lempa. 


If you'll drop the overlay ... We'il be talking about 
the areas highlighted in green. They include those beaches to 
which I've just made reference. The mouth of the Rio Lempa, 
around the Isla Montecristo, and certain areas up along the 
Lempa, particularly up in the northern part of the country 
where it forms the boundary between £1 Salvador and Honduras. 


President Duarte, in that conference of July 27, took 
issue, specifically, with recent assertions of the insurgent 
leadership, the leadership of the guerrillas in £1 Salvador, 
that they capture the ordnance in their possession from the 
government troops of El Salvador. This is a statement issued 
by the FMLN Command, the General Command, on 6 July 1984: "We 
wish to tell the United States Administration that the weapons 
carried by the Salvadoran workers are the weapons we have 
recovered in combat from the army they train and direct." 


And, again, on the 24 of July: “Imperialist spokesmen 
have reported that the FMLN has expensive and sophisticated 
weapons that were acquired in the socialis= countries and were 
brought into the country through Nicaragua This 
misinformation campaign seeks to minimize the huge amount of 
weapons that our victorious army has seized in battle." 











As you know, on July 18, 1984, the U.S. Government 
released a background paper on Nicaragua's support for Central 
American subversion That's the green book. I believe you 
have it in your kits. 


This background paper addressed directly the question 
of how El Salvadoran guerrilla units are supplied with 
ordnance. You will recall that the paper describes shipment by 
sea from northwest Nicaragua to the Salvadoran coast by land 
through Honduras and by air. 


More recently, as the Ambassador mentioned, a 
classified presentation had been prepared, larcely by members 
of my Command, on the origin of guerrilla arms and munition 
This presentation wes put before members of Congress. 


Members of both parties have asked that portions of 
that briefine be declassified My remarks this afternoon are 
in response to those Congressional requests. 


As the Ambassador stated, I can go no further in 
discussing intelligence sources and methods than my comments on 
the series of visuals which will follow 


In my opening statement, before a number of you to the 
House Foreign affairs Committee iast week, I praised the £1 
Salvadoran armed Forces for improvements and reforms undertaken 
within the past eight months; reforms which I characterized as 
revolutionary. 


Among their more important gains has beer distinctly 
better intelligence This gain has proceeded only partially 


from exchanges with the United States. Most of it -- that gain 
better intelligence -- is a payback for aggressive patrolling 
by their armed forces; by sound -- and by that I mean humane -- 


use of guerrilla defectors, prisoners and documents, something 
that we did not see until the very recent past, and adroit use 
of human sources among a population which largely supp. rts and 
cooperates with President Duarte's government. 


I propose to discuss four specific cases, or series of 
events, which illustrate the problem faced by President Duarte 
and his armed forces 


First: Infiltration across the beaches of Espino, 
Cuco and Icacal, and up the Lempa River and Juquilisco Bay in 
southeastern El Salvador 





Second: Overland infiltration, using way stations and 
camps in areas dominated by guerrillas. 


Third: Dispersed stores or caches. And, 


Fourth: Well-gquarded headquarters or base areas for 
control of guerrilla operations and logistics. 


I believe each of these cases, cr instances, 
demonstrate the va.idity of President Duarte's judgment that 
his country is the victim of a pernicious form of aggression by 
Nicaragua. 


First, I direct your attention tc the Jucuaran area, 
which is identified on the larger map over there as the green 
area right at the base of the map. (Indicating) 


We know from a man who participated in the event, a 
defector, that on the 28th of April, at night, a shipment of 
assorted munitions arrived via these cayucas, to which the 
Ambassador made reference, on the beach, vicinity of Playa E] 
Espino near the town of Boca de Botoncillo 


The shipment was there met by a guerrilla reception 
party and manpacked to a point just to the southeast of the 
village of Jucuaran At that point, the shipment was 
transferred to pack animals and carried to the vicinity of the 
town of £1 Brazo 


Earlier the same evening, trucks were hijacked near 
the town of £1 Transito and moved to £1 Brazo where they 
rendezvoused with the mule shipment. This was on the evening 
of 1 May At that time, the shipment was transferrec to trucks 
and moved north towards the city of San Miguel. 


Intelligence analysts in E] Salvador, and at my 
command, believe that this shipment was probably involved in 
logistically supporting the May 6 attack by that faction of the 
guerrillas known as the "ERP" on the city of San Miguel -- an 
attack in which the Ambassador personally participated, since 
he was fired on by these ERP troops south the city as he 
attempted to bring in the election observers on the morning of 
6 May. 


That attack was thwarted by the Salvadoran armed 
Forces, which had been alerted by intelligence to not only its 
timing but its location. 





The U.S.-trained ARCE Battalion of the Salvadoran 
Armed Forces, reacting to that attack from the south, pursued 
the guerrillas south of San Miguel, and on the 10th a company 
of the ARCE captured, near El Transito, Bulgarian ammunition. 
You have seen pictures of this before in the green book that is 
in your possession But let me point out a couple of things 
about this ammunition. 


First of all, Bulgaria operates a factory which 
produces NATO-standard ammunition That factory --— Number 10 
-- is identified by the factory markings on the base of this 
munition (indicating) The United States intelligence 
services have seen this particular type of round only three 
places in the western hemisphere: South of the town of San 
Micuel, in £1 Salvador, just this year; several times in recent 
years, observed by attaches, in the hands of the Sandinista 
army in Nicaragua, and in 1973 and 1974, it was observed in the 
Dominican Republic in the hands of a group of insurgents known 
to have been supported by the Cubans. 


In the continuation of that operation, on May 11, the 
ARCE Battalion captured a Vietnamese mortar, this time near the 
town of San Carlos This is the box in the mortar sight was 
containec The markings on here, in Vietnamese, are 
instructions to use with the ‘81 millimeter mortar. This is 
the sight; it was manufactured in North Vietnam in the late 
1970's. And in the box there is an inspection, or factory 
clearance chip, which would indicate that it was shipped from 
the factory, probably circa 1978. But, again, we don't know 
much more about it -- as far as the material evidence -- than 
that 


Needless to say, neither Bulgarian ammunition nor 
Vietnamese mortar sights are in the hands of the Salvadoran 
Armed Forces, and our analysts believe that this materiel was 
part of that shipment that arrived at the Playa Espino on the 
28th of April. 


During the operation, the ARCE Battalion commander 
received, from peasants in the area of the operations, 
information which indicated that the phenomena reported on the 
26th of April was not unique, that there were a number of these 
sorts of landings, and that the guerrilla column that went down 
to meet the landing of 28 April was but one of many. 


Moreover, his information, collected from peasant 
informers, indicated that there was a large headquarters near 
the mouth of the Rio Lempa. 


On May 21, reacting to this intelligence, the 
Salvadoran armed Forces inserted small reconnaissance patrols 
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into the Isla Montecristo, near the mouth of the Rio Lempa, for 
the purposes of locating that headquarters. 


On the night of the 23rd, these patrols captured a 
young Salvadoran who had been forcibly recruited by the 
guerrillas ten days earlier. He freely led the Salvadoran Army 
to a larce guerrilla camp nearby which turned out to be the 
headquarters for which the Salvadorans had been looking. 


On May 25, the Salvadoran Army overran this camp, 
killed 18 guerrillas, seized a large amount of weapons and 
ammunition and destroyed some 34 ocean-going small boats, the 
so-called cayucas; seized a large number of guerrilla 
documents, the property of the headquarters, including 
organizational notebooks, records of weapons, plans and several 
guerrilla maps. 


One of the maps was that of the commander of the FPL 
faction in the area known by his sobriquet as "Daniel" and I'll 
show you that map here. (Indicating) You have @ seen a 
picture of this in the green book. This is a colored 
representation, and the colors are important because, as the 
key over here indicates, the red area is guerrilla-controlled 
or dominated region. For those of you who know what a mangrove 
swamp is, this is a mangrove -- malarial -- very difficult area 
in which to operate. An ideal place for a guerrilla stronghold. 


The mustard-colored area is identified up here as 
contested, and the brown area over here is identified as an 
area, or expansion, as part of the plan of Daniel. This is the 
red area, on the larger portion of the map; this, the mustard 
portion, and this the area identified for expansion. 


Identified by a red line running through this is the 
secure route, and Daniel's notebooks talks about the movement 
of supplies from Playa El Espino, identified down here, up the 
secure route They record, among other things, rendezvousing 
with aircraft in the vicinity at airfields. 


If you take the information that we received from the 
defector concerning the 28 April munition and you plot it on 
Daniel's map, as we have done with the assistance of that gent, 
you can see an almost complete overlay. I've plotted on here 
the various events in the sequence that I earlier recorded them 
£o you. 


I am going to snow you some results of U.S. 
intelligence which led us to corroborate or establish greater 
credence in the human intelligence that the Salvadorans were 
putting together at the same time. 





One of the means that were employed for these purposes 
was the AC-130 aircraft which can see in the nighttime. 
There's been a certain amount of publicity directed at the 
AC-130 and its results. 


I want you to understand -- and this is very important 
-- that the sensings of the AC-130 are but one indicator to us 
that there was some furtive activity underway along that coast. 


I'm now going to play for you a crudely edited copy of 
certain tapes that were made aboard some of these aircraft. 
The whole movie quality of this imagery is a very low-fidelity 
recording, and you should understand that it is only an 
approximation of what the crew members see on their scopes. 
I'd ask that you bear with us in this respect For those of 
you who would want a technical explanation for that, we're 
dealing here with equipment manufactured back in the Sixties 
that operates at 900 lines and your American standard 500-line 
equipment is incompatible with it. 


Could I now show the little tape, please? Could we 
have the lights down, please? 


(The following portion is transcribed from the film: ) 


"MODERATOR: What you are about to see are the results 
of the recent reconnaissance flights over southeast £1 Salvador 
through the eyes of the sensors of the BIELD KIRK 
reconnaissance platform. 


"The BIELD KIRK platform is an AC-130 aircraft. 
Attached to the aircraft are two types of night sensors -- 
infra-red sensors and low-light television. Crew members are 
equipped with night-vision goggles. The aircraft rlies at 
altitudes between 6,000 and 12,000 feet, verifying its location 
and the location of its targets through on-board avionics, 
sensors and maps. 


"The areas which the following tapes cover are 
sections of the coast of southeastern £1 Salvador, between the 
two arrows shown here. According to U.S. and Salvadoran 
intelligence analysis, it is along this coastline that the 
majority of the seaborne logistics infiltration enters £1 
Salvador from embarkation points in Nicaragua. 


“Normally, the seaborne routes near the Nicaraguan 
coast can either travel directly across the Gulf of Fonseca or 
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detour further out to sea and land at points further west along 
the Salvadoran coast. 


"The first sequence occurred between midnight and :?:90 
a.m. Salvador local time on 24 June 1984. All of the imaged 
activities occurred on or near Icacal Beach. The first 
sighting occurred on the eastern bank of the inlet located just 
to the west of Icacal Beach. This sighting consisted of 25 
hot-spots, some appearing to be animals and some appearing to 
be personnel. 


"Just after this sighting, BIELD KIRK also imaged 
three trawlers, each 60 to 70 feet in lencth. These were 
located 1,800 meters to the east of the 25 hot-spots and about 
one-half mile off shore. You're now seeing one of these 
trawlers through the infra-red sensor. This is the same 
trawier as seen through the low-light television. The ship has 
it's outrigcgers extended and is towing two canoes. 


"Normally, such trawlers, involved with resupply 
activity, will load materiel onto the smaller boats for 
delivery to waiting personnel on the beach. On return to the 
coastline, it searched for the 25 hot-spots. When it 
discoverec the original hot-spots at 2:25 a.m., it split into 
two groups of twelve to thirteen. The BIELD KIRK aircraft then 
located approximately 100 hot-spots 1,800 meters to the east on 
Icacal Beach where the three trawlers were noted previously. 


“South-Com analysts believe that these hot-spots were 
personnel involved in receiving supplies from the trawlers 
noted just off the shore earlier. 


"The next sequence you will see involves tne probable 
meeting of the mother ship --in this case, a shrimper -- and 
two smaller boats which will carry transferred materiel f-om 
the mother ship to the coast, as shown by the arrow. This 
meeting was observed approximately ten nautical miles south of 
the mouth of the Lempa River just after midnight on the morning 
of 10 July 1984 


"You are now observing this shrimper and the two hoats 
on low-light television. The shrimper, which is 75 feet in 
length, has a smaller boat in tow. It has its eer 
extended on both sides as if to give the appearance o 
fishing. It is running with lights on, also to avoid 
suspicion. The two smaller boats, both 18 feet in length, have 
square-shaped sterns. It is likely that the shrimper had 
completed a transfer of materiel to the two 18-foot boats just 
prior to the arrival of BIELD KIRK. 
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“when the shrimper reaiized that the BIELD KIRK 
a@ircraft was overhead, it began to move away from the smaller 
boats in a@ southwesterly direction towards open seas The 
shrimper quickly attained high speed, again, not indicative of 
normal shrimping procedure. 


"For the time being, the two 18-foot boats remained in 
place Upon the arrival of the BIELD KIRK, the two boats 
pushed apart and began to move toward the Salvadoran coast 
The boats quickly attained hich speed, estimated at between 20 
anc 25 knots 


"On three occasions during the boats’ movement toward 
shore, one of the boats stopped, apparently to check if the 
BIELD KIRK aircraft was still overhead During one such stop, 
as shown here, a crew member of one boat apparently threw an 
object overboard 


“Aircraft crew members saw this activity through their 
night-vision goggles 


"When the boats ianded on the beach, they were met by 
personnel, noted on the screen as hot-spots Of particular 
note, a crate was apparently off-loaded from one of the boats 
onto the shore. 


“We have freeze=framed the imagery here to better 
outline the crate, which is just off the bow of the boat in the 
center of the screen. 


"At this location, along the southeastern coast of El 
Salvador, BIELD KIRK image would appear to be the formation of 
@ pack animal train on the beach in the early morning hours of 
ll July. After forming up, the personnel at the lead of the 
formation led the train inland. 


"The larger ho . *$ you see are probable pack 
animals; the smaller hot ., 8 are personnel. Notice also that 
smaller hot-spots are leading the larger hot-spots as 
apparently a man would lead a pack animal Notice also the 
interval that is maintained by the het-spots leaving the beach 
at the head of the column." 


(End of film) 


GENERAL GORMAN: In order to give you some feel for 
the difference in the quality of the imagery, we obtained from 
the National Aeronautic and Space Agency here in town this 
player which presents a higher astro-count image, and we'll 
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show you that last event in the fragment of tape relating to 
the formation of the mule train on the beach 


There is no sound with this one. 
You might comment, Dick, if you can see 


(Film displayed on video terminal, and narrated by 
Lieutenant Colonel Schaden. ) 


LIEUTENANT COLONEL SCHADEN: You can see that the 
animals are very distinct from the people in this tape Keep 
in mind that the crew is going between this low-light footage 
and using the night vision goggles that are there. 


what you see is the pack mule being formed up, people 
moving forward in front of their animals; and if I continue 
this tape all the way through it, they actually ao off the 
beach area itself into the woodline They are, in fact, moving 
of € now 


Q Is that the trawler? 


LIEUTENANT COLONEL SCHADEN: Wo, sir This is is all 
on the beach. That's a house 


GENERAL GORMAN Okay Can we have the lights up 
please?’ 


The landing on the beach, that we showed you here, was 
right over in this area, and that mule train that you were just 
lookine at on Daniel's map is where the blue spot is. 


There are copies of that tape, as I understand it, 
available, and also some still photography which identifies the 
place of the business. 


There is one inconsistency in the reporting on that 
The mule train, on the voice recordine, is indicated as having 
been imaged on the llth Actually, the imagery was taken late 
on the evening of the 10th, the discrepancy coming from our 
having used the time of arrival back from mission as opposed to 
the logged time of the sighting. 


While we were looking at the operations across the 
beach, we became aware that there was a significant amount of 
infiltration arriving overland from Honduras as well In one 
such area, up along the Rio Lempa, where it comes up against 
the Honduran border in northern San Miguel, there is a key 
logistics center, one in which three of the principal guerrilla 
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factions are all involved. It's called the Petacones area, and 
if you would point that out on the map, please. 


During the period June 30 through July 3 of this year, 
the Ponce Battalion operated in the Petacones area. The Ponce 
Battalion is a battalion of infantry -- anti-terrorist, BIAT; a 
Salvacoran-raised and Salvadoran-trained unit. But it has a 
number of officers and non-commissioned officers in it who have 
been transferred from American-trained battalions. 


That battalion, in the time period indicated, using 
only organic weaponry and taking no losses, operatine at night 
in small groups, in a classic counter-insurgency operation, 
penetrated this Petacones headquarters area; killed a number of 
guerrillas, disrupted guerrilla logistics and acquired 
significant guerrilla documents. 


This is a@ map here which was captured during this 
operation It is the map of the commander in the area 
Identified on it are the locales of the three principal 
factions -- the ERP. the FPL, and the PRTC -- who are situated 
in the area Their headquarters are identified as well 


The Ponce Battalion operates under the command of 
Lieutenant Colonel Monterrosa, the Salvadoran armed Forces 
Commander for the Third Brigade, headquartered at San Miguel 


Our own intelligence analyst agrees with his that 
those operations in northern San Miguel did, in fact, disrupt 
Suerrilla supply movements to the west and to the south 


Two weeks ago, Lieutenant Colonel Monterrosa, during a 
visit to his headquarters by General Jack Vesscey, the Chairman 
of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, and myself, presented these two 
snapshots of guerrillas which were taken from a role of film 
removed from a guerrilla body. 


The picture over here shows men loading mules with a 
U.S.-manufactured heavy machine gun. The clothing and the web 
gear of two of the men are also apparently of U.S. manufacture. 


Along the upper Rio Lempa, U.S. C-130s, such as the 
one that you just saw in the film, have followed such mule 
trains moving at night out of Honduras down to the Petacones 
vicinity 


The same intelligence means have also detected trucks 
moving from the Honduran border south toward Petacones. Over 
here is a second snapshot The gentleman on the left, Colonel 
Monterrosa identifies -- and he knows his name -- as a 
communist party political officer. 


(Continued on next page) 
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I want you to note that he is carrying a 
Soviet-manufactured AK-47 assault rifle The man in the center 
has a Soviet-type grenade at his belt, and both of these 
weapons must have come from outside £1 Salvador 


The center man and the one on the right are carrying 
what appear to be U.S.-made rifles, but, as we shall see in a 
moment, these weapons may very well have come to £1 Salvador 
from Vietnam 


Now let me turn your attention to another querrilla 
stronghold in £1 Salvador in the Guazapa Volcano area. About 
10 to 12 days aco the Salvadoran armed forces began what they 
called Operation Guazapa 13. During this operation the 
Salvadoran army successfully acuuired intelligence from 


campesinos and from defectors 


As the army moved into the guerrilla stronghold, a 
guerrilla turned himself in and offered to lead Salvadoran 
armec forces units to an arms cache which he had helped create. 


The Salvadoran Ticre Battalion immediately followed 
the guerrilla and located the arms Among the items seized 
were some 44 U.S.-manufactured AR-15s, some seven M-16s, some 
Six Belgian-manufactured FAL rifles, one U.S. M-1l1 rifle, one 
U.S. M-l] carbine, one U.S. .45 calibre Thompson submachinegun, 
three U.S.-manufactured light anti-tank weapons, and a 
substantial amount of TNT, Soviet-manufactured fuses, and other 
materiel. 


In the U.S. Southern Command, we make a practice of 
tracing all reported weapons' serial numbers from whatever 
source, as long as we are certain that the serial numbers are 
accurate. 


In this case, concerning the 44 U.S.-manufactured 
AR-15s, 33 have been traced, using the computers of the United 
States Army 85 percent, or 28 of those weapons, were 
manufactured in the 1960s and shipped from the United States to 
Southeast Asia. 


15 percent, or five -- there are no records for the 
serial numbers listed None of those weapons were shipped to 
El Salvador We still have 1l that we're concluding tracing 
action on 


Let me enlarge on ihis picture The country team in 
El Salvador and Southern Command have traced the serial numbers 
on AR-15s and M-l6s which the Salvadorans have captured from 
the guerrillas in recent months We have also traced serial 








numbers of such U.S. -made weapons from lists or records in 
documents captured from the guerrillas in recent operations. 
The results are shown on these charts 


73 percent of the 214 weapons in this sample, as of 21 
July, were manufactured in the 1960s and shipped by the United 
States to Southeast Asia 19 percent, some 40 weapons, were 
shipped to El Salvador 


Of 239 weapons, for which we could find serial numbers 
listed in guerrilla records, 57 percent were traceable to 
Vietnam, and only 5 percent traceable to shipments to the 
Salvadoran armed forces 


This evidence suagests to me that the guerrillas are 
not primarily armed with American weapons captured from the 
Salvadoran army, but with American weapons suppliec by Vietnam 
throuch some trans-shippers -- Cuba and Nicaragua 


Some of you have heard the ERP Commander, Alejandro 
Montenecro, who was captured in Tegucigalpa, Honduras, in 
1982 He stated, and has stated repeatedly, that the majority 
of guerrilla M-16s came from Vietnam to Cuba, Cuba to Managua, 


Managua to £—] Salvador 


Also of interest in this look at weapons are 
Chinese-made -- I refer there to the People's Republic of China 
-—- type 56 rocket launchers which were manufactured in the late 


1950s 


This 18 one such weapon here (displayed), and I will 
make these available to you for your inspection afterwards 
This is familiar to American servicemen in Vietnam, where they 
saw them in profusion, as an RPG-2 It is a Soviet-style 
rocket propelled grenade launcher. 


Of particular interest, however, to this discussion 
are the serial numbers which are contained on the pistol grip 
here We found, in recent months, two significant bodies of 
such weapons, one in El Salvador and a second in Grenada 


In the Cuban Embassy and in a warehouse on Grenada, a 
number of those weapons were captured, and a list of those 
serial numbers was prepared We recently discovered that 
comparable weapons found in E] Salvador, captured from 
guerrillas, removed from the battlefield or taken from caches, 
fit the same serial number sequence and fit very closely 


Thus, up here is serial number 307419 You'll find 
307417 on the list right here Up here is 308622, and you'll 








15 


find here 308626, and these others are similarly listed over 
here in pink and fitted into the serial number sequence. 


It is difficult to imagine now that coincidence could 
have occurred had not these weapons reached El Salvador via the 
same sequence cited by Montenegro; that is to say, Vietnam to 
Cuba, Cuba to Managua, Managua to £1 Salvador. 


I now want to shift your attention to yet another 
guerrilla stronghold in San Vicente department of £1 Salvador, 
again along the Rio Lempa north of the Isla Montecristo, to 
which we made earlier reference 


In recent weeks there have been a series of 
engagements in San Vicente In those engagerents where 
intellicence was available to the Salvadorans, they performed 
superbly Without intelligence, they were unable to avoid 


ambushes, and they took casualties 


In support of Operation Guazapa 13 and in action in 
the Cerros de San Pedro, the 5tn Brigade's Jiboa Battalion was 
operating north of San Vicente City 


On 26 July the Jiboa was ambushed by a larce guerrilla 
force 


In response to the Ambush, the 5th Brigade's Canas 
Battalion moved out of San Vicente to reinforce Jiboa It, 
too, was ambushed Both units suffered casualties These 
units lacked tactical intelligence on guerrilla movements, 
which contributed greatly to the ambushes 


It is significant, however, and consistent with the 
pattern of professional improvement, to which I made earlier 
mention, that the commanders concerned in those setbacks have 
already been relieved by the Ministry of Defense. 


In contrast to these tactical mishaps, between 27 and 
29 July, Salvadoran airborne infantry and special operations 
units launched an operation in the vicinity of San Bartolo 
Ichanmico that was advantaged by tactical intelligence, and 
which inflicted severe losses on the guerrillas. 


Again, utilizing a deserter who was prepared to lead 
these troops past the outguards, special operations units set 
up ambushes along the known guerrilla-used escape route from a 
major headquarters in that area 


Other army units and the Salvadoran air force then 
assaulted the guerrilla headquarters from different directions, 
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the querrilla fled the assault, and, as suspected, moved into 
the preparec ambush. 


With this ambush and subsequent fightine the next day 
to include guerrilla counter-attacks and counter-ambushes, 
guerrilla losses were heavy. ESAF, Salvadoran armed forces, 
losses were light. 


Among the items seized were a significant quantity of 
guerrilla headquarters records and documents, including maps, 
message center logs, personnel notebooks, hospital 
administration papers, and currency. 


Two documents from this hatch are particularly 
instructive The first lays out a plan by the guerrillas for 
sustained propaganda for the rest of 1984 against 
"interventionist escalation by Yankee imperialism," with 
Presidents Reagan and Duarte particular targets of the 
propaganda campaicn 


The second documert is a military plan which indicates 
thac whatever tne guerrillas of the FPL faction may say for 
propaganda purposes about where their support comes from, in 
their own councils they regard the Socialist countries of 
Nicaragua, Cuba and the U.S.S.R. as their "strategic rear guard 
essential for the logistical flow and financial resources." 


These documents, which have just been transmitted to 
Washington, we are going to make available to you in the Press 
Office immediately following this meeting in both a copy of the 
original and an English translation. I regret that the full 
text of the military plan is not in hand. It is a long 
document. We are working on that, and it will be published as 
soon as we get it up here to Washington. I picked from it what 
I consider to be the significant portions. 


In my judgment, President Duarte of £1 Salvador is 
exactly right when he castigates Nicaragua for its role in 
fostering political violence in El Salvador. The guerrilla 
front is ludicrous in insisting that it gets no ordnance from 
abroad External support for the guerrillas continues to be a 
mainstay of the guerrillas. 


Conversely, the democratic government of President 
Duarte, inaugurated in June of this year, cannot long endure 
without U.S. assistance A guerrilla offensive is imminent 
The insurgents are determined to damage Duarte's prospects by 
any means at their disposal, and they possess the means for 
much bloodshed and destruction. 








The measure, which is now before Congress, the Central 
America Democracy, Peace and Development Initiative, based on 
the recommencations of the National Bipartisan Commission, was 
care*ully formulated, in my view, to provide the minimum amount 
of U.S. economic and security assistance needed to assure 
security for the Salvadorans against guerrilla depredations 


As you know, the Kissinger Commission arqued for 
Gecisively large amounts of aid for £1 Salvador In February, 
Congress was presented with a two-year request for security 
assistance Of this amount, only about one-third has thus far 
een made available. and in dribs and drabs, making systematic 
planning difficult 


Il am convinced that the entire amounts will be needed, 
and some help should be sent before the summer is out 


First, to meet the impending guerrilla attacks; 


Second, to continue the momentum of improvement in the 
Salvadoran armed forces: 


Third, to provide that confidence and continuity of 
U.S. support which breeds tactical boldness and facilitates 
coherent tactical and strategic planning; and 


Fourth, to convince the guerrillas and their 
supporters to accept meaninaful negotiations rather than 
prolonged struggle 


Thank you for your attention 
AMBASSADOR PICKERING: The floor is open for questions. 


Q General Gorman, could I just ask two questions, 
one right after another? When you detail this flow of arms, 
could you be a little more specific? You sav a guerrilla 
offensive is imminent Has the flow of arms increased 
substantially? Has it abated? Could you give us some idea of 
what the flow of traffic is? 


And, secoi.dly, with this considerable surveillance 
that you appear to have, just how effective has the United 
States and the Salvadoran armed forces been in blocking the 
weapons flow? I mean, how much have we captured as compared to 
what. we think gets in? 


GENERAL GORMAN The preoccuparion of the Salvadoran 
armed forces over the last several months has been safeguarding 
the electoral process That was certainly my primary mission 
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what we have reported to you here was intelligence 
acquired during the procecs of providing that security It was 
serencipitous to our primary purposes. 


The Salvadoran armec forces, as have we, have been 
aware, of course, of this logistics flow for years. What is 
new about all of this is the specificity as to where it is 
occurring and the methodology that is being employed by the 
guerrillas in moving this materiel 


It is also highly significant that each of the events 
that I have cited in Jucuaran, in the Petacones, in the Guazapa 
area, and in the San Vicente area, involved defectors. That is 
to say. the Salvadorans were led to their quarry by members of 
the guerrilla forces themselves, and were assisted by 
intelligence provided by the people in the countryside. That 
was not happening until very recently, and I believe that it 
reflects the consensus that exists in tl Salvador for the 
support of the Duarte Government 


AMBASSADOR PICKERING Paul, could I add one thing? 
One of the things you noticed, that at least a share, perhaps a 
very larce share, is seaborne infiltration The inability of 
the Salvadoran navy to deal with seaborne infiltration is a 
direct function of the lack of assistance to that navy, a 
direct function, I would say, of the incapacity of us to 
persuade the Conoress that this was, (a) a real problem, and 
(ob) that the Salvadoran navy should be given the capability to 
deal with it 


That's the reason why at least one portion of this 
briefing was particularly important to support the current 
request that General Gorman has made clear to you is a 
principal reason for showing you this particular series of 
events 


Q Ambassador Pickering, you're not going to give 
percentages of what you think you may have captured as opposed 
to what's flown in? I mean, is there any idea to say what 
you're talking about in terms of -- 


AMBASSADOR PICKERING No I would say this, if I 
may Recent estimations of 50 percent being captured are way 
off the mark Those have been corrected in subsequent 
statements by the principal source for that information. We 
believe it is considerably less 


One real indication is that over 36,000 M-l6és have 
been provided to El Salvadoran forces by the United States 
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Less than 2,000 have been lost dy those forces, a figure of 
less than 7 percent The guerrillas are estimated at between 
9,000-11,000 people, so tnat would be at the wildest, I 
Suppose, perhaps less than 20 percent of their armament -- 
perhaps around 12 percent of their armament 


Q General, you say at one point toward the end in 
your conclusion, if my notes are correct, that without U.S 
assistance the Ouarte Government cannot long endure 


Do you mean to say there, sir, that if Congress 
refuses or cuts the amount of aid requested by the 
Administration, Congress would be to blame for this Duarte 
collapse? 


GENERAL GORMAN I would say that the Salvadorans 
cannot maintain their present military posture without 
continued U.S. assistance, and that the amounts and kinds of 
assistance that we have provided up to now will not carry them 
through the year if the expected offensive materializes 


Q But are you predicting collapse without -- 
GENERAL GORMAN Oh. no 
Q -- continued U.S. aid? 


GENERAL GORMAN As many of you have observed, what 
happens when U.S. aid falters, or they suspect that U.S. aid is 
not gcing to be forthcoming, they hunker down It is during 
such periods that the guerrillas resurge, and this hunkering 
down on the part of t:he Salvadoran armed forces and the 
resurgence of the guerrillas accounts for the seesaw nature of 
the war today. 


Q General Gorman, you said that in the San Bartolo 
ambushes, the big difference was made by the tactical 
intelligence that the Salvadoran army had in one case and 
didn't have in the other Are you sugocesting with this that 
the United States should provide tactical intelligence from 
airplanes to the Salvadoran army? 


GENERAL GORMAN In the event the tactical 
intelligence, to which I make reference, was human intelligence 
acquired by the Salvadorans themselves 


Q Ambassador Pickering, specifically what support 
do you think should be provided the Salvadoran navy, as such, 
to interdict these supplies? 
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AMBASSADOR PICKERING: The proposals that we have put 
forward to the Congress make very clear in those proposals that 
adcitional boats are required and additional training is 
required, and some additional armament is required, in order to 
prosecute the sort of intelligence that might become available 
-- prosecute contacts as a result of the sort of intelligence 
that might become available 


All of those things are required The navy has been 
the bottom priority That has necessarily reflected the 
scarcity of assistance to begin with, and some attitude of mind 
on the part of the Salvadorans. The attitude of mind, I think, 
has been shifted about, but additional assistance in that area 
is certainly @ very important part of the package that the 
President proposed to the Congress last February and is 
urgently seeking now 


Q General Gorman, I wonder if you could say 
anything more about this Bulgarian factory that is 
manufacturing NATO ammunition? 


GENERAL GORMAN: NATO-standard ammunition 


Q How long has that been functioning? Can you say 
anything more about it at all? 


GENERAL GORMAN No 


Q General Gorman, this briefing that you just gave, 
is this the same briefing that you gave the members of Congress 
-~ have given to them? 


GENERAL GORMAN As the Ambassador indicated, it is 
substantially the same. 


Q So, in other words, there is more that they got 
than this? 


GENERAL GORMAN As he indicated, yes There is a 
good deal more that is available. 


Q General Gorman, as late as about a year ago there 
was a feeling in El Salvador that the £1 Salvadoran armed 
forces were not able to utilize a lot of this COMINT and ELINT 
kind of intelligence that the United States could furnish. 


Has that changed? 


GENERAL GORMAN Yes, sir Let me describe to you an 
event that occurred on the evening of the 4th of August. § An 
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AC-130 aircraft on the Troncal Highway, just south of the 
Honcuran border in Chalatenango, located a group of trucks -- 
my memory is six in number, 18-wheelers -- parked beside the 
roac with 18 of these hot-spots alongside the trucks 


We had no explanation for that; simply reported it to 
the Embassy After some consultation with the Estado Mayor at 


night -- middle of the night -- they askec that the aircraft 
return to the scene and report further on the activity when 
it got back, it could find none -- neither the trucks nor the 
hot-spots 


However, the Salvadorans had already issued orders to 
the Atlacatl Battalion, which was located some miles to the 
south, to move to that place They arrived about dawn They 
discovered a group of banana trucks from Honduras parked in a 
tunnel 


The story of the truck drivers was that they had been 
proceeding down the highway about 6:00 o'clock that evening. 
They were stopped by a group of guerrillas The trucks pulled 
over, the drivers herded off to the side, robbed, and the 
guerrillas began removing bananas from the truck 


When the BIELD KIRK came overhead, most of the 
guerrillas piled in the trucks, apparently aware that they 
could be observed So what the BIELD KIRK saw outside of the 
trucks were apparently the drivers and the guards that were 
left with them itself 


Immediately after the BIELD KIRK departed the scene, 
the guerrillas moved the trucks to a nearby tunnel in order to 
conceal them from overhead and proceeded to finish their 
unloading of the bananas 


The Atlacatl Battalion closed some six hours later, 
having moved north on foot. 


What that illustrates is (a) th.s year we've got an 
Estado Mayor to talk to in the middle of the night. The 
Embassy is able to do business in passing such observations 
(b) that the Estado Mayor does in fact exercise command and 
control countrywide, and (c) that they can react to such 
intelligence 


Q But in the case of the July 10 incident which we 
saw a film on, was there any reaction by the Salvadoran forces? 


GENERAL GORMAN The Ambassador mentions the paucity 
of boats They have three 100-footers They can keep two of 
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those at sea at any point in time You're talking about 50 
miles of coast 


They triec, but you can see from the speed of those 
vese~ls, the prospect of their making an intercept is very 
sma indeec 


In a number of incidents they have been able to go to 
@ place where there was reported activity and ascertain what 
that activity was In most such cases they ascertained that 
the activity was either friendlies -- troops, etc., or 
innocent, i.e., fishermen 


We have yet, however, to intercept one of these 
crates Salvadoran patrols have seen the crates in cayucas. 
They've even taken photographs, hand held photography, which 
turned out to be so blurry that we couldn't make anything out 
of it we know that the stuff is coming We have yet to get 
our hands on it, or they have yet to get their hands on it. 
They are as frustrated at it as are we. 


But I think that the judgment of a year ago, which was 
sound, is no longer true I think they are increasingly in a 
posture where they can and do react to real time intelligence. 


Q General Gorman, could you please flesh out your 
statement that a guerrilla offensive is imminent. What makes 
yOu so sure that it is imminent, and would this be a final 
offensive? 


GENERAL GORMAN All I can tell you concerning that is 
that it is the judgment of U.S. and Salvadoran intelligence 
analysts, based on all of the sources at our disposal, that the 
guerrillas plan to conduct an offensive, and they plan to 
conduct an offensive soon. 


They have been talking about August Our present 
judgment is that they would have difficulty in mounting a 
country-wide phenomena of the sort that we have seen them 
attempt in the past But we have learned one thing in this 
war, and that is not to underestimate the resourcefulness of 
those people 


Q I'd like to ask one very brief military question 
and one political question to the Ambassador The military 
Question is simply. what would it cost, in your estimation, to 
essentially seal off the coast that's been used in the gulf and 
La Union, where you've been describing today, in terms of 
training and boats, and so on? 
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GENERAL GORMAN: The Salvadoran querrillas and their 
external supporters have demonstrated remarkable facility in 
shifting their methodology to meet countermeasures I couldn't 
besin to estimate in dollar terms what that would cost. 


The proposals that we presently have before Congress, 
in my view, would permit the Government of £1] Salvador within 
two years to obtain effective control over 80-90 percent of its 
territory and people, effectively confining the guerrillas to 
marginal areas of the country. 


That effective control, in my view, includes, 
importantiy. blocking or attenuating most of the sort of 
activity that we were observing over the past two months, and I 
believe that the aid proposal before the Congress would put the 
Salvadorans in a position to do just that 


Q I'd just like to follow with a political 
question President Duarte, since he has become President, has 
kind of put aside for now the question of a dialogue, saying 
that security conditions are not adequate for the left to 
participate in municipal elections. 


Senior officials here, prior to the elections, said 
that that was a policy goal for their integration into the ‘85 
municipal elections 


Has there been, in a sense, a@ policy change by 
President Duarte, and what's the U.S. view?’ 


AMBASSADOR PICKERING No. I would say not I think 
that President Duarte has a series of priorities as he moves 
ahead in establishing his newly elected government, which has 
been in office just a little over two months 


He has told us that he maintains very high priority on 
opening up this iss:e of a dialogue That he would like, 
however, to improve the security situation of the country He 
has moved to do tr.t As you know, at least a number of key 
events have taken place, not the least of which is the 
disbanding of the Treasury Police intelligence unit of over 100 
men 


Those sort of steps, he believes, must be taken, not 
only to guarantee effective security for all of his people, but 
also to begin to respond to the argument advanced by the 
guerrillas frequently for their non-participation in the 
electoral process, that they cannot be guaranteed sufficient 
security to deal with that issue 
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I believe this is a live question I believe 
President Duarte in due course will make his views known about 
now anc in what way he wishes to proceec. Dut at the moment he 
is in this consolidation phase. anc it's very important. in our 
view, that he have the time and the bdDreathing space anc the 
necessary support during this consolidation phase to move on to 
other things in the future 


Q Do you think there will be efforts, however, 
prior to the ‘85 elections for the dialogue to open or re-open’ 


AMBASSADOR PICKERING I can't predict that, but my 
impression is that Salvadorans are sensitive to the notion 
that, in order to have people come in and talk about 
participating in elections, you have to have an election in the 
offing, and I think that's a very important part of the process. 


The next Salvadoran election is scheduled for the 
spring of 1985 and is to be related specifically to electing 
members of their National Assembly, their congress, and to 
mayors of cities, considered by many a very appropriate time to 
try to persuade people who have been on the outside to 
participate in the process, because there are real 
opportunities in that kind of process, as opposed to a 
presidential election, in.having candidates win 


«) Could we ask General Gorman a couple questions, 
please’ 


AMBASSADOR PICKERING Sure 


Q General, could you tell us whether you think 
there should be an involvement of U.S. troops in £1 Salvador -- 


GENERAL GORMAN No 

Q -- to seal off that situation? 
GENERAL GORMAN No 

~ What, sir? 


GENERAL GORMAN I said no. 


Q And could you tell us, sir, since you talk about 
“the stuff is coming,” and “external supporters regularly,” 
could you tick off those foreign countries, as you see it on 
the spot, that are in fact involved in supporting the 
guerrillas? Could you give us a list of those countries? 
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GENERAL GORMAN well. I think the remarks that I made 
nere earlier specifically identify Nicaracua, Cuba, and the 
Soviet—bioc nations -- Bulgaria, the Democratic Republic of 
Vietnam -- anc. 1 presume, virtually any of the countries that 
have been involved in providing armaments to the Nicaraguans, 
including Libya anc other radical Arab countries 


Q Sir, your briefing has revealed that the 
guerrilias have considerably sophisticated strategic and other 
military skills Where have they learned these skills? 
Campesinos and others do not have these skills Are they being 
trainec in other countries such as Cuba or Nicaragua, or are 
they being trained by members of the military from these other 


countries? 


GENERAL GORMAN Yes. ma'am Just within the past 
several days there was captured in Honduras members of yet 
another group that had been infiltrated into that country from 
Nicaragua 


One of these men defected to the Honduran authorities 
and he led the Honduran authorities to two others, and to 
weapons that they had buried, upon arrival there 1 cite this 
for two reasons First, they left Honduras some time ago, were 
taken to Nicaragua, and then moved to Cuba, where they have 


undergone training in preparation for reinsertion into Honduras 


This training has been extensive In some instances, 
these men were trained as long as two years by the Cubans 
They carried back into country two U.S.-manufactured rifles 
each 


I have @ weapons serial number trace on only one of 
those weapons at the moment, but it was manufactured in the 
1960s and shipped to Vietnam, like most of the other weapons 
nat 1 see 


When 1 appeared before the National Bipartisan 
Commission last fall, I placed in their hands a map It was 
the map used by tne guerrilla commander tor the attack on the 
bridge at the Quebraca Seca, which some of you will recall was 
the place where the entire detachment guarding the bridge were 
massacred outright by the guerrilla assault force 


That map was laid out ian a symbology that was direct 
lift from a Soviet general staff college, and 1 showed the 
Commission the field manuals that are used in such Soviet 
education The man who put together that plan was no simple 
campesino He was @ man who had received military training -- 





an excellent military training -- from professionals That was 
&6 pian that would have acotten an & at Fort Leavenworth 
AMBASSADOR PICKERING .et me take one more question, 
anc just remind you that the notes that General Gorman used for 
nis briefinc are also going to be available with the two 
documents he mentioned in the Press Office So, a final 


C Your recent suggestion that the self-imposed 
limit on the Mil Group be raised to 125, that wouldn't require 
any appropriation action by Congress, would it. and is it soins 
to co tnroug?r 

SENERAL GORMAN Each and every U.S. individual that 
is in there under the so-called "55-man limit” is chargeable to 
the Salvadoran Government They have to pay for that out of 
their security assistance, and they pay handsomely ir 

a Thank you 


—s 


he riefine conciuded at 2:40 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


BACKGROUND BRIEFING 


TUESDAY, AUGUST 28, 1984, 11:02 A.M. 


WASHINGTON, D. C. 


MODERATOR: Good morning. This is our BACKGROUND 
briefing on the subject of the KAL shoot-down. 

.@) Could we ask the question that was asked 
yesterday, why this should be ON BACKGROUND? 

MODERATOR: Well, we looked into that and we decided 
that we just wanted to keep it ON BACKGROUND, that it was more 
appropriate. 

0 But why. 1 mean, besides your desire? What was 
the reason for it? 

MODERATOR: We just felt that it was the best way to 
handle this in the context of some other things that were going 
on this week and where other people are appearing. 

0 What does that mean? It mean the TV guys will 
get him ON THE RECORD and we get no one ON THE RECORD, right? 

MODERATOR: If you want to get something ON THE 


RECORD, we can make some arrangements about that; but in order 


to cover the broad 


0 There's nothing harm -- It's just -- I‘m sure 


Burt will make several cameo appearances ON THE RECORD and 





© several others (laughter). It's just -- Is it you don't trust 
we can get the words right? 

MODERATOR: Wo, it's mot that at all. 

¢) Would you upstage Burt, is that the -- (Laughter) 

MODERATOR: Well, we just decided to do it this way. 

O.K. Shall we go ahead? 

SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Yes. I think the real 
reason is that I'm not as good-looking as Burt or Marck Palmer, 
and we don't want to lower the standards that the European 
Bureau has set for ON THE RECORD appearances on major public 
issues. (Laughter) 

There i¢ also an element 1 think, that affects the 
decision to go on BACKGROUND aside from the fact that, as you 


will see, I'm not very experienced at it, which is that we are 





not engaged in @ campaign to “hype” this anniversary. 1 mean 
it's an anniversary of concern to a broad public indeed to a 
world public .- and we wanted, during this week or these weeks, 


to once again try to set the record as we see it, straight. 
But it is not an attempt to magnify the tragic event which took 
place a year ago, or the background to it. 

It's an event probably which will never be entirely 
clear. We think that the evidence is complete enough and clear 
enough so that you can identify the principal issue in the 


shooting down of KAL-007, which was that the Soviets shot cown 
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an unarmed civilian airliner without positively identifying it, 
wWithouc adequate warning to it, and without justification, and 
that 269 innocent lives were lost. 

We have, from the beginning. considered this an 
international issue rather than simply a U.S.-Soviet bilateral 
issue. The Soviet Union, from the beginning, by the time they 
"got theirc act together" after six days and made their first 
statement on it, were obviously concerned to do what they could 
to paint it as a U.S.-Soviet bilateral issue, and I think it is 
from that political purpose that the theory of the spy plane 
probably developed. 

The International Civil Aviation Organization (ICAO) 
-- Ll guess there are other ways to pronounce the abbrevation, 
but I will call it ICAO -- took the lead in investigating the 
shoot-down, and its report, based on the exhaustive 
investigation by impartial international experts, its report 
formed the basis for the overwhelming public condemnation by 
that body of the use of force against the airliner. That 
condemnation of the 6th of March, 1984, by the ICAO Council in 
Montreal, the vote was 20 to condemn; there were nine 
abstentions, and there were two votes against -- the Soviet 
Union and Czechoslovakia. 

The Council rcesolution also voted to deplore deeply 
the Soviet tailure to cooperate in the search and rescue 
efforts of other involved states and the Soviet failure to 


cooperate with the ICAO investigation itself. 











With regard to the shooting down of the airliner, the 
Council ceaffircmed that such unjustified use of armed force 
constitutes a violation of international law, that it is a 
grave threat to the safety of international civil aviation, and 
that it is incompatible with the norms governing international 
behavior. elementary considerations of humanity. and the 
Chicago Convention civil aviation regime. 

Now, it is not unknown for airliners to stray off 
course. That certainly happened in this case: the airliner 
did cross Soviet air space. That has happened to many 
airliners, including lots of Aeroflot airliners. The problem 
was not that the airliner was off course, but the Soviet 
reaction to it. Instead of following ICAO's recommended 
procedures, instead of following their own procedures which are 
substantially coincident with the ICAO recommendations and 
which call for escorting an intruding plane out of territorial 
aic space or requiring it to land, the Soviets shot the plane 
down. 

There was a precedent for this in Soviet behavior. In 
19786, the Soviets shot down another Korean airliner which had 
violated their airspace after the intercepting pilot had 
positively identified it as being a civilian aircraft. In that 
case, two lives were lost, but the airliner succeeded in 
landing on a frozen lake in northern Russia, with only that 
loss of life. KAL 007 was not that fortunate. 


The Soviet attempt, as I say, to portray this whole 
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tragic incident as a problem in U.S.-Soviet bilateral relations 
I think lies at the basis of the charges that 007 was involved 
in U.S. intelligence, at the instigation of U.S. authorities. 
These charges are totally false. The U.S. does not use 
Civilian airliners for intelligence purposes, and there was no 
U.S. intelligence connection whatever with this plane, directly 
or indirectly. The various theories in circulation which 
allege such a connection are based in some cases on distortion 
of fact, in some cases on the gaps in the record, gaps which 
will cemain probably -- most of them in the record -- and will 
continue to feed theories of this sort. But the record in its 
totality, I'm satisfied -- and we believe as a government -- 
shows that these charges ace false and will continue to be 
talse. 

No agency of the U.S. Government even knew that the 
plane was off course and in difficulty until after it had been 
shot down. Because of that fact, the plane could not have been 
warned by U.S. authorities that it was off course. Only the 
Soviets, to the extent of the evidence that we have, only the 
Soviets knew where it was before it was shot down, since they 
tracked it for two-and-a-half hours on radar before destroying 
it. 

The Soviet Union, after a year, over the course of 
this year, has admitted responsibility for the destructon of 


the aicliner, but has expressed no regret for the action that 


it took, nor has it given the world any assurance that it would 
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mot act the same way if similar circumstances arose again. The 
tragedy could, therefore, be rcepeated. 

One of the reasons why I'@ here -- that gagnifies it a 
little too much. One of the reasons that we are trying again 
on this anniversary to set the rcecord straight is to try to 
make sure that it is never again repeated. 

At that point, I'd like to take questions. 

Q Can you take up the theory that was floated in a 


British magazine, The Defense Attache, that the orbits of the 





KC-135 and the KAL and the space shuttle at one point coincided 
in such an unusual fashion as to suggest an intelligence 
mission? 

SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: The orbits, as we 
understand it, did not coincide. The RC-135 -- you called it a 
KC-135; we call it an RC-135 -- these are godified 707s with a 
very different profile from the 747. They cun regular missions 
in the Western Pacific off Kamchatka mainly to verity 
compliance with arms control agreements. There was an RC-135 
on such a @ission at the time that KAL O07 was passing south of 
its route, of Red 20. The two planes never came closer than 75 
miles of each other. They were never in contact; there was 
never communication between them. The crew of the RC-135 was 
totally unaware of the existence of KAL 007. The plane 
returned to Alaska, was on the ground when 007 was shot down -. 
and had been for some time -- 1200 miles, I believe, from the 


site of the shoot-—down. 














The Soviets are aware of these flights. They are 
familiac with the regular orbits that these flights take, and 
they should, we feel, be able to tell the difference between 
these two planes. The planes never flew together; they were 
never close enough to create a single blip on the radar screen, 
which is one of the Soviet claims, as far as we can tell, 
unless they have some very unusual cadarc. And so there was no 
connection. 

With cegard to the Space Shuttle, the Space Shuttle 
Was passing over the Pacific at this time, but it was over the 
radial horizon of the events which took place, and could not 
have been in communication -- 

SECOND OFFICIAL: Not over the Pacific. 

SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: It wasn't over the 
Pacific? 

SECOND OFFICIAL: Below the rcadial horizon and could 
never have communicated with it. 

SENIOR STAFF OFFICIAL: Well, strike “Pacific.” It 
was below the radial horizon and could not have communicated 

SECOND OFFICIAL: -- or received signals of any kind. 

SENLOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: -- Of received signals of 
any kind with 007, and did not. So, as far a6 we can see, 
there is nothing to that particular part of the Defense Attache 
story. 


.¢) When you say that no agency of the U.S. 


Government was aware that the civilian aircliner was off course, 




















1 assume that's a blanket statement to include of our fost 
sensitive intelligence equipment out there. in which case I'd 
ask you if you couldn't -- it seems logical you could carry 
that one step further and say that everything we know about the 
plane being off course, then, was put together in hindsight. 
that it had to be dug out from tapes, that there was no U.S. 
human being who knew at the time that there was a blip. or 
electronic signals, or something out there to indicate a 
civilian airliner was off course. 

SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: That's ay understanding. 
All of the evidence that we have was put together afterwards 
from data which had been taken and stored. 

0 Can we say, beyond saying that no agency of the 
U.S. Government knew, that no agency of a Western governsent 
knew, because 1 wean that would take into account the Japanese? 

SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Excuse @e. 

(Discussion with staff percsonnel. ) 

SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Evidently, it does not 
hold tor the Japanese Government. Taken from the ICAO report, 
the radar intftor@ation available included cadar data concerning 
the track and altitude of 007 between 1812 GMT and 1829 hours 
when it was in the vicinity of Sakhalin Island. 

Now, I don't Know, however, if that was 

SECOND OFFICIAL: They did not identify it as O07. 


SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: They did not identify it 


as OO7; it was an unidentified aircratt siaply tloating across 











the screen. And they. as I understand it, they also do not 
ave the task of gonitoring and then tracking space platfores of 
that type 

Q Did they then wake a jump that it was in fact 
over Soviet tercitory? 

SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I think Well, they 
knew it was over Soviet territory. 

Q The Japanese knew? 

SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: The Japanese, but it was 


unidentified. 


Q Arce you saying. to follow up, are you saying 
flatly that the RC-135, -- this is an hour-plus earlier, when 
it was 75 wiles from 007 -- you said did not know of the 


existence of 007; and you're saying that a sophisticated, 
electconic platftore like an RC-135 does not know of the 
existence of an aircraft and doesn't and doesn't pay attention 
to the existence of the aircraft 75 wlles away from it, just 
for its own protection 

SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: lI a® saying that. 

9d But you're saying l've been gwystitied. 
Maybe you can clear it up for us. Was the Soviet Well, to 
stact, as you know the airliners squawk through their 
transponder to give a signal to say, “1 am 007," and fighter 
planes have an intercepterc, and they say, “O.K. 1 get that 
Signature, and this is 007." 


The record, I think, shows that the 007 was 




















Ssgquawking Am i cight on thet? 

SENIOR OFFICIAL: Yes. 

° What isn't known is were the Soviets intercepting 
the squawk and therefore identifying that it was 007, and knew 
full well what it was. or didn't they identify the 
fingerprint? And if not, has there been any effort by the 
State Department to say. “Heh, lookit. Why don't you guys 
equip your fighters with planes so you know what you're 
shooting at with these transponder ceceivers"? 

SENIOR OFFICIAL: There is no evidence that the 
Soviets received the squawk and identified the fingerprint. 
One of the problems has been that the Soviecs have not sade 
available a lot of the data that they have, did not cooperate 
with the ICAO investigation. And that was deplored in the ICAO 
resolution. That would be one of the things that the Soviets 
might do to equip their aircraft to ceceive these kinds of 
things, if they do not already. 

Q Can | just follow up? Do we know it was not 
equipped, orf do we not know at all? 

SENIOR OFFICIAL: We don't know. 

« May I follow up? One is, are our military 
@ircratt, for weight purposes, equipped to read a squawk of a 
Civilian transponder? And (2) was the 1300 squawk of 007 on 
record anywhere with Airc Control to identify it as 007? |! 


don't think it was. 


SECOND OFFICIAL: 1 think there is something here, a 
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report. which says that that was an unusual squawk, but it was 
received in Japan. An emergency squawk is 7700. Why the 
1300? Apparently. it was assigned by an air traffic controller. 

SENIOR OFFICIAL: I can rcepest what he said. 

9 Please do. Why don't we hear it? 

SENIOR OFFICIAL: (Laughter) Yes. My understanding 
from the ICAO report is that the 007 was squawking 1300. That 
apparently is a bit unusual, and they concluded that it was 
assigned by an aic traffic controller. 

Now, the emergency squawk for these kind of planes is 
7700, and it never did squawk that. Apparently, another squawk 
was also being intercepted, which it never did squawk 

Q 7700 what, please? 

SECOND OFFICIAL: 7700 -- 1 think that shows up as a 
digitsl display on the transponders 

Q But you don't know, and as far as 1 Know, 1300 
was not an assigned squawk? 

SECOND OFFICIAL: I believe it was, according to what 
I've seen in ICAO report. 

Q Well, I don't think it was. 

Q But the U.S. has not pushed, in a bilateral way, 
kind of informally or formally, to say, “Please, Soviet Union, 
equip your fighters with these ceceivers?" Have you done 
anything there? 

SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: The U.S. has encouraged 


the Soviet Union to consider steps which would prevent this 
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kind of tragedy trom ever taking place again. l‘@ not going to 
go beyond that. 

Q To cepeat the question I asked, are our fighters 
equipped, and can they be for weight reasons, with such 
identification? 

SENIOR DEPARTMENT OF: “CIAL: I don't Know the answer 
to that question. 

9 Do you have any evidence at all that the Soviets 
picked up any debris? 

SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Oh, indeed we do 

Q Any seaningful debris? 

SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: We don't Know what's 
@Beaningful. The debris which they furnished us with two 
assorct@ents of debris, us and the Japanese. It was seaningful 
in the sense that it was debris from KAL, which is igporctant to 
the families of the survivors; but it was not wseaningful in the 
sense of giving any evidence as to what happened in the course 
ot the tragedy 

We have no evidence at all that the so-called “black 
box" was tound by the Soviets in the course of their own 
independent search and cescue effort. We certainly didn't find 
it ourselves. So there is no evidence that there has been 
gseaningtul debris picked up 

0 There is a ceport in, I think, in this week's 
Aviation Space, a technology weekly, that the Soviets 


apparently rcecovered part of the cabinet's gusic system, sound 




















systen. 

SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: We've seen no evidence 
that that's true. I don't Know where 

STAFF: (Whispered): We've seen where it is reported 
inforeally that the Soviets picked up guch gore than they 
tucned over to us. They never turned over sensitive things 
like identification cards, wallets, or ladies’ undergarments. 

SENIOR DEPARTMENY OFFICIAL: The two navies were sort 
of in close proxigity to each other, and their inforg@gal reports 
fcom sailors -- I wean we think that perhaps the Soviets did 
pick up more than they tucned over to us; but there is no 
evidence as to what it was and nothing -- and it has not been 
publicized by the Soviets. 

9 Besides the RC-135, those people who propound the 
theory that the flight was on an intelligence gission point to 
the sophisticated cadac installation at Sheaya; they point to 
the U.5.5. Observation Island, the ship that was in the region 

4il of these that are there - and among theit @issions are 
Surveillance and sonitoring. 

Ace we supposed to now say, a6 4 result of your 
comments that the system just collapsed that night or that 
tige, and that nobody there, all that equipment, was aware of 
this aicliner? 

SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: 1 think you're supposed 


to say, 46 4 result of gy comment that the equipment that's 


out there and there's a lot oft it, both U.S. and Soviet 











is not equipped to pick up deviations of this kind. Shesya 


does mot have aircratt search and tracking capability. 


1 can't speak for the Soviets, but the things that we 
have out there siaply are not equipped. If that‘s a failure, 
then you can call it a failure, too. But the capabilities are 
not such that they would pick up this kind of a deviation from 
@ plane of this sort. It was a plane which appeared to be on 
its morm@al civilian transit, over a cecognized route which was 
reporting in on schedule as it went down the route, and there 
was no reason to suspect any deviation. And the facilities 
that ace out there have other sissions. 

Q Given this situation and the concern here that an 
occurrence Like this not happen again, has there been any 
consideration for making facilities in the region capable of 
picking up just this Kind of deviation? Has there been any 
upgrade of facilities in the year since that accident? 

SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Well. it is certainly one 
of the things that you consider, and is under consideration. 
But | have to get back to basics: there was no ceason - l 
mean, had we suspected that the Soviets would shoot down an 
unarmed a@iclinerc, there would have been a reason to upgrade 
your facilities in order to track it: but it is the kind of 
thing which is so unique and so outtageous that to consider a 
general upgrade of facilities in order to track this kind of 


plane and prevent this kind of thing happening again, is, of 








course, one option, but our hope is that it never will happen 


again. 


2 (Continued on following page. ) 
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¢ At any time during those moments when the Japanese 
racGar had picked up this unidentified plane fut were certain 
lt was over Kamchatka -- 
Ps Sakhalin. 
: -- Sakhalin -- was there an effort by the 
Japanese to communicate with that aircraft? 
\ NO. (he aircraft itself was communicatinea 
with Tok’ ac that point -- [I mean a whole variety of communications 
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been big enough to warrant it. 


Q Question: That same Defense Attaché article 








that my colleague mentioned says there was a third piece 


of flying American hardware in the area besides the shuttle 


and the RC-135 -- namely, a Perret-type electronic spy 
in the sky -- which made three passes over the area, three 
Slices -- one just before the period opened, one during 


the medium and one as it was concluding. 

Is that true; and, if so, could it have capability 
of picking up Soviet communications, responses of one 
kind or another from Kamchatka? 

A The sky is full of satellites. I don't think 
that we have a satellite called "Perret." I mean that's 


the British denomination. 





SECOND OFFICIAL: Intelligence satellite. 
A All I can say is that for our part there was 
no cooperation, no coordination, or no communication 
with any satellite that we had in the area at that time. 
There was another platform out there which has also 
come up, which was an Orion P-3, an anti-submarine warfare 
| plane, which was airborne on August 3lst from 1540 Greenwich 
Mean Time to 2115 -- in other words, bracketing the period 
f the KAL tragedy -- over international waters north of 


40 degrees north. But this aircraft never came closer than 
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400 nautical miles. 

I mean you remember the RC-135. Of course this was 
75 miles -- this one, che Orion. It was never closer than 
400 nautical miles--and, like every other U.S. platform, 
had no connection and no communication with KAL 007, and 
there were no other reconnaissance aircraft. 

Now, you're talking about the satellites. I can't 
list the statellites. but none of them had any communication, 
coordination, contact with this airplane. 

) Can you tell us about what was taking place 
on the Soviet side at this time, whether there was any 
unusual Soviet activity and missile test and anything 
like that that would have warranted the RC-135 filickt -- 

Or to simplify the question: What was the RC-135 doing 
in the air at this time? 

A I think the RC-135 was doing what RC-135s 
do. It was on a normal flight on a normal orbit. There 
are lots of them. There are numbers of them in a course 
of a single day. I don't know how many of them there were 
that day. And they monitor -- they go up and down the coast 
over international airspace and international waters monitoring 
Soviet installations in that area. 

To my understanding, there was no special mission 


involved. 
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Q What about the claim that the plane took -- 
can I just ask one question? What about the plane took a dog- 
leg, that it was going in one direction and then had to go 
up a little bit to head over Sakhalin? Is that true, as 
far as you know? 
A I'm glad you asked me that. Laughter.) 
The Soviet preliminary report showed this dog- 
leg over southern Sakhalin-- I'm drawing now on the ICAO 
report -- whereas the tracks shown by Wakanai radar 
are that the Japanese radar on Okaido followed a smoother 
curve, making two assumptions. An explanation could be 
given as follows. 
First, assuming that the radar information is 
based on memories, radar observers rather than on recorded 
radar data, the shape of the depicted curve could have 
been smooth and an even more distinct bulge could have been 
displayed by an Air Defense radar on Sakhalin Island. 
Secondly, assuming that the airliner could have 
flown almost overhead the radar antenna -- which is what 
sounds right to me -- the track would have been distorted 
by the slant-range effect - i1 other words, you're following 
it from the side and suddenly you're following it vertical -- 


which would project the aircraft's height as a horizontal 


distance on the radar display. And the Wakanai radar, the 
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Japanese radar, would not have shown such a distortion. 





So I think the jog is probabiy in the eye of 
the beholder. 

Q You said that -- to pick up your “body 
blow" phrase -- you were trying to make efforts to move 
forwaid with the Soviets on a variety of fronts. Were you 
at that time, prior to KAL, getting that same readiness 
to move forward with the Soviets? 

an Yes, in a modest way -- in a modest way. 

Q Is the United States engaged in any 
international legal action yet on this or is that all behind 


us now? 





pe I think “engaged” is gilding the lily. I 
think it is the subject of a suit about this case, which 
is one of the reasons you're getting fairly careful statements 
from U.S. Government officials. 

Q What's the status of that? Where do 
we stand on it? 

fy The judgment -- I'd have to refer you to 
Justice on that. 

Q Where will you take this, sir, when you don't 
believe in the International Court? 

A Excuse me? 


Q When you don't believe in the World Court, 





} 
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where will you take this to? 

Qn I don’t know. (Laughter. ) 

Q Does any agency of the U.S. Government 
possess classified information that would cast further light 
on the incident but which cannot be released at this time 
for security reasons? 

Oy I don't have an answer to that. 

Q Thank you. 

Q One more. 

Q Thank you. 

(Whereupon, at 11:51 a.m., the BACKGROUND 


briefing was concluded.) 
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ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: As Mr. Roussel has indicated, 
I have just concluded briefing the President and the Cabinet Council 
on the current state of our drug law enforcement efforts. And I 
thought, in that connection, you might be interested in some of the 
figures which I made reference to in that meeting. These, I think, 
are hitherto uxpublished figures with respect to the current prices 
of drugs in t-e United States and elsewhere. 


In Colombia, as of February 1984, per kilo of cocaine 
cost approximately $2,500. Obviously, all of these prices are 
estimates; but these are fairly accurate, we think. As of August 
1984, that price is now $3,500 to $4,000 per kilo. 


In Medellin, if that's the way you pronounce it, the 
price -- that's also in Colombia -- the price is $3,300 in February 
of '84. Now, $7,000, August of ‘84. 


In the United States, the price of marijuana in the 
United States, per pound January 1, ‘82 was $250 to $350. January 1 


of 1984, $350 to $500. August of 1984, $600 to $700, or twice as 
eocnecw~« . much as in 1982. 


With respect to seizures, in 1981, we seized something 
over 6,000 pounds. In 1983, we seized -- 


Q What? 
Q Of what? 


ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: Cocaine. In 1983, we seized 
some 38,000 pounds, almest 38,000 pounds. 


Heroin, in 1981, we seized some 700 pounds. In 1983, 
we seized some 1,300 pounds. 


With respect to drug defendants, in 1980, we arrested 
8,317. In 1983, we arrested 10,128. Those conficted: 1980 4,484; 
1983, 6,398, or a 43 percent increase. 


Q -- figure in 1980 -- 


ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: 1980 is 4,484; ‘83, 6,398, or 
43 percent increase. 


Of those actually imprisoned: 1980 -- I'm sorry. I 
don't have those figures. 


Well, in any case, those are some of the figures which 
I made reference to in -- 


What is the significance of the price going up? 
Do you think that that means the supply is shrinking? 








ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: Yes. So far as we can tell, the 
supply varies almost in inverse ratio to the price, and, therefore, we 
think that prices increasing to that degree certainly indicates that 
the supply is to a corresponding degree decreasing. 


Q To what do you attribute that? 


ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: Well, there are a variety of 
reasons. One, of course, is increased law enforcement efforts. We 
think that the South Florida Task Force, the twelve task forces that are 
blanketing the country, where in each case for the first time, we have 
brought within a single entity all of the agencies of the federal gov- 
ernment to deal with the drug problem. And they're working on a 
cooperative basis. 


Another reason is the fact that the Columbian government 
is taking very direct act on now with respect to cocaine growers and 
processors and shippers. We think that that makes it pay a significant 
difference. Plus, of course, our interdiction efforts. What we have 
done -- there's no question about the fact that the gains in the past, 
considering the amounts of money involved, have been worth the risks 
in the eyes of so many of these drug traffickers. 


What is happening now is those risks are substantially 
increasing, and we intend to continue that process. 


Yes. 


Q Isn't it ironic, don't you think, that the -- it 
took an assassination of one of their government ministers to get the 


Colombian government to do what you've been asking them to do for some 
time? 


ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: Well, there are -- actually, 
there are a number of motivating factors. Certainly, that was a highly 
personalized one and I’m sure was influential. But you have to consider 
the fact that I think there are four reasons now why countries are 
paying more attention. Not just Colombia, but others. Colombia is a 
good example. 


I think that most countries, just as 4 matter of national 
pride, do not want to be known as a drug country. Perhaps even more 
Significant is the fact that -- and this is a recent phenomenon -- 
these countries now are developing for the first time addict populations 
of their own. Pakistan, for example, really didn't have a heroin addict 
population as recently as 1979, 1980. Now it has one estimated at 
somewhere between 100,000 and 150,000. That's true in Colombia. It's 
true in Bolivia. It's true in Peru. It's true in Thailand. And that 
makes a good deal of difference. 


The third reason is the foreign aid. I think that we 
are using now our foreign aid more as a leverage device in order to 
make sure that those countries that do get our foreign aid are paying 
attention to this problem. 


And the fourth reason is that -- and this is particularly 
true in Colembia -- there are certainly indications that drug syndicates 
are allied with either terrorist organizations or insurgency groups or 
both. And this, of course, has a potential for governmental instability 
and, therefore, is still another motivating reason. 


Yes? 


Q Is the DEA, at this point, or do you feel the DEA at 
this point, has a lot more contacts in Colombia, a lot more informants? 
Have you established a far better network in Colombia than you've had 
in the past? 


ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: We think that our efforts in this 
respect are improving in just about all countries involved. Colombia 
is one of particular concern to us, needless to say, and we have con- 
centrated to a considerable degree our efforts there. But we are also 
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working very closely in countries elsewhere. 


Q Specifically, on contacts, on drug informants in 
those areas? 


ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: Well, we do the best we can 
wherever we are. 


Q Using these statistics that you've cited -- I mean, 
how far are you willing to go and say how much progress the government 
is making in the war aga.nst drugs? 


ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: We think we're making substantial 
progress in the war against druss, and the figures that I have given 
you are just one example of that. As you know, we have brought in 
substantial new and additional resources. We have reorganized the 


total law enforcement effort. With respect to DEA, we‘ve reorganized 
DEA, but 


a) 








perhaps more significant, we brought the FBI into the drug battle 
for the first time in history. And that is quite a significant 
addition to our resources. And I think that you see the results 

of all of these efforts, not only just in the prices of the drugs 
that are involved. You see it with respect to the number of drug 
defendants that have been convicted, which I referred to here; you 
certainly see it in terms of the substantially additional seizures 
that we have made here and there. And there are a lot of other 
reasons that cause us to be quite optimistic about what we're doing. 


This does not mean, by any means, that this problem 
is licked. As with crime generally, it probably is never licked. 
We'll only be able to get a total grip on the drug problem when 
we are able to eliminate the demand. Now, that, we think, will come 
about one day, but it’s not there, not yet. And until that comes, 
we're going to throw the full force of our law enforcement effort 
against this number cone crime problen. 


Ralph? 


Q General, the President said the coal of this program 
was to end the drug menace and cripple organized crime. Would 
you tell us what that means? Does that mean that we will see heroin 
and cocaine no longer available in this country? 


ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: Well, needless to say, that 
is certainly our goal. But that's a long-term goal. As I say, 
that will ultimately only be achieved when we eliminate demand. 
Law enforcement alone will not be able to conquer that problen. 
We, of course, are concerned with the supply side. The demand side 
is a very important part of it, too. And this administration certainly 
has given that a high priority, as indicated by what the First Lady 
has done ir this area, as well as the efforts of HHS, Department 
of Education, the White House drug effort and so on. 


Q What about reports that they're moving the 
processing plants from Colombia to South Florida? 


ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: That has happened to a certain 
degree, but then that is bound to happen. In other words, drug 
traffickers, drug processors are going to ebb and flow in accorcance 
with what they see as being the path of least resistance. But what 
we're trying to do is make sure that there are as few paths of 
least r*sictance as possible. Hopefully none. 


Yes? 


Q NBC Nightly News presented a report, I believe, 
within the month that said there was a glut of cocaine, particularly 
in the Florida area, and that the prices were dropping by as much 
as 50 percent. Is that just an isolated incident? Were you aware of 
that report? Because it does seem to fly in the face of the prices 
that you're giving us. 


ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: We hear these reports fro= 
various places. And sometimes we wonder what the sources are. 
Needless to say, prices do vary. And we would certainly not deny 
that prices have gone up and down over the years. But the figures 
that I gave you today, both with respect to -- well, with respect 
to really all three drugs -- we think are quite indicative of the 
fact that the supply is, in fact, decreasing rather than increasing. 
That does not mean it is not available. It is available, but it 
is now available at a much higher price which indicates that the 
supply is correspondingly less. 


Yes? 


Q To your knowledge or intelligence information, 
has this increased pressure made it so difficult that any organization 
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at ali is showing any sign of getting out of the drug traffic 
bus‘ ness? 


ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: We're pu ting organizations 
out of the drug traffic business. For example, the Pagans -- the 
Pagan Motorcycle Gang is one of four motorcycle gangs. It deals 
with amphetamines or did deal with amphetamines, PCP, and so on, 
had close contacts with the Mafis. We have now broken that gang; 
we have arrested all of the top leadership and have, in effect, put 
them out of business. Now, we intend to continue to do that. 


We've done the same thing with respect to money 
laundering operations. We, in Atlanca last February, had the 
largest, single cocaine bust in history, 











which included -- and this is perhaps more important than the 

amount that was seized -- including arresting the head of that 

organization and a large part of the leadership of that organization. 

The same thing happened in New York in what is referred to as 

“the Pizza Case.” In that case, which certainly stands on a par 

with the French Connection, and even more so, as a matter of fact, 

because, as distinguished from the French Connection, in the Pizza 

Case, which is the largest single heroin ring broken in history, 

we also orrested the top leadership, including the head of that 

Or janization, a feliow by the name of Badalamenti, who was 

arrested in Madrid. So that that organization has been broken 

up and the leadership has been arrested. Wow that means -- and 

as I say, thiswasthe largest heroin operation and is on a4 parallel 
. with the French Connection -- we got the top leadership. In the 

French Connection, they did not. So that represents progress. 

And we are going to continue that effort. 


As you know, our 12 Task Forces that we set up around 
the country were designed to not go after the users. They were 
designed to go after the networks and the leadership. And -- I 
don't know whether Ive mentioned this so far or not; but those 
Task Forces in 1983 alone indicted over 3,000 individuals. And 
over a third of those were the leeders of the -- either organized 
crime or drug trafficking networks. Now, that is where we get the 
best return for the dollar spent and the effort spent. And that 
is where the thrust of those Task Forces is directed. 


Yes. 


Q Mr. Attorney General, you've cited a lot of 
exameoles today. And I wanted to ask you about a specific example. 
Your department recommended this year that the President commute 
the sentence of the Louisiana Agriculture Commissiorer Gilbert Dozier. 
And you did this after Mr. Nofziger, who was representing Mr. Dozier, 
spoke to high officials in your department. Was that commutation 
~~ do you think it was correct and does that -- doesn’t that fly 
in the face of some of the comments that the President and you 

_- have made about fighting crime? Mr. Dozier was convicted of 

racketeering and extortion. 


ATTORNEY CENERAL SMITH: That case was handled on 
exactly the same basis that any other case would be handled on. 


The fact that Mr. Nofziger was involved had nothing to do with it 
whatever. 


With respect to just about anything we do at the 
Justice Department, we hear from people from all over the spectrum. 
We hear from Congressmen. We hear from special interest groups. 
And we hear from xX, Y and Z. So the fact that somebody wanted 
to crank their viewpoint into our decision-making process in this 
case is no different from any of the other cases that we deal with 
daily. And that particular case was disposed of on the basis of 
the same criteria that are applied in every other case desling with 
this kind of subject matter. 


Q What's the criteria? 


ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: Well, I think you'd better 
ask the Pardon Attorney that. But there are hosts of criteria, 
such as, for example, what is the customary or average length of 
time served for a given crime. There is sort of a gridlock of 
considerations which go into the determination of each of these 
cases. And in that case, the same criteria were used as were used 
in any other case. 





Q Well, if Mr. Jensen, the Associate Attorney 
General, met with Mr. Nofziger and Mr. Dozier's lawyers, who else 
did he meet with? Did he meet with other people also? 











ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: Well, I don’t have any 
idea. But I*m sure that he would meet with whoever wanted to meet 
with him. This happens as a matter of routine, day ‘1 and day out. 
We're not isolated, or an island over there. We hear from everybody 
on everything. If we were to shut off all input, we couldn't do 
our sob. And I*m sure Congress wouldn't be very happy about it. 
We hear from Congressmen, from lobbyists, from, as I say, special 
interest groups. Anybody who wants to give us their viewpoint, 
we're perfectly willing to listen; but that doesn't mean, in any 
way, that our decisions are made on the basis of any particular 
input. 


Yes. 

Q Me? 

ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: Yes, you. 

Q I have two little questions. One was you didn't 
mention Turkey. And about 12 to 15 years ago, we wrote stories 


about Turkey being involved in this and ending up in Denver -- 
here in The Denver Post. Has Turkey been eradicated? 


s* 











ATTORNE,S GENERAL SMITH: Well, Turxey hasn't been 
eradicated. (Laughter. 


. Yes, I know, but I mean the drug probles. 


ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: At least not -- no, actually, 
Turkey and Mexico are very good examples of the possibility of being 
able to do something about the drug problem in dealing government to 
government. We've had very successful relationships with Turkey. 
We've had very successfu) relationships with Mexico. And in both 
cases, the results have been really very, very satisfying. 


We‘re doirg, now, we think, the same thing with Bolivie 
and we think we're doing the same thirg in Colombia. We, needless 
to say, have very good relations with both Pakistan and Thailand, and 
we think that real -- this, of course, is an international probles. 
It has to Se dealt with on that basis. This is one of the reasons why 
we have already negotinted and signed some 1} mutual assistance law 
enforcement treaties and extradition treaties. And we're working on 
8 more, because thia is another very important part of our dealing 
with foreign governments to get at this overall probles. 


Q The second part of the question -- 
Q Mr. Attorney General -- 
2 May I ask my second question? 


ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: Yes. 


Q About a month ago, there was 4 reception at the 
Foreign Relations Committee at the Senate. Senator Percy presided. 
And the sister of Castro revealed that about 5,000 Cubans were going 
to be shipped over to Florida trom Cuba -- more -- in a short while. 
Will they be bringing any of those drugs? 


ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: I*m sorry, I really don't know -- 
I don’t know much about that particular meeting. 


Q She lives in Florida and she apparently talks against 
her brother -- 


ATTORN®Y GENERAL SMITH: Yos. I'm sorry, I can't comment 
on thet. 


2 it's been repor-ed that a recommendation has been 
made that Tackie Presser be indicted. Will you make a decision on 
whether to authorize his indictment before the election? And, secondly, 
do you think it is unseemly for the White House to be sending people 
to court his support for the general election? 


ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: Well, I have no comment with 
respect to any individual pending matter. 


* How about the White House contacts with the Teamsters 
Union and Mr. Presser, in particular? 


ATTORNEY GENFRAL SMITH: Well, I think you'd have to ask 
the White House about that, Rob. 


' Have you given the White House any advice on that 
sur ject? 
ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: Well, i don't -- as I say, we 
40 not comment on that -- on matters of that kind. 
* Marion Barty -- 
* Well, anyway <-- 
. Marion Parry says that <-- glad 
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Q Chris, just to follow this up -- the White House 
counsel has warned others in the White House not to have any concacts 
with Mr. Presser because of this investigation. Aren't you willing 
to at least issue that caution today? Is it not as valid as it was 
when Mr. Fielding issued it? 


ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: Well, Mr. Pielding has done 
what Mr. Fielding has done, and all I'm saying is that we just do not 
comment with respect to investigations, even whether we have one or 
don’t have one. 


Q Not dealing specifically with the investigation, but 
in terms of your advice to the President, has this issue come up in 
Cabinet meetings end have you discussed the issue with the President? 


ATTORSEY GENERAL SMITH: I just do not comment on matters 
of that kind. 


Q “Yarion -- 
Q ‘nis is on the drug -- 


Q 4arion Barry says that you've been unable to find 
any evicence of him in drug use, and that as a result, the Justice 
Department is resorting to a leak-a-week tactic against him. ‘iow do 
you respond to thar? 


ATTORMEY GENERAL SMITH: Well, here again, I just don't 
respond to that. I do not comment on matters such as that, although 
it certainly goes without saying that we are as distressed about leaks 
as anybody else is. And I guess we all have our fair share of leaks, 
but in the law enfo:cement business, we certainly do not like them and 


certainly do not ensage in them to the extent that we'd have anything 
to say about then. 


Q Well, he -- are yo doing anything to see how that 
information got out about this investigation of -- supposed grand jury 
investigation? 


ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: We do what we have to do in 
matters of that kin4. 


Q He believes the Justice Separtment and the prosecutor's 
office are on a political vendetta against him. Is that true? 


ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: Well, you'll have to talk to 
him about that. As I say, we dv not comment -- we do not comment on 
matters under investigation, and even whether or not they are under 
investigation. 


9 You've been serving a considerable amount longer 
than you had anticipated. You wrote the President saying that you 
would like to return to California. How are you holding up? i mean, 


do you find it very difficult -- (laughter) <-- to continue in your 
}0b? 
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ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: No, not -- as a matter of fact, 
I don't find it difficult at all. Actually, whether to resign or not 
resign in my case, at that time, was a very close question. I found 
the job fascinating and I still do. 


It's hard work, but it's a fascinating job and staying 
Or not staying was a very close call and since I am staying, I'm 
carrying on just exactly the way I did the previous three years and 
am enjoying every minute of it -- 

Q How much longer -- 

ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: -- with one or two exceptions. 

Q Were you asked to leave? 

Q How much -- 

ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: Beg Pardon? 


Q Were you asked to *ceign -- were you asked to 
leave? 


ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: Certainly not. 
Q And will you stay on -- 


ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: It would be rather ironic 
wouldn't it, if you'd be asked to leave and then asked to stay on? 


Q Well, that's the way life is with Mr. Meese's 
problems. (Laughter.) 


Q No smiling. 


Q Is Mr. Meese -- if the report is negative on Mr. 
Meese, will you stay on in the second term if the President is elected 


ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: I will stay on as long 
as the President wants me to stay on within reason. (Laughter.) 


Q Do you expect the President to renominate Mr. 
Meese, or do you think that's not going to happen? 


ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: It's not a matter of renominating 
him, he has already nominated him -- 


Q Well, will he stick by him? 
ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: He certainly has up ‘til now. 
Q Do you think he will? 


ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: Well, you'll have to ask him 
that. 


Q Are you as concerned -- 
ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: I think he will. 


Q -- about leaks as you are about governmnt officiels 
who might take cocaine. You seemed to be disturbed only about the 
leaks. You would be very disturbed about -- 


ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: Well, weil now, you've 
only scratched the surface. We're concerned about leaks, but we're 
concerned about a great deal more, and, certainly, the use of cocaine 
by government officials would be pretty high on that list. 


Q Could you explain the standard as it applies to AY 
government officials -- I'm not clear on this but I believe that you ay 
said there may be o different standard where a private individual \ 


might not be -- might not be indicted where a government official A 
might be or investi sated. 


MORE 
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ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: You're going back to that 
Capitol Hill business? 


Q Yes, right. It's been raised in connection -- 


ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: Our policy on that is very,very 
simple and it seems to be very difficult to explain. And that is, that 
-- a use is a crime as well as distributing --distrubution is a crir:. 
And we are in the business of prosecuting for all crimes. And we will 
prosecute all crimes to the extent that our resources permit. We do 
make certain decisions based upon the allocation of resources, but the 
idea that we have a policy that we will not prosecute users is just 
not so. We do not have such a policy. We have a policy that we will 
prosecute all violators of the law, but in actually doing the things 
that we have to do -- making decisions in individual cases, we have 
a problem of allocation of resources, the way everybody else does. 
And, in that respect, we may sometimes not prosecute a user and 
prosecute a distributer. Or we may prosecute on user and not another 


user. But the idea that we're not going to prosecute any users is 
not so. 


Q Let me just ask a clarification. Do you have any 
policy of attaching greater importance to investigating use by 
public officials? 


ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: Say that again? 
Q In a situation where the local U.S. Attorney doesn't 


normally prosecute users, would you change that policy if a public 
offical was involved? 


ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: No, as I say, we don't have a 
policy like that. That is not a policy. 


Q Did -- 


ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: It may -- It may be just as a 
practicai matter -- 


Q Well, call it a practice if you like, it’s still 
illegal, i. agree with you, but U.S. attorneys have policies whether 
formal or informal that they --as to where they expend their 
prosecutorial resources -- 


ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: Yes -- that's my point. 


MORE 
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Q My question is, do you -- do you encourage them to 
expend those resources more often if there is a question of a public 
official as a user being involved in drugs, rather than a private 
individual? 


ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: There's no really -- no way to 
answer that question other than to say that to the degree that the 
U.S. Attorney does that, he's not doing it on the basis that we are 
not prosecuting users, he does it on the basis that we do not have the 
resources to prosecute everybody, and therefore, in terms of doing 
this or that, we're not going to prosecute that user. 


Now, that's the way that system works. “low that does 
not mean -- as a matter of fact, I suppose in one sense it does mean 
that there are factors that we will take into consideration in any 
given case that would made a difference -- in a given situation. 


Q Given the outcome of the DeLorean trial, do you 
think the Justice Department will continue expending its resources on 
"sting" operations? 


ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: Of course. 
Q This has not changed your view? 


ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: It hasn't changed one bit. The 
mere fact that we happen to have a result in one case which, by the 
way, by our standards, was not a particularly unusual case. It was 
a case that was made unusual by the press. We didn't make it unusual. 
And, in fact, that was just another drug case as far we we were 
concerned -- (Laughter.) 


Q Talk about the allocation of resources -- you tried 
the man for three months. 


ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: The simple fact is that undercover 
operations are an essential tool of law enforcement. And without it, 
we would not be able to come to grips with large segments of crime 
across the spectrum, including public corruption, drug trafficking, 
organized crime, and so on. This is an acknowledged law enforcement 
tool. It has been upheld by every appellate court that has dealth 
with the subject. And the mere fact that one jury, in one case, comes 
out with that particular result, certainly, in no way, would affect 
our use of this very important, and critical law enforcement tool. 


Now that doesn't mean that there may not be situations 
where we cannot improve upon our processes or procedures. Whenever we 
find that we can we certainly will do that. And we're very conscious 
about protecting individual rights and individual liberties. And we 
do that. We have undercover guidelines. 


But the idea that one case is going to cause us to give 
up such an important law enforcement tool -- that doesn't make any 
sense whatever. 


Q You don't think that there is a growing wave of 
opposition in this country to entrapment? 


ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: Well, now, if there's a growing 
wave of opposition to entrapment you can include me in it. Because 
we don't agree -- in -- with the principle of entrapment either. 

As a matter fact, undercover operations -- “sting” operations as they 
are called -- do not involve entrapment the way we operate under our 
guidelines. 
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Q Well, then why do you -- how do you explain the 
fact that a number of members of that jury felt that Mr. DeLorean 
was entrapped? 


ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: Well, I'm afraid you'll have 
to ask the members of that jury. But we do everything we can do 
to avoid an entrapment situation. That does not mean, of course, 
that when you consider the tremendous number of cases that we try 
across the country -- and so many of them are based upon undercover 
operations -- that either abberations will occur, or mistakes will 
occur. Of course they will. 


Q Do you think they did in that case? 


ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: Nobody is infallible. And 
I‘il have to say that when you consider, generally speaking, the 
type of people that you have to deal with in this arena, that the 
record that has been compiled has been really quite outstanding, as 
indicated by the fact that, in the Abscam cases, out of 96 jurors 
who dealt with that subject matter, the vote for conviction was 
90 to zero. 


And, as I say, every single appellate court that has 
dealt with the question as to how that was handled -- in the Abscap 
cases -- upheld 
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the propriety of the procedures and needless to say, in each 
one of them a question of entrapment was loudly raised. 


Q Do you think mirtakes were made in the DeLorean 


case? 

ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: I'm just not in a position 
to comment on that yet. We're certainly -~ we have a practice 
of whenever a case like that is tried we -- naturally, we'll 


review it to see what happened in it and see whether or not 
things should have been done differently and we'll certainly do 
that in this case. 


Q As part of your review, are you looking into the 
testimony in the trial that there was unusual White House interest, 
as one witness testified in the case? 


ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: We'll certainly review all 
aspects of the case. But this is the first time I've heard 
about unusual White House interest. 


Q You didn't hear about the witness who testified 
that -- 


ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: You can find witnesses who'll 
testify to anything. 


Q You are going to review that too, then? 


ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: We'll review whatever needs 
to be reviewed in that case. 


Q Are you going to appeal the pocket veto? 
ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: What? 

Q Pocket veto? 

ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: We're considering that. 

MR. ROUSSEL: Let's get Ben and that's it. Last one. 


Q Did the President attend the meeting -- the Cabinet 
meeting this afternoon, and did he stay awake? 


ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: t me say something about 
that. He attended the Cabinet meeting this afternoon, and let 
me say I think that I have attended every Cabinet -- almost 
every Cabinet meeting that has been held during the last three 
and a half years when I have been in town and not otherwise in- 
volved, and I have not once on any single occasion, ever, seen 
him nod off or do anything other than to pay complete attention 
to whatever was going on. 


And I also want to say that as far as I'm -- 

Q Did you ever nod off? 

ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: --as I'm -- as far as I'm 
concerned, the subject matters that come up before Cabinet meetings 
in most cases are very fascinating and important issues, and they're 
not the kind of thing that anybody goes to sleep on -- 

Q voes Mike Deaver -- 

ATTORNEY GENERAL SMITH: -- with one or two exceptions. 


MR. ROUSSEL: Thank you. 


END 3:44 P.M. EDT t Slo 














\ , DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
‘ | BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 


Se 
GENOCIDE CONVENTION Qo. 
® = 
WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 5, 1984. 2:35 P.M. Cc 
bay 
is. 


WASHINGTON, D.C. 


MR. CARLSON: This is the BACKGROUND briefing on the 
Genocide Convention, and it is on BACKGROUND with the briefers 
referred to as Senior Administration Officials 


[I have an additional or a Fact Sheet _yme of you may 
have noticed that in the Press Office we have text of the 
Convention and a short summary of it. L‘'ve got a Fact Sheet 
that I'll hand out while they begin 


FIRST SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. This will 
Give a little more background as well as some of the other 
considerations which explain in more detail than was the case 
with the other thing that was handed out. 


Let me say first off that I appear before you in my 
Acting capacity, as pleased as I am to be nere on something 
that L've been associated with fairly closely for the year and 
a half of my tenure in the Human Rights Bureau. The fact that 
Elliott Abrams, the Assistant Secretary, is taking one of his 
rare departures into vacationland finds me doing this in his 
stead. He would be delighted to be here doing this himself 
Since he has believed over the period of his tenure so strongly 
in the merits of the Genocide Convention and of the endorsement 
by this Administration of its ratification. 





As you know, for some 35 years and more this 
Convention has languished, signed but unratified, by the United 
States -- certainly, in my view, a very good idea whose time 
never quite seemed to come, and through successive 
administrations, Presidents and Secretaries of State of both 
parties -- a very bipartisan matter -- have supported the 
Convention, but were unable throughout that long period to 
resolve some of the perceived problems, constitutional issues, 
and others that prevented, surrounded its ratification. 


However, it is the case that, again, after a very 
thorough review which frankly looked back at the whole, you 
maght say 35-plus-year history of the various objections and 
considerations which had been raised, the review conducted by 
this Administration concluded just in this recent period that 
the time had come once again to urge the Convention's 




















ra.ification. So it is certainly very much our hope that the 
ratification of this Convention, which very much gets to the 
heart of many of our most important human rights issues, will 
take place 


Certainly, the United States has been, is, will be at 
the forefront of human rights concerns in the world, not just 
because we have a Human Rights Bureau, but because successive 
administrations have recognized that human rights very much is 
at the heart of what we are all about. And it's certainly the 
case that even in the last couple of years we've seen a 
proliferation in the number of other governments adopting a 
more activist stance, if you will, toward the handling of human 
rights issues, and greater participation on the part of other 
parliaments. Certainly, in our own Congress, the number of 
very interested eed able activists in human rights speaks for 
itself; and we see the ratification of this Convention after 
lo, these many years as very much being in that vein. 


Obviously -- and we can go into some of this perhaps 
-- the reasons for the iong delay in the ratification of this 
Convention are not menial, that is to say various issues were 
perceived to be a problem, both by Members of the Senate as 
well as legal scholars. It's interesting to note that at one 
time in the history of this Convention, the American Bar 
Association which now enthusiastically endorses it, did oppose 
it tor various reasons; but after a thorough re-study already 
quite some years ago, the ABA has dropped that opposition and 
has become one of its most ardent proponents, and we are 
certainly grateful to the work and the support which have come 
from the ABA as well as a goodly number of other 
organizations. We believe the concerns have been researched, 
addressed, anc that certainly everything now speaks for 
proceeding with ratification. 


Obviously, it would be the Administration's hope that 
action could be taken toward ratification as expeditiously as 
possible. We all know that the time of the present Congress is 
relatively short, so if we fail in this upcoming three or four 
weeks, or whatever it may consist of, obviously, it would be 
our hope that it would receive the earliest possible 
consideration in the next Congress. 


I think that's pretty much it. I'd like, as I Say, 
very much to put the long and thorough effort that we've gone 
through to come out with the President's strong backing of this 
Convention in the context of our overall human rights 
policies. I think that's been the case, in both a bipartisan 
sense as well as very much fitting in the whole panoply of all 
the other things that we're involved in in human rights, 











whether that's what we do in the Un _ted Nations and its bodies 
or things we get into in our annual Human Rights Reports and 
the whole approach which has become much more extensive and is 
very much with us to stay, I'm very pleased to say. 


Yes, sir. 


Q Why did it take this Administration three and a 
half years to come to this conclusion? 


F_RST SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would 
probably place the onset of the intensive effort on studying 
all of the issues -- and as i said, we didn't just look at the 
issues as they appeared in black and white in the package, but 
went back through the long, tortuous three decades-plus of why 
the various objections had surfaced and what we should do, both 
as part of coming to this conclusion to endorse the Convention 
as well as, of course, obviously to testify subsequently as to 
our reasons on this score. 


I would place the onset of this from about 1982, early 
‘82. You may recall that it was about the end of ‘81 when the 
post of Assistant Secretary for Human Rights was formally 
filled, and intensive efforts working with our colleagues from 
other departments began. 


Q Should it be seen as a coincidence that this 
announcement comes from the Administration of a President up 
for reelection one day before he speaks to B'nai Brith? 


FIRST SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. No, I 
would reject the premise, that, you know, it is connected with 
any given speech or political event It just does happen to be 
the case that, as I've mentioned, the Convention on Genocide, 
if anything, is very, very bipartisan and has a very long 
history, and conscious of joining that long line, you might 
say, of both Democratic and Republic Administrations which 
endorsed ratification of the Convention, the timing did very 
much coincide with where we came out with the very long and 
careful study of this 


Q Do you have any sense of whether the opposition 
that has surfaced and threatened legislative tieups in the past 
has diminished in any way? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Well, it would be our hope 
that just as it has been the natural phenomenon, I think, after 
lots and lots of study over so many years that -- for example, 
the ABA has shifted its position -- it is our belief 











that that same phenomenon has occurred with respect to other 
groups and other individuals. 


Certainly, I think what we want to see as part of the 
ratification process is the fullest possible airing of all 
views surrounding the Convention and the ramifications 
thereof. That, obviously, is a part of the Constitutional 
process, in any event, the prerogatives of the Senate of the 
United States, and I think we can anticipate -- and indeed the 
Administration would want -- this fullest possible airing of 
all aspects. 


Q an the -- I'm sorry. Ftéi~*zrs 


Q I was going to ask -- this may sound unduly 
cynical, but so be it -- why did the President himself, or the 
White House at least, not step forth with this announcement and 
instead have it done this way? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Well -- 


Q After all, it is a Presidential decision, and it 
gives it the caste of something the President wanted to put a 
little distance between himself and the document. 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Well, with all due respect, 
certainly I would not agree that that was the motivating 
factor. I think it's sort of a natural thing that the 
Department of State has tended to take the lead in this over 
the years, working with our colleagues from Justice and 
elsewhere, and would actually announce what is in fact the 
President's decision, as noted in the statement which John 
Hughes released at the noon briefing. But as I say, I see that 
as a natural thing. 


Q Do any of these documents indicate the status of 
ratification around the world? I just haven't looked through 
this enough to -- 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Indeed, | guess we're up from 
95 states. I might turn to my colleague here at this point to 
speak to the ratification process There are very few major 
countries -- of course, we are the major exception at this 
point -- not to have ratified 


Q Did China ratify? 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q How many of them have ratified? 























SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: According to records, 96 
countries ha\.> ratified, and we will have a status list for you 
if you wish t» pick it up after the briefing. 


Q Can I ask another question, which might go to 
you, I quess? But this Fact Sheet here says toward the end 
that in order for this thing to actually become effective, not 
only does it have to be ratified, but there has got to be 
implementing legislation enacted, putting on the U.S. Criminal 
Code a new crime called “Genocide” and setting forth the 
penalties et cetera, et cetera. 


Can you give us a definition from what you plan to 
have in the Criminal Code as to what the crime of Genocide 
would constitute, or what -- I guess my sentence is turned 
around: What would constitute the crime of Genocide? 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: Well, the Convention 
indicates what Genocide is in Article Two, and for a more 
detailed explanaticn of what the legislation might look like, I 
think | would ask my other colleague, who is with the 
department which would be responsible for drafting the 
implementing legislation. 


THIRD SENIOR OFFICIAL: Tnat hasn't been done yet. 
The Convention itself defines in detail the crime of Genocide, 
and the understandings that would implement the United States’ 
position with respect to ratification would amplify that. 


We have a copy of the bill that was proposed in 1976, 
which simply further defines the term of Genocide. But the 
source of the definition primarily is going to be the treaty 
itself, which specifies the terminology that would be involved 
in the statute 


Q This was the bill proposed by the Administration 
in 1976, or by some Congressman, or what? 


THIRD SENIOR OFFICIAL: This was by Congressman Scott 
in 1976. It was S-3155. We don't have legislation that we've 
proposed this time, but the legislation itself is, and l 
suspect will be, relatively simple since the definition of the 
term “Genocide” is spelled out in the Treaty itself. 


Q Well, it's spelled out all right and L've got it 
in front of me, but I don't -- it would take a lot of 
interpretation or further nailing down tu know what a lot of 
these things mean because they are kind of general, such as 
“causing bodily harm or mental harm to members of a group,” 




















“imposing measures intending to prevent births within a group,” 
and all that sort of thing 


THIRD SENIOR OFFICIAL: There would undoubtedly be 
and there was on the previous occasions that this legislation 
moved and the Treaty itself moved through the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee -- would have to be hearings that would 
help amplify, in the legislative history and in the statute 
itself. 


The previous statute that I referred to defines terms 
such as “racial group,” “religious group,” “substantial part,” 
and terms that appear in the Treaty itself; and the term 
“mental harm" is articulated in some greater detail in the 
Understanding which would be affixed to this Administration's 
proposal. 


Q Well, has this Administration drawn up some law 
which it is prepared to support -- of course, it can't pass it; 
it can only propose it or endorse it, I quess -- to make it 


clear what is the crime of genocide? 


THIRD SENIOR OFFICIAL: WNo, we do not have a specific 
statute before us. 


(Continued on next page. ) 








Q Why haven't you done that in these 35 months, or 
whatever it has been? 


THIRD OFFICIAL: I think a substantial part of that 
process is going to be the process in the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee also. 


In the first place, 1 don't think drafting a statute 
which will cover this will be extraordinarily difficult, but I 
think that *he process will benefit by the hearings. 


Q I apologize because I'm behind the curve here, 
obviously. But a Federal law -- I guess I've always thought of 
genocide as being a crime committed by a government as an 
element of ‘ts policy. That obviously is not the case. 


THIRD OFFICIAL: The Treaty detines either by a ruling 
official, a public official or a private individual. 


Q Okay. As a private individual then, a U.S. 
citizen who violated the statute that would flow out of the 
ratification of this Treaty would then be subject to 
prosecution under Federal law in the United States. I'm trying 
to think of an example -- Ku Klux Klan? 


THIRD OFFICIAL: Without getting into specific groups, 
and as the Treaty talks about concentrated efforts involving 
the killing of human beings or seriously injuring human beings 
with the intent to destroy a substantial part of that group on 
account of their racial group or their ethnic group or their 
religious group is the general heart of the definition of 
“genocide.” That would be not only in the Treaty, because the 
Treaty is very clear in terms of those factors, but that would 
be in the statute. 


Q Woulcn't it have been -- since you reject the 
contention of any political timing, motivation here, wouldn't 
it have been efficient if the Administration had legislation 
ready to roll on the day Congress moved in if it were really 
interested in getting this through in this session, or at least 
to wait until after November 6 to propose the legislation in 
the new Congress so that it would be ready to roll? Wouldn't 
that have removed even the appearance of political motivation? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: The appearance is in the eyes of the 
beholder, but the honest intention all along, as I say, if the 
effort really did take a good long while, was to make this 
recommendation as soon as all the parties had conducted the 
most vigorous examination of all the problems it had had over 
the years. 














Q But that's before the legislation had been 
drafted? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Before the legislation had been 
drafted. 


Q Was it the intention from the beginning? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: That's certainly my understanding of 
the -— we are coming back to something asked earlier: Why do 
we think the chances are better now than they were and proved 
to be in the past It would be something we were talking about 
earlier. Now, as opposed to obviously 35 years ago, and 
certainly even to a shorter period, we have a body of Federal 
stetutes which have satisfied a number of the earlier concerns 
that might have been envisioned back in 1950. 


THIRD OFFICIAL: Let me add that in the Treaty process 
of a party who becomes a party to the Treaty, you are 
committing to create legislation. It has not been typical in 
the past that the legislation becomes the process of 
ratification of the Ireaty, unless I'm mistaken. The 
legislation is something that has come along afterwards, and 
there have been efforts to develop something along that line. 
But that is not what has been contemplated either in other 
countries or in this country in the past. 


Q The Treaty specifically says, or the Fact Sheet 
specifically says that the instrument of ratification would not 
be deposited until the legislation is passed. 


THIRD OFFICIAL: We have added that. 


Q So under this Administration's proposal, 
ratification would not, in fact, take place until after the 
legislation was all passed? 


THLRD OFFICIAL: We have added that because -- and, 
again, correct me if I'm wrong -- but that has been something 
that has not been included in the past. It has been an 
objection which has been raised before; and the ABA Committee, 
and the appropriate committee in the Senate, has felt in the 
past that that was would be an appropriate feature to add to 
the United Stales proposal, and we concur 


Q Can you tell us why it took two and a half years 
of review to basically endorse the Treaty and the situation it 
was in 1976? Wher caused you the most trouble? What 
provisions did you have doubts about? 

















FIRST OFFICIAL: Well, speaking as a non-lawyer -- one 
of the few on this podium; indeed, the only -- we looked at it 
most particularly over the last -- almost going on two years -- 
we were very conscious of the fact that this had been marched 
up the Hill only to fail in Sisyphus fashion so many times that 
we wanted to be through --— it wasn’t just a catch word 


We really did want to go through all of the objections 
and considerations which had been raised in the past, game 
those out against where we thought things might be now, talking 
with the ABA, and a whole host of other organizations, how one 
could satisfy some of the significant concerns. That was just 
simply a time-consuming process. 


In fact, we were working quite actively over this 
period with Justice, and others at the White House. It wasn't 
just sort of a snap, quick thing to do. It really did a long 
time 


Q Did you attempt to determine whether members of 
the Senate who opposed this previously were still opposed? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Certainly, consultations with members 
of Congress was very much a part of what we've been doing as it 
will be what we hope is the active period of consideration of 
ratification in the period ahead. 


Q Did you specifically speak to Thurmond and Helms? 
FIRST OFFICIAL: Beg your pardon? 


y Did you specificaily talk to Senators Thurmond 
and Helms, who proposed this in the past, and what is their 
viewpoint now? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: IL couldn't attempt to characterize 
just where they've been and where they are at this point. But, 
obviously, it goes without saying that we would engage in the 
fullest range of consultations with most particularly those who 
had perceived problems in the past. 


Q In the 35 years that this thing has been around, 
has anybody ever invoked it successfully? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: They have not, if [L'm -- you mean, in 
terms of raising -- 


Q Yeah. 
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FIRST OFFICIAL: -- a case before this? It's my 
understanding that a case has not been brought before -- 


SECOND OFFICIAL: To answer your question, we have to 
define what you mean by “invoke.” Has any state taken on 
another state in the international court about the 
interpretation or application of this Convention? The answer 
is no. 


Q Isn't there machinery in here -- I don't know 
where the language is -- that one country notifies the 
Secretary General and then he takes the action? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: You notify the Secretary General 
when you become a party to this Convention because is the 
depositary. 


Q No, I mean in case of an alleged violation of the 
-- of an alleged case of genocide? 


THIRD OFFICIAL: There is a provision in the Treaty 
itself that allows you to go to the Security Council for 
something called appropriate action under certain various 
circumstances. But the crime of genocide, to the extent that 
it's committed by an individual, he would be subject to 
prosecution in a criminal context under the laws that have been 
enacted pursuant to this statute. 


There may also be -- and there is a provision in the 
Treaty itself -- for a mechanism for countries to seek 
interpretations or clarifications of the Treaty in the ICJ. 


Q What, for example. would stop somebody from going 
and saying, in Kampuchea, there is apparent genocide going on, 
and we would like you to use your legal machinery to stop it? 
Why hasn't anvbody? What weighs against somebody doing that? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: Your assumption is that there's 
legal machinery to stop it. Those questions could be raised 
with political organs of the U.N., and, indeed, I believe have 
been. But the Convention doesn't establish a mechanisin to do 
what you indicate you would want done. 


Q So then the obvious question is, what good is it? 


THIRD OFFICIAL: I would just wart to say this, and 
probably something can be added to it. 


The principal focus is to require nations of the world 
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to enact laws that prohibit, punish and therefore hopefully 

© prevent acts of genocide by individuals. There is a 
deterrent. And the purpose behind the Treaty, in substantial 
part, is to make it clear to people that participate in these 
acts is that they may be punished. 


Q What does this law, again, flowirg out of this 
Treaty, provide for in domestic terms than the present law 
doesn't cover? You've got murder, assault, all kinds of -—- 


THIRD OFFICIAL: fhe various civil rights statutes 
thut have been enacted by the Federal Government over the 
years, since this Treaty was first introduced, cover most of 
the territory 


In fact, 18 USC 241, and the provisions that foilow 
that statute, probably make into a crime just about anything 
that would be genocide under this Treaty. So in a substantial 
sense, the United States has provided for it. It hasn't 
labeled it as “genocide.” It hasn't called and set out a 
specific penalty for violation of something called “genocide.” 


I haven't attempted, and I don't know whether anyone 
else has, to try to determine whether there are certain types 
of conduct under the Treaty itself that might be beyond the 
scope But you're right, in the thrust of your question, that 
the civil rights statutes that do make Federal criminal 

© violations into conduct against people because their race or 
religion, and so forth; it does cover the territory. 


Q So, given that, is this really just to remove a 
source of embarrassment on the international scene from the 
United States? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Let me say, certainly, it is the case 
that the Soviet Union and others, who, of course, are parties 
to the Convention, very often charge us with non-ratification 
as proof of this and that. Many of you are all too familiar 
with that 


So very much from our standpoint -- from the 
standpoint of the United States -—- ratification is meritorious 
also on those grounds 


I'd like to come back to what you were saying earlier 
about “what good is it?" As my colleague was saying, there is 
implementing national legislation, which is, you might say, a 
concrete manifestation that flows from the ratification of the 
Convention, and there is as well the symbolism which -- let's 
face it -- in the approach to handling sometimes very 
intractable human rights matters plays a very important role ir 
both what is said and the way others react to what is said. 
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I would certainly submit that a lot of the attention 
we pay in the United Nations, and the various bodies, the 
things that we do together with other countries, other 
parliaments, can and does have an effect also in its symbolic 
sense. So we would certainly see ratification of the 
Convention also in that sense as well as the concrete 
applicability. 


Q You mentioned earlier that one of the provisions 
in this Administration's proposal now, that was intended to 
address the Congressional criticism, was the business of 
passing the laws first and then depositing the instrument of 
ratification. 


What other specific arguments or changes, if any, is 
the Administration going to make on the Hill to support this 
that will address specific criticisms that members of Congress 
have had in the past? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: That's been a big part of our effort, 
as I was indicating a while ago, to sort of Line up the various 
main lines of those concerns and those objections Our hope 
and anticipation would be that as expeditiously as possible the 
Congress -- the Senate will again -- 


(Continued on next page) 
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Q What are the lines, and what things have you done 
to change the treaty or proposal? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I'll certain defer to some of my 
legal colleagues here, but a lot has focused, among other 
things, on the historical role of states’ rights, that is, the 
United States states’ rights, as versus international 
conventions of this nature. Certainly Constitutional questions 
in this vein have been raised. 


It is our belief both by virtue of how the body of ; 
Federal legislation that we have now demonstrates, as well as 
measures to ease those Constitutional concerns, that a lot of 
that has been put into a perspective which people do not regard 
as representing a problem. 


We will be doing things, obviously, as the Senate now 
begins to hopefully exercise its role with this reindorsement 
of the Administration's views of the merits of the Convention, 
as they schedule the hearings that would be part of the natural 
process, and so forth. It would be during the course of those 
hearings and in our consultations with individual members of 
Congress that we would seek to allay such remaining concerns as 
there may be. or, for that matter, if they have for their part 
views on other ways that the ratification process should 
proceed, we would take that fully into consideration. 


As 1 say, these three understandings and the one 
declaration are from some years ago. If the Senate of the 
United States, in its infinite wisdom, perceives some other 
aspects, obviously, we will be very open-minded. 


Q The Administration 1s not going to propose or 
back any other reservations, or whatever? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: As I say, these three understandings 
and one declaration seem reasonable to us in that they appear 
upon closest and most prolonged observation to satisfy the 
concerns raised. Obviously, though, if others thought that 
something should be phrased somewhat differently, we're not 
going to fail to pay attention to some concern. 


Q You're not proposing anything further than this, 
right? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: No This would be our proposal 
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Q Two technical points: Since the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee already recorded that out, is that still on 
the table, or does it have to be re-passed by another Congress? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: My understanding is it's on the table 
and that -- 


Q So a Committee wouldn't have to take it up again? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Although the assumption is that, 
indeed, it would, after all this time has passed, again 
schedule hearings. Just as the Administration, the President's 
statement in support of the Convention, is really you might say 
a political manifestation, as other Presidents have done in 
other -- 


Q Had Truman actually siqned it or had just sent -- 
[I mean, can you say he signed it? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: 1 think that his is the actuating 
Signature, as I understand. 


SECOND OFFICTAL: It was signed on behalf of the 
United States. 


Q By the President? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: I can't tell you whether he signed 
it or someone -- 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I've got that somewhere here if I can 
find it. 


SECOND OFFICIAL: I don't have the facts with me here. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: The only thing I have here in this is 
that Truman then transmitted the Convention to the Senate for 
its advice and consent on June 16, 1949. Presumably he did 
that by squiggling off somewhere on there. 


Q There's a line here that Hughes read earlier 
about the commitment of the country to prevent ard punish acts 
of genocide. Would this legislation suggest ways to punish, 
Since it's hardly an individual act, but largely a governmental 
business? Would this legislation -- 


THIRD OFFICIAL: No. The treaty contemplates that the 
states that become a part of the treaty will enact legislation 
to punish individuals who engage in acts -- 











15 
Q The Government. 


THIRD OFFICIAL: No. The states wouldn't be punishing 
other governments. To the extent that there's a state against 
state activity, it would be something that might be taken up in 
the International Court of Justice, and then to the Security 
Council. But the contemplation of the treaty is individual 
states will enact criminal laws against individuals, and the 
punishments wil! undoubtedly, and have been, both fines and 
imprisonment. 


Q The statement earlier said that by ratifying it, 
the U.S. could utilize the Convention in our own efforts to 
expand the freedom fight for human rights abuses. In what ways 
would that all take place? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Both in the positive, as well as the, 
you might say, sense raised here earlier, that certainly we 
would like to be a party to the Convention in order to be 
associated with that large body of nations which alreacy is. 
It's perfectly shameless of the Soviet Union, for example, to 
sort of point to us on this one when it -- 


Q Do you think there's any positive way to get used? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: It seems to me it adds to that whole 
range of things we do in the United Nations itself in New York, 
the U.N. Human Rights Commission, the whole sort of 
internationalization, if you will, of human rights issues. 


Q Would the U.S. be inclined to, whatever, invoke 
this, or whatever, against a country -- case such as Kampuchea? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: That's perfectly conceivable to me 
that we will, having this, being a party to it, that certainly 
it will be one of the tools that we would give consideration to 
using. 


I think in general. in human rights areas, a number of 
you know only too well where we try at times to come to terms 
with some of the most awful things, which, as I say, can be 
terribly intractable, it's best to have as many arrows in our 
Quiver as you can have 1 would certainly count this as one. 


Q Not having it, then -- are there cases in the 
past where the U.S. might have liked to have -- in fact, would 
have liked to have invoked it or threatened to? 
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FIRST OFFICIAL: I can't be retroactive as such, but, 
certainly, if we were parties -- if we were a party to it, it's 
something that would have been amongst the range of options in 
the real world that we could have considered. 


Q But there has been no process initiating, that 
you know of, one state against another, under this treaty? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: That's correct. 


Q A correlated question -- do you know of any 
action that any state has taken against any of its own 
nationals under implementing legislation? 


THIRD OFFICIAL: To prosecute individuals. 
Q Yes. 


THIRD OFFICIAL: I do not know of any. We were 
talking about this before. It's not clear to me what 
legislation, in addition to legislation labeled “genocide,” may 
have been inspired or promoted because of the focus of 
attention on this in various different countries. I don't know 
the answer to your question, but I wouldn't want to be 
categorical on the negative side because there may have been 
criminal prosecutions for like crimes in countries. 


Q What happened to those other conventions? The 
Human Rights Convention. Was that finally passed by the Senate? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: There are these other conventions. 
International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, which -- 
what? -— I guess was entered in force back in '76. Also the 
International Covenant on Economic and Social and the Rights of 
Women, and these have all been under review and study, although 
I would certainly say to you that our primary effort has aone 
anto the Genocide Convention. 


Q Il think I'm not following you. There are still 
some others not approved by the Senate? 


Q The ones he mentioned. 
FIRST OFFICIAL: Yes. In fact, let's see -- did I 


miss some? Civil and Political Rights -- Economic, Social and 
Culturel, actually. 


Q Can you give the full names? 
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FIRST OFFICIAL: Sure. Or we can provide those 
subsequently. Also the International Convention on the 
Elimination of all Forms of Racial Discrimination. 


Q Have those been signed by the United States as 
well? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: The one on Civil and Political Rights 
has been pending in the Senate Foreign Relations Committee 
since February ‘78. Economic, Social and Cultural Rights, 
pending since February 23, ‘78. Finally, International 
Convention on the Elimination of all Forms of Racial 
Discrimination, pending as well since February 23, ‘78. 


Obviously, it is the case, having, as I say, devoted 
the bulk of our effort toward the most tenured, 
long-languishing instrument, the Genocide Convention, it would 
certainly be our hope now to then move in behind some of these 
others. 


Q Did you say the one of the Rights of Women is 
pending? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Convention of the Elimination of all 
Forms of Discrimination Against Women. 


Q Why didn't the Administration recommend that the 
Senate go ahead and pass these other ones? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: They've been looked at, just as the 
other one was, again against a range of various considerations 
advanced both by lawyers as well as members of Congress. We 
may have seen, for example, in the Covenant on Economic, Social 
and Cultural rights, where that whole area of economic and 
social rights has been one traditionally where the Soviet Union 
and a number of its friends have tended to emphasize, whereas 
they have de-emphasized civil and political rights. So we 
wanted to satisfy ourselves that in the version that we 
approved this, moved on this, that we not subject ourselves to 
letting others use this propagandistically. So we want to look 
a little more carefully at a number of the provisions in those. 


Q Can you address some of the objections that have 
been raised in the past, including the ratification of this 
treaty would constitute an infringement of national 
sovereignty? That somehow it would infringe on property rights 
of the United States, and that somehow it represents a 
conspiracy to institute some form of one-world government? 
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FIRST OFFICIAL: I think I might turn to my colleague 
at this point. 


THIRD OFFICIAL: I'm not sure I'm the one to answer 
that last part, but the concern of people in the early days and 
over a period of time with respect to this, as far as state 
sovereignty and the like, was in a couple of respects: 


One, it would have been a treaty which would have 
required the United States to enact criminal legislation. Some 
people were concerned that a treaty can go into effect with 
only the approval of the Senate, and that both houses of 
Government would not have approved. This, of course, is a 
controversy that goes back to the late 16th Century also with 
the Jay Treaty. 


There was also a concern that when you're going to 
deal in the criminal field, the treaty would bring about a 
Federal criminal murder statute and other Federal criminal 
assault statutes, and so forth, and the first objection, I 
believe, is dealt with by our provision requiring legislation, 
therefore action, by both houses of Congress to implement the 
treaty before it takes effect. 


The second provision with respect to Federal criminal 
statutes in areas normally yoverned by the states is pretty 
well covered by the fact that most of this civil rights 
legislation would make the conduct of this nature a crime 
anyway, so that a substantial additional impact in the criminal 
area is not being added. 


There was also some concern at one time about whether 
a treaty ought to govern matters of domestic affairs anyway, 
such as criminal matters, but that has pretty much gone by the 
wayside because so many of the treaties since the Second World 
War affect things that were thought of many years ago to be 
within the purview of the states. 


So most of those concerns -- the ones that I 
researched and saw as being articulated the most vigorously by 
the opponents of the treaty -— have either been taken care of 


because of the passage of time or change in circumstances. 


Q But would that also have taken care of the 
objection that somehow a U.S. citizen might be placed under the 
jurisdiction of a foreign or a world court? 


THIRD OFFICIAL. Well, he won't be placed under the 
jurisdiction of a world court unless the United States further 
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agrees under the treaty to a tribunal to cover that, because 
© the UCJ would not cover individuals 


It's also been answered in substantial part by virtue 
of the fact that United States’ citizens are subject to the 
jurisdiction of foreign countries for crimes that they commit 
in those countries anyway. 


We have a provision here with respect to the 
extradition process, so if it's a United States citizen and 
some other country is seeking extradition of that United 
States’ citizen, the United States would have the right to put 
him on trial here. So 1 think those objections have been 
substantially met also. 


Q You guys got a head count in the Senate? Do you 
know how many opponents there still are, probable? 


FIRST OFFICIAL No. I wouldn't profess to have a 
head count, as such, except just sort of the general 
conclusion, observation, that because of a number of the 
concerns that have been addressed -- as my colleague was saying 
-~- there are far more who would certainly support it But I 
don't have a head count as such. 


Q Thank you very much 


(The briefing concluded at 3:15 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE \* 
ON-THE RECORD BRIEFING s 7 
ON 
U.S. HOLOCAUST MEMORIAL COUNCIL 
TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 18, 1984, 11:13 A.M. 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS: Good morning. 

This is the second time that the United States Holocaust 
Memorial Council has held a conference here at the State 
Department. The first was in October 1981, when we hosted the 
Liberator'’s Conference, which included representatives from the 
governments and armies of fourteen nations wtich participated 
in the defeat of Nazism and the liberation of the death 
camps. 

Today, the State Department is honored to be hosting 
a conference entitled, "Faith in Humankind: Rescuers of Jews 
During the Holocaust.” Briefly, the purpose of this conference, 
which began yesterday evening and will continue through tomorrow, 
is to focus attention on the Holocaust from the perspective of 
the individual rescuers -- that is, non-Jews who risked their 
lives on behalf of Jews during the Holocaust. 

Yesterday, Secretary Shultz’ addressed the opening 
ceremony of the Conference at the Kennedy Center. Today ¢nd 
tomorrow, Holocaust survivors, rescuers, scholars and public 
figures will examine the legacy of the rescuers. We are 
pleased that representatives from 22 nations are participating 


in the Conference. 


At the risk of oversimplifying terribly, perhaps I could 














say that the basic message of this conference is: You are 

your brother's keeper. Thatmessage, of course, is as old as 
the Scriptures. Yet up until World War II, at least, many 
statesmen and leaders felt that compassion stops at the border 
-- that another nation's “internal affairs” are beyond the pur- 
view of legitimate international concern, or even discourse. 
Partly because of the events of the Holocaust, this sttitude 
began to change in the aftermath of World War II. Today, 

a number of international covenants, conventions and declarations 
-- including, of course, the Universal Declaration of Human 
Rights -- attest to the fact that human rights are everyone's 
business. As Alexander Soizhenitsyn put it, there are no 
"internal affairs” anymore. Nevertheless, despite virtually 
universal verbal adherence to the Declaration, the fact remains 
that many regimes continue to abuse human rights. And for this 
reason we in the United States, and throughout the democratic world, 
must constantly reaffirm our dedication to the defense of human 
rights and the brotherhood of mankind. What better way of 
making such a reaffirmation than honoring the rescuers -- 

those incredibly courageous men and women who, in the words 

of Pope John Paul II, have “left us the heritage and challenge 
of defending all innocent human life in our own day.” 


I woulda like to introduce someone who, through his 


writings anc personal example, has risen to that challenge. 





Elie Wiesel, an internationally acclaimed author, and Andrew 
Mellon Professor of the Humanities at Boston University, is 

the Chairman of the U.S. Holocaust Memorial Council. Before 
being appointed Chairman of the Council, he served as Chairman of 
the Proceeding Body of the President's Commission on the 
Holocaust. Mr. Wiesel, who as a boy was deported to Auschwitz 
and Buchenwald, is widely regarded as the preeminent spokesman 
for the victims of the Holocaust. The author of many 

notable books on the Holocaust, Mr. Wiesel has also written 

on the Bible, on the Hasidic masters, and on moral responsibility 


in today's world. Last spring, he was awarded *‘e Congressional 





Gold Medal, one of only 25 Americans in this century to be 
so honored. 

Professor Wiesel. 

PROFESSOR WIESEL: Just a few words of aratitide %y 
Secretary Abrams. His hospitality is moving; his generosity, 
I hope, will be contagious. 


Since 1981 we have been working with him, and I must 


say there is some historic justice <-- or maybe poetic justice 
-=- to the fact that our conferences -- and we have many 
in store -- have all taken place in the State Department, and 


I hope will continue to take place in the State Department. 


Why? Because, to be honest -- I hinted at it lat 























night in my address -- we have some doubts, some sadness, 
when we think of the history of the State Department. That 
has no reflection on what is happening today. Quite the 
opposite. But the history of the State Department, when 
thousands and thousands -- if not millions and millions of 
Jews -- needed a word, needed a message -- or, in more 
complete terms, needed a visa -- and the visas did not come 


-- in those times -- in those times -- let's not forget that, 





and we cannot forget that -- life and death meant a visa, 
and how many consuls -- instructed by, we know exactly whom 
in the State Department -- refused. And then not even a 
visa, an application, a stamp, a letter meant the difference 
between life and death. 

So, therefore, it is just that now the State Depart- 
ment, because of what happened then, is I think more humanistic 
and is indulging, I would say, in ethical explorations such 
as ours. And, therefore, we have this conference here, which 
is a unique conference. 

I would not be correct if I would not single out 
some people here who are really responsible for the organization 


of the conference, 


Dr. Carol Rittner, who is a Professor at 


Mercy, a Sister of Mercy - 


Professor Harry Cargas, of Webster University, 








& -- a member of the Council 


and Sondra Myers, who ‘is in charge of the overall 
organization of the Artistic Program and the conference 
itself -- 
and I see here my Vice Chairman, Mark Talisman, whom 
I thank for being here, for all that he has done. 
And, my friends, if you have any questions that you think I 
could answer, try -- please. 
Q In a nutshell, we've heard what the people 
on the panel downstairs hope that this accomplishes. Do you 
think this is going to set a precedent for future exploration 
of this topic; and could it, in a sense, rewrite part of 


history? 





A (Professor Wiesel): Rewrite history? No. 
I would never want to rewrite history. That is a 
Communist, authoritarian method -- that they rewrite history 
with every year or every regime. I believe in writing history, 
in remaining faithful to history. And I think in the United 
States, where we enjoy freedom of democracy, we enjoy the 
freedom of believing in history. 

What I do believes, however, is that this will teach 
us lessons, meaning the importance of the individual, that 


one person can change things -- that we do not need armies 





nor do we need organizations. Any person has or could have 


a chance, a possibility, to affirm humanity with simple 








gestures. And who knows the consequences of such gestures? 
This is what we are trying to teach through these lessons. 
Q Sir, can you explain why it took 36 years 
for these people to be acknowledged in this way? 
A It did not take, really, 36 years. Again, I 
think you should like to be correct. Israel has a 
remembrance authority called “Yad Vashem,” anc Yad Vashem 
has a Commission presided by a Supreme Court Justice. And 
that Commission is seeking out righteous Gentiles. That 
Commission does nothing else but trying to honor righteous 


Gentiles. 





What we have done, actually: We have tried to 





bring them together. 

Now, we have not brought together too many because 
we don't have the means and it's not an easy task, because 
we also want to go beyond that, really. We are trying to 
explore their behavior. At least, through them I would 
like to understand what happened. That is what really 
bothers me. I want to know what motivated them. 

Why? Because for so many years many of us have 
been almost fascinated by the consequences of evil. I 


couldn't understand a killer; I still cannot. As a novelist, 





I can never write about the killer in the first person. I 




















cannot say "I" in the place of a killer. 

Now I want to understand the opposite, the mystery 
of goodness. And it's “What made these people good?" 

And, as you see, it’s amazing that thse are not exceptional 
people. These are simple people, simple human beings. They 

do not see themselves as heroes, neither before nor after -- 

not even during. This is, therefore -- this is the unprecedented 
initiative we have taken. It is true this is the first 
international conference dealing with the righteous 

Gentiles. 

I'm sorry ~-- please. 

Q Two questions: 

Do you have any percentages on the number of people 
in countries, such as Germany and Poland and so forth, who 
helped other Jews? And, also, do you see any trends in 
this country which are alarming trends that you saw perhaps 
in the thirties in Europe? 

A I do not know percentages about the countries 
because as we have heard from scholars it's true there were 
not too many Jews there -- like Denmark or Bulgaria -- most 
of the Jews were saved. In other countries, such as Poland 
Or Hungary, most of the Jews were killed. 


Now, the difference is of academic importance, an 


academic question. i know that Yad Vashem has been looking 





© -- again, since '52 -- has been looking for ee 
Gentiles, and I think they have reached a very high figure 
until now -- less than 5,000. But less than 5,000 for a 
whole Continent cf Europe is, I'm afraid, a low figure. It's 
a depressing figure. But we are still looking. 

As for your other question, I would never equate 
any situation anywhere with what happened in Europe -- not 
even Cambodia. 

Secretary Shultz yesterday mentioned Cambodia, and 
to use of genocide. I went to Cambodia. It became apparent 
that massacres are taking place. I went to the border; 

I met with the refugees. And even there I hesitated to call 


it “genocide.” Ic's a massacre; it’s a catastrophe; it's 





a tragedy; it's a disaster. The human voca bularly has 
enough words, unfortunately -- or fortunately -- to describe 
all these catastrophes. But "genocide" is a strong word, 
and I would not want to shibboleth -- surely, not in America. 
There are danger signals. I think anti-Semitism 
in the world -- not necessarily in the United States, in 
Europe especially, anti-Semitism is on the rise. 
What worries me even more is that in the United 


States and in many other countries there are more and more 





socalled scholars, so-called historians, so-called researchers 





who are publishing books upon books, trying "to prove” that 














all this never happened. 

Now, to have these people,who work in respected 
institutions, come out with such absurdities is something 
so vicious and so ugly that we don't really know how to 
deal with it. I would never engage them in a debate 
because I would never dignify them with a debate, and yet 
they continue. That is the danger, I think. 

Q I was wondering: If you don't consider 
what happened in Cambodia genocide and if the accepted 
figures are that of a population of approximately six 
million people in the country, in the decade 1970 to 1980 
two million of those people were killed -- essentially, 
by being forced out of the cities. 

What would you call it? 

A No; I didn't say I wouldn't; I said I hesitated. 
I said I hesitated to call it “genocide." 

Why? Logically, of course, three miliion out of 
Six million deaths. I said I hesitated meaning because 
live in a generation where we use words so easily -- too 
easily. Se I wanted, actually, to say that before using such 
a word one thing must stop -- thinking before I use such a 
word I stop, and then I may use it. 

Q Does it concern you that there hasn't been 


nearly as much attention paid to the Cambodian situation with 
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Pol Pot and the fighting, either within or without the 
Jewish community, who are most sensitive to this kind of 
thing -- over the past, say, 10 years? I mean where have 
been the outcries, if you will, about Cambodia -- which 
is the closest thing we have to a modern-day Holocaust, 
Or is it in your view? 

A I am a Jew, and asa Jew I went there to bear wit- 
ness for those victims. But I think I'm probably among the 
first ones to alert public opinion to the boat people. 

At the same time, I say it with a sense of 
gratification and gratitude that Israel was the first 
country to accept boat people. And of all people it was 
Menachem Begin, whose first gesture, when he became 
Prime Minister, was to accept a boat full of boat people. 
So the Jewish community is sensitive. 

How sensitive, I don't know. Maybe not sensitive 
enough. But then no community is sensitive enough -- 
sensitive enough to tragedzes. Whatis happening today 
in Afghanistan -- how many people care about it? How many 
people care about the starvation of children in Africa? 

In Ethiopia, what about the Falashas? My God: We get 
reports that, I think, 40 people died last week in a certain 
country, having left Ethiopia. Why don't we shout? 


Well, we tried -- but not ioud enough. 
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Maybe this is perhaps the moment, sir, to remind 
all of us that the Senate is just voting tomorrow on the 
Genocide Treaty and the Convention. And I can tell you, 
with all the strength that I have, that I am behind it. 

I'm very pleased. I'm very happy that President Reagan came 
out publicly to support that ratification, and I hope that 
the Senate tomorrow will ratify that Treaty. It's absurd 
that the United States of America -- which is still, I think, 
the most democratic and the freest nation, and the strongest 
freest nation in the world -- should not be behind such a 
Treaty. 

Q Are you hoping that the conference will inspire 
individuals nowadays to take some specific action? And, in 
fact, as you just suggested, is the timing not a coincidence 
that this has been held the day before the Senate considers 
it? (Laughter. ) 

A Oh, no. 

The second question -- don't give us that much 
credit here. (Laughter.) Don't think that six months ago 
we knew already that now they will discuss it in the Senate 
-- no. 

Q [t's real important, the first question. 

N Yes, the first question. I hope so. 


I'm an educator; I teach. And it's not a coincidence 


that most of the people who are involved with our work on 
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on the Council and around the Council are educators. 





I do believe in our responsibilities to us, the 
young generation, because I feel responsible for them. 
These are young boys and girls whom we make responsible for 
a world that they have not created, and now it's up to them 
to do something with this world. And, therefore, we must 
give them the tools. And the"tools” is knowledge -- it's 
merories. 

Q In which European countries would you say that 
anti-Semitism is rising now? I mean specifically. 

A I have said that it’s France, for instance, 


where the right wing has made inroads in the last European 





elections. And whenever we have a strong right wing movement, 


the anti-Semites are not far. 





Q In our country too? 

AN For America? No. In America you have anti- 
Semites, but not the anti-Semitic movement. These so-called 
"deniers"-- those who deny the Holocaust -- I think they 
are the worst anti-Semites. And there are many. But, 
fortunately, they have not managed to mobilize themselves 
into even a semblant of a movement. They're a group -- 


a despicable group -- but not a movement. 


@ Q What explains the fact that a clear majority 





-- and one might even say the overwhelming majority -- of the 
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ruling strata of Europe during the thirties and forties 





didn't just passively by but often actively collaborated 
with the Nazis. 

A You mean during the War. 

Q During the War, yes. 

A Not all. 

Q Not all -- a large amount. 

A Let me try to think aloud with you. 

You think about France, yes. Pétain, Marshal Petain, 
Surely had a government -- a legal government -- and his 
policy was collaboration. 


Now, did Marshal Pétain reflect France? Charles 





de Gaulle said that he did reflect France. But in the 
eyes of history it is de Gaulle who reflected France, not 
Petain. 

Or maybe,if we are pessimistic, we would say 
both reflected -- except at different times. 

Where else? There were countries where they did 
not. 

In Holland they didn't have a government. 

I think in Norway they did have Quislings. Again, 
it was a very small minority. 


How they managed fear, terror? No, that's not 





enough. I think it was ideology. All those who collaborated 
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with the Germans during the war actually had been 





spiritual collaborators before the War. Laval in France 
Or Marcel peat -- they were anti-Semites. There were 
Nazis before. There were Nazi movements in Europe 
before. Very few liberals, humanists, yielded to the tempta- 
tion of Nazis during the War in Europe. 
Q What did you think of Robert mcafee 
Brown's remarks, comparing the Jewish victims of the 
Holocaust with the Salvadoran refugees -- who, he said, 
are victims of their government and of U.S. deportation 
policies? 


A I have such a respect for Bob McAfee 





Brown and such affection that I think I may qualify his 
remark. I don't think he said that. 

Probably he equated"his response" -- two words 
-- thevictims of Salvador today -- to the response of other 
people before the War to the victims. But he did not make 
the equation between victims. 


He's learning; and, therefore, he's a great 





moralist. He's learning; he's groping. He's trying to 
find a way out -- what to do with violence, what to do with 
victims of violence today. 


But then so are we. We live in complex times, 





and the situations are sometimes complex. 
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Q You yourself asked the really basic question 
question at this conference -- and that is why so few people 
came forward either in official positions or just ordinary 
citizens. 

Do you expect to get some answers from the people 
who are here, and would you care to speculate on that 
really central issue: why did so few people come forward 
out of the millions of people who could have helped save 
the Jews? 

A I would listen. I'm a good listener, and I 
will listen to all the participants. 

I can give you an example. My wife was saved 
during the War in Marseilles by the Italians. I was not the 
person who came to knock at the window, of whom I spoke 
last night. Maybe he was or maybe she was; maybe they 
were not. But somebodyknocked at the window. But the fact 
is they came late. 

We could find sparks. There were sparks. Why 
so few, I think, is a mystery. 

I really believe that anything that relates to 
the events of the Second World War -- meaning with regard 
to this terrible catastrophe -- is within the domain of 


mystery. There is always something that escapes us. 


There is always the unknown element -- always. 


So even if I knew all the answers, still there 
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would be something that I wouldn't know. 
And the truth is: Why so few? My God, I don't know 


wity. Why so few? I don't know why so few. 


(Cont'd on next page.) 
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© Q Do you expect to get the answer at the end of 


this conference from interviewing the people who are here? 

a The problem is that those people don't have the 
answer fhey are the answer They don't say they have the 
answer. they say. “what do you mean, wnat do you want from us, 
we did because we had to do it.” They don't build intellectual 
theories on it ihey simply said, “come on, a neighbor of ours 
was in danger, I had to save her; a child was the street, I 
have to take him.” So they are the answer 

Q Were Americans in anyway involved in any of the 
rascue efforts? Are there any statistics on that? 

A I do not think so lL think the Americans, of 


course we must be fair in that regard, too Number 1] 





Let's not forget that the American army came to Europe, and 
tens of thovsands of soldiers died fighting our enemies, our 
common enemies, and they freed and Liberated many concentration 
camps I was liberated by the American army in Buchenwald 

Therefore, from this viewpoint, yes, the Americans 
were involved in rescuing Jews Furthermore, there were many 
American agents who came to the OSS in Europe 

| know of some people whom the OSS had trained to 
parachute them near or inside concentration camps [They didn't 
succeed, they were caught, they fell far away from the target 
but attempts were made 


However, that, again, should not blind our lucidity 


There wasn't a single American commander that changed his plans 
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already in Germany simply to free one day earlier a 
concentration camp or a labor camp. Why not? These were great 
men After all, these officers, they were good men ready to 
Give their lives for freedom, for our freedom Somehow they 
didn't do it 

Again, there are many mysteries in that question as 
well 

Somebody must moderate here I think, Elliott 

Q Can L just try one and come back? 

Obviously, people don’t do it because of personal fear 

A No Certainly not 

Q And that's why 1 was asking, do you want to 
inspire people nowadays to do some specific kind of thing? 

A What we would like to inspire people is to show 
the nobility in remaining human, and that there are always 
moral choices involved Somebody who says, no, 1 prefer not to 
open, that doesn't mean that that person runs away from the 
problem Quite the opposite That person 18 now part of the 
problem By not opening the door, by not becoming involved, 
that person had already chosen the negative side 

Albert Camus used to say, “Not to take a position is 
also taking a position.” This 16 what we try actually if |] 
had one formulation for the whole concept of our aspirations, 
it would be that we are trying to fight against indifference 


The whole purpose of this conference, and of three 


year's aa@o conference, 1s to fight indifterence 
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Q I am from West Berlin. I have one question Do 
have fear that Germans now could have anti-Semitism nowadays, 


and what is your demands to Germany today? 


A First of all, of course, I do not believe in 
collective guilt [ do not believe at all in condemning the 
whole German people, not even then Surely, not today 


Of course, with regard to the German youth, there is 
no problem at all 1 think all the German young people today 
have to prove themseives whatever they are, whether they are 
democrats or not, whether the love Jews or not. 

[I think it's psychologically or humanly; one usually 
expects when a Jew meets a German let's say, if I meet a 
German my age, something happens Something is bound to 
happen Not judgment, but something That's really all that 
we expect, that something should happen 

Q We look at the past to determine the future Do 
you see any similarities between the current Fascist 
anti-Communism and, say, Nazi anti-Semitism? Ls it the same 


disobedience of “thou shalt not kill," as a matter of policy? 


A Between anti-Communism? 
Q Yes. There's a similarity between Fascist 
anti-Communism and Nazi anti-Semitism Is it the same 


disobedience of “thou shalt not kill," as a matter of state 
policy? 


A Start again I take your question seriously 


That's why ['m thinking about it 
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I would not say that apriori an anti-Communist is a 
Fascist. One can be anti-Communist and not be a Fascist. Some 
can be anti-Communist and be a good democrat and a good 
libertarian, or a good Liberal. 

There are Fascists who are Communists; there are 
Communists who are Fascists, and the two have much in common 

The moment a state tries to impose its style of life, 
its laws, its philosophy, its will, its whims on every 
individual, that state is close to Fascism, whether Communist 
or not, and I am against such a state. 

Q Some of the speakers have emphasized the great 
bravery of the rescuers and the risk of life, and so forth, 
whereas others of the speakers have emphasized the simplicity 
of the acts, simply opening a door, giving some food, something 
like that 

Can you discuss the apparent contradiction between 


these two things? 


A There is no contradition, if we remember the 
context There was a war going on; occupation Nazi terror 
was everywhere To open the door was simple lt may have been 
dangerous. 


People who were hiding Jews were in danger 
Therefore, they are heroes But to them, somehow they 
disregarded danger 


I'll tell you something else, which may sound funny 


When I think about this period in our history, I suddenly 
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develop in me a great love for human frailties and weaknesses 
What do I mean by that? ‘Some Gentiles say “Jews” simply 
because of money -- because they got money --- and you know 
something, good. I am glad they wanted money. Because since 
they wanted money, they seve Jews 

Q There's been a controversy recently in Japan with 
regard to the way that the Japanese school children are being 
taught about the period of World War II in their textbooks 
With regards to that, what's your view of the way in which the 
period of World War ILI is described in the countries in which 
Jews were massacred? the Bulgarian textbooks -- I mean, if you 
have knowledge of German textbooks, etc. 

A I have some knowledge but not about all the 
countries In Germany, until very recently, I don't think that 
what we call the Holocaust played an important role; a few 
pages Not even in part But there is a change now 

1 think there 1s an awareness now [The young Germans 
are beginning to be aware, and therefore they are studying 
Since they want to study, they force the teachers to teach 

In the United States, it is, of course, encouraging to 
know that there is such a demand for what we call Holocaust 
Studies. Ten years ago it was difficult to establish such 
programs Now every college and every university wants such 
programs 


One of the major activities, one of the principal aims 


of the Holocaust Memorial Council will be and is to establish 

















22 


such programs, to disseminate The absolute necessity to teach 
ls our obsession. 

Q Did you meet with much resistance from survivors 
and spokemen for survivors in organizing a conference which is 
to focus mainly on the rescuers who represent a small number of 
the people? 

m Iruthfully, not much but some Some, not many 
Three or four called me up saying, aren't you afraid that the 
larger picture will be forgotten or overshadowed? Well, I am 
not afraid I think that we must tell the truth, at least the 
way we see it If not, we are lying And all the force that 
we have is the force of bearing witness 

If we don't tell the truth, we have no right to bear 
Witness, and this 1s part of the truth So why not say? 

Q l stayed a year in Denmark and I have seen the 
importance of a long democratic tradition in this issue to help 
Jews, and so on, especially on the issue of religious tolerance 

What do you think about the so-called religious 
fundamentalists? For example, Meir Kahane? 

A L'm against intolerance in all what can [| tell 
you? This is not my world l believe that religion, if it's 
organized, can present danger Because in the beginning, for 
$O Many centuries, religion meant exclusive truth And it took 
some time, even within the Jewish religion, to explain to all 


of us that it is not so Truth 1s something that belongs to 


all of us We all have a Fragment of truth Maybe together, 
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it did. 

1, therefore, do not see myself on their side or in 
their camp at all 

Q You have some Roman Catholic clergy, and 
presumably laity here, who rescued Jews I wonder, do you 
think that you will get any closer to the much discussed 
question about the general silence of the Vatican during this 
period from talking to these people, or was that going to be 
explored? Why the Pope was as silent as he was? 

a In other words, was Pope Pius a righteous 
Gentile? 

(Laughter) 

If I had to give a certificate, 1 must tell you i 
would not give it to him Maybe some of our Christian scholars 
will, and Il'm sure they will, explore that question l, as a 
Jew, feel it would be disrespectful for me to deal with 
Christian dilemmas 1 have respect for my Christian friends, 
and L know they will do so 

l have written about it Iherefore, 1 may repeat it 
I have written already 20-30 years ago, that the silence of the 
Pope in those years was terrifying 

I think the silence ot the Pope then was probably 
interpreted - surely interpreted -- by many killers as 
consent I don't think that the Pope wanted to kill Jews I 


don't think that the Pope even saw that they would be killed 


because of his silence I don't think so 
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I really do not believe that anyone in his right mind 
could think of helping the killers Absolutely not. But we are 
dealing with a unique person in history Ihe Pope has 
influence, and the Pope therefore must have vision The Pope 
therefore is more responsible for what he saic than for what he 
didn't say He was responsible not only for what he said but 
also for the way his words or his silence were interpreted So 
therefore L'm a little bit more critical of his silence. Not 
of the person; of his silence during the war 

Q What about the Protestant churches in general, 
like the Archbishop of Canterbury? 1 can't recall whether 
there was anything said along those Line 

A 1 don't know If he was silent, then he, too, 
has to be criticized B8ut, again, that is not really the 
subject of this conference Maybe one day we will have a 
conterence about silence and courage, of clergy or 
intellectuals Maybe next year we will meet here again, and 
politicians as well 

But for the moment, really, I think this conference is 
a unique conterence It's a first, because we are going to 
explore good instead of evil 

We thank you very much We thank you Elliott, again 


for your hospitality 


(Briefing concluded at 11:45 a.m.) 
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AMBASSADOR BROCK: President Reagan has rejected 
the International Trade Commission's proposed remedy of new tariffs 
and quotas and tariff rate quotes on imported steel. 


The President clearly determined that protectionism 
is not in the national interest. It costs jobs and raises prices 
and undermines our ability to compete at home and abroad. 


At the sane time, the President has committed his 
administration to take effective and swift action under existing 
U.S. fair trade laws to deal with surging volumes of unfairly 
traded stee.. 


U.S. steel firms and workers have faced an unprecedented 
and unacceptable surge of imported steel as a result of: One, diver- 
sion of steel imports into the J.5. market due to quotas and im- 
port restraints in other nations; and, two, to massive unfair 
trade practices, such as subsidies and predatory, below-market 
pricing, or dumping. 


The President has instructed the U.S. Trade Repre- 
sentative to consult with those nations responsible for such un- 
fair diversion and the resulting import surges with a view towards 
the elimination of such practices. 


Q How? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: Second, the President has directed 
my office and the Department of Commerce to vigorously enforce U.S. 
fair trade laws and, when necessary, to self-initiate countervailing 
anti-dumping and Section 301 cases involving steel in order to 
defend American firms and workers from the predatory trade practices 
of other nations. 


There are no simple so.utions to complex problems. 
Clearly, the President has based his decision upon the national 
interest and not on the speciai narrow confines of a specific 
case. 


Thus, we have attempted to carefully chart a course 
which ceals with unfair practices an! surges in a fashion to pro- 
vide breathing time for an industry to restore its competitive 
ability, incentive for adjustment, certainty of market access 
for our treading partners and a clear determination not to be 
the world's steel dump. 


This decision clearly indicates the President's 
commitment to maintain our efforts to liberalize world trade 
and to take those actions which create jobs for American workers 

| in sales overseas, rather than closinyw our markets here at home. 


In sum, the President has refused to put at risk 
the thousands of jobs in steel fabricating and other consuming 
industries, whether they make refrigerators, tractors or auto- 
mobiles. He has refused to take any action that would put at 


risk the exports of our farmers and other workers in export in- 
justries 
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Instead, he hus sent a clear messace that while 
the United States intends to play by the rules, it expects and 
insists that others do so as well. 


It was the administration's hope that this combin- 
ation of actions taken without protecticnist intention or effect 
would enable one of the United States’ most basic and vital in- 
Gustries to return to a level playing field, one in which steel! 
is traded on the basis of market forces, not government interver 
tion, and one in which the market will see a return to 4 more 
normal level of steel imports, or approximately 18.5 percent, 
excluding semi-finished steel. 


-more~- 
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. What's the President going ¢t 
in Pennsylvania and Ohio when he goes there to 
wanted relief. 


tell ste-« 
campaign: 
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AMBASSADOR BROCK: Well, they’ve got a commitment 
from this administration to deal with the cause of the problen. 
The basic difficulty has been the existence of subsidies, dumping, 
Giversion because of the quantitative restraints that other countries 
had, which forced the steel into our market. And this procram deals 
with all of those elements of the problen. 
Q What figure -- 
0 
you’re asking them 
what assurance 


It takes a long time -- 
to negotiate and to dc 


Ambassacor Brock, 
things voluntarily 


can you give to any of these effected steel workers 
that anything will come about from this? 
AMBASSADOR BROCK: We believe that U.S. trade laws 


are adequate to deal with the problen, 
comprehensive fashion. 
at any time in its history. 
processed more cases than at any time 


The effect of those cases 


if they*re applied in a 


The industry has filed more cases than 
The administration has taken and 


in history. 


is being felt now. We 


already have voluntary agreements with Mexico, with South Africa, 








with the European Community. 


we think that over the next 
mmitments not to continue 
suroes that result from 


largely be behind us 


Tne 


will 


The possibility exists for others. 
90-odd days we will have in place 
the unfair practices, not to continue 
unfair practices and that the problem 


Q Two questions. What figure -- 

* Which countries do you have those agreements - 

Q What figure are you using at the momert for the 
percentage of imported steel? 

AMBASSADOR BROCK: The present level would be around 
24-25 percent, Sam, over this year. 

* Twenty-five percent 

AMBASSADOR BROCK: Yes. 

Q Then how do you propose to reduce that *¢ 
l@.5 percent? Is that a surge? Does that figure represent a 
surge at the moment? 

AMBASSADOR BROCK: Understand that 18.5 percent is 
the basic steel mill product, excluding semi-finished If you 
add in semi-finished, which is a different steqory, ‘ll be 
at about 20 <- approximately 70 percent 

. ae is 2> percent an abnorra : t t 
s high amount historica) 

MORI 














AMBASSADOR BROCK: Yes. What we're -- 
Q Could you -- 


Q Well, tell me about the surges and which part 
of that is a surge. ’ 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: What we're shooting for -- We 
think that part of the problem has been the 201 case itself, that 
because that case was filed a lot of governments got very 
nervous, @ lot of industries got very nervous and began to surge 
into the U.S. market in order to establish a higher base, if -- 
in case we did provide a quota system, which we didn’t. But 

et was why they did it. 


As 4&4 consequence, you do have in ‘83 a level of about 
20 percent that « tp very quickly to about 25 percent in ‘84. 
And that’s the s . that we're worried about. We think that the 


"83 level was pretiy -- was reasonably market-oriented and acceptable, 


that that kind of level can be dealt with entirely within the 
existing U.S. laws. And that’s what we intend to do. 


Q What's the stick? When you try to get a voluntary 
agreement -- 


Q Who are the major villians? Who -- 
AMBASSADOR BROCK: I'm sorry. 


Q When you try to get a voluntary agreement -- 


* Who are the major villians here? What countries 
@o you have -- 


Q ~~ what sort of stick do you have? What sort 
of pressure do you put on countries for a voluntary agreement to 
reduce their exports to us? 


Q And which countries? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: We have very strong U.S. laws 
against unfair traded steel. 


* Why don’t you enforce them, then? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: They are being enforced. What 
we are seeing now, though, is the enforcement has been on a 
product by product basis. It's been very cumbersome and very 
bulky. 


What we're now seeing is the clear indication from 
countries, such as Mexico and others, that it is in their interest 
to have an agreement that deals with a problem so that they can 
get the cases off of their back and have some predictable market 
opportunity here. It's in our interest as well. 


We think that by this particular approach of trying 
to deal with it within the context of owr present laws, unfair 
laws, that we can get to about the 1983 level and let our pe 


pie 
have a shot at competing 


Q Ambassador Brock -- 

Q When you say << 

Q Ambassador, does the President think that the 
ITC did not act in the national interest or thought about jobs or 


all the things that are involved here? I mean, that they just 
wt of the blue picked a solution? 
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AMBASSADOR BROCK: Wot at all. The President, I think, 
feels, as do all of us that have been involved, that there is in- 
jury, but the injury was orimarily caused by unfair trade. And 
that can be dealt with without using the remedy proposed by the 


or 
*»-* 


The President has rejected the ITC remedy as being 
mot in the national interest. 


* In terms of what? 
AMBASSADOR BROCK: That is his obligaticn. 
* In terms of what -- 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: He has to look at the total need 
of the country. 
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He has to look at the need of steel consumers, fabricators, sutomobil 
workers, tarmers. And the Gecision was that that particular remec 
was inappropriate, wouic cost us )0ODs, wOULC COSt US eCOonom: jrowt 
and would not solve the probien. 

0 Ambassacor -- 

. You said -- 

‘ Mr. Ambassacor, which countries would be involved 
in this -- in these negotiations enhich countries are you een it 
4 Je ——S 

AMBASSADOR BROCE Pretty much the sam Jntrais we've 
ac the cases with in terms of the CVD -- OF countervailing duty 
anc anti-dumping cases. Ali right, that would be countris« . ame 
Brazii and Spain. The diversion problem would More appropriate); 
fat with the countri« like Japan and Korea. But that’s about it 

0 Dx ou predict -- 

* Are these voluntary agreements or ciadveriy Marketing 
agreements or -- 

AMBASSADOR BRUCK: NOt orderly marketing agreements 
There will be none because there’s no authority for that. There 
is no 201 acceptance so we have none of that. What we, frankly, 
would iike to Go is to teil these peopi* that they by 4 combinat: 
of devices have caused a problem that is outside of U.S. law and outside 


of international agreements. Anc, therefore, we would expect ther 


to restrain themselves and not to engage in those practic« in the 
future Ana that wiili Dring the process down t 4 market -determined 
leve } 

nat we reail are Seeking i & return to a marxet 
that is Operated with equity and in which our people are give 
a chance ¢t ompete, but 1 unfair advantage 

. a » a t . = 

. Mbauaséacdor Brock <«-- 

. wi shovld they agree 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: Well, because I think that most 
workers would be very reluctant to ask for something that w 


st somet iy e@e.se a ot Ana it is ur conciusion that the kind 
: rotection that was requested under 201 could cost at ie@east tw 


s tor ever ne defended. 











Q I would suspect that come in the steel industry, 


both workers and companies, are going to say, “Well, if these measur« 


es 


can solve the problem, why haven't you -- without tariff protection -- 


*-* 


why -- OF quote protection -- why haven*’t you done trem already?” 


As I testified before the Congress against the Steel Quota Bill, 
I said precisely that these processes were at work and they were 
making a Gent in the problem. What we've done, though, is to ada 
the additional element of trying to deal with the surge probier 
that occurred currently because of our recovery, partiy because 
of the 201 case filing this year 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: We have been doing « lot f them 


Q Amsbassacor Brock, on what do you base your -- 

9 -- thas cover all carbon steel products, that you're 
talking about; is it all carbon steel products or just the items 
that were involved in the ITC investigation? 

AMBASSADOR BROCK: Wo, we are talking about unfair 
trade, and we are not iimiting ourseives to those items covered by 
the ITC because that was a determination of injury. We're not 
challenging that, but we're saying the causative element was unfair -- 

Q What's happening to pipe and tube? 

AMBASSADOR BROCK: <= it was unfair practice 


It is covered in the overall approach. 


9 Is the Canadian market affected at all «=< the 
-anecdian steel proaucers? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: To be honest, probably not, if any. 


\ . mucP 
* ~~ have you already had signals from some of the 
foreign steel producers? You seem pretty confident that they're going 
along with some type of agreement. Have you had signals or 


preliminary talks with anybody? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: Yes 


Q Well, can you tell us which countries? 
AMBASSADOR BROCK No. Laughter.) 

Q Have the Europeans agreed to -- 

* Well, is the premise orrect? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: But | -- 
0 Are ey @goOing to go a4io0n 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: The ones that I had talked to were 


very pleased that we did not take the action of following the IT 
advice of tariffs and quotas and feit that this was a much better 
solution It was based on equity. it was based on the integrity 
of the market process, upon trying to keep the trade as tree as 

we could And I think the response will be better than it would 


be hed we used a hammer 


. -- voluntary agreeements 
. is it the hammer of the it agreement that : 
toreed these countries t reaiize that they have been injuring th« 


nited States through their wnfair diversionary tact 


: 








AMBASSADOR BROCK: Weil, 1 think the ITC 
focus some finds on the problem. Yes. But that does not that 
it’s necessary to accept the remedy proposec. 


Q Are you going to get [trom these countries -- th 
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part or the VOu unt ar z 4 > Wiad yOu 12 Tf : i@ tte! : 
for example, from Japan ius @ proces f } monitorir 
Japan‘s steel shipments 

AMBASSADOR Bi it’s possibie. It mé not ect : 
It depends on the individual country. 

. iow any countries are you go: t actually é 
negotiating smber one; anc number two, r you sa ; that 
Japan nas Tee Se steel unta@iriy in tne Unate P| J at 

AMBA ADOR BROCK: l have not said that and ! ve ti 
intention f impiying that, Dut id Say, iyde tnat there is at 
seas Ss0me probit whe apan's imports i 4705 were +#.% percent I 
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He clearly would jeopardize our farmers. He would clearly jeopardize 
anybody in steel using industries, construction workers, people in all 
trades. I can*t imacine a less logical approach to the problen. 


Q But the question was, wasn't that aspect of his 
plan, that is a mandatory modernization tied to the quotas, a good 
aspect, something cesirabie: 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: Yes. But aft the United States govern- 
vent has to tell firms to compete, you got to wonder whether they can 
d I think this industry’s made a decision to compete. They 
roll back their wages, they are plowing back their investment now, 
nuct fferent from where they were three or four years ago. 


I thank t 
start competing. But 
to do it, when we get 


re in much better emotional condition to 
m going to tell you, if we have to force ther 
hrough forcing them, they won't be competitive. 


9 Mr. Brock, you said you had a favorable response 
from the foreign producers. Have you had any response from either -- 
from domestic producers or labor leaders inthis country? Have you -- 
are they aware of your -- 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: We will be discussing it. Specifically, 
jack Block is discussing it with farm leaders now, at this moment, 
at the Department of Agriculture. I think it is true that the 
President will be meeting with certain leaders in the steel industry 
in about seven or eight minutes. But our indications are that 
people -- at least some in both groups feel that this is a workable 
approacn. 


. Ambassador Brock, the Japanese, under some 
pressure from us, agreed to voluntary quotas on the cars that they 
import to the U.S. Is that the kind of comparable situation you 
expect here with steel? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: WNot <-- in the sense of them being 
aware that they have caused a problem, perhaps. But it really is 
juite different. Back in the 1981 period when we were talking about 
automobiles, that was a factor that was external to Japanese or 
American firms. It was caused by the Iranian-Iragi war, the car 
shortage -- or the gas shortage, and the move to small cars. 


You really can’t say that that has been the case here. 
we ist simply have not gotten competitive in the United States and 
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AMBASSADOR BROCK: I doa‘t think it will. i honestly 
believe that this process is the only way we can deal with it with- 
out imposing the cuts. We are operating in the industry at about 


59 percent of capacity now. We're keeping the market open for 

fairly traded steel that is not subsidized, not dumped, not caused 

by diversion. That means competition wilk continue to work. There's 
mo possibility that this -- if it is impiemented with good faith, 
there's no possibility it's going to cause an increase in cost. 

Q Mr. Ambassador, are you going to go to Japan and 
say what you should do is open up your market anc let more Korean 
steel in? Is that what you mean by attacking the problem -- 

AMBASSADOR BROCK: I have already done that. 

9 And ycu have already done that, and the answer 
has been? 

AMBASSADOR BROCK: I don’t have an answer yet. (Laughter. ) 

* Well, but is that what you hope to accomplish? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: I think that would be a significant 
step forward in solving the problen. 


Q Are yOu saying that industry now has accepted this, 
that you’ve sounded them out? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: I didn’t say it. I think they’ll have 
to tell you that. I said that we have some indications from some 
that this might ve workable. But I think -- 


Q if you brought them in so they could come out and 
tell us that. 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: Well, we'll have to wait and see what 
they tell you, Sam. I mean, let them speak for themselves. I don't 
know -- I have talked to one or two. I don’t know what they all are 
joing to say. 


. I wonder if this President's father ever told him 
what steel men were? (Lauchter.) 


Q Won't it -- isn’t it possible this could cost jobs 
in the steel industry? You're saying it's going -- it's not going 
to cost them in the related industry -- 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: No. In the long term, this is the only 
way to save jols in the steel industry, by letting the market work. 
. im the iong term, we're all dead. 
. well that’s a thought 
THE PRI Thank you 
EN 4:2 P.M ED 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I thought for 
just a few moments I'd start off with the President's perspective 
on the meeting next week with the Foreign Minister of the Soviet 
Union to discuss briefly the preparr.ions for it and the Presi- 
dent's views of what can be accomp) .shed. 


The President believes that this meeting provides 
tunity for the United States and the Soviet Union to 
renew high-level dialogue that can lead to a re-engagement between 
us and a serious discourse devoted to the resolution of problems, 
problems across the board, resolution of disagreements on regional 
issues, importantly, on a-ms control issues and in bilateral is- 
sues. 


Surely, from our side as well, it will be an opportun- 


ty to stress our continuing concern over the individual rights 
as they are restricted in the Soviet Union. 


In preparing for this session, the President has 
spent quite a long time in reviewing the record of U.S.-Soviet 
relations in the post-war period, but particularly in the past 
1S years. 


He expects that, Similarly, the Soviet Union has 
probably examined this same history anc reached their own set 
of conclusions. 


For his own part, he has reached several conclusions, 
again, about what has happened and how we have been successful, 
the reasons for when we have been unsuccessful and has applied 
those into forging the way in which he will deal with the Foreign 
Minister when he's here. 


<j 


For example, he believes that there has been a 
fundamental change in the United States that has taken place 
in the past 10 years. There has been for two centuries a very 
deep and encuring sentiment for isolationism in this country. 
But he believes that, for many reasons, on the one hand our gro 
appreciation in this country of the importance of 
for our own prosperity ° 
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strong alliances anc we intend to do so. In addition, that we 
have an important interest in seeking to foster the stable develop- 
ment of less developed countries and that we must be prepared to 


invest a certain amount of ovr treasure in that, more than we 
have * 


He believes as well that there are, clearly, tunda- 
mental Cifferences between ourselves and the Soviet Union, that 
their purposes are not the same in the international community, 
that for their part, they seek to expand their influence beyond 
their borders and will continue to do so. 


In short, that we face in the coming years a competition 
between ourselves and the Soviet Union and that as a responsibility 
of the leaders of the United States, nowand in the years ahead, to 
assure that this is a peaceful competition. 


He has a number of ideas as to how right now we can 
begin to put in place mechanisms for us and approaches on each 
of the several issues tinat secarate us to assuring that this will 
remain a peaceful competition. 


Now, these are a few of his own conclusions. He 
expects the Soviets have drawn their own. And he has ruminated 
with us in the past few weeks on what he believes is the Soviet 
perception of us, or what may be. 


For example, he thinks that it's likely that the 
Soviet Union looked at the history of this same period, particular- 
ly that in the 1970's, as a period of considerable decline by the 
West in general, the United States in particular. He imagines 
that they focused upon such events as the way that we emerged 
from Vietnam and all that did to call into question the reliability 
of the United States and its ability to define an interest, de- 
fine a strategy and pursue it to a successful conclusion. 


He expects that separately, they probably looked 
at the dcramatic change in the strategic balance that occurred 
over the past twenty years, but which, by the mid-'70's, resulted 
in a condition of approximate parity and saw that as a sign of 
Seclining health of our society generally. And probably, he 
thinks, that they examined the history of the late ‘70's and 
saw that our economic decline was demonstrative of our inability 
to solve problems and, as well, promised that our ability to 
sustain an activist role overseas was weakening 


Q -- Reagan campaign speech. 
Q -- Kissinger -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President 
believes that in the past four years they have seen the sub- 
stantial renewal which has gone on in the country, but probably 
that they doubt we can sustain it. And that probably they be- 
lieves it was worth, and they could afford, an investment of 


Sur years or so in seeking to change that policy and that tnat 
is what has been at the foundation of their confrontational ap- 
proach 

At any rate, whether they believe these things 
or not, he believes it important that he give them his perspect: 
of this country's intentions in the years ahead, that is, that 
ne is confident this country can Sustain an activist role over- 
seas, that it will sustain effective ceterrence, that this is 
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a society which is now preparec for leacership in the world and 
peaceful competition. 


And then, we'll get to really the second part of 
the meeting, which is, how do we co that? The President, as I 
said, has a number of ideas about how we can get startec. You'l 
recall that by this time the Foreign Minister will have tet with 
the Secretary of State and they will have gone over the vending 
agenda of disagreements on regional issues from Afghanistan to 
southern Africa, Central America and so forth, bilateral issues 
from maritime agreements to boundaries to cultural exchanges 








ang so forth and arms control. The President expects the conversation -- 
at least from his side -- it will focus on arms control. And his 
purposes will be twofolc: first to make clear that since their walkout 
we have used the time to advantace, to examine our own positions 

im START and INF, and the last four and hal’ months in anti-satellite 
systems; anc that we have come away from that with an array of flexible 
positions anc a reaciness to engage on these issues with great flexibility. 
That is mot to say that he will in this session get down into the detail 
of saying, “Here is a new offer in this area, and here is another one 

im this one,” Dut to say that, if together we can find a way to resume 
this ¢iscourse, you will find that we are prepared to deal constructively 
with your concerns in a very flexible fashion. And, finally, he 

will say, “Let's figure out how to do that.” 


Now, while we have been looking at these areas of START, 
INF and so forth, the Soviets have expressed an interest in anti-satellite 
systems. Last year, the President as well spoke publicly about the 
value of conducting research to examine whether in the decades ahead 


we might be able to place greater reliance upon defensive systems in 
Strengthening deterrence. 


These are important issues. So are offensive systems. 
Be believes it reasonable that we consider where we are to clear the 
air and to make clear that we are prepared to discuss all of these 


issues and that we in’ite their own proposals on how we can begin to 
éo that. 


Well, I could give you a lot more wisdom, but why don't 
I take your questions for a while. 


Q Well, what's different about this approach than 
we've hac in terms of -- we have said we'll deal with anti-satellites 
anc the offensive weapons -- what's so new? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're going to have 
a Russian to listen to it. 


Q Well, you've been talking to them now since June, 
haven’t you? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think that we 


have been trying to get them to listen fcr well beyond that, Helen, 
Sut they -- 


Q But is there anything new in this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I've just said 
there's quite a lot that’s new in our substantive positions on each 
of these issues. And so that we can get to an exchange on those, 
we need, first, their agreement to entertain it at all. 


Q Is it your belief or hope that this meeting 
would lead to another session either with Gromyko or to a meeting 
between the President and Chernenko or another Soviet leader? What's 
the -- where do you want to see it go in terms of the -- kind of process? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: First of all, there's 
Seen a long hiatus here where there hasn't been frequent high-level 
Ziscourse. Wow that that is occurring, we think it's probably necessary 
first to clear the air of misunderstandings and to establish foundations. 
After all, this is the first time the Foreign Minister has met with 
the Presicent personally to see where he intends the country in the 
years ahead and how he feels about dealing with the Soviet Union <- and 
to put out some ideas from our side on how we can do that. 


. © ’ ‘ ’ 4 ’ ~ , 
Now, when that happens, the Soviet Union's going to have 
tO think about that, and they will. aAn¢c I expect that they will come 
MORE 











back to tell us what they think about it. and I would expect that 
to be at the ministerial level. Now, at that point, I would think 
the final step -- and reasonably soon -- would be to say, 
asree on this format and that and let's start again.” 


“Okay, we 

*) Let's start what? 

Qo -- some -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But I wouldn't think -- 


Q Start what? 


Q -- sgain. 

















SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Resume a habit of high 
level discourse in each of these regional and functional areas -- 
disagreementi' on regions, disagreements on arms control, disagreements 
om bilateral issues, and so forth. 


Q Some senior eGministration official or other has 
evidently suggested that this could lead, through contacts not 
necessarily by the President, to @ summit meeting, or series of summit 
meetings on the Ford Viadivostok model. Do you look for something 
like that to come out of this somewhere down the line? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I really wouldn't. 
And that wasn’t se. 


Q Wrong official. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it is the wrong 
official. I don’t think that's likely. 


Q Can I just -- 


. Q You don’t think -- excuse me, I want to follow -- 
you Gon’t think summit meetings are likely as a result of that process? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Bill -- I'm sorry -- 
good point. I think that the President's position, both on wanting 
an outcome that would justify a summit meeting, is, as it always has 
been, supportive. But that he believes that there has to be some 
groundwork established by sinisterial level and other subordinate 
exchanges beforehand. And he still feels that way. 


Bernie? 


Q Are you -~ is it your intention, in other words, to 
suggest more regular meetings at the Shultz-Gromyko level, such as there 
was in the past, when they would discuss all the outstanding issues 
other than this once-a-year-at-the-U.N. type of meeting? 


And, when you're talking about specific differences on 
regional and bilateral -~ are you talking about the type of meetings 
we've had in the past, such as having an Assistant Secretary talk about 
Afghanistan, Or an Assistant Secretary talk about Southern Africa -- 
is that the type of -- which vere held periodically. Wot very recently, 
I guess. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're talking about 
both, really. And, in fact, as thorough-going « practice of exchanges 
between our officials and theirs, at all levels, a8 we can get. So 
we're talking about not just the Secretary of State, but perhaps 
between the Ministers of Defense, Agriculture, and all of the other 


Cabinet officers and counterparts as well as subordinates in support 
of that. 


Q If the President said -- believes that Vietnam was 
viewed by the Soviets as a measure of U.S. deciine, where does the 
Lebanese policy fit in? And the failure of that earlier this yeer? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I Gon't accept your 
characterization, and I don't think that, for the Soviet Union, the 
experience of seeing U.S. diplomacy succeed and have the PLO leave 
Lebanon, they view entirely as a loss, indeed, as 4 ioss for their side. 


Q But, but = 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that, too, since that 
time, the clear evidence that when problems occur in the Middle East, 
“nether it’s in the Gulf, whether it’s in the Red Sea, that the countries 
>= the area turn to the United States, not the Soviet Union. 





Q But then you are saying that -- putting Lebanon 
aside -- that the President believes the Soviets now see « renewed 
Aperica, renewed policy, @ renewed strength -- in other words, that theory 
cf rearming the country and refurbishing its foreign policy -- finds us 
at a point where they now well believe that they have to deal with us. 
[s that his view? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q May I expand on that? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Steve? 


Q Because I was confused by the way you characterized 
abe period of decline before -- in your introduction. You said that 
this pericd of decline led to a situation in the mid-1970's of -- 
using your words -- “approximate parity." And then this led to economic 
ceciine. But, I believe, that in the late seventies that military 
began, anc the President did not view the mid-seventies as a tine of 
parity, Dut rather of inferiority. Did you mean to suggest that the 
President has now reassessed that recent history? You seemed to emphasize 
that he'd spent a ict of time going over the last 10 or 15 years. Has 
he nOw reassessed that period, and now come to think that what he used 
to think was inferiority by the United States was, in fact, parity? 

















And, secondly, what Goes he think exists now, parity or superior- 
ity. compared to what it was a few years ago? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: First of all, when 
I ticked off those issues, I was saying that we assume that they, 
the Soviets, not us, the Soviets cay have looked at those three 
ciffterent outcomes of the ‘70's and seen them as indicators of 
Gecline. So if in their perception, when they saw the evolution 
of the balance to a position of parity, that, as a reflection of 
trends, their improvement and our decline, they liked those 
trends and believe that those reflected decline on our part. 


Separately, the economic dec)ine, andour apparent 
inability to cope with it in the late ‘70's, was a similar 
manifestation of a society in decline. 


Now, that doesn’t have anything to do with Presi- 
Gent Reagan's judgment on what the balance may have been. In 
fact, however, if you research the President's record, his own 
estimate in the sid-'70's of what the current state of affairs 
was is that there was rough parity and that we were -- 


Q Is that wrong, to have parity? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I didn't say 
it was wrong at all. 


Q Oh? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In fact, that's 
what has reaffirmed that he seeks to preserve today. 


Q Well, I'm sorry, but this is more than an academic 
interest, I think. Does the President think that there was 
rough parity then when he took office? aAnd, if sv, what does 
he think exists now? Or does he think we were behind when he 
took office and what does he think now? This would appear to 
be important in shedding light on his frame of mind as he goes 
into these important talks. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President be- 
lieved that the -- that there existed effective deterrence at the 
time that he came intc office, but that the trends of having no 
modernization in U.S. systems promised to erode that position to 
one of our own vulnerability. That’s just simple logic. 


And it’s for that reason that <- to preserve a posi- 
tion of parity and stability that he proposed che modernization 
of the U.S. triad. 





Q Earlier you saic that the President has some 
ideas which he'd like to put on the table as to how to clear up 
the misunderstandings that exist now. I'ma littie confused as 
to what those ideas are, and, specificaily, is he going to propose 
some sort of regular or periodic reetings at the ministerial level? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Now, that is 
one of probably a half dozen ways of renewing exchanges on this 
agenda. You can have ministerials exchange your views on it. 
You can have delegations, perhaps a new kind of delegation on 
both sides, strike up a discourse on some part of your arms 
control agenda. 


MORE 
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You may take several different approaches and his 
point is here that we want to find those. We're not insisting on 
any particular one. Sut we have a penaply of possibilities. We'd 
like to know what they think about it, So that we can then close 
quickly on how to do it. 


Q Well, are you also then looking or considering 
the possibility of abandoning, say, the current INF and START 
forums or -~- maybe as 4 way to get the Soviets = .« to talking 
about arms and allowing them to save face? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'd put it the 
other way around. I wouldn’t say that we are ~~ talk of doing 
away with anything. We want to build something and that something 
is a prompt, sustained dialogue on this agenda of disagreements. 


Now, we are not wedded to any particular format. We 
want to know their ideas. We have some, but there's a lot of 
flexibility here. 


Q -- arms control? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Bill. 


Q Let we clear up the question of what it takes 
to lead to @ Summit meeting. You rejected the notion that there 
could be summit or summits on the model of Viedivostok. But then 
you seem to suggest that if the preparatory work were done, it 
could lead to other kinds of summits. What is it that you rejected 
when you said that you didn’t think that would happen? 


Q -- repeat the question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question 
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was that I had appearecé to rej)uect the formac of a Vladivostok interia 
escreesent approach, and if we don't have that in mind, what is wrong 
wits it, enc what do we have in mind. Well, my point was to say that 
in this session we're not going in and proposing and focusing upon «a 
Vletivostck kind of get together as something we want to do right now. 


At the same time, I'd have to say that if the Russians 
were to come up with that ides or if, in the give and take, they say 
tha: there ought to be 4 way station on which you mark progress and 


milestones, I think ths President would give it very serious considera- 
tics. 


I took your question originally to be, was I saying or had 
I said before that that was going to be a central objective of the 
President in this meeting, and I -- that’s not so. 


Q What are -- 
*] Does the President -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse me. Right after 
this one. 


Q What is it, or what do you find in recent Soviet 
behavior or actions that makes you think that they would be amenable 
to a regular series of ministerial meetings, including perhaps the 
Misister of Defense? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think, first of 
all, the experience of the past four years has been one in which their 
strategy hasn't produced the results that they have wanted. And this 
approach of confrontation and intimidation and of playing upon the 
fears of the American people and the allies, that it hasn't come out 
the way they preferred. So they may be considering another approach. 


Separately but related, I think the maturiayg of our own 
programs, notably defense programs, give them 4 sel‘-interest, parti- 
Cularly their military -~- 4 self-interest in wanting to come to the 
table to seek to put caps on those very programs. And so, for both 
reasons, the Foreign Minister has accepted to come and have 4 meeting. 
And he has done so out of self-interest and perhaps out of the con- 
clusion that if they are to change course, they had better first meet 
the Presicent of the United States and find out from him personally 
how he thinks, what his priorities are, and how to deal with then. 


Q Does the President ~-- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Low. 


Q Excuse me. Does the President think that the meeting 
that Mr. Mondale is going to have with Mr. Gromyko the day before in 
any way undercuts what he's trying to do? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. 


* Well, what is his view of the meeting -- of that 
~eeting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, he welcomed the 
statement of the former Vice President that his message would be that 
the Unitec States is together in its determination to solve problems 
anc tO maintain our strength. He hasn't commented beyond that. 

Q In yOur answer to the question over here when you 
Sait that Se was not wedded to any particular formats in terms of 
talcs with the Soviets -- but the question had started out by speci- 
faCh..y 284405 @dOut the formats of INF and START. And i want to make 
sure . uncerstood what you were either suggesting or not suggesting -- 
» Tean, if treat answer go to the point of whether we would be willing 
tO set asice she format that the arms control talks had started in? 


2’ iOR ADM 7RAT I FRICLAL we think & -e 
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We will entertain any alternative ides and give it very serious 
consiceration. 


Q Cam you point to any other -- aside from the fact 
that Grogyko is coming here, any other signals you aay have gotten 
to indicate that the Soviets accept your reasoning? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I wouldn't comment 
on that. I am -- well, I's sorry. You'll just have to -- I feel 
confident that they have a very high interest in renewing exchanges 


with the United States, but, I's sorry, I wouldn't go beyond that. 


It's mot based on intuitive, inductive, or other logic 
personally. It's based on what I read and what I see each day as 
estimates on their thinking now. 














Two questions: You said in your intrc 


Guctory remarrs 
I think, that you didn’t think th the President would get into the 
specifics of args control althoush he would express a willingness to 


negotiate on everything flexibly. Two questions: One, are you sayins 
that neither the President nor Shultz will be offering any new arms 
comtrol proposals? And, secondly, on this question of cent. is 

the U.S. going to offer any proposals about changes in formats or are 


we Simply expressing the willingness to receive flexibly Soviet proposzls? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the President 
will make clear that, having spent virtually a year in exhaustive 
examination of how we might make progress, that we have some new 
ideas. And he will speak generically in strategic and long-range INF -— 
what kinds of approaches we believe may hold some promise of making 
progress. But he won't get into the numbers of launchers, warheads, 
missiles in X context to be balanced against their counterparts -- no -- 
because -- I mean, we could do that, but the first item of business 
has to be where are we going to meet, how can we do it and are you 
really willing to come at all. 


Q If I can just follow please -- but will either 
he or Shultz offer in a -- you talk about generic ideas -- also new 
ideas about formats for negotiations? Or are you just simply saying 
we're going to receive what they suggest? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I think we will have 
me icgeas on formats. 


Q On new formats? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q What are the ideas? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse me? 


0 Can you tell us what the new ideas are? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. Laughter. 

Q Well, you're on background. Why not? 

Q -- now. Akhromeyev in his interview a week or SO acc 
complaining that in the START forum that originally the United States 
came in with inequitable proposals. Is the President prepared to comm.t 
himself to equitable solutions, providing equal security to both 
sicges in his talks with Gromyko? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Akhromeyev is ist 
wrong. And, of course, we're coming in with equitable positions that 
will iead to a stable balance. 

. More equitable -- 
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° -- really interested. (Laughter . } 
Q Africa. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All right. Lesley's 
responsible. She asked for this -- 


9 -- are you all going to be upset with me? 

Q We'll see. 

Q mo. 

Q It depends on what he says, Lesley. 

Q Could I just ask one question before we go to that? 


tou said that the President took a crash course in studying -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I didn't. 


Q -- post-war U.S.-Soviet relations. Then, the last 
ten years anyway. Did he change his mind at all on the Soviet Union 
in studying up on all -- what's Lappened in the past, which he 
obviously has been following through the years anyway? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, to say he's 
changed his mind, I think, implies different value judgments on their 
system. Maybe you don't intend that. If that’s what you intend, no. 
Ee believes, as he has, that our systems are fundamentally different, 
ang they're going to remain so. His purpose in this review is to 
cetermine what approaches have worked in the past and which ones haven't. 
Be has also spent quite a lot of time on reading just literature on 
she Soviet Union. 


Q Human events. 

Q Yes, what has he -- 

SENIOR AD) INISTRATION OFFICIAL: Goes back a long time now. 
Se asked and was given Looks on the Russian people -- 

Q Can you tell us which books? 

* What did he read? That's interesting. 


SENICR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Land of the Firebird. 


Q Anything else? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there've been 
four or five. They're -- And he's visited with authors of pieces 
Like this and then with people who have come and gone from the 


Soviet Union from out of government <-- authors as well as -- 











Qo Who wrote that? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Susanne Massey. 


Oh, God, don’t go calling her -- that poor woman is 
going to be -- (Laughter.) 


Q Well, give us some other names 50 we -- 

Q What's her home number? (Laughter.) 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think I like Lesley's 
question better. But it was a very broad interest and the character 
of the Russian people, the nature of the Soviet decision making process 
was @ separate, turgid piece that we gave him about six months ago -- 
& seperate piece that we gave him on the -- 

Q Who was the author of that one one? (Laughter.) 


Q Turgid piece? 


Q Detergent. (Laughter.) Have him launder his 
thoughts with. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was 4 separate 
piece that we'¢ given hig on the current relationship between members 
of the Kremlin today; another piece on the role of the party versus 
the role of the ministries; a separate piece on the economy of the 
Soviet Union historically and today, 

Q Has he studied up on Gromyko at all? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q What‘’s he done on that? I read something that he 
had read transcripts of Gromyko meetings with other people -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, that, plus these -- 

Q He -- he has done that? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He has gone over those 
meetings with the Secretary of State. And the specific Gromyko role 
over the past 37 years was a specific paper that he got. 

Q What was that? 


Q Gromyko -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse me? 


Q Would you repeat that? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Cnris had asked -- had 
he focused on Gromyko, and I said that he had <-- both within the 
context of previous meetings with U.S. officials and Gromyko's personal 


stewardship in the past 37 years. 


Q Did you mean transcripts? Transcripts of Gromyko? 


MO RE 





\ - 15 - 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATIN OFFICIAL: Well, the transcripts 
were part of the meetings where the Secretary discussed these meetings 
with him. And yes, here and there, the President has read those 


transcripts. I couldn't certify to you that he's read every single 
transcript. 


Q Is part of tiat -- understanding Gromyko's style 
and how he handles himself in meetings? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q What conclusions do you come to about that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President's 
conclusions I wouldn't comment upon. 


Q The point is he does feel better informed now -- 
he does feel better informed now by this -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This goes back. It's 
mot a matter of the recent past. This extends over a couple of years. 
And there has been an acceleration of it in the past 6 months, but the 
President's recurring interest -- and, ever since I've been here -- 
each morning in meetings, those things that come out again, and again, 
and again, are what makes the Soviet Union tick, and what are their 
interests today? 


Q He now knows that submarine launched missiles cannot 
be recalled. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Do you have a question? 


Q I do -- to follow up on Helen's question about 
whether the President has changed his mind. In his recent studies, 
has ne become convinced, for example, that -- that Marxism-Leninism 
should not be left on the ash heap of history, as he said earlier, or 


that, perhaps, the Soviet Union is indeed not the “Evil Empire” as he 
once called it. 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President believes 
that we and the Soviet Union will compete as super powers in the 
years ahead for the forseeable future. And he believes that that can 
be a peaceful competition. And he intends to try to make it so. 


Q Could I just follow up on Jim's question first. Does 
the President feel it's necessary to explain to Gromyko, or somehow 
reassure him, that he is somehow a different person, or a changed 
person from the evil empire President of two years ago? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 
You had a question <-- on the side. 


Q Yes. There's a reported CIA study which says the 
Soviet Union is not merely in decline, but deterioration. Does the 
President subscribe to that? Is he aware of that? And, if so, why 
would he want to bother at this point? (Laughter.) 


Q That's a good question. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President acknowledges 
the super power status of the Soviet Union, and believes that they 
and we, together, have a responsibility to assure stability in the world. 
Q Does that mean the CIA studies are wrong? 
MR. SIMS: We're going to have to take about two more, 
because he has something else to -- 
. *) You seem uncomfortesle with these questions that are 
based -- maybe 
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not that one, but other questions that are based on the Presi- 
Gent’s own words in the past. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not a bit 
uncomfortable with the assertion that President Reagan has 
wanted, for as long as I have worked for him, to solve problems 
with the Soviet Union. He has adopted an approach to doing that 
which relies upon making clear to them that we have no hostile 
intent, that we intend to remain an activist power in the world, 
that we respect their super power status and do not seek to change 
their internal system and that we are prepared to reduce tensions 
in the world by dealing seriously with, first, the reduction of 
arms and discussions aimed at solving regional and bilateral prob- 
lems. That is a matter of very deep conviction for hin. 


That sounds so reasonable, and yet, if you're 
the Soviets looking at him, as you say he has been looking at the 
Soviets, they hear all these other words, some of which have been 
quoted here today, others I could -- I don't mean to argue about it, 
except to ask you whether he doesn't perceive that they listen to 
the Ronald Reagan who has been saying all these other things all 
these years. And does he not feel some responsibility for that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, two points, 


Sam. I take your point, but I think there are two factors that 
bear. 


First of all, the President's public speeches, notably, 
the January speech of this year, countless other statements since 
that time, are on the record for the Soviet leaders to see. 


Q May I interject? Could the Soviets not be 
excused for thinking that the tone of those speeches, which changed 
so markedly in January of this year, have something to do with 
the fact that there's going to be an election in the United States? 
I don’t mean to be disputatious; but, for heaven's sake, as Sam 
points out, the public record is so much on the other side. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the public 
record of the -- Well, I‘ll back up. The private recori cf 
what his gut intentions are, what he senses isc -- what he believes 
must be the legacy of his stewardship before leaving office has 
always been, from the very earliest days, a reduction in the 
level of nuclear weapons and making peace in one or two other 


parts of the world. Now, that is something that is unambigiously 
clear. 


Now, I was about to make a second point on Sam's 
original question. And that is that I think any serious student 
of the Soviet Union and of its decision-making process and what 
influences it toward being hostile or conciliatory is just what 
they tell it it is. Andé that is the international correlation 
of forces. The Soviet Union doesn't make decisions based upon the 
level of rhetoric in any country. They see those things as tactical 
considerations at most. And for them, their view of the United 
States and of how to deal with it is conditioned fundamentally 
on that correlation of forces. 


And so I don't believe that there has been any 
ambiguity in Soviet thinking about how this country <-- whether 
or not this country is willing to deal with them. They know 
very well that we're willing to deal with them. 


= - * 


. Car i go back to Chris Waliace’s question <-- 


MR. SIMS: Don, we're going to have to stop here 
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Q The UN speech. You were going to give -- 
Q Why do you have to go? 

Q Can you do it -- 
MR 


- SIMS: He has to go. He has a schedule. I'm 
sorry. 


Q Just give us a quick rundown. 


MR. SIMS: You know, we've been here for 45 minutes. 
Good questions are worthwhile -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I -- 


MR. SIMS: -- can‘t keep all afternoon. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I apologize. I 
talk slowly. But if it’s any solace to you, the Secretary of 
State's going to give an on-the-record -- 
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Q Well, can you just give us -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- speech -- 
Q When? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- on the UN speech. 


Q When? 
Q Sunday. 
Q Is it mainly U.S-Soviet relations? Is it mainly 


disarmament? Can you characterize -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is about half U.S.- 
Soviet relations and the other half is an expression of the optimisna, 
the confidence that the President feels that we have the instruments 
at hand. We and the other country members of the United Nations to 
solve problems on 4 very broad scale -- social, economic, as well as 
security problems. And he goes, in a short excursion, over the several 
regional disagreements that exist today and talks to how we can make 
some headway, and then focuses on the Soviet Union. And he -- in that 
context, he has three principal themes; that is, the imperative of 
reducing nuclear arms, the importance of sclving regional disagreements, 
and the opportunities there for broadening bilateral exchanges between 


us. And he closes with a -- I must say -- uplifting bit of eloquence 
on how promising the future is. 


Q Any new proposals? 
Does he have anything new -- 


Any new proposals? 





“= any new proposals? 


Go for the gold? 


oOo oo 0 Oo oO 


Four more years? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 3:10 P.M. EDT 
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JOINT PRESS CONFERENCE 
U.S.-JAPAN ECONOMIC SUB-CABINET CONSULTATLONS 
BY 
UNDER SECRETARY WALLIS 
JAPANESE DEPUTY MINISTER MOTONO 
FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 21, 1984, 3:10 P.M 


MR. CARLSON We may have some late arrivals, 
but why don't we go ahead and get ready to begin?’ 


This 1s our ON-THE-RECORD briefing on the 
subject of the U.S.-Japan Economic Subd-Cabinet 
Consultations The bDriefers are the Deputy Minister for 
Foreign Attairs of Japan, Moriyuki Motono, and the Under 
Secretary of State tor Economic Atfairs W. Allen Wallis 
Gentlemen 


UNDER SECRETARY WALLIS The U.S. -Japan 
Sub-Cabinet Consuitations 1s a@ series of meetinas that are 
held twice a year, in the fall here in Washington and in 
the spring in Tokyo Of all the consultations that go on 
between the United States and Japan, that is the highest 
leve! one that goes on regularly There are some irregular 
one «a» between the President and the Prime Minister from 
time to time, but not regularly scheduled 


On our side, in these consultations we had, as 
we usually do, senior officials, generally at the under 
secretary level, from the State Department , the Treasury, 
the Commerce Department, the Agriculture Department, the 
Special Trade Kepresentative, the Eneray Department, the 
National Security Council, the Council of Economic Advisers 


and 1 may have oftended somebody Oh, the Agency for 
International Development, and I still may have ot fended 
somebody by leaving them out But that's the character of 


our delegation, the composition of it, and the Japanese 
have a similar group on their side 


The talks are broad-ranging and because we hold 
them regularly, we know each other quite well and so they 
are tairly free-wheeling We don't feel it necessary to 
“beat around the bush" about points we want to make, nor do 
we take umbrage when the other side expresses some 
irritation with aspects of American economic policy And 














we try to figure out what could be done to minimize 
friction, and we're trying, especially now, to look ahead 
and try to anticipate what might develop since things are 
in a relatively calm period right now 


talked about the world trading system. about 
the multilateral institutions, the financial institutions 


ang the trading institutions, and our role in them what \e 

ee 
we can do jointly to strengthen them And we have ; 
essentially similar points of view close to identical 


in both of those subjects 


We also talked, particularly this morning, we 
spent on bilateral relations, that is specifically between 
the United States and Japan and what we could do to mstke 
those more successful 


At the last Sub-Cabinet meeting, which was in 
february in fokyo, most of the time went to figuring out 
how to capitalize on the results achieved by the Prime 
Minister and the President when the President visited Tokyo 
in November We feel that on the whole, a great deal of 
progress was made as a result of those things, and they 
didn't loom quite as large now, but there are a number of 
those things that are going on and we will be continuing 
to watch with interest 


ihere have been a number of steps in Japan, 
favorable steps trom our point of View, since the last 
Sub-Cabinet meetings, and we discussed those at some lenath 
generally Liberalization of either lowering taritts orf 
changing laws that restricted American imports, or 
particularly aspects of tinancial arrangements have been 
liberalized to a considerable extent 


oO L think these probably have been the most 
productive of any of the meetinas which 1s not a laraqe 


number that | have personally participated in | 
attribute a lot of that to my colleague, Minister Motono 
and L'll turn over the podium +t him now And atter he has 


made his statement, we will be available for questions 


DEPUTY MINISTER MOTONO Good atternoon, ladies 
and gentlemen lhank you tinder ecretary Wallis for your 
introduction [ am in @ position to share tully the views 
expressed by Mr Wallis as to the attitudes we took 
together vis-a is these consultations and the 


haracteristics of this particular meeting 














Although [ am not prepared to make any 
statement, I may just say, to begin with, that as trade 
cannot be a kind of one-way street, the efforts to improve 
our trade relations should be also an effort - it is not 
a one-sided etfort - it should be a common etfort And in 
order to achieve this type of effective efforts, we need a 
lot of good communication, good understanding on the basis 
and correct perception or understanding of the basic facts 


It is my conviction that this type of a@ series 
of meetings we had in the past week, either on industrie) 
policy or high technology or on trade or investment 
commission, served a lot in promoting this common 
perception of the realities as well asc the problems which 
exist, not only on a bilateral basis, but also on a global 
basis In other words, the problem of protectionism in the 
world at large, the ways and means to cope with our efforts 
to fight protectionism, which is the basis, to my mind, tor 

if we expect the continuation of a non-inflationary 
sustained growth of the world economy 


Ll think we were very successful in this type of 
conversation, especially at the high-level meeting IL was 
very aratified by the leadership extended by Under 
Secretary Wallis and also the very positive attitudes, 
positive in addressing the problems and also in having no 
inhibition about making very clear any dissatistaction or 
criticism in areas where they are, from his colleaques 
And I can say also that this attitude was reciprocated by 
our side So we are now in an area where we can talk very 
freely and, I think, very efficiently on those matters, and 
l think the orientation was there 


As to my own delegation, It must say that we 
came here with the spirit to keep the ongoing momentum in 


addressing those problems We certainly have been doing a 
lot since, the last meeting we had in February, as Under 
Secretary Wallis has stated Ihere has been a package on 


the 27th of April about various things, covering things 
like beef and citrus or the reform of the tobacco monopoly 
or the Nippon Telephone-Telearaph “orporation, and also 
more perspective in the opening of the international and 
capital market 


Ihese aggregate measures are slowly, but 


steadily, bringing some concrete results And I think 
well Ll thought that it was very necessary that we should 
not just sit on the achievements or sleep on the 
achievements Ll don't know how to say it but very 
vigilant to the 06 6Of 6eVvents And I think it is 














the responsibility of those in government to see that these 
favorable trends are keeping their own Momentum and 
in the right 


achieving results at least, that they are i 
GCirection to achieve results in the middle term if not in 


the short term 


ntinued on next page ) 











So Il think it is from this attitude that we 
cope with those problems, and I also, especially, 
personally, having been associated with Under Secretary 
Wallis ir the preparation of the last two summit meetings 
of the seven industrialized countries, looked at the 
problem of the world economy and observed the satisfaction 
that. first of all, the American economy, which is at the 
center of world growth, has not only recovered vigorously 
but now 16 expanding 


Perhaps my views are too optimistic, but I 
think the success in the Reagan Administration in coping 
with the problem of inflation is the key to a very smooth 
transition to a long-term, sustained recovery which may not 
be necessitating some artificial, shall we say, kind of 
social engineering type of, for instance, tax benefits, to 
stimulate consumption 


But the recovery this cyclical factor can 
come back in full strength with lower inflation, and then 
through this very liberal policy you have been taking in 
maintaining the American market open There are some 
details, of course, which are of a political nature, but I 
think one can say fairly that the American market has been 
open, that it has served to transmit its strong demand to 
the world at large, including the developing countries 
And this inflow of goods trom abroad, including also that 
of Japan, has helped to keep the inflation down 


At the same time, we noticed in our exports to 
your country a4 lot or. tor instance, machinery in 
machine tools, like robot machines or office automation 
machines which reflect the strong surge of investment in 
high technology in the area or in the service area which 
certainly wou ld help to increase which have helped to 
increase the productivity factor aspect of the American 
economy 


l think this policy is certainly going to bring 
more concrete results in the international competitiveness 
of the American economy and therefore would reduce the 
trade deficit 


I think the recession also had a very helpful 
etfect in helping American business to get leaner and 
improve their own productivity 


0 by and lar 1° | think this macroeconomié 
policy mix, which sometimes 18 criticized, has also its 














positive effect and the posterity will see how the results 
will be 


Perhaps I'm too optimistic: but those are the 
observations I made during the discussion On the other 
hand, we were also very happy to report to the meeting that 
the achievement of the Japanese economy has shown some 
favorable progress 


First the domestic demand is very strona The 
Economic Planning Agency has just announced on the 19th 
that is, yesterday in Washinaton time. 1 think that 
they are upgrading their perspective for GNP growth the 
were real growth rate was estimated to be 4.1 at the 
beginning of the year Now the target the prediction. is 


5.3 


When I left Tokyo, they were saying that there 
will perhaps be an addition of one percent. but it seems to 
have gone beyond that 


Consumer spending still leaves much to be 
desired, but a strong trend has been appearing in private 


investments ihe growth rate has been upgraded from 5.1 to 
8 i Housing is rather stagnant That has been reduced 
from 5.27 to 4.0 in Government expenditure although the 


fact that we are having a tremendous deficit in our dudget 
the outstanding balance of our debt is approximately 178 
trillion yen, which would correspond to approximately $553 
billion In short corresponding to about 83% of the total 
Gedt of the LDCs a bia debt 


we are spending 277% of our budget expenditure 
to service this debt and in last year's budget, when it 
was 18%, it was approximately the same amount as the amount 
spent on social welfare in Japan ‘nat gives you an idea 
now Dig the burden of debt spending is 


Oo we Nave embarked upon a policy ' 
aagministrative retorm which will tend to cut expenditure 
and we were successful in underaoira a lot 1 
administrative cuts in public spendina and to alleviate 
‘he economy 
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On the current account, we are predicting an 
increase in our current account surplus from $23 to $33 
billion. This reflects an increase in our trade balance 
surplus, but I should also mention that one very visible 
phenomenon is the tremendous increase in our deficit in the 
long-term capital account 


For the first six months the net outflow of 


capital accounts reached $20 billion -- in other words, 
exceecing the surplus of our current account balance, which 
was only $16 billion The deficit in the long-term capital 


Stood at $20 billion 


That shows how the influence on, for instance 
the currency rate of the international flow has a greater 
impact than the trade flow But, anyway, most of that 
money which goes out from Japan abroad comes to the United 
States, especially imports, in terms of portfolio 
investments, in addition to the direct investment which is 
contributing somehow to new investment and rationalizatior 
of the industrial process 


But these resources come to alleviate if | may 
Say so, the pressure on the demand on the capital market 
I think we are still very much interested by the difference 
in the real interest rate in the United States and Japan, 
and this flow 1s certainly going to continue 


These are the various aspects of the 
macroeconomic point of view which we discussed in the 
ineeting Perhaps I should rather stop at this stage and 
ask for your questions 

Q ‘id you make some kind of an agreement? 
Did you make any agreements today, or did you just discuss 
the economies of the two countries? 


UNDER SECRETARY WALLIS No [hese 
consultations never involve formal agreements, other than 
things like, "Let's work on that," or “Let's get somebody 
working on it," or -- I mean, they always result in 
something like that, that we're going to pursue this 
question or that question, but never a formal agreement 
between the two governments, or an informal one 


( Did you agree on working on something? 


UNDER SECRETARY WALLIS Can we what? 


























Q did you agree at this meeting today on 
working on anything? 


UNDER SECRETARY WALLIS There are a number of 
tnings tnat are continuing “ne that comes to mind first 
because we did it last 1s on energy cooperation There are 
a number of opportunities, particularly in the long run, 


for cooperation between the two economies on energy 


Japan, essentially, has no energy sources 


within its own country and we have very abundant ones, so 
we've had discussions about coal There recently was a 
Hout al and 


mission over there talking to the Japanese a 
they have been over here also last spring talking about 
coal and possibilities of purchases in the long run 


There are explorations about natural gas, 
particularly from Alaska, both from the North Slope area, 
where there 1s an intinite amount of gas not going to any 
good use at all and trom the Cooke Inlet where they nave 
already been getting natural gas from us since 1969 But 


’ 


there's a possibility of an additional project there 


So those were the main that was an example 
of one of the last things We have an experts group that 
meets from time to time. and we talked about the 
possibility of asking them to meet again before the end of 


this year That wasn't a tormal decision but that's an 
example of the kind of thing that comes up I'm sure there 
were others, but that, as I say, comes to mind first 


because it was the last thing that happened before we came 
down here 


(Continued on next page) 
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The point is, of course, we are aware that it 
reflects a strong desire on the part of the American 
Administration to keep the market an open-market system 
The question j now those measures are going to Be 
imp lemented 90 I think we need a little time to know more 
afout the way tf? ls @aolina to be carried on 

Q 9o tnat means that you are not satisfied 
with the explanation fr the United State side about the 
5 tee 1? 

DEP Y MINISTER MOTONO As Under Secretary 
Wallis has mentioned we were not going into the details ot 
the measures at that stage We asked tor certain 

larification, and that will be forthcoming 

UNDER RE TARY WALLIS When you used the 
pnrase not atisfieda that Lends itself to marvelou 
misrepresentatior It's literally true, they weren't fully 
satist id because we jidn't know the answer Rit rer 
satisfied” IQaq t a teelina of irritation and annovarn: 
which they rrainiy did not express , 

Pr nterence onciuded at 3°38 p.m.) 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: The President's had a busy day and 
it isn't over. He started, as you know, with lunch with the 
Secretary General, and then three bilaterals, and, coming up in 
about an hour a reception in which he will meet Heads of 


Delegations, Heads of State, and the permanent representatives to 
the U.N. 


To go through these in series: with the Secretary 
General, the President expressed his support for the Secretary 
General’: wide-ranging efforts and for the United Nations. We 
discussed developments in the Middle East at some lencth, especially 
Since Mr. Brian Urquhart had just returned from the Middle East anc 
reported on his observations there. 


The President cave the Secretary General a little 
preview of the speech. We discussed U.S.-Soviet relationships. The 
Secretary General had been to Moscow recently -- talked a little bit 
ebout his observations there, about his efforts with recard to 
Afghanistan. The Secretary General -- as we all are concerned about 
the Iran-Irag conflict -- the question of the potential for the use 
of chemical weapons arose. And the Secretary General also described 
to us his efforts on Cyprus in which we are trying in every way we 
can to be helpful. 


So that was a wide-ranging and very useful meeting from 
the standpoint of the President. 


With President Alfonsin of Argentina, again we had a 
discussion that ranged over quite a number of areas. I think, 
principally, reinforcing the importance of democracy -- particularly 
democracy in our hemisphere -- and the President expressed his 
strong support and pleasure at what haji happened with the election 
of a democratic government in Argentina. And President Alfonsin, of 


course, supported the notion of democratic governments throughout 
the hemisphere. 


We had a considerable discussion of domestic economic 
policies -- ours, theirs -- and the difficulties involved when an 
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economy is out of kilter -- getting it back into kilter. Secretary 
Regan was there, our Secretary of the Treasury, and he described at 
some length for President Alfonsin the proposal the President has 
had him make in Washington in connection with the IMF bank meetings 
in calling for discussions next spring on debt problems, both in -- 
principally in the development committee of the bank but also in the 
interim committee of the IMF. 


We had some discussion of trade matters. The 
President's decisions on copper and steel were certainly welcomec. 
And also it was touched on that President Alfonsin had taken the 
lead with Vice President Bush and others in Quito in raising the 
importance of the drug problem. And we are, of course. following uf 
on people's concerns and interests in that area. 


President Mobuto of iaire -- the President expressed 
his admiration for the fact that in Zaire we see a country that is 
working hard on its economic problems -- has a difficult time, as 
you know, it’s heavily dependent on copper, and copper prices have 
been low -- so they have considerable problems at home, and I would 
say the meeting, in terms of the time spent, was spent mostly in 
hearing President Mobuto describe some of the problems he sees in 
Zaire and to which he hopes we can work with him in addressing then. 
He left us with an aide memoir that went into some detail. And we, 


of course, will follow up and see in what ways we can be helpful to 
then. 








Finally, the President had a meeting with Prime 
Minister Willoch of iiorway and here our NATO defense efforts were 
discussed 


~- the importance of the cohesion that has emergec in the 
alliance, views exchanged on that; the strong performance of Norway 
in its defense budcet and defense efforts. We had some discussion 
of the President's speech and upcoming meetings and outlook for 
relations with the Soviet Union, and some discussion of Central 
America, which the Norwegians are very interested -- in developmerts 
there 


; and finally, some questions about the world economy. 


I think very briefly on the President's speech, I guess 
Bob is going to provide you with -- I don't know what it is he 
provides you when you get two lines, or whatever it was he said. 
And obviously the specifics will come forward tomorrow when the 
President gives his speech. 


But at least, as I've read it, and talked with the 
President, about what he wants to achieve in that speech, I would 
say it's very much an effcrt to get everybody's eye on the future. 
And to consider what can be achieved in the future. The importance 
of economic development; the importance of human rights and freedom: 
and the relationship between these two things as is sugcested by the 
U.N. Charter itself. 





We of course want to emphasize, and the President will 
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be talking about our friends anc allies and the importance of 
working with them, but also the importance of working with countries 
=? ose systems differ from ours. All this is part and parcel of 


trying to construct a future that will be a good one from everyone's 
standpoint. 


The President wants to call attention to the importance 
of regional issues and the importance of seeking ways to deal with 
them. And of course he will be spending a fair amount of his time 
in the speech on questions involving the U.S.-Soviet relations. And 
here ne‘ll have a number of suggestions to make, but I think all of 
these in the spirit of wanting to see a constructive relationship 
develop with the Soviet Union and his dedication to trying to do 
that, whether it be in the area of arms control, whether it be in 
the area of concern about explosive regional issues, whether it be 
in the field of bilateral matters between the two countries, or 
whether it be in the framework of the Helsinki Accords and concern 
for human rights. 


So, this is a brief rundown on the day, and tomorrow, 
as you know, the President will be making some calls on the 
Secretary General and others; giving his speech; and he'll have a 
bilateral with Frince Sihanouk and Son Sann in the late morning. 


Q Mr. Secretary, in the spoech, will the President 
give any specifics about his ideas -- if he has new ideas on the 
subject of arms control -- or will he be trying to communicate just 
a sense of his desire for negotiations to resume and flexibility -- 
> mean, how yeneral will he be; how specific w.1ll he be? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, how general or how specific 
depends on what you mean by those terms. He isn't going to propose 
a whole new agenda. Quite to the contrary, we have a very big 
agenda out there, and, at the same time, we want to continual'y 
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emphasize that the nature of U.S. proposals is of a piece with give 
and take in a spirit of negotiation. And he will, in various ways, 
get across ways in which we want to implement that idea. 


Q -- going to propose the U.S. become more deeply 
involved in regional disputes and offer our good offices in 
mediating them, as The New York Times said today? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, the Unitec States -- 
Q Including Shamir’s proposal? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The United States, traditionally, 
and in this administration, the President's administration, has 
always felt that it’s important to help as we can throughout the 
world with problems that people have. And so, for example, we've 
been very active in trying to work with the problems of southern 
Africa. And the President will refer to that. We've certainly been 
supporting, in every way we can, the ASEAN efforts to deal w.th the 
problems of Kampuchea and so on eround the globe. So, I think that, 
as in the past, the United States must engage with the problems of 
the world and be part of the solution, and not part of the problen. 
And, of ccurse, that goes very strongly for the Middle East. And 
we'll want to help as we can there. 


Q To get back to the previous gquestio.., the arms 
control question, you pointed out, of course, that we dco save a 
program. We do have an agenda. But we also have reached nc 
agreements with tne Soyset Union ir any area, unless you incluce 
Hot Line. Should thet agenda be modified, or is it just a matter 
finding a new procedure for talking with them? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, the agenda is there, and it 
neecs to be worked on and developed. And the extent to which an 
improved atmosphere can improve the chances of working through that 
agenda, I don't know; but we're certainly going to try and try 
again. 


It is a very bij agenda wath a lot of forthcoming 
proposals, not only in the field of offensive nuclear armaments, but 
in such wide-ranging areas as chemical weapons and conventional 
forces and confidence-building measures and so on. And so we'll 
want to pursue that. But the President will have some thoughts 
about how to go about it that we hope may make things go better. 


Q Have you had any signs or indications from the 
Soviets that thev are prepared to reciprocate on this constructive 
relationship that you're talking about? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Pat, we are looking forwarc to our 
discussions with Mr. Gromyko; but it remains to be seen what 
response they'll heave. But we think, with the meeting that I'l 
have with Mr. Gromyko, of course, we'll see what the Soviet 
@.pression is on this when he gives his speech on Thursday, and then 
the Pres‘clent will welcome him in Washington on Friday. 
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Q Mr. Secretary, are you, the U.S. governme..-, 
willing to undertake some sort of a diplomatic initiative at the 
request of Israel to try to get an agreement with Syria for the 
withdrawal from Letunon at this point? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, we're always -- want to de 
helpful where we can. And you can be helpful if all the parties 


concerned want you to be. So we'll just have to see how that works 
out. 





As you know, Ambassador Murphy went with a team to 
Beirut. Some members of his team will be returning with their 
report tomorrow, in the early afternoon, I guess it is. Ambassador 
Murphy will stay in the area and will be touching base with our 
friends. And, af you probably know, he's been in Damascus recently 
So we'll be exploring matters. 


Q Mr. Secretary -- 
Q Sir, Mr. Secretary of State -- 
Q -- sir, can you expand a bit on the American 


reaction to the Nicaraguan statement of the other day, which it saic 
it supported completely and would sign the draft Contadora 
agreement. The reaction in the State Department yesterday seemed 
Surprisingly harsh. Could you expand on why the U.S. did not 
welcome the Nicaraguan statement? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I would express it this way: Over 
the period of the efforts of the Contadora countries, we've seen a 
great deal of progress. We saw the emergence of 21 principles, 
which we thought were excellent and we endorsed then. 


We have seen the effort, now, to translate these 
principles into something that's more operational. And we see now a4 
Gyaft treaty that does that in part, but misses in some substantial 


part. Other countries have yet to be heard from. But I think that 
it's a broad, 
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positive development in its general sweep. There are certainly 
problems with the current draft -- at least so some of the countries 
that we've heard from believe, but, at any rate, we continue to work 
with the situation, including in our own direct negotiations with 
Nicaragua in support of the Contadora process. 


9 Sar, since you’re talking about Latin Amecican 
countries, I understand that you were present while President Reagan 
and President Alfonsin from Argentina -- we are from Argentina -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: That’s correct. 


Q Thank you very much, Sir. Have you got any 
impression or. that meeting, any statement we can make from our 
country? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I tried to summarize the 
subjects that were coverec, but I would say, a8 a general 
proposition, it was &@ very positive meeting. And 1 know from 
hearing the President -- we stand around after these meetings and 
talk about them -- that he had a very positive reaction to President 
Alfonsin and I think the two people as individuals, at least from 
President Reagan's standpoint, felt a good sense of communication. 


Now, I think the positive sense of forward motion for 
Gemocracy was very important. And I believe it's fair -- I'm not -- 
I don’t want to speak for the Argentines, but I think President 
Alfonsin was really quite interested in the ideas that Secretary 
Rogan put forward. 


Q Last question, sir. Was economics one of the 
items that was talked here? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Yes, it was a major subject of 
Giscussion in discussing the U.S. economy and what had happened to 
it and the difficulties we had to go through, and so on. And 
President Alfonsin described his situation. And, as I said, the 
Secretary of Treasury Regan's discussion was essentially about a way 
of examining certain world economic issues. And I believe that on 
the whole, that was -- well, I know it was a very welcome 
discussion. 


Q Mr. Secretary, when you talk about regional 
issues, you mentioned the Middle East in particular. Do you intend, 
or doer the administration intend to prcvide opportunities for the 
Soviets to play a constructive role in that part of the world if 
that is their intent? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, we're always glad to have a 
constructive role played by anybody. At this point in time, as we 
look at the issues, we try to help as best we can and so we'll just 
have to see where we gv on that. 


I'm sure that when, if we do engage with the Soviet 
Union, as I have with Foreign Minister Gromyko from time to time and 
also with Ambassador Dobrynin, the Middle East is a subject that's 
-~- it's very important to both countries. And I might say that when 
you have talked about Lebanon and the West Bank, and so on, you 
haven't exhausted the subject. You've got to turn to Iran-Irag and 
what is going on there and in the Gulf, and all of those problems. 
So we'll undoubtedly discuss then. 


Q Mr. Secretary, how does the «- following on what 
you just said, how does the Murphy mission now fit into the 
framework that you established after the American withdrawal -- 
after the denunciation of the May 17th Agreement, when you said that 
the parties would have to look to an agreement finding a way on 
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their own to achieve the withdrawal, essentially leaving the 
impression that the U.S. was going to let them take the lead on it? 


Is that what's happening now? Have they asked the United States to 
come back in and become involved, beth sides? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, as far as Ambassador Murphy is 
concerned, I*m going to hit your question with a glancing blow here. 
As far as Ambassador Murphy is concerned, of course, he went there 
to lead the team saking our preliminary examination of the tragedy 
‘m our Embassy in Beirut, and while he was there, we thought it was 
@ good thing for him to go and talk to our friends in the area, anc 
he’s going t. proceed to do that, just as a matter of touching bese 
and assessing the situation. So we'll see as he goes along what 
will come out of that. 


Yes. 

Q Sir, was the issue of Chad raised during the 
meeting between President Feagan and Mobutu, and what was the 
analysis made by the two parties on the decision made by France and 
Libya to withdraw their troops? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I don’t want to discuss 
reactions. The President did express his admiration for the facc 
that Zaire had put forces in Chad promptiy and still has forces in 
Chad. And so, obviously, both are interested is, developments there. 
And I don't want to pursue it further than that. 


Q Mr. Secretary, the administration has 
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allowed four agreements -- bilateral agreements with the Soviet 
Union to lapse or terminate: space, enercy, science and technolog) 
and transportation. What is your attitude on them? Do you want to 
now resume negotiations and resume those agreements? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, we've had a great deal of 
Siscussion about agreements for work in particular areas, sncluding 
some that you mentioned and others, such as environment. And it is 
our intention to try to have discussions of thet xcind at a high 
level. And I believe that that was coverec to some extent even in 
the President's statement -- and I's trying to remember just when it 
was, Dut it was in the early summer, maybe in June or so in the 
White House -- that ran through the different -- perhaps July -- ran 
through the different thincs that were under discussion. 


But that notion of having discussions at &@ reasonabiy 
high level or even ministerial level on subjects of joint interest 
is certainly something that we have been talkinc about and will 
pursue. 





9 Two questions: First of all, is there going to be 
an Opportunity for substantive discussion during the reception this 
evening, either by you with Mr. Gromyko or the President with Mr. 
Gromyko. And, secondly, as you begin the course of this week in the 
Giscussions that will be taking place with the Foreign Minister, how 
much do you really hope for to come out of these? Is it really just 
& question of improving the atmospherics or do you really believe 
that at this point especially in the middle of an election campaign 
there is an Opportunity for some substantive agreement on specifics 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, first on the reception: 
Receptions are roomfuls of people, at least half of them talking a. 
& given time. There's a pretty good noise level, but I hope that 
there will be a chance for the President to talk individually with 
et least some of those who are present. And he'll welcome that 
opportunity, Dut it isn’t really a kind of setting where you can dig 
in very far. But, nevertheless, it's a way of starting something. 

Insofar as the discussions themselves are concerned and 
what may Of may not come out of thes, it, of course, remains to be 
seen. And we expect to talk through our agenda and, no doubt, they 
will do the same. And we have stated our desire for more 
constructive relationships. They have in various statements from 
Moscow over quite a period of time said that they would like the 


same. %0O, we'll see if there are some ways that over a period of 
time we can bring that about. 


Nothing of this sort just changes like that. That's 
not the nature of the case. It's a gradual process. 


MR. SIMS: Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 
Q Does it have anything to do with Mondale? 
Mk. SIMS: You are -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: My keeper says that i must go. i! 
think -- 


Q Mr. Secretary -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: <= he wants to give you his two 
lines from the speech os whatever it was you were going to do. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 6:99 P.M. EDT 
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MR. SPEAKES: Let me have your attention, p.esse. 
) Secretary Shultz is here, on the record, available for cameras, anc 
he will brief om the last bilateral with Prince Sihanouk. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: in addition to his acdress to the 
United Nations and his courtesy calls on the Secretary General anc 
the President of the Assembly, the President hed 4 meeting with 
Prince Sihanouk and Prime Minister Son Sann. He listened to their 
Gescriptions and analysis of what is taking place in Cambodia -- the 
Soviet presence, directly and indirectly; the attitudes of the 
people of Cambodia toward it; and the progress being made in the 
resistance and by the forces of democratic Kampuchea. 


And the Presicent expressed his support for what 
theyre doing and recalled to them that we are working and 
Supporting the ASEAN efforts as well as providing @ substantial flow 
of humanitarian assistance for refugee aid and, of course, 4 major 
security assistance program with Thailand. 


Angad it was a very cordial and useful meeting. 


Q Mr. Secretary, is the Murphy mission now «4 
full-scale, expanded inguiry into resuming the possibility of -- on 
the Rumsfeld idea? And also, have you received yet the report from 
Murphy on the bombing? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The Murphy mission hasn't changed 
from last night when I described it to you He was sent over there 
to head the team examining what happened in our Beirut tragedy, and 
then we felt that since he was there, it would be useful to have hir 
visit eround in the area. And he went to Damascus, met with the 
Foreign Minister, with Mr. Haddam, and with Presidet Assad, and 
he's now in Israel. And he will probably make some other visits 
around, but it isn't -- there isn't any special mission beyond that. 


But he is visiting around and finding out what people's views are, 
and we'll see. 





Q How about his report on the Beirut bombing? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The people with him were Ambassador 
Oakley, who is head of our counter-terrorism office, and Deputy 
Assistant Secretary Fieids. Both of them will be getting into New 
York early this efternoon. I expect to meet with them about 2:00 
p-@. this afternoon, along with Ambassador Spiers. And we wili hear 
their report directly. And I haven't got that report yet. I expect 
to get it at 2:00 p.m. this afternoon. 


Q Mr. Secretary -- 











© Mr. Secretery, can you tell us, in the Presicent s 
speech to the Generel Assembly, why be did not mention any of the 
Soviet vicletions of pest sgreements when he was listing those 
agreements, and why he, in the context of Afghanistan, did not talk 
about what the Soviets have been doing there? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, as far as Afghanistan is 
concerned, basically, the President stated our position on 
Afghanistanéd and reiterated it It hasn't changed And there it 
is. And I think the President's views about questions of keeping 
agreements are well-known. 


The President was wanting to put forward and invitation 
to the Soviet Union based on @ realistic appraisal always of what is 
going on in the world to try to work constructively with us. And 
that's what the intent of the .peech was. 


Q A Geliberate .ntent, Mr. Se retary? 


SECRETARY SHULTi: Wo, there was no deliberate intent 
to do anything except what I steted. You can't gmake every speech 
you've ever mace over ard over sgain or -- even by UN traditions, it 
would be too iong. 


Q Can you expla.s the umbrella -- the umbrelisa 
proposal for the nuclear aras cinatrol? Could you tell us how that 
might work? 





SECRETARY SHULT: *®hat the President put forward was an 
idea. What special shape it may take is something that we can 
readily work out if it turns out that the Soviet vnion is interested 
in the idea. But the idea is thet we ought to have some forum in 
which people who are working on the subject of arms control discuss 
the subject across the board and in 4 setting where one can loon at 
the relationships between one type of negotiation and another, anc 
in the process of doing that, help to keep the individual 
negotiations on the right track and to identify new arear more 
readily that sight be negotiated out and give a kind of mandate for 
how that might be done -- that type of thing. So that what he is 
suggesting, in other words, is 4&4 more across -~ 4@ setting in which «4 
more across-the-board discussion could take place than is so when 


you are discussing 4 particular sepect of the general field of arms 
control. 


Q Mr. Secretary. that goes to relate -- that goes co 
procedure. Do you see anything oo the President's speech that 
suggests any substantive change in any of the positions the United 
States has taken in START, INF, MBFR -~ any of the now dormant 
negotiations, Of are you hoping that by changing the procedure, 
changing the venue, perhaps, you can revive those negotiations? 


MO XE 





K M6C 

















SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, the positions of the Unitec 
States in a very wide array of arms control fora are forthcoming and 
have been described properly as positions that lend themselves to 
negotiation. And we're prepared for give-and-take in all of those 
different fora. And the President in all of the different ways that 
he expressed himself in his address, and 1'm sure «3 he meets 
individually with Foreign Minister Gromyko, will be emphasizing that 


and urging that in one way or another we find a way to get at these 
issues. 


Q -- stand corrected -- he’s proposing two sets 
institutionalized meetings here: one at sort of the expert leve 
@ more or less regular basis; and, then, separately, including 
yourself, at the ministerial level? 


Or 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: There are a number of proposals in 
the speech. I don't want to try to go through them because you've 
all read the speech. But, certainly, he has instructed me to take 
up with Foreign Minister Gromyko when I meet with him the regiona: 
issues so-called and problems of conflict in different areas of the 
world that both the Soviet Union and ourselves are concerned about 
and see if we can't develop some method of discussing them 
systematically and usefully. 


And, of course, I've done that from time to time with 
the Foreign Minister, but maybe we can do it on a more extensive 
scale to see a possible pattern of development of extending those 
consultations by bringing in relevant people, such as, fcr example, 
in Southern Africa, Assistant Secretary Crocker with a counterpart 
-- that kind of thing. 


Then, there is the suggestion in there of contacts at a 
ministerial level across a broad range of subjects. I discussed 
that yesterday in response to a question. There‘s nothing more tc 
add on that. And, then, there is the proposal for military 
discussions which, we think, might have the benefit -- this was 
interestingly enough, a suggestion that came from the Pentagon -- 
benefit of military-to-military contacts and exchange of informat: 


with the kind of usefulness thet, we think, goes with 
confidence-building measures such as notification of exercises and 
observation of exercises and things of that kind. 
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Q On the regional question, do you mean to suggest 
that you would like to invite the Soviets in to talk about the 
Middle East? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, you have a way of putting 
things provocatively. (Laughter.) I would think that the -- 


Q Thank you. (Laughter.) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There are a lot of issues in the 
Middle East, and we have views about them, and they have views about 
them, and it might be helpful to exchenge views. And, at least in 
certain areas where there is great tension -- such as in the 
Iran-Irag war, and such as there have been from time to time between 
Syria and Israel -- just to let the Soviet Union know what we are 
thinking and what we are doing, and perhaps hear from them. So, 
there are all sorts of ways in which such discussions could be 
useful, and perhaps, to begin with, discussions that are aimed at 
Gamage control of one kind or another. 


Q Do you -- 
Q Mr. Secretary -- 


Q -- excuse me -- follow up -- Mr. Secretary, do you 
mean to invite them into any kind of negotiations in the Middle East 
-~- this fall? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I tried to describe what we had in 
mind. 


Q So then -- you're cancelling out what I'm 
suggesting? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't have anything there to 
cancel out. (Laughter.) 


Q Mr. Secretary, do we have any reason to believe 
that the Soviets, beyond their acceptance of these invitations, are 
ready to take a different approach to negotiating on any of this 
wide array of matters? Is there anything other than optimism on our 
part, 1 guess is -- 


Q Question? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Is there anything other than sheer 
Optimism -- (Laughter.) -- to lead us to think that the Soviet Union 
might be interested in any of this -- have I summarized your 
question fairly? 


Q You did better than I did. (Laughter.) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The President said that, given the 
importance of this relationship, it is essential for us to try, and 
try again -- I think those were his words. And, what the President 
has been doing here is to put forward our good intentions, our 
willingness to engage, to accompany it with references to a lot of 
wide-ranging content that is there. So it isn't just a 
generalization. And to invite them to engage with us. And we 
believe that it's important to do that, and to do it again and 
again, as the President said. And we hope that one day the Soviets 


will decide to join us. Whether they do now or later, we'll still 
be there. 
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Q Mr. Secretary, when you said the President has 
instructed you to bring up the regional issues in your talks with 
Mr. Gromyko later this week, does that mean that you will not in 
those talks be dealing with the other questions the President raised 
On arms control fora and the umbrella fur arms control? 


SPCRETARY SHULTZ: I don't know why -- no. There's 
certainly no inference that, by referring to regional issues, that 
that's the only issue that we would be willing to discuss. To te 
contrary, we will, I'm sure, have a wide-ranging discussion as we 
always do. We have a full agenda of matters that we want to talk 
about -- arms control issues, regional issues, bilateral issues, 


and, always, in my discussion" with the Soviet Union, I bring up 
| problems of human rights. 


Q Mr. Secretary -- 
Q Mr. Secretary, do you think it's likely -- 
Q -- you talk about the fact that -- 


MR. SPEAKES: Last question. 


Q -- that there's no point in repeating the same 
speeches over and over again, but we did all notice the lack of any 
Criticism at all of the Soviet Union today, and a generally more 
conciliatory tone. To what degree is all of that the result of some 
policy analysis in the administration that this is a more cpportune 
time to take this tack, and to what degree is it a result of the 
election being 43 days away? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I think if you examine what 
the President said last January in a major address confined solely 
to U.S.-Soviet relations, you'll find the same basic themes as you 
see in his speech today. And if you think back through the history 
of the Reagan administration, there is a long span of proposals in 
various areas of the relationship -- most prominently arms control 
because that gets so much attention -- so that by this time there is 
the widest array of proposals in various areas of arms control on 
the table than has been the case for a great many years. So, I 
think the President's speech here is a part of the continuity of his 
thinking. 
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And he is taking the occasion, particularly with Foreign Minister 
Gromyko here, to try to put the constructive and positive and 
forward-looking opportunities forward in the effort to emphasize the 
importance that he attaches to moving in a more constructive 
relationship wtih this U.S.-Soviet situation and toward trying 
always to advance the objectives of peace, which, of course, is 
something that we all seek and pray for. 


Q And what about the election, sir? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I talk to the President about 
foreign policy problems all the time, and -- when is that election, 
anyway? I don't think it has any bearing on this. Reaily, I don't. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 12:45 P.M. EDT 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
SY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRAT — OFFICIAL 
ON THE VISIT OF 
PRIME MINISTER acecuet OF CANADA 


September 25, 1984 
The Briefing Room 
1:27 P.M. EDT 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The meetins, i 
Cluding the Rose Garden event with the astrorauts and the luncheon, 
went on for approximately an hour and forty-five minutes. 


The atmosphere was es friendly as it cou 
there was a positive and open discussion between the 
and. Prime Minister on a wide range of issues. 





The President began by congratulating the Prime 
Minister on his recent overwhelming electoral victory and commented 
on the very busy first weer in office the Prime Minister has had 


with the visit to Canada of both the Pope and the Queen. 


The first part of the meeting was devoted toa dis- 
cussion of global issues, including East-west relations, the 
President's UN General Assembly speech, arms control and the 
NATO Alliance. 

With regard to East-West relations, the President 
ingéicated he wantec to pursue the ideas mentioned in his UN 
General Assembly speech. He noted he wanted to build a sustained 
dialogue with the Soviets. And he said he wanted tc improve the 

tmosphere between the U.S. and the Soviet Union and build a more 
constructive relationship. 

The Prime Minister encouraced the Presicent in his 
efforts and said he hoped they were met with Soviet responsivenes 


There was a discussion of new approaches in our 
Gialogue with the Soviets and expectations for Friday's meet 
with Foreign Minister Gromyko. 


aii 


The President said it was in both the U.S. and 
Soviet interests to resume serious discussions on arms control 
and said the U.S. was ready, willing anc able to sit down. 


The Prime Minister charicterized the President's 
UN General Assembly speech as remarkable and commended him for 
his initiatives. 


The Prime Minister indicated his commitment to 
enhancing Canada's NATO ties, a position which was welcomed by 
the President. 


There was also a discussion of the role Canada can 
play in international affairs as a middle power. 


Some time was spent on bilateral issues, incl 
a discussion of trade, investment and environmertal issues. 


With regard to trace, the Prime Minister talked 
of stimulating domestic Canadian crowth. And there was a 
Giscussion of the strength the U.S. economy has shown and the 
positive effects this can have on Canada’s recovery. 














The Prize Minister note“ the neec to ensure Canadian 
access co =.S. markets, expressed appreciation for the President's 
recent cec:sion on steel. 

The Prime Mivister saic these actions were an indica- 
tion Caraca has such to gain by maintainina friencly relations 


with the C.S. 


The Prime Minister spoke of his des 
private irvestment flows in Canada in order to r 
esonony . 


On the guestion of management of U.S.-Canada relation- 
ship, the Prime Minister spoke of the importance to Canada of its 
relations with the U.S. He talked of more hich-level meetings at 
tne Cabinet level. 

With regard to managing the relationship better, there 
was an agreement between the President and Prime Minister that the 
Cialocue begun today should continue, most likely on a yearly basis 
with meetings between them. 

The President noted that Secretary Shultz was msn ed 


continting his quarterly meetings with his Canadian counte 
7 


to rrp ; 
In that regard, we would like to announce that the next such gu er- 
ly ministerial meeting will be held October !5 and 16 in Canada 

It is important to note, this was not a necotiatins 
session. No decisions or commitments were expected or made It 
was meant to be the opening dialogue between the President and 
Prime Minister with a detailed discussion of the multilateral and 
bilateral relationship to be left to the October Foreicn Minister 
meeting. 

Q Did acid rain come up? And, if not, w not 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: it was mentioned 
in passinc, along with a number of other bilateral issues, as a 
way of uncerscoring chem for consideration at the upcoming ministerial 
Meeting. There was not a discussion of positions or of a: £¢ the 
Ccetails regarding acid rain. 

Q was there a cesire 
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to avoid it? It seems to have been conspicuously absent from the 
agenda. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don't believe there 
was a desire to avoid it. The time on the schedule, almost an hour 
and $5 minutes -- actually, an hour ana a half if you delete the 
astronaut portion -- was open for whatever the President or Prime 
Minister wanted to d:scuss. 


Q But isn't that the most pressing bilateral issue? 
It*s clear it’s something at neither of them wanted to discuss. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don't believe that's 
correct. You have to understand the Prime Minister's been in office -- 
a week ago yesterday is when he started. I think there was a decision 
on both sides that a detailed discussion of the bilateral and multi- 
lateral agenda would be left to the upcoming ministerial meeting. 


Afterall, that's only two and a half weeks off. 


You also should understand that it's -- I believe there 
will be a -- the Throne speech made in Canada sometime late October, 
early November, which is the point at which che Canadian -- new 
Canadian government would be presenting its ideas on many of these 
issues. In some ways, it would have been premature to try to go through 
all of the files today. 


Q Was there any note of concern when he raised it? 
Did he say this is an issue which Canadians care a lot about or was 
there any kind of concern? Or was it just listed, is the way you seem 
to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was listed with a 
number of other bilaterai issues for she ministerial meeting. However, 
there isn't any need to underscore it. i think it's very clear, both 
at the White House and at the State Department, for that matter, that 
acid rain is the number one issue on the U.S.-Canada relationship. 
After all, almost every meeting we've had at the ministerial level 
has, at some point, considered the acid rain question. And I might 
point out that when Mr. Mulroney was here last June, he mentioned the 
acid rain issue in very specific terms and made a suggestion about what 
he felt the President should do regarding it. 


Q How did the Canadians say there were going to enhanc 
their NATO ties? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was a discussion of 
the increase in defense spending along the lines of what Mr. Mulroney 
mentioned during his campaign. In addition, there was a general comment 
by the Prime Minister regarding keeping Canada's NATO commitments. 


Q Did Central America come up? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It did not. 


Q Could you list all the bilateral issues that were 
touched on, please? 


SFNIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there was a discussion 
of trade FIRA, investment, the national energy program, although 
here was not specific mention of the back-in -- acid rain. There was 
also a fairly lengthy discussion of -- at the request cf the Prime 
Manister -- of various programs that have been started by the U.S. 


acdministration in the area of finding waste and duplication in the U.S. 
government. 


Q Could you describe the personal chemistry? Was it 


sort of like a vice president of a company meeting the chairman of the 
board? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not at all. It was very 


much a conversation between equals, as I might point cut, their discussion 
in June was. 
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When I said in starting that it was as friendl, and 
positive as a meeting could be, I checked that with Mr. Mulroney's 
staff afterward because, really, I don‘t think two people could have 
gotten on better. 


Q Did nis «dvice ask to include cuttins -- how toc 
social spending? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION Of FICIAL: Pardon me? 


Q Did the advice asked about cutting government 
spending include -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it was government 
waste and duplication, not necessarily in the area of spending for 
government programs. More in the line of the Grace Commission and 
some of the management programs that we've seen the U.S. administration 
undertake. 


Q That previous question on how they got along and the 
chemistry, that’s not a bad question because when they came out and 
the President was speaking and the Prime Minister was waiting his turn, 
he didn't seem to know what to do with his hands. He ept putting 
in Lis pocket and he kept -- we wondered whether there was some -- he 
had some problem there. (Laughter.) 


53 tnem 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President or the 
Pr.me Minister? 


Q The Prime Minister. I mean, we can show you the 


~~ 
a + 


video tape -- those hands are just like this as he's waiting to speak, 


and we just wondered if there was some nervousness or upset between 
them. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: . can’t comment on why 
he was doing that, if, in fact, he was doing it. However, I migh 
point out -- excuse me -- if I could answer the question. 


~ 


0 Please. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I might point o that 


there was absolutely nothing in the meeting that would have led anyone 
to be uneaiy walking out of it. It was very, very friendly. 


— 


Q Did they talk about sectoralfree trade? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not specifically. Just 
in the sense that trade and investment in Canada was very important, 
especially as a means of Canada making its way out of the economic 
situation that it's in <-- with high unemployment, a deficit nearly 
twice Ours as a percentage of GNP. 


Q Did the Prime Minister make clear he was changing 
FIRA and the National Energy Program? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, he didn't. He 
indicated that he expected to have some initiatives in those areas soon, 
perhaps when he calls Parliament back into session. 


Q And they're meeting for sure now once a year? There's 
an agreement on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's certainly what it 
seemed like to me. The Prasident was very specific in his answer when 
the Prime Minister 
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sucgested yearly meetings. 
Q Anything about hagh interest rates and deficits? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No there wasn't. There 
was a G:scussion of general economic trends and the need to spur 
increased growth in Canada. There were some comments about the 
Strengt= of the American economy and its recovery, but not specifically 
about itterest rates. 


Q Did the Prime Minister suggest how Canada might act 
as a micdle power in sustaining the dialogue with the East bloc? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That was in the context 
of the traditional role that Canada has played, and his desire to 
continue that role. I think those of us who follow the Canadian scene 
understand what the specifics of what that is. He did not go into 
any of chose specifics, though. 


Q Is there any -- 

Q What about acid rain? What did they say? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As I said earlier, i 
was listed as one of those bilateral issues that should be left fo 


further discussion at the ministerial mecting to take place in 
approxirately two and a half weeks. 


t 


9 Well, what did they spend an hour and a half talking 
about? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's -=- excuse me, let 
me finish this one. Pardon me? 


Q Is that what they said you would tell them -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's what Mr. Mulroney 
said when he was talking about a series of issues, yes. 


Q Is there any prospect for any agreement or tangible 
prosress on the ministerial meeting on this particularly touchy s 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll have to wait and 
see. Arter all, it's a new governmer.t; a government that's been in 
power for -- this is the 8th day. a lot of new ministers who are 
getting into their departments. {if think the ministerial meeting -- that 
would be, what, three and a half weeks after they came into power, I 
think it could be a very useful session. 


Q Well, is there any groundwork at this point that would 
lead one to expect tangible results from that meeting on this subject? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we see it as an 
Opportunity to walk through the entire agenda, see where -- what there 
positions are, any changes that <-- they might be considering; to go 
through our positions and see what sort of programs and management 
technicues we can devise at that meeting and after that meeting to 
acdress where we are. We very much sec that as the kick-off. 


Q Were there any differences of view expressed on any 
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subject -- differences of view, or differences of approach on subjects, 
at all? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Prime Minister 
reiterated some comments I believe he had made earlier during the 
campaign about the level of dialogue that existed between the U.S. and 
the Soviet Union over the last few years. During his campaign he 
was encouraging increases in that dialogue, and he reiterated that 
concern -- the concern of the Canadian people regarding the state of 
U.S.-Soviet relations. 


Q Excuse me -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But again, that was in 


avery constructive way, given the Gromyko visit coming up, and 
expectations for that meeting. 





Q The previous Prime Minister was guite critical of 
the way President Reagan conducted East-West relations, and nuclear 
arms control talks. Are you saying that the Prime Minister today was 
just reflecting the views of the Canadians and not his own? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, first of all, 
regarding Mr. Trudeau's approach -- our opinion of the Trudeau peace in- 
itiative was that it was constructive, not that it was critical. 


Q "“Danmit, Pierre,” is constructive? You call that 
remark -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL. That was -- wait -- 
was a different setting. That was at the London Summit. When they 


met here to specifically discuss that initiative, the President's 
guote was that he wished Mr. Trudeau Godspeed in his efforts. So -- 
Q Yes, but that’s not -- (Laughter.) -- it's somewhat 


broader than just Trudeau's peace iniative. I think he did have a 
track record of being fairly critical of the United States in recard 
to East-West relations. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In the years he was in 
power, yes, he did comment. With regard to specifically what Mr. 
Mulroney said, though -- he was talking about his comments <-- Mr. 
Mulroney's comments during the campaign. That's all I'm trying to 
reflect in the meeting. 


Q Was there any indication by the President or the 
Prime Minister that this is a different kind of relationship, now; 
that they agree politically? That he and Trudeau did not? That they 
have a different view of the world? Was there any of that kind of 
talk in the meeting at all? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was not a discussion 
relating to their agreeing politically. It wasn't a discussion, :eally, 
of political philosophy. The discussion did not develop that way. 

When you ask, do we forsee a major change in U.S.-Canada relations -- 
we'll have to wait and see. Our position has been that two or three 
years ago -- U.S.-Canada relations -- there wa* a downturn; but in 

the last few years, especially with Secretary snhu.tz's commitment to 
meet four times a year, things have improved That's been reflected 

on both sides of the border in comments by the Canadian Foreign Minister 
and Canada's Ambassador here to 
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the U.S. So I think we're starting from a much improved situation. 
There's always room for it to improve from there, however. 


Q Well, isn’t it clear the President's just a 
lot happier to have this cquy in power than the person he succeeded? 


T 


I mean, there isn’t any secret about that, is there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All I can tell yo 
is that they got on very well today. I think that bodes well f 
the President's relationship with the Prime Minister. What tha 

means from a historical point of view, I'll leave to the historians. 


Q Can you clarify whether, when Mr. Mulroney was 
praising the President's steel decision, he was praising it be- 
cause it is not protectionist or because it is protectionist? 
(Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: From the Canadian 
point of view, I believe it’s that it was not protectionist. 
There's a very interesting asrect to that. Apor 
ly 11,000 truckloads of steel move from Canada to the U.S. through 
four or five border checkpoints every month. If there were gc 
that had to be imposed at those checkpoints we, in essence, would 
be closing down those checkpoints. So -- 


Q If we -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- from that point 
it continues the present level of steel imports to this countr: 


from Canada and exports to Canada. 


I think you have to note that it's an integrated 
North American steel industry, and I think his comments were a 
reflection of that. 


Q Do we have any information yet as to whether 
the new government will replace Ambassador Gotlieb and his 
writing wife? (Laughter.) 


. 
> 
s@etter- 


Q Or either one of them? (Lauchter.) 
Q One or the other. , 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's really not 
something for me to comment on. 


Q Well, I mean, it is. Do we Know yet whether 
they ‘ve notified us that they're going to change Ambassadors? 
That‘’s all I'm asking. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's been no 
such notification. 


Q Would you expect it? 


SENIOA ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll wait and 
see if it happens. 


Q Mr. Mulroney made a comment about -- 
Q This is a clue, Sam -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse me. If I 


might add one thing here: During the time I've been working on 
Canadian-U.S. relations, my experience has been that Ambassador 
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Gotlieb has been a very effective Ambassador in this town f 
Canadian interests. I think -- 


Q So we don’t want him replaced. (Lauchter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that's a 
reflection of how he's viewed at the State Department. So we're 
certainly not going to be commenting on whatever Mr. Mulroney 
decides to do with his Foreign Service. That's his choice. 


Qo You‘re not in the pay of The Post, are you? 
(Laughter .) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I guarantee you, 
I am not is the pay of The Post. (Laughter.) 


Q On the subject of the yearly meetings, I assume 
yOu mean in -- I assume you mean in addition to the Summit meeting, 
Since the Prime Minister and President do see each other there. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. In 
fact, this may develop along the lines that Secretary Shultz’ 
meetings have developed. Two of the Foreign Ministerial meetings 
are full bilateral, multilateral agenda meetings, last the petter 
part of two days, one in this country, one in Canada. The other 
two quarterly meetings take place on the periphery of multilateral 
events, like the ASEAN meeting in Dikarta, Indonesia a few months 
back or one of the NATO Ministerial, something like that, where 
they'll meet for a shorter period of time. 


I suspect that if this works out the way we -- the 
way it might possibly work out, we could have one meeting between 
the President and Prime Minister, followed by, perhaps, something 
bilaterally at the Economic Summit. 


Q Well, would the President go to Ot 
and -- Are we tasking about President Reagan going to 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You're raising a 
protocol question and those certain kincs of meetings have to be 
exchanged from one country to another country and s° perhaps it 
would be -- 


MR. SIMS: Last question, please, sir. 


Q Mulroney made a remark about not being subservient. 
Did anything like that come up in the meeting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I’m not familiar 
with that remark. 


Q His remarks with -- at the Astronaut ceremony, 
he talked about refurbishing the relationship, but not being 
sutservient, but a maturity of the relationship. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it was vory 
Clear from the meeting that Mr. Mulroney is going to be a <= the 
Prime Minister is going to be a very active and effective advocate 
of Canadian concerns. He comes across in a very precise and assertive 
way. 


Q ‘But did he make remarks along those lines in 
the meeting, suggesting that we'd like to get aloag, but you should 
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uncerstanc we're not going to be subservient? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OF FICIAI He did noe ~% ‘ 
» + ~ : ~ = > 4 *-.- =» 
touch that. 
THE PRESS snank you 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
MAURLIIAN INVESTMENT MISSLON 
TUESDAY SEPTEMBER 25 1984 2.42 PM 


SENLOR DEPARIMENT OFFLCTIAI Well. Ll'ma little 
suror i sec that Je? Nave tnree people here who are intere<cstedg in 
Maurit ius Maurit lus 1s nor wel | know) DY people iti this 


country 


This mornina the Department of State welcomed the 
first ever Mauritius dDUusiINess MISS1LOF or delegation to the US 
THis Mission, sponsored jointly by the Department of State and 
the Commerce Department and in cooperation with the United 
states Lntormation Agency is the second in a series of 
Dusiness Missions to the US from select African countries 
designed to assist in the promotion of business opportunities 
in Aatrica 


Mauritiu ne of 17 countries which have been 
targeted tor strengthening trade and investment activities 
hetween the U S arc ountries in the Africa region 
Mauritius as vou know is a small island state in the 
southwest lndian Ocear with a population of approximately one 
nillion people lt 1s multi-racial cONsisting of 
approximately 68 percent Indian Asian Indian 27 percent 

reole Chinese represent three percent, and approximately two 


pers mn? of the populat mm 18S French 

It has had a multi-party parliamentary svstem oft 
government Since i? a hieved indeper ior _ if) 1968 
independence was achieved trom Great B8ritain 


Within the past three years, Mauritius has conducted 
two general elections and peacetully transferred political 
power from one political party to another This 18 rare in the 
developing world and demonstrates Mauritius’ political maturity 
and inherent political stability 


As a moderate-income developing ountry the 


per-capita income is approximately $1350 Mauritius has 
emphasized trade as opposed to aid for development In that 
regard the private sector plays a vital role in facilitating 
the country's economic development [heretore, we are 
delighted to host the Mauritian Investment Mission Lt 18 an 


excellent opportunity to familiarize the U.S Dusiness 
community with opportun. ties in Mauritius and to promote 


increased economic contacts 

















The importance of the mission for Mauritius is 
underscored and demonstrated by the fact that the Deputy Prime 
Minister of Mauritius, Sir Gaetan Duval, is heading the 
delegation The mission will participate ina series of 
briefings at the Department of State, which began this morning, 
and includes the Overseas Private Investment Corporation, the 
Department of Commerce, the Special U.S. Trade Representative, 
AID, and the Ex—Im Bank 


This afternoon they will meet with the U.S. Chamber of 
Commerce, and they are currently meeting with the Fditorial 
Board of the The Washington Times 


Assistant Crocker and I hosted a luncheon for the 
mission on the Eighth Floor of the State Department this 
afternoon, and later on Mr. Crocker will be meeting with th» 
Deputy Prime Minister for discussions of a political and 
economic nature 





Ur Wednesday, September 26th, the African Studies 
Program at Georgetown Center for Strategic and International 
Studies will host a conference on Mauritius entitled "Economy: 
and Political Priorities in the Mid-1980s." At lunch. Sir 
Gaetan Duval will speak on political trends in Mauritius and 
the [Indian Ocean 


fhe mission will then fly on Thursday to New York for 
a program being arrangea by USLA, including a luncheon at 
Citibank 


During the second week, the delegation wiil meet with 
American Dbusinessmen interested in investing in Mauritius ihe 
Commerce Department in particular has arranged a series of 
appointments around a number of specific investment proposals, 
or projects, which were submitted by the Mauritian business 
community about two months in advance of their arrival this 
past weekend 


The program will end officially on Friday, October 
Sth, in Hartford, Connecticut, where the Equator Bank is 
hosting a session with the American business comaunity We 
hope -- in fact, we expect-- that the program will help to 
promote increased contracts in trade, investment, and tourism 
between the United States and Mauritius 


lf you have any questions, I'd be very happy to try 
and answer them 














Q What 1s the primary trade in which they are 
interested in the United States? 


a Well, as you know, Mauritius exports sugar to the 
United States as well as textiles, primarily in the form of 
knitwear They have lobbied for some time, unsuccessfully, to 
have the quota, or quotas, raised in both instances we 


anticipate that the trade agreement between the U.S. and 
Mauritius will be renegotiated, or up for renegotiation, in 
about a year; and at that time those particular issues will] be 
addressed 


Ihey also export to the States jewelry, eyeglass 
frames They are interested in the possibility of joint 
ventures in athletic shoes, various types of fishing equipment 
anc a number of other specific investments of a fairly major 
nature that LI don't have at my fingertips at this moment 


There 15 a trade imbalance between Mauritius and the 
U.S We are buying much more from Mauritius than thev are 
buying from us 


Q Do yru have a figure on that, please? 


a [ can glve you some Figures Well, let's take 
1983 


In 1983, we exported 8.5 million dollars worth of 


eguipment to Mauritius Mauritius exported to the U.S 3] ) 
million dollars 


[hus far, from January 1984 to June, our exports to 
Mauritius total 3.8 million and From Mauritius to the U.S 
20.8 


Oo, aS you can see, there 1s a substantial trade 
imba.ance 


Q How many people are involved in the mission and 
who do they represent? Are they all government officials? 


a There are approximately ten members of the 
delegation I have a list of the delegation here, if you'd 
like to have a copy 


As I indicated, Sir Gaetan Duval, the Deputy Prime 
Minister, is heading up the delegation 

















We also have the Permanent Secretary, Ministry of 
Industry, Mr. Philippe Kin. 


The remaining members of the delegation are all from 
the private sector They represent the Chamber of Commerce, 
the Mauritian Exports Development and Investment Authority, 
President of the Mauritius Export Processing Zone, Managing 
Directors of a number of the leading industries So it is 
heavily weighted in favor of the private sector 


Do you estimate - 15 this based on general 
fact-finding or do you expect some agreement in some way to 
result from this trip, specific results? 


a We do not anticipate any agreements of an 
official bilateral nature to transpire The reason that we 
received quite a number -- about a dozen -- investment 


proposals two months prior to the delegations arriving was $0 
that we could arrange very specific business appointments for 
members of the delegation We have placed emphasis on trying 
to facilitate the business delegation's ability to transact 
business 


Of course, in @ two-week period of time we do not 
fully expected that any deals will be consummated; but, at 
least, the dialogue, the negotiating process, will have beer 
initiated 


We have had discussion of an intormal nature with the 
Government of Mauritius over the past year and a half with 
respect to a Bilateral Investment Treaty, which is a Treaty 
brought about during this Administration designed to provide to 
the American business community greater protection, if you 
will, in terms of doing business in developing countries 


'O date, within the Africa orbit, we have negotiated 
successfully treaties with Senegal and Zaire 


We are in various stages of negotiations with 
approximately five other countries in sub-Saharan Africa, and 
we fully expect that within the next year or so we might 
perhaps have a Bilateral Investment Treaty with Mauritius 


Q ls it receiving what type of economic support 
funds, or what have you, at this point? 


A Mauritius does receive aid from the U.S 
Government, appreximately about two million a year annually 

















SECOND SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL [his year there 
will be a special reprogramming deal 


4 There will be a special reprogramming of another 
two million dollars of economic security assistance funds to 
Mauritius So we will have a total of about four million 


dollars going to Mauritius in Ff '85 It's a fairly modest aid 
program, as you can see 


Q What are “economic security funds"? 


4 Economic security assistance funds are used 
primarily to help a country, such as Mauritius wrich has had, 
like most African countries, some economic difficulties brought 
about by the worldwide recession and a lower of the demand for 
their commodities [It helps to stabilize their economies, to 
some extent 


Q [heir insecurity just caught my ear, because it 
is their economic 


A Their economic tunds 

Q assistance tunds Yes 

MODERATOR It's ESf economic support funds 

fe) Support, not security ['m sorry If L said 


“security,” that was a misrepresentation on my part 


Q Are there any plans tor an American trade mission 
to go to Mauritius later? 


A We have talked about a reciprocal delegation to 
Mauritius. but no specific plans have been advanced at this 
point In fact, the Mauritius Government, when 1] visited there 


a year ago, pressed us to bring a delegation. or to take a 
delegation, to Mauritius first; but we decided to do it the 
other way around since Mauritius is not that well known in this 
country 

So that is a possibility in the future 

QO.K.? 


[hank you 


(Whereupon, at 2:46 p.m., the BACKGROUND briet ing was 
concluded. ) 
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PRESS BRIEFING 
BY 
SECRETARY OF STATE GEORGE SHULTZ 


The Briefing Room 
2:30 P.M. EDT 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: President Reagan had a useful and 
intense interchange of views with the Foreign Minister and First 


Deputy Prige Minister, Mr. Gromyko. The meeting lasted around an 
hour and a half altogether, including the working luncheon, and it 





was -- 

Q How long? 

Q How long, sir? 

Q -- three and a half hours -- 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: Three and a half hours -- is that what 
I said? 

Q You said one hour and a half -- 

Q You said one and a half. 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: Thank you. Well, I always look to the 
press to keep things accurate. (Laughter. ) 


Q Ohhhhhh. 


Q That's why we're here. 

Q When -- when did you start doing that? 
Q Am I glad there not <-- (Laughter. ) 

Q Go ahead, sir. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The meeting was a very strong personal 
interchange between two individuals. And while some others had 
occasional things to say, it was very basically a meeting between two 
men. 


The President's purpose was to pit forward to Mr. 
Gromyko, representing the top level of the Scviet leadership, the 
President's view that we need to have a more constructive 
relationship between the United States and the Soviet Unicn;: and to 
express the many ways, again, that he believes this can be done. 


And through this lengthy interchange and conversation, I 
feel sure that, from the President's point of view, and our point of 
view, ‘his position that we have was made clear. 


So, I'll be glad to take your questions. 


Q Sir, can you tell us how Mr. Gromyko reacted to this 
position that you just outlined? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I think you have to ask Mr. 


Grogyko for his reactions. I'm not going to try to characterize 
them, except to say that from our standpoint, 
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it was a very strong and useful interchange, and Mr. Gromyko, of cours 
expressed his views very powerfully and aggressively, as he always doe 
And the President listened to him carefully. 


° Was there any -- 

. What was the agenda -- what did they talk about, 
and what do you mean “strong”? What do you mean by “str . 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: Forceful and direct. So that -- there 
was a desire, I think, on the part of both parties to try to be as 
clear as possible and not to dress up a subject at all. , these 


discussions were very direct. It started with the President maki~- 
a statement of his views, and then Mr. Gromyko made a statement o: 

his, and then the interchange started, and as I say. carried on through 
the lunch period. 


9 What was the subject: 

. Mr. Secretary, you use the word "intens« Are y 
Suggesting that they argued? was the atmosphere angry? 

SECRETARY §& ‘ st wasn't ang? it was if 
deliberate and businesslike throughout. But, by intense, I mean that 
pot! ren wer e re< ll ¥ ci ,249CU + ti is Y f ve I < at . n ana wt ‘ .. t 

1% } * ne he , 
think, fully aware w & the " rtar ce t it 1 Ze > , s t it ‘ 
it was a strong and intense interchange 

2 Mr. Secretary, did anythir -- di anyt é 
out of this meeting that would lead to further meetings between either: 
you and Mr. Gromyko or the President and Mr. Gromyko, or a summit 
y y ) 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: ine objective he presi t was ¢t 
put forward his view, which would continue ¢t be his view if he is 
reelected, and as far as an stcome is concerned, at the end, f cour ; 
as I think the President said as he was leaving, we acreed ¢t stay i 
couch and I'm sure that we will. 

e Mr. Secretary, was there anything %t of this meetis 


that would lead you to think that there would be a likelihood of the 
Soviets returning to any of the arms talks, or of talks 


‘ ~<« > De inning n 
the space weapons? 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: i don't « to try to predict the 
Start of any particular talks. rhe ob) wasn’t to try t : 
any particular thing of that kind, ut to try ¢t s@ar the air t 


general issues involving where we think this : 
invoiving the importance of coming ¢t i 

immense nuclear arsenals and doing something to reduce them -- th 
broad and very significant questions. Question of preventing the 
militarization of outer space and issues of that kind were all discussed 
in the course of the meetingc. 


Q Do you think the relationship was changed as a 
result of this conversation, or these conversations today? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, it remains to be seen, f cours« 


I would -- was -- I'd have to say, very impressed with the 

















spicit and knowledge and intensity of the President's discussion, and 
I think it simply must have come through -- 


Q Sounds like -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: -- that this was aman -alking with 
great conviction and a sense of importance of what he said. 


Q Mr. Secretary did Mr. Gromyko respond either 
positively or negatively to any of the specific suggestions that the 
President made in his United Nations speech? Number one. And number 
two: Can you tell us a little bit about the session that the two mer 
had alone in the Oval Office when the rest of you headed off for 
lunch? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There were some references to the 


President's UN speech, but I don't want to characterize it beyond 
that. 


The brief meeting that the two men had alone was 
something that the President wished to do, and he had some things 


that he wanted to say privately to Mr. Gromyko. And that's as much 
as I care to say about it. 


Q -- you know what they were -- 
Q -- were discussed, Mr. Secretary? 
Q Mr. Secretary, was there anything that you heard 


there -- any suggestion from the Soviets, any surprises about 
anything that Mr. Gromyko had to say that suggested something that 
you didn't already «know or hadn't heard before? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I think that an interchange like 
this is always an educational thing for all parties. And I felt 
privileged to have been there. But I can't put my finger on some 
particular insight that I'd care to single out. 


Q Mr. Secretary, did you detect any change of 
positions on the Soviets’ part on anything? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The object wasn't to test out a 
question of their position on this, that or the other, but rather to 
set out general objectives and the confidence of the President in 
wishing to try to obtain those objectives, to put behind that 
confidence, as he did in his UN speech, the many substantive 
suggestions that are out there for negotiation and discussion as well 


as the procedural ideas that were contained in the President's UN 
speech. 


Q What do you mean by “stay in touch,’ Mr. Secretary? 
Does that mean there are no specific plans for any further meetings? 
Does that mean that the idea the President had for multi-level, 
Cabinet-level exchanges was not accepted? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, there are all sorts of ways to 
stay in touch. And just exactly how this will come about remains to 
be seen. Of course, we have regular and continuing dialogue at the 
Ambassadorial level, both Ambassador Hartman in Moscow and with 
Ambassador Dobrynin here. And that represents a continuing vehicle 
for organizing any further discussions that might be needed. 











Q -- nothing came out of this? 
Q Me. Secretary, you said yesterday at the United Nations 
that yo" were sad and disappointec at Mr. Gromyko’s speech. You said 
that, as the President had said several days before, that the United 


States would 
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continue to try to get the Soviet Union to behave in a constructive 
way in international relations in the cause of peace. And I want to 
recall that to you. Do you believe that this meeting today in any 
way advanced the cause of peace? Wasn't Gromyko constructive? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: In my Opinion, the meeting definitely 
advanced the cause of peace and I think when you have a genuine and 
intense ciscussion between two people at the top of these two most 
important governments, and it is a genuine, calm, Dusinesslike, but 
intense discussion, that's sure to be helpful. 


Q Did it clear the air, as far as you're concerned? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, clear the air -- there are lots 
of -- there's lots of distrust, there's lots of apprehension, there's 
lots of differences of opinion, and 1 don't think one discussion is 
going to clear the air completely. But I think it undoubtedly made 
some progress in that direction. 


Q Mr. Secretary, the Foreign Minister, in his speech 
at the UN, said that the United States would have to back its words 
with concrete deeds. Is that still the Soviets’ position, and is it 
still his view that the United States has to do something ir certain 
aceas for the Soviets will reciprocate? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think both the United States and the 
Soviet Union -- although I'll only speak for the United States -- 
feel that what counts is what is done, deeds. And that is why, as 
the President has approached this relationship, right from the 
beginning of his administration, he has concentrated on substantive 
matters. And by this time, there is a very long list of substantive 
suggestions, proposals, treaties. And he added some in his UN 
speech. So I think that it's perfectly correct to focus on deeds, 
not that the general atmosphere that can be created by discussions 
isn't a positive thing to do. But the essence of the matter is what 
is actually going to be done. 


Q Ace both sides going to follow this meeting now with 
some deeds? 


SECRETARY SIiULTZ: The agreement at the end of the 
luncheon was that we will stay in touch, and how one side or the 
other will come to gripe with specific suggestions will emerge fr 
that process. But I remind you that from the arer of nuclear 
armaments to space to chemical war*are to confidence-building 
measures to nuclear tests sites, there is a wide array of substantive 
proposals -- deeds, if you will <= that the United States, the 


President has put on the table for the consideration of the Soviet 
Union. 


| Mr. Secretary, is it fair to sum up by saying that 
the two men spoke forcefully about their known 
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positions, and that nothing is really likely to come in any concrete 
fashion until after the election? . 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, that wouldn't be sy summary, no. 
I don't know just when further discussions may take pace. 


Q What about the first part? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, you caught we so much at the 
end, that you'll have to repeat the first part -- but I'll think I'll 
stand on a summary. I've been trying to summarize in the brief 
statement I made in the beginning and in response to your questions. 


Q Did the President raise human rights? 


Q Do you think the President's attitude about the 
Soviets has changed at all as a result of his personal meeting with 
Mr. Gromyko? He's been pretty hardline toward the Soviets in the 
past. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, the President has consistently 
had a -- a set of ideas that have guided his policy. And they've 
really been pretty consistent throughout his Presidency. He has, 
from the beginning, insisted that we have to be realistic about the 
differences between our systems and other aspects of Soviet behavior. 
He has, from the beginning, been consistent in saying that we must be 
-- build our strength, our military, our economic, our spirit -- and 
he has said from the beginning that we also must be ready to 
negotiate. And there is an interplay among those three things, and 
that remains the case today. And I don't think the President has 
changed at all during the course of this period. Right now, 
particularly given the fact that many of the problems that were 
present at the start of hie administration have been dealt with, or 
are in the process of being dealt with, certainly there is a great 


emphasis on the igportance of negotiation about the many overriding 
issues that are before us. 


\s Mr. Secretary -- 


Q Did the President raise human rights in any fashion 
to the Foreign Minister? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Yes. 


Q How did he do that? 
Q Question, sir? 
Q What was the question? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well the President -- the question 
was: Did the President raise human rights? -- and the answer is: 
Yes, he did, certainly. And I think, again, the President has said 
from the beginning that in all meetings with the Soviet Union, this 
subjec*® will be raised; and he did so. 

Q Sakharov? 


Q Can you tell us what he said -- can you elaborate in 
any way? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, i th'i.t it -- I just will <- 
Q Sakharov? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: -<-- be glad to give you subjects that 
were talked about, but as to the content individually -- 
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0 Sakharov? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: -- I'sf not going to give the naszes 
that he mentioned or anything of that kind. 


Q Mr. Shultz, do you think that this seeting will help 
President Reagan for his reelection? (Laughter. ) 


Q Ahhhhhh. (Laughter. ) 


Q Now there's an interesting question -- 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: i have no idea. (Laughter. ) That's 
not my field. From the standpoint of the -- but from the standpoint 


of this meeting, it is a meeting that the President and | started 
talking about some tige ago. The President has thought about the 
substance of it very carefully -- 
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undertook it in the spirit of a person, a human being who is 
President of the United States and who is dealing, as he deals with 
the Soviet Union, with matters of overriding importance. So, it 
was, as I’ve said, a very ser‘ous, businesslike but intense meeting 
Jominated by important substance throughout. 


Q Mr. Secretary -- 

S) Mr. Secretary -- 

MR. SPEAKES: Let's take George and -- 

Q Did this meeting -- 

MR. SPEAKES: -- Maureen and Helen and close there. 
w Did this meeting cover -- 


MR. SPEAKES: George. 
Q Would you ].st the subjects? Just list the 
subjects that they covered. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, a great deal of the ti 
was spent, at the beginning, on stating views and having discussion 
of these overriding issues of the nature of our relationship, 
where is it heading, the importance of dealing with the nuclear 
threat and things of that kind. So, it was, in a sense, phil- 

sophic, but, nevertheless, connected ¢t verriding issues. And 
both men discussed that, and I don’t recall just how much time, in 
total. was spent on that. 


There was a considerable amount of time spent discuss 
in particular, but not negotiating about, just discussing the prob- 
lems of nuclear weapons and what could be done about them. 


There was some discussion of regional issves and 
particularly the iran-Irac situation, the situation in Lebanon 
and the Palestinian issues. So, those were basically the kinds 
of topics covered. nd, as I said earlier, the President expiict- 
ly did bring up the problems of human rights concerns. 


*) Was there anything on which they agreed and 
if so, could you itemize? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I said that they agreed t« 
keep in touch. And that was the -- 


0 Was that it, in terms of -- 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: -- the end point. Ang I think that 
at the end of an intense discussion like this, sat’*s not the rt 
of thing where you agree, "All right. We'll do X, Y and Zz." But 
rather that an effort .as been made, on both sides, I'm sure, ! 
know from the President's side, ¢t jet across, on a very personal 
level, his own conviction 


iS anc Ais Own views and depth of feelir 
about this subject. And, at least from my perspective, he did a 
very good job of it. 





. Why did he want to talk to Gromyko alone? And 
what -- Do you think it was to convey this personal view of his? 
Over and beyond the official -- 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: He had some things -- points that 
he wanted to make to Mr. Gromyko alone, and he did it that way be- 
cause he felt that just two individuals, all by themselves in a 
room, even though the others of us who were sitting around were 
not too numerous, nevertheless, there's something about a close 
one-to-one statement that perhaps carries special weight. And 
so he had some things that he wanted to give that weight to. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 2:50 P.M. EDT 























DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEF LNG 
FOLLOWLEG MEETING BETWEEN 
SECRETARY OF STATE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
AND 
FOREIGN MINISTER ANDREL GROMYKO 
SATURDAY, SEPTEMBER 29, 1984, 1:35 P. &. 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, everybody. We're OW 
BACKGROUND, attributable to senior American oific als. 


FLEST SENLOR AMERICAN OFFICIAL: As you know, the 
meeting took place in the Adams Room today on the 8th floor 
“4c. Gromyko arrived about 10:00 o'clock. He was met at the C 
Street entrance by Secretary Burt and Ambassador Hartman. Went 
up in the elevator to the 8th floor. Was met at the doors by 
the Secretary The Secretary escorted Mr. Gromyko and his 
party into the Adams Room. They each had a glass of orange 
juice in front of the blazing Log fire. 


They then went into the Jefferson Room for the pheto 
opportunity where you gent lemen am 1 stealing all your go 
stuff? (Laughter) 


Q Do you have more of this? 


A The format was the same as in Wew York There 
was a table They met four on four. The Secrelary sat 
directly opposite Mr. Gronyko There was a white tablecloth 
over the table Couple of jugs of water on the table Side 
table: coffee, orange juice and sweet rolls 


The Secretary, both before and after the meeting, 
showed Mr. Gromyko a number of the relics, if that's the 
correct word, in that room, including the 


Q Conger wouldn't Like that 


A including the desk used by Jefferson, the desk 
ou which allegedly the Declaration of Independence was written 


As you know, the Secretary came down, saw Mr. Gromyko 
ott He then calied the President, had a call of around 10.11 
minutes with the President The President ’s at Camp David. 
Then the only cemaining event of the afternoon is that Deputy 


























Secretary Dam will escort Mr. Gromyko to the airport later this 
afternoon when he takes off. 


Q Do you have a time on that? 
’ 1 don't have a time on that, unless 
SECOND SENLOR AMERICAN OFFICIAL: Around 5:00 o'clock. 
, Around 5:00, somewhere around there 
Q That is a Soviet plane, right? An Aeroflot plane? 
A Lt's a Soviet plane. 
Q Why is Secretary Dam going? 
A L think Deputy Secretary Dam met Mr. Gromyko, 
rode in with him, and L think it's considered appropriate that 


he will cide out with him. 


We're still OW BACKGROUND This is all still 
attcibutable to senior American officials 


SECOND SENLOR AMERLCAN OFFICIAL: 1 brought (my 
colleague) along to give me a Little help against this group 


L think L will just make a few opening comments One 
would be that today's meeting was principally designed to wrap 
up threads that were Left dangling after yesterday's meeting 
between the President and Mr. Gromyko 


As such, it was a constructive, useful meeting and, if 
we put this meeting in the broader context of the President's 
meeting yesterday and the meeting with Mr. Gromyko and the 
Secretary of State earlier this week in Wew York, then we get 
over eight and a half hours of rigorous give and take on nearly 
every global and bilateral issue which produced an agreement on 
a process of follow-up exchanges between the two sides 


L*' tl be happy to answer your questions 


Q At what Level will this be? 
A Just say that 1 don't want to go into details 
about follow-on follow-up exchanges other than to say it 


will Likely occur at a variety of Levels. 











Q And what's different about that than what was 
taking place, and what has been described by you and others as 
quite a 


A L'm not trying 


Q large array? 
A Ali L'm saying lL mean, you're asking me what 
is the same or what's different. ALL Ll am saying is that these 


extensive discussions at the highest levels this week produced 
a agreement that there should be follow-up discussions. 


We thought these discussions were very useful, and we 
think the further discussions on a range of different issues 
will be useful. 


Q Can 1 just follow that up a bit? The President 
was rather specific in his U.N. speech in proposing a number of 
different venues for talks, including what he called an 
“umbrella framework" for arms control issues, as well as what 1 
thought was going on anyway, kind of expert. level discussions 
on regional issues. 


ls there any when you're talking about an agrecment 
on a process of follow-up, are you including these kinds of 
proposals in that, or is it just more routine foreign 
office embassy contacts? 


A First of all, L would go back and Look at the 
President's speech on the regional discussions. He talked 
about regional exchanges at the political Level That could 
involve experts; there wasn't just expert discussion You 
should go back and take a Look at the Language. 


Bul what L am not going to do is go through a 
checklist of proposals that the President made 


Q Could you 


A Wait, Let me finish and tell you how the 
Soviets reacted to each of those proposals. But 1 think that 
it is fair to say that those proposals were discussed today and 
in the earlier sessions, and we hope that the Soviet Union will 
come to recognize they are alli useful proposals, and that they 
will go forward 


We have given the Soviet Union a set of channels for 
enhanced dizlogue: on regional problems, on arms control 
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problems, on what might be called the “philosophical Level" of 
the future of the overall relationship in this so-called 
“umbrella proposal.” 


We hope that the Soviet Union will respond. And the 
real purpose of the sessions this week was to give the Soviet 
Union the background of our thinking on all of these issues so 
that Mc. Gromyko can take the message that he heard from the 
President and the Secretary of State back to Moscow, report to 
the other members of the Politburo presumably Mr. Chernenko 

and that over time we will see a more responsive Soviet 
Union. 


MOREL 

















Q Sir, Secretary Shultz said when he came down that the 
agreement to keep in touch, which L assume is what you're 
talking about here, was among other things that they agreed 
on. What were the other things that he was referring to? 


A lL don't want to again, L'm not going to -- L'm 
not able to go into too much detail on the specifics of their 
discussions. 1 think and 1 heard Secretary Shultz 1 
think what he was saying, that among other things in the 
meeting, there was this agreement to stay in touch. 


Q Oh, L see. Lt was not among other agreements? 


A Again, 1 can't Ll haven't seen the transcript. 
This is my this is what 1 heard But you wani to go back 
and play your tape again. 


Q Yesterday when Secretary Shultz gave his readout, 
he said that what you had agreed on was to keep in touch, and 
when he was asked about whether there was a specific sort of 
mechanism for doing that, he said, “Wo.” 


Are you saying now that today you have agreed on 
something that is more specific than the vague “keeping in 
touch" that would make this go forward in a kind of steady 
process? 

A We would lite to see more regular, steady 
discussions and conversations with the Soviet Union, and there 
was some discussion of how best to do that. 

Q But did they say yes or no? 


A L'm not going to say more than that. 


lL said that there was agreement on a process ot 
follow-on conversations. 


Q What does that mean when you say there was an 
agreement, and now you won't say whether they agreed to it or 
not? 

a lL did. 1 thought 1 said that. 

Q It's double talk. 

A L thought 1 eaid that. 

Q No. You said there was an agreement on the 


process of follow-up, and when Joanna asked whether the Soviets 
had agreed to a regular process, you said, as 1 understood you 








A I said -- I said that there was agreement. 
Q But they have agreed now to a regular process? 


A 1 said that there is agreement on a process of 
follow-up conversations. 


Q But that does not -- you're not implying that 
there's agreement on the President's proposal for high-level 
exchanges? 


A What I said on that -- and 1 just reiterate -- is 
that we hope the Soviet Union will take those proposals and 
find them in their interest to respond positively. 


Q What's the distinction? 


Q We're all confused here. What's the distinction 
here? 


a (My colleague) is going to help me out. 
Let me just try to 


THIRD SENLOR AMER : 
make the distinction. As as one who has 


participated in ‘the process, IL give you an impression that 
after these three days of talks, we are going to have a more 
rigorous exchange. How it's organized, exactly what the 
channels are, that remains to be decided, but it's my clear 
impression from those meetings that this will be a 
thoroughgoing exchange that we're going to have with them, and 
both sides agree to this. 





Q And this includes arms con:rol questions? 


SECOND SENLOR AMERICAN OFFICIAL: IL think the 
assumption is yes, that it includes all the topics that were 
addressed this week. 


Q Without being specific, but was there a 
discussion about a possible follow-up meeting at the minister 
level, assuming the President is re-elected, or is that Left 
pending for the obvious reason that there's an election coming 
up? 


A I don't want to comment on that. 
Q Can I ask about one other thing the Secretary 


said? He said the follow-up, the keeping in touch, would be 
done carefully, not casually. 











A What? Sorry. 
Q 1 don't understand what that means. 
A Well, what L think he meant 


Q Yow (your colleague) used the word “rigorous.” 
L'm trying to get an idea what 


A Well, what L think the Secretary meant was, is 
that both sides recognized and agreed this morning that there 
had been a tremendous amount of dialogue this week and that the 
next step that was really necessary was for both sides to sit 
down by themselves and think through the implications of the 
fact of the meetings as well as the substance of the exchanges; 
and that's what is meant by both “careful and rigorous,” that 
we will want to study what was said 


Q Did you hear 


A so that we can build on this week's 
conversations. 


Q Did you hear anything from the Soviets this week 
that Leads you to believe there has been any change in the 
Soviet attitude toward the U.S. or the Soviet policy on 
questions Like removing missiles from Europe or anything of 
that sort of, that kind of substance, or was the discussion 
primarily on the ways to talk? 


A L think it's important No. The discussion was 
on ways to talk, but the discussion was principally on what to 
talk about and the substance of what our differences are. 

Q Sir 

A But Ll mean 1 think that before 1 say, even OW 
BACKGROUND, what. we saw is new or not new, IL think we do want 


to go through this process of careful evaluation. 


Q Sic, was any progress made in these talks towards 
resuming atms control negotiations of any kind? 


A lL hope so. 1 hope so. 
Q Does that mean that you don't know?. 


Q One specific thing that was missing 

















A lt just means that 1 hope so. 


Q in Gromyko's speech and in some of his 
contacts with other people, especially in New York, was the 
moratorium demand. Do you sense, without necessarily 
addressing that specifically, flexibility on the Soviet side in 
moving back toward arms control talks? 


A L think it was very healthy that after a period 
in which the Soviet Union appeared unwilling to address nuclear 
weapons issues that there was a good give and-take on these 
subjects, both with the President and the Secretary of State 
That was a healthy, positive development: that we talked about 
the problem of nuclear weapons and how to control then. 


Q Did you also taik procedurally about how best to 
resume negotiations? In what lL mean, the President made 
some specific proposals 


A The issue of how to get back to the negotiating 
table was brought up 1 think that's obvious 


lt*s clear that it is our desire, and it cemains our 
desire, to get negotiations underway We continue to believe 
that the Soviet walk out from the Geneva negotiations was 
unwarranted 


Q But the question is, did these eight and a half 
hours of talks bring both sides any cioser to 


A We will have to see. We will have to see 
Again, 1 answered this question before L think it's healthy 
that there was a primary subject in the exchanges in all the 


meetings this week was the problem of nuclear weapons 
>» 


(MORE ) 











Q Before the week began, there was a lot of 
uncertainly as to why Mr. Gromyko accepted tnese meetings. Do 
you know any more now about the reasons for going through with 
this? 

a Ho, and 1 think he'll have to answer that 
question when he gets around to going down those thousand 
questions. 

Q Can you say enything about the Vienna talks? 

A Sorry? 


Q Can you say anything about the Vienna talks, the 
status of them? Hac ‘hat changed at all as a result of this 


Q The non militerization of space 
Q Excuse me? 


A Oh, you mean the you're not talking about the 
MBFR; you're talking about the 


Q No, the Vienna space or other issues talks, 
whatever you want to call them? 





Ly Just that, clearly, that subject is related to 
the nuclear weapons problem, and that relationship and that 
overall subject was addressed. 


Q Did the Soviets agree that it was related to the 
muclear weapons subject? 


a Well, again, L*m going to follow what 1 think is 
our position on this and not describe what the Soviet position 
is on any of these things. 


Q Has anything changed, L'm asking, in the status 
of those talks? 


a L think that we want to what we'l! want to do 
is go carefully over these discussions 


Q Can 1 be more specific? Yesterday, the White 
House, OW BACKGROUND, was saying that in the discussion with 
4c. Gromyko the President drew attention to the line in his 
speech where he said if these talks on outer space took place, 
we could the U.S. would be willing to discuss restcaints and 
that sort of thing 1 just wondered, did 


a Well, first of all, you're asking me to comment 
on what | saw as a statement in the press by an unidentified 
source. I'm not going to do that. 
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And, secondly, L'm not going to describe what the 
Soviet position was. 





Q That's not what 1 was going to ask you. I was 
going to ask you whether today there was a more specific 
discussion in other words, were there any proposals 
exchanged, and that sort of thing? 


A L said there were some threads from yesterday's 
meeting which were addressed in today's session. 


Q Based on the Soviet attitude about holding 
umbrella talks, wha’ is the Administration's position on 
perhaps appointing an individual to oversee all sorts of arms 
control negotiations? 


a Well, L'm not aware of any Administration 
position on that subject 


Q What about the Soviet attitude on the umbrella 
talks? 


A Sorry? 
Q The idea of thece broad 
A We would hope that the Soviet Union would agree 


to this proposal. We see it as an excellent way of getting 
back to the negotiations on offensive arms. 





Q Do you expect anything from this follow-up 
process coming out before the Wovember elections? 


A You're asking me to predict what might happen in 
the future, and I can't say. We would Like things to develop 
as quickly as possible, but it's impossible to say. 


Q Did these eight and half hours of discussions 
produce any progress whatsoever in any of the other niggling 
areas of bilateral problems, such as cultural agreement, 
Aerotlot, that sort of thing? 


bt The bilateral issues in the relationship were 
addressed, but I think it's fair to say that the issues of 
nuclear weapons and arms control and regional problems took 
precedence. .But these problems came up, and we would Like to 
see some progress in the bilateral relationship. And we hope 
that as a result of these meetings there will be further 
progress. 














ll 


Q Let me try this, either you or (your cc league). 
As 1 see what you're saying is that there was an agreement on 
some kind of process in which the Soviets would get back to 
you, and presumably you would get back to the Soviets, on 
different ideas that were exchanged. Because you said you 
hoped that they would be agreeable to this and that. 


ls this process more than just Gromyko talking to 
Ambassador Hartman? 


a What L would say is this, Bernie: The 
fundamental objective of this week's meetings was to give Mr. 
Gromyko an opportunity to hear from the Precident himself, as 
well as from the Secretary of State, our views in detail on the 
most pressing problems of our time. That was the key objective. 


Wow if that produces a Soviet decision to re engage in 
a constructive dialogue with us, that will be an important 
achievement. But that, really, is up to the Soviets in their 
own decision making process. We can't predict how they're 
g0ing to assess what they were told this week and how well 
they’re even able to assess what they were told this week. 


We would hope that this would produce a series of 
exchanges on a variety of levels covering several different 
issues Like arms control, regional disagreements. But the 
important point is that we got our view across. 


Q But Let me just clarify one thing. Are you 
saying that prior to any resumption of talks, either in Geneva 
or Vienna or anywhere else, it is Likely that there will be a 
continued exploration at a high Level, on a one-to-one basis, 
of some of these issues? in other words, is there more work to 
be done in your sense, are you suggesting, before 


A 1 gGon’t know. 1 just don't know. 


a FIRST SENLOR AMERICAN OFFICIAL: Let's take a 
couple more questions One over here. 


Q So you say that you hope that the Soviet Union 
would cespond and wou'd be involved in a constructive 
dialogue. So this was not part of that dialogue you are 
talking about? We are still yet waiting for that kind of 
dialogue? Thic week's meetings were pact of that dialogue? 


a Wo, we felt that this week's meetings were 
constructive. But we have made other proposals, more focused 
proposals, to address different subjects, and it's clear we 
want the Soviets to accept those proposals. 
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FLRST SENLOR AMERICAN OFFICIAL: This ic Fred Francis’ 
last day at the State Department, so he ought to have the Last 
quest.on. (Laughter) 


Q Are we any closer, after this eight and a half 
hours, to President Reagan sitting down with Mr. Chernenko? 


a Time will tell. (Laughter). 
a Thank you. 


(Background briefing concluded at 1:55 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMSPRG: This briefing, which is ON 

BACKGROUND, attributable to a Sanior repartment official, 
is on the Contadora process and on the -- if vou wish to 
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take it to that -- the meetings that were held recently 


in San Jose with the EC 10, and that ceneral area of 
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This is a period of extraordinary diplomatic 
activity that we're engaged in now and not one that was 
not foreseen -- that is, as early as last January, l00o«K1: 
at what would be the likely course of events for this 
year. in part,because of the tact that the U.S. is 
going to have elections, we knew that there would be 


substantial diplomatic activity during this period, 
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the Nicaraguans in February announced that they wouic 
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be having elections essentially concurrentiy with our 
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catalyst to brinc about a major intensification of 


diplomatic activity and, in cact, provide for us 


some substantial opportunities in that recard. 
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on the part of the Contadora countries. It led to the ° 
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Mexican President De 


Washinston to ciscuss Contadora with President Reacan 
and with Secretary of State Shultz -- their request <a’ 


we initiae 2% seri.s of bilazt.ral ¢si%r with the Nicaraczuans 
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to see what coulc be cone, this having taken piace . 





Va‘ -- and then in June we had Secretary of State Shultz’ 
trip to Manacua on the lst of June, followed up short. 
thereafter with the tabling within the Contadora 9 countries 
of the first draft of a Contadcora Treat 


Since that time there have been a half dozen meet- 
ings between ourselves and the csuans related to the 
Contadora process. And the Foreign Ministers and workinsc- 
level people in the ministries in Central Arerica have 
been in active contact with each other within the Contacora 
process -- leading to the tabling in September of a 
second and substantially improved version of the Contacora 
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Treaty, with a recuest by the Contacora countries tnat 
* . 








The process of developing comments on this 
second draft has proc.eded pretty much the way it did 
on the first draft, with intensive consultations between th 


Central Americans and ourselves on the content 


z i's _ «a _ . ~ ’ - < _ 
of the second draft. A creat deal of effort has cone 
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into it. Every country has a slightly different scer- 


spective on the second draf-. i think there is a 
peneral view “hat although substantiall: improved 
it needs still some further refinemente in s-4a- 
tO make it a treaty that would in fact hriee reacs 
to Central America. 
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The reason why this has been such a ciplomatica.. 


a function of the Nicaraguan elections beinc schedulec 
for November 4th. Imagine, if you will, if the 


Nicaraguan elections actually take place as they re 
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currently constituted with a significar, 
the Contadora Act, of the Draft Treaty, calling for 
free and fair dcemocratic elections in the countries 
of Central America. 

Sbviously, if the Nicaraguan elections -- 
Will have already taken place -- the Nicaracuans wil. 
Claim that they have already abiced by that section 


*h oe » +, ** ‘ = =n ‘ = : . 
Ne ireaty and will be reluctant to sian on to new electic 
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Act 1s unclear what would happen if agreemen 


ct 


was 
not reached amons the Central Americans. There is, obviously, 
the possibilitv, therefore, that von wonld have the 

Provisions taking effect without an effective verifi- 


cation mechanism in place. 





In fact, even in the ideal circumstances uncer: 
this current draft, the verification mechanism would noc 
take place -- would not co into beinc -- until 30 days 
after the sicninc of the Act and after the implementa: 
of some of the other provisions of the Act s0 that 
tnere iS a@€ S@riouS weaxnesS Stiii remalnine in tare 5 a .ca@= 
tion area 

In that recarc I should also scoint out that 
there are no provisions in the Act as currently constitute 
for staff or for the fundinae of the verification mechanis= 
All those things are left to future deliberation. 


Now, let me say that I don't want to sounc 
excessively negative on these points. These are the 
shortcomings. The positive side is that the verificati 


iS included in the Act, and it is clear -- the intent 





Of the dratters -- that verification take place. anu 


that we view as an extremely positive event. 


SO. too, it is the intent Af the A¥afters 
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Act that there be some kinds of arms limitations; and that 
is also extremely positive. 

The question really is not so much of what is 
in the Act but how well drafted it is in terms of 
actually being something that can be implemented and . 
will be implemented. 

The final area of overriding objection, I would 
say, is the question of what is meant by “democratization” 
and this whole effort on the part of the Nicarasuans to 
essentially trivialize the democratization portions 
of the Act by having it take effect immediately, thered, 
raticying their own electoral process -- which is, clearly, 
not the Kind of electoral process that 1s envisioned 
in the Act itself. 

2) If a third draft of the Contadora document 
meets all these -- or satisfies these -- objections, then 
would the United States remove its objections to the 
document? 

A It isn't that we have raised objections 
to the docyment, other than simply pointing out that the: 
were areas that usédto need or where improvements 
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2 The suggestion has been made by some people, rightly or 





wrongly, that they were pretty ready to accept this as it was until we 
Started throwing warninc flags on our friends down there pulling them 


back. 


~ 7 -_ ~ - : ~~ ~ , A + > = 
A h, I ippose 5u could arcue that there would have Pe 
v7 . -~ * eee = . ~ . ’ 
a brilliant tactic to Rave been made that we should have immediatel Pact 


on it and the Nicaraguans would have rejected it and shown all the reasons 
why they couldn't accept it. But, in fact, I think what we're lookinc for 


here is a document that w 





not simply looking at this as a surely propaganda ploy. 
In that recard I micht ade that it’s not at all clear ¢ me that 
lona run Nicaracua won’t come to recret its srecipnitous act: 
particular document, in that th are soins to ave a hard tir 
arcuinc, as they have heretofore, that it will be impossible to ac t 


a treaty that contained a democratization provision. 


p How likely are you to get this and to get it approved 


ry 
ry 
Uv 
= 
— 
oe 
VJ 
. 
= 
@ 
4 
J) 
c? 
7 
iw) 
c? 
> 
U 
} 
‘sf 
; 
; 


© 


. 


4 Well, clearly there is anot 
be gone through. I don’t know if it is just one round or if it’s several 


This draft, believe me, is much closer to being the kind of thine that is 


~ 


needed than, quite frankly, we would have anticipated could have be: 
developed in this period of time. On the other hand, some of the 


deficiencies are substantial, and whether the Nicaracuans have real) 


adopted a take-it-or-leave-it attitude toward it,or whether they ar 
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pared to sit down and negotiate seriously on 
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seen. If, in fact, they're prepared to negotiate seriously, then 
I get the impression é@verybody else in the region is, in which case 
I would say the prospects would not be that bad. But the critical 
factor, once again, comes in: A) Nicaraguan intentions, and (8B) 
what are they goins to do with these elections that are scheduled for 
November 4? Because if they go ahead and hold elections that are 


universally considered to be fraudulent, the question will have to 
y a 


be raised how does that fit in with the democratization provisions 


ry 


of the Act? Are they prepared to schedule new elections then afte 


that date, or in fact are those a take-it-or-leave-it proposition: 


‘) 
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I wondered what exactly you’re calling for now. Wou., 





be all right with you if all the countries did sign on October 
this draft document, or are you saying that there should be no sicnature: 
4 No, I think it’s aot a question of whether we're callins 
upon them to sign or not sign. They all have their own views as to what 
needs to be done. I think the four Central Americans other than 
Nicaragua have all in their own ways expressed what their reservations 


are with the current draft as well as saying that they think that it’s 


a 


@ substantial improvement over previous drafts and a step forward, ar 
we would agree with that general point of view. We would favor the 
Signing of a document that would, in fact, restore peace to Central 


America. Now, this document in its current form doesn’t quite achieve 


at objective and it needs some refinement. 
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me say also that one should 
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that they have made that 
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treaty by a certain date, or 
prepared to support the 
endorsement of this particular draft. 


should be endorsed as a positive step 
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what you are saying is it is the view of the United States 


for the Contadora process carried through the conclusion 





of coming up with a document to have validity, Nicaracua 





either has to abandon the elections trat are now scheculed 
on November 6 (sic) or supersede them at some later . 
date with elections under another set or type of rules. 
Otherwise, you say it doesn’t have any validity? 

4 I would say that if the Nicaraguans would 
hold to the premise that the elections that they've currentl; 
scheduled along the lines that they've currently scheduled 
them constitute free and fair elections as called for jer tre 
treaty, that that would, in fact, render meaningless ons f ft 
provisions of the Treaty and that such an act would mas : 
negotiation of a comprehensive treaty very difficult. 


2 You mentioned Nicaragua's intentions. does 


J 

— 
> 
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it really make a difference whether they sicn or d 

the Contadora agreement if they intend to go ahead and 2 

what they're doing,or if they intend to change and come int 

the process? It still doesn‘t matter if they sign, do .t 
A Well, I take your point. I think, however, 

we would view that there is a useful treaty out there. 

That is to say that if you were to be able to refine ¢ 


second draft and Nad the verification mechanisms in i* 





that are necessary to insure compliance on the part of 
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American countries, including the Nicaracuans, on these 








issues, and we have been in touch expressing our views to 
all of them. 
. And has anyone agreed to incorporate those 
into a draft? 
Well, I think there is a general run richt 
mow of looking at drafting changes that have to be made. 
Some of them incorporate our changes; some of them 
undoubtedly don’t. This isn’t a question of everybody 
Sicninc onto what we want to see done. They take our comments 
into account like they do those of the parties darectly 
involved. 
‘ Tne shortcomings of the Treaty are pretty 
bvious, as you described them. They must have been 
sS>vious as well to the Contadora four, the countries that 
wrote it up. Is it possible that they left out these sensitive 


issues such as how many helicopters can overfly whose territory, 


how many days a week, and how big the army should be, simp] 


— 
v 


because they were very sensitive issues that could be resolved 
nly by the countries themselves? I can’t believe that the 
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be seen who will get the last laugh on this one. 
. If I can ask you one last question, in terms 
- what you were previously saying about the possibility that 
tne Contadora four did not really think that this was a draft 
tnat would be workable or a draft that they wanted sicned, 
now would you explain the statement last week of Bernardc 
Sepulveda, Mexico's Poreign Minister, that he in fact thoucht 


that given the unofficial but stated agreement of all the 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 
Office of the Press Secretary 





BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATON OFFICIAL 
Prime, ON 
rrime 
VISIT OF FOREIGN MINISTER PERES OF ISRAEL 


October 5, 1984 
The Briefing Roos 
10:05 A.M. EDT 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll begin by going over 
the schedule and the expected major participants on both sides. 
Then, I'll say a few words about the issues we expect to come up and 
then, be happy to take your questions. 


He'll be arriving on Monday g@orning. And Ambassador 
Lewis and Ambassador Murphy will be seeting himzw out at Andrews. 
Then, Secretary of State will seet them at th Washington Monument 
grounds. We'll go directly into an initial meeting to review the 
schecule and see that we're going to be able to -- 


Q What are all these tines? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me just run through 
it om the basis -- I think the times will be -- well, the important 
times will be published, won't they, Bob -- 


MR. SIMS: I -- not unless you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't t 
can say the exact time of the meeting. I'd be happy to indicate 


early gorning or late g@orning. Arrive early morning. First meeting 
will begin after arrival. And I don't know how long it'll go on. 
The rest of the day will be free until that evening when the 
Secretary will host dinner for the israeli delegation at s home 


Tuesday will begin with the Secretary hosting 4 smal. 
breakfast for the Prime Minister and Foreign Minister and Vice Prine 
Minister Shamir. That will be followed by a Borning meeting with the 
Secretary of Defense, and, then, in late Borning the delegation on 
Tuesday will come over to the White House to meet with the President 
There will be 4 small meeting with the President, then a traditiona. 
few minutes of one-on-one with the President, then a laryver meet: 

in the Cabinet Room, followed by a working luncheon. 


We expect the official departure statements wil. take 
place after that. That would be about 1:30 o.m. on Tuesday. And 
then, the Israeli delegation would adjourn over to the State 
Department for further talks. That evening there will be a call on 
the Vice President, and the Vice President will host dinner. The 
Jinner will be at the Department of Agriculture because the 8th floor 
of the State Department is undergoing renovation 


Then, on Wednesday, there will be a re-departure 


breakfast with the Secretary of State. And they will depart ear.y 
Wednesday morning. 


MORE 


i 40 Li 











As for the major participants on both sides: On the 
Israeli delegation, of course, it will be led by Prise Minister 
Peres; Vice Prige Minister and Foreign Minister Shamir: Ambassador 
Rosenne; Menaches Meron, who's the Director General of the Minister 
of Defense: Abrahaz Tazir is the Director General of the Prise 
Minister's office anc his National Security Advisor; Yossi Beilin is 
the governsgent s Secretary: Hanon Bar-On, the Deputy Director Genera. 
with the Ministry of Foreign Affairs: and other advisors to the Prise 
Minister. 

2m our side, the principal participants in various talks 
will be, of course, the President and Vice President, the Secretar 
of State, Secretary of Defense, Secretary of the Treasury, Ambassador 
Kirkpatrick, Undersecretary Armacost from the State Department, 3ud 


McFarlane, Dick Murphy, our Assistant Secretary for Near East 
Affairs, and Herb Stein, forser 














Chairman of the Council of 
consultant to the Secretary 


_ 
- 
_— 


conogic Advisors, who was serving as 3 
of State. 


As tar as issues, one can say, in general, that the 
U.S.-Iisraeli relationship has been very close and cooperative over 
the past year and we expect that to continue and see a reaffirmatio 
of that type of relationship. Obviously, the Israeli economy will be 
& principal issue. And in that regard, I'd say that our posture is, 
we're ready to work closely with Israel's leaders in their efforts to 
find effective, creative, and enduring solutions to Israel's current 


economic problegs. 


On the political side, certainly, the question of South 
Lebanon and Israel's plans for -- or hopes -- for an early withdrawal 
of its forces will be on the agenda. These will be following on 
discussions that the Secretary and Foreign Minister Shaszir have had 
recently in New York on Ambassador Murphy's recent visit to the area. 
It's worth noting that the discussions so far have been exploratory, 
that we're mot engages in any formal negotiations or mediation, but 
the United States is willing to play a helpful role if the parties 
want our involvement and if there seems to be a reasonable prospect 
that something can be achieved, seaning that if there is a prospect 
that the current wide gaps and differences between the parties can be 
narrowed. 


We're not now in that kind of a situation, but it i 
moving situation with the government of Israel having announced 1 
intention to withdraw if satisfactory security arrangements f i 
northern border can be ach: wed. We have the Unifil renewal comir 
ap at the UN om October 19th. And they're have been a lot of 
Jiscussions among the various concerned delegations on that sub-iect 
in New York. 


~? 
~ = 


if @ 


We expect the questions of broader peace will a.iso be 
discussed and what aight be possible in the future on reaching a 
broader peace between israel and its neighbors. Certainly, the 
relationship between israel and Egypt, which is a key relationshi; 
the area, will be discussed. And, normally, in such Sessions, «e 
nave a review of Israel's security posture. 


lL mentioned that the Secretary of Defense is on the 
schedule and these discussions would take place within the framewor:* 
2f our traditional commitmzent to helping Israel preserve its 
qualitative edge and to maintain the capability to defend itse.! 
against any combination of potential adversaries. 

lL just close my remarks by saying we re iooking forward 
to the visit, we welcome it, and we expect to see a reaffirmation of 


» * + 


the very close U.S.-Israeli relationship that is currently the case 


7 


['a@ be happy to take your questions. 

2 How guch goney do they want? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We expect that -- 
Q And how guch will they get? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: These are questions that 
it's premature to answer right now. Obviously, the economy is high 
mh the list of items to be discussed. We expect that the Prise 
Minister will be laying our for us his plans and his program in that 
regard, and in the context of that progras, we wiii see how we car 
oest be helpful. 


There s been no discussion up to this point of actual 
figures. lt expect that -- 
Q At what level has there not been a discussion? 


MORE 














There's been a discussion at some level of figures, has there not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In terms of 


os governzent 
to governgent, there has not because we have not yet been formally 
presented with the full Israeli programs. We -- obviously. you have 
seen and we have seen some seasures that Israel has taken. And we 
certainly note with -- that the Paris goverzent is addressing this 
question with great seriousness and with great priority. But actual 


figures have not yet come out. 


Q But you re not seaning to imply that this 
adg@inistration is going to hold off funds to the Israeli goverszent 


pending its approval of the Peres plan for getting the economy tack 
on its feet? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I's saying that this 


5 
something we're going to discuss and work out together. That is one 
of the reasons -- that's the reason why included in our participants 


are the Secretary of the Treasury and Herb Stein. I think the 
general characterization of our posture now is, we're going to be i: 
a listening sode, Dut 4 Sympathetic Listening sode, and we want tc 
see how we can be Bost helpful in helping the [Israeli government put 
into effect its plan, its progras. 


o) Peres said a few days ago he is not going to be 
asking for any specific supplemental aid om this trip and this is its 
stop-gap aid. Sut are you looking for a longer-range plan and ‘ust 
-- what type of economic talks are you looking for? Some long-ters 
aid program or sgilitary aid programs so you can get some hearing or 
this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the wrong f 


a > > 
is “aid progras", Bernie. I think the right focus is a long-ters and 
comprehensive israeli economic program that will lead to the 


» 


restoration of health to the Israeli economy. That's what we're -- 


think both we and the israeli government are looking for And 
stopgaps and sort of quick-fix bridging arrangements gay. indeed 
turn out to be part of that, but the focus is going to be on a 


long-ters, @ comgprehensive, and an effective progras. 
2 Are yOu going to have 4a cerefony on the sigr 
the free trade legislation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: i think that s one we 
haven t quite answered yet because, a8 you Know, we tre just in the 
process of getting the enabling legislation now and the negotiations 
on the free trade area are not quite complete yet. There are sone 
further negotiations that have to take place. I think we re over 
watershed and it's not going to take a iong tise to wrap thes up 
there is a iittie gore that has to be done. 


Whether there is some kind of a signing of principais 
neads of agreement, something like that, that § something that Sa 
Say not come about at this point. 


- Is there any particular reason why this was not set 
up as a State visit? it's his first visit here as Foreign Minister 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think i know » 
anewer to that. it's -- 


Q Ien't it gore custogary for that to be the format 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, the -- I think it's 
customary that you have periodic visits to Washington by israel s 
leaders. it happens generally sore than once in an ad@inistration 


and in a ters, and | wouldn't put any particular emphasis or valve 
wonether we caii it a State visit or & working visit 


MORE 
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Certainly, as i've indica 


tec by the schecu.e, ‘e 
emount of interchange that we're going to have is really very 
comprehensive. We're going to have the opportunity to get into the 
issues that concern 


2s very deepiy. 


2 Vn the troop withdrawa. 


question, co 
summarize for us 




















what the U.S. uudé@rstands to be the positions of the Lebanese and the 


israelis at this point, and talk @ iittie bit about what sight be 
Gone to marrow what you call “wide differences” between the two. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: i don't think I's 
prepared to do that at this point, Barry. A certain amzount has been 
said in the press, but our understandings are still in the category 
of diplomatic communications between governments, and | think I il 
pass that one. 

2 Yestercay Prime Minister Karasi said at a press 
conference that he had asked to see the President this week. Are 
there any pians to receive hia in Washington? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't th.nk the 
President is going to have the tige in his schedule. 

2 Do you see any effort to get anything soving on the 
President's September ist, 1982 progras? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: At this point, 
wou.cn © s@e too Buch that is realistic. We have just had, , 
the israeli elections and the extraordinary effort that went into 
forging this coalition governgent. It's well known that the area 
Middle East peace negotiations is the one that has been probabiy the 
moet diftficuit for this unity government to resolve within itseif 
Ang it's going to take some tige to sort that out. 
For our part, the President reaffirmed in his ; 
veneral Assemgbiy address that our policies are based on his Septembe: 
LSt imitiative. We will certainly be discussing this subject it 
the government of israel, and we re in a mode that we want to taxe 
advantage of any Opportunities that exist to Gake progress towar 
broader peace We Gon t want to Biss any Opportunities and we «a 
to work to create an atsosphere that Bakes those opportunities 
possidb.e But - 


“ We.i, why Gon t you see Faragi then if yOu want 4.. 
these opportunities? 


SENIOR ADNINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Secretary 
has just seen Mr. Karasi up in New York, and they ve had very 
comprehensive discussions, so i don't think it 8 correct to Say «e 
haven t ~~ we haven t been taiking with Mr. Karagi -- we have 

“ Does that gsean that the Secretary of State sees 
protit for the President in seeing his -- nO progress that can be 


made? 

SENIOR ADMINISTAATION OFFICIAL: L think that we ve 
expiored and addressed the issues pretty thorougnhsy with Karas 
and we understand each other s&s positions it @ay be that Assista 


Secretary Murphy wiil be seeing his again Detore he leaves 
< And were those positions at odds with ea thers 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL Right now there are 
[onsiderabile gaps between the positions of the parties 


- What kind of gaps? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL Large gape 
Q Large -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, bu 
not really prepared to go into that beyond what diff 


nave said in the press already 


MORE , 


a 








9 Does Karasi have the kind of authority that would be 
necessary to negotiate any change in *hose gaps? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: de is certainly one of 
the principal figures of the Lebanese government, and has «4 
considerabie influence. His views will be inflwential in the way the 
israe.ii government comes out. He is Prige Minister and Foreign 
Minister both. 


Q But does the Lebanese governmzent have the autho 
to marrow these gaps -- or shouldn't you be talking to people in 
Damascus? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Obviously, people ir 


Damascus are not unrelated to that problems, and the Secretary of 
State is seeting with the Syrian Foreign Minister today -- up in Yew 
Yorn. 

9 As | understand it -- 

Q In that regard, is the U.S. ready to offer itself as 


& gwsediator in any troop withdrawal? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is not a decisi 
that has been taken yet. We are not engaged in any forma: 
negotiations or sediation. We have been engaged in exploring the 
positions of the parties to see whether there is a helpful role that 
we can piay. Gut we're mot sure there is. 

° Do they really want to iisten to -- 


2 Excuse se -- you sai3 -- we re not sure there 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: i'@ not sure there 


“ To “ 
“ MO@ira, what aw jv. pase that rs 


SENIOR ADMINISTPATION OFFICIAL mn the expiorat 














contacts we've had so tar. 


Q i think you've just answered sy ques ion. 


Q Is this what you fre going to tell Pees because it 
Seems to se that Shagir dic ask tor U.S. sediation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think his latest 
statement that he said in New Yor® was that he had not formally asked 
for U.S. sediation. 


Q Ho, he asked in an interview, didr't he? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, he said he was 
thinking of asking for it. We looked closely at that interview. 


Q Getting back to -- 
Q So, he backed away from it, huh? 


Q Getting back to the aid package, is the U.S. 
government willing to forgive the loans that ‘t has provided israel 
over the last 20 years? And, also, is the government willing to 


grant persission to israel -- excuse se, to other countries which 
receive FMS credits, to use those credits to buy goods from israel? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are a io 


ww 


~* 
possibilities, and a iot of thems have been explored and discussed and 


speculated about in the press, and it's premature to talk about what 
xinds of things sight be done. Those decisions are only going to be 
taken in the contezt of israel’'s own progras, which we don't rea... 
have fully spelled out to us yet. 

i think the one thing that is quite sure is that ngress 
is gOing to approve the FY 85 assistance program for israe., and 
thoee funds will be availabie. And what beyond that is «+ remains 
be seen. 

9 Well, what kinds of recommendations have the <- iid 
the Stein Committee gake to the President about econmomBic austerity 
measures that israel should isplement and what Kinds of things the 
U.S. governgent should consider in providing the israelis -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTsATION OFFICIAL: | think the priaas 
feeling has been, a6 i ve said, that we ve got to work with israe. 
and ierael has to develop .ts program. And we will work with it : 


helptul sode to try to sake that program work. 

° isn t -~ we keep taiking about -- yOu keep ta.kin 
about the Israelis programs -- won't the Israelis overall progras be 
a U.S.-Ieraeli program in the end? | Sean, we're talking about «4 


“ 


of input by the U.S. and a iot of our economic advisers and «a 
our Goliars going into israel. So, therefore, we re going ¢ ave 
quite a iot of input. is this not an israeli-U.S. pian in the end 


ie that sot what we re getting -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL No, think it 


it's a 
lereeii pian. if you re talking about the way the 5. assists 
you've got an overall israeli annual budget of something on the orde 
of $20 billion. Yow have an econogic assistance progras from the 
United States that in this agsount about to be voted is joing to be 
$1.2 billion. So, that is not anywhere near a controlling or real 
influential portion. it's obviously isportant, but to say -- to put 
it im teres of joint -- our role is not that great it's first and 


foremost israel 


MORE 














— 


. But that's predicated -- that 
certain conditions by the [sreelis as well to 
pian or whatever -- i sean -- 


SENIOR ADNISTRATION OFFICIAL: That particular aid is not 
predicated on any israeli plan. if it hasn't been voted, | expect it 
will be by the end of the day. And those funds will be available 


° Do you expect any discussion of settlements? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Within the context of 
what Bight be possibie toward a broader peace, | expect there will be 
@ discussion cf settiements. We'll want to understand each other's 


positions. 





i) 
x 
© 
' 


; . 
about other West Bank issues: 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think they will come 
4p. Sure. 


Yes? 


Q is it the U.S. view that Israel would benefit in its 
econmosic performance if it dropped wage indexing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't Know as =< ca 
be that affirmative on any one single seasure. What's s°t@ Locking 
at is a comprehensive approach. And indexing, obviously fits int 
that. But i dom't think we want to point to any specif Deasure or 
action 48 Deing incispensadie OF the adso.iute condition ’ 
wouldn't put it that way 

° As . understand it, a8 pert f this wun 
povernment, Aries Sharon was again given @ post in tha ernne 
Ag i correct? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATIO iCLAL tes, that s rre 

° .s 7O1ing to come to the mitec States a6 ss ar 


of the israeli entourace 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL N @® wi.st t . at 
>t this delegation No He's the Mini 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL mber-e 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL amer-ce ea 


THE rRESS Thank vo 
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14 
One is the absolutely immediate need of people 
who are starving -- 


A Yes. 


ands or buts. 

The second aspect, however, in my sense, is to 
view the thilig as something of a war that has to be won 
-- in a,perhaps, longer-term sense as well. Some people 
advocate that we go into Africa with a very ambitious 
approach of building the kinds of infrastructure that's 


gOing to make a dent in the long term in the situation 


bH 
rt 
ct 


here is no rain, what can we do to bring 





water up out of the subterranean, you know, levels of 
water that do exist -- 
A Sure. 
QO -- this kind of thing? Is there any 
attempt being made by the Administration, through 
your Task Force or anything else, to deal with that kind 
of approach to it? 
A We think this problem needs to be looked 
at fundamentally the way you've just approached it. You've 


got a short-term disaster that needs to be responded to. 


You've got a long-term problem that really must be worked at 











and the disaster can't really take all your time. You 


can't stop because there's a disaster. 


the question of how much you pay your farmers. If you 


ry 
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ct 
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cr? 
~~ 
(D 


pay them below ma re probably going to 


produce less than what they should -- if, for no other 


Africa Economic Policy Initiative. 

In addition, people, I think, often forget 
that there's been almost no research done on crops 
that have high yields for Africa. Most of the agricultural 
research has been done for temperate zones, like U.S. and 
Eurc pe, to irrigate these areas. 

Africa, outside of » has almost no 
irrigation. What I'm saying is there's almost no research, 
historically, that's been done on dry-land agriculture on 


10-, 15-inch type soil. This whole area here (indicating 


on chart) is like 10 inches. Much of it is 10-, 15-inches 
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We don't have high-yielding sorghums of milk, 


which are the grains that are grown there. 





have put a lot of money into high-yieldingvarieties. 
We aren't there yet; it's a long-term process. But 
that’s the kind of thing you have to do. 

Irrigation -- well, let me step back to one 
other point. We simply don't have a human-resource 
base in Africa to do it. We're putting a lot of money 
into training, and we've got to. It‘s a long-term 
process. But probably what the infrastructure of Africa 
needs most is a human resource -- the human infra- 
Structure, if you will -- because by doing that, all 
Kkidns of things can be done. 

Drought, of course, can never be -- we never 
can totally control the weather. At least, we don't 
know yet that we ever will be able to by it. 

On the other hand, it's interesting to look at 
India. Twenty-five years ago India was a land of constant 
waves of starvation and drought and produced about 50 
million tons of grain a year. 

Last year they produced 152 million tons -- 


152 million tons -- and that threefold increase was because 


we got higher-yielding grains, the grain revolution -- 
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a number of other things -- and we got a lot of irrigation. 


The irrigation was able to stabilize that production, 
even though it was drought, even though last year and 
the year before tiiere was quite a lot of drought in India, 
production didn't fall dramatically. 
I don't suggest that you're going to have massive 
irrigation for a long time in Africa, and there's a lot 
to do in terms of human-resource base and a lot of other 
things. But there's no reason why you couldn't have. 
Here's the Senegal River Basin (at chart), a 
number of river basins over here further down -- in 
other places, in the Sudan -- and there's no reason 
why in a couple of decades with the right sort or base you 
can't have guite a lot of irrigation there. At least, 
that's my judgment. Not everybody agrees, but I believe 
that’s the case. 
Ladies and gentlemen -- 


Q How do you get this figure of 158,000 


metric tons? Is that directly related to the need? 





my Yes. 
QO It's estimated? 
A Yes. 


Q And the U.S. share will be that much? 
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A Well, those are the needs that we've 
identified, and the request we've gotten. It needs 
to be verified. And we expect in the next few weeks, 


of course, to commit substantially more. 


°) Is that a certain percentage of the total 
need? 
A No. That's in response to the need as 
we ascertained it. It's not a percentage of the whole. 
® I don't know quite what that means -- 


because, of course, a lot of countries donate. So do 
we figure out how much we should donate along with other 
people, or do we just see some area that needs a certain 
amount of tons and we should have so many tons there? 

A That's what we do ordinarily, and we're 
checking with other donors to make sure that we're not 
duplicating what they're doing. But we do not sit 
back and say, "Well, we're going to give this percentage 
and that's it. Somebody else has to do it." 

Q Also, on Ethiopia, apparently there's 
a story I've been asked about that the United States 


is sending a team to Ethiopia to see if we should do 


more. Is that true or have you already, in fact, announced 


that? 


A No, we have not announced that. We've been 
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talking to Ethiopia for a long time about our concerns 
on the need, in our judgment, for the Ethiopia Government 
to do more for itself. 


. 


has more trucks that it could make available to thi 


Gcisaster at this time. Ana i must sa that once tne 
1@ntn rear anniversar was over -~- which was just a couple 
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A We have made no decision. We've been 
talking to them. 


you haven't sent a team? 


_ 
Ww 
O 


A We haven't sent a team. No, we haven't 
sent a team. 
Thank you. 


(Whereupon, at 1;59 p.m., the ON THE RECORD 


briefing was concluded.) 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINIST "ATION OFFICIAL 
ON THE VISIT OF 
PRIME MINISTER PERES OF ISRAEL 


October 9, 1984 


The Briefing Roos 
2:00 P.M. EDT 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it’s almost a 
pleasure to be back with you, ladies and gentlemen. (Laughter.) 


Let's look at the headings, first of all, in the 
President's departure statement just to set the framewor« for 
questions, anything you want to follow up. As you «now, the 
President spoke of our talks focusing on several issues. He Listed 
the economy first and the discussions with the Priwge Minister about 
revitalizing “he Israeli economy and putting it on the road to 
Sustained cecovery, and how vitally important a strong economy is to 
national security; the Prime Minister's plans for increasing the 
competitiveness of Israel in world markets; further economic subject 
on the free trade area. Then we talkec about the situation in 
Lebanon. 


As the President said near the end of his statement, that 
he had reaffirmed our fundamental commitment to Israeli national 
security ard maintenance of the qualitative edge for Israel. A 
number of security-related issues that would be discussed between 
Secretary Weinberger and Defense Minister Rabin when the Secretary 
visits Israel next week. 


The President concivded with comments on the support for 
-- of the Ur.ted States for the peace process, the steps *akxen in 
Resolution 242, Camp David Accords, and the Egyptian-Is.aeli peace 
treaty. He ceaffirmed his initiative of September 1. The Prime 
Minister stressed that Israel is also determined to move the peace 
process forward. 


& word on the tone of the White House meetings today. I 
would characterize them as very open, very warm and really 
extraordinarily wide-ranging. A lot of topics and details were 
touched on beyond the subjects that you heard about in the departure 
statement. 


I heacd the Prime Minister cefer to a new level of 
Narmony and understanding between Israel and the United St 
the lasting friendship of the United States and, of cours 
personal complements to the President. 


The other sub_ects were covered -- of course, in 
considerable detail, the economy. That started with the first 
meeting yesterday with Secretary Shultz at the hotel. That has 
continued in further discusrions last evening, the Secretary's home 
this morning, and I'm sure there will be further exchanges on the 
issues connected with the Israeli economy in discussions at the 
Department this afternoon and a final session tomorrow morning. 


The free trade association was discussed. Its status is 
that you still have a number of details to be negotiated, but both 
sides felt confident that by putting a time limit of 30 da:s, that 


MORE 

















Other subjects which came up in the White House sessions 


were quality of life program, which the Prime Minister raised: 

uality of life effecting the Palestinians on the West Ban<: Israeli 
cesires -- Israel's desires for improved relationship with Esaypt, and 
for dialogue with Jordon. 

on Lebanon, there were no surprises. What you have rxeard 
sDout the Israeli position is that they are committed. They have 
secided upon a unilateral withdrawal without linking their withdrawal 
to those of other forces, provided security arrangetents for Israel's 
mortnern Dorder can be wor«xed out 

We caised the question ~- Seyond the questions of our 
varied and very fruitfui relations with Israel, the relations that we 
intend to pursue with America's Arab friends in the area, and we had 
a good exchange on that. 

i Rave some detail on the Joint Economic Developmen: 
croup which was referred to in the departure statement. And perhaps 
if I presented that before we went into questions, that might set the 
economic -- the framework of the economic discussions that we had in 
a little clearer perspective. We have consulted periodically witr 
israel on the Israel. economy and on American assistance to Israel 
"S$rael is facing seriouc difficulties and the new Israeli government 
that’s just, I thir«, 20 days old today -- the new [sraeli government 

s one of national unity, which under the leadershio of the Prime 
Minister and Vice Prime Minister Shamir, plans cto carry out a 
far-reaching economic recovery program. 


And we rcecommended that in support of t 
wou.d be useful for the United States and Israel to 


dialogue on the Israeli economy, including ways of promoting economic 
growth and jJevelopment, and for that purpose we have established «his 
group called the Joint Economic Development Group. It will examine 
and exchange views on the means of expanding Israeli economic growt> 
and development through increased trade and investment between our: 
two countries. It will examine the appropriate role for U.S. 
economic *ssistance in support of the government of Israel's economic 
sSjectives. 


It would have a steering group led on our side at the 
Undersecretary level and by an official of comparable status on the 


Israeli side. here would be technical level working groups. There 
would be a number of U.S.  egenci es participating, such as State, 
Treasuty, AID, OMB, CEA, the NSC, and there maybe others added as *he 


2tganization has its first sessions. 


The chairmanship would rotate. We would call on 


distinguished private American and private Israeli economists :o als 
participate in the group as advisors to the steering group and as 
advisors to the technical level working groups. The intent is to 


have this group meet Si-annually. The initial seeting would de 
Washington Meetings thereafter to alternate Setween Israel 


- > 
Inited States 


a 


Now, officials of both governments will have ¢ jer 
together to work Out more precise terms of reference and orocedures 
Sbases on that sketchy outline I’ve just given you. 


Well, I'd be happy to take questions relating to the 
visit and anything else. 


2 Two questions, if I may. First, does this ow 
replace the Eagleburger-Kimche contact group? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. That's <= no, 
that’s an entirely separate affair. This would be devoted 
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exclusively to economic develorment and -- in both economic 
development, economic growth in Israei. That's both far more 
specialized, Dut involving a far more varied membership than the 
Eacleburser -- former Eagleburser. Kimche sv.up. That will cortince 
with Armacost and Kimche. 

Q The second question -- on Lebanon, a U.S. official 
who sounds a lot like you is being quoted as saying in the seetinss 
yesterday that there is different susic -- different sounds comings 
from Dagascus. Are there any indications that the Syrians sould go 
along with any sort of withdrawal arrangements, security arrancetent 
in Southern Lebanon? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think there are 
.nédications, but i think such regains to be seen Much re@ains to be 
put to the test. if think you will recall a statement, to those of 
you who subscribe to Le Monde, by President Assac back in July, that 
the question of Lebanon should be handled separately from the general 
Middle East peace -- Middle East peace issues. That's an indication. 


} ~ Do we have here essentially an agreement in 
; pal for the United States to provide whatever help sight be 
ary for 


~~ aa-s 
~~. * ~~ * 
> , . 
necessary israel in rebuilding its econoagy? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let se try to tackie it 
this way: We see *wo classes of problems, and that they re very 
>losely interconnected. The first class of problem is for Israei to 
set control of its budget, its Bonetary arrangements, the rate of 
inflation. A related probles, once these steps have been taken s 
to develop additional areas to stigulate a dynagic heaithy growth in 
the israeli economy We discussed both questions. 


The government of Israel described to us, the Prise 
Minister describ to us, the steps that his government has already 
taken. These are positive steps. We consider them positive steps 
And the Prime Minister told us that his government intends to 
mtinue its efforts to formulate plans on broader reforas and 
cader plans for development. We will be following these plans wit 
@ greatest interest. 


Now, the fact that Congress has complete¢c appropriation 





>f the ecenosgic suppor: fund for fiscal ‘&5 seans that there will be 
immediately available $1.2 billion. That sum wil!) enable th 
yoverngwent of Israel to undertake its short and long-terg prograzs 
without having to pay undo attention to balance-of-payments probiess 


It has already addressed these in part through 
restrictions such as limiting the amount of funds Israeli citizens 
may spend abroad. The Prime Minister was very open about the /onger 
term programs. They are still be forsulated. And the appropriate 
mix of American support for restructuring, for example, as to de 
very carefully thought through. 


We're going to work closely with the government of israe 
on all of these questions in the framework of the Joint Economic 
Development Group Should there be a question of additional funcs 
needed, or other forms of support, we would hcope to be in a positior 

-oneress when it returns. we ac “ot 


to make a recommendation ts Con 


D.ems we cannot deai with. 


These talks have demonstrated our full intention *o be 
Supportive of the government of Israel. 

< DO you expect thst, therefore, that there will be a 
request for additional funds once Congress returns, and I assume you 
mean next year? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We honestly don't «know. 
A lot of this is going to denend on the progress of the refors 
program in Israel, the use that it makes of the $1.2 billion in the 
economic supporting funds. There are a large number of ideas being 
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3eveloped with 


in the government of Israel. A lot of them have yet tc 
be, I guess, decided at the Cabinet level; but there is certainly a 
ferment of thinking going on. And just how their economic needs, and 
what need they will have for American support will develop, at this 
Stage, at this point in time, neither of us can predict. I know 
there have been a lot of sums cited in the press over the last days, 


over the last several weeks. These 
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MR. SIMS: May | have <= just one sore, please 


- wet Be ask yOu about something in your answer sir 
when yOu said, “no such specific request” was that in response to the 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
SECRETARY SHULTZ'S TRLP TO PANAMA 
TUESDAY, OCTOBER 9, 1984, 3:03 P.M 


MR. ROMBERG This briefing is ON BACKGROUND, 


attributable to a Senior Administration Official ihe 
Oriefing is on the trip to El Salvador. Panaifa and 
Mexico fhe briefer has a few words to open with and then 


will go to questions 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICLAI What | 
thought L'd do is go over with you some elements of the 
schedule for your own planning purposes and otherwise 


We plan to arrive in —-l Salvador some time 
around noon Meet with President Duarte at the 
Presidential residence Have a luncheon hosted by him 
Then 1 think there will be a press opportunity for you 


Q At the Presidential > £- 
“Pp 
A I don't know the details but that's the 
Kind of order You know what we do we make ut 
Gifficult for you, to figure out where you can't file and 
that all goes into our planning 


Ihnen we'll be getting back in the airplane in 


the middle of the atternoon and | lying ty Panaina it's 
about an hour and thirty minutes hour and fifty minute 
Arrive in Panama around 6:30 rhe Secretary 


Will be going to a meeting with the President-elect at his 
residence and then later We will hy) going to the 
Presidential Palace for a reception hosted by President 
[llueca 


[here may be a bilateral with another head of 
state at that time, and as you go through here, we've got 
blocks of time for bilaterals that we have not firmed up 
yet with different heads of state that will be there 

The next morning we will be going to the 
speech of outqoing President Jllueca and the i1nauqura.ion 














MN 


of President Barletta, coming back to the hotel for 
possible bilaterals -. a couple of them I think there's 
a press meeting -scheduled around 12:15 Depart the 
Presidential Palace, qo to a luncheon hosted by President 
Barletta, proceed trom there to the airport enroute to 
Mexico City 


Arrive in Mexico City mid-afternoon Have a 
meeting with President de la Madrid in the early part of 
the evening I think they will be giving another press 
opportunity for you at that time Following the meeting 
with President de la Madrid Then to a dinner hosted by 
Ambassador Gavin 


Ihe following morning there will be a 
breakfast meeting with Secretary Sepulveda, and depart 


from there for the airport early morning 


You mav tind this hard to believe. but in the 


Mexican schedule that which took the most time in trvyina 
to get it done, was to try to tind a time that was good 
tor You an t ile and als not q lay have a lot sy? us 
sitting around time lL know vou may tind that hard to 
believe, but trying to get all these balls in the air 
Alan beats me over the head to make sure that you have 
enough time And throuah skill and « inning we've managed 
to work it out where IT think you'll find 1b satistactory 

L'm also told that at last count you may aet 
an invitation to dinner also. $30 

~ Where ? 

Q What country? 

A Where would you like to qo? 

Q (Laughter) 

A In Mexico So pack the clean jeans when 
you go With those little smart remarks, ['ll let it go 


and take your questions 


Let me just go quickly over the things that I 
think we can look torward to 


(J Wait 


A Yes? 














Q Leaving on Friday morning? 

vs Yes 

Q Out of Mexico City? 

A Yes l1 always do that to you I'm not 
telling you where we're going (Laughter) We're wheels 
up for San Juan 

Q When? 

ms It's four hours and thirty minutes 
enroute Arrive in San Juan and spend about an hour and 
forty-five minutes on the around greeting the Pope At 
5:00 p.m. wheels up for Washington, fly three hours and 
thirty-five minutes 

‘ Will we tay at the airport in San Juan? 

A think so You know. LI hate to tell -~< 
vou this Dut that not in my job description lookina 
atter the Pope Dut L'm along ror the ride like you But 
I would say that Yes that’ what's @aoing to happen 
don't think thara' : jOLNG ro He much movement there 
[There's QoingG to De thousands Of people 

Lf any of you have ever been involved ina 
Pope's visit before it makes the President's advance look 
like amateurs fhey're tough 

In El Salvador, we'll have an opportunity to 
review with President Duarte how he views things on three 
fronts, really One 15 on the military front with regard, 
to the war with the insurgents fhe second will be the 
implementation of that portion of the FY-84 supplemental 
and, hopetully by then, some determination on the FY-85 
énd how we go about implementing the Jackson plan portion 
cf El Salvador 

Of course, the third will be to get his 
reading on the initiatives that he is now making with 
regards to the dialogue with the guerrillas 

[In Panama, aside from welcoming in another 
democratically elected government, it will give an 
opportunity for the Secretary to meet with other heads of 
state The reason l'm saying that is we haven't firmed up 
who at what time yet It's a little tight Rut [ would 
think thet there's something of regional interest, 











following up on an earlier regional meetings that we had 
with these heads of states, and the Vice President had in 
Quito, I would think that the whole regional cooperation 
on the drug issue would be a subject that would be in the 
forefront 


Also, obviously, the whole Contadora process 
and where we are, [ think would be aa subject that you 
will find in all three capitals 


Then in Mexico City it will be an opportunity 
to follow up behind not only President de la Madrid's 
visit here, but the subsequent visits that we have had 
with Secretary Sepulveda and to see how the whole range of 
U.S. -Mexican bilateral relations - aS you know, they're 
quite extensive on the economic front - elements of 
border cooperation, L'm sure that they'll want to chat 
with us a bit about Simpson-Mazzoli, whatever state that 
may be in at that time, and so it's an opportunity to 
follow up what really is an ongoing high-level dialogue on 
the U.S.-Mexican relations +. 


With that I'll stop and take your questions 


Q What are you working on? Irying to firm 
up a substant live meet ing with Mr Ortega in Panatiia ; 

A No [here are no plans at this time to 
meet with Daniel Ortega I didn't mean to inter him in 
that And there are other heads of state going there tor 


which we are very close to getting their times down 
Q Oo he's out 


A Yes There's nothing underway now nor 


do we envision 


Q Given the Duarte initiative on the 
guerrillas, any plans on talking with Ungo or anybody Like 
Ungo in Panama? 


A No I'm sure that it will be a subject 
of discussion among the heads of states and foreign 
ministers, but that's not a role for the Secretary of 
State 


Q In what state would you describe the 
comments that are coming trom the various countries on the 
Contadora treaty, the acta as it exists now? Do you have 











word on what the Hondurans are going to say, what the 
Salvadorans are going to say, their comments on the - 


a I think the best way to describe them 
and be responsive to your questions 1s that after what 
appeared to be a push by a very small number when the 
smoke cleared out, of countries involved to sign up ona 
draft in which, when tabled, said we'll wait on comments 
til October 15th, and yet there was this kind of move at 
about the time of the U.N 


Ll think everybody has come to the realization 
that it is precisely that - that 1t was a draft, that the 
people were prepared to comment on October 15th for it, I 
think they plan to comment, and I think that most people 
now would agree that that process 15 continuing, and that 
the countries are working on their comments as they go 
into this what 1 would expect to be translated into 
another acta 


Q Are you @oing down with proposed 
language? 

A bir pa oc ] imag age for 

Q For the acta 

A Nao We're not going down with proposed 
language for the acta Obviously, the subject is a fluid 
one; it keeps moving We have at difterent times looked 
at ditferent dratts and we continue to Look at them. but 
we're not going with something in hand No 

Q [If LIL can ask and this sort of follows 
up a question at the morning brieting as well what form 


will U.S. input take in terms of the dratting process 
now? The deadline is coming up Will there be a formal 
document put forward by the Administration to the Core 
Four or to the whole group? 


A No, no 


Q Well, what way will the U.S. get its 
input intu the process now? 

A Ihere 15 a variety of ways of U.S 
inputs First, you understand that, as you well know, we 
are not a siqnatory to that document, so to a certain 
degree, putting up formal dratts, and the rest of i1t, 15 
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probably not the proper and certainly not the most 
effective way 


Harry Shlaudeman has made his rounds of the 
countries, and continues to We deal with the nine or 
eight Ambassadors in this capital Our Ambassadors in the 
eight capitals deal with their counterparts We had a 
chance to chat with the Core Four Foreian Ministers in New 
York - the Secretary did 


1 met on the fringes of that with them and 
some of their people [t's just kind of a continuous 
process in @ variety of formats Put there's no formal 
subMission of auU.S. draft type of thing 


~ What 1s the 

A And each one of those countries has 
difterent interests in that portion l mean, it's obvious 
that each country may highlight a portion of the draft and 
others will be less important. whereas for the second auy. ~¢ 
this other one »ay you get kind of a general approach -. 


to ut 


MON! 











Q What is the reaction so far of the 
Administration to Duarte's initiative? Are we going to 
encourage him; do we want to lay down any parameters 
within which he has to -- we would encourage him to stay 
in his discussions with the guerrillas? 


A No l think to a certain degree that would 
be presuf “tuous OF US [ think going into his 
administration, we had an opportunity after his election 
prior to his inauguration, after his inauguration And 


through this whole flow of conversations that we have had 
with him, he has shared with us his thoughts on what he 
needs to get done in order to be able to be ina 
responsible position to deal meaningful with the 
guerrillas We're very comfortable with his understandina 


[here has been no reason why we should get 
nervous or anticipate any problems He has stuck alona 
the same lines which he has outlines which he has outlined 
to us earlier Ihere is no talk of power—sharing or any 
+t these things that were questions raised prior to him 
coming to oftice We have had lona discussions with him 
on the subject 


He is the elected President of £1 Salvador He 
picks the time and how he goes about doing these things 
lt he wants to share these things with us, he does, and we 


chat with him about ut We're comfortable in the way he's 
MOVING 
() How much prior notice did we have otf that? 
A Prior notice infers if you mean prior 


notice of the subject how about betore the election? Lf 
you mean oro. notice as to a date, that's a whole 
difterent ballgame Ihat's what L've just tried to 
explain to you, that this whole thing is a kind of rolling 
atmosphere And the fact that he managed to pick out of 
the air Monday versus Friday or next Wednesday, I don't 
consider that within a surprise factor 


fhe fact that he entered into a dialogue with 
them, timing notwithstanding, was no surprise lt was a 
natural evolution of what 18 going internally in €1 
Salvador 


Q Would you tick off the very small number of 
Central American countries which pushed to sign the dratt 
treaty riaht away? 











A Nicaragua You said Central America, 
right I answered your question specifically 

Q Salvador didn't suggest that? 

i) No 

Q Could you straighten tha* out a little 
bit? ODuarte, very specifically at his press conference, 
just before the - no, just after the United States 


announced its objections, said that we want to sign it 
October 15 but then meke sure Nicaragua 


} Maybe you and [ read ditferent drafts, 
because I went back and read what he said and you may be 


entirely correct, and also as you understand 


One of the beauties of Latin culture 1s the way 


you can couch things nicely What L read from it was that 
he started off by saving, "This is a useful exercise in -¢. 
which we must engage Page 2 We have some things We - 
think we ought to fix at to make it better." I read more 


of that into it than [ did 


Q What's the relationship between the October 
15 meeting and the October 19 meeting in Honduras among 
the five signing countries? What's qoing to happen - I 


mear, if they're getting their content, their constructive 
comments on the l5th 


A Okay Let me tell you the dilemma that 
some of these face You are presented with a written 
piece of paper that said we would like your comments by 15 
October Fair enough? That's a tair approach But 


following the comments, I think several of them would like 
to engage in discussions about it rather than just send a 
piece of paper that may or may not be taken into account 
on it So, I think, what you see, as [I said, is an 
evolutionary process First, they reduce to writing 
specific portions of it, and then they have a chance to 
talk about it among themselves 


Q You don't expect further amendments to 
emerge after the 19th meeting? 


) [ see it all as one process [t may be 
that the explanation of those comments they make on the 
L5th they re-enforce on the 19th and accommodate each 


other 











The difficulty that has happened on this process 
~~ and it's mine, and it's a very difficult process for 
them to do -- is this actual interchange between each 
other rather than each quy making his deal and speaking 
past each other, it gives them an opportunity to sit down 
and talk about it 


Q According to the Mexican press, diplomats 
there are speculating about this being an initlative 
designed or encouraged by the United States to counter the 
Nicaraguan acceptance of the Contadora Ireaty; that is, 
the fact that Duarte is doing his number on the 15th and 
that there is this meeting on the 19th is sort of designed 
to steal the thunder from Nicaragua What do you say to 
that? 


a If I had to comment on everything that 
appeared in the Mexican press, we'd be here all day 


Let's face it lL invite you talk to the four 
toreign ministers otf the four countries which are attected 
by this thing 


Q l would (Inaudible) 
A No That's not my job description e1tther 
You're perfectly capable of doing that lf you talk to 


them, you'il find out they have strong teelings on certain 
aspects in which they would like to engage in a dialogue 
rather than just send in @ plece of paper 


Q Can you describe for us your view of how Et] 
Salvador's military is doing in the military operations 
against the insurgents, and what you feel the prospects 
are tor insurgents to actually engage in meaningtul 
dialogue with Duarte? 


a) I think the interesting aspect and it's 
not lost on you but it may have been lost on the general 
public -- is that what Duarte is invited to sit down and 
talk to is the armed guys, not the political arm I found 


that kind of interesting 


Let me just finish up, this one here Ll would 
say, from everything L can detect, the military in &1 
Salvador is doing very well But then you have to put it 
in the context in which they're working [They are working 


in a context of a country, large rural areas; they don't 
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have an over abundance of rapid transportation, etc And 
so it's possible that they could suffer a reverse in Area 
A Area B or Area C 


Everybody has been waiting for the other shoe to 
drop since January and it hasn't dropped 


Q Where is the outbreak of new violence that 
we have been waiting for from the insurgents’ side? 


4 l think maybe the outbreak of new violence 
on the part of the insurgents might be a testimonial to 
the ability of the Salvadoran Armed Forces now to detect 
and rapidly confront a building group that we're going to 


do something 


Q In the absence of an outbreak of new 
violence is a tribute to 


A Yes, ves l think so When you face up to 
Guerrilla operations, to a certain degree it's a spoiling 
operation lf you can keep them from marshalling or keep 
them from doing certain things iike that, then vou put it 
off of their timetable | think there's a certain element 
of that 

Q ihe military has been successful in 


intimidating the guerrillas to a degree, in breaking up 
some oft thelr 


A L'm not so sure that “intimidation” is the 
right word L'm not going to gQuibble with you over 
words Il think one can assume that to a certain degree 


they've been successful in spotling the ability for the 
guerrillas to muster and make a move, but that doesn't say 
tomorrow that they don't blow up the power Line or a 
bridge or something spectacular of that nature 


Q Do you no longer expect a large offensive? 


a No, 1 didn't say that l think that 
everybody 1s waiting [ think the guerrillas have not 
Given up Given the opportunity to do something splashy, 
they would go ahead and do it It would be in their 
interest to do it 


lf they find ouc that you and George Shultz are 
going down there, they may do it while you're there in 
living color Who knows 


~ 


P 
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Q You referred to the point that I was going 
to raise about Duarte insisting in talking only to the 
guerrilla leaders? 


2) No. no I didn't mean that [This time he 
talked about the armed 


MORE 











made 
met 


and he 
guess he 


Q Yes, 
outside l 
out of 


who were 
- are 
share that? 
Dy the fact 
the picture? 


And do 
that the 


vou think that 


guerrillas acc 


a 
it 


No 
I think 
ana he may 
there are two 
a political 

amount of sway 
total 

90 
1s the ar 
the fold ¢t 
be able to 


Let Me 
that 


try t 
understand 
the conclusion 
many of 
movement 
not nave 
element 
debatable 
end to the 
the same Ft 
there 15 a 


nave ¢ 
us - that e] 
there 16 

mas "xX" 
certainly 
as to how 
Violence 
Oring 
Sity 


ele 


mat 
much 

that 
into 

to 


in 


ime 
niet Pe 


PxDet - 


Q Do 


yOu 
whi 


ahead 
the 


in ta 
the two 641 


‘Y that 

Der iSth meet ing 

dialoaue hot 
, 


ad? 


ih) 
TnLs (oc? 
begin a 

that can 


wer; 
De exoe 
< pei 


A 

na 
would 
only 


Well. I don't 
the lSth I think 
think. in form 


round 


that 
round l 
de 


ihe ? l in 
one 
nor the 


do 
this 


Whiy 
him at 


you think 
date 


v 


agreed to meet 


A It suits their pu 
their purpose? may be that they 
room, time-—wise It could be that 
of Fighting and don't want to conti 
don't put much credence on that the 
thing to do is, obviously. for one 
suits their purposes to talk Now, 
will be able to, based on his talks 
able to better evaluate the reasons 
cown, and maybe we'll be in a bette 
back to talk to you about what 


It 


sort of 
You've said 
sort oF 4 
there 


Can | 
here ? 


Q put 
things 


purpose, and you've 


diff erent 
their 


really know any more whether 
anticipate 


otfensive Would vou 


touch with tre reality of 


possibly 


ihen 
oT 


that 


know what 


that 


a point or, 
Ungo, Zamora, 
Salvador 
that the 
may be 


et 


l mean 
Ppt ed . 


phrase it to 
Duarte 
to it 
ements to 
ment that 
over the 

it becomes 
to really 
conflict 

political 

talk to both of ¢ 


O 
nas 
Ome 
the 


may or 


jie r 
med 


r) re) 


the most that 


that 


Na 
ade " ; 


can ome out 
aur 


t hat 


to 
the 


expert 
rirst 


it 


it’s 


or another 


the querrillas 
he's picked? 
rpose Now, what 
may want 
they are totally 
nue, which | 
ory l think 
reason or 
| think 
with 
for 


some 


maybe 

them, will 
t hi 
POSLeionNn 


ir 


r on 


, and ? 

that the 
ndicated 
is going 


Ltoget her 


t hat 


to De a 


out 


you 

come 
long before 
guerri| 
may 
military 


put 
and 
a »peRer , 


‘Ament 


* hig 


Mit 


tind 
i he 
another. 


talking 
you 


you 
FOR, 
or 


as 
to 


i 


an 


at 


hem 


sy? 
to 


hs ? 


out i) 


ld 


have 


is 


runni ng 


tired 

[ 

best 
it 


Duar t a 


be 


sitting 
the 


Jal 


yf 


suits 
't 


qon 


Mma jor 


that people 
cetera 


Do 


l 


L2 














“ No, I didn't say that [ just said | 
Gismiss the idea of a so-called offensive 


(0 ahead 


W Would you put those two things togethe 
way, or Go you think ne 1$ Gesigqned 4$ a de y for 
Or do you think that one is an indicator that there 
won't de an ottensive? Would you in any way link th 

A L’m nor GOiLnNG to use your word r 4 


otherwise 


«) So iS +? vi UT Own usr qd . 

A and il know yuu juvs Gon t write neac 
a headline tomorrow could say. “Government official 
meeting 1s decoy for fall frensive,” and | know you 
sant ta put thy ~? A : if my Tt ut hy ihat ] , ’ 1? 

@ ir 4 " 1? 


2) But ano kt lal , | aon ¢t Know Nou | a? 
possibility of that lL hadn't really delved alona t 
thinking that it would be a decoy 

* {OW 34) yOu relate the ruil) ; je ther 


military situation and this unexpected timina ’ t hie 


re) Well they mav want to teel Duarte ' 
want to find out how much control doe he haus 7. 
military now far can they push him? Will he go in 
amnesty ; You know what is lIhey may want ‘ find 


pres ise! W now sPriL)SOUs he Ls about he wh ie + by ing 
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you May have gotten the opinion that due to the etforts of 
Nicaraqua and one or two others that all of a sudden it was 
ver ana it was a sian this deal.” and there was that sense 


of uraency, and it was one that | didn’t think was an accurate 
portraval of the way the process was going © | think the 
ontadora 153 proceeding according ¢t schedule 
. » was the middle part of what [ said right then 
that Secretary Shultz will be down there talking to people and 
a Or the Contadora process will ceme up in all oft 
the discussions no Goudt adout it because it's an ongoing 
thnina and ail three f the players are involved 
Q o you have any sense of how long it will take 
years months | hear 
aq No | don’t Nave any ense but 1 would say that 
they are at a fut y jit port ,right now ana *nat 13 *hre 
finite the very ditticult aspects of the whole veriticatloneg 
program ang how y iq at it 1t in the different aspects Anh » 
6 they Iran | " +) that it may take ;ome t Lhe Dut it ] nit 
ike they are grapp|! } with they e come a long way 
jue is what lia aying and lm not going t put any 
rimetrame ,? 
Q " ‘ } as that it a we . 1 . ago a »#T) ’ 
rt} 7. was talk 3 ab t the } ; t the Nicaraguan 
eles = 4 ! . yis the Contrtacora proce Would yu 
anticipate that either another draft will be ready betore will 
be circulated and publicized and so or before the November 4th 
jate r would you anticipate perhaps receiving a signal from 
Nicaraqua nm this trip with regard te the postponement tf the 
elections? How do the timing of the Nicaraquan elections and 
the nta ra process mesh at this moment ? 
A well, they obviously to a certain jeqree can 
aftect one another If you have a@ Nicaraquan election that 


goes forward according to the plan as we knew yesterday that 
is that there 1$ no participation on the part of Cruz that hi 
crowds still get beat up stay at halt an hour that the 

opposition has half an hour on the state radio and IV a niaht 
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limited debate aii the rest of these things are till going " 


ther if vou take the current dratt of the Acta as it deal 
with democracy there 16 a@ total disconnect between the two 
And that's where we had trouble understanding how vou could 
have a lagning Li ‘ ) ment when vou have inf essense not 
stuck to one of the eaqments So in that sense they are 
mnected Miu | wont rnming And 7. theretore rhnere ca 


be there { wari De aA rnaornre ’ OT) Hetween ' he two Hut ] r‘hnink 
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it's elastic -- I don't think it's this (indicating), the 
connection being that, obviously, at this stage of the game, 
some modifications in the ground rules for the election in 
Nicaragua -—-- and one could argue saying it's a month away 
today, or less than a month away today, possibly an extension 
of that time -- would affect peoples' belief of what the guy 
thinks about something he's signing But [ don't -- [t's not a 
rigid connection; I think it's kind of elastic 


Q Do you anticipate either a new draft before 
November 4? 


4A I think that that 1s a possibility that there 
could be a new draft before then It's a possibility. [They're 
meeting on the 15th; they're going to meet again on the 19th 


Q How about the question about Nicaragua's 
(inaudible) 


A I don't know There are still continuing efforts 
between the Coordinadora and to attempt to get some type of + 
accommodation to their requests, and it's not just limited to® @ 
the Cocrdinadora It's interesting to note that many Europeans 
have been, through the Socialist Lnternationalists, and others 
have been involvea in that process 


MR ROMBERG ap. why don't you take two more 
SENLOR OFFICIAL Two more 
Q A couple of quick questions 


SENIOR OFFICIAL fhree more ;'Ll take all three so 
you don't feel (inaudible) 


Q In Salvador, will human rights be a topic with 
Mr. Duarte, as it has in the past? 


A Oh, I'm sure that it comes up It's aiways a 
subject that comes uo It's a subject that he's interested in 
talking about. 


Q But will it be a key topic, as it has in the past? 


a) No [t will be a central theme among the others 
that L've ticked off to you, because he personally takes a deep 
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interest in that whole thing 


Q A follow-up question that is slightly different, 
talking about European leaders, in Panama, do you anticipate 
meeting with any European leaders? I1 understand President 
Mitterrand might be there 


a At this stage of tue game, we do not have any 
European leaders in the top of the batting order for the amount 
of time we have left tor it 


Yes, Joane, and then you 





Q A number of European countries have already said 
they will sign the Protocol on the Contadora [Treaty which says. 
“We promise to do nothing to disrupt the findinas, the 
implementation of this Treaty." 


Ls the United States prepared to sign that protocol] , 


A No. no [ don't think that's what the Furopeanéese 
salad iney may have said it but that isn't my underst ancding& ° 
of what they said What my understanding of what they said was 
that they applauded the process as it goes, and when they 





Finally agree among rchemselves as to what they’ re going to do 
then they would fare up tay it 





As to the question of signing a Protocol. that's come 
p before, and [ don't think we're prepared to address it at 
this time really Ihe objyect of the exercise is to find 
something that they can agree among themselves 1S 


warin handing it or not is academi 


) Ls there any meeting > heduled with Mr 
gd'’Aubuls on? 


A l'm sorry 


] 


Q Any meeting scheduled with Mr. d'Aubuisson in t] 
Salvador? 


A No, not that 1 understand at this time. unless ti 
ls invited to lunch hested by the Salvadorans [I don't know 


I naven't seen that quest list 


Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 3°33 p.m ) 
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GRENADA DOCUMENT COLLECTION 
WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 17, 1984, 10:35 A.M 
WASHINGTON, D. C 


MR. CARLSON Good morning This 1s the BACKGROUND 
briefing that we announced yesterday on the present situation 


in Grenada It 15s ON BACKGROUND For those of you who are not 
familiar with that, the attribution is to a senior State 
Department official well, there will be two senior State 


Department officials 


Fach of the two officials have a few briet remark tor 
you and then they'll take your questions 


FIRST SENLOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICLA! it's about 
Grenada a year later [here has been enough interest expressed 


by you and your colleaques that we thought it might be usetu! 
to give you a little bit of a framework for right now 





lo start these things with schedules sometimes he] 
put them in perspective  Qtarting with today there 15 going 
to be a series of events that relate to Grenada lfoday at 2? 30 
Secretary Shultz and the National Archivist, Mr. Warner. will 
open the Grenada Documents Collection at the National Archives 
on Constitution Avenue Ihat's a Ollection of over 10 
documents that were discovered in various locat Lon on the 
island atter the Pvents of Octoper 7S and they constitute a 
very large collection of both qovernmental and party 
qgocumentatiton 

They've been microfilmed for permanent storage mat 
originals will be returned to the Government of Grenada ‘Bar 
microfilms will be on file at our National Archives fhey will 
be indexed and they will de accessible starting this afterr r) 
to any members of the public and scholars who want to get it 
then 

On October 19 which 158 the anniver ary otf the killinea 


ot Morris Bishop and perhaps as many as 100 other Grenadians 
the fort at St George's, there will be on frenada, sponsored 
by the Grenada Council of Churches, some ecumenical. reliai: 





services It will be a quiet day of mournina and remembrance 
for all the Grenadians who lost their lives that day It 3 
not a governmental] PYuent [he (,overnment Of Grenaca is not 


at tively engaged on ut 











Similarly, we understand, on October 25, which is the 
anniversary of the rescue mission itself, there will again be 
some prayer services in the churches [here is nothing planned 
of a governmental nature on Grenada 


On October 28, the airport at Point Salines will be 
dedicated That 1s a Grenadian Government event Attendance 
is at the invitation of the Government of Grenada Our 
understanding is that it will be about an hour-and-a-nalf to 
two hours long, and the only speaker will be the Governor 
General, Sir Paul Scoon [here will be representation from 
Washington, from this government and we understand the Prime 
Ministers of most if not all of the neighboring states have 
been invited 


Q Can you tell us who the American representative 
will be from Washington? 


a) At this point it will be Peter McPherson who 
will head the group The composition is still being discussed 

Q Can | tollow that up? Are there any plan for 
President Reagan to go to Grenada on October 25? 

Q N. nor 

. 17 Wlil not g 

A [hat's correct 

Q {) K 

Q Or Secretary Shultz? 

a) Shultz will not go 


On October 29, the next day there 15 aqgalna 


non-governmental event, which 1s the University of St Porae 
Medical School on Grenada Tney will dedicate a plaque 
honoring the U.S. servicemen who lost their lives in the res 
mission That again, will be local, non-governmental Our 


Charge d'affaires will be in attendance, Lorry Lawrence, who 
down on Grenada. and possibly some who were down there for. thr 
events the 28th, but that's not clear yet 


And then, the next event atter that of major 
significance 15 the election which has been called tor 
December 43 With that let me just say, as we've told some 


you betore and the Administration has said. we went into 

















Grenada to rescue people and to respond to calls for help from 
duly-constituted authorities, both regional, and in the case of 
Grenada, the Governor-General. That having been done. we 
concluded that we should be making every effort to help the 
Grenadians help themselves through what is clearly eae period of 
recovery - recovery of political institutions, recovery of 
their economy, their own well-being -- stability, if you will 

- and to help them take their place in the regional context 
once again 


That process 18 moving along My colleague will be 
able to tell you what we're doing very specifically and 
generally on the economic assistance front, but politically, as 
you know, with the elections now having been set, you've got 
three principal contending groups down there You have the 
trials of those who were accused of the murders, accused of 
murder and charged, which are now, as we understand it, going 
to get underway on the first of November 


For those of you who have not either been back or been 
there, it's an island that seems to be quite tran@quil and 


stable law and order 1S maintained lL might say that our own 
contingent down there consists at the moment of somewhere in 

the neighborhood of 225 to 240 Secause there 15 Movement in 
and out - S. military personnel, men and women from the 

Military Police LOPrpPs t light Crews and helicopter Maintenanse 
personnel operating what is really a transport system or movina 
supplies and people from one pla eP to another in support otf a 


Caribbean Peace Force contingent which numbers about 400 and 
which 15 assisting the rebuilding of the Royal Grenada Police 
Force 


Iraining of that force 15 the principal 
responsibility of the United Kingdom fne British have 
provided over two million pounds, most of which 1s going to 
that effort, and there is an accelerated training program 
underway which we would see probably bearing fruit in the 
February-March 1985 time frame, te be able to tield a Royal 
Grenada police force of somewhere in the neighborhood of 500 
which the authorities have deemed adequate for the island And 
once that thing is in place and depending on the wishes of an 
elected government at all times, we'll be able to look at how 
we make disposition of our own people on the island, as wil! 
the other Caribbean states 


) 


Do you want to pick up from here? 


SECOND SENLOR DEPARTMENT OFFLCTAL [hank you We 
Will be handing out, if we haven't already, a cover sheet that 
Gives a little history of U.S AID's arrival on the Island. and 
then in eight sectors of activity where we were October 198 4 
and where we are October 1984 














I would say at the outset that in putting the AID 
program in context, you have to start by the climate in which 
we find ourselves engaged; and you beaqin with a small-island 
economy, which like most island economies in that region, 15s 
very heavily dependent on foreign investment, foreign markets, 
and to some degree, foreign assistance, in the wake of the 
economic slump that's now beginning to end in that region, for 
its foreign exchange, which in turn 1s essential to maintain 
its imports required for survival and growth -- raw materials, 
food, fuel, machinery, et cetera 


Untortunately, both by mismanagement in the regime 
twice removed and doctrinaire state intervention in the Bishop 
regime, what you had was a situation wnere both foreign and 
domestic investors had been discouraged, where infrastructure 
had been neglected and allowed to rot, where human rights had 
been repressed, where Grenadians of talent theretore had 
tled, and where domestic taxes had reached nearly confiscatory 
levels not really the situation conducive for stability and 
growth 50 when the interim government took ottice and the 
Governor-Generai's appointment they had three basic 
ov ve ives (1) to intervene in lite threatening situations 
and provide emergency relief (2) to begin to rebuild the 
infrastructure otf the tasland Le luding finishing the Point 


Salines airport, and (1) to lay the conditions necessary tor 
long-term sustainable growth and development and to thereby 
provide the jobs necessary tor produ f1yve qgrowt ry 


Our assistance proeram was designed to retlect those 


three concerns of the interim government first, the pmerger y 
reliet which many of us discussed at the time, and now t 
more longer-term assistance focusing on these various sector 
of activity, ranging trom the airport to other intrastruct 


transportation, agriculture and development of the private 
sector 


1 think rather than take you t.irough thos L'lisy t 
stop here and with my colleague, L guess, be available to 
answer any questions | can 


Q First, what 156 the status of the airport at thi 
point? 

A What is the status? 

Q How much have we put into it and what's its 


status ; 














a Well, we authorized, as you know, in May, when 
the bid was awarded, $19 million for completion of the airport 
and we have spent most of that, not all of it; and the status 
of the airport is that it will be ready for dedication on 
October 28, on time and under-budget 


Q How much will it cost to run the airport? 

A We're studying that [here have been a wide 
variety of figures As you know, the feasibility study back in 
January was $10 million L['ve heard tigures now down as low as 


$3 million We believe that may be sliahtly on the high side 
and we're busily examining that 


y What's the outlook tor traffic? 
q Well, two airlines have already agreed to tly 
there on a reqular basis, regional airlines Pan Am is. of 


course, coming through both ways on the 28th and on a return 
trip, but at this point does not have reqularly-scheduled 
service planned 


i] Which airlines are going to be r unning Ss heduled 
services into 


A lo tell you the truth 

S'AFF MEMBER 1a 

i) ital And is it British West 

STAFF British west Indies Alr line 

f\ British West Indies 

Q You lumped the airport in when you were talktir 
about infrastructure rotting just now You mentioned the 
airport as one of those things Was the airport rotting un 


the previous regimes or was the airport a threat to the U 
under the previous regimes? 


A It was neither 1] mean it miaht have been a 
threat to the U.S it it had been used tor military purpose 
of course, but it wasn't rotting it was veing constructed ' 
I linked it at that part of the sentence, that’s a@ grammatical 
error l mean it 1S part of the infrastructure they want t: 
rebuild That's one oF the interim government ; objec tives 


in this case finish rather than rebuild It's a misstatement 





Q Is it presumably still true that if it were to 
used for military purposes, it would be a threat to the U.S? 

a Not if we were the ones using 1t 

(Laughter) I mean, it’s like anything else It's. 
‘Who's on the other end?" [t's a neutral instrument It 


depends on the intent of the person who has command of ait and 
how they will wield ut 


Q As tar as you're concerned, the only thing that’ 
changed since President Reagan saw it as a threat was that it’ 


the good guys running it, not the bad guys’ 


a No. that's not the only thing that's changed 
For one thing, we have scaled down the s12ze of the enterprize 
which makes it far less militarily sulted, you might say, in 
terms of ancillary facilities and a huge fuel oil tank farm 
and $9 on we have tried to scale it down both to save Money 
on completion and to make it more appropriate for commercial 
use. particularly, as this gentleman suggested, Limited 
commercial use that will begin to expand over time 


[t's like Dulles, in away, [ mean it 15 overbuilt 
for the tratfic at the moment, but 18 going to be capable of 
handling expanding ‘ratfic that's expected 


Q What 13 it @gving to be named, do you know? 

A [t's going to be named Point Salines, as tar as 
know 

FIRS! SENLOK OFFICIAL fhe interim Council hasn't 


nade a tinal decision, and the two names that are being 


be 


[ 


considered are Point Salines International Airport and Grenada 


International Airport 


Q Ihey're not considering naming it “Konald Reagat 
Airport"? 


6 They are not 
a ‘ wouldn't turn it down, but they didn't ofter 


(Laughter) 


Q Can 1 follow on the size of the airport for a 
second? In terms oF GoOwN-S1ZLNG the fuel tarm how much have 
you down-sized it by?’ 


l ' 











A I can't give you those numbers, but ['ll get them 
for you 

Q Can it handle and service any size aircraft 

A Yes 

Q operating today, including 747s? 

a Yes 

Q Wiil the United States Government use this 


airport tor military purposes? 


a l can't answer that l know of no plans to 
i) ls it using it now ? are our torces US Lng 1? 7. a’ 
FIRS! SENIOR OFFICIAI Yes it's being used now tor 

J think, ¢ 130 flight ; which are useqg tao resupply the Caribbean 


Peace Force and our own military support element 


” One of the arguments that was made in the days 
when the airport belonged to the other side was that this ¢ 
sould brina in tets if it were used for tourist purposes - 
would bring in jets that had ¢s many people that the Island 
coucd not accommodate them, that there was no way to handle +! 
baggage, that the roads wouldn't work or anvthina else f or 
tourist trade that size and theretore ‘he argument was it 
not tor tourist but military 

Ien't that still the case? here has been no buildina 
of hotels; there has been no increase in the capacity of ¢t! 
island to absorb so many tourists? Isn't at till tor militar 
PUPPOLES only this time it's our 

SLCOND SENIOR OFFICLA! | would viqorously disput: 
that One of the reasons we are trying to get it done thi 
cycle 1s in order to impact this year's tourist ft low jhere 
are roughly, 600 rooms on the t[sland. as I recall and |I 


believe the normal tourist season 15 280 days. and if vou ha 
a 7-day occupancy, and have double occupancy per room, they ca 


hold something like 44,000 tourists Pre rescue mission I 
think they were runnina around +7 ~,.000 ~*~ we think that they 
have room tor Pxnpans ior that the airport will lead to turtt 
hotel construction hould lead to rther expansion of that 
base, in order to be tully utilized but it already can be 


utilized for that purpose ind 1? rar hors ronvenient , , 


tourists than the anticuated and distant tacilityvy in Pear] 














Training is going on. Part of the Canadian program, 
the $7 million program for CIDA has to do with operations and 
maintenance, and that will, of course, include the 
baggage-handling as well as security, and so forth What is 
not going to be finished, among some other things, on opening 
day 18 the road network to St. .George's There have been some 
improvements, but the new road, the new five -mile cut-through, 
will not be done by then, and further paving in that area and 
some others will have to be done into the Spring of 1985 But 
that infrastructure 1s now comine along It was not being 
pursued at the time the airport was being developed under the 
other regime 


FIRS! SENLOK OFFICIAL Well, let me just say that not 
only was it not Seing pursued, but we know, and the Grenadian 
business people and the hotel association have told us, that 
plant had deteriorated, that occupancy was down dramatically, 
and had been going steadily down since '79 But what you see 
now 13 renewed interest in Grenada What you see the hotel 
association and the business people down there promoting 1s not 
the large-scale tourist development that you've seen in other 
islands Perhaps Barbados 15 an example, where you can have a 
Ward Air 747 disgorge 350 or 400 passengers, and they all go 
into one hotel, and a tew davs later they leave, and some more 
come in, but rather the kind of thing that [ associate with St 
Lucia and some of the other smal] islands, which 1s what the 
Grenadians call the up-scale market [hat would see perhaps a 
jet flying in maybe twice a week, which 1s what St Lucia does 
and coming trom the States, from either New York or Miami, 
you'd have $0, 40, 50 passengers ott each day, and then wher 
that same plane comes back from Port of Spain or Caracas, or 
some place else, it picks up 30, 40, or 40 And that would 
continue until this infrastructure, this tourism 
infrastructure, has gone through what we understand to be a 
very likely dramatic increase 


lhere are two substantial investment projects which 
involve new hotels, and there is very active bidding on the 
Grenada Beach Hotel, which is the old Holiday Inn, and which 
has about 150 rooms available So (1) the existing capacity 
wasn't being used We think that just with the kinds of thing 
my colleague has described, that's likely to be used more The 
capacity 18 going to be increased That's going to take tim 
but as it does, then that airport will, as the Feasibility 
Study indicated, really begin to pay tor itself, 


(Continued on tollowing page) 














Q What can you tell us about your current estimate 
of the GNP of Grenada? How much have you spent in the last 
year in overall aid, and how much do you estimate you will have 
to spend in the next year or two? 


SECOND CFFEICLAI Well, the total this year that just 
ended, of the fiscal year, was about $47 million ls that 
right? 

VOLCE GNP ? 

SECOND OFFICIAL No, what we spent 

VOICE What we spent What we obligated is about $50 

SECOND OFFICIAL Yes, and the total will be $57 


what is currently planned In other words another ten tor 
1985 I don't have GNP numbers off the top of my head 


VOICE [It's over $110 million 

SECOND OFFLCLAT Did you get that? $100 or lik 
million? 

( You said the airport would open October 28th? 

SECC Nt ()t} i ¢ LAI That LS when it is qedie ated ] } 
doesn't Open to comer: ial tratt1e unt i] the next gay 

FIRST OFFLCTAI [he mor ning of the 29th yes 

? : ince we are ON HAC K(,ROUND per hap > vou rou la 


tell us a little about the election rampaign with particul ar 
reterence ti) the forces loval to the t tale) pre edina Vr ime 
Ministers Bishop and Gairy? 


FLRS: OFFICLAL Well, the New Jewell Movement 
remnants are splintered Some of them under George Louison 
Kendrick Radix, who were ministers in the People's 
Revolutionary Government, have constituted themselves in 
something called the Maurice Bishop Patriotic Movement, whic’! 
is, by declaration, a political party movement and which ha 
talked about naming candidates for the 15-seat assembly, wh) 


is the elected government in Grenada tfitteen 
constituencies It 18 a first past-—the-post race, so a 
majority of votes in each constituency, or any constituency 
not required to win So the MBPM has said that they will fie! 


a candidate So tar they have named none 

















Other elements of the New Jewell Movement have 
indicated that they don't think it is appropriate to re-enter 
the, or to enter this democratic process Some sav that 
continued revolutionary activity is what is needed. others say 
that it 1s time to cool their heels and watch and see what 
happens, and a variety of statements are made 

You have to remember that the New Jewell Movement 
according to their own figures, probably never really had more 
than 350 tull members, and of that only about 80 to 100 were 
active members, other than candidate or applicant member 

That doesn't mean to say that hum? 

Q BO to what 

FIRS! OFFICLA B80 to 100 and that while that 
doesn't mean that there wasn't support for the NIM on the 
ls land those are the membershis mber We don't have at all 
a perfect fix on what their numbers would look Like today, but 
lI have had Grenadian sho L think are in a pe ition at lee 
make good guesses tell me that there may be 4.000 ” 0) 
people who would nsider themse!l ipporters ? some tl ; 
like what there was betore but because it ha divided itse 
it is hard ¢t see how they would tall down or come dow “ey 
sot way 

On the Gairy side Eric Matthew Gairy former Pri 
Minister, active politically since 1951, really arly 50 
1s certainly the strateaic leader wants to be the trate 
leader, of the Grenada United tabor Party UL? hat Party 
indeed planning to contest the election it had a list yy 
rifteen candidates 

Our understanding 18 that some of tho people 
disturbed by Gairy's own behavior over the last ral wee 
have withdrawn their candidacie and do not wish to a > 
themselves with the Party, as a result of he OF tne Lining 
is reported to have done or said 

Gairy has said publicly that he will not run for 
election, but that he will hope to be named Governor Genera! 
which it would be the prerogative of the winning Party that 
which forms the qovernment te do Other peculation 3 that 
he would have a crony stand down trom his or her seat and ha 
a bi-election called and then Gairy would run in that 
constituency and be elected and then take over the qovernm 

AS you can imagine, there 3 lust @ lot fo still 
Giscussion about what might or hight tC happen 


LO 





ll 


Then the third major ftorce on the political scene 4 











new one, 18 the New National Party. NNP. which is the 
association of one Long time Grenada political part Vv the 
Grenada National Party CNP The leader i6 Herbert Blaivze 4 
former Chiet Minister and atormer Premier these are or 
independence titles tor Prime Minister who 15 a tried 
tested politician on the Grenadian scene wno has a Lat 
himself with two younger mer new to the political scen 
Francis Alexis, who was head of the Grenada Democrat 
Movement (0 which 153 @& Movement that really ¢ ind if 
dirth, I guess rcame to lite after the 1979 re lution tirst 
aS €@ @roup of exiles self exiles and then later as a broader 
political group and then a third element under eorge orizan 
5.*-j z-a-n whith was the National Dem rat Party 
which he tormed in tust the last* six months or ¢ and tho 
three aroups have aotten ¢t gether inder the New National Par? 
agreeing 16 we understand it that there 16 a bHetter cha 
for them to prevail in these election if they run a sinele 
andidgate in each mstilituency They have done that "ey 
have giv ided » the t rirReueTr le amona them e] mia Cotthey 
‘re going t stand the electior 
: On tt lent ; tion at if what uw 
the US attitude it ri (airy indeed returns a i ” 
Minister renada Would Vv pp o that? 
| HR» ' ic Lat From everything we T renada 
going te have fhe foirect tree fair oer ir rrupted ec ies 
that it has had n a long long time lt the here ' reer . 
rhoo<e a Maiority trom one or another yf these parti + by, 
this Government § 3 wing to have to look very ery are 
at the pertormance ot that Government what i oolwy , s* 
what its practices are and how i? at about runnina thing 
and we wil] Make our same nt , or t his Hasis ? pert ormat ? f ' 
on the basis of Labels where we see a4 democrat! proce , 
that Looks very i lean Looks very oper i? + Py, roma tat 
voters speak, we'll listen 
Q Can | ao back ti your colleaque tor a second 
You xnow unemo loymer ’ rema ine ’ very yery ha lor or bh) mn +) 
and that is why vou aet very little luck in attract ing 
investors 
What | Ti rious about } how auch « r) :leatior bys 
you had with the political parties regarding their plans | 
Alleviating a very very high tax burden on athv invest. 
there and whether plat are ing ahead with your tadustria 
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ly and as to luck on attracting 
+ ‘er subject about how much can you exp t 
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Government has Deaun to Move na seri 
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Ss Toy Factory opened up a week Later , 
been voromulaated whict rrers mes ;1ONs 
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and it pertains ina lot of the small islands of the Caribbean, 
so there is nothing really unique about it, but in the case oft 
Grenada, we know that there are between 50 and 60 investment 
proposals that have been placed before the interim government 


[Three enterprises have really opened their doors 
I'm sorry, two have opened their doors and are at work Inqales 
being one There 185 a third which 1s about to open, that is in 
the fishing area 


There are twenty which are about to be given, we 
understand, government approval and when the investment will 
occur and when something will be seen from that, 1 am just not 
sure 


I don't know 1f in those 50 to 60 proposals there 
enough employment to absorb the unemployment on the Island 
Numbers are hard to come by, because there is no good data 
base, but certainly there are several thousand unemployed 
people on that Island so | don't know if they are going to 
absorb that, but they certainly hold out promise, they hold out 
a lot of hope tor people and wy own judament is that the 
investors who are sort of standing in the wings are waiting to 


Pe what happen on December 3rd and to see what aovernment } 
indeed tormed, and then they, as we will look at wrat that 
government seems to indicate what its promises are to get 
Dack to your other opv1nt We have not talked to the po] itica, 
parties about their policies of prograins but indeed One ’ 
them are pumping out manitestoes and documents which state what 
their policies will be Some are more articulate than other 


ana some are more precise than others. but 1 18 that kind ot 
thing that Cr oOmes mut Ot the pol 1? 1 al prot ea cs and thy . arp 
the things the Grenadians have to judge, too 


() Who 15 ahead in the elections riaht now? 

FIRST OFFLCILAI [here 15 no “ahead 

Q Can you tell us who 1s winning? 

FIRST OFFICIAI No There have been two polls di 
by the St Augustine Research Associates out of Trinidad Cre 


“ia S very broad and jery general, whi h sort ‘yt got at what 
Grenadians were worried about, and they are the thinas you 


might imagine they would be worried about their economic 
well-—-beina, the future [hat first broad—brush poll seemed ¢ 
indicate a very real eencern about Gairy rhat he was not 
considered to be the kind of leader that Grenada needed unde: 
the circumstances, and it gave fairly tavorable marks to peogs 


like Herbert Blaize and George Brizan but it Was very genera 
ana 
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I don't think that you would translate that into any kind of 
action 


FIRST OFFICIAL A second poll that was conducted in 
August by the same firm in [Trinidad and [fobago, which was more 
focused, nonetheless pre-dated the formation of the new 
National Party fhe coalition had not yet formed and so it i 
extremeiy difficult to extrapolate from the data that it 
provided the kinds oft things that would Jive you a picture of a 
horse race at this point on the track 


l guess, Lf anything, it ] oOked like it would Hh, it 
could be a close cail but how close I don't think anybody car 
judge 

4) How bila 18 Galfry'’s support there ago you know 

f LRST OFF IE [Al No I really (i ym’ + KNOW Peon | 
the term "25 percent," but 25 percent in a 15—constituency race 


fjoesn't mean a whole lot 


think what they mear ] about 25 percent of the 

population would onsider themselves tavorably disposed toward 
trie airy How that translates into party vote lL don't kt 

( Is the United States providing any tinancial a 
t any ft ¢ Pre part r any ther kind ; sid t ariy 7 ee 
partie 

FIRS! rr] i No we are not fhe National 
Fr.dowment for Democracy 15 providing ome tunds to civise , 
groups which are mainiv from lI think taftted by the churct 
or through broad church auspices and other publi: -eryvice 
Groups to promote the return to demorract1 proces sort ’ 
get-out-the-vote kinds otf thinas But we are not providina 
agirect support 

MOUERATOR Why don't we take just one more and 


the second official has something he would like to say 


Q Can vou tell us how much unemployment there 1 
SECOND OFFICTAI Yes 8. O00 to 9,000 

Q) And the population of Grenada? 

SECOND OFFLCTAI RB9 OOO now? 


VOLCT Ninety thousand 
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SECOND OFFICTAI Ninety, and the answer to the 
question on employment generation was a quick sketch of the 
proposals that have been submitted thus far that my colleague 
mentioned lt indicates employment generation of about 1,700 
But I wanted to close with one thing, and that is, from ALD's 
point of view, our objective is to let Grenada be Grenada, to 
support Grenada in its evolution towards its view of a tree 
democracy with a market economy We aren't trying to turn it 


into Rosslyn or Tyson's Corner, and it isn't aoing to look like 


that when you go down there, and we did not f111 all six bays 
in that large airport with furnishings We don't intend to us 


all those bays That isn't necessary We are proceeding in ar 


orderly way with the road program and other infrastructure 
development rather than incurring millions in overruns in an 
attempt to create a Potemkin village for you SO don’t expe: t 
it to look like the openina of Dulles Airport 


Grenada 15 slowly evolving in its own way with its own 


deitiberative speed towards its own view of a tree democrati: 
society, and we think it 1s doing a hell of a fine job getting 


there, but there are still a lot of bridges to cross [hank 
you 

Q) Could | ask you a broader question? What impart 
does the Administration see its rescue mission in Grenada 
having had in the past year outside of Grenada for example 
the Soviet Union, on Cuba, of Nicaragua, on other countries r 


Lat nm Aamer 1‘ a ? Wh at Mpa ¢ hea . sj nis (,° enada Oreo jer t had yf) 


, 


policy in a broader sense, outside of the Island? 


FIRST OFFICIAL Well, obviously, | don't deal oft 
those other continents, and I am not going to presume to try 
interpret thinas too broadly 


| will say that not only within the Caribbean but 
certainly within this hemisphere we have had steady stater 
Of approbation, about an American willingness and resolve ¢t 
act wren action certainly seemed to be required under the 
circumstances that pertained at the time And 1 think that 1! 
that demonstrates resolve, real purpose, then you can 
interpret for yourselt what eftect that has elsewhere 


MODERATOR fet! just deal with the question on the 
mental hospital that we had and then that will De it 


SECOND OFF ILCTAI Yes loanne [ didn’t want to mm 
shot oft goina around oT) that with you and Dovle again What 
your question? 


} 
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Q Would you just describe the progress, if any 
SECOND OFFICIAL Immense, immense (Laughter) Quite 
a bit, unaided by any outside visitors It 1S proceeding to 


the point where next week we think their patient overload wil! 


be moved into the 
residence l am told that work 


being re-examined by the top mental health architect 
Originally a part of the consultant group, 
three alternatives 


understand it, at least 


worked out, 


within the budget we had worked 


tor the total assistance we were 
overrun we have there has to come out of 
and then construction, 
the year But the 


they have negotiated with us, 
could begin around the turn of 


interim facility at the old doctors 


including the use of 
things to bring the cost down to 


is on schedule The desian 1s 
that was 
and there are, as | 
to that design being 
prefab materials and other 
where we feel it will fit 
out with the interim government 
providing You know, any 
something else that 
hopetully 
interim 


Facility will be complete and everyone will be in their own 


rooms by next week 


Thank you 


MODERATOR Thank you 


(The orieting concluded 


very mus r 


at 11°15 a.m.) 





ON - “CORD PRESS BRIEFING 
AGENCY = INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT 
ON 


U.S. EMERGENCY FOOC ASSISTANCE TO ETHIOPIA 
THURSDAY, OCTOBER 25, 1984, 2:10 P.M. 


MISS SEMERAD: Good afternoon. The briefing 
today will be on U.S. Emergency Food Assistance to 
Ethiopia. The briefer will be M. Peter McPherson, the 
Administrator of AID, and it is ON THE RECORD for both 
sound and camera. 


MR. MCPHERSON: Good afternoon. § I've been 
here many times over the last couple years talking about 
the drought in Africa. Certainly, most of us have become 
convinced that this is one of the worst droughts, if not 
the worst of this century in Africa. 


In 1984, the U.S. provided some $173 million 
of disaster assistance in food to Sub-Saharan Africa. 
That was roughly 50 percent of the food that actually 
arrived for the disaster use. It was more food, more 
resources than were provided to Africa during that 
terrible Sahel drought during the early seventies that I 
think many of you will remember, either that or hearing 
about it. 


Our response so far this year is, frankly, 
enormous, because this, apparently at least in some areas, 
getting worse and worse. We have provided in these few 
days, these early few days of fiscal year 1985 -- that 
beginning October 1 -- so far to Sub-Saharan africa some 
$85 million, $85 million which we have obligated. 


This is, of course, a great human tragedy, and 
the President has been following the matter very closely. 
Over the past months and years, I've given him several 
different reports. In fact, my latest report to him was 
this morning, telling him what we have done exactly so far 
this year with Ethiopia. Through me, he wishes to convey 
his really deep concern about this enormous human tragedy 
that is occurring in Ethiopia and Africa throughout. He 
has instructed me and the Agency for International 
Development to respand to the needs there. We are 
certainly attempting to do just that. 


Ethiopia, as I mentioned, is an enormous 
problem. It was a problem last year. The last fiscal 
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year, we provided some $19.8 million of resources for the 
disaster, but so far this fiscal year, again only a few 
days old, we provided $43.7 million, or have obligated 
$43.7 million of food and disaster assistance This, in 
fact, is more for this month for Ethiopia thar we provided 
for any country throughout Africa last year -- in short, 
an enormous immediate response -- but it's clear there's 
going *o have to be a great, great deal more 


Now, there have been many problems in working 
in Ethiopia in the last year and there are going to be 
this year as well. Let me just review them for just a 
moment or two First of all, the biggest problems are in 
the north. There is some indication, in fact, further 
down here in the south that there has been some rain in 
recent times. The big problems have been up in the north 
where you see these signs of various cities (indicating 
map). That is, in fact, also the area where there had 
been, and continues to bé@ a civil war, and that civil war 
has greatly complicated distribution of food. I can go 
into that: There are various towns throughout here that 
fall through the government, and then back to the 
guerrillas, and so on. It has greatly complicated our 
delivery. Some areas, frankly, aren't safe for trucks to 
go with food and so on 


Another problem has been the terrain The 
terrain of Ethiopia, certainly in the north, is a 
difficult one with huge mountains and so on. Another 
problem has been the port facilities It is the Ethiopian 
Government estimate that through the ports we can deliver, 
donors can deliver approximately 50,000 tons of food a 
month. That, frankly, may not be enough food to take care 
of the need. It is not perhaps enough food by the 
Ethiopian Government estimate, and we think it is probably 
not enough either. That port capacity is a real problem 


Another problem, even when you get the food 
into the city, into the country, is the number of trucks 
to take it around, aasuming you can get through the civil 
war areas, just the physical number of trucks, capacity to 
carry the food. The RRC, the relief agency of the 
Ethiopian Government, has approximately 300 trucks at its 
disposel, we believe. But that probably isn't enough, and 
other trucks available in the country, at least at this 
time, is a restraining factor. It's arguable, in fact, 
that trucks within the country may be the biggest 
restraining factor at this time. 














Another problem is that there are some 42 
million people in Ethiopia -- millions of people. of 
course, in the north where it struck We figure, 
incidentally, about 6 million people may be at risk. and 
those 6 million people up and around here don't all live 
in cities, naturally; they live off where they farm, and 
in many cases, many, many miles or kilometers from the 
nearest city, so for people to get food, they have to come 
in some place. There's just no way that you even know 
where all these people are. Remember, there isn't any 
census, there aren't any records; you don't really have a 
good idea, really. within hundreds of thousands sometimes 
of how mauy people live where. 


Q Excuse me, you say “at risk." You mean 
from the civil war or from the drought? 

A From the drought. From the drought. 

So people have to come into feeding centers or 
into towns, and often what's happened here -- and they 
have to walk a long way, usually walking -- what happens 


here is, by the time they bring their kids in, or they 
come in, there are severe problems, and many of the deaths 
we're hearing about are people that are literally coming 
into camp to die 


Another problem -- and I'm going to review 
some of these in a few moments as to how we think some of 
these problems can be tackled -- another problem, in all 


candidness, has been the Ethiopian Government Certainly, 
up until the time of their anniversary celebration a few 
weeks ago, it seemed that they were not especially 
interested in working with donors and really tackling this 
tremendous problem. Estimates are that they may have 
spent a couple hundred million dollars on this tenth-year 
anniversary celebration, that we weren't able to get data 
on the number of trucks, on the problems. We felt they 
didn't give priority to food coming into ports. At one 
time, we had cement from the Soviet Union take priority 
over food that we knew we had to get in -- a number of 
problems. 


Those are the problems we faced Let me talk 
about how we're trying to take care of these 
difficulties. First of all, there is an immediate 
problem. By an “immediate” problem I mean people without 
food today What we have done in the last few days, we 

















have been-providing gasoline, or reimbursement for 
gasoline, to Ethiopian Government cargo planes to fly food 
into certain areas I can point this cut on the map 

where we've been flying it is to Mekele, which is a major 
population center, and from there it's gone out tt comes 
up from up here. up near the port, into Mekele 


In addition, we provide some $25,000 for 
this It costs a couple of thousand dollars per flight 
We've made it clear that there is another $75,000 
available for such flights Actually, of course, to the 
extent there is a need and we can respond this way. we 
certainly are going to do so. 


In addition to our flights getting food 
around, the International Committee of the Red Cross has 
also had a plane operate. Tomorrow, we are sitting down 
with some of the private voluntary organizations -- World 
Vision, Catholic Relief Services -- to talk with them 
about plane service that they might be offering. This is 
all in-country, note. This isn't bringing stuff from 
outside the country; it's all in-country, because it’s 
clear to us that at least in some of these cases, we are 
going to have to fly food from the ports -- the port down 
here in Djibouti. Aseb, up here, these ports along here 
(indicating map) to fly food into the camp areas This 
is, obviously, a short-term measure, but it's clear that 
there is food in-country that's needed, that needs to get 
to the camps 


The longer term -- by “longer term," I mean 
the next few weeks out This problem, we would not want 
to have permanently be solved or longer-term solved by 
such flights unless we need them intermittently What is 
necessary, in our judgment, is a much broader response 
among other people, among other entities on the part of 
the Ethiopian Government. 


It is our judgment that the Ethiopian 
Government, since their tenth-anniversary celebration, has 
been much more focused on this problem. In fact, 
Commissioner Dewait, who is the head of their relief 
agency, the so-called RRC, will be in New York next week 
at the U.N., and we have made arrangements to get together 
with him to talk with him in detail about what additional 
support we think we can provide and what we think we need 
from him. 


We need the Ethiopian Government We and the 
other donors need some very concrete things from him we 
need additional trucks allocated, no doubt, from the 











Ethiopian military to this effort -- several hundred 
trucks. We estimated as many perhaps as 300 additional 
trucks need to be allocated from the Ethiopian Government 
militery to this effort 


I mentioned that in-country trucking may be 
the biggest restraint for substantial increases in amounts 
of food Another restraint. you will recall, was the 
capacity of the ports to bring in the full amount of food 
that's necessery 


We think that some technical assistance. some 
port experts, in fact, may be able to help, and we're 
anxious, either ourselves or other parties, to provide 
such expertise. We think, no doubt. that the Ethiopian 
Government is going to have to give priority to a larger 
amount of food within those ports to bring it in. There 
has been priority sometimes to other items. 


We're going to have to discuss how we can deal 
with the areas, the civil war-torn areas, the 
guerrilla-controlled areas. That has been something that 
really has never been worked out to everybody's 
satisfaction and we've got to get that straight In 
short, we expect early next week to be sitting down and 
concretely presenting our ideas and how the Ethiopian 
Government can allocate more resources to achieve a more 
effective program in that country 


A couple of weeks ago I announced -- I know 
many of you were here -- that General Jules Becton, who is 
here with me today, would that day have his first meeting 
with the Inter-agency Task Furce to deal with the whole of 
Africa. General Becton indeed has had almost daily 
sessions with committees of that Task Force, and with a 
tremendous focus on Ethiopia 


Let me say, in conclusion, that frankly, I'm 
saddened at the fact that while the West has provided -- 
and the U.S. particularly, being the largest provider -- 
has responded really enormously to the situation in 
Ethiopia. It almost seems like callous indifference that 
the Soviet Union has virtually done nothing. In the last 
year or so, all we know they've done is provide some $3 
million worth of rice, a commodity which isn't consumed 
generally in Ethiopia. $3 million. Now, Ethiopia is 
really virtually a Soviet satellite, and we just don't 
understand why the Soviets can't respond more. 
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I wonder, for example. if there isn't more 
equipment that they could help to get this around in, if 
there isn't more resources. I'm positive, really, that 
there should be a much greater response As I say, it 
almost seems like callous indifference to be providing 
billions of dollars in military assistance to this 
country, and nothing for practical purposes in terms of 
food when it's clear that 6 million people are at risk. 


I mention this not to berate the Soviet Union, 
but it seems to me that we need some world press attention 
on this. We need to have the world press focus on the 
fact the Soviets have done virtually nothing, and I would 
hope that perhaps that focus would bring some action. 


It's good to be here again today, and I 
welcome any questions that you might have. 


Q The second part of the problem, the 
great food problem, Mr. McPherson, is very apparent, but 
how about medical assistance, not only in terms of 
medicine, but physicians to get in there to handle the 
great problems that have existed in these camps? 


a First of all, I didn't mention the 
medical care, but that's part of our package and part of 
what we have been providing and will be providing as time 
goes on here. I don't think that physicians, per se, are 
-—- I mean certainly not the sort of fully-trained, expert 
physicians, but elementary medical care is -- 


Q Paramedics? 


“ -- yes, the kind of thing that is 
necessary We've done some of that; we expect to do 
more. The numbers that I gave, provide, include some 
medical care as well as others. 


Q Is.it the area which is ca.led Tigre? 
4 Yes. 
Q And do you think the two American people 


who have been kidnapped in Lalibela last work were relief 
workers working in that kind of operations? 


a I don't have information on that 
situation. Tigre is right here, and that's in the middle 
of the major problem area of civil war 


(Continued on next page.) 














Q Who is the gentleman, again, you will be 
meeting with? 

a Commissioner Dewait. 

Q Can you spell that, please? 

i) Sure I will. It is D-e-w-a-i-t. 

, Q And that is the full name, Commissioner 

a No, I don't have his first name. 

Q All right. What day will you be seeing 
him? - 

a Well, we expect it will be about 
Wednesday. 

Q At the UN? 

a New York or here. The final -- the 
location isn't worked out. 

Q The United Nations or in Washington. 

a Yes. 

Q So you are going to meet with Dewait of 


the RRC next week. 
4 Yes. 


Q Are you making any approaches to the 
various and sundry liberation fronts, the Aromas or the 
Tigrans or the Eritrgans, to see to it that food can be 
brought into areas under their control? 


A . We have had discussions -- we pursued 
getting the food@yinto those areas, and though I'd like not 
to comment on it extensively today, it is clear that we 
are going to have to have the cooperation of all parties 
if we are to move freely. 


Q Mr. McPherson, will you talk to us a 
little bit about this problem on a continent-wide scale, 
because the drought has not just been Ethiopia but right 
across Africa. 

















a It certainly is not just Ethiopia 
There are roughly twenty countries, at least -- it depends 
on how you define it -- that have serious drought problems 


this year. It 1s our judgment that the most serious 
problem areas are going to be Ethiopia, Kenya, Mozambique. 
Niger and Sudan. Those are the countries that we think 
are going to be most serious now, but frankly the 
Situation has been unfolding in such a fashion that it is 
hard to tell. 


Now, Ethiopia of course with 42 million people 
is a huge country. Kenya, down below here a bit, is a 
large populated country, too, so we expect fairly 
substantial food requirements for Kenya, as well 


Q Do you have programs for these other 
countries? 

o Oh, yes. 

Q Can you run over that a little bit? 

a Yes. In fact, I think -- Kate, do we 


have the hand-out? 


VOICE: In the hand-out today, yes, we have 
figures on all of the African countries where we are 
providing assistance 


MR. MC PHERSON: Yes, we have got -- for 
example, in Kenya, I personally have met with the 
President of the country. We have had a team looking at 
the situation, projecting requirements, work exter ely 


It is a lot easier to work in Kenya b - 
there is no civil wag. We can plan it more carefully and 
more completely. Logistics are just a lot easier. They 
are not perfect by any sense of the imagination. You have 
still got the port questions there in Kenya. 


In Sudan, the logistics get a little bit more 
difficult, too. There is fifteen million population in 
Sudan. The drought area is particularly the case in the 
western side of the country. 


Niger, it's several parts of the country. 
Niger's population is not as large, but it is iandlocked, 
and there could well be some real logistical difficulties 
getting food there 

















Mozambique was a major problem country last 
year and so our structure is reasonably set up in 
Mozambique 


The southern part of Mozambique has received 
substantial rain -- or some rain -- in recent times. and 
we don’t think it is going to be as bad there, but the 
northern part in Province Tate, which is the province 
which sticks out into Zimbabwe there, is a problem. 


We have CARE on the spot in Mozambique helping 
us coordinate, anc so forth. I have met with the 
President of Mozamtique syself in recent weeks to discuss 
this program at 4*zat depth and in fact have visited camps 
there, feeding camps, in Mozambique. 


Q Is Ethopia the only African country 
where there we are not providing direct 
government-to-government help, that is to say, where you 
are working only through private agencies? 


A Or UN age:'cies We have done very 
little in Angola, as well Ethiopia, however, is the 
major case where we have not worked directly with 
government The issue of how we work, or what is our 
relationship with the government, is one, of course, that 
will be under discussion in the weeks ahead, and I suppose 
it is pertinent that we provide gasoline for cargo planes 
piloted by Ethiopian government pilots in recent days 


Q Could you talk about that just a moment, 
because these private agencies say that they simply cannot 
distribute more tran 200,000 tons a year in Ethiopia. 
Private agencies like the Catholics, they say that there 
must be direct government help such as you have in places 
like Senegal and Mozambique, and wherever 


Can explain why there isn't, and how 
important is it in your view that there be bilateral help 
as opposed te chanmelling it through agencies? 


a I think it is critical that -- a couple 
points -- one, in recent days, the PVO's have been 
suggesting that they have broader capacity. I met with 
them all about three weeks ago and we discussed this 
capacity problem at great length, and there is a 
suggestion in the last couple of weeks that with certain 
help their capacity might be three times greater than what 
they originally proposed it 

















So that is expandable in part. It is, 
however, not a full answer to your question 


It is my firm view that the problem of 
Ethiopia will not be addressed unless there is an expanded 
and more effective program of the Government of Ethiopia 


Nobody else has the capacity. No outside 
group can come in and quickly enough fill the capacity to 
Geliver this. What I am saying is that we look forward to 
our discussions on how we can play an effective role in 
this whole area, and we will be discussing this next week 
with Dewait. 


Q Is the United States Government prepared 
for bilateral help? 


a Our interest is an effective program, 
and as indicated by our willingness to provide for 
Ethiopian Government cargo planes 


Q Is that a yes?’ 


a We are going to be talking about that 
We made it very clear what we need It is not a political 
matter It is just @ matter we got to have responses from 
the Ethiopian Government to this situation we have got 
to have those additional trucks We have got to have 
people tracking the food when it gets out there You 
can't sort of just drop it and leave it, and so on we 
obviously are interested -- wel!, I think I have given my 
response 


Q Can you see the day when American planes 
will fly directly into Ethiopia? 


- 

a At this hour we are talking about how to 
use planes that are there. or that we can get there, that 
are not government, U.S. Government, planes. certainly, to 
take care of this problem 


The situation is evolving, but I think that 
our response now is the appropriate one. 


Q Some of the food groups have talked 
about the need for U.S. providing trucks and spare parts, 
and stuff like that 
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a You remember that year ago, we provided 
money to the Catholic Relief Service to rent trucks, and 
thai worked fairly well, and we would expect to perhaps do 
even more of that, but I think that whatever we can rent 
may not be sufficient, and the Ethiopian Government that 
has its paristatal, that has perhaps 6,000 trucks under 
its control, and has perhaps thousands of military trucks, 
is the primary reservoir of trucks to move this around. 





I think you can speculate a lot on “ifs", 
returning a bit to your question. We are committed to an 
enormous respormse here. I mean, by any measure, historic 
or otherwise, $43 million in less than a month of 
obligations, is an enormous figure. I mean, it is 
historical proportions. “It obviously is a commitment made 
with deep interest on the part of the President of the 


United States to respond to these terribly stricken ~* 
people, and we are going to provide -- we are going to as 
respond to this need as best we can. And we are searching : 

for answers day-by- day. There isn't a day that doesn't Fa 


go by that I don't spend quite a lot of time on Ethiopia 
these days searching through how to get this job done, how 
to get the food there. 





The man back here has a question. 


Q Yes. Obviously it is a Marxist 
government, and that is why you don't -- 


2) No, it really isn't why. It is more -- 
why we have had problems in the past was because we didn't 
think ‘hey were doing the job for their people, because 
they weren't willing to allocate resources They weren't 
willing to provide us information. We have really always 
made the distinction that to solve a problem, we were 
going to get rooee omen people that were hungry. 





* «4° 


F t my main question though was what 
re with other countries? Is the United 
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Statés = ain part, and others will do some other 
part? 

A The coordination is -- the gatherer of 
the information, if you will -- has been the World Food 
Program in Rome. I have sent -- communicated with my 
colleagues -- the Canadians, the British, the French, and 
so forth, -- either directly or by my staff periodically. 


In fact, today, I will be sending another letter, cable, 
to each one of these colleagues saying, “Here is what we 
have done. Update me on what you have done." 























BEST COPY AVASLAB: ¢ 12 


This informal approach of keeping in touch 
with others to be sure we were aware of what cthers have 
done has been our approach. We have not said, “This was 
the United States’ percentage, and that's somebody else's 
percentage." We have been the largest donor, and we 
fundamentally tried to respond to the need as we could see 
it in -- 


Q But do you coordinate it in any way, 
like saying, “We'll take this area, you take that one? 


i) As an informal matter, that has worked 
out that way. I am not satisfied that that coordination 
is as tight as it has got to be, given the tremendous 
explosion and need, however, and one of the reasons for my 
letter to my colleagues is to tighten up that coordination 


Q I'd like to press you on the figure of 
obligations for FY ‘85. Are you telling us that you have 
made approvals of $45 million -- 


a $43. 


Q $43 -- since October lst, or were these 
approvals underway before the fiscal year started? 


a They were underway in some cases before 
the fiscal year began, but they were for resources which 
were Congressionally approved effective as of October 1 


Q So could I ask you to go back and say 
when you first started using FY ‘85 funds for this, in 
practice, I mean. 


a Well, we began to anticipate the fiscal 
year, of course, sevaral weeks before the fiscal year 
began. -I can't gfe you an exact date, but these were -- 


g Was it back in August or July? 


2) No, not that long. A few weeks before, 
but knowing these resources were not available until 
October 1, and it was after October 1 when these 
obligations were made. 


As you, of course, understand, the poor person 
in Ethiopia doesn't focus on our fiscal year, so we have 
had this This has been a moving target problem 
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Q I understand that. I am not saying they 
should, or anything, but what I am curious about is, when 
your FY ‘84 money ran out, and when you started spending 
FY ‘85 money. 


= We didn't start spending FY ‘85 money in 
any formal sense until October 1, and we began 
anticipating it a few weeks in advance. There was not a 
time however -- we did not have a period at the end of ‘84 
and before ‘85 when we wished to obligate resources but 
could not. If I said that clearly enough. There was not 
a break when we did not have resources which we legally 
had the authority to obligate. 


Q What does obligation mean in this 
context? 
A Obligation means that the Federal 
Government and our Agency has made a decision, a formal 
decision, to ship food and the process to do so has begun, 2. 


to spend the money 


Q Are these Congressionally mandated 
expenditures in this amount? 


a No 


Q Have you cut down any on the amount of 
time it takes you to get food there now? 


“ We think so, we think so We think we 
can buy food at port, like New Orleans, and we think we 
can make the purchase much faster than what was done in 
the past. This was part of the Presidentially-directed 
study to attempt to do so. 


* @ Have you finished arguing over the 
pre-pesitioning process? Is that in place now? 


Well, there is -- our pre-positioning 
approach is no doubt -- of course, we are struggling 
simply to get the food there, so far, so pre-positioning 
hasn't been a major point. But our approach to 
pre-positioning will be to deliver food, at least 
initially to countries which we are quite sure are going 
to have needs in the months or years in advance or ahead, 
and so in fact we are going to be pre-positioning food in 
particularly problem countries 
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Q What time did it take before and what 
time period are you trying to shorten? 


A Well, it has been taking historically 
about three months to get food there, and we think that we 
can shorten that to something in the range of a month, 
depending upon the circumstances. 


Q Is the grain itself the food aid, or is 
that converted somehow? 


a I didn't go into that. Let me do so, 
because there is an interesting twist to this. 


Much of this is grain itself -- wheat. But 
what you find when a person is severely malnutritionec, 
simply hasn't had enough food for some time, is that, 
especially kids, you can bring them out of that state. 

You can save them much more likely if the food you give to 
them is enriched. In other words, something like various 
soyfood, made of soybeans, enriched food, high protein 
food, and so at least a part of the food which we are in 
the process of now shipping will be this enriched food for 
exactly that purpose. Sir. 


Q Has some of this food been stolen, or a 
lot of it? 


A Well, we haven't had that problem. Wow 
we have with private voluntary organizations, the Catholic 
Relief Service, World Vision, with international 
organizations like the International Committee of the Red 
Cross, and so forth, that we have known and worked with 
for years, and in our judgment just do a very good job. 


There have been some stories in the European 
press about European,Community food, and other European 
donor fted; about theft. I am not in a position to 
directly» comment ap those. I am confident that our own 
food, hagpwer, has been carefully controlled, in part, 
frankly, @@eaduse IT suggest because of the mechanism we 
have used to distribute it. 


Q What has the Ethiopian Government done 
differently? You said that before the celebration, you 
had problems with them. What are they doing now? 


a Well, they have actively begun to go out 
and try to talk to donors as to what they need. They have 
given us information, or at least more information. This 
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trip of Dewait to New York, in my opinicn, is indicative 
of much broader interest and focus. 


We think that the Ethiopian Government is 
simply more serious about tackling this problem. The RRC 
itself, and Dewait, the individual, have been serious 
these many months, but we haven't been at all convinced 
that the Ethiopian Government per se has been, and we are 


hopeful. 


Ladies and gentlemen, it is nice to be here. 
and thank you, very much. 


(The briefing concluded at 2:44 ¢.m.) 
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MS. SEMERAD We have Mr. M. Peter McPherson, the 
Administrator of A.I.D., with us today to answer any questions 
that you might have on the White House release earlier today on 
the U.S. response to the African drought situation His 
comments will ON THE RECORD for both sound and camera 


MR. McPHERSON: Good afternoon. I do have a very few 
brief comments, but primarily Il'm here to answer whatever 
questions you might have 


Commissioner Dawit -- who is head of the Ethiopian 
Relief Agency -- and myself met this morning, and there will be 
further meetings this afternoon They were very productive 
sessions this morning, and I'm sure they will be today ne 
will meet again tomorrow 


Basically our discussions focused, or in large part, 
on distribution of food within the country We will have more 
extensive comments tomorrow afternoon, I would expect, after 
the close of those discussions; and I'm not really ina 
position to comment on them further 





The release which the White House issued this morning, 
among other things, talks about planes We are providing two 
planes -- cargo planes -- each of which will provide 17-18 
metric tons per load time Those two planes, as you'll note, 
will be available for at least 60 days I think the White 
House statement was tentative It is now firm that those 
planes will be provided 


This will be in augmentation of the gasoline that we 
have been providing to Ethiopia Government planes We've been 
doing this for a couple of weeks now 


What the release today from the White House I think 
indicates is that this is not just an Ethiopia but, rather, 
this is almost a Continent-wide problem There is really very 

















serious drought in at least countries and in many other 
countries which are affected as well 


With those comments, I'd be happy to accept any 
questions that you might have 


Q Mr. McPherson, since you say the White House 
statement was tentative and you say the arrangement for the 
planes is now firm -- since the tentative aspect was quote, “I 
think subject to talks with Ethiopia” -- is there anything that 


came cut of your talk with Commissioner Dawit that has made it 
now firm? 


a Frankly, we wanted to communicate our willingness 
to provide those planes and have the government approve it; and 
that was the only reason for the tentativeness of that We did 
so this morning, and so we will be providing the planes 


Q Sir, two days ago the White House issued a 
statement in which it said, among other things "Basic to this 
whole effort is a more cooperative attitude from the Ethiopian 
Government and the dedication of more of their own resources 
They reportedly spent a substantial amount for their 
Independence Day celebration but have paid little attention to 
this problem There are more than 6,000 trucks under 
government control. for example, but only a few hundred are now 
available for emergency food shipments." 


My question to you is Has the Fthiopian Government 
changed its attitude? In the language of the White House, 1s 
it being “more cooperative"? 


A We think in the day since this celebration a few 
weeks ago -- the Ethiopia celebration -- that the Cthiopia 
Government has focused substantially more on this problem The 


discussions with Commissioner Dawit today and tomorrow have 
been so far, and we expect will continue to be, productive 

And we'll be commenting more concretely, I expect, tomorrow on 
the results of those discussions 


Q Can you elaborate a bit now? Are they going to 
dedicate more trucks? 


A l'm not in a position to do so today, sir 


Yes 


I'd like to pursue something that's been troubling me 
a little bit all along When did you first know of the 
magnitude of the problem in terms of the revision of the 





figures upward to six million people who were being 
threatened? When was A&.1.D. first apprised and firm in its 
belief that six million people were, indeed, threatened? 





A Well, we have felt for several weeks -- a few 
weeks, in any case -- that this problem was growing in 
seriousness You will recall, I believe on October 9th, that I 
was here in this same room to announce an Interagency Committee 
to deal with Africa drought as whole You will also note that 
all but about 10 million of that 45 million which we have 
announced for Ethiopia was prior to the NBC broadcast of the BBC 
film. 


In short, for a few weeks we have been convinced this 
problem was growing 


We, of course, have felt that this was a fairly major 
problem for some time -- reflected in our commitment last year 
of over 19 million dollars worth of food, the largest amount 
which was given by any donor ir Ethiopia in fiscal year 1984, 
and a very substantial amount It is one of the largest 
amounts of any food of any amount that we gave to any country 
in Africa for fiscal 1984 


Q O.K Though it seems to me 1 recall having 
session with Jay Morris sometime this summer where a few 
reporters talked with him about the problem that the U.S. was 
apprised several months ago that this situation was indeed a 
very, very terrible one 





My question to you is Why did it take you so long to 
move the massive amount of aid that you, indeed, now feel is 
necessary to alleviate the famine there? 


) Well, what we found all long -- and we found 
this in Ethiopia and we found this in every other country we 
ever worked in, frankly -- is that that we need really 


excellent cooperation from the government of the country in 
which we're working to be able to have a massively etfective 
relief effort. And we think that in the last just very few 
weeks that the Ethiopia Government had begun to be deeply 
involved in this problem, and we welcomed it 


Q Mr. McPherson - 

2) Yes 

Q you say you now have the aircraft approved for 
operations inside of Ethiopia This is obviously a change from 


the Ethiopian attitude last week in which some British aircraft 




















were turned down Has that since turned around with the 
Ethiopian Government? 


“ That is correct 
Q It has been turned around 
os My understanding is that the two British aircraft 


will be going in for some 60 to 90 days 


Q How does that fit in with the previous 
announcement that the distribution would be by voluntary 
agencies? Is this in addition to their efforts, and how does 
that work? 


A Well, these aircraft would be not run by the 
Government of Ethiopia but rather would be operated with 
private people It is true, however, that we have gone beyond 
strictly working with private voluntary organizations -- at 
least two weeks ago, in which we provided gasoline, or 
reimbursement for gasoline, for Ethiopia Government airplanes 


Q Was there any talk with Commissioner Dawit about 
getting food into Eritrea and Tigre? 


A I'd like to withhold further comments on my 
conversations with Commissioner Dawit until the next time we 
get together, but certainly will say that the north, the 
contested areas, are of intense interest to us And there has 
been speculation of food truces and that kind of thing in the 
lest few days; and we, the United States Government, certainly 
welcome any easing of restrictions or ability to get food 
around Ethiopia Certainly, the combat has been a major 
limitation in effective distribution in Ethiopia 


Q I'm going to ask you about these Trans-America 
airplanes 


rs) Yes 
Q One Il understand that "“Trans-America” is going 
to be painted off the planes for security reasons And could 


you comment on that? What's the security problem? 


And, two What are these planes going to do? Are 
they going to go from the port into the interior? In other 
words, is the idea to help oreak the logjam from the ports or 
what? 














i) I don't have the detail of what's going to be 
painted. One plane has to be painted, but I can't tell you 
just why or how. We rented these just yesterday and we're 
working out how that fits tether 


Let me just review the problem, and I think the use of 
the planes will become clear The problem is that we've got 
food in the country, but we can't get it to site of the poor 
people -- of the hungry people That takes trucks, in some 
cases: but in many cases it takes air transportation because of 
the bad roads -- in some cases a question of conflict along the 
way, the guerrilla activity -- and so forth But if there's an 
airport nearby or some semblance of an airport, we can fly it 
in. 


So what we're flying it from is from port or near port 
to site of hungry people 


Q Are you and Mr. Dawit going to have a joint news 
conference tomorrow? 


i) We're working out how we might do that 

Q O.K 

Q And 

Q One other question 

A L'll be right to you, sir 

Q The figures that you and the Ethiopian Government 


have been using suggest there are six million people at risk, 
and I've seen reports from Addis Ababa which suggest that this 
excludes the hungry in Eritrea and Tigre Provinces And if you 
include them you have ten million, instead of six- 


i) We have never in our figures excluded those two 
provinces because, in fact, those two provinces probably 
include -- well, clearly include -- a vast number of very 


hungry people, indeed 


Now, it has to be said -- and I know you people, most 
of whom covered these kinds of stories for some time -- are 
aware that these figures of how many hungry people there are 
are difficult to nail down We don't really have a good 
population figure for many areas, let along knowing how many 
hungry people there But we've always included in any 
estimates that we've made the people of those two provinces 








To follow along the question that was here a moment 
ago, those are two provinces where there has been really the 
most fighting; and it is in those areas where there has been a 
lot of fighting where there is the greatest hunger -- the 
greatest number of probably starving people 


(Continued on next page. ) 




















Q In this handout from the White House, it says the 
new approvals total 208 thousand metric tons out of the $45 
million. What is it? Is it grain, is it flour, is it -- what 
is it? 


a It's grain, and it's enriched foods of various 
kinds. First of all, there's just a lot of grain, but it's 
whole grain usually and so it has to be put in water and then 
pounded up; really, kind of ground up 


The way they do this in most of these areas is that 
you have great big container of some kind, put water in it, 
soak it for a while and there's a long wooden pounders that 
women pound away at [It's quite a thing That's the whole 
grain 


But, in addition, we have been providing some enriched 
food, usually enriched with soy, from soybeans That enriched 
food has a really excellent impact in bringing people back 
Quickly, especially children who have been hungry for some time. 


Q Also, from the White House statement of two days 
ago, “We will ask for more trucks to be made available for 
priority access to port facilities and for assurances that food 
can reach victims in rebel areas." 


Have you asked for such assurances? 


A Let me discuss that in some detail Not today, 
but I'm sure I will be That enters into the discussions that 
I've had today and tomorrow L'll report on that not today 


Q Can you tell us if there's any progress? 

q I really don't want to talk about the discussions 
Q Too delicate now? 

ie) No, it's just not appropriate Commissioner 


Dawit and 1 have had some good discussions, and 1 want to work 
closely with him in my report of those conversations L know 
you would appreciate that from the point of just diplomatically 
doing it correctly 


Q You have mentioned a couple of times in the last 


several weeks that we feel better about the Ethiopian 
Government response since their anniversary celebration ended 


Is it the U.S. Government opinion that Ethiopia spent 
money and resources on its anniversary celebration that should 
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better have been going to feeding the people?’ 


=) Let me just say. it's clear they spent a greet 
deal of money on their celebration Well, we don't really 
know Some of vou people have estimated $200 million: others 
have said $100 million But. clearly. it was a lot of money, 
and there clearly has been for sometime substantial needs in 
Ethiopia 


Having said that, it seems to us that there is really 
Quite a lot of interest in getting at this problem and figuring 
it out Il know that the presence of Commissioner Dawit here, 
and in New York meeting with U.N. agencies, is retlected, we 
think, of that broader interest, and, frankly, we're pleased by 
this change of events 


Q I would like you to respond to the charges, 
first, of DOr. Charles Elliott that the United States has 
withheld assistance to Ethiopia in hopes that the famine might 
topple the government, and, secondly, to Tip O'Neill's charges 
regarding the tying of aid to the contra to emergency food 
assistance for Africa? 


fs The idea that we would have tied any aid to 
political considerations in Ethiopia is just wrong and 
uninformed 


There's been a very conscious policy to provide food 
and assistance to desparately needy people without regard to 
politics now for some time 


Specifically, the President has been saying, and we've 
been echoing, that a hungry child knows no politics That's 
our position Ll know it for a fact Ll've been vigorously 
pursuing t*it as the chief implementor of this policy, and I 
feel very stronaly and deeply about the policy 


The question of ging tood with the contras -- money 
the facts are that several months ago when (hat was the 
issue, we were not held up at all in obligations of monies ‘or 

food during the time that the contra dispute went forward 


Q Do you anticipate in the course of the coming 
fiscal year that we will be shipping many times more food into 
Africa than we did last year’ 


a We shipped a $173 million worth of food and 
assistance last year which was the largest amount of assistance 
ever provided by a U.S. Administration for drought in Africa 
Ll say that again The largest amount of food ever provided by 











aU.S. Administration to Africa was provided by us. by this 
government, last year 


We have already gone a very substantial amount The 
fiscal year is not yet over -- is only a month old This 
Fiscal Year 1985 is only a month old and we've already provided 
&@ $131 million of food and disastrous assistance; a huge amount 
reflecting a tremendous problem, of course 


How much more we will provide this year than we did 
last is not yet know, but it's clearly going to be more 


Q Do you have anything to say about the Soviet 
promise to deliver 300 trucks, precisely the number you 
recommended, to show all your clout in Moscow? 


(Laughter) 


A How persuasive IL am, I gather 

Q Plus some other vehicles 

Q We don't have any information as to when those 
trucks or airplanes or helicopters would arrive There's been 


some speculation, but I gather that the date of arrival isn't 
firm 


Frankly, we welcome any assistance the Soviets or the 
Fastern-bloc might provide We think that they have an 
obligation as members of the world community to provide 
substantial amounts This would be a change of their position, 
and we welcome it frankly We have a problem to take care of 
it and we hope we can all work together to get it done 


Q What would you say to skeptics who look at the 
announcement five days before the election that we're now 
expanding the aid to three more African countries -- Kenya 


Mozambique and Mali? Why now, why not last week? Why not two 
weeks ago when -- 


A Of course, last week we did This amount, which 
was announced today, is on top of substantially greater amounts 
already provided In other words, this is an on-going 


situation where we obligated very substantial amounts of money 
to many countries in Africa before this became a matter of such 
broad speculation We're responding, and we need to and we're 


going to continue to We surely wouldn't wait untii after the 
election to do this We've got a problem right now and we're 
doing it 
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Q You were asked before about Tip O'Neill I don't 
think you had a chance to respond Did you? 
“ Yes, I did. Mr. O'Neill suggested that the whole 


food response now was a political one, and that's just wrong 


We have responded to the need as we've seen and as we could 
deliver efficiently the food to hunary people 


I'm quite proud of what we've done. I think that as 
U.S. citizens we all should really be very proud, because it's 
very great indeed and we've got a big problem, and we're 
getting at our share of handling it 


Q Does AID have any firm estimates on the number of 
persons who are dying daily? I've heard estimates -- 1,000 to 
6,000 a day 


A I think the facts are that people don't know 
That. of course, 15 sad in itself 


As I know you can, you need a picture of the area that 


is drought-stricken You've got people in camps In those 
camps you can, I suppose, make counts of children or adults 
that die But many people are still not in camps They're out 


in their homes or their communities 


And so often they get into the camps where they can be 
fed very late, and they have been very hunary for some time 
That malnutrition, or lack of food, particularly affects 
children We just don't know For me to speculate would be 
just out speculation 


l have no doubt that there continues to be many deaths 
each day in Ethiopia, and that is why we and the world 
community and I'm convinced that's also why the Ethiopian 
Government is showing such a substantial interest in this 
problem at this time 


Ladies and gentlemen, I'm sure 1'll be seeing you 
soon L look forward to further discussions 


(Briefing concluded at 2:27 p.m.) 
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SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Just a few opening 
points. This is to provide a summary and some background 
on the latest developments in the ongoing southern Africa 
negotiations. 
I think the basic point we would want to make is 
that it is clear that progress is being made. There are 
some important new developments, but at the same time there 


are no Gramatic breakthroughs and we have some arduous work 


It's important, we believe, to understand the nature 
of the fundamental political decisions that have been made 
and that remain to be made. But starting first with the 
recent ones that have been made, there clearly has been the 
emergence of a consensus in Luanda within the Angolan 
Government around a series of political decisions resulting 
in a package of ideas which have been put to us officially 
and authoritatively and which we have been asked by the 
Angolan Government to present to the South African Government. 
The concepts that I'm referring to have been outlined 


in very general terms in Jim Hoagland's Washington Post inter- 


view with the President of Angola. And this set of concepts 
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and a willing- 
ness to proceed with Cuban troop withdrawal in the context 
of an overall regional settlement of the Namibia question. 


We have now, as I mentioned, at the request of the 


Angolan Government, conveyed these principles and these 
specific proposals to the South Africans, who recognize them 


to be just what I said -- that is, official proposals. And 
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ourse, Of some significance. The South 
African Government has undertaken to study these proposals 


carefully and provide a considered response, which we 


believe could take place quite soon within a matter of a 
few weeks. 





9f you have seen a reference to, which 
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basically just summarizes that I've just said, and we have 
that available here for those wbo may want to see it. 

Having said that, I would stress as well that what 
ce ahead of us could indeed be an arduous process. Ther‘ 
have been important and serious decisions taken; there are 
more to be taken. And this 1s in the context of wbere the 
U.S. 18 playing the key mediator role. We see the prospect 


now for the beginning of tough back-and-forth and of important 


political decisions. 


Let me say as well that we, of course, are operating 














on the basis of Resolution 435 as the internationally 

accepted basis for Namibia's independence. We historically 

helped to produce that set of agreements, a complex set 

of agreements. Our position on it has not changed, and that 

is the basis on which I believe all parties are operating. 
Another point that I would mention is the question 

of the completion of the Lusaka Agreement. The Lusaka Agreement 

in February of ‘84 pertained to the disengagement of forces 

in southern Angola, an area of some 25,000 square miles. 

This is all inthe public arena already, and most of you will 

be familiar with it. That process has nearly been completed, 

and I think we can say today that there is a will and a desire 


on the part of both the Angolans and the South Africans to 





complete that process as expeditiously as possible. 
We have that authoritatively from both governments concerned 
and expect that there will be meetings between them 


in the coming days on that matter. We urge them to complete it, 





as we have all along, and we of course are prepared to offer 
our services to help out in that regard if we're asked to 
do so. 

There obviously are many other things going on 
in southern Africa, but I think that's where I would leave it 
as far as these negotiations are concerned and then I can 


take questions. 














Clearly, I'm not going to go into the substance 

f these proposals; and we are at a very extremely delicate 
phase of a very complex negotiation. The movement that 
we're referring to*Plat we have seen is obviously important. 
I think if one had to try and put a fine point on it, one 
would say that we're at the phase of serious political 
decisions. We are , if you will, at the beginning of 
what could become the end game. Clearly, we would wish that 
to be the case. We will proceed with our full energies to 
bring this to a conclusion, we hope. 

It's a time when you will predictably see 
reactions from a number of parties, position-taking, perhaps 
even some nervousness -- and that's not surprising in the 
context of a serious negotiation. 

I think I'll stop there and take questions. 

Q There have been reports emanating from 
Suspect sources, but nonetheless there have been reports 
that Korean troops are replacing the Cuban troops in 
Angola. Do you have anything that you might enlighten us 
On about that? 

A We have absolutely no confirmation of 
such reports. I think there have even been some denials 


of it. We haven't seen anything to confirm it. It's 


sort of a distinct impression that wiuat the parties in the 











region would like to do is to see the region free of 
foreign forces. 

Q I would think that would go completely 
counter to good faith in the negotiation, would it not? 

4 Well, I don't think that anyone is seriously 
considering any such move. They would not be consistent 
with the basic desire to get South African forces out of Angola, 
wbich they nearly are -- out of Namibia, which they will be 
in the context of a solution there -- and Cubans out of 
Angola; it would not be consistent with that whole effort. 

Q About a month or two ago, it was being 

Said that the problem in getting the South African troops 

to move the last 25 or so miles from Angola was that no 

one could agree on what would happen next when that happened 

-- what would happen in Namibia itself. And the fact that both 
Sides, you're saying now, want to finish this -- does this 

mean there’s at least an agreement on the next steps, or 

what? 

A Well, there's a complex history here -- one 
of the reasons why that issue of how to define what would 
take place once they get to the border. 


There was an effort at one stage back this past 


summer to try and couple that in some fashion with an 








agreement on a preliminary cease-fire or a cessation 

of hostilities cof some form inside Namibia. That idea has 
not achieved consensus and is not at this stage being 

pursued by any of the parties. And that in itself represents 
a step forward at this point. 

The key question, of course, remains what takes 
place once they reach the border. I think a lot of thought 
has been given to that on both sides. And it really isn‘t 
all that complex a matter, now that the other issue of a cessa- 
tion of hostilities inside Mamibta has beea dropved to one 
Side. 

I'm not saying, in other words, that they have 


negotiated the details of a follow-on arrangement or mechanism, 





because they haven't; but there's a will to do so. 

O But can you at least say: Is there a willing- 
ness on Angola's side to negotiate the complete withdrawal 
of the Cuban troops in return for implementation of 435 
in all its aspects? 

A Well, I've indicated what has been stated 
publicly already. The Angolan Government has accepted the 
principle that this issue can be part of a package of 
oncepts and principles that form the basis for a settlement. 


I think that's about all I can really say on it 


at this point. 








There have been proposals before it on the issue 
of Cuban troop withdrawal, as well as the other issues, 
and that’s clearly what’s implied. 

0 What do the Angolans get out of this? 

Do they get full relations with the United States, and 
wh® is to protect the government in light of the threat 
from the Savimbi forces? 

A Well, I think it's fair to say that from 
the outset we've been working on the principle that this 
is not going to work if it is seen as suicidal for any of the 
parties. So if we're seeing this forward process it's 
because people are beginnifmy to see their way through 


to a conclusion that would not be suicidal -- it would have 





something there for everyone. 

On the first point that you raise, it has always 
been our position -- going back to three Administrations 
-- that the Cuban issue had something to do with our 
relationship with Angola ata fn the context of an overall 
settlement of these questions that the normalization of 
our relationship could take place. And that remains the 
position. 

0 Well, could you elaborate a little on the 
other point? I mean is there some effort being made to 


negotiate between the Savimbi people and the MPLA <-- are you 





involved in that -- or how is the government to survive? 





How would you avoid the suicide situation? 

A Well, on the first point you raise, we are 
not involved in any such negotiation. That is an internal 
Angolan question -- obviously, of the greatest sensitivity. 
And the timing of the auspices or the venue for any such 
discussion, when and if it's to take place, is not for us to 
say. We don't rule out, obviously, that such a thing 
could take place and could help to bring peace to Angola 
itself. 

We would obviously want to see peace come to 
Angola, but that is not part of the international negoti- 


ation that we are talking about that involves the inde- 





pendence of Namibia. 

Q Do you have the impression that South Africa 
is now satisfied,or on the road to becoming satisfied, 
with Angola's ability to keep SWAPO from penetrating, 
once they pull back to the border? 

I think that’s a question you'd best put 
to the South Africans. The disengagement agreement in 
Lusaka is, for the mdst,” completed; and if this final step 
is taken it would have to indicate some degree of satis- 


faction about the benefits of implementing that agreement. 


There were a number of undertakings in that egreement. There 








were three major ones: the maintenance of SWAPO and 





Cuban forces out of the area in question -- that is the area 
to be vacated by South Africa‘s forces; and, on th other 
side, the pullout of South African forces from that area. 

Q A few points -- first of all, a point of 
Clarification. When you talked about normalization of 
relations after the Cuban (withdrawal), you were talking 
about with fngola, of course, not with Cuba; right? 

A Did I say with Cuba? 

Q No, but I just wanted to make sure you were 
talking about Angola. 

A Angola, yes. 


Q O.K. Now, did you speak to Prime Minister 





Botha all about the increasing violence and so forth in his 
country or did you just stick to this topic? 

A Well, we talked aboot all the issues that 
exist in our bilateral and regional relations, for sure. 

Q Did you give any new proteststo him? Did 
he give any explanation to you that you can tell us about? 

A Well, we have made clear repeatedly, and 
continue to do so, our concern about violence-- our belief 
that there must be and needs to be as an urgent matter 


a dialogue within South Africa--and that's the way to solve 


internal problems there. 











Dbannings and so forth is our longstanding position. 


Q Can you -- 

A And, of course, we discussed all those 
matters. 

C Can you give us an idea of his response? 

A No; I don’t think I would. 

. ne last question. Is he likely to come here? 


And wey is he in Italy now, do you know? 
my I'm getting a lot of questions that I think 


. 


~ S . 7 “~ — .* La . ~ ™ ‘* ~ ‘*% , 
should be put to the South Afircan Government, actually. 
r Z 





- an) 7 crrns ~ md 1 «ys 7 ; > , « a “7 taal ; 
I can’t tell you precisely why he's in Italy now. There 
are no plans at this time for him to come here. 
. Are there any plans for you to meet him 


somewnere in Europe? 


. How close do you think an agreement is? 


And how many Cuban troops are left right 


now in Angela, and how many of them did withdraw in the 

















begun yet. I'm not aware of any Cubans having withdrawn at 
this point. 

I think our general estimates of the number of 
Cubans in Angola are in the range of 30,000 or so, give or 


take. 


Q Do you have any timetable about when you 
might hear back from the South Africans and any idea 
when this will come to fruition or it will fail? 

ray As I indicated, we will be probably hearing 
back some South African views within a matter of a few weeks. 
I would guess that was the case. 


7 ,« s : 7 , ; , , , rr) ry . ” an 
Vet ~ see a» & 4 i1ave any thing ore spec ific rn that 


NO. I would 2uUess mid-November, the second or third week 


in November, we would probably have something back. 


As far as the process coming to a head is ncerned, 
by _ ‘7 7, Ts ‘7 bs ‘ . 1 co ‘ ¥ ’ } " \ . 
that’s very, very hard to predict. A lot depends on the 
Maintenance of a sense Of momentum, political will,but 


we're not predicting any particular time frame here. 


That would not necessarily guarantee the 


» 
end of violence in either Namibia or in Angola, I would 
jather. It simply guarantees the independence 


Namibie and the withdrawal -: foreian force: trom that area. 
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n "NE LiL, 1 TCAINK wha we re Talc ing abdout is tne 
issues of war and peace into neighboring countries; and 
tney are, in ar ODvious sense, interrelated. T Put if 

mildly, we'd be disappointed if the leve 9— violence didn't 
decrease as a result of the success of this negotiation. 

0 Yes. You had mentioned the dos Santos interview 
in the P St. 

* Vy ~ 

A LOD « 

- And I"m wondering if there was anything in 
there that the Angolans iven’*t beer ying for the past 
three years that i missed and what exactly was new in ther 
that you referred to. 

AnG , ther >> if ; | : ’ } . ’ ‘+ Se + he 
term “paralil movement” here at all today, and I’m wondering 
if that is still the perative principl in this package. 

‘\ I > 1 it’ peTLAd cre we I \ ‘ . : > . -* ; 

it tning changed in that regara. it , int } that 
interview -- which, t course, ar Lirme mar ther 
reports available t J ind tron ir Ggirect ntact wi tl 
tne Anat Lat Verrnmet! t aie ire , r if >. tl —* if 
statement that it i in WOrKine with u it mediator that 
ur prop i ire joing De ived and a tatement : 
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elections in Namibia that SWAPO would, 


elections; and, if so, what form of gov 
see coming out of that? 

Oy Well, on the second poin 
plan -- Resolution 435 for Namibsa -- i 
a constituent assembly which would draw 
So those issues have not yet, obviously 


There as been agreement in 


set of constitutional principles which 
in the public domain as a UN documen 
that's about all one can say at this } 
Tnere have never been any t 
wart f in Namibia, and I think it we 
to make predictions as t how that mig 
LOU ly, tne Way pr ple ' 
yn the circumstance: in which thev' re 
MODERATOR: O.K., thank u. 
Whereupon, at 2:51 p.Mm., tl 
briefing was concluded. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
ON-THE-RECORD PRESS BRIEFING 
ON 
U.S. EMERGENCY FOOD ASSISTANCE TO ETHIOPIA 
FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 2, 1984, 3:50 P.M 


MRS. SEMERAD Good afternoon Mr. M. Peter 
McPherson, the Administrator of the United States Agency for 
International Development, and Mr. Dawit, the Commissioner of 
Ethiopia's Relief and Rehabilitation Agency Commission, will 
brief on their joint statement concluding their negotiations on 
U.S. disaster assistance to Ethiopia 


The briefing will be ON THE RECORD for both sound and 
camera 


MR. McPHERSON Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen 
You have before you the Agreement, and I think perhaps most of 
you have had an opportunity to read it Let me very briefly 
review the points of that Agreement, and then Commissioner 
Dawit will have a comment or two, and we will, of course, be 
available for questions 


Commissioner Dawit has agreed on behalf of his 
government that substantial additional trucks will be provided, 
the exact number to be determined pursuant to an immediate 
review of the situation As I think all of you will recall, we 
have felt for some time that additional trucks were important, 
and so we view this to be a very important step 


Commissioner Dawit confirms that food shipments will 


be given top priority at ports inasmuch as in the next few 
weeks and months, we think that substa al, additional food 
will need to be moved through those ports We, too. think that 


this 1$ a@ very important step 


It is further confirmed by Commissioner Dawit that 
private voluntary organizations will be allowed to distribute 
food to needy people throughout Ethiopia The U.S., on its 
part, commits to an additional 540,000 tons of food to be 
delivered to and through the Government of Ethiopia As | 
think most of you recall, we have to date delivered food 
exclusively through private voluntary organizations and the 
World Food Program. 


Based upon food being delivered efficiently and 
pursuant to U.S. regulations, the U.S. will consider additional 
food to be delivered through the Ethiopian Government The 
U.S. will provide 50 percent of the in-country transportation 








cost for this additional 50,000 tons The Ethiopian Government 
will find money for the other 50 percent 


The U.S. will consider equipment to expand the 
capability of the ports in Ethiopia This will be given 
immediate review. I spoke a moment ago about the need for 
additional capacity of those ports to move food -- equipment 
such as vacuators, which is big mobile equipment that 
essentially suck food right out of the hold of the ship -- suck 
the grain out -- is one of the things that might be looked at 
Mobile bagging equipment that L've seen in many parts of the 
world is another and the type equipment that could expand the 
capacity of those ports, and we have committed the U.S. to 
looking at that possibility 


In addition, the U.S. will consider rehabilitating and 
possibly bringing in additional well-digging equipment What 
we're finding is that in some of the sites, the camp sites, 
there is a need for more water That possibility will, as 
well, be given immediate review 


Lastly, as was confirmed to you yesterday, the U.S 
will be providing two L-100 cargo planes to be arriving in the 


next few days They will be available for at least a couple of 
months, and longer perhaps, depending upon the need The U.S 
will continue to provide fuel for two Ethiopian planes -- those 


planes operating, of course, within Ethiopia, for purposes of 
delivering food to clusters of people who are in need 


That, in brief, is the nature of this Agreement, and 
we will welcome your questions in a moment 


Commissioner Dawit 


COMMISSIONER DAWLT Thank you very much, Mr 
McPherson 


Ladies and Gentlemen I woul like to take this 
opportunity to express the gratitude of my government and the 
people of Ethiopia for the overwhelming response we have 
received from the American public because of the critical 
Situation that is taking place inside Ethiopia 


We also find the measures taken by the Administration 
to be very encouraging, and we hope that this encouraging 
Signal will continue through the coming year Our needs are 
Quite many, and the seriousness of the situation has been 
properly understood by the Administration and as an initial 
response to this crisis, we tind the measures taken by the 
Administration are encouraging, and we hope that this will 
continue, and we appreciate more assistance that will reach our 
people 








Q How are you going to get around, or is it 
necessary to get around, the legal restrictions on a bilateral 
program with Ethiopia’ 


MR. McPHERSON There are no legal restrictions in 
delivering disaster assistance or disaster assistance food to a 
country 


Q What about the well-digging equipment and 
improving the ports?’ 


A This, in our judgment, is within the disaster 
provisions Note that the port equipment that we'll be looking 
at is mobile equipment That's not permanent improvements or 
fixtures Essentially all this would be looking at addressing 
this disaster, this immediate need, and accordingly there are 
no legal restrictions to proceeding along these lines 


Q Could you talk about the funding a little bit 
how much all of th’: .s going to cost AID? 


A Yes The 50,000 tons of food is worth $12 
million, approximately, so that the total amount that we will 
be providing is --— that we have provided in this first month of 
Fiscal Year 1985 is $60 million I think you have that 
detailed in tne back of the statement, some $51. 2 million for 
130 thousand tons, and 6.3 million for medicines and supplies 
and 2.5 million for the aircraft 


Q And well-digging and the port improvements’? 


a) We have agreed to look at that carefully, and 
we'll be making some judgments about that in the next few days 
as we determine the nature of the need and our ability to 
deliver to that need But there is no dollar amount at this 
time 


Q What about the delivery of emergency food 
assistance to those in Eritrea and Tigray, the province? Have 
they not been getting that until now? 


a There has been some food delivered in both 
provinces, and we believe, of course, that it's important to 
have that food delivered to those areas I think the statement 


in that regard speaks for itself .f 


Q What guarantee do you have that it's going to get 
to Eritrea -- those two provinces? Is there anything to 








~ There's no question that the conflict in the 
north will continue to be a burden in terms of delivering food 
efficiently and quickly But we feel that the statement of the 
US. and Ethiopian Government at this time 1s &@ very positive 
statement to efficiently and really effectively carry that out 


Q To carry that on, could I ask both of you, was 
there any discussion of a food truce’ In other words, the 
Ethiopian Government trying to take the initiative in arranging 
for some sort of cease-fire for delivery of food to the 
guerrilla areas? 


COMMLSSLONER DAWLT Thank you I think this will 
take us into a very long argument and take a lot really to 
explain to you the whole phenomena Ll believe that there is a 
misunderstanding of the current situation inside Ethiopia 
People here are meant to believe that there is an entire civil 
war in Ethiopia, that there is a rebel-held area inside 
Ethiopia 


But to me and to those of us who live in Ethiopia, 
there's no such kind of rebel-held area There are bandits 
operating in certain areas and these bandits, of course, cause 
problems in the movement of relief activities with relief items 
to certain areas But 1 can assure you that relief supplies 
will reach every sector of the population, in some places with 
difficulties and some places with certain security 
arrangements, but we are able to reach all sectors of 
population inside Ethiopia 


Are you satisfied with that, Mr. McPherson’ Do 
you believe that that is a realistic appraisal, do you? 


MR. McPHERSON Il really am not in a position to talk 
about the internal conflicts within Ethiopia I believe that 
the statements made here concerning the ability of the private 
volunteer organizations to deliver food to all parts of 
Ethiopia are important and are positive lt's on that basis 
among others, that we're proceeding here 


Other questions? 


Q Where is the extra PL-480 money going to come 
from? Will you go back to Congress for a supplemental request 


) 


A We haven't run out yet We've still got enough 
money and it's positive, and I feel quite confident that in the 
weeks ahead we're going to be able to continue to deliver not 


just to the needs of Ethiopia, but you'll recall yesterday that 





I talked about Kenya and numbers of other countries - Niger, 
and so on 


We've got a big need ahead of us There is clearly 
starvation, certainly in Ethiopia and in some other parts of 
the continent that we have to address anc the President's 
committed personally to addressing those needs AS we approach 
the Congress coming Back, I'm sure that we're going to be 
dealing with the question of what resources are necessary 


(Continued on next page) 





. Does that mean you will be thinking in terms of 
the supplemental? 


It seems that the numbers have already busted, or gone 
over the africa amount? 


“ These numbers are very substantial by any 
measure; this additional $12 million on top of the $131 million 
that I announced yesterday for an Africa total so far this 
riscal year in 30 days -- what? That's $143 million A very 
substantial amount 


Last year you will recall that we had $173 million. so 
in 30 days we've almost got last year's amount It's a huge 
need, and we think the U.S. Government - the United States 
citizens are certainly committed -- I know the President's 
committed -—- to delivering the food that needs to be delivered, 
and we're going to continue to work on that 


As to what we're going to need from Congress when they 
come back, [I think we need to look at that in the weeks ahead 
They're, of course, not here to ask at this time But before 
they left, we carefully reviewed the situation, thinking in 
terms of being sure we had enough money for the months in which 
they were not in town 


Q Commissioner Dawit, 16 there any optimism in the 


Outlook now for Ethiopia, or does it look as though the drought 
Situation 1$ going to discontinue or get worse? 


COMMISSIONER DAWIT: Well, [ think either it will get 
worse or it will remain on the iame level as it is right now 
unless we try to approach the situation from a different 


direction, trying to find a long-term solution to this 


recurring problem That's why our appeal this year is not only 
for relief supplies but to help Ethiopia overcome this 
recurring problem of continuing drought That's in the area of 


resettlement. in the area of rehabilitating the land itself 
soil conservation, water management and construction of small 
and big dams 


We have to get out of dependency on rain and people 
have to be able to change the entire cultural pattern in 
Ethiopia 


Q Commissioner can you tell us the amount of help 


> 


and assistance that vou get from the Soviets? 


Aa As vou heard on the news They have just 
delivered 12 airplanes and 24 helicopters to reach some remote 











areas inside Ethiopia This 18 the response of the Soviet 
Union for our recent appeal 


Q Commissioner DOawit us officials have 
criticized your government for spending a great deal of money 


on the anniversary celebrations, and also for paying less 
attention to the drought than might have been the case 


How GO you respond to these criticisms. and have U§ 
officials in your estimation, tempered these recently 


a Thank you I think I would like to answer that 
question because it's being told in many places lt's being 
raised by many people 


The United States has experienced a long tradition of 
party functions, and we never had a party at all in Ethiopia 
There was a@ regime that has existed for a long number of years 
and this year, as a result of the revolution in 1974, through a 
number of process cditterent kind of pro*esses we've been 
through we managed to create our own party That wa 
historical for Ethiopia 


While it uld be a party that is built on an entirely 
Jifferent ideology from what we see in the Western world lt is 
&@ party that we believe will benefit the Ethiopian people. and 
we try to celebrate this event in a colorful manner But I 
want ¢t assure you that what we saw in Ethiopia was a parace 
ina that parace was conducted Dy the existing army which didn't 


incur any expense 


We had some new lights which are permanently displayed 
in many parts ft turope and North America, DSut we had our own 
humble display of liahts and this was entirely with the 
assistance we received trom North Korea We didn't rally spend 


anything on that 


Then we build the Congress Hall We never had a 
Congress Hall Anyway. this is going to be a permanent 
infrastructure for Ethiopia That cost us around 19 million 
dirr Otherwise, we had monument for the nknown Soldier for 
the sacrifice made by our army we constructed a monument 

That's what we did But it gives the impression a if 
we had spent auite a iot My information from the government 
treasury, we didn't pend more than 2. 5 million birr around 
$1.2 million US. dollars, aside from the nstruct f the 

wneress Hall ang the nonument ror '*he inn? wr lidier 
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MR. MCPHERSON adies and gentlemen, let me just say 
and I think in conclusion, Commissioner Dawit we were able to 
get him down from New York He was up there this mornina nd 
lL know his schedule is a hurried one ln our discussions this 


afternoon and yesterday fundamentally. we focused on the 


problem that is before us and we think we've reached a posit 


agreement that, in fact, can save peoples’ lives we're 
pleased with that Ll know the Commissioner i¢6 we the 
States Government, is and certainly the President of the 
States 1s happy that we can do something that will save 
peoples’ lives 


Thank you very muct anc we appreciate your being here 


(Briefing concluded at 4:05 p.m.) 
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MS. SEMERAD: Good afternoon. Mr. M. Peter McPherson, 





the Administrator of AID, will be briefing today on his return 
from Ethiopia, and “én-€hée general drought in all of Africa. 


The session briefing is On the fecord for both sound and camera. 


MR. McPHERSON: Thank you. My trip to Ethiopia last 
week was one of the most meaningful experiences, frankly, in my 


life; powerful experience, really. 
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I literally really cannot explain what it's like to 
witness this enormous tragedy. Thousands have died. It's 
really very clear that thousands more will die. I think this 


is now determined. 


° I do believe, however, that if the world works 
together that hundreds of thousands of people can, in fact, be 
saved. I believe that it's a moral principle that starving 
people must be fed when most of us have so very much. I think 
it would ve a betrayal of western civilization standards, if 
you will, to close our eyes to the starvation that we see there 


in Africa. 





I come away from my trip with six conclusions. (1) In 
excess of seven million people are seriously, or will be 
seriously affected by the drought, just in Ethiopia. (2) Food 
needs from the donor community, in the next twelve months, are 
approximately one million tons of food. (3) We, the U.S., have 
some fairly concrete ideas on how to deal with the massive 
logistical problem that we're facing. (4) A logistical plan 
for Ethiopia must be agreed upon by the Ethiopian Government 
and by the donor community. (5) On the basis of that 
logistical plan, and on the numbers such as I've set forth here 
today, the donor community and Ethiopia Governme..t should come 
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© together and essentially work out who's going to do what. And 
(6), the U.S. Government is prepared to continue to provide 
substantial help to the seople of Ethiopia. 


I'm going to be dealing today largely with Ethiopia. 
But I think it's important to keep constantly in mind that this 
is an Africa-wide problem, and what we're seeing in a very 
serious way right now in Ethiopia, unless prompt and careful 
action is taken by all the world, we're going to see in many 


other places in Africa. 


When there, of course, I reviewed very carefully the 
actual situation on the ground. The drought is most serious up 
here in the north; serious in a sense that this is where people 


are now starving to death. (Indicating) These are the camps, 





basically along this main area here -- main road, if you will. 


I've seen a lot of places around the world beginning 
when I was a Peace Corps volunteer in Peru, I guess 20 years 
ago. I worked in a slum that was built on top of the old Lima 
garbage dump; literally on a garbage dump. Things weren't too 
good, really, there. I've seen a lot of other places, I 
suppose, especially in the last four years that I've run the 
Foreign Aid Program. But, you know, I've never seen anything 


like this. Just never seen anything like this. 
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A lot of places in the world you «-2 kids with big 
bellies. What “big bellies" mean is a kid lacks protein. But 
you don't see very many times, and I've never seen, hundreds of 
children who were like shrunken little old men with no belly, 


almost no flesh. I've never seen it. 


In those camps, along the line up there, we see quite 
a lot of that. Down in the south and to the west, there's 
clearly large areas where there's very little food and where 
the food is rapidly being eaten up to the extent that there is 
food. We don't have the kind of problem down here that you 


have up there. But unless prompt and effective action is taken 





by the Etniopian Government, and by the donor community, I'm 
convinced that sometime early next year you're going to have 


the same kind of massive problem down here. 


The U.S. Government, as you know, is doing really just 
an enormous amount. We provided some $60 million in a period 
of just over 30 days. The food, I know, is getting there. I 
can testify myself from looking and asking on the ground that 
our food is getting there, and I have absolutely no doubt that 
because of the food that we have shipped from here, there are 


children alive today. I have no doubt about that. 
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Just the same, there simply isn't enough food getting 
into the country fast enough, and let me talk about that in a 


minute. 


Let me review the numbers just one second again. We 
provided 130,000 tons so far this aonth. The other donor 
community has on stream another 200,000. That's the west. I 
don't know of anything that the Eastern bloc has actually 


committed. 


In fact, speaking of the Eastern bloc, frankly, 
they're beginning to fly some planes, but I think we in the 
west need to continue to yush on this. There's very little 
concrete there yet. I feel very strongly that they have an 


important burden to carry here. 


It's interesting, but it looks to me like the people 
of Ethiopia -- and I, of course, talked to numbers in the camps 
and in the city and around. I just don't feel the Soviets are 
going to do very much, and they certainly know that the west 
and the United States particularly is doing an enormous amount. 


What we face here is a massive logistical problem. I 


think there's no way really to understand this story unless you 
get into that logistical question. 
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The current logistical systems, beginning with ships 
coming up to the port and ending with food actually being fed 
to a kid someplace out in the camp, that current logistical 
system is not able to put food through in excess of 50,000 tons 
at this time. Probably less. Sut yet it appears to us -~— our 
judgment as of this time is that you need twice the food 
through that logistical chain that is now possible to get 
through the chain. 


Let me go through that because I really think that's 
the essence of understanding how we actually handle this 
problem. 


First of all, ships coming up to the ports. There are 
three major ports. (Indicating) Up here, down here at Aseb, 
the major one, and then through Djibouti. Aseb being the major 


The donors need to carefully coordinate when ships are 
going to arrive. That, I think, is going to happen now but it 
hasn't been the case always in the past. So you had that major 
port sometimes with no ships and sometimes with several ships 
backed up. You've simpiy have got to coordinate that shipping 
coming in. 


Next, the capacity of the port to unload the grain, 
unload the food, needs to be significantly augumented. It's 


clear that's a major limitation at this time. 


(Continued on next page) 





























We think that that augmentation probably can occur 
by things like baggers or equipment that essentially sucks 
the grain right out of the hull of a ship and then unloads 
it onto a truck -- mobile equipment that can be put in place. 
But as of this time the capacity of that port -- of all those 
ports -- is not more than 50,000 tons a month. 


Now, once you get it into the port then you've got 


another link in the chain. Remember again that any link that. . 


squeezes is a limitation on the whole chain. Now, once you 
get it there you've got to either fly it out to some point 
down in where you can use it, or you've got to truck it, or 
some combination. You might both truck and fly. In fact, 
that's what we're dcing up here, we're trucking in about a 
hundred kilometers, and then we're flying down a couple of 
hundred kilometers. Some combination of trucking and flying 
is what you need to do. And currently there aren't enough 


trucks allocated to move as much food as you need. 


Now, you all remember -- many will remember anyway -- 


that last week when the Ethiopian Government Commissioner for 
Relief and I had this press conference and we delivered a 
joint statement and one of the items there was the Ethiopian 
Government agreed to substantially increase the number of 


trucks which were allocatted to this matter. 








8 
Now, we're anxious to have that done. We're 


in the process of talking to them about exactly how many, 





and it's my hope that that will occur very promptly. Trucks 
aren't the only solution, but that will help. 

Now, once you get food to the camps you've still 
got some questions. Remember that this is just a listing 
of a ring of camps along the road, but here fifty or whatever a 
hundred kilometers out a lot of people live. Some of you, I'm 
sure, have been to Ethiopia, and, frankly, there are vast areas 
of the country where there are no roads at all. I think there 
are something like 8,000 miles of paved roads in a country 
twice the size of Texas. There are vast areas where there 
are simply no roads. It‘*s hill after hill, mountain after 


mountain practically, and it's clear that many of those 





people have never been out of their valleys. It just is 
extremely difficult for many people to go very far. 

What we in fact have now in these camps is a lot 
of people coming in from many kilometers away who have come 
in so late that they've come almost in time for their 
children to die. It's children and old people, incidentally, 
who are, of course, most susceptible to death in these 
circumstances. 

One of the things that's necessary is to get 


enough food into those camps so that the word spreads and 
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people will come in at an earlier time, come in and get 
food, get bags of food ard then take them back out. In 
some areas there are donkeys that people can use -- in 
Tigre particularly, and Tigre is one of the worst hit 
provinces, people have donkeys and they'll bring them in 
and then take the food and then take them back home. 

I've, of course, not described all the logistical 
problems, but what I've tried to give you is a sense that 
this is a chain that has to be worked with in every link, 
and only by having every link be expanded so that you can 
put in a hundred thousand or so -tons a month will you be able 
to deliver enough food so as to save those hundreds of 
thousands of people that I think can be saved if this all 
works together. 

What is happening now , this very day, is that 
each country, each donor country, is ad hocing the 
approach. We, the U.S., are flying in -- I have a 
couple of planes there that we've chartered -- we're 
providing gasoline to a couple of Ethiopian Government 
planes. A lot of things are happening back and forth by 
us and other donors. And the Ethiopian Government is 
doing some things that are important, there's no question 
about that. But the facts are that this is sort of an 


ad hoc approach instead of a system-wide approach. 
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We've got to realize that these people are going 





to need food for at least a year. The year period, 
incidentally, is the period a year from now we had hoped 
there would be a harvest that would be substantial. We'll 
know nine months or so from now whether we've got the rains 
to have the big harvest. But that's where this year comes 
from. We need to have a system of logistics to handle this 
whole thing for the next period of time. 

We, the U.S. Government, have a number of ideas 
how to approach this. I gave you some flavor of some of our 
thoughts, but we've got a number of ideas, and we have 
something of a system-wide plan, if you will. We are 
sharing our ideas with other governments and with the 





Ethiopian Government. Indeed, as I said, I spent a lot of 
time talking to the Ethiopian Government about some of these 
thoughts. 

What needs to happen now is that the donor 
community and the Ethiopian Government need to agree on 
a logistical plan. And that plan, along with the total 
need, needs to be presented to a donor meeting and an 
Ethiopian Government meeting in the next very few weeks 
for people to agree upon who is going to do what and how 
it's going to be coordinated. 
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I talked today about Ethiopia at some length, but 
I think we have to recognize, and I urge you in what you 
write to keep on focussing on the fact that this is really 
an Africa-wide problem. We're talking about six other 
countries anyway that in the months ahead, unless there is 
very substantial response, are going to have Ethiopia kinds 
of problems. Perhaps not the dimension in terms of people, 
because Ethiopia is a very large country, but there are 
going to be major problems in countries like Niger and Malawi 
and Chad, and western Sudan, Kenya, and s0 on. 

There's a total of about twenty countries by our 
defining of the problem that have serious difficulty thet 
has to be addressed. 

I mentioned a moment ago the need to have a donor 
conference -- our belief. That has to be. That isn't 
something that we dictate, and we don't call it, of course. 
It's a meeting rather that the donors would collectively, 
aleng with the Ethiopian Government, agree to have. But 
at that conference it seems to us that it’s important to 
focus not just on Ethiopia but it's important to focus on 
@ll Africa too, because again in the months ahead so much 
of Africa conld have Ethiopia-type problems. 

I think ac we talk about Ethiopia and Africa it's 
important to keep in mind that the drought is really a 


T2190 


12 


disaster built on a number of other problems, and we've 





got to look at those underlying problems. And I don't 
think, frankly, we should be depressed and feel that it's 
impossible to deal with those underlying problems. 

Twenty five years ago, or thirty years ago, we 
looked at the Subcontinent -- India and Pakistan, and even 
now Bangladesh. We looked at those countries, at that area 
of the world, and every decade or less there was a drought. 
Sometimes millions of people died in those by starvation. 
There were tremendous problems there. But the facts are, 
through a combination of sound government policies in India 
and Pakistan, sound government policies, a miracle rice and 
wheat that produced enormous increases in yields, substantial 





irrigation invertments, a lot of efforts over three decades 
or so, India is now self-sufficient in grain roughly, Pakistan 
probably more or less the same. Even Bangladesh is, no 
question, making some steps. I think that we've got to keep 
in mind that these are problems, huge as they seem, that can 
be solved over a period of time if the right things are put 
in place. 

There is no question that in many countries in 
Africa agriculture has been discriminated against by paying 
farmers less than market prices so as to benefit urban 


consumers. There's no question that Ethiopia, for example, 
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one of the Soviet exports to Ethiopia, that of collectivized 





farming, has been a terrible mistake for Ethiopia. You 
might say it has been the same dimension, or worse, for 
Ethiopia as it has been back home for the Soviets. The 
facts are that policies and pricing structures are important 
to look at, important to handle. 

The West has a role here, I think, in helping 
these countries produce some technology that's applicable. 
The Green Revolution technology was fundamentally a 
technology for irrigated areas. We do not have the high- 
yielding seeds for dry-land agriculture that we have for 
irrigated culture. And most of Africa is dry land except 


for some parts along the Nile of Sudan and some river 





basins over here. (Indicating on map) The U.S. Government, 
AID, is putting a lot of money into this. 

I can go on and talk about other things that need 
to be done and in many cases that we're trying to work at 
now, but I think it's very important to recognize that this 
is a long-term problem that we need to ccntinue to focus on. 

On @ personal note to you here at the press, what 
we see in Africa today -- and really underlining what I've 
been saying in the last few moments -- obviously is tragic, 
but it's really a magnified version of what we at AID work 


at year after year in lesser proportions. Your reporting 





J-2'S2- 





14 
has focused the world's attention on this terrible problen, 


and frankly I think. The question now, I think, though, © 





along with dealing with the situation, is how do we 
sustain a level of attention, a level of commitment, in 
the world’s governments ard the world's citizenry to solve 
this tragic problem, which, after all, is going to take 
several months or a year, and to over a long period of time 
really prevent these kinds of tragedies from occurring. 
Those are my comments. It's nice to be here 
today. I'd be happy for any questions. 
0 The Ethiopian Government has been charged 
with askine outrageous prices for landing fees, for docking, 
for transperting it. It has also been charged with keeping 


hungry people out of the camps, taking small children and 








leaving them in weird places, all sorts of charges indicating 
that they do not really want to feed all their population 
and want to tuke advantage of this famine politically. What 
do you say about thet? 

A One of the things that we discussed at 
length with Commissioner Dawit when he was here last 
week was port fees. We were assured that there would be 
no prepayment of port fees, which has been a bone of 
contention, that there would be no fees for port services 


in excess of actual work rendered, services rendered. We 
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obviously think that's important, and we will track that 
issue completely and carefully. I felt that Commissioner 


Dawit was firm in his assurances, but we will track that 





carefully in its actual execution. 

We too, of course, heard the stories printed by 
you and heard otherwise about people being taken out to the 
countryside and left. I cannot give you any concrete 
information about that, but we are especially anxious 
that that not occur, and we will be pursuing every situation 
or example that we hear of in that regard. 

In general, we think that it's very important 
that the Ethiopian Government implement this program in 
an apolitical way. We in the West, we the U.S., have 


followed the policy that a hungry person was going to get 





food regardless of the politics of his Government, and 
accordingly we, of course, want the Ethiopian Government 
to deliver food to starving people regardless of the 
politics they may have within their country. 

You will note that part of the statement that 
Commissiomer Dawit and I issued last week was a position 
that food would be given to people based upon need -- 
translated that food would not be used politically -- 
that PVO's, private volutary organizations, could go any 


place in the country to deliver food. That had not always 
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been the case, and we're going to track that one very 


closely as well. 





In short, we're absolutely committed to the 
proposition that this feeding program is to be done 
apolitically and is to be done with full sensitivity 
to the human rights of the starving people. 

Q What would you consider -- if you discovered 
continuing or new abuses, what action would you take? 

A I think we have to look at that as the 
situation occurs. We certainly are going to make any 
concerns like that known to the Ethopian Government, and 
I think the donor community generally will want to make 


our problems such as that known to the Ethiopian Government. 





I would like not to speculate further than that, but we feel 
intensely about these issues, and you can be assured that we 
won't stand by. 

Q Can you tell from the tonnage figures that 
the so-called liberation front areas are getting as much 
food ac the other areas? 

A We think that the donor community food is 
going into the areas where there has been fighting in very 
substantial amounts. How much the RRC, Ethiopia Government, 
has delivered to those areas is less clear. We don't have 


as good figures there. 
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Now, you probably also know that there has been 
food coming in from Sudan into these contested areas. 


That's an important source of food. I think overall 





that there has been a lot of problems in the contested 
areas. I cannot tell you whether it's because of action -- 
I certainly cannot not tell you this is because of 
Ethiopian Government action. I don't know that. I know 
for a fact that it's tremendously difficult terrain, that 
the fighting does hinder delivery of food. So there are 

a lot of factors. But all of sur flying, in fact, is food 
in the areas that are surrounded or involved in contested 


situations. So we're especially delivering in that context 





ourselves today. 





Q As the government of most influence in the 
area, have you been talking with the Soviets about what 
they can do to get transportation loosened up and things 
like that? 

A We have not had direct discussions with the 
Soviets on this, but we know the Ethiopian Government has 
been, and we continue to communicate what we think about 
this. The Ethiopian Government is coordinating the 
aircraft which is being used. 

Q Wouldn't it be more practical maybe to talk 


to the Soviets directly, or is there no way of doing that? 
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A I think we're going to be prepared to follow 





whatever method we can to have an effective program here. 

Q What are the Soviets doing exactly? 

A The Soviets have several planes and several 
helicopters that they've indicated they're going to use for 
food delivery. We know that there is at least a couple of 
Soviet planes which have been or are in use. I don't know 
of any use of helicopters yet. It's interesting, the Soviet. . 
planes carry their own loading and unloading crews, which 
makes it difficult to carry as much food as you want. I 
think there are some twenty or twenty four people on the 
plane to load and unload the activity. 

We think the Soviets could do an enormous amount. © 
And what we are anxious to see them do is just that, and 
we'll keep the focus on it to, hopefully, get that. 

Q Several questions which I'll ask all at once. 

When will the donor conference be held? And, regardless of 
what is agreed to, what must the Ethiopian “overnment do? 
What must the other donors do? What must the U.S. do? 
And fihally, from the time the food le@ves the U.S. how 
long does it take to get to the camps, and how could that 
time be shortened if there are agreements as you suggested? 

A Well, first of all, the donor conference is 


something that I'm proposing publicly today. Obviously, 
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there have been informal discussions with other donors. 
But we are not suggesting that we chair it. We are not 
suggesting that it's our conference. But we are suggesting 
that this is a practical way to get the job done. 

I would suggest that a donor conference needs to 
be held in the next few weeks, and I think it needs to be 
attended by people that can make decisions, I think 
essentially by my counterparts or such, so that you can go 
to 3s conference and you sit down and you can decide what 
you're going to do. Again, this isn't our conference. This 
is something that the group needs to work out. 

Now, we do this quite often, by the way, on 
development assistance particularly. So it's no novel 
approach. It's a common sense approach, frankly, in my 
juugment. 

Now, in the process of getting ready for that 
conference, as a practical matter, you agree upon a plan 
and you begin to divide it up. That's what happens in 
donor conferences generally. So I would envision before 
we actually got there, got to the meeting, that a lot would 
get under way. We, the U.S., probably have a particular 
ability to deliver food, and I'm sure that would be a 
major part of our contribution though, as some of you 


remember, we have been putting in some medicines and some 
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transportation and so forth. 





Q Which are the other donor countries? 

A Well, the people that ait involved already 
are the Germans, the Brits, the French some perhaps -- not 
as much th: .:.ch so far. No doubt the Japanese would be. 

The Austraiiens I think have got the capacity to deliver a 
lot of food. The Dutch. Numbers of others. And it seems 
like the Soviets ought to deliver here. 

Q You talked about the logistics problem of 
getting food to people. If you are able to work out the 
logistical problem, is there enough food now, or is the 
problem simply logistics? Assuming you can get more into 


the country, is it there, is it ready to be delivered? 





A The commitments for food for the next twelve 
months are not in place. The donor community will have to 
increase their commitments in food. There's enough food in 
the pipeline now to fill the pipeline as it now is constructed, 
but not if the pipeline doubles. And I would expect that part of 


a conference would look at how to yet that additional food. 
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Q Can I follow up just a second? 





Q You criticized Ethiopian efforts earlier. Can 

you tell us why or just what your position is now on that? And 
can you also tell us whether your change of heart, if any, is 

the result of news coverage and the outpouring of aid com the 


American people themselves? 


a Well, I've been critical for some time of the 
Ethiopian Government in terms of what they were doing prior to 
their anniversary celebration. I think it was here in this 
room several times I've said, “Look, they've spent all this 
money in the celebration. They're not focused, they're not 
worrying about the number of people that are dying.” But it 


also has been my position now for a few weeks that there was 





steadily greater focus on the part of the Ethiopian Government 
to this problem, and I felt tiat that focus, that attention was 
certainly evident, and when Commissioner Dawit was here, we 
had our joint press conference and issued our joint statement, 
and it's also true that I felt, when I was in Ethiopia, that 


there was some focus on trying to deal with this problem. 


We're prepared to take the Ethiopian Government at 
its word on these issues, work closely, and of course to say 


“wait a minute,” if a problem occurs. In the meantime, we're 
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trying the best to put together a good program. 





Q So there has been a change of heart, then, on 


your part? 





A Well, I don't know. A “change of heart,” isn't 
the word. We have always taken the same position -- the 
Ethiopian Government should do a great deal. We see the 
Ethiopian Government more involved in this issue than they were 


a few weeks ago, and we hope that continues. 


Q Was news media exposure in any way involved in 


your taking the position that you take now? 





A No. I think my position has always been the 


same. I wanted to see what the Ethiopian Government did. 





Maybe you're asking, "Was the media's attention a reason for 
the change of heart of the Ethiopian Government"? You'll have 


to ask them. 


Q How much more food will be needed in the next 12 


months? 


a I think that in the next 12 months, there will be 


a need for about a million tons. There is in the pipeline 
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perhaps something like 300,000 tons now, so you're talking 
about 600,000 to 700,000 additional tons. 


Q Of course, many Americans who see the famine on 





television are moved and want to do something . Many are ready 


and willing to send money, but what you seem to be saying today 


is that because of the logistics difficulty, it really doesn't 
matter right now how many additional people contribute, you 
simply don't have the means to get the food to them in greater 
quantities. 


a Well, let me talk a little bit about thet: it's 
not just a matter of food. I think American citizens can 
help. I spent some time with a private voluntary organization 
in Ethiopia that had some resources, and they asked me, “what 
shall we do with it"? 


I said, “Look, why don't you buy some blankets. You 
can buy blankets within Ethiopia. You don't have to get them 


through ports.” 


This area up here (indicating) much of it is 7-8,000 
feet high. What you get at that altitude is intense sun and 
heat during the day and really cold at night. That's really 
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tough on these people, frankly, so I recommended that they buy 
some blankets in Addis, and I think there are means that they 


can get them up to this area. 


I think there is quite a lot the American people can 
do like that -- medical care, for example, and some other 
things. S8ut essentially, if possible, we're talking about cash 
-- what the American people can contribute is cash. In fact, 
there is a group of private voluntary organizations that are 
involved in Ethiopia which have gotten together and have an 
organization called “INTERACTION.” The phone number is an 800 
number that people can call. That number is 1-800-962-1400. 
It's a good group of people, and I hope that the American 
people continue to respond as they have been. 


Yes, ma'am. 


Q I have two questions: First, a Washington Times | 
Nairobi correspondent reported earlier this week that Mombassa 


and Niamey were being considered as two pre-positioning points 
for U.S. food deliveries in Africa. Can this be confirmed, and 
if so, what are the arrangements? 


My second question is: Will the U.S. start food aid 
to Niger and Chad, and if so how much and when? 
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a The ports in Kenya are ports that, frankly, don't 





need pre-positioning at this minute. What they need is, they 
need food to get in there on a steady basis to feed people in 
Kenya. So I suppose it's pre-positioning for Kenya; it's not 
pre-positioning for the Continent. 


As to Chad and Niger, there certainly are problems in 
both countries, and we have, or are in the process of 
delivering food to each country. I think there are some 25,000 
tons of food on the way to Chad at this time, and we have 
received a cable yes.erday for an additional 30,000 tons of 
food for Chad. Chad is one of those six additional countries 


that especially worries me for the next few weeks. 





Q and Niger? 


a Niger the same. We've got some food on the way 


there as well. That has to go through Nigeria and up the way. 


That's the way that will be working. 


Q Do you have any figures on -- 


A I don't have any on the tip of my tongue. I know 


we can get them for you if you want them. 
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Q You say that assuming logistics are worked out, 
we will still need 6-700,000 more tons in the pipeline. 


a Yes. 


Q What do you see as the likelihood of that 
happening in the next 12 months? 


a Well, I think with the interest of the world in 
this problem that we ought to be able to put together a very 
substantial additional tonnage for Ethiopia. 


Q You can meet that goal with 600,000-700,0007 


A Well, I think the donor community needs to get 
together and realize what a serious problem you've got, and 
that people's lives are at stake. 


Q In view of your logistical problems, are you 
considering a change in policy like greater use of United 
States Air Force directly to help you out on this? 


a We have a long history of closly working with 
DOO. For example, on Grenada, AID and DOD worked side by side 
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a fow days after the rescue mission. DOD is an option that we 
consider every time we look at things. It happens that under 
the provisions that govern DOD, you can only use their 
airplanes. for example, if there aren't commercial options. 
For example, the other day when we were talking about and did 
lease a couple of aircraft, we went the private, shorter route 


in the fashion that we dic. 


We have made a conscious effort to closely coordinate 
these issues because we know that the Department of Defense is 
very interested -- and we are. The Inter-Agency Task Force 
heed in fact is a man by the name of General Becton, a retired 
general, who gives us 4 certain amount of institutional 
relationship, and on that Task Force serves DOD, who have 
assigned a full-time person from their Department to work with 


us on the Task Force. 


My response in short is that DOD is an option which we 
continue to consider, and the relationship and help is 
certainly there. 


Q The South african Foreign Minister today urged 
European nations to do more for Ethiopia; yet you didn't 
mention South Africa as one of the countries that is helping 
already in that country. 
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a That's interesting. I didn't know that. © 


Q Are they doing anything to help? And will they 
be included in the donor conference, if it's convened? 


A I think our recommendation is that South Africa 
also look at its homeland. In our judgment, there is a 
considerable concern on our part of some drought in those areas 
within South Africa. However, I'm sure that the world and we 
would be happy to accept any help that South Africa would give 


to Ethiopia or any place else. 


Q We would like to see this conference you have 
proposed discussing the broader issues of food problems in © 
africa as a whole, or just to discuss the present situation in 


Ethiopia. 


a I'm sorry. I didn't understand you. Would you 


repeat? 


es 
Q The conference which you have proposed between 
the donors, are you saying that the conference should discuss 
food problems, the food situation in Africa as a whole or, you 


know, or address itself to the present situation in Ethiopia? 
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a The most immediate problem is Ethiopia, but I 
think when such a group would get together, they should also 
talk about the Africa-wide drought problem, as well, and 
perhaps at least some discussions about the longer-term 


situation. 


The immediate problem, unquestionably however, is 
Ethiopia, and we've got to move on this quickly. We cannot 
take a long time with diplomacy; we've got to move rapidly. 


Toan, yes. 


Q White House officials are talking about a massive 
program of aid to be proposed for the Third World, some sort of 
a large program overall. What is that? Can you tell us more 


about it? 


A I cannot confirm that at all, frankly. I don't 
have information about that. I hear those rumors, but, frankly 


, I don't know that they're based upon anything. 


Q Two Senators have talked about a joint session of 


Congress, if needed. Is one needed for this emergency? 
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a We believe that in the next few months that we 
can tap into hundreds of thousands of additional tons of food, 


and our plan is to continue to do that. 


Q the last drought in the Sahel region 10 or 1l 
years ago went on for several years. The last major drought, 
last major famine was Cambodia, where the United Nations set up 
awhole system. Is that what you're proposing with the 
conference, something that is going to look at an 
institutionalized program that is going to last for a while, or 
are you talking about a bunch of the lads getting together to 


sort out -- 


Aa I think it's important that we not sort of 
institutionalize long term a dependency. Without trying to 
comment on the situation in Asia, the facts are that camps -- 
we should be sure we don't put in more camps than we 
absolutely need because camps tend to bring people in, make 
them dependent, not have them back on their land where they 


ought to be out when it's time to plant. 


We really have a problem here that I envision that 
needs to be addressed over the next 12 months, and I'm hopeful 


there will be rains eight or nine months from now so that the 
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problem will be substantially addressed by such rains. I don't 


want to have a permanent structure there in Ethiopia. I think 


it would be a mistake. 


Q Could you tell from your trip how effective the 
airlift organized by church groups has been? 


a I think they've done a good job. I think it's an 


important operation. Makes a good contribution, certainly. 


Q Is the contribution you're hoping to get from the 
Soviet Union logistical, or food, or both? 


a I think they can make contributions or a whole 
range of food. They would have to buy food probably on the 
world market --— but food, possibly logistics, medicine. 


There's a tremendous amount that needs to be done. and 
the Soviets should not simply do a few visible Band-aids and 


Q But did you see any evidence of that pledge of 
300 trucks and 24 of (inaudible)? 
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a I've heard nothing more about the trucks except 
in the press release. Maybe it's there. but I haven't heard of 
it. 


Q Could you give us some idea as to how many tons 


of feed and how many people over a given period of time? 


a Well, the 100,000 tons that I'm speaking of would 
feed two or three million of those people virtually entirely 
for that 12-month period as well as feed a portion of the diet 


for the other three to four million people that I speak of. 


What we think we have in Ethiopia is a population of 
roughly seven million people that need to be fed, need to have 
some food from us in the next 12 months. The numbers that have 
been used -- and I'm a little uneasy about them because they're 
sort of calculated in somebody's laboratory or something; I'm 
not sure they work in the real world -- but the numbers that 
have been talked about that the international donor community 
uses is about 700 grams a day for an adult and something less - 
300-400 grams for a child, roughly 500 grams overall on the 


average. But those are average figures. 


Q Do you have any figures for the donations you 
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have from France, West Germany, Australia? 





a I don't have them with me right here. I think we 
have some -- I know we have some ideas which perhaps afterwards 


you can chat with my staff, and we can give them to you. 
Q Are the Canadians not contributing? 
a Oh, yes, they are. CIDA is doing a good job. 


Q Are you sure you touched them all now, because if 


people are excluded, they're going to be angry. 


A O.K. I'd be happy to go down through them all. 
CEDA is doing a very good job. I gave an illustrative, not a 
full, list. 





Q That's not the way it's going to come out in 


print. 


a O.K. The EC, the European Community, is an 
important donor. The largest donors have been the Canadians, 


the EC, and the U.S. In individual countries, a number of them 
have given a lot. Let me just go around the globe, if you 


want: You've got Japen, you've got Australia, you've got the 
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Scandinavians, the Swedes, the Norwegians, the Danes. There is 

some Saudi activity, we think. Finland, France, Great Britain, © 
Italy, Netherlands, Norway. Those are the western countries, 

and there is some indication of East German_, the Soviets, and 

perhaps Bulgaria. 


Q and you would recommend all be included, all 


donor countries? 


a I think anyone who is willing to realy contribute 
needs to be involved. 


Ladies and gentlemen, nice to see you all. 





Q Thank you. 


a Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 2:24 P.M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
SECRETARY'S TRIP TO BRAZIL 
FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 9, 1984, 2:30 P.M. 


MODERATOR: Good afternoon. This a session ON 
BACKGROUND, which means you may attribute this to a Senior 
Administration Official but not to the briefer by name or 
title. The subject is the Secretary of State's trip to 
Brasilia. The briefer will not entertain or answer questions 
on extraneous or peripheral matters, such as crates in the 
Nicaraguan port of Corinto or other such matters. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is an 
opportunity for me to brief you on another leisurely trip by 
the Secretary of State to Latin America --— departing here 
Saturday morning, returning in the early hours Tuesday morning. 


I think that probably the best thing is for me to go 
over with you the schedule briefly. 


It's depart tomorrow morning at 9:00. There will be a 
refueling stop, arriving in Brasilia 7:30 p.m. -- that is 
Eastern Standard Time; it will be 9:30 Brasilia time. 


Sunday the Secretary will have a lunch with Brazilian 
dignitaries, and then at 4:00 o'clock there will be an informal 
dialogue of the foreign ministers going to this meeting. I'11 
have more on that later. Let me just run through the 
schedule. And that evening the Secretary will dine again with 
other Brazilian leaders. 


Monday he has a breakfast meeting with four foreign 
ministers. He will have a meeting with President Figueiredo 
later in the morning. At 11:00, the opening ceremony of the 
OAS General Assembly. He'll have a lunch with other Brazilian 
leaders. He will have further bilaterals in the afternoon. 
There's a second plenary session of the OAS in the afternoon. 
He will speak, address a plenary. He will be third in a series 
of four speakers. He will hold a press conference Monday 
evening, and he'll go to a reception given by the Foreign 
Minister of Brazil for the delegates, and following that 
reception will go to the airport and enroute back to Washington. 
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Q Monday? 
a Monday night. 


Now, Secretary Shultz is the Chairman of the 
Delegation. Other members of the Delegation are myself, 
Ambassador Diego Asericio -- U.S. Ambassador to Brazil -- and 
obviously Ambassador Mittendorf, who is Permanent 
Representative to the OAS. 


One of the things that you'll note is scheduled for 
Sunday, I told you, is an informal dialogue. This was 
something that was not initiated at the last Organization of 
American States but was used, and the foreign ministers found 
it a very useful —— which they sit in a room and converse 
with each other rather than in the plenary sessions where you 
really get kind of set speeches. And because many of them 
thought it was useful last time, they're going to reinstitute 
it this time. 


I think that you can expect in the informal dia)ogue, 
in the margins, and during the formal sessions, that hers are 
some 13 items on the agenda for the formal Organization. But I 
think that you'll find that our estimation is that mos!. of the 
dialogue will center around the economic situation, the 
narcotics situation. I'm sure that there will be a report and 
discussion of the Contadora process. And those are generally 
the items that we feel will have the most attention. 


I think at that stage I'll just go ahead and stor and 
entertcin your questiors. 


Yes, sir. 

Q I was wondering if Secretary Shultz is likely to 
raise the issue of the passible advanced aircraft that may be 
aboard that stip. 

a Aboard what ship? 

Q The Soviet ship. Given the OAS meeting. 


a I wasn't here earlier to hear your chastisement. 
Would you like to do it again? 


Q Given the OAS meeting 


a Wo. Let's be realistic. I've got to believe 
that the subject will be raised in informal discussions of the 
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rest of the members, and I'm sure that the Secretary will 
respond accordingly to thea. 


, Q Is he planning tO see Foreign Minister D'Escoto 
too 


a T asked the question this morning and then I get 
the answer back: “Is D‘Escoto going or not?" 


MODERATOR: Wo. 
a D'Escoto is not going? 
If he's not going, it will be kind of tough to see him. 


Q Are any other Nicaraguan officials going with 
whom he might be -- 


a Well, Nicaragua has a Permanent Representative to 
the OAS. I would assume he would be there. 


Q Would there be a meeting? 


A You man a specific meeting between Secretary 
Shultz and a Nicaraguan official ? A bilateral -- is that what 
you're saying? 


Well, you mentioned several different forums in 
which that might take place -- at the breakfast, the 
bilaterals, the formal -—- 


A He is not in the breakfast; he is not scheduled 
for breakfast. Wo Nicaraguan is scheduled for breakfast or 
bilaterals. Obviously in the informal dialogue a Nicaraguan 
representative participates. 


Yes, sir. 

Q Real or imagined, can you estimate how much 
concern this whole crisis or pseudo-crisis in the iast couple 
of days has caused among some of the other countries -- OAS 
members 

a No. 


Q You know, some people talk about a war scare. 


) Sure. And you people have a much better feel for 
the different rumors that float around in different parts of 
th» world on this issue. No doubt about it, it's a top issue 








with regards to newsworthiness; and I can understand that. But 
as to, you know, a specific impact, no, I can't give you 
anything on that. 


Q Have you ever picked up a fear on the part of 
some other countries that we might be closer to -- 


MODERATOR: I think we're wandering. 
-~- conflict? 


MODERATOR: I think we're wandering. Let's stick to 
the briefing on the Secretary's trip. 


A The answer is "No." 
Yes. 


Q Do you expect that the Secretary will get his 
first look at the new Contadora text at this session or would -- 


| A I'm not sure that there will be a -- I know that 
they're working on one. I'm not sure that there'll be one in 
finished form at this meeting. I don't really know. 


Q Maybe not finished form, but would this be the 
first discussion of what this new test would contain? 


a Well, the process that has gone forward is that 
following the plan, the different countries made their 
observations on or about October 15th. The vice ministers have 
met in Panama. I'm sure that there'll be some kind of dialogue 
between the Contadora countries. They'll take the occasion of 
the meeting in the OAS to get together. And so I'm sure 
there'll be discussions and items. Sut as to whether there'll 
be a formal kind of “Here's a draft" and how it's different 
from this draft and all the rest of it I'm not really sure that 
they're at that stage. 


Obviously the Secretary has a keen interest in the 
subject, and Shlaudeman has been down and working with him and 
we continue. but I mean this thing is not like "Ta-da-da. 

It's an OAS and some big things can happen." I mean this 
process has been going on for awhile and continues on as you go 
through it. 


Q That was true of the Secretary's last trip to the 
region also. 


a What was true? 
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Q That the process had been going on for some time 


and it still continues. 


vie Q But there was a lot of discussion during that 
trip. 


a Oh, sure there wa: 
Q Well -—- 


a The Secretary in that trip saw six heads of 
state, in addition to the eight or the nine ministers. 


Q That's not an unreasonable question to raise -—- 
whether or not his suggested revisions will be posed at this 
forum to see whether that would be an acceptable draft to tie 
U.S. 


A That there will be continued conversations on 
it? Yes. I'm just avoiding your characterization of it 
because I think that that's too finite. O.K.? 


Yes. 


Q Might the U.S. be interested -- given the news of 
the Soviet freighter and MIGs or no MIGs -- in tabling a 
resolution before the OAS in which we try to prevent either 
MIGs, advanced jet aircraft, from coming in to Central America 
or trying to get support for something a'org that line? Are we 
interested in something like that? 


a Well, obviously we're interested in reducing 
tensions or things that cause problems in any arms buildup -- 
this is the irony of it -- and any arms buildup, or alleged 
arms buildup, during a period of time in which they're trying 
to get a Contadora peace treaty signed that, if stuck to the 
words of the Treaty, would lead to a reduction in arms seems to 
be working at cross-purposes. So anything along those lines 
that can get it back on to the path of the Contadora peace 
process, Treaty, obviously is something we would want. 


But you have to remember that the Contadora process is 
separate and distinct from the OAS and from the UN. 


Now, at the UN a report was given on the status of 
where they were. It is an item on the agenda of the OAS, but 
it's an item on the agenda within the context of a report of 
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where they are. There is no generic link between either Oas 
and Contadora any more than there is between OAS and the United 
Nations. 

Yes, sir. 


Q What is your specific answer to his question 
about whether anything is being drafted in the way of -- 


A There is nothing being drafted at this stage on 
that type of resolution. I mean, not that we are aware of -- 
the U.S. Government. 

To get precision on the earlier answer about the 

sient b being raised here in the OAS, when you say the subject 
t be raised, would it be raised by the United States or the 
United States would only respond to the subject being -- : 

a You're talking in a formal situation? 

Q Yes, in a formal situation. 

a In a formal situation it's an item on the agenda, 
and I think it's brought forward by the Contadora four and it's 
been there on that agenda for quite awhile. 

Q How about the Soviet freighter? 


a I don't think that the United States is going to 
raise it at the OAS as a formal agenda item. 


Yes. 


Q Can you give us an idea of the theme or themes 
that Secretary Shultz is going to strike in his formal speech? 


a Theme or tivemes in which he's going to -- ? 
Q Shultz is going to formally address the OAs. 


a Well, a fast way to get in trouble is to preempt 
your boss. (Laughter. ) 


Q Il think there can be -- 


a Sut I think there are logical ways in which you 
can expect what are the themes. 


Let's look at the recent, last three or four years’. 
trends towards democracies. Let's look at the economic 
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challenges that you have facing them and how does that 
cross-cut with the social/political fabric -- that is, the 
economic challenges versus bigger democratization. 


You could expect, because of recent meeting: and 
pronouncements at the United Nations, that there is an 
increased focus on the narcotic problem as more than just a 
producer/consumer or single-country problem. 


I think those are the ones that you'll find would be 
addressed in the Secretary's speech. 


You said he's going to meet with four foreign 
ministers Could you say which ones? 


a Yes. It's Core Four. The so-called Core Four -- 
there will be a breakfast meeting with them, and then bilateral 
meetings with other foreign ministers. We're still putting 
those together. 


Q and it's not going to be raised because of the 
danger that it would just arouse a lot of talk and opposition 
about the U.S. position? 


a Are you talking about raising it as a formal 
agenda item? 


Q Yes. 


A It's not necessarily a forum in which you can 
resolve a problem per se We all know it’ going to be 
discussed -- that subject -- around the edges. I'm sure that 
the Secretary will take the opportunity to consult with his 
colleagues and tell them of our position, but it's not 
re Fey of a formal agenda-item nature. That's not our 

eeling. 


Yes. 


Q I think maybe you were trying to tell us 
something before that slipped past me when I was Listening 
earlier and now -—- 


a Well, try it on size. Maybe I wasn't and you 
thought I was, but now you've got my attention. 


Q That's what I would like to do. 


What you seem to be saying is that as « formal agenda 
item the U.S. will not reise the issue of the Soviet arms 





buildup in Nicaragua but in informal fringe contacts Secretary 
Shultz will volunteer to the other foreign ministers that an 
arms buildup during the time when the Contadora process is 
going on is at cross-purposes with what the U.S. would like to 
see. . 


a All right. Let's dissect that. 

First, I think if you go back I find it ironic that -- 
that's me speaking -- that the subject is going to be raised. 
Whether Shultz raises it or somebody else gets to it first, 
that's a logical conclusion: It is on people's minds. 


He'll take that opportunity to explain to explain our 
feelings on the matter. 


Does that help you? 
Q Thank you. 
A O.K. 


Q Would he also ask perhaps for regional support 
and any action the U.S. might care to take as a result of this? 


a No. There's no contemplation of that at this 
time -— to ask for any regional support -- 


Q Can you -- 
a -~- for any type of thing. 


Q Can you go beyond the issue of the freighter at 
the -- 


A Let me back up and say to you so that we 
understand each other -- and I'm not trying to quibble with you 
~~ but today is Friday. That formal meeting isn't till Monday. 

It is, I guess, conceivable that the Government may 
decide and ask to inscribe for a formal one; but there is no 
discussion t this time on that subject. 0O.K.? 


Q Can you address the question of whether there has 


6 Not to your question but to his question. 


Q Can you address the question of whether there has 
been an unusually large Soviet buildup just within the -- 
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forget the MIGs -- the four helicopters -- that this ship may 
be carrying helicopters and may not be -- 


MODERATOR: You're wandering ang you're not sticking 
by the rules that the briefing is on the Secretary's trip and -- 


Q I don't think so at all. We're just talking 
about the possibility of this being introduced -- 


MODERATOR: Well, I'm -- 
Q -- as an agenda item. 
MODERATOR: I'm ruling your question out for you. 


Q I'm just asking if there has been a Soviet 
buildup. 


MODERATOR: All right. I think we're about ready to 
bring this to a close. 


Q Could I -- 

MODERATOR: That's the last question there. 

Q Can we go on now rather than stop? 

On Contadora,. aren't we --? 

fc) Go ahead. 

Q Can there only be talk because the United States 
is not ready to accept a Contadora agreement so lo} as the 


Nicaraguan elections stand? 


In other words, a Contadora agreement is far off 
anyway, right, so what could be accomplished at the OAS meeting? 


a Well, I don't know whether I share your 
assessment of a Contadora Acta agreement being far off or not. 
I mean I'm not disputing it. I'm just saying I'm not 
necessarily sharing it -- one. 


Secondly, there is no doubt that that which occurred 
in Nicaragua on November 4th didn't pass the test of any draft 
of any Contadora I've seen with regards to democracy; and I 
think that's shared by most people. And, nevertheless, life 
goes on. And so what you try to do is to continue the whole 
process of the peace and see how it can be incorporated in it. 
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Can I try to? 
MODERATOR: Sure. 
2) Right. Yes, I'll -- O.K. 


MODERATOR: But the problem is that he's already asked 
this question today and he's already had an answer -- 


a Right. 


MODERATOR: And it's an old trick to try to get two 
different answers from two different questions. 


a Well, let's see how closely we're united; all 
right? 


We've not rehearsed this. So with my "father's" 
indulgence, I'll try to give you my response on it. (Laughter. ) 


MODERATOR: I give my “son" the last question. 
(Laughter. ) 


a If you look over a period of time, and if you 
want there are graphic charts displaying it and the rest of it 
-- and it goes back to the period of time in which the United 
States wasn't apt gerry military assistance or other assistance 
to Nicaragua -- you will find a continued flow and an increase 
in the rate of flow of weapons, et cetera, into Nicaragua. 

That has not decreased. 0O.K.? 


Now, did I do it justice -- what you said? 
MODERATOR: Very good. 


Thank you gentlemen and ladies. 


(BACKGROUND press briefing concluded at 2:50 p.m.) 

















DEPART OF STATE Lneditedl 


BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
VISIT TO THE UNITED STATES OF THEIR ROYAL HIGHNESSES 
THE GRAND DUKE AND THE GRAND DUCHESS OF LUXEMBOURG 
FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 9, 1984, 3:17 P.M. 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I'1l run through 
the schedule, and very briefly, to kick the thing off. 


The Grand Duke arrives in the U.S. on Sunday, goes to 
Williamsburg; will fly up here Monday afternoon, the 12th, to 
Andrews. Tuesday morning at 10:00 a.m., the White House 
arrival ceremony. 10:30 meeting with the President in the Oval 
Office. 12:30 luncheon hosted by Secretary and Mrs.. Shultz. 
2:30 Tuesday afternoon the Grand Duke and Duchess will visit 
the Freer Gallery. At 4:30 the Grand Duke will meet with the 
Secretary of Defense. 7:30 that evening -- Tuesday, November 
13 -- President and Mrs.. Reagan will host the Grand Duke and 
Duchess at a state dinner at the White House. 


On Wednesday the Grand Duke will lay a wreath at the 
Tomb of the Unknown Soldier in Arlington Cemetery. There will 
be a luncheon given by the Luxembourg side in honor of the Vice 
President and Mrs.. Bush. The Grand Duke and Duchess will 
visit the Hirschorn Museum. There will be tea with Vice 
President and Mrs.. Bush. That evening a concert by the 
Orchestra of Radio Television Luxembourg and a reception hosted 
by the Grand Duke and Duchess. 


On Thursday morning they will leave the Washington 


area to travel to Colorado Springs, San Jose, San Francisco, 
and Chicago, departing the U.S. on Monday the 19th. 


In about one minute's summary, Luxembourg is a small 
country, but it's important to the U.S. because of its 
membership in the North Atlantic Treaty Organization and in the 
European Community. It is a founding member of both. 


The Grand Duke himself, who's been in office for 20 
years, escaped from the Continent of Europe at the beginning of 
World War II; served in the British armed forces and landed on 
the Normandy beaches in 1944. Luxembourg was, of course, the 
site of the Battle of the Bulge; and there will be a Fortieth 
Anniversary commemoration of that next month. 


Luxembourg will hold the Presidency of the European 
Community Council between July and December of next year, 
1985. 











The United States investment in Luxembourg totals 
about one billion dollars. On a per capita basis, U.S. 
investment in Luxembourg is highest of any country outside of 
North America. Luxembourg is an international financial center 
with a hundred-and-fourteen banks, making it the third largest 
banking center in Europe. 


Luxembourg held national elections last June and a 
Christian Social and Socialist coalition entered into office. 
They are continuing the policy that supports NATO that all 
Luxembourg governments since after the war have supported. 


That's all I have. 


Q Questions? I have one question as to why the 
visit is being planned for this particular time. Does it go 
along with the Fortieth Anniversary of the Battle of the Bulge 
celebration? 


a We had that in mind. There had not been a state 
visit for more than two decades and Luxembourg, although small, 
is an important country to us. They support us in the UN and 
in NATO. 


The Vice President visited Luxembourg last February 
and at that time invited the Grand Duke and Duchess to come for 
the state visit. And it is appropriate, I think, as we 
approach the Fortieth Anniversary of the Battle of the Bulge, 
that they're here. 


Q You said that he's going to be meeting with 
Secretary Weinberger at some point next week. 


A Tuesday afternoon. That's right. 


Q Do you have an idea what they're going to be 
discussing? 


A Well, the Grand Duke, as constitutional monarch, 
does not get involved in his discussions and will not with 
either the President or the Secretary of Defense in the details 
of foreign and defense policy. But, obviously, he's interested 
in the broad lines; and Luxembourg play a role in NATO. It is 
the locale of the NATO Supply Agency. And the major airport in 
Luxembourg is used each year during the Reforger exercises and 
the NATO AWACS aircraft are registered in Luxembourg. So there 

















are NATO issues; and I'm sure that while there won't be any 
exploration in detail of these because of the Grand Duke's 
constitutional position that he and Secretary Weinberger will 
be talking about these things. 


Q Have they been pretty strong allies in NATO? I 
mean in armed forces. 


A Oh, yes; they've been very supportive and well 
committed to the Alliance and have made a contribution. 
Geography makes them very important. Although it's a small 
country with a small population, they're crucial to the lines 
of communication into West Germany. So in their way they've 
made a valuable contribution. 


Q One other question about the Radio -- was it 
Radio TV Luxembourg Orchestra -- 


A Yes. 
Q -— concert? 


Do you have any idea if any of our media is going to 
be picking that up for broadcast? 


a I honestly don't know. We can check it out -- 


Q It's a curious question. 

a -- and let the Press Office know. 

Q There might be something that somebody might be 
interested in. 

A Uh-huh. 

Q That's about all I have. 

A O.K. Thank you. 


MODERATOR: Thank you very much. 
(BACKGROUND press briefing concluded at 3:22 p.m.) 
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The Briefing Roos 
10:08 A.M. EST 


MR. McPHERSON: Good gorning. I gp gy spent several 


sinutes with the President reviewing, really Gepth, the 

situation there in Ethiopia. The tee peel "aia toda today, as 4i4 to 

6 eS oe ee See weeks ago, end has over the 
we 


last couple of S, expressed really deep concern about -- are 
doing ten we Gn eunet And we must continue to do a very 
substantial amount in Ethiopia. 


I'd like to announce today some additional decisions on 
tood to the continent. This sust be viewed as a continent-wide 
probles, not t an Ethiopia problems. The decisions that we're 
announcing are as follows: $37.5 million additional dollars for 
Ethiopia -- that's 65,000 tons of food. That'll bring the total 
amount we've done to Ethiopia since October 1 -- about 45 days -- to 
97.5 -- dollars -~- $97.5 millions of dollarc. And, it amounts to 
215,000 ton of food -- an enormous amount by any seasure. 


Incidentally, approximately 5,000 ton of this will be 
— to Mother Theresa's four feeding centers there in Ethiopia. 
Gent Reagan spoke to Mother Theresa just a few days ago about 
those centers, and he was especially anxious that we continue to 
provide food to these centeres. 


Other decisions announced today: §5.9 million for 
Mozambique: 


Q Dollars? 

MR. McPHERSON: These are dollars. §5.9 million dollars 
worth of food for Ethiopia -- for Mozambique. $8.5 million dollars 
worth of food for Moratania; $5.6 sillion Gollare of food for Chad; 
for a total of $56 sillion and 137,000 ton of food that we're 
announcing today. 

How, what this total amount that I've announced toda satay 
brings us to is -- of new tonnage, of total tonnage so far this fiscal 
years -~ of 537,000 ton of food this year. 

Q I's sorry -- $00 -- 


MR. McPHERSON: 537,000 ton of food this fiscal year, 
which is the last 45 days. 


Q How many Gollarse is that? 


MR. McPHERSON: Let's see, that's $)%.  ‘!ionm dollars 
worth of food. 


Q What was the dollar figure, Pete, for today? The 
total for today that you gave? 


o. 0 =+ $8 -- 
MR. McPHERSON: Fifty-eight. 




















let se -- $196 million dollars of food today. To 
of Africa, a little over s half a sillion ton, 537,000 


Bow, it's interesting to put those figures in 


ive. Last year, in the preceeding 12 sonthe, inning 

- eee Se Tian aiitin éstlare oe 2-sonth 
per » tiecal ‘64, we provided $172 million dollars worth, and a 
ittle over -- approzisgately $00,000 ton. 


The food that was provided by the United States 
to drought-stricken Africa in fiscal ‘64 was a larger 
what was ever historically provided by — adsinistration 


ia any one year period to Africa for t. What I's reporting 
teday is the figure which we provided, in only 45 days, is larger 
~ = Eg Rg RB ge BAD In other 
words, the response of U.S. is truly enormous. 


pon. it's an Africa-wide Ané we feel very strongly like 
yg A ty Fag - I Ry te By ay 1 
worlé to work together to solve this horrendous probles. 

It's essentially a three s It's the probles 
of responding to the + it*es tne probles of getting the food 
there the next 12 sonthse; it is, thirdly, the probles of long-ters 


; 
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att 














you Gon*t have reoccuring disasters. I would welcome your questions. 


Q How Goes what we have done compare to the perceived 
need in Africa and in Ethi ? What is the disensions of the 
and to what extent the United States emergency food aid 
go to solving that immediate esergency? 


MR. McPEERSOM: I'd like to anewer that, because that is 
the question. We -- we believe that in the r eRe ye ey 
that gore exactly. We believe that in excess oa 
or will need to fed by donor food in the next 12 sonthe. 


believe that it will take epprorvizately in the range of a si2h10n ton 
to do that. 


The current pipeline ity -- when I speak of 
pipeline, I mean ting ships into port, the unloading capacity 
of the port, gett oe Se Seren oe Teen Seem Oey, OS 
-~- the current pi ee a 

systes to deliver food to the south of 


substantially meet the need. 
Q Fifty thousand tons or $00,000 tons? 


MR. McPHERSON: Fifty thousand ton a sonth, I beg your 
notin. about 50,900 ton a sonth is the current capacity. 


Q So it's about 60 percent. 


MR. McPHERSON: In that r . ae eet yes ogy 
do to get deed there 16 to eupent the peline capaci 
approach 100, » 80,000 to 100,000 ton a to ale to 


get through that pipeline. 


Q Are you talking about Africa here or are you talking 
about Ethiopia? 


MR. McPHERSON: I's only talking Ethiopia. 


Q What does that involve? Getting sore trucks in 


there or what? Do you have a lot of political probleas in this 
distribution? 


MR. McPHERSON: Does everybody understand what I just 
said about the pipeline? I don't want to be confusing about that, 
though. That is a critical point. Did I get that straight? Fifty 
thousand ton is the Rae We need to double the capacity. What 
Goes that involve? Well, I suppose I've spent sore tise on the 
pipeline capacity than alsost any other issue in the last few weeks. 


It involves a whole series of things. It involves 
coordination among the donor community, so that ships that come into 
the sain ports can come in a synchronised fashion, so they don't 
bunch and then have the port be not utilized. That -- that process 
ie being put into place. It involves augmenting the capacity, the 
offloading capacity of the ports thenselves. 


A lot of what is being Gone now is really just hand work, 
baskets of grain being taken out of hulls of ships and dumped. There 
is equi » What is essentially suction equipment, that pulle grain 
out of hulle of ships and dramatically increases the speed at which 
it can be Gone. There is bagging equipseent, such as we've got -- 
suction and begging equi that we've got in Dakar and Sone 
that kind of paent ie te’en qeubiak theecdh hen ether lonere 
and the Ethiopia government to get in place. 


fle oe ee then ee eee of 
inhi woolen that funet and/or planes that can fly it 
Sundagte Guesdunent, han Chay were have == cate of van senetber a 
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to various parte of the country, including those provinces where 


MR. McPHERSON: My t is the a. is 
substantially so:e interested in getting this probles ved than 
what they were a few weeks ago. 


Q Why? 
MR. MCPHERSON: Well, I -- I don't mean to be glib, but 7 
guess I think we aleost have to ask thes . ‘ve -- have, 


inforsation from thes. We weren't getting such information, frankly, 
before. We're a more information, we're ting a lot of 
cooperation and we mk that things are beginning to sove. 


Q Well, does that sean they're going to go to this 
push that you've put on? 


MR. McPHERSON: Well, I don't know, and I don't think 
it*s artful for me to claim any credit, I just don't know. All I 
know is that things are -- there is a lot sore focus and interest on 
thie and we're taking advantage of that by soving really very 
——— to ty @ lot sore food in, to work with the government 
to the people and, frankly, what I think is, if we 
can -- if we, the donor community, we the U.&S., and the rest and, 
ees the Russians, too, of course, if the international 
ty, if the world can work together on this, literally hundreds 
of thousands of people are going to be saved. 


Q Ie a direct U.S. airlift out of the question because 
of the political situation on the ground there? 


MR. MOPHERSON: We really haven't placed into the factors 
here political concerns when it seant whether we were going to get 
the food directly to the kid that was starving. We — have taken 
the fire position, 2 oe 2eet op. So oe I've been deeply involved 
in thie for @ long tise, that a hungry child siaply knows no 


politics. And so, as far as I's concerned, all workable options are 
there to look at. 


Bow there are horrendous terrain problems, and we have 
moved into chartering some planes to sove sround. We've ten 
Going that for, oh, three weeks or so, and before that, in fact, we 
provided some gasoline to Ethiopia government planes to sove some 














Q How such aid are the Soviets -- 

MR. McPHERSON: This lady right here -- 

Q Go ahead. 

MR. McPHERSON: Okay, sir, finish, and she's next. 


Q Well, how such aid -- how such of this gap in the 1 
million tons is being sade up, so far, at this point, by other 
countries? 


I might say that the Soviets 
band aids, but really not such sore. And what the U.S. and the West 
is really doing is ae the Soviets to do what we' 

This is not an unfriendly lenge; this is a wish 
essistance for these people. 


Ma‘ an? 


Q Could I just follow up on that? It doesn't sound 
like you're going to fall, then, very such short of the 1 sillion. 
It sounds like you should be able to sake the figure, the goal, in 
teres of volume. It's a question of distribution. 


ai 
MA. McPHERSON: Well, I think distribution is yoine to be 
~~ I don’t want to downgrade the probles of getting a sillion ton, 
because a sillion ton is just a lot of soney and «a lot of food, 
ee, Oe you've got all these other 

cont inent t have @ lot of demands as well. The French, no doubt, 
for exemple, will be giving a very i amount of food to 
francophone countries that need it, so on. So it’s not going to 
be easy to get the volume, but there's no question, the thing that 
worries me the sost is the logistical distribution systes. 


Q Do you see « need to go to Congress next year and 
eek for sore funds for this? 


MR. McPHERSON: Well, at this juncture, we have «a large 
emount of sonies and food which we can draw . We've been drawing 
— thes very quickly, as can tell. I ink that what we do 
with Trees will be -- will have to be sorted wt in the next few 
weeks certainly will be done so well before they return. 


Q Mr. McPherson, @ couple of the years ¢id you not 
return some AID money to the government and, if so, how such of that 
was for Africa, and does that factor in at all? 


MR. McPHERSON: Wot really. We returned $26 sillion. in 
fact, I had a nice big ce out in the Rose Garden here. What 
that involved was, there were $26 million worth of projects, and have 
been projects oa you since then which, frankly, weren't working. 
When you're -~ ve a $6 billion budget and with projects in 60 
countries, and some of them don't work out the way we think they 
should work, and what I did fally wee make the decision that 
if it ween't working, we were mg to cut it out. 


Q Was any of that Africa relief? 
MR. MoPHERSON: Yes, I've forgotten the number, but a f 


of thee were Africa, but none of thes were Ethiopia and none of thes 
~~ and, Crankly, they weren't working, and that's why we chopped thes 
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t happened was, « le sonths , large 
numbers of that were really in terrible shape, th these “<~ 
kids, little old men, these children shrunken up, just in 
come -- about « couple sonths ago -- 
from these valleys « long way 


came 
away, and » | think, really hed the information. There's 
relatively little communication, you understand, of the depth of the 


It's my judgment and it's something, frankly, I care 
quite a lot about, that the 0.8. wae very substantial and we 
certainly ere deeply committed to x enormous response in 
Bthiopia and around the globe, around continent, in the sonthe 
ahead. 


Yeu, sir? 


Q You talk about 215,000 tons of food have already 
been allocated for Ethiopia this fiscal year. Ie there any sense of 
what the U.&. plane to do in the rest of the year for Ethiopia? 


MA. McPHERSON: We anticipate ~~ we are he peful that 
there will be a donors’ seeting in the next few weeks, where the 
Gonore can get together and can essentially divide up the 
ee . We'll continue to allocate in the sonthse ahead, 

sheed, I's sure, but I suspect that the donors’ pledging 
conference, or Gonors’ conference, will be the iaportant point for 
Gecisions, for the longer tere decisions. 


What we're r ing to now is a whole series of 
immediate emergency, but t 12-sonth kind of time frame is one that 
we'll be working on in the weeks shead. 


Sir? 


Q What's the scope of the problem in the rest of 
Africa? a 


MR. McPHERSON: The scope of the problem in the rest of 
Africae is sillicns additional people are going to be seriously 


atfected. And it's to take very substantial asounte of 
eé4itional food. = 
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If there ie -- if reinfall comes about, how long 
would it take for the next harvest to alleviate -- for alleviating 
this probles, some of the probles? 

MR. McPHERSON: There are what are called short rains and 
~- bey aed 8 The short reins will come, maybe, in a few 

But even if they Go, historically that produces only ebcut 
Speers Of OS ante. The long reins, which produce the other 90 
percent of the food will be coming in 8 or 9 sonths. And 
approziaately « year from now, if those rains are good -- are 
averege, if you will -- then there will be substantial food harvested 
in the sorth in about one + So that’s why I have this year kind 
of progres in sind for . 

Sir? 


+L there's a lot of si + @ lot of big arches; but I don't know. 


Wha can say is that I -- that I do feel some focus and 
interest right now and the U.S., for of thie drought, hes 
been able to work reasonably well, we nk, yon gt ry 

the last few s. Of course the proof is in pudding 

neat several weeks as we str @ to really deliver ané work 
the government, and we're anzious to try to do that. 


In the seantine, we're taking thes at their word that 
they’re deeply committed to this probles. 


Q Bas that donors conference been scheduled yet? 


MR. MoPHERSON: Ho, it has not, and we are not the 
official callers. We're the sajor donor, but historically it hes 
proven to be effective for us to work with the » and I would 
that, in fect, that such « conference would called soon. 


Q Who has the responsibility to call it? 


MR. MoPHERSON: Well, there are « lot of ways this could 
be Gone. Sometiaes the recipient country calle it. Sometines the 
U.8. might be involved. Sometisaes a group of donors sight -- there's 
® lot of communication, discussion going on at thie very tise -- of 
how thet sight be done. 


Q Wheat do you call « challenge to the Soviets? Are 
essentially looking for thes to complesent with logistics what 


you 
you're providing in teres of food? Or are you looking for food fros 
thes es well? 


MR. MOPHERSON: Well, I think that t need to provide « 
substantial amount. If a were to provide food, which they 
t on the world sarket. Sut there 
there are blanket needs, there are logistical 
that kind of thing -- planes and so th. 
ot ways that the lets, which, of course, is « 
1 resources, could put into thie: and we look 
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forward to thes to do it. 
Let ge take one sore -- 
Q Well, hase the -- 


Q Have you hed any contect with thes? Have you 
solicited any contribution from them? Have you said, “Help us out"? 


MR. SIMS: Ben, last question. 


Q The $1 sillion -- the one sillion ton figure that 
you gave -- wes that just for Ethiopia? 


MR. McPHERSON: That's just for Ethiopie. 
Ladies and gentlemen -- nice to see you today. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 10:32 A.M. EST 
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MR. MCFARLANE: Good morning. As a result of exchanges 
in the past eight weeks between President Reagan and Chairszan 
Chernenko of the Soviet Union, I'm pleased to inform you today that 
the United States and the Soviet Union have agreed to enter into new 
acas control negotiations. The Soviet Union joins us in making the 
following announcement at this time. 


The United States and the Soviet Union have agreed to 
enter into new negotiations with the objective of ceaching sutually 
acceptable agreements on the whole range of questions concerning 
nuclear and outer space aras. 


In order to reach a common understanding as to the 
subject and objectives of such tiations, Secretary of State 
George P. Shultz, and Foreign Minister Andre A. Gromyko will meet in 
Geneva on January 7th and 6th, 1985. 


When I advised the President of a tentative agreement 
this past Monday in Santa Barbara, he commented that, “This is good 
news. It is the first step on what will be a long and difficult 
road. But the world is depending on us. I want you to get back to 
Washington and speed up the work necessary to prepare our position.* 


The announcement today stems from the President's 
personal efforts culminating in the proposal made in September that 
the United States and the Soviet Union renew talks ai ata 
reduction of nuclear weapons. Since that time, discussions between 
ourselves and the Soviet Union and private channels have advanced 
understanding of the scope and priorities of such a process. 


As these exchanges have proceeded during the past eight 
weeks, the President has personally provided guidance in more thar a 
half dozen meetings which have included the Secretary of State, 
Secretary of Defense, and others, and has led to the announcement we 
make today. 


The President has informed his counterparts in allied 
countries. The Congressional leadership has also been informed in 
advance. The President will continue his efforts to strengthen and 


consolidate bipartisan Congressional support which is so essential if 


we are to negotiate effective arms reductions. 


We have consistently taken the position that reducing 
nuclear weapons gust be the most important objective facing both 


countries, and we are ready for genuine give and take with the Soviet 


Union for the purpose of reaching concrete agreements. We've 
continued our preparations over the course of the past year, and we 
enter the talks in January in the spirit of honest compromise and 
getting results. 


I'll be glad to take your questions at this time. 


Helen? 


t ? 


ae 





Q When Grosyko and Shultz get together, will this be 
talks about forthcoming talks, or will they really get down to cases 
on muclear negotiations and outer space, and is this also an 
ecceptance of the umbrella idea? 


order to reach @ common understanding as to the subject and 
Gbjectives of such negotiations, the two foreign ministers will seet. 
That is, this is a seeting to set the agenda and the course for 
further negotiation. ; 


With regard to the second part of your question, the 
President has felt for some time that we need to have «a clearing of 
the air and « renewal of serious discourse on the full r of aras 
control iesues, strategic offensive, intermediate-range of ive, 
outer spece tems, and toward that end he proposed at the United 
Batione in September, and in seetings with Foreign Minister 


ye sag that we have umbrella talks which would encompass the full 
family of armas control issues. 


We believe that the talks that will open in January 
ss the sost pressing of these issues, which include strategic 
offensive, intermediate-range offensive, and outer space. 


Q Are there any preconditions at all that we have had 
to agree to other than saying we will deal with the full breadth of 
ares control issues? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Wo. 
Q No preconditions? 


Q Mr. McFarlane, to what extent will Shults and 
Gromyko have to focus on the lem of weapons in space? Is this a 
stumbling block to the general areas control talks? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Wo. 
Yes? 


Q Bud, do you — that there will be an arus 
control “czar,” so-called, appointed before this meeting takes place 
in January? 


MR. MCFARLANE: The public portrayal of that individual 
is of a person who would oversee the decision process here as well as 
participate in negotations with the Soviet Union. There are no plans 
to appoint such « person. The President will preside over the 
Bational Security neil, which includes the Vice President, the 
Secretarys oi State and Defense, and other advisers. I will chair 
the subordinate interdepartmental process which will support his 
decision-making. 


Yes? 


Q Bud, what effect do you see on the immediate level 
of world tension between the super powers of this announcement in 
Moecow and here in Washington? 


MR. MCFARLANE: The President sees it as a positive sign 
of an scceptance by the Soviet Union of a willingness to enter « 
serious dial on ares control toward the purpose of lowering 
tensiong and lowering the level of areas. Sut we will see. It is 
important that at these sessions both sides enter with a spirit of 
goodwill and that they lead to specific negotiations to follow. 


Q I'd like to follow that, if I may. Does the 
administration see any linkage between the ares talks that are to 


L 319) 











come and other Soviet behavior? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, I think that the relationship 
between aras reduction talks as well as the climate of the 
relationship as reflected in regional disagreesents is clearly 
accepted the President. They are related. The good faith 
reflected ares reduction negotiations are affected by -- or the 


_ and ity of those negotiations -- by the activities of the 
iet on in other areas. 


I draw your attention to the President's decisions taken 
in the wake of the KAL incident in which he believed at that tise 
that the importance of sustaining areas reduction talks transcended 
all but the sost extreme examples of intolerable Soviet behavior in 
other areas. 


Yes, Helen? 


Q What does this sean in teres of a summit between the 
President and Chernenko? 


MR. MCFARLANE: The President, as you know, on several 
occasions has expressed his willingness to seet with Mr. Chernenko, 
if that would be useful. I think, however, that it's premature at 
this point to speculate on whether or not the seeting between George 
Shula and Prise Minister Gromyko would lead to a summit. 


Yes? 


Q Mr. McFarlane, you listed three sost pressi 
issues, with the outer weapons in the third place. Is it a 
list of priorities for this sdsinistration? 


MR. MCFARLANE: The scope of the talks in J include 
ell, no Goubt would encompass a discussion of the relationship 
between offensive and defensive forces and lead to productive 
negotiations. We set no discrisination as between the subjects on 
the agenda. 


Yes? 


Q Bud, would you talk a moment about the process by 
which we to this point, ~ ee how sany discussions at 
what level, and whether or not, in the final instance, the meeting 
was set up because of an invitation and a letter by Chernenko? 





MR. MCFARLANE: Yes and no, and let se preface what I say 
with a statement of the importance that our own government be able to 
Geal in these negotiations in a private way. Historically, progress 
has been made when each side has been able to consider proposals by 
the other privately, reach decisions privately, communicate those 
privately, and demonstrate that it has the integrity to avoid special 
os on behalf of one constituency or another. We intend to do 


The process, I will say, in summary, has been one in 
which the leaders at the highest level, the President and the 
Chairman, have exchanged their views as well as subordinates through 
Giplomatic channels. There have been clarifications since the 
weg the Foreign Minister here in Washington in September of 
what President intended and his concept of umbrella talks, and 
through an iterative process that has involved Soviet questioning, 
the Secretary of State and Defense absorbing these views, aaking 
recommendations to the President and, as I said earlier, perhaps 
half-a-dozen meetings. 





The appreciation on both sides of each other's thinking 
has satured to the point that both beliewe it timely to enter into 


more formal talks. We expect that process to be carried on through 
Giplomatic channels and not in the public domain. 


x ae 








Yes? 


Q Would you elaborate on the importance of Mr. 
Adelaman's view on how we should coach arms control and whether or 
not the Soviets also share this view? 


MR. MCFARLANE: It seemed to se that Ken was stating, 
firet of all, his confidence that we are at a tise in our history 
when the outlook for success in strategic arms negotiations is quite 
good. He goes on to say that as an adjunct to, as a compleszent to, 
that process devoted to formal eements, there is an opportunity 
for each side to undertake individually, but without forszal 
agreement, certain courses of action or behavior or restraint that 
can improve the climate, perhaps leading over time to formal 
agreements, but that we can sake progress without there needing to be 
a formal agreement concluded at all ties. 


Let me give you an example. in the past 20 years, quite 
apart from formal agreement with the Soviet Union, the United States 
has reduced both the size and explosive capacity of its own nuclear 
arsenal by an encrmous apount -- the warhead levels today are roughly 
@ third lower than they were 17 years ago -- simply by decision on 
the part of the United States. Now if that could have been 

by the other side, that would have been a very useful 


Similarly, the megatonnage today is less than half what 
it was 25 years ago, quite apart from any influence of aras control 
agreements. Wow this process in which each side can do things which 

stability -- and, after all, stability is what we are after 
in ares control talks -- can establish the conditions that improve 
the ibilities for formal arms control agreements, that is all. 
In t, what Ken is saying is, in addition to what we sust continue 
to do, formal efforts at formal agreements, we can have as an 
adjunct, a6 & complement, perhaps, these informal but complementary 
courses of action by both sides. 


Yes? 


Q You ruled out the czar, but you didn’t seem to rule 
out a special envoy who would work under Shulz end saybe under you in 
terms of taking care of the day-to-day contacts and negotiations 
pureuant to the Geneva seeting. Could you elaborate on that? 


MR. MCFARLANE: The precise format for the follow-on 
negotiations 














and how ym | can be nurtured is open to decision still. There have 
been no decisions sade on that. The talks haven't yet been held. 


There is the possibility that there would be value in 
having someone once the talks are underway in the several specific 
areas of interest -- strategic, intermediate range, and so forth -- 
for someone to advice, trouble-shoot, and be a designated hitter that 
coulé assure somentus is sustained over time. But there have been no 
Gecisions taken on that. 


And I distinguish between that and some new person who 
manages the bureaucratic processor in Washington. That arrangement 
is under the supervision and control of the President, and at lower 
levels, under se. 


Q Well, just to follow up, who will accompany Shultz 
to Geneva? Will Mr. Adelman, Ed Rowny, Nitze be in that group? 


MR. MCFARLANE: The composition of the delegation hasn't 
been set and it's just premature to speculate on that. The Secretary 
and the President will discuss it, I'm sure, in the days ahead. 


Yes. 


Q Bud, in the President's UN speech, he suggested that 
he would be willing to consider a moratorium on testing 
anti-satellite weapons once talks actually began. Is that the case? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Issues like that, and others, are left 
—. the negotiation and premature to speculate on the outcome at this 
t 


Q Mc. McFarlane, follow 7 to that qpeery you said 
it would be left to the iations. ich negotiations? Between 


Shultz and Gromyko or the follow-up negotiations? 


MR. MCFARLANE: The Soviet Union has preferred that these 
sessions, themselves, focus setting the age for talks to 
follow. And implied in that is that the negotiations will be the 

lace where substantive ints such as have been raised here will be 
lt with. The United States enters those a Eetonase to discuss 
po to treat constructively each of the items on agenda in 
anuary. 


MR. SIMS: Bud, could we move to questions from Santa 
Barbara unless there's some pressing question here. 


MR. MCFARLANE: Let's go on to California then. 


MR. FITEWATER: All right, we're ready to take the first 
question from Santa Barbara. 


Maureen? 


Q Okay. Bud, I want to @ little bit more to the 
logistics of these talks. You menti three items that are on the 
agenda -- the medium-range, the strategic, and the ASAT. Are you, in 
essence, — that this is going to be a merger of all the other 
negotiations, is going to rm the tiations that ended a 
year ago, or that this is going to be an effort to resume those 
separate negotiations? 


MR. MCFARLANE: The text of the announcement, Maureen, 
states thet we will be treating the whole rang. of questions 
concerning nuclear and outer space arms. In the nuclear domain, that 


encompasses both strategic offensive and intermediate-range offensive 
systens. 


Now, at these talks, the purpose will be, as the second 
sentence says, to reach @ common understanding on the subject and 
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objectives of such negotiations. Now, it's clear that negotiations 
ill take « The format for thes, the venue, the 
left Getersined dur this ficst session, 


to 
and perhaps follow-on sessions. And to pre) the outcome of that 
is not useful at this point. 


MR. FITEWATER: Jerry. 
Q Can I follow up, please? 
MR. PITEWATER: All right. 


Q Are you then saying that this could restructure the 
way the United States and the Soviet Union have been yoy aras 
control, and you just don’t know yet how it’s going to turn out 


MR. MCFARLANE: I think it's too early to say that. I 
think, for our own t, we believe that the established institutions 
and channels and delegations, and so forth, sake possible immediate 
aaa in each of these areas without further delay. And we are 
c . 


But we are + to talk and to listen about alternative 
— on the other side, we look forward to doing that in 
anuary. 


MR. PITEWATER: Jerry. 


Q Bud, in all the exchanges of the Soviet-U.S. leaders 
that led up to this decisicn to meet in Geneva, has there been a 
in the sense that the Soviets are no longer imposing prior 
conditions? Is that a major change in the situation? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, Jerry, I think we are focused on 
the future and less concerned with history. If you read the text of 
the joint announcement, there are no preconditions. 


Q Bud, is there anything that's off limits in these 


talks? You've sentioned all the things that are ibility for 


Giscussion. Is there anything going into this initial set of talks 
that is off limits, that this will not discuss? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, in broad teras, the announcement 


Se 














eee, Oe ones of these negotiations, nuclear areas, and outer 

Spece. Pe ay eed pa A Hh, ite a 
let of time in the last year reviewing our positions in « half-dozen 
areas of areas control -- strategic, offensive, intermediste-range, 
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force reductions negotiations, chemical warfare 

confidence building measures such as are on the agenda in 
» and outer spece. We are ready in each of those areas -- 
tespond and ready with ideas. 


This particular snnouncesent foreshadows « focus, in 
particular in these talks, on strategic offensive, intermediate range 


, and outer space. But we are open and ready to discuss all 
ssvues. 


i 


Q Bud, when you said that you are not -- that it's 
premature to discuss the issue of a moratorium -- is there an 
eéministration position? Save you resolved the differences inside 
the edministration on the whole question of a moratorium on outer 
space testing? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, in mes re with what I said 
earlier, I wouldn't foreshadow the itions that the United States 
will take in these talks. The Pres t has spoken licly to the 
issue of soratoria or other ls which must be ft for the 
negotiations themselves. The inistration's readiness, in teras of 
decisions within the government here, is clear. We have our 
positions and we're ready to go. 


Q If the Soviets, in the discussions on agenda, prefer 
to focus on the outer issues first -~ what is the United 
States’ position regarding insistence that the strategic nuclear 
ee included in the format for the first talks that would 
° 


MR. MCFARLANE: I'm sorry -- I was looking at something 
elee here -~ could you say that again, please? 


Q Maybe it waen't too clear. What is our position 
regarding the strategic talks being included in follow-up 
lations? In other words, is it your sense that the Soviets are 
still insisting on & moratorium on space testing as the first 
priority of any fol negotiations, as you prepare to address the 
agenda? And are we still insisting on resuming the nuclear talks in 
some kind of format before we will deal with the space issue? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, I wouldn't pretend to speak for the 
Soviet Union. They have stated their attitude toward each of these 
items, back in the summer -- July, August -- a6 well the United 
States. The President has sade clear that it's important that we 
recognise that there are systems which exist today which pose a 
threat to stability and we cannot ignore those systems on how to 
reduce them. And so that is extremely important to us. There are 
other fam/lies of emerging technologies which we do believe can 
enhance d.terrence. And we believe that a sober exchange between 
ourselves and the Soviet Union designed to reach an agreed 
understanding of how these sytems can improve the stability of the 
strategic ba is in order. 


Wow we are ready to consider such pr als on 
limitations -- generically -- on areas control, and enter these talks 
in that spirit of give teke. But it seems to me that the 
announcement Goes confira that the Soviet Union intends to 
discuss, to negotiate, toward agreements in the area of offensive 


nuclear ares. And they bave so stated in this agreement -- or this 
announcerent. 


Bud, does today's announcement indicate that the 


Q 
administration now accepts that Chernenko has consolidated his 
control? 
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MR. MCFARLANE: I think it’s owt of place for us to 
comment upon the Soviet decision process. Clearly the Soviet Union 
taken a Gecision to renew negotiations toward areas reductions, 


on that subject of preconditions -- the Soviets 
that they would not come to ares talks as long 
sissiles in yo Can you give us any opinion at 
changed their position, and are 
change our deployment plans if these talks go well? 


MR. MCFARLANE: I wouldn't comment on the Soviet decision 
process. What's important is that they and we have agreed to 
negotiate toward agreements. The substance of those negotiations is 
& matter for private discourse, and it's premature to comment on that 
now. 


Q Bad, this summer the space talks fell through. The 
eet enaee” Cannon we Gepene SS (ee eee > eee ~~ ares 
negotiations. is there any chance that this exchange in January will 
not take place? is there anything that could make it fall through? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, I can't imagine anything. Wo. 


MR. SITEWATER: We'll take one final question. ’ 
you'll have to come up to the side to -- about the third table. 

c Bud, a8 you know, the analysis of how importent this 
ell is in the scheme of U.S.-Soviet relations has already begun. 1! 
wonder if you could give us the administration's analysis of what 
this seans, is it just the next logical step, what you all think of 
it and, also, Go you think it's the beginning of « thaw? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, I think this, I beliewe that the 
relationship between the United States and the Soviet Union is 
acknow on both sides to be central to the preservation of peace 
and stability throughout the world, that the meetings in Septenber 
established the scceptance on both sides that we no hostile 
intentions toward thes, that we had reservations about their own 
intentions towerd us, but that as super powers we had 
responsibilities to ensure the avoidance of war, that we could deal 
ee equals, that we had political differences that will surely endure, 
thet the Onited States is prepared to compete in the world, t that 
the fundamental requirement is that that competition be peaceful. 


I think after thet exchange, which was an important 
event, the sessages received on both sides have been absorbed, 
pondered, and that we're at a moment where each side has decided tc 
make a determined effort to reduce tensions -- we —— heve -- and 
that this discourse ought to encompass aras reduction, disagreenents 
over regional issues from Afghanistan to Central America, bilateral 


issves in which there is an opportunity for sore exchanges, trade, 
the cesolution of probleas. 


The United States will as well sustain its concern over 
human ‘tights, but that it is essential that there be a sustained, 
serious discourse between us devoted to the peaceful resolution of 
disputes. ow I would not say that this is a milestone of conclusion 


but, cather, an opening of & process that will be difficult and 
sustained over tine. 


MR. SING: Thank you very such, Bud. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 12:29 P.M. EST 














BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
OS THE VISIT OF 
PRIME MINISTER BATU SIR KAMISESE K.T. MARA 
oF Fist 


Boveaber 26, 1964 


The Briefing Roos 
10:06 A.M. EST 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me just start with « 
brief statement. The Prise Minister of Fiji, Ratu Sir Kamisese Mare 
arrived ia mee ae pp cene my Bovember 25th, to begin an official 

Be will remain 


working visit. Washington until Thureday sorning, 
Boveaber 29th. 


Tomorrow the Prise Minister will seet with the President 
as well as seaber of the Cabinet and have « lunch with the President. 
Later that afternoon he'll seet separately with the Secretary of 


State and be the guest of honor at a dinner hosted by the Vice 
President. 


On Bovember 26th he will be seeing the Administrator of 
one ané then attending « luncheon in his honor at the Departsent of 
ense. 


Those are the highlights of his schedule. This is a 
and igportant visit. It is, in fact, the first visit ever -- 
official visit to Washi ~~ by @ leader from « Pacific Island 
pag Ana of course in that context, Prise Minister Marea is the 
firet FPijien to sake an official visit to Washington. 


Be comes from « region that is not well known to 


Americans » but enfortunately was very such in our sind four 
Gecedes ago. suffered elacst ,000 casualties ore that 
area Guring World War II and nearly 30 percent of our worldwide 
losses. 


But since that tise, Oceania as the region is called, 
has changed greatly and very such for the better. Sine ee ype. 
countries have emerged since 1962. The Prise Minister's visit points 
up our poe ties with the island region in general, and with Fiji 
in particul 


Fiji if @ leader in the Pacific islands -- second largest 
in sise, y comparable to Massachusetts in land area. And it's 
third in population with about 700,000 @. Since independence in 
1970 it hes on political stability considerable economic 

- Fiji ie one of the world’s sost successful exaaples of 
sultiperty acy and sultirecial society. 


We and the Fijians share sany velues and institutions. | 
might mote from the notes of the State Department on Fiji that among 
Geveloping nations, Fiji's accomplishments over the 1) years since 
independence are remarkable. The government hes dedicated itself to 
econosic and social » end the country hes sade real advances 
in the fields of education, egriculture, th and nutrition. 
Ia@ividual liberties are safeguarded, and « solid democratic 
tredition of t has been established. In the ares of human 
rights, Fiji been singled out by Amnesty International for its 
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complete lack of abuses against the person. 
Ratu Sir naw & Mare is the only Prise Minister Fiji 


has hed since yt ay a Bey as the elder 
etatessan of the regica. We y to the Prise 
Minister for Fiji's of sissions in the Middle 


East. With one bettalion in the UNIFEL forces in Southern Lebanon, 
ané another battalion with « gultinational force and cbeervers in 


Sinai, Fiji actually ssintaine sore troops in peacekeeping operations 
in the Bast than inside its own borders. 


We are al appreciative of Fiji's . 
songs 62 tecclen policy looses.” Geen Gneneae oe Adgbanl canes aos 


» We welcoge this opportunity to consult with the governszent of 
Fiji and to demonstrate our regard for Fiji's remarkable 
eccoaplishaents and our growing interest Oceania. 


I'l) be glad to try to answer questions. 
Q What specifics Go you expect will be on the agenda? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would think a very 
broad range -- tros very ific tesues, like issues of sugar 
quotes, issues of bilateral assistance, Usyeres | issues of such 
things as rights, —— rights tor Fij eirline -- to regional 
iseves, including the undoubted] ae Sey, Creme, Sevens Se Oe 
Pacific abovt nuclear waste dump ané about nuclear testing, I 
would imagine would likely come up. ' * 2 


The whole question of regional security in the South 
Pacific I think is likely to be discussed. The government of Fiji, 
on @ number of cocasions, has both essed its etrong interest in 
the success of ANZUS, and its strong interest in continued U.S. naval 
in the South Pacific. And, as I think I noted in ay opening 
remarks, Fiji iteelf has welcomed our ships in its ports. 


There are other regional issues. There's concern right 
now ebout the situation in New Caledonia. And finally I would 
——— there would be considerable discussion about nonregional 
topics. As I've noted, Fiji, particularly for « country of ite smali 
size, err} @ remarkable international role. Its peacekeeping force 
in the Middle East certainly give it an interest in that part of the 
world. And i think its broad interest in nuclear issues and in 
related areas control issues would probably sean that there'd be some 
Giscussion of that subject as well. 


Q Do we seek any permanent oe taey relationship in 
teras of having our own bases, or U.S.-Fiji bases 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. We don't seek any 
bases in Fiji. In fact, we already have important air and navel 
bases on Guam, and we have exercized an option for a long-ter= lease 
of land in the Commonwealth of the Northern Mariannas. 3s, I think 
Our options are well covered already. 


Q What support can Mara expect from the Asericans in 
relation to soving the French -~ of getting the French to sove its 
underground tests in French Polynesia somewhere else? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that's a difficult 
issue for us, since we test under ourselves. And since, 
moreover, we Go believe that the French deterrent plays an iaportant 
contribution in NATO security. f think -- I can't predict anythi 
~~ Bet, I think it pute us in @ position where what we can aestiy oe 
is Lieten and try to understand the complaints. 


Q Are they likely to Giecuss American plans to test 
Biesiles in the South Pacific? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know if that 


S It underetand Mara would be interested in ay 
an increase in the Fiji sugar quota to the United States. 
look forward to that with some optisisa? 


OR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I's sure that will be 
Giscussed. Unfortunately, < think one can'c be optisistic, because 


ji's suger quote for the United States. As 

we are, given all the contributions that Fiji sakes, 
under which suger quotas are allocated is a very 

one, and designed to sake it nearly impossible to bring in 
itical consideration. Fiji, of course, is a aajor -- 


ft pol 
& significant exporter of sugar, and sugar is its sa 
export crop, so i's sure that subject will be discussed. oa 
3 How such sugar do we now import? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it's slightly -- 


ie) Pros Fiji. 


SEBMIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's slightly under 1 
of our quote -- it's about .7 cent of our quote. And I 
"t know what that is in tonnage -- you have the figure in 
tonnage? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don’t recall. It's 
about 18,000 tons, I think. It waries slightly each year. 


Q How important is that particular figure to Fiji's -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Very important to Fiji. 
It's 70 percent of Fiji's export earnings -- is sugar. 


Q Ana what portion of exports to the United States? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oc you know -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I's not <-- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think a very large 
traction is exports to the U.S. 


Q Can you go over any -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Of course the quota 
means, because of the way our sarket is structured, we pay «a such 
oe price tor sugar t is a available on the world 


» @© that sccess to our quote is important for all sugar 
s. 


G What wes that 70 percent figure you just -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Seventy percent of 
Fiji's exports are frose suger. 


Q Are there any concrete plans to send Azerican navy 
ships into Fiji -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have had visite there 


since the government announced its policy of persitt: 
salp vis te, including nuclear powered ships. There ace te -- ri 
Gon't know of epecific plans -- there aay in fact be some. These 





920" 




















SENIOR ADMINISTRATION CFFICIAL: Ho, it's not the way -- 


y 
it is important and tul to have access to Fiji's ports, but 
thet really is separate cnt Stepent Geen ten Sestent. 


Q is Mara seek epecific toreign istance f 
the United States? Any Pom yg Ak or whatever? = 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We currently have « 
moe Mee wy BH eg A A in which Fiji 
participates. © distributes « total of about $6 sillion a year. 


S Six? 


a yr oy aa ya ge = Siz sillion dollars -- 
to countries region. Ma SS ee 
vate voluntary organisations ard regional institutions. We also 
have «a successful Pesce Corps progres there with about 
volunteers in Fiji alone. And we contribute to ional 
such es the Asian Bank and South 
session. We have hed requests for bilateral aid, and ft 
imagine } Pequests will be diecussed during this visit, but I 
can't predict any outcome of those discussions. 


Q How about the landing rights question? Will that be 
resolved thie trip? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Probably not in this 
trip. For one thing, Fiji's airline is in « major reorganisation, 
and its future is unclear, and it's not -- there've been discussions 
with a number of other airlines, I think, including Quantas, for 
possible new arrangesents under which the airline would operate, so 
that would gake it -~ I think until those arrangements are clear, 
it’s very 4ifficult to eddress the question. 


it's a difficult tion for us, in any case, because 
the basic issue is one of landing rights fxr foreign airlines versus 
trade and passengers for our own airlines, and so that's been « 
Gitfticult one with sany countries. If don't think it will be resolved 
this vieit, but I'e eure it will & great deal of attention. And 
Secretary Dole, the Secretary of Transportation, will be in the 
meeting with the Prise Minister. 


Q What will be resolwed this visit? 


SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I's not sure. We'll see 
how the visit goes. We have, in the case of sugar, in the case of 
yy ae two teeves that are very herd to resolve, but visits 
like “= OF at least to resolve satisfactorily -- visits like 
this are helptul in ae thes forward. Certainly, as we address 
the landing rights tesue in the future, I's sure the discussions 
between the Pr Minister and the President are yoins to be « 
keystone ané will be referred beck to « great deal. 


There say be possibilities of some sovement on bilateral 
—_ pow yy AR lee te can't oy ict — right now. Sut 
having ty to heave this kind 

ot breed euchange Gf views. As i've notes, it's & very long 

tise ~~ I sean, since the first countries of the Pacific became 

‘ & vieit with « leader from that region. 
t it's very valuable for the President and for senior American 
Girectiy trom the Prime Minister what his concerns 
concerns are of people in that part of the world. 
MORE 
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We tace « sumber of common probless and have comson 
interests in approeches in dealing with thes. 


3 When 4id Fiji gain independence, ¢id you say? 
SEMIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 1970. 


3 Was that besically overall for Oceania? 


SEMICR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I guess the first 
independent country wes ‘62 and there are now 11 sovreicn countries, 
two of thes associated with Sew Zealand and sine fully independent. 


i} Who was Fiji «@ colony of? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRAT’ WH OFFICIAL: Great Sritain. 


9 You said there have been requests for bilateral aid. 
Do you have any figures on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's been a r st 
both to ashe « portion of the currently sulti-lateral program into «a 
bilateral progres and ts for increased assistance. 1! 
Gon’t have, I don't nk specific figures have been sentioned, but 
Fiji's need for development assistance has been stressed to us «4 
number of tises. 


Q How old is the Prise Minister? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sixty-two? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I believe he's 
sinty~-five-ish. 


MR. SIMS: I think you'll find that in the background 
notes which we have available in here. 


Q Ie the President -- one sore question, if I may -- 
the President has often expressed his interest in promoting 
Gemocracy. iI6 he going to be discussing the subject with Mara about 
bow Fiji can serve a6 an example elsewhere in the Pacific? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't predict, but I 
think it would be « very saterel ie of conversation. It's a 
remarkable recoréd that not only Fiji but, ——— virtually all of 
the South Pacific countries have achieved of saintaining 
representative inetitutions and, as 1 indicate from that sention of 
the eagnesty report, aiso fully free and liberal systens. 


i think we appreciate that there's an iaportant 
connection to economics here and that for these countries to continue 
that success record in the future, it's ory laportant to keep their 
economies functioning effectively. That's difficult, because their 
tiny s\ee sakes thes «-~ gives thee only « lisited domestic market for 
ie | produce, so that's @ problem that needs attention and 
certainly will get eddressed during this visit -- not one that you 
cannot resolve overnight, unfortunately. 


Yes, sir? 


. On the basis of what's ey to come up, can I put 
it in thie sanner? What is it Likely to be, if we get quoted « 
Christmas present that Mara can expect to take beck either to 

Fiji or to the region, for that satter? 


SESIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that's your 
phrase, I's not going to wee it. If -- let's wait until the visit is 
over. We'll be briefing at the end of the seeting with the 
President and we'll see t the results are, but I don't want to sit 
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and try to omet what the Prise Minister and the President are 
gsing te agree on 


- SIMS: Ali ri t, we will have « driefi at the 
conclusion of the ier find that the *g¢ if not in this 
background sheet; it's : 


So we'll see you tomorrow. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
ON THE PRESIDENT'S MEETING WITH 
DEPUTY PRIME MINISTER-FOREIGN MINISTER TARIQ AZIZ 
OF IRAQ 


November 26, 1964 
The Briefing Roos 
12:15 P.M. EST 


MR. SPEAKES: The governmgents of the United States -- and 
we'll have a printed cupy of this, also -- the governments of the 
United States and of Irag have agreed to resume diplomatic relations 
effective today, November 26, 1984. 


This agreement has concluded today between President 
Reagan and Deputy Prime Minister and Foreign Minister of Iraq, His 
Excellency Taric M. Aziz. 


The two countries’ diplomatic sissions are upgraded as of 
this date from interest sections to embassies. And the principal 
officers will hold the title of charge d'affaires, pending the 
appointment of ambassadors. Asbassadors will be appointed as 
promptly as posible under the nomination processes required within 
and between both countries. 


That's the enc of the statement. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The official programs 
started this sorning with a meeting at 10:00 a.m. with Secretary 
Shultz, then to the White House for a meeting with the Vice 
President. And they've just concluded in the Oval Office with 
President Reagan. 


His program, beyond this, will be a working lunch with 
the eormigmery b which starts in a few minutes. He will be paying 
courtesy calls later today on Secretary Weinberger and Bud McFarlane. 


The program beyond that, I think tomorrow -- this 
afternon there will be the ceremony of flag raising at the Iraqi 
Embassy. 


Q When is that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's scheduled for 
mid-afternoon. I's sorry. I don't have the exact time. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 3:30 p.a. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICAL: Okay. Fine. 


During his stay in Washington, which will continue 
through Thursday, Tariq Aziz will be meeting with a number of our 
representative of “think tanks,” such as at the Carnegie Endowment, 
American Enterprise. He'll be at an editorial breakfast with The 
Washington Post. Meetings on the Hill have been scheduled, one with 
Senator Boschwits and other Foreign Relations Committee members. My 
list has a number of others down, but still tentative pending their 
return to Washington this week.He will be also interviewed, I see, by 
Evans and Novak. (Laughter. ) 
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Q On the record? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As far as we know. 


Well, let se sake just a few points ebout the resumption 
of relations and take your questions before I have to get back and 
join the Secretary and the Iragi party for the rest of the talks. 


We welcome the re ion. It reflects the de facto 


normalizationof the U.S.-Iraci tee that has developed craduallv 
since relations were broken back in 1967. 


Just to give you a little idea of the tise frame on this: 
We established our Interests Section in Baghdad back in ‘72, twelve 
years > under protection of the Belgian Embassy. So the -- while 
it's a i?-year break in formal relations, we have had a dialogue 
which has gradually developed over the last several years, capped by 
the meetings today. 


We think it is a positive development. it has been 
achieved by patient efforts over a number of years. It's had the 
support and encouragement of a number of key Congressmen from both 
parties. 


Today's step reflects changes that have already taken 
place in U.S.-Iragi relations. I wouldn't read into it any 
prediction of sajor changes in our respective policies. It is a 
bilateral step that doesn't impinge on our relations with other 
states in the area. And, specifically, it signals no change from our 
neutrality in the Iraq-Iran War or U.S. reappraisal of Iraq's weight 
in regional balances. The latter is a fact that we have long 
recognized. It also has no effect on our relations with Israel, 
which continue to be stronger than ever. 


This step recognizes the importance of our holding 
productive discussions with an important state in the Middle East, 
where the interests of the United States and the free world are 
significant. 


It will reinforce our dialogue with Iraq at the policy 
level on the range of issues effecting regional security, including ’ 
those on which the views of Iraq and the United States may, from tine 
to time, diverge. 


For its part, Iraq has publicly characterized its 
decision to reestablish relations with us as consistent with its 
desire to balance its relations with the Soviet Union. We welcome 


and respect wns Bog Gesire to emphasize its independence from any 
outside dominat 


Resumption of relations implies no sutual endorsement by 
Iraq or the U.S. of the foreign or domestic policies of the other. 
Rather, we have both recognized that a direct authoritative and 
candid dial is the best approach to sanaging our differences and, 
where possible, to resolve them amicably and constructively. 





Be happy to take your questions. 


Q You're painti thie resumption then as being about 
-- except for the diplomatic boilerplate -- no change whatsoever in 
the relationship. Is that correct? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think there is no 
essential change. I think the fact is that the dialogue with Iraq 
has devel very steadily. [t's accelerated over the past couple 
of years, I'd say, when the head of our Interest Section began to get 
access to sore senior levels in the Iraqi government. When Don 
Rumsfeld was traveling in the area last December, he set with the 
Iraqi President. I think, in fact, there'd been some Congressional 
contact. Congressman Solarz, I think it was, two years back, met 
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with President Saddam Husayn. Others traveling this year had set 
with the President with, of course, Tariq Aziz as Foreign Minister, 
with Deputy Prise Minister Ramadan, who's -- overall charge of their 
econogic development and the party affairs. So I wouldn't expect -- 
I don’t think you should see this as a sharp -- or a major step 
forward, no. 


Q Yes, but isn't this a natural outgrowth, these 
gradually Geveloping relations, of our interest in the Iran-Iraq War? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's been one of our 
ary | interests in relationships with Iraq. Sut, as I said, Iraq 
s @ major state in the ares, = player the regional scene. 


Q Sure. But then it has se to do with the war. 
And there is a perception of a U.S. tilt toward Iraq in the war, 
whether -- whether you want to say it or not. So -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the fact remains, 
resuming relations is a bilateral issue. And we think that our 
ig of neurtality in the war, which has been established since 
980, it continues to be our policy. It's the best vo to get 
American interests secured, ch are the earliest possible peaceful 
settlement of the war and one that will preserve the ey et the 
sovereignty of both Iraq and Iran. So, I think it is a misreading to 


see this as a tilt towards Baghdad, the fact that we are resuming 
relations. 


Q Did the Presicent discuss the Iran-Iraq War? And, 
specifically, did he discuss past U.S. concerns about chemical 
war fare? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wot going to go into the 
Getails. We have discussed chemical warfare during the -- 


Q This visit? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -<- Foreign Minister's 
vieit. We have discussed the present situation in the war, as I say, 
repeated our earnest intent to commit the United States to support 
any effort towards « peaceable negotiated settlement to the war. 


Q Ie there any -~- Well, what is our position on 
chemical warfare as of now? What is <- 


SENIOR ADMINGSITRATION OFFICIAL: Our position on chemical 


warfare is as laid out, I's happy to say, in 1925 in the protocol 
against it. 


Q I sean, actually what is going on between Iran and 
ireq -- 


Q They denying using it, right? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, they have never -- 

Q Do we have any evidence of it? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you recall our 
statement, & very strong statement, last March, | believe it was, 
which we made on the basis of evidence. 


Q Do we have any evidence that it has either stopped 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We know of no evidence 
since that time that it's been used. 


. The U.S. and Iraq have been negotiating a major 
Gairy sale for a while. Is that now being announced? And is the 














U.S. going to send any new areas to Iraq? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Second question, we have 
never sent eres to Iraq and there is no prospect of our changing our 
policy on arms supply. That policy, as I say, was laid down the 
outbreak of the war. In practical terms it applied heavily, of 
course, to Iran because we had supplied the Shah's silitary 
establishment. We really never had been a supplier of the Iraqi. 
Although, I gather the Iragis have captured a fair number of Azerican 
ares over the course of the war; 














bet that's not odr doing. 
On the -- your question on the economy, Irag -- 
Q On the dairy sale that's been negotiatied. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Dairy? Yes. I have 
wheat and rice, the principal products, as being financed through the 
ccc, and that Iraq is presently the Department of Agriculture's 
largest customer worldwide. 


Q Well, this one that has been discussed for the past 
three weeks -~- it was announced by -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Al) right, I have 
the figures of 663 sillion this year. 


Q I don't want the wheat and rice, I want the dairy 
one. 


Q He doesn't have the dairy. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't ~~ I will admit, 
I do not have the dairy one. Thank you. 


Q Can you get back to us on that then? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Looking quickly. 


Q Even though this gay be routine and not a major step 
and all that, it does rove discourse and coee has a few things 
they're interested in. I wonder if you could tell us if, for 
instance, the Iragis are asking the United States to stop the 
re ly of parts to Iran, which, apparently, is permissable under 
the tage agreement, and whether Iragis are asking the United 
States, as The Washington Post reported last summer, for assurances 
that Israel won't interrupt the new sey the Iragis are trying to 
builw through Jordan, and would the United States like the Iragis, 
even though they're independent just said, to buy less arms, 
fewer aras from the Soviet Union? Are these things likely to come 
out of this new step-up in relations? 


Q Do you have the points? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I've got the pipeline 
through Jordan, the Soviet areas, resupply of parts -- 


Q Soviet arms. Meanwhile, U.S. military equipment 
gets to iran. That can't make the Iragis too happy. (Laughter.) All 
Washington Post stories of last summer. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Did I read it first in 
The Post? 


Q You read it last summer. But now you have relations 
so what can you do about it? 


Q You may have given it to The Post. (Laughter.) 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, that's not my habit. 


All cight. One of the principal interests that the 

Foreign Minister has and the government of Irag has is encouraging us 
~~ well, ficet of all, expressing appreciation for what we have done 
to cut off, limit, choke off, whatever phrase fits -- choke off is 

obably the best -~- the supply of aras to Iran coming from 
ree-world sources. There's nothing we can do about the Soviets, 
there's nothing we can do about the Libyans, the Syrian source of 
supply that has cone on, continues to go to Iran. 


























We have been extremely active in cutting off where 
ible, where we hear of it in time and where we can persuade 
tiends and allies around the world -- and it's been done on a global 
basis since I think the office was formally established last December 
under Dick Fairbank's direction. 


So Iraq is -~ has seen the effect of that. They have 
seen a steady deterioration in the Iranian war machine and is 


appreciative of what we've done in mobilizing that effort on a 
worldwide basis. 


Does it want us to slack off? Wo. Does it want us to 
increase the effort? Yes, surely. This is not something that can be 
cut off oc can be solved as a problems. it's an ongoing process in 
_ 3 market that we have and will continue to sove on vigorously 

the future. 


So we have reaffirmed our intecest in doing -- being of 
assistance in bringing the war to an end through that seans and 
that's certainly an interest of the Iragis. 


Did they need that -- did they need to restore diplomatic 
relations to get that? Wo. Wo. I mean that has been our policy and 
we've been pursuing it. 


Q The spare parts -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question of American 
spare pacts for Iran -- 


Q Israel. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This has not been raised 
here. I think t are convinced of our bona fides on this, that we 


are not supplying lethal equipment or spare parts for military arms, 
weapon systems, to the Iranians. 


Q What are we supplying? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you've got the -- 
under the Algiers Accords back in ‘79, there was a general statement 
made that we would not be continuing any boycott of Iran, any 
commercial tt. So sales have gone forward in a variety of 
areas. ft don’t think our sales -- I's sorry, I didn't bring any 
figures with ge, but I don’t think we'll find, looking at the 


Statistics that the Commerce Department would have, that they're very 
Gramatic in volume. 


But your other questions. 
Q The pipeline -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The pipeline through 
Jordan? The pipeline through Jordan is not being pursued very 
actively i: You've got two pipeline projects being undertaken by 
the Ircagis. is through Turkey, which is a doubling of the 
present line. The other is what's called a spur-line through -- from 


southern Iraq to connect with the Trans-Peninsula Pipeline in Saudi 
Arabia. 


The third project which has been discussed and which we 


got @ preliminary -~ I think it's called preliminary commitment -- 
out of the 














= 7 - 
- t Bank to finance Aserican materials with, t are not 
at the soment. They're going to go ahead on the first two. 


nk that can complets those largely within the coming 
er and ign Minister sade the point that, 
y country, that is, Iraq is the only 


invol its neighbors in its own economic development, in this 
ing “ ie Sugh Turkey y A ny Plan 
t ts ’ Arabia, and its 
Weere econosic health welfare will depend on close relationships 
and the stability and development of those other countries. 


So I think I sees this t of project as a gauge of 
its interest in assisting t of regional stability. 


Q ~~ Israeli angle? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You had one other? 


Q Well, the question is, are they genuinely -- are 
they concerned, I don't know if you can tell if they're gewinely 
concerned -- but are they concerned and are registering concern 
about the possibility of Isreel interfering with those pipelines, 
which they were during the sumser? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think chat's 


certainly probably the principal reason for their not purruing it at 
this point in tine. 


Q You sean the Jordan line? 
Q Yes. 


Q Since Barry asked three questions and quoted the 
hell out of The Washington t, can I ask you two? 


SENIOR ADMINSTRATION OFFICIAL: I didn't anewer his third 
one. Do you want that, or shall I go into yours? 


Q No, go ahead and answer his third one. 
Q Soviet arms, yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Soviet armas, do we 
expect thea to buy less? 


Q Well, would we like them, do we whisper that perhaps 
it would be nice if they cut down a little bit and went sore French 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We haven't gotten into 


that. have two principal suppliers, one is the Soviets, the 
other is French: that's their business. 


Q You said, in answer to an earlier question, there's 
no prospect of the United States anaes its policy on areas supply. 
Ie there some prospect of some other kind of changes in the silitary 
relationship between the United States and Iraq and, if not, why is 
he seeing Secretary Weinberger? And, secondly, what effect, if any, 
Go you expect the resumption of relations between the United States 
ané iraq to have on the overall Middle East situation, which you've 
just come from a big tour of? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. Let me restate 
that ever since the war started just over four years ago, our policy 
has been not to license either direct or third-country transfers of 
U.S.-controlled defense articles either to Baghdad or Tehran. 

ion of relations doesn't tend any change in our ares 
policies towards either Iraq or Iran. 




















Why is he calling on Secretary Weinberger? I think 
that's « cour teey visit appropriate between senior officials, and he 
asked for the l and Secretary Weinberger agreed. 


Q What about something short of arms, like upgrading 
egg | somes or selling non-ares lethal equipment, or something 
t 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are, of course, no 


silitery attaches; you wouldn't have thes in an Interests Section, 
but -- 


Q@ Will we have thes now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFTICIAL: We haven't we haven't 
taced that question, we haven't caised it. I think it's sa 
Risa beer RA, Mp» AA. CoS > Gus , 
t been discussed within our government as to best of ay 
So I don't think -~ don't read ta the Galahonees 
elas cues that there's to be some mA. AW new eens rll with 
re in silitery » Rom-lLethal equipment, lethal equipment. 
If it wes going to be « surprise, we wouldn't have announced the 
peeting with Weinberger. 


~ How about the second part of the question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The overall effect on 
the Middle East situation? I _— as I sentioned, we consider 


Iraq a significan player, in the Middle East. it's 
etecet ates is ody Ey t on ite conflict with Iran 

- 1 can’t tell Any im the overall situation, if you're 
talk about the Middle East, the Arab-Israel situation, I can't 
tell you what their role is going to be. Go not see theaselves 
as a tront-line state; that's a change from the history of as late as 
the seventies. 


They see theaselves as concerned, concerned about the 
Palestinian future, about some of the central issues, but I think 
you've seen an evolution in Iraqi attitude. It is interested in 


Giplomatic relations with Cairo. It is supportive of the holding of 
the PLO conference in the PHC, Palestine National Council, conference 
in JordGan going on right now. 


I recall @ statement which was licised in the Baghdad 
press made by Saddam Husayn to Congressman Solare, who I think was 
the first congressional visitor to seet with hie <= this was back in 
‘82 =~ that @ secure condition, or a condition of security, is 
aooueonay for both lerael and the Palestinians, and that no 
responsible Arab leader looks forward to the destruction of Israel. 


Ireq acknowledged the President's September initiative. 
it hy oy the subsequent position at Fez, the Areb summit. He 
Ireqi president hes called for 4 relationship between Jordan 
and the Palestinians as natural and necessary. Iraq hes said it will 
eccept any approach to « solution acceptable to the Palestinians and 
longer sees iteeif as a front-line state in « legitiaate position 
champion « particular solution. 


So i Gonm't know the anewer to your question, what will be 
Overall effect, but I think if you ed4 up some of those comments, 
Se are public positions taken ireqg over the last few years, 

can see why we are interested in this dialogue. 


a 


MA. SIMS: Helen, lest question, please, and we've -- 


Q Well, it took 17 Ts to resume relations with 
iren, and what would be our attit toward sovement in that 
Girection now? 




















SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we never expected 
it to take 17 years with Baghded. We are -- we are prepared today to 
éiecuss relations with Iran when Iran ceases its support for 
iaternational terrorism and when Iran is prepared to seek « 
negotiated settlement of the wer with Ireq. This = today with 
hy EE ga fH. Iran; this is « 
bilateral setter, « soreal satter of resumption of relations. Sut 
our position on Iran, as I say, we're interested in hm 
relations and we have those two conditions, if you will. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 12:43 P.M. EST 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
OM VISIT OF PRIME MINISTER MARA OF FIJI 


Noveaber 27, 1964 
The Briefing Roose 
1:38 ?.4. EST 


SERIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think you can tell 
BN RM - NA ER pd ee ALK A. 
very ware meeting, I think, yoy a respect on both 
sides for our eccomplishments as countries I sensed great 
cordiality between the two leaders, great frankness about -- talking 
about « wv range of issues. 


It began with « short, small seeting in the Oval Office 
ané followed & larger seeting joined by « number of seabers of the 
Cabinet, including -- in aédition te Secretary Shults and Ac. 
eee A RRM A TE DY RR. hee 
Weinberger, Secretary Dole, Secretary Block from Agriculture, 
Director of the Peace Corps, Locet Ruppe, and head of the Agency of se 
International Development, Mr. KcPherson. 





the subjects that were discussed by the two leaders 
were questions of nuclear weapons and nuclear areas control, regional 
ieswes of stability in the Pacific, including the current iseve of 
ship visite that's dogging the ABZUS Alliance. 


The President expressed very strong eciation for the 
many th thet Fiji hes done to play a responsi role in world 
affairs, luding not only Fiji's own policy on ship visits and 
Fiji's suayese for U.S. actions in Gr » and Fiji's leadership in 
condemning the Soviet invasion of went ny but also the very 
large contribution Fiji sakes to <r ing torces in the Middle 

ons are 


Rast. Two of Fiji's con bettal i” the Middle East -- one 
in Lebanon and one in the Sinai. f think it’s 13 Fijian soldiers 
heave actually been killed in the course of this peacekeeping -- 

Q How sany? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thirteen. 


The President expressed great respect for Fijian silitary 
secvices and their professionalisa and their dedicatica. 


In Connection with that, the President ay about 


putting . @ wilitercy essistance tem to help 

standardis -- RAMEY te st ise their o stles. And 
aiso if rijit interes we would be pee red to examine & progras 
for 1966 this standardisation in ‘65, and that is « subject, I 


think, the Priee Minister will be discussing in sore detail at the 
Defense Departament. 


The President indicated that we are sympathetic to Fiji's 
ae for bilateral assistance, that we are prepared to negotiate a 
bi cel assistance agreesent, that we are prepared to bilateralize 
some of the aid that now goes to Fiji through our ~vY- 
multilateral tem and that we will also be sasaki vest to 
ress in budget that goes up shortly tor additions esr 


eeeietence ~~ that's Eoonomic Support Fund assistance -- for Fiji for 
tiseal year 1996. 


Q Ané that's strictly bilateral -- that grant? 

















SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The ESF is strictly 
bilateral. The -- 


Q -- numbers? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's very dangerous this 
early in the session to Soot fe acend precise numbers. We're looking 
et eemethiag ia that would coughly comparable in size to the 
~~ ao@ a@éitional to what Fiji gee under the sultilaterel 
programs of deve assistance, so, effect, we're talking about 
-@ cather substent increase. The current sultilateral progras for 
the whole ion is $6 sillion of which we estiaate Fiji's share is 

$i sillion, though some of this is in -- this is spread out 
ia vidual programs. That's developaent assistance. 


Ané foc FY ‘86, we would be looking in addition to that 
at an ESF progres, and, 











ae 





say, Of cough -- size roughly comparable to what Fiji gets in 
seltilaetercal progras. 


Q What was that figure? $6 sillion? 

{°SEOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: $6 million is the figure 
for the ent':u regional prqeses of which roughly « sillion dollars 
goes into projects for Fiji. 

Q Can you give @ ball park estiaate on -- 


SEMIOR ADMINISTRATION OPFICIAL: Well, I can't say 


Srlieh eanene. Unat ene scheest dos catatinesh anton ¢ the 
process, that the cequest for additional SF for Fiji will be 


commas ye and edditioral to what Fiji under the 
ileteral programs. So we would be talking, effect, about « 
tather substantial increase for Fiji. 

Q What are some of the programs? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Various -- t include 


& tenge of ey from the University of South Pacific, which is in 
Suve and which ted this progras. Sut t are all in the 
area Geve lopment, ily on agricultural development and 


of 
particularily programs that would enable Fiji to diversify its 
agriculture. As you know, a6 I sentioned in the briefing yosssoenys 
roughly 70 percent of Fiji's exports at present are suger, and Fi) 
is very interested in getting a sore -~ diversity of exports so 


i mot so dependent on one sarket, and particularly 4 sarket 
thet is a6 vulnerable as the sugat sarket is. 


So, | suppose the short answer is, a 

ieultural deve t. Also some on fisheries. ce was 
4 ion of the fisheries issvee. That's one that is under active 
negotiation. We hed « round of discussions in Suva with all of the 
South Pacific forum states on «4 regional fisheries agreement in 
September. We're very hopeful that that eyreement can be 
ee concluded so that we can -~ our fishi boats can 
proceed to fish in those waters on an equitable basis and one that is 


 - to both the countries of the area and to the United 
tates. 


Q Does any other country have to pay a fee to fish for 
tuna down there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, gost other 
countries ~~ the United States has «4 very uni position on tuna. 
Most other countries take the view that tunafish, within the Boonosic 
~~ the so-called EEZ, the Economic Exploitation tone, which is 200 
siles offshore, is the cesource of the country. The United States 
bas & uni position in international law that bolds that sigratory 
species like tune are not subject to that restriction. Se we'we had 
~~ we're unique in having this tind of probles and having to work it 
out 


2 On the neclear issue, could give ws some ides of 
what the President seid? I know what you said yesterday, but 4id he 
give some clearer indication that the U.S. is thinking sore seriously 
of using Fiji gore frequently than we do now? 


SERTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. We're not looking 
for bases in Fiji. We're not looking at Fiji a8 «2 substitute for New 
fealand. And a6 ft think I gade clear for both Fiji and the United 
States, the wiebility of the ANZUS Treaty is something that's 


lapertant over and beyond specific requirement for specific ehi 
at & specific tine. —_ os as _—— 














something that can be Gone unilaterally. 

The President ted in the Owal Office what he said « 
number of tines is ie, & suclear war can't be won and should 
never be fought, he sentioned to the Prise ieter letter 
Lr ree ones Coetaeen, Seeeinaes == 5 gather i0'o teen 
ome of the later years of the Eisenhower adsinistrat -- in which 


6 Can I have one sore follow-up, please? is it 
+ though, ineteed of scheduling nuclear ship visite to New 
— U.S. would schedule thes to Fiji instead? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Fiji ia not « substitute 
an@ the issue in Sew Zealand is not only the question of the 
requirements for ship visits in that specific region, but also the 
Spegticn of the reci 1 @ligations that allies heve under an 

» ond we and, a8 the ANZUS communi said last summer, 
the ship visite are an essential part of that alliance and we think 
it ie an important obligation of an ally. 


you touch on if there was any discussion on an 
ae well a6 landing rights, two iesues that 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The suger quota issue 
iecussed at some 1 » particularly with Secretary Block. The 
of the diecussion is not proportionately the asount of 
*, because under the GATT ae we are very 
» Our flexibility ie wirtwally sil. Sut we are 


t | 


very sympathetic to Fiji's situation. Secretery Block sade very 
clear thet our unhappiness with the world sarket situation, where the 
worlé market is being Gest » @eeentially, by subsidized furopean 
ts, and « country like Fiji, that is truly competitive and, as « 
matter of fact, I think Fiji is one of the unique cases of suger 
production by sany of emall holders, sot by large 
plantations, and the sarket for their product is being ruined by 


the Guaping of idised exports. 


Re, of course, enlisted any t that we can get in 
that fight. but aleo sade clear that he would take «a very 
Look at how the “allocation” is Gone within the constraints, and 
eay “se formidable, to see if there's any way to sake any 

+ The Fijiense 414 reise « question about some of the 


etatiotics that we're using and Secretary Block has eed to look 
ieee thet faces of tne statioticns base. mn 






We'll be meeting, I believe, later thie afternoon with 
Mr. ALi, who le the President of the Fiji Mational Sugar Corporation 
~~ hawe I got the title right, Dick? 


SEMIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: To dlecuss this issue. 
1 @o mot want to calee expectations. As such es we would like to do 


> 
2?” 


S 














something positive here, we don't think there's « lot of roos, but we 


The question of civil aviation was only literally 
Bentioned Dole, and she noted that she would be seeting 
with the Fiji deleget later, I believe with the Prise Minister, 
to discussing the issue then. 


I ask you one question? Did they discuss the 
ific nuclear-free sone and did the Prise 


President's t in asking the French to stop 
in the South Pacitic? 


: 
2 


ICIAL: That subject was not 
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ask, was there any discussion about the — 
of canneries, tuna canneries? And hew would it affect the 
ar ited States and our canneries there? 


i 


: 
& 
: 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Prise Minister did 
refer to an interest the Fijians have expressed to us before for 
at ti ventures, including doing tuna canning out there. 


t's ng. yor ys that has to be done on, at least on our 
side, on & private sector besis. 


Certainly there's « growing interest on the part of our 
tuna fishersen in fish from those waters and we would certainly view 
the development of « joint venture of that kind as very positive, but 
it's something you've got to let the sarket do, particularly in our 
eyetes. And, trankiy, it doesn't work in any systes if the 
government tries to it. 


MR. SIMS: Could we get one Fijian question? 


Q Did the Prise Minister extend an invitation to the 
President to visit Fiji? 


. Oh, when are we going? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'4 have to check the 
record for that precisely. I don't think I heard it, but we'd better 
get one. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 1:55 P.8. EST 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Chancellor arrives 
this evening, fairly late, will be having breakfast with the 
Secretary tomorrow morning, meeting with the Secretary of Defense 
thereafter. 


White House schedule begins at 11:30 a.s., Oval Office 
meeting, followed by working lunch. He will be meeting after lunch 
with the Vice President and has several private meetings here and 
will be departing for Bonn late in the afternoon. So it's a very 
quick visit. 


We see the visit as part of a very intensive schedule of 
consultations between the President and key allied leaders, 
including, of course, Chancellor Kohl; Prime Minister Thatcher; Prinze 
Minister Nakasone, shortly after the new year; Belgium Prime Minister 
Martens. 


In addition, the Secretary of State wili be meeting with 
his counterparts, NATO counterparts, in Brussels on the 13th and the 
14th of December. Secretary Weinberger will be attending the DPC 
Ministerial, also in Brussels, the 3rd and 4th of December. All of 
this is part of, as I said, a very intensive consultations process. 


One of the obvious subjects for discussion will be the 
meeting which Secretary Shultz will be having with Foreign Minister 
Gromyko in Geneva January 7 and 8. And we think it's very isgportant 
to have a chance to talk with our key Western allies, Prime Minister 
Nakasone, as well, prior to the meeting with the Soviet Foreign 
Minister. 


So that is the general context within which the President 
will be gseeting with the Gergan Chancellor tomorrow. 


Yes. 


Q Is the U.S. going to show these allied leaders any 
proposal we're going to aake? Or are we just -- is it still all -- 
Do we have anything concrete that we're going to go into this January 
meeting on? And are they being consulted on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the basis for 
the discussions in January was the President's UN speech -- UN 
General Assembly speech of September -- which laid out a very broad 
agenda for East-West discussions, U.S.-Soviet discussions. 


Obviously, the European allies have their ideas and they 
would like to have a chance to discuss the subject, discuss this 
meeting with us at a high level prior to the meeting. We're 
interested in the Chancellor's perspective on East-West relations. 
It's a very important subject for the Germans as well as for us. But 
I don’t think it's a case of discussing specific proposals, no. 


MORE A 











itical PTobleas and Probleas, Gomestically? And do you 
chias that effects the bilatera) relationship? 


ich ie 8 O8 the 7th of Novembes pe © the Bundestag Cozsittes, 
which is investigating the Plick sents and Fesponded to all of ws 
qwestions posed by the various Bembers of the Commission. And as far 
*s 7 can tell, that subject is closed. 


Q What will the U.S. tell the allies when they say, 
What we really ought to do is offer to limit the loyment of 
Bissiles in Europe in exchange for Soviet linitacionsss 


SENIOR ADMIN ISTRAT Iow OFFICIAL: Well, the allies haven't 
Said that. And the Federal Republic, in Particular, has Made clear 
Bhat they =~ it does not + ¢ Stacey “ePloyment moratorins ac ie 
to take. 


ae “gree with the position which Mr. McFarlane took the 

+ the um at this time would be very ill 
advised, inappropriate. This is not » European Position. That 
is, to Say that we should engage in a S0ratorius. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRAT low OFFICIAL: 1 think over the past 
year, the European view of strategic fefense and the President s 
Proposals of March "83 has changed ouite & bit, as they got a such 
better understanding of what was lavolved here. There were, perhaps 
at the inning some ai sunderstandings and when it became clear tha: 
what was view or envi od was « research program, I thins the 
Europeans recognized that i+ would be unwise mot to engage in such a 
research Progras, given what the Soviet Union is doing itself, 


Q So you would mot anticipate any concerns expressed 
by Chancellor Kohl? 


SENIOR ADMIN I STRAT Ion OFFICIAL: Not on that subject, no. 

Q All the leaders in Europe “gree with the Star Wars? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRAT ow OFFICIAL: I's Saying that the 
“nzieties and qvestions which were Originally raised have beer 
largely answered Guring the intervening Period. 

Q How do you know? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 1 beg your pardon? 

Q How do you know? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRAT Ion OPFICIAL; We've Giscussed the 


Subject with our allies. There's been quite a bit on Consultation on 
this Subject. 


Q And they ali nOw GO along? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRAT IOW OFFICIAL; They are Satisfied thar 


thie is an *ppropriate response to what the Soviet Union is engaged 
in iteel¢, yes. 


Q What the Soviet Union is engaged? 

SENIOR ADMINI STRAT IOw OFFICIAL; Beg your Pardon? 

Q In what the Soviet Union is engaged? S, 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Soviet Union is 
engaged in a very extensive programs very such along the same lines. 


Q Very such along the SDI, you sean? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I beg your pardon? 
Q Very such along the SDI? 

SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, very such. 

Q You mean, they have a Star Wars project, also? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFF.CIAL: Indeed, they do. 


Q Are you epee there aren't differences of 
opinion on how the U.S. should proceed in these -- in the meeting in 
January between administration officials and Western European 
officials? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I didn’t hear the first 
part. 


Q Are you suggesting there are no differences of 
opinion on how to proceed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In essence, I an 
suggesting that there are no differences of opinion. There will 
always be nuances of difference in an alliance of 15 members, or 16 
members, but, basically, I think there's a very strong consensus in 
s t of the approach which the President has been taking with the 
Soviet Union. And I think the NATO allies are inclined to see the 
January 7-6 meeting as an indication that that approach is working. 


Q Well, wasn't it really pushed by Kohl? I mean, 
waen't he actually the first pushing for this kind of thing, and for 
the Gr © meeting and -- you know -- long before it took hold? And 
he want to meet with the President? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You mean that the -- 


Q All I'm saying is I don’t think that Kohl, per se, 
has felt that there's been enough sovement in the nuclear arms 
control field. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The German Chancellor 
has gade <lear that he recognizes or believes that it was 
inappropriate for the Soviet Union to abandon the two aras control 

otiations in Geneva last November. And he has urged the Soviet 
Union to resume the process. He has welcomed the President's 
proposals. And I don't feel that we are under pressure from 
Chancellor Kohl or from other European leaders to do something other 
than what we're doing now. 














Q Several administration officials have said there are 
ee gogpenete or new ideas in all areas of acas control. They 
*t be unveiled until the U.S. gets to the table with the 
Soviets. Fircst of all, is Geneva in January the time when some of 


these will be unveiled, and second of all, will the allies be told 
what these new ideas are? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There will be an 
intensive consultation, consultative process. It's already underway. 
And I ceally can't comment on what, in fact, the Secretary will 
vaveil in Geneva. I think, to a degree, that will depend upon the 
course of the discussions. 


Q So we're open to ideas on strategy in Geneva frosa 
people like Kohl and Thatcher and WNakasone. They aay propose things 
that we would want to take to the table? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is very important 
that we have this type of a consultative process before the meeting 
and, obviously, we're interested in their ideas, sure. 


Q Well, are we taking their ideas into a big pot to 
come out with a proposal or are we telling them what we think? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don’t think you want 
to cegard this as cooking a stew of ideas. I think we have a very 
good consensus already with the allies about how to manage the 
East-West celationship. The January 7-8 meeting is part of the 
process. We're interested in their ideas, obviously, and we've 
already been conducting intensive consultations. It's picking up now 
as we sove closer to that event. 


Q Will the President bring up the =— of whether 
West Germans ought to beef up their conventional forces, arrayed 
against the Warsaw Bloc? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There will be discussion 
of defense issues both with the President and I think with the 
Secretary of Defense. We have sade clear our view that more is 
needed on conventional defense. And conventional defense will be one 
of the subjects discussed, yes. 


Q What is the status of the U.S. missile deployment 
now, and in a broader context of all these seetings, what will he be 
doing to try to get the Belgians to come on line, let alone the 
Dutch? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The gwissile deployment 
in Western Europe is proceeding on schedule in all three of the 
countries where deployment has begun. And it is the view of the 
allies that the process should continue absent an armas control 
agreement with the Soviet Union which would obviate either part or 
all of the deployzent. 


Q Well, are you -- 
Q What about the Belgians? 


Q “= the second part of the question. What are you 
going to do to get the pelgians and the Dutch on line? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We believe that the 
Belgians and the Dutch will continue on the schedule. It is the view 
of the other allies, including the Federal Republic of Geraany, that 
thece should be no changes in the deployment schedule absent an aras 
contro. agreement which would, as I say, obviate either pact or all 
of the prograa. 


Q iave they, in any way, indicated that they will hold 
to the schedule? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. these are very 
substantive seetings. I's not saying that they're simply coming in 
and taking note of the fact that the Secretary will be meeting with 
the Foreign Minister of the Soviet Union in January: they need to 
discuss strategy, need to discuss the approach to these 
meetings. But there is, I think, a very good consensus on the basis 
of which they will discuss the approach to the seetings. 


Q I'a having a hard tise figuring out what the -- if 
there is a consensus on the approach or the strategy, then the 
strategy is already ww. forward. So I can't quite figure out what 
their -- I mean, is it a -- possibly you're going to change your 
strategy as a result of these meetings? I can't quite figure out -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, no, I don't think 
there would be any change in strategy as a result of these seetings. 
But I do think there would be a better understanding on both sides, 
that is to day, the German Chancellor and the President, of exactly 
what it is we expect to get out of the seetings. 


I don’t think have these meetings in order to change 
your basic strategy. I think you review the state of affairs, and 
you look out and see what's going to happen in the next couple of 
months, and decide what, if anything, you need to do about it. 


But we do approach the seetings, I feel, on the basis of 
a very good consensus between this adsginistration, or this country, 
and the Germans and the other NATO allies. 


Q Are you eee to meet -~- are there any attempts 
being made to set up meetings with -- other than these one, two, 
three, four -- with Kohl, Nakasone -- any of the other allies? I 
understand Shultz -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wot that I'm aware of at 
this time. I don't know -- gy colleague, do you want to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. No current plan at 
this time, but we have -- this is what ay colleague is trying to 
emphasize -- this is all part of the consultation process. This ie a 
continuing process; it never stops. The President has corresponded 
with all the HATO allies on the subject of the January meetings. And 
he even informed thes prior to the announcement that you people had 
here. This is part of the -- 





Q I think we're trying to find out if this is true 
consultation -- where there's real input -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's alway true 
consultation -- 


Q ~~ where there's real input, or whether we're going 
to tell them what we're going to do. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, no -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: True consultation. This 
is not an alliance like the Warsaw Pact -- there's a lot of give and 
take here. (Laughter.) It's a Democratic alliance <-- I say that -- 

Q “- ever attended the Warsaw Pact? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think I have some idea 
as to how it functions. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: My colleague lived in the 
Soviet Union for years. 


Q Briefly, very briefly, what is thie basic strategy 
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for the talks that refer to? I sean, have you -- has the United 
States settled wi iteelf a basic strategy for these talks? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, I think we have. I 
think the basic stra vis-a-vis the Soviet Union was set out in 
the President's speech the U.§. General Assembly in September. It 
was prefigured, in a sense, by the January 1964 speech. 


Q But last week it was announced by Larry Speakes and 
the White House that the President would be working out the strategy 
the forthcoming talks with the Soviet Union. So if the strategy 
t the same which it was two years ago, as it was said by 
President Reagan, so what is the President working out now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President obviously 
is looking toward this talk -- these seetings -~ the seeting in 
in terms of the specific s. But I would personally 
say that the basic coach was outlined in his UN speech and this is 
not something which is now being changed. 
Q 


So it will be nothing new? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALL: I beg your pardon? 


Q It will be nothing new in the United States 
strategy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I's not saying that. 
That was your interpretation of what I said. 


Q Right. 


What kind of signals are you trying to send to the 
Soviets with these seetings with Kohl, Thatcher and Nakasone? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think we're 
trying to send signals to the Soviet Union. I think we're trying to 
have consultations with our allies. These are normal, natural -- as 
my colleague says -- ongoing consultations, I don't think it's a 
question of signaling the Soviets -- 


Q But the message we're trying -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We view this as 
strength. We take great pride in that we consult with our allies. 


Q Could you go over the schedule again tomorrow, from 
arrival to departure? I didn’t hear it at the beginning. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, he arrives late, 
fairly late tonight, around 9:00 p.sa. -- and -- 


Q Where? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- and sees the 
Secretary -- at Dulles -- and sees the Secretary of Defense; neets 
with the President at 11:30 a.a., followed by a working lunch. 
There's a session with the Vice President; and I think at 3:00 p.a. 
there will be a press event with the Chancellor and the German press 
and then I think he'll be leaving around 5:00 p.a. or 6:00 p.a. 
tomorrow afternoon. 


Q Are there departure statements? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There will be 


statements, a8 | understand it, following the meeting -- or following 
the working lunch -- should be around 2:00 p.a. 


And then he goes from there to the Vice President's 
office? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is sy understanding 


Q -- or he leaves the White House and comes back? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, he will be going to 


the Wa te from the White House and then to the seeting with the 
Vice President. 


Q What's at Watergate? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's where he's 
staying. 


Q Oh. (Laughter. ) 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 10:20 A.M. EST 
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10:52 A.M. EST 


MR. SPEAKES: The President just concluded an hour and 
five minute meeting with the Republican leadership of the Senate and 
the Bouse. And we have with us the leaders of Houses 
respectively. Senator Dole -~ the President began the meeting 
congratulat Senator Dole and looking forward to working with his 


ané, of course, continuing the relationship with Congressman Michel 
in the Bouse. 


So, with that we will bring them before you and let 
them tell you about the seeting and what they think about any other 
issues. Senator, Congressman. 


Q “~ gay at the outset we think this is a very 
civilised approach, being inside. We'd like to do it here regularly. 


SENATOR DOLE: We're at the indoor -- 

Q Speak for yourself. 

SENATOR DOLE: We like it, too. (Laughter.) 

That way you avoid having us genuflect to you, eh? 
Well, Senator? 

Well? 

Well, Senator Dole -- 

What is -- 


oo no 8 8 © 


~~ what do you think about this package of budget 
cuts? 


Q Civilized, eh? 


Q Do you think it should be presented as one package 
and do you think Congress will pass such deep cuts? 


SENATOR DOLE: Well, that's a very interesting question. 

Q Thank you. (Laughter.) 

Q What does that? You haven't made up your mind? 

SENATOR DOLE: Let me say that I was uncharacteristically 
quiet today. In fact, I didn't know we were taking over today. I 
kept looking for Howard Baker in the room, but he didn't show up. 


So -- no, I think we just had a discussion. There are a 
lot of things we need to do. There's been no strategy developed that 
IT know of, unless Bob has -- 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, | quess to give you a little 
briefing on the entire meeting, Bob McFarlane ticked things off 
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the budget i 
where we are 
because we're a1] committed obviously to follow the President's 
campeign pledge of tax increases being off the table, that we've 
to gore on the YY side. And there was this rather hea 
Giscussion even in the area of defense being included as one of those 
areas where increases heretofore that came rather automatic may need 
@ second look. And I think that's about it. 

Q Bow did the President “ct to the idea that defense 
wight bave to be curtailed? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, that -- there's no specific 
Gecision there. Gviously, the President wants to continue his 
— tment that be's sade for 211 the years that he's been in office. 
t a 


Q ~~ I mean, will he go for a curtailment of defense 
as @ price for getting these other budget cuts? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, there was -- the expression 
was made to the President or in the gr that in order to get some 
of the other cuts, I think, ‘d just t have to help move that 


slong with some give on the defense item. But we weren't talking 
about specific figures. 


Senator Dole, why do you people feel that you have 
to sutomatically follow the President's campaign pledge on taxes? Do 
you really think that the deficit can be dealt with only on the 
spending side? 
SENATOR DOLE: I think our -~ obviously, our first 
obligation is to take @ look at what Dave Stockman will finally 
esent on the deficit side, see where we are after we've taken a 
at that. Then, we can make the next judgment. But we're going 
to try to support the President's campaign pledges, support his 
program. He's indicated to this group that taxes are a last resort. 
There's a possibility -- there was a lot of discussion 
today of a freese of some kind. There seems to be a feeling among 
Republicans on both the House and the Senate side -- we need to 
yy: sort of a spending freeze package of some kind because it has 
some bipartisan support. 
Q And did the President react to that? Does -- 
Q Senator, you don't think for one minute that -- 
Q Excuse me, Sarah -- 


MR. SPEAKES: Let's -- if we're going to bring it in here 
let's do it with some order, please. 


Q Yes, please. 
Q Did the President respond -- 


MR. SPEAKES: Start with the first row. So let's try to 
do that. 


Q -~ to the idea of a freeze? 
SENATOR DOLE: Wo, but I -- he didn't discard it 








Gbvicesly. Se just indicated that that was -- we indicated there was 

@ lot of interest in that. I think Dawe Stockman 414 indicate that 

tt een that's under consideration, bet not any specific 
mule. 
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Senator Dole and Senator Michel, both, do you think 


Q Bo, he's a Congressman -- Representative. 
Q ~~ this proposal of Mr. Stockman that he -- and Mr. 
Reagan -~- that SS, SS eee ee 
eee ae oe it or accept it by one vote, do you think that's 
the neture of Congress to accept that sort of an action? 


COMGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, of course, in ‘81 and ‘62, 
when we pot together the reconciliation » the only way that 


think the American people spoke very ay es b don't 
Bow, we've got en obligation, seems to 
me, to come back on the other side of that, and maybe those spending 
reductions that we out there will be hurtful. We haven't 
on ale tw enw stretch of the imagination. 


Will that cut down the debate on each of those 
ieevues, like Veterans and -- 


SEMATOR DOLE: Wot on the -- 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: You can't stifle debate in the House 
or Senate, particularly. 


Q Tell us sore about this heated exchange on defense 
vereus Gomestic, social cute. 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, maybe that's not exactly the 
exact adjective to use -- 


Q Pardon? But, (t sean, did it -- 

Q Could you elaborate a little sore? 

CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, I made a few points and -- 
Q What side? 

Q What were they? 

a What side? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: -- and the Secretary responded. And 
that's the way that seetings should be held if you're -- 


Q You sean, Weinberger? 
Q Weinberger? 


Q But Gid he say, “Over my dead body there'll be 
Getense cute"? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Wo, no, nothing. Sothing. 
Which Secretary? 

Which Secretary? Weinberger? 

Which Secretary? Weinberger? 


What were your pointe? 


Mr. Michel -- 








CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, ay point -- 
Q Can you tell us what happened? 


COMGRESSMAN MICHEL: The point I was attempting to sake 
wes that without -- to fulfill the President's comsiteent of 
restoring the country’s Gefenses to the point where they ought to be, 





of negotiat posture with the Soviet Union do 
any kind of indication that we have -- that we're 
tying strong position that we want to maintain vie-a-vie the 


Q What did Cap say to you? 
CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Excuse se? 


Q What did the Secretary say -- 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, of course, the Secretary 
inves to make his point that, a6 4 percen of this and that, 
ed ® years ago, we're really not all that such 
that -- I think there's certainly some serit to that 
because I've =~ making that point. People forget rer know, 20 
= ago there was « considerably sore percentage of going into 
fenee then there is today. 
Q What did the President tell you about thie? 
CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Pardon? 
Q What did the -- 
Q Did President Reagan comment at all on the 


Giscussion between Mr. Weirberger and Mr. Michel on the question of 
scaling back the defense increase? 


SENATOR DOLE: Well, not in the debate. I think he just 
made & general observation. 


Q Which was? 

Q What wae it? 

G What was the general cbeervation? 
SENATOR DOLE: Very general. (Laughter. ) 
Q What wae it? 


SENATOR DOLE: So general I can't remember what it was -- 
( leughter. ) 


Senator Dole, Go you think that the pack being 


— poe out by Stockman hese any chance of passing with 11 those 
outs 


SERATOR DOLE: Well, we don't know what it is. I sean, 
we read the paper daily to find owt; but -~- that was sentioned, too, 
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leaks, and if se knows who's Going thet, if you'd just report to 
es (Leaghter.) — 


Q You know what the numbers are, though. 
SEMATOR DOLE: Yes. 
CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: -~- subsidies -- 


, SEMATOR DOLE: I think the point we sade -- I just say 
Peed Rk hp pe AOR, LO A EO 
the President, Bob Michel and the leaederghip in the House 
Deaocratic ~ on ge By BR beth Houses. We 


Gone, whether it's to be ome vote of several votes. But we 
believe it has to be stood by the American le. The American 
a a a e4 for it. And then we to do it, and 
i out if we have votes. 

Sena 


tor, when = “a there was no strategy 
Gent didn't present any strategy or 


SEMATOR DOLE: It waen't intended for that pu — 
the tax simplification pitch, and then we hed as Sob said, gave us 
he tax «6 ification pitch, and then we hed ve Stockman on the 
budget Geficit. It ween't « etrategy seeting. We're just getting 
~ We're going to heve other seetings. 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: And in sind we're not even into 
December yet. Sormally, we don't put thet budget process to bed 
— ty AW a. Decesber for presentation sometine in 
mg to heave & seeting with our leadership and Mr. 














I think Friday afternoon. There's got -- Pete Domenici made the 

point very well, too, that the Senators want to have their input ~ 
again now that we've got something on the table to talk about, and 

then our natural response before anything is finally put to bed. 


Q Congressman, what kind of -- 
Q What kind of strategy do you think it will take -- 
CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Let's have the follow-up over here. 


Q Could you indicate what kind of a strategy you, as 
the leaders on the Hill, think it will take to sell whatever package 
David Stockman and the President give you? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, I think we're going to, before 
we start talking about any kind of package, we'll have a thing called 
the State of the Union message and that will lay out some broad 
framework for us. And I'm not altogether sure -- thinking now only 
in terms of the House -- who's going to be Chairman of that budget 
committee. There's some dissension over there on the other side of 
the aisle. Now, that's very critical, the way I look at it from my 
perspective, from a minority point of view in the House of 
Representatives. 


Now, I still think, however, that we want to move 
something as swiftly as we can so that the results -- well, the 
sooner we get at it, the sooner we get results. 


Q Did the President express any views on any of these 
matters? Did he express any views on this -- any opinions in this 
meeting at all? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Bob indicated that in general terms, 
he just laid out what some of our problem was, asked the other 
principals there to comment in detail, but making no firm 
commitments, whatsoever, because this was a free give-and-take 
exchange for the moment. 


Q -- kind of spending cuts -- 
Q Without knowing the specifics -- 


MR. SPEAKES: Let's get Sarah, and then ake one more 
question -- 


Q To follow up on your discussion of defense spending, 
what kind of growth in the defense budget do you see as reasonable? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: I don't think I would want to 
comment on that off the top of my head without -- the Secretary and I 
were Supposed to meet yesterday. It got cancelled because cf other 
problems. But I would want to certainly show the Secretary that 
courtesy of getting together with him personally before I ever got 
around to specifying some specific figure. 


Q Can you talk -- 
MR. SPEAKES: Let's let Mike go -- 


Q Fven without knowing the specific programs, we do 
know that Stockman is talking about cuts of $40 billion next year, 
$100 billion in spending by ‘88. Are those sort of cuts doable? I 


mean, can the deficit be ceduced that much just through spending 
cuts? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Bob, you may have your comment. My 
point is, if that's where we've got to start from, from the 
standpoint of giving an indication that we have an orderly plan 
between now and 1988 to get down to something -- such a figure, 
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you've got to come up with a "thing. And it‘s probably in that $40 
to $45 billion range from wha .:+ --ow of the figures now. 


How, that will -- some of that will be adjusted by what 
kind oi growth rate you're talking about, what your target figures 
are. ijut, generally, I think that's what we're -- we're probably 
talking > . thinking about now as a start. 


Q Is it doable -- 
Q Will there -- 
Q Let's hear the Senator's answer. 


SENATOR DOLE: That's the target. Whether we can achieve 
that, or not, is something else. And it seems to me that that is the 
creason for this sort of -- the takeoff this morning. And we don't 
have -- they didn‘t give us anything in writing. We don't know 
precisely what the plan is. We know generally what the figures say 
be. We don't even know what some of the assumptions may be. 


So just to say, well, it's going to be $110 billion by 
*88 in spending restraint -- that’s not hard to write down but it may 
be difficult to achieve. So, you know, I can't make any judgsjent 
after an hour seeting on whether or not we can achieve it. 


But I think the point was made that we're all willing. 
We want to sterct early. We understand it's going to have -- we're 
going to have to bring in some Democrats, it’s going to have to be 
bipartisan, pacticularly in the House, and certainly I hope it will 
be in the Senate. So it has to be something that we can -- the 
American people will stand for and will help us pass. 


Q Bave you taken a positicn on the flat tax? 
SENATOR DOLE: Wo. 

Q What do you think of it? 

Q Was there any discussion of that in this meeting? 


SENATOR DOLE: Well, it was tax simplification that was 
laid out by Don Regan -- 


Q “- expert on taxes. Dec you have any view? 


Q And a timetable for the passage of that, was that 
agreed to or -- 


SENATOR DOLE: Wo, there wasn't any timetable. There was 
some general feeling that maybe we ought to put the deficit up front. 
But, again, I just haven't taken a position on the flat tax. As 
Chairman of the committee, I didn't know whether that would be 


tiate. But my own view is that it's a very, very radical 
c in the systes. 


There have been a lot of good things -- the Treasury 
deserves a lot of credit, as does Don Regan. But to get that done is 


mot going to be easy. It's going to be a lot of work and I wish Bob 
Packwood the best. (Laughter.) 


Q What happened to all that unity last night, Senator? 
Q Easy for you to say. 

SENATOR DOLE: Still have it. 

Q Do you think Ms. Kirkpatrick -- 

Q “~~ majority on the Hill -- 














Q Serator Dole, do you think Ms. Kirkpatrick should be 
EPA Adsministrator? 


SENATOR DOLE: Who? 
Q Ms. Kirkpatrick. EPA. It‘*s the only thing open. 


Q ABC correspondent. 
END 11:07 A.M. EST 
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PRESS BRIEFING BY 
A SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
ON THE VISIT OF CHANCELLOR HELMUT KOHL 
OF THE FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERMANY 


November 30, 1984 
The Briefing Room 
1:50 P.M. EST 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you very sauch. 


As the Chancellor of Germany was saying that -- this is a 
very brief visit, but already I think that in his visit here, the 
Chancellor and the President and others that the Chancellor will be 
visiting while he is here, have covered an extraordinary range of 
ground. And I should say that the visit isn't entirely over. I 
think at 3:00 p.m. the Chancellor will see the Vice Presidenc and the 
Secretary of State, amongst others, will be present. And the AP thy re 
Chancellor is also going to meet with Caspar Weinberger later today, 
before -- and hold a press conference before he departs back for 
Bonn. 


Just make a few points and then I'll take your questions. I 
think as both the departure statements demonstrated quite adequately, 
the meetings have been very warm and friendly. Wot surprisingly, the 
Chancellor laid the groundwork for those very warm and friendly 
meetings by congratulating the President for his election victory. 


Following some discussion of politics here in the United 
States and in Germany, and -- return to that -- they turned to, I 
think, an issue that is uppermgost on both their minds, and that is 
the ng Geneva talks with Foreign Minister Gromyko. There, the 
Pres t laid heavy stress on the U.S. commitment to consult closely 
with the Peceral Republic of Germany and other key allies, as we 
approach those discussions, and beyond those discussions. And they 
both agreed that it has really been through an intense consultative 
process during 1983 and 1984 that Western solidarity has been 
maintained. And in the view of both was probably a major reason that 
Mr. Chernenko has agreed to resume the armas control dialogue. 


While agreeing on the importance of consultations and 
also on the importance of the S$ ultz-Gromyko meeting in Geneva, there 
was also agreement that while tnis was a very hopeful development, 
that we should keep our expectations in check, that we want to make 
as much progress as possible in those talks, but to recognize that it 
is up to the Soviet Union, as well as the United States, for progress 
to occur there. 


After the discussion of the Geneva talks, the subject 
turned to the question of strengthening the Alliance's conventional 
defenses. And here I think it would be useful for me just to point 
out one paragraph in the joint statement, which I understand has been 
released and *we seen. I think it's an important statement. That 
is, the Pres t and the Chancellor consider it essential to redress 
the steadily growing conventional force imbalance favoring the Warsaw 
Pact. Therefore, an improved conventional defense posture would help 
ensure that the Allliance's capacity to act is fully preserved, that 
deterrence is strengthened and that the nuclear threshold is raised. 


The President and the Chancellor, therefore, agreed on 
the need for a coherent Alliance approach to enhancing NATO's 
conventional capabilities and are prepared to participate in Alliance 
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efforts to make the necessary resources available. 


How, the timing of this statement is important because 
beginning next week there are two important ministerial meetings in 
Brussels where the subject of improving the Alliance's 
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conventional defense posture will be addressed. 


fhe first is the seeting of the Alliance Defense 
Ministers which will begin early next week in Brussels. Of course, 
Secretary of Defense Weinberger will be representing the United 
States. And the following week, the seeting of the Alliance Foreign 
Ministers where Secretary of State Shultz will be attending. 


We see this ststement and this agreement between the two 
largest seabers of the Alliance in silitary terms and their agreement 
ca the need to strengthen conventional defenses as an important 
prerequisite to an Alliance-wide effort to strengthen the Alliance's 
conventional defenses and in such a way reduce the risk or threat of 
a nuclear coaflict in + That's what is seant by thi tera 
"raising the nuclear thr o* 


I just went to sake a point here on this subject before I 
move on to the others, and that is both sides are agreeing on the 
need to take these steps, but they also recognize that they can‘t 
teke these steps alone. That is, it has to be an Alliance effort to 
Go so. And so, the focus now of our efforts and the focus of the 
West Gercaan efforts will be talking to other Allies of the 16 members 
of so that in these discussion of the Defense Ministers and the 
Poreige Ministers steps can be taken to enhance NATO's conventional 
posture. We think it's timely to do this after the efforts in 1983 
and ‘84 to sodernizse WATO's theater nuclear capabilities, that now 
the =— is and spotlight should go on the conventional side of the 
equation. 


There was, though, some discussion of the subject of INF 
and intermediate-range sissile déployment, and it was of the 
situation in Belgium. Some of may have seen frog the tickers 
there was «¢ statement the Nelgian government on the subject of INF 
gissile deployrment which essentially says that the Belgians are 
committed to the 1979 decision. There was some discussion of this 
between the President and the Chancellor, and they were both 
satisfied with that statement and pleased that the Selgians appear to 
remain committed to BATO's double-track decision. 


Anticipating the V-E Day commemoration next May 8th in 
1965 and ising that the economic sumgzit between the 
industriali countries will take place in early May, there was sone 
Giscussion between the President the Chancellor about a possible 
commemoration of V-B Day -- that is, the 40th anniversary of the end 
of World War II in Burope ~~ and some discussion, particularly by the 
Chancellor, of the importance of this commemoration to the German 
people. There was a.80 some discussion over the question in the 
economic area of the U.S. t. Of course, you're all familiar 
with the intensity that that issue is being examined here. And 
Chancellor is interested in getting a status report from the 
President on that subject. 


There was also « discussion of returning to really 
Rast-West celations -- I — you would call it Sovietology <-- with 
the President, the Chancellor, the Secretary of State and others 
telking about what we know and what we don't know about the status of 
Ms. Cheraenko; whether there is a succession crisis underway in the 
Soviet Union of not; developeents in the Soviet Union as veil asa 
eee broad canging discussion on Eastern Europe; the inner Geraan 
relationship, that is, the relationship between the Federal Republic 
and the GOR; @ discussion of events in Poland and Bungary, Romania; 
and, finally -- well, two last subjects -- a very brief discussion on 
Central America where the President was able to congratulate the 
Chageellor for their decision to resume diplomatic relations with £1 
Salvador; and a discussion of the question of steel imports, 
specifically of tube and piping. 


There is some -- as some of you say know -- there is 
some discussion; there has been a decision on that stion which 


will aetfect yer Community imports of steel piping and tubes. 
That iseve will eddédressed later this afternoon in a little sore 


Getail, as I understand it, in the seeting with the Vice President. 
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So, I'd be happy now to take your questions. Andrea? 


Q Can you ify for us what kind of strengthening 
is necessary, is desireable by the Alliance vis-a-vis the -- 


SEMIOR ADMIWISTRATION OFFICIAL: On conventional forces? 
Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, we really can’t at 
this stage, and it wouldn't be appropriate for us because, again, as 
I wanted to stress, any decisions that have to be taken in this ares 
Suni: ts Sie Selected eal’ ag thee gee een on anne so, 

° peg cine is that you got an agreement by two 
meabers of the Alliance that strengthening sust take place in 


Wow, we have to broaden that discussion, and it will 
‘have to -—- undeubtedly have to address the various areas of the 
conveational balance and decide specifically what s need to be 
taken. So, thi really kicking off an effort ne is area. 


s is 

Q Can gou say whether, when the Chancellor questioned 
the budget deliberations here, whether he was questioning the defense 
commitment and whether he had any assurances from the President in 
response that there would not be a lessening of -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, he did not ask, as 
know, whether there would be any lessening, and I don't 
has any reason to ask that. I think that the steps -- 


Q Did he ask him about the budget in general? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, he did ask about 
the budget and the question of the deficit and su on. But I don't 
ink -- given the record of the Reagan aduinistration, its strong 
Commitgent to the Alliance, its efforts to increase defense spending, 
its strong efforts lest year on the Bill to combet the efforts by 
Senator Bunn and others to pass legislation that could have icd to a 
troop withdrawal -- I don't think there was any question in the 
Chancellor’s mind about the dedication and comsitaent -- 


Was he asking in connection with the dollar or -- I 
mean, was it an econogzic question or a silitary question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it was an 
econogic question. 


Q Okay. 


Q Well, on the subject of the balance, there would be 
@ quantative increase in forces, I take it, not just a qualitative 
increase if you redress the imbalance? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it cemains -- I 
think cight now, egain, one thing that we wanted to avoid at all 
costs, Sam, was trying to precook any kind of discussion in the 
Alliance on what fic steps must be taken. I think the words in 
the statements really speak for themselves. There's a recognition of 
the need to strengthen our conventional capabilities. 


Bow, that -- there are already studies underway about how 
new weapons technology -- new technologies like smart weapons, smart 2 
~~ and the like -- could be used to redress the balance. There's 
& question, as the statement says, of whether our current resources 

ere sufficient. So, I think that the question of whether 

gp eb quantitatively or in teras of resources, we're doing 
amount. It's something now that is going to be 

pr Hee - within the Alliance. 


Q -- ask you about the theory. Is the theory that, by 
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raising the nuclear threshold, you would make it less likely that a 
war would be fought sith nuclear weapons and more likely that a war 
in Burope would be fought by conventional weapons? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, no, I wouldn't -- 
I won't ask you to kind cf analyze that question: If you're 


strengthening your conventional weapons in os it's very unlikely 
that your -- it's sore likely a var's Seda ppen in Zurope? The 
concept -- 


Q That wasn't ay question. 


SEMIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The concept of raising 
the nuclear threshold and emphasizing cur conventional forces is 
designed to two things: one, make it less likely that nuclear 
weapoas will be used in a war in Europe; and two, make it less likely 
that a war would ever take place in Europe. That is, you're 
strengthening both the nuclear -- we have strengthened the nuclear 
deterrent. Wow, we want to strengthen the conventional deterrent. 
The impact is to strengthen overall deterrence. 


Q Chancellor Kohl in his statement -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is -- but let me 
just, to make it clear -- we're not advocating a new strategy here. 
What. we're trying to do is saintain the credibility of the Alliance's 
existing strategy which is one of flexible response -- that is, 


oe the Alliance a range of options, conventional and nuclear, to 
ter an atteck. 





Q -- move away from the trip-wire theory, wouldn't it? 
I sean -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIA.: Wo, but we have never 
had @ trip wire. We have -- Sam, ‘ve got -- we don't have 300,000 
American nny - My Europe for @ trip wire. Since the early 1960s, 
the Alli said we need a large, credible conventional 
capability in Europe. 


Chancellor Kohl in his statement on the South Lawn 
several tizes referred to the importance of the Western Allies being 
Closely associated with, closely coordinated with in various wavs the 

with the East -- the talks with Shultz and Gromyko and so forth. 
& there going to be some kind of special mechanism, or did he ask 
for one, to be set up to do this coordination? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me first of all just 
-- and simply -- answer that question. And it's no. Let me qualify 
that. There was no discussion of any such mechanism. And I's not 
aware of any plans to create such a mechanism. What I can say is 
there is going to be a very intensive period of consultation with our 
Allies through a variety of different channels both before and 
presumeably following the Geneva talks. 


This round of consultations was really kicked off during 
this visit. 




















It will continue-.on when Secretary Shultz visits Brussels himself and 
consults with the Alliance foreign ministers. There is a meeting 
scheéuled before Christmas of the MATO special consultative group, 
which consults on the intermediate range nuclear force probles. 


Prime Minister Wakasone is going to mect with the 
President in early J - And we bave our normal consultecive 
machinery, the WATO Council, which can be used for this purpose. So 
the Pre t, as I said before, has committed himself, as we did 
Guring 1963 and in early ‘84 with the onset of sissile deployment, to 
very close consultations. 


Q Did Chancellor Kohl bring with him a list of 
specific positions that he would like to see the U.S. take in Geneva 
-- things like moratoriums involving Star Wars development? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The answer is no. 

Q Did he have any recommendations? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sorry? 

Q pid he have any recommendations for the President? 


SEMIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, he had -- I would 
say be had general cecommendations of the sort, you know, that we 
went at this stage. As someone, I think, was asking here -- that he 


As for recommendations on substance of negotiating 
positions, he did not, and it's probably too early for that to occur. 


Q On the discussion about VE Day, is there talk about 
ewe the World War II allies and the defeated participants get 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Bernie, I think at this 
stage it really is too oe There was no talk of specifics like 
that. There was a recognition that there were a number of possible 
things that could occur. But, really, at this s , there was just 
& realization that this was an important date on the horizon 
and that what we needed to do wes to get together discuss it. 
And the Chancellor and the President agreed that Secretary Shultz and 
Secretary Genecher now begin to lock at specific possibilities for 
commemorating VE Day. 


Q Ie it likely, you think, that you would have a 
a meeting including tue -- all -- I mean, if the Germans are 
going to be involved -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I just don't know, 
Bernie. 


-- find out in some way that the President stay on 
until the 8th to be involved in this after the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think -- again, all 
they wanted to sake sure was that someth that we've started 
thinking about and yo A pe. been thinking about it, and now 
what we want to do is begin to coordinate our thinking. 


Q Well, you've been thinking about it since he was 
excluded last year. I sean, this is critical to then. 


SENIOR ADMINISCRATION OFFICIAL: You're correct, it is 
critical to thes. And he wanted to make sure that their thoughts are 
going to be incorporated into our thinking on this, and that's why 
there's agreement that Secretary Shults and Foreign Minister Genscher 
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would start working and CHeenestng this problem. And I would imagine 
that their first opportunity to do that would be when they seet in 
Brussels the week after next. 


Q Did they discuss inviting the Soviet Union? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, there was -- again, 
Sas. there was no specific discussions like that yet. 


Q On the subject, do you think that the President 
would either stay through the 6th or that they would sgove up some 
ceremony? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Again, you're ask.ag se 


Q The 2nd through 4th i+ the way it's -- 


= Kage men meen OFFICIAL: That is when the sumsit 


is a a you're asking se to comment about suggestions 
that Rd ray been -- that have not been addressed yet. 


Q Be did not then invite the President to stay? 


SEMICR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What he -- you sean for 
May Sth? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. I mean, I wouldn't 
want to rule that out. I sean, it's possible that he could. 


Q ~~ earlier this week that the President was going to 
a today in his first NSC meeting to discuss the strategy 
the Shults-Gromyko talks. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I signed a tc the 
other day which said if I talked about this I'd be thrown in the 
slammer. (Laughter.) 


Q That's the ficest official confirmation here we've 
bed of that. (Laughter.) 


Q Well, it was announced. I sean it was announced 
that that was going to occur -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, fine. You let 
them -- let somebody who hasn't signed that paper talk about it. 


Q What did Kohl have to say about the deficit? Was he 
complaining about it or just inguiring about its size? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, he was -- you know, 
he s & politician. He obviously comes to town here, he picks up The 
Washington Post or The New York Times or any other newspaper, and he 
reads the headlines, and he obviously is interested talking to 
another politician about, gee, what's going on here? You know, how 
are you going -- how are you approaching this problen? 


Q Bow specific -- 
Q Can you give any guidance -- 
Did he complain at all or inguire about the 0.5. 


Q 
intention behind the counter-force doctrine during the discussion on 
coordinated -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. 
Q Be did not? 











SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Ge did not. 
Q Be did not raise it? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. 


Q Can you help us at all on Lomeiko’s announcement 
today about non-proliferation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION: Wo, I can't because I haven't 
seen it because Ive been with - 


Q Was it discussed at today's seeting? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: tM. 
g Ecw ific were the exploratory ideas the 


President inforned of? Ge said, “The President informed ae of 
exploratory idvsas for the talks in Geneva.* 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think I would 
say that at this stage, we have not been able, as I was saying 
before, to go into sany specifics. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I mean, what I's talking 
about is sort of the general categories of the issues, you know, 
intersetiate-range nuclear forces, strategic, eras ceductions, outer 

+ Bet not -- we bave sot really gone such beyond that in teras 
~~ we're still, as you know, working on our own interagency 
Geliberations. And what was discussed was sort of the general 
categories of what -- of issues we intend to raise and, in addition, 
cour commitment to using existing consultative sechanisas to ensure 
that allied views are taken into sccount. 


Q On this consultative question, if detailed 
negotiations do get underway with the Soviets, do you envisage, as & 
result of this, a deeper and sore direct European input into the 0.S. 
position in these detailed negotiations? 


SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll be quite honest 
with you. tlence it'd be hard to imagine sore detailed and 
direct tat than the ones we have hed during 1963 and ‘84 on 
this subject. I sean, consultation in the areas control ares and the 


Special exchange 
President and his counterparts in has been very frequent and 


Getaileéd. Go I thi that -- I ink it's haré to argue that we 
to do sore. 


Q But when Kohl ceferred to a broader base for what 
have been up until acy uv.&S.-Soviet negotiations, are we going to see 
& situation where the Soviet Urion is going to be negotiating in 
future talks with the Alliance as s whole, cather than directly, 
specifically with the 0.8.7? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I doubt it, very auch. 


Will the President, or anyone else in the 


eGministration be getting acre specific with the allies on the 
strategy that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As tise goes by, as we 
are able to reach decisions and think through the problesas, the 
answer is yes. 


. Q Will they get sore specific, though, before the 
talks -- 


SEMIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The anewer is yes. I 
would expect so. 


Q Can you say how serious the imbalance is with the 
Warsaw Pact -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't <= this 
isn't the cight kind of place; but I think that -- 


Q Why is there @ probles -- 


SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Why is there a probles 
is that very simply, historically, although HATO in 1952 agreed that 
it should balance or it should have « balance -~ the Warsaw Pact 

ilities in the conventional area, SATO has never been able to do 

. And, a8 &@ result, you have an imbalance, Cor instance, in 
certain areas, tanks from -- between three to four to one, in 
artillery in same -~- in, sort of three to four to one. 
Tredit iy, @ATO has on nuclear weapons to balance that 
conventional disadvantage. Sut, of course, the Soviet Union in the 
lest 15 s has achieved nuclear parity or even better in certain 
areas that it is now time that we ress the probles of 
conventional forces. 


Q But is the gap widening? Aside from the nuclear 
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gap, is the conventional gap widening? 


SENIOR ADMIN "STRATION OFFICIAL: In certain -- I would 
put it this way, that the gap is slready wice, that in certain areas 
we bave, by -- in past efforts, we've been able to narrow the gap. 
In other areas, though, it is still widening. 


Q Ace you looking for some successor to the three 
percent idea? ‘ts that basically what you're sort of heading down the 
road towards? 


SEEIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we still support 
the three -- 


¢) Some kind of « commitseent like that? 


GERIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it's too early, 
Don. I thiak we want to sa) et this stage that, again, that the 
United Staces and the Federal Republic has agreed that this is an 
important «area where sore effort is + It would not be 
appropriate for us to define, really, our objectives beyond that, 
uatil we'we bed « chance to listen to the views of all the other 
sllies. And we have 4 new Secretary General, Peter Carrington, who 
Giscussed this issue with us when he was here, I think, in September. 
Se has strong views on this. e's been speaking out on this. The = 
Supreme Allied Commander, Bernie Rogers, over that last 12 sonths, © | , =e 
bas also been laying heavy emphasis on the need to do sore in >=” 
conventional defense. So there's « number of important participants 
ané pleyers in thie process, who will have to be consulted. 


Q Well, how ia@portant is the view on the Hill here, 
that unless the Europeans do sore -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think it would 
be any -~ any secret to the fact thet one reason that we're 
interested in pushing this issue is thet there are several 
infivential Senators, like Senator Nunn, Senator Roth and seabers of 
the Bouse, who have sade it clear that they would consider cutting 
beck on the American presence in ~ a eniess the allies ace seen 
to be doing sore. sO, we think that there's not only « 
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tary value in conventional defense improvement but an important 
walue in strengthening the Alliance and maintaining the 
ican commitment to Europe. 


MR. FRANKLIN: Let's take just one sore question. 


Are the Gergans now at 3 percent? Did Kohl indicate 
any ewe to control -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think that you 
get into a ceal debate when you start talking sbout “are che Germans 
right now at 3 percent", because the Germans have « ag process 
where Ee ee ee ene wee , they come 
beck and see i ee 50 saneueay 99 Se Sah Sor, duct ene 

le, in the last two or three Ss, it appeared that they 

¥Y ye r¥-4~- hy they came in at the last soment 
towards the end of i bares Gee ae Ge See meats. 
They also that certain ing that — that is not 
Girectly inc in theic defense budget should be considered part 
i fense budyet -- for instance, what they spend to -- on 


So I don't want to -- I want to try to avoid, at this 
stage, the question of whether the Germans are mak ing 3 percent. 
think the statement for itself when it says, “Let se glen | 
that the President the Chancellor, therefore, agreed on the 
for a coherent Alliance approach to enhancing NATO's conventional 

ilities and are prepared to ee in Alliance efforts to 
the necessary resources avai 


a i say this follow-on force attack proposal is 
part of the  e.... terest in redressing the balance? Is that 
part of the same -- 


SEMIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, let se just -- 
yes, it is, end it's one initiative of sany initiatives. I sention 
there's another initiative called “Emerging Technologies", which is 
looking at how advanced weapons technologies can help redress the 
balance. The other is this follow-on forces concept. 


But let we sake it clear on this follow-on forces 
question, taere's nothing really very new about this. [t's not as 
though HATO has not had cont plans for striking targets deep 
in Eastern Burope. We've had “range -- we've had our Air Forces, 
NATO Aic Porces in Europe have been deployed for years and been 
assigned targets in the event of war deep in Eastern Evrope. So it's 
~~ there's ceally nothing new. 


What there's an effort to do is to see whether new 
technologies could better perform this task and, taking into account 


changes the Warsaw Pact, ent changes in Warsaw Pact military 
Goctrine and how they would fight «a war in Europe. 


The point is that nobody wants to fight a war in Europe, ' 
rather conventional or nuclear. what we -- HATO has to 


Gemonstrate to the Warsaw Pact is that we have the capabilities to 
fight a war in different contingencies so that the Soviet Union would 
never, in time of crisis, be tempted to launch an attack. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 2:17 P.M. EST 
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ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: Well, I'm very pleased to 
be here to give a little sense of some discussions that we have just 
had here with the President and his top team on developments in 
Southern Africa. 


I was able to provide something of an update in terms of 

the negotiations that we have underway on the issues of Namibia and 
- The issue of are pe Namibia's independence, of course, 

which is an important initiative of the administration going back 
over three years now, and to give him some sense of where that matter 
stands; as well as to talk about our relations with the South 
Africans, our views of developments in that c untry, and to get the 
President's thoughts on both the regional dynamics in Southern Africa 
and, as well, the situation in South Africa and our position there. 





Q How long were you with him? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: I guess we were over there 
about 25 minutes or so this morning. 


Q Long meeting -- 


Q Did he have thoughts about our relationship with 
South Africa? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: I'll be getting to that. 
I'm going to provide a bit of a scene setter on this, and then we can 
go to questions. 


I think we feel that the situation in the region needs to 
be clearly communicated and clearly understood with all appropriate 
audiences, including of course domestic audiences here, but in Africa 
as well. The President made very clear his strong support for the 
regional peacemaking effort that we've been engaged in on a most 
active basis for the past three and a half years, or so. We can take 
note, and we do, that the syndrome-of cross-border violence has been 
substantially reduced, particularly in the last year to 18 months. 





That there is, in fact, an active peace process underway 
in Southern Africa in which the various states are exploring peacful 
alternatives to a path which otherwise could lead to heightened 
cross-border violence, internationalized violence, with dangerous 
implications for everyone. 


At the same time, we are not, by any means, complacent. 
And we would not describe the situation in Southern Africa as one 
that is satisfactory. We don't yet have some of the agreements we 
are seeking on a regional basis, and the situation in South Africa 
itself does not enable one to be complacent. 


We have made very clear, and the President reiterated his 
concern this morning, our deep concern sbout moves of repression in 
South Africa that could shut down peaceful alternatives inside that 
country. We have repeatedly made clear our concern about detentions, 
for example, of moderate black labor leaders, precisely because, I! 
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think, all Americans who follow this subject recognize the important 
contribution that « free trade union sovement can have to the process 
of constructive change in South Africa. So, we have expressed 
ourselves very clearly on that and will continue to do so. 


You're all familiar with some of the recent headlines 
suggesting various forms of repression in South Africa and that's of 
ccacern to all of us. It is our view that there must be a sustained 

ss of constructive change, away from apartheid. As the 
esident has said repeatedly, that system we consider to be 
os page All Americans share that view about a system which is 
on legally entrenched racism. And hence we urge constructive 
change to continue. 


Having said that, I think we also believe very strongly 
that one must look at the situation in South Africa in its historical 
context. There is a process of Tr underway in that country. It 
is essential that there be more of it; that it be negotiated by all 
South Africans; participated in by Soutt: Africans of all races; and 
that it is South Africans themselves, rather than outsiders, who 
should be doing the negotiating. 


So I think one can say, based on this discussion that we 
had this morning, the President is very supportive of, and feels very 
strongly about, our policy in Southern Africa. It's an important 
part of the world. It's an area of the world in which our interests 
and our principles coincide; they are not in conflict. 


And we must pursue what we have been seeking to do, and -—> - <7 ~<a 
are determined to continue our efforts. I think with those few 
initial comments, perhaps I might just say that we do strongly 
so the notion of negotiated change inside South Africa; that we 
believe there are some moves toward dialogue inside that country that 
should be expanded and accelerated. And to the extent that it is, 
all Americans will support it. 


Q It sounds like you're against the demonstrations. 
And also, what -- I mean, what overt moves has the United States made 
in terms of the homelands and so forth. You haven't really made any 
rotest against the uprooting of people -- whole villages who have 
ived there for centuries -- to other places. Where has the United 
States stood? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: Well, you've asked two 
questions. I would say on the demonstrations that, obviously, this 
administration, like any other, would support the peaceful right of 
Americans to express their views legally and peacefully on issues of 
concern. We share that concern. 


On the issue of homelands and forced removals, our 
position is crystal clear, if one wants to look at the various 
statements that have been made, and the various expressions of 
concern, demarches that we have made. We have weighed in very 
strongly and very clearly on the issue of forced removals of settled 
black communities. 


Q Well, it's not enough, obviously. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: I think if one looks at the 
record, one will see that -- sure, it's mixed, we're not complacent 
about it. But the government of South Africa is well aware of our 
concerns on this particular point which have been made clear to then. 


Q Let me go back to demonstrations, the first 
question. Why should the demonstrators who are arrested, sitting in 
at the South African Embassy here, not be prosecuted? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: I think we have a strong 
pag of concern about both the right of peaceful protest and the 
ssue of the inviolability of diplomatic premesis. Those are two 
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ssues ch we obviously have to sake clear for our own worldwide 
easons what our positions would be. If demonstrators wish to figure 
out some means by which they can be arrested without crossing that 

s up to thes. 


The State Department has not weighed in, I don't believe 
the administration has wei in, in any fashion, as far as what the 
local police, District police, are doing. 


Q I dca't think rae pesos believe that the U.S. 

Attorney here reached his ition t people 9 | arrested -- 
which means the officer believes a crime has been tted -- ought 
not to be prosecuted without advice from the U.S. government. 
Because, 86 you _s —  sergees the eetenne ee 
being prosecuted to y thea t ent y are seeking -- 
end you can agree with them or not -- and that i. @ more public 
forum in the courts to press their cause and argument. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: Well, as I say, I'm not 
aware of any effort by the department that I work for and with to do 
that, or anywhere else in the U.S. government. 





Q So you deny that the U.S. Attorney sought any kind 
of advice from the State Department at all on this? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: I'm not aware of any. 


Q Well, what would our attitude be -- if I may just 
press it another way -- if our embassies overseas were the subject of 
what we would consider to be an unlawful, if not seizure, at least 
sit-in on the grounds, and the host government did not prosecute the 
offenders. What would that do to the inviolability of embassies of 
all countries? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: We would e t, as we are 
providing here, that there be protection afforded diplomatic 
premises. Whether or not we would, ourselves, as an embassy abroad, 
seek to bring the charges or to prosecute, I can't say. I would 
assume we would leave that to the discretion of the host. The host's 
job is to provide security and protection. 


What evidence do you have of what you call the 
process of change underway, and the fact that there are certain moves 
toward negotiations internally? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: I think it's a very 
important point, and it's one that needs to be better understood than 
it is in this country -- is that, for the past five, six years or 
more, one can look at a number of changes os lace in South 
Africa -- some at government initiative, some without reference to 
government, as eI a function of socioeconomic change -- that are 
significant changes in South Africa. One can look at rates of 
spending for black education; one can look at the opening up of trade 
unions on a democratic and peaceful basis to members of all racial 
groups. One can look -- this is more controversial -- at the 
recently adopted constitutional changes which have the effect of 
ending the principle of a white political monopoly for whites only in 
South Africa and very limited power-sharing for two other racial 
groups. 


Q But, I mean -- 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: Having said that, of course 
that constitutional change, as we have said repeatedly, avoids the 
main issue -- it does not address the main issue -- which is the 
parcticipat in politics of the South African black majority. But 
to say that it doesn't represent any kind of a step, I think, is to 
siss the foes There is ferment, there isc change, there is more and 
more consideration being given, we believe, amongst various people in 
the white community, the white establishment, to further soves that 

















must be taken. 


Q Isn't that mitigated by the repressive moves -- the 
recent ones? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: We've made very clear that 
we're extremely concerned about the repressive moves. And we cannot 
condone them; we do not condone them. In fact, if they were to 
continue they could shut down some of these possibilities that I've 
just been referring to. So it's a mixed picture. 


Yes? 


Q This administration has spoken out very loudly with 
regard to human rights abuses in Poland and the Soviet Union. While 
you say that you've made your concern known to the South African 

« {t hasn't been in the same form. There haven't been 
Gential statements -- the high profile focusing on the problea. 
Why is South Africa different from some of the communist repressive 
regimes that the administration has criticised? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: I think we've spoken out 
nena Clearly on this. If you look at various public statements 
by all levels our government, including the President -- if you 
look at his recent interview in the Washington Times, for example, 
you'll see once again his position is very clear on these issues. 


If you read, for e le, the annual human rights reports 
which we in the State Department invest a great deal of energy in, 
~ find that the sections discussing the situation in South 

rica pull no punches whatsoever. We *t believe in doing that. 
We have weighed in very heavily -- 


Q Have the American people ever heard the President 
speak out on this? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: Well, he's made various 
statements is all I can tell you. We've had other high level 
speeches 


Q Can you recall anywhere the American people have 
heard him talk about this? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: In press statements and 
interviews at various times in the past four years -- if you wish us 
to pull the -- 


Q Television? Have you ever been here to brief the 
President before on this? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: We've had a number of 
briefings on the situation -- 


| With the President? 


Q The point we're getting to is, the point we're 
tr to make is that there seems to be a level of tolerance here 
for South African government that is not given to other 
governments who do precisely the same things the South African 

a t does, including trade, including public statements, 
ng -—- 


Q Votes on sanctions in the U.N. -- 

Q -- wotes on sanctions in the U.N., etcetera -- I 
mean, we are far more tolerant of the South African government than 
any other it seems under the same circumstances, and the question is 
why? Is it economic? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: I think I would look at it 
MORE 
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in terms of what is effective in the context of a given relationship. 
If one is talking about ways to influence change in South Africa, and 
then one looks at the issue that you just raised, of economic 
sanctions, one has to ask some very tough questions. What will be 
the result if we are to seek -- to undermine that economy, whose 
econogy is, in fact, an engine of change? What will be the result if 
we make it official 0.3. policy to wage economic warfare against the 
of South Africa? Is that doing the sajority of the population 
of Africa any good? What will it do to the neighboring 
countries? I mean, those are the kind of questions we have to ask. 


Q But what about the underlying -- we're not talking 
about economic sanctions -- I didn’t say sanctions, I asked if it was 
an econocaic on? Is that why we're more tolerant -- because of 
our trade international trade with Socth Africa? What happens if 
-- I mean, the United States exerts subtle pressure on other 
governments, economic pressure on other governments, far short of 
sanctions, that are not being used against South Africa. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: I think there are many 
techniques that one can use and can point to; but, one must look at 
each individual relationship on its own merits. We are aware of the 
fact that our views and our relationships are important to the people 
and to the government of South Africa, and we seek to keep that in 
mind as proceed, using both quiet diplomacy and using occasions 
such es this to communicate as well as our efforts to bring about 
peace more broadly in the region. 

Q So why wouldn't you do this on camera? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: I can't answer that -- I 
think that's more a question of the ground rules that are set for 
events such as this. 


Well, if you want these views to be known -- you 
tell us if the President gives an interview to a newspaper, you come 
out here, you're on the record -- but you won't talk before a camera. 
I mean, once again you fall short; you come short. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: I've talked on camera a 
mumber of times. I's not against cameras. But I just think it's a 
tion of the formats that are used for these occasions. I'll 
fer that question to those who own this space. (Laughter.) 


Q The American people -- the American people own the 
space, do you not agree? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: Thank you, Sas. 


Q Could you go into Namibia developments and your 
talks in Angola please? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: Yes. What we've seen in 
the past two or three sonths is an important further threshold 
forward in that peace process concern ng Namibia and Angola. We have 
a faic degree of agreement about the principles that must form part 
of a peckage approach to those two questions. We have seen the 
government of Angola state licly, and in fact communicate 
publicly, its proposels, which specifically include a planned 
reduction and removal of Cuban 
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forces from Angola as part of that package. We have taken delivery 

of Angolen proposals -- brought them to the South Africans, we have 

South African counterproposals, and are at this point at the stage 

of seeking to marrow the gap between -- between the two -- two pusitions. 
ica? 


Q What's your view of Jesse Jackson going to South 


Afr 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY <.-Fi: Let me finish this question 
and i'll be happy to take that o.. 

So, I think what one ab ze is that we -- we 
have a to bridge. We are not making ctions as to how easy 
er scon will take place. these are difficult issues, but we have, 


oe 


rward as repidly as we 


r) 
F 
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the gap *hat you talk about? What constitutes 


Q Well, are they going to be linked? Is one contingent 
eee Se omest Are they going to be simultaneous? What is your 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: Well, the objective is to 
get parallel movement on the two, and a formula that will be 


to both sides. We're not defining this in terms of any 
ic doctrine, but clearly, there's got to be a sense, on both 
’ 


that there's something in it for the other. 
Q Well, have they both agreed to pull out? 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: They've both agreed to move 
forward with the process, but the precise timing has not yet been 
negotiated. 


Q But, I mean, they have agreed on the principal of a 
withdrawal? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: They have agreed on the 
principal of a withdrawal. 


Q How does Savimbi factor into this? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: The question of the conflict 
inside reo the civil conflict inside Angola -- is not one that 


is ® international negotiation. Hav said that, we clearly 
be only too happy, as I am sure everybody else would, to see 

goons ome to Angola. It's really an issue for lans themselves to 
how, and when, and under t auspices to ss that issue. 


Q -~- Jesse Jackson? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: Could you restate the 
question? 
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Q Yes. What's your feeling about Jesse Jackron's 
Sr eet Perhaps negotiate, or whatever he 


that be helpful to the process? 


ASCISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: Clearly we support the 

» Visas, whatever is required 
ve made "chat ~~ that very clear. 

no what his negotiation might be 

better address that question to hin. 


f 


: 
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Q Well, your reference earlier to outside negotiations, 
to Jesse Jackson? You said that the problem 
solved by South Africans themselves and not outside 


é 
ut 
pes 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: I think what I said was not 
outside intervention, which is a very different point. 


Q You said negotiations. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: Well, if I did say 
let me correct it. Whet I mean to say is that the issues of change 
from apartheid to a system based on consent of all South Africans 
ere issues that must be negotiated -- ought to be negotiated by 
cout SSrioras thenselves, not dictated from abroad, or as a result of 
+ It does not mean that we do not ress our views 
and that other Americans too, express our views, and people in Western 


Q Does that go for Poland too? I mean, why is not some 
outside intervention helpful? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: Well, let's use the word mre 
specifically then -- what we mean by intervention. When I'm speaking 
here, one could say I'm involving myself in the process, but what I's 
about by intervention is physical intervention. We do not 
that Southern Africa and South Africa, specifically, is going 
be moved rapidly toward constructive change. 


i 


more 
Q I don't think anyone was talking about that. 
G -- pressure? 

Q 


Who has suggested the use of armed forces? 


Q What about outside pressure? We've used that with 
other countries. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: There's a significant amount 
of pressure that exists in our policy. I think that point needs to be 
stressed again, and again, and again. 


Q Well, let me ask you about Ted Kennedy last week 
who said that your policy of constructive engagement is simply giving 
credibility to what the South Africans are choosing to do. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: I would turn that around. 
I think the statement -- I think the proposition is rubbish. Our 
policy is sometimes misdescribed by people who haven't bothered to read 
what we have been doing for the past four years. 


we 225'9 











Tf anything we have been adding to the ferment that is taking place 
withia the white comsunity of South Africa. 


It is not perhaps totally by eccident that it's during 
this eéministcation that the stati Party of South Africa split and 
that —_ os @ willingness of the Prine Minister, who Bishop Tutu has 
Gescr @S & Courageous man, to do that -- to split his ty and 
to forwerd limited constitutional proposals of the kind we were 
talking about earlier. So, let's be very clear. Constructive 
engegesent is not an embracing of any status quo. 


Q Bow did we bring that about? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: I‘m not going to comment 
Gucther on it. And I think it'd be mene S05 Americans to try and 
crow ané take credit. I's just saying t it's not pure 
coincidence. 


Q =- you ace taking credit for it. (Laughter.) 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: I'am pointing ovt that there 
may be a historical coincidence. 


Yes? 


Q Have you checked on the labor leaders who have been 
Getaineé? And have you sought tc obtain their release? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: We have. We have veighed 
in on the issue of the labor detainees. 


Q You've checked on their status? 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: Yes, indeed. 
Q What is that then? What is it? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: Well, there are a nusber of 
labor leaders -- principally the General Secretaries of FOSATU and 
CUSA who are two of the principal sultiracial union confederations who 
have been Geteined for interrogation under the Internal Security Act. 
There are others as well, but those are the two principal 


Q And you sought to get -- obtein their release? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: We have made it very clear 
that we would like to see their release. Yes. 


Q Prospects? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: I wouldn't want to predict 


Q Isn't that weighing in in a way that you just said 
thet you didn’t think should happen in South Africa? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: Wo, I don't think so at 
all. We hawe consistently, and not just in recent sonths, taken our 
views, sometimes strictly in diplomatic channeis, other tines 
Giplosstic channels as well as public statements, weighed in on 
various things that concern us. And we will continue to do that. 
That's part of constructive engagenent. 


Yes, you've had your hand -- 


Q mg making your views known -- I sean, I's 
getting the impression that re telling the South African 
government that you don't like what they're doing. Isn't there 

between verbal protest and an economic blockade that you 
all be Going and are you doing it? Unless you're satisfied 
with the pece of change. 
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think we're always -- we 
ings we can be doing, 

to comsunicate what it is 
see to sake sure that sessage 
t audiences that are watching. 


Q Is it possible the South African government doesn't 
know how this administration feels about apartheid? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: Is it possible? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: I think it's unlikely. 


Q 
the of what's going on -- the of the change -- if it's 
sonal cnacehe for you, then that's fine. But isn't there something 
you could be doing? Save you thought about doing something 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: We have done sore than 
verbal protest. That is the point. We have used various channels. 
We have made various suggestions, and we will continue to do that. I 

understand -- in this case as any other -- that if ve 
the public arena there are limits to how 
y to be. But we will continue to look at 
nk are constructive avenues. We're not going 
end vel to the flames and seek to wage econosic 
warfare in the country. That is not consistent with our policy. 


-~ 
“no oe 
s 
~ 


So, you're ~~~ open the possibility that you are 
king to thes, but you would rather 


speculate on -- that we are doing other things. We always have our 
eyes open as to other things thet sight be done to be sore effective 
-- gure. 


ur. Cc Er, getting back to Angola, you said that 
Seviabi is a domestic problems. But has the question of South African 
aid to Savimbi come up as part of the solution? And, secondly, at 
— are the plans to remove the South African troops fros 
Angola? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: The issue of South Africa's 
relationship with Unite has been discussed in the pr als put 
forvaréd by Ragola, and, in fact, the Angolans obviously do have 
concerns ebout their security and sovereignty in this whole process. 
We believe those concerns can be and will be addressed. They'll be 


ia the contest of implesent the overall settlement plan 
fer Bemibia, not as some fore of pr ition. 


So, that, I think -- perhaps you want to follow on that, 
I don't know -- but that's -- 


Ané the second question? 
Q About the South African troops in Angola. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: Yes, the disengagement 
remains, for the time being, with the Joint Militery 
being based at Ngiva, & town about 40 kilometers from the 
border. They have had recent high level meetings, and are planning 
te have one at ministerial level, that is, the South Africans and the 
Angolans some time in the coming weeks with a view to completing the 
process. 
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figure out, both sides 
the ground. Sut there is « 


ponssion on Soe ssatalone'sete'te'the'tn'aan"enate tents 

. which 
yentan cofeqiad te,” Farhape you could be upce spesiic. 
Wasa’t -- cocrect as if I's wrong -- but weren't we 


che enly eames ef the Gasurity Council) that chotelasé on sanetions 
egainst Seeth Africa saybe two and « half, three weeks ago? 
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SECRETARY CROCKER: I'd lite to >« sure of the 
before answering, but we have abst«ived on a 
eumber of sech resolutions, and I "= it's ticic to say that we're 
en oe. oee Cony Goes what it bellewes in and 


Q Which is not -- but an abstention is. 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: Wo, it's not. Wot by any 


Q Ien't that sending a certain signal to the South 
Africans? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: It depends what the issue 
is. If one is saying, for example, that the UN Security Council has 
@ cight to approve or di ove the constitutions of sovereign 
states, then that's «@ pr t that hes pretty dramatic 
implications. 


Q ~. bays he 5, -y-~ it if we think that's 
wrong. To vote present or to abstain not taking a position. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: It's taking a position. 
It*s taking —- 


Q Shows cowardice. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: Most people who work in the 
UN systems know very well what an abstention seans. 


Q But somehow, it didn't upset the other sembers of 
the Security Council. 


MR. SIMS: We're going to have to stop. How about one 
Bore. 


Q Bow do explain, Mr. Crocker, B Tutu's 
criticieon of American pot ley toward South Africa if it is, as you 
say, tubbish that that policy is ineffective? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: I would say that the 
Gescription of our policy as ineffective is rubbish and I also think 
there's a considerable degree of lack of information and 
misunderstanding as to what it is we stand for, what we're trying to 
achieve. We're -- 


Q On Tutu's part? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: Wot only his. Wot only 
his. Obviously, sany of the things we're doing in the region are not 
th that we can talk about in teres of press conferences. But it 
is tly clear and we intend to make it clearer. 


Q But you're saying -- and I don't want to put words 
in your south, but I want to understand -- you're saying that among 
bow & 


others, ae Tutu doesn't have the information he to make 
thet judgment 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: I think that could be said, 
>. = fact, the President said it not so longago. So I'll Say 
egein. 


Q It sounds like you're very concerned about the 
ges of our policy and that's why this briefing was staged 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: I think it's important that 
we be understood. We have been ing the bulk of our time the 
pest four years with the constructive engagement policy in the region 
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with others who are parties to goqettetions, and if, in 
Raven't been giving weekly briefings to the press 
pe oc ia State 
. of 


Q It's not « quest weekly briefings. These are 
Gevelopacats, end we take positions at the UN that seem to support -- 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: Seen to? 


Q Support South Africa. We have not been very vocal 
on all of these soves that they've sade lately. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: The record -- I's sorry, 
you bave to look et it -- is a clear one of our saking it known what 
we stand for om internal South African issues while, at the same 
tige, seeking to work with the South African government and others on 
regional negotiations. 


Q May I ask -- 
MR. SIMS: Thank you. I think we've covered everything 


Q Well, just one final wrap-up about what -- the 
beside a couple of verbal protests. I sean, you just tell 


es we've done things, but as I re haven't told us what we've 
Gone other than these statements, is t correct? I just want to 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: It's not simply « function 
of protest on individual incidents. Let us look at some examples. 


You have « threat of forced removals or a detention of 
some labor leaders. On « specific case like that, there are protests 
and there are diplomatic demarches, and so forth. There are very 
different kinds of pressures. 


Por le, when we es we do repeatedly licly 

end yeivetely, that this edninistracion, this ae elie 
dees not or endorse the hone BR may 4 what are we 
Think about it. What we're saying is t t doctrine, 


is the besis of grand ié or territorial apartheid, is 
sn ogee egy Ba AE or go along with. We cannot 
conéone the tionalis of South African black citizens. We 
censiger all citisens -- all South Africans to be citizens. 


That's a very clear fore of —= because it is the 
removal of American support from such « trine of such a policy. 


Bow does this removal get translated, though, into 
specific actions that hurt? 


Q It doesn't effect the trade relations yet. 


Q Some people, believe it or not, don’t care what you 
say about thea. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: It gets translated very 
Clearly. People do not recognise homeland travel documents. People 
éoa't Lees megotiations or relationships with homeland governsents. 
What that means, in fact, that, ultimately, South Africa is one 
country an@ all of its people sust negotiate their future. That's a 
powerful signal. 


Q Is there less pressure in this administration than 
the previous one? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: I would say that the 
of communication and of getting our goals advanced are 


different. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 10:52 A.M. EST 
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BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
ON THE VISIT OF 
PRESIOENT JAIME LOSIWCHI OF VENEZUELA 


December 3, 197% 


The Briefing Roos 
3:00 P.M. EST 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I ht I would start 
off with running th the schedule, if that would be of any use to 
you. If not, I can skip it. 


President Lusinchi arrived about an hour ago at Andrews. 
Tomorrow the official visit starts. 


Be is hosting «a iwate dinner for the -- his traveling 
group in the Embassy at the sey this evening. 


At 10:00 a.m., there's a White Souse arrival ceremony at 
which there will be statements by both, followed by a seeting with 
President Reagan at 10:30 a.a. 


At 12:30 p.m., Secretary Shultz will be hosting a lunch 
for him at the State Departaent. 


There will be «a nee readout of the seetings up to that 
point at 3:00 p.s. tomorrow re, I guess. Is it? 


MR. SIMS: Sere. With the saze anonysous briefer. 
(Laughter .) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: President Lusinchi will 
be meeting with Secretary Shults at 4:30 p.m.; with the AFL-CIO at 
5:15 p.m.; and then there's the State Dinner hosted by the President 
ané Mrs. Reagan for President Lusinchi. 


Wednesday, he's having breakfast with Paul Volcker. He 


will participate at a wreath-laying ceremony at the Simon Bolivar 
Monument on Virginia Avenue. 


Later in the morning at 10:00 a.m., he will address the 
Organization of American States. 


At 11:15 a.@., be will participate in a wreath-laying 
ceremony at Arlington National Cesetery. 


At 1:00 p.m@., he*ll be the guest for launch of the 
President of the Inter-American Development Bank and Mr. De La Rosie, 
the Managing Director of the IMF. 


At 3:00 Pate he’ll be meeting with Mr. Claussen, 
President of the Worl Bank. 


He will, in the afternoon, depart for San Francisco where 
he wil spend -~- that's late Wednesday afternoon. He will spend 
Thursday and friday in San Francisco. 


Thureday, he will be unveiling and dedicating a Sison 
Bolivar sonument at the UW Plasa and attending a launch. friday is « 


private day. Saturday be will return to Miami and then back to 
Venezuela. 
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This is not the Mret tise the two Presidents have set. 
They met at the Onited Nations General Assembly in -- this 
Ané it is the second State visit, that is to Washington, of a 
Venezuelan President since President Reagan has been in office. 
President Lusinchi's predecessor, President Herrera Campins, cane 
here in ‘81 on a State visit. 


Dr. Leasinchi won in a landslide vic in Decenzber of 
‘83. is party is the Accion Democratica, a Soc Democratic party. 
Dr. Lusinchi is a pediatrician by training. And he's been a leader 


of that party for quite a while, baving served 20 years in the 
Venezuelan Congress. 


I think the primary issues for discussion will be the 
Contedora procecs and Central America, the economic situation and the 
Gebt, and the Caribbean. 


Venezuela has been very active in its foreign Bogen 
promoting democracies through both of the parties there. 

government of Venezuela, over a period of time, has assisted both the 
Caribbean ané the Central American countries through the - in 
conjunction with Mexico through their oil facility where they provide 
a concessionaire type of financ for their ofl to Jamaica, Domincan 
Republic, Costa Rica, Panama, ras, and other countries. 





The government of Venezuela on the economic front and «a 
committee of the commercial bankers reached agreement to reschedule 
some $20 billion of Venezuela's $27 billion public sector debt. They 
reached that agreement in September. 


Venezuela, however, has no IMF program. It has felt 
that their liquid reserves were sufficient. tt have saintained 
close contact with the IMF and have received favorable sarks fros 
them. tLusinchi has reduced the public sector deficit. 


— And I think, at that stage, I'll just stop and take your 
questions. 


Q What's the purpose of the Volcker seeting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The economic situation 
in Venezuela -- as I said, they rescheduled their debt. It's mainly 
to -- I think to exchange ideas with Mr. Volcker. Mr. Volcker, 
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as you know, takes an active role in the international tconomic 


scene, and it's -- he's just a logical one that most foreign leaders 
meet with when they come to town. 


Q Does -- excuse me -- 


Q Is the President of Venezuela seeking any kind of 
U.S. loan o- -- 


, SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, not that I'm aware 
or, no -- , 


Q Could you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In fact, their whole 
rescheduling, and the whole process is going very well. 


Q What do you consider the main purpose of the 
meeting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Main purpose of the 
meeting with President Reagan? 


Q Right. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that you will 
find it will focus on the Contadora and Central American issue. I 
think also, President Lusinchi has taken an active role in looking at 
the drug situation in South America. He's introduced a resolution 
before the United Nations calling for a more cooperative approach to 
the -- what is really a transnational problem. It's certainly an 
effort that we support. 


Q Could rou bring us up to date on the Contadora and 
what the prospects for an agreement are? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't have much to offer 
for you on that. We're hoping to be able to get a reading from 
President Lusinchi. We know that following Brazilia, the four 
contadora countries have been meeting, and we're looking forward to 
hearing from him tomorrow on what the prospects are. 


Q Your not expecting any breakthrough or yy 
Just a -- you make it sound as if it's kind of routine -- is it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't consider it 
routine because President Lusinshi has taken an active interest in 
it, and it will be good to get from him firsthand what his latest 
impressions are -- where they are. But, I don't see, I don't look 
for any major breakthrough or announcement tomorrow. 


Q The two governments have very different positions on 
Contadora and Central America. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't agree with 
that assessment. 


Q Is there a third draft treaty -- to be taken up? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. I would 
assume that they are working on one. If there is one finally blessed 
by whatever level, I'm not aware of it. 


Q Well, is the U.S. going to ever bless one? Or are 
you going to continue to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We keep looking for 
something to bless. 
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Q Well -- but, what's the big problem? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It centers on -- and we 
have to ¢o back to ACTA II, which is the last kind of sesmi-public 
finished draft that was put forward. And there was a marked lack of 
simultaneity and verification, and we've made that known to all the 
parties involved, and they’ve acknowledged it and they are are 
working with it. We're not the only ones that feel that lack. 


Yes, sic? 


Q Are you bracing for any kind of lecture or frank 
Giscussicn on the Contadora process? That is to say -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're not bracing for 
any lecttre. I think we're looking forward to a a frank 
discussion. I've had the opportunity to have several with President 
Lusinchi since before his inauguration. And Harry Shlaudeman visits 
with bim on -- as he makes his rounds. And we've found him always to 
be very frank and straightforward with us. 


Q Do you think you'll be getting a third draft 
tomorrow while the President's still -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRTION OFFICIAL: Wo, I don't think so. If 


mean, I‘ not ruling it out, but I'm not looking for one tomorrow, 
no. 


Q So you won't have anything to bless after tomorrow's 
session? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't think so, no. 


Q You're not e ting any kind of initiative to be 
launched between the two Presidents on Central America? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. I think that 
there's a comfortable, acceptable format known as Contadora. And 


you're not looking for any one of the four players to step out in 
front. “o, I'm not looking for that. 


Q Will you be giving him a ceading on the Manzanilla 
talks? or éo you expect he already is aware of what's -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we normally try to 
keep the Contadora countries appraised of those, and Barry, in fact, 
was ‘ust in Venezuela. 


Q And -- did he have an opportunity to chat with 
hia on thet? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Indeed he did. I saw 
him -- he saw him a week ago today. 


* | So, where do those talks stand then? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, they're 
continuing. 


Q Are they still businesslike, or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I think so, pretty 
much so, yes. : 


Q Getting anywhere? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's hard to measure 
becacse -- it's hard to measure because it isn't like you are 
negotiating with them over -- I'll trade you this sentence for that 
sentence, or let's clean up this paragraph -- type of thing. As you 
know, the whole purpose of it is to -- if there are any agreements or 
snderscacdings as a result of Manzanilla. The whole purpose of the 
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Manzanilla talks was to feed them into the Contadora process. 
Yes? 


Q Bow about those six ships steaming toward Nicaragua? 
Have they gotten anywhere yet? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I know nothing of siz 


ships steaming towards Nicaragua, but I've been gone all morning, so 
-- (Laughter .) 


Q The President gave an interview a week ago -- said 
the six Soviet ships -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, those ships -- all 
right -- 


Q Yes -- how about it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have nothing to report 
to you on that. 
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Q Well, do you know anything about then? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have nothing to report 
to you on that. 


Q What does that mean? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Just what I -- er 
what I said. 


Q Sic -- Venesuela has np fl expressed concern about 
the closing of the Exzon refinery in Ar 


SERIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. 


Q -- that is nearby. Do you share this concern? 


SENIOR ADMINISTPATION OFFICIAL: Yes, we do. Yor the 
purpose -- for the rest of you, it -- there is a refinery on Aruba 
that has been receiving oil that is crude oil, and then processes it 
on the island of Aruba. That refinery has been going for some $5 
years. It was built to accommodate Venezuelan crode which “<. a 


oe type of crude and it -- the announcement was made it will be 
Closing in March. 


One of the reasons is that up to last year, Venezuela has 
provided a concessionary price for that oil and has felt that it can 
no t Go so and the refinery has not become -- is no longer 
economical. And so the owners of the refinery, who happen to be 
Bzzon, have instituted a a ape am to close it down. And it 
Goes -- it is of concern the sense t the refinery provides a 
significant part of the GDP to the island of Aruba. 


Q Are you — is the 0.8. or -- expecting Venezuela to 
reise that issue? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that, reading 
the papers in Venezuela and based the queries I've been -- 
gotten -- that I*we received recently, I think that there is a 
possibility that President Lusinchi may raise it. 


Q Can't the United States do something about it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it's — it’s @ 
difficult situation. I think ever y recognizes that. When you 
cut down the concessionary price of the oil, and it is no longer an 
economically viable entity, it sakes it kind of tough. 


Q Since when -- 


Q Bow close are you to cutting a deal with Cuba at the 
talks in New York? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have sade -- we've 
made some progress there and I think we -- we probably -- and I've 
been gone all day today, so I vey F ten fully read-in on the - 

on the issue. and so at this s rather not address it, 
although I can tell you that I t ofan. we expect that there's a 
reasonable chance that we'll be having another meeting. 


Q Since we're on background, could you say whether or 
not Venezuela agrees with the administration with respect to 
Nicaragua? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that's -- that's 
kiné of a broad question and I'd rather -- I'd cather let Venezuela 
-- his question was, we're on background and could I say whether 
Venezuela agrees with the United States with respect to Hicaragua. 


I would rather let the Venezuelan government speak for 
themselves. Sut let me just say that, cight from the beginning with 
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President Lusinchi and with his predecessor, we've had some very 
productive talks on the whole -- on the whole issue of Central 
America and the problems you face, including the security issues of 


the exportation of revolutions. It's something that concerns a lot of 
the countries there. 


Q I'm sorry, sir, can I come back for just a second 
again? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure. 


Q Another meeting in the Cuba -- meeting, you know, «@ 
continuation of the current session, or another meeting at sone point 
in the future? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'd -- as I said, I've 


é been gone all smorning and I haven't gotten a full readout on that 
es I can't be responsive. If I can get something sore for you, 
I will. 
Q Okay. 


Q You say you think we've made progress there. Do you 
think that the progress is -- has gone as far as it will go at this 
stage in this rc of talks? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. I mean, as I said, 
I‘s having 4ifficulty characterizing it. But from what I gathered 
late Priday, the answer to that is no. There's no use having another 
meeting if you're not making any progress. 


Q President Lusinchi was the author of the -- of a 
resolution before the U.N. to sake drug trafficking -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's what I mentioned 
@ little earlier. That's right. 


Q Does the United States anticipate any cooperative 
agreeaents concerning this or any -- any international Grug fighting 
fund to go to such countries as Bolivia to help the farmers there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you know, we have 
been out front on that whole problem on <-- on drugs in <= not only 
the Caribbean, but also South America -- both the transiting aspect, 
the shipping, as well as the growing. And Venezuela among other 


countries has been one ot the several countries which we have dealt 
with. 


We -- the idea of taking of more cooperative aspect 
towards both eradication and interdiction, is at least they pofnt in 
the fh G@ircection. And I don't want to really get into the 
specifics of whether the U.N. is a proper forum or not for it. But I 
think that the motivation behind it is something we certainly 
welcone. Yes? 


Q Did you, meaning the State Department, have anything 
to do with sending the Nimitz to the Cuban waters? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Listen, I bave trouble 
cunning that desk of mine, much less moving a great big aircraft 
carrier around. 


Q Did the State Department have anything to do with 


it? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Anything else on the 
visit? 

Q Did the State Department have anything to do with 
it? 


3 Do you interpret this probles of the Exxon Aruba 
Morr wr -aas? 








only as economical problem or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, no, no, no. 
Q -- politically too? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, it has nm econosic 
Gimension to it, but it -- any time in which you take away a -- «a 
source of eaployment, it creates a problem obviously for those that 


are not -- no longer will be employed. It also creates a probles 
within the society. 


It's broader than -- I was ry to give you the 
economic reasons for why it was getting t down. . 


Q The Contredora countries have, at a private level, 
criticised some of the elements of the Tegucigalpa draft that was 
tabled, do you expect Lusinchi aight ask 

















the United States to back off a little bit from its public support -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What I expect from 
President Lusinchi is what we've always had with his. And that is if 
he's got something on his mind, he te it to us straight ap. 


You had a question in the back there or no? = died for 
lack of interest -- (laughter.) 


i, ie Yes, on the foreign debt -- Venezuela is a member of 
the Contadora -- or I mean, the Cartagena g that asked for a 
Gialogue with the industrial countries. And United States, up to 
now, bas been, you know, tind of rejecting this -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's not correct -- 
entirely correct. Secretary Regan announced in October that we look 
forward to a meeting during the meetings of the -- not the IADB -- 

Q In?. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- and the IMF, that's 
correct. Yes. 


Q Ro, but oe 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: During that period of 
time. That's correct. 


Q Wo, but is it possible that the United States agreed 
to a formal dialogue outside the IMP just between -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it will be taking 
plece at the time that the IMF is going on. It'll be outside of the 
In. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 3:18 P.M. EST 








-_— ee. —s. 








THE WRITE HOUSE 
Office of the White House 





BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
ON VISIT OF PRESIDENT LUSINCHI OF VENEZUELA 


December 4, 1984 


oo wre eg, 


The Briefing Roos 
3:06 P.M. EST 


answering a question that we've been asked several tises 

are unaware of any letter or communications from the Nicaraguan 
governaent to the Venezuelan government. The subject did not come up 
at all. There was no letter that was discussed or talked about being 
received or anything of that nature. 


SENIOR ADATNISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me start ON 
We 


The Presidents met for an hour and a half. And then 
Secretary Shultz hosted hia for lunch and was just finished about 
five minutes ago or so. 


In the discussions between the Presidents in which the 

Vice President and Secretary Shultz, en! Regan, Mr. McFarlane 
participated as well as *Se Ministers of Poreign Affairs, Finsnce, 
Coamerce and Industry or -- and Mines ané the Minister to te 
President and the respective Ambassedors: The subjects that t 
discussed were the Contaedora process; the debt issue, peripherally as 
it celates to Venesuela because, as I told you yesterday, % yt 
Geing fairly well in rescheduling their Gebt; focused on che 

on the rest of Latin America. 


Considerable tise was 1 pe on the narcotics \ssue, its 
transnational nature. And they tal -- they took a very brief tour 
Ge caisson of some of the other countries in Latin America, 


specifically Bolivia and Chile. And those were the subjects thet were 
discussed. 


Perhaps it'd be best if I took your questions. Yeu, 
Helen? 


Q Does that mean that there is no letter -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I don't know. I 
don't know if there's any -- 


Q So, you're not saying there is no such thing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, that's cight. I 
can't speak for the mail wr between the Nicaraguan and the 
Venezuelan governaent. I can tell you is that I've been hit up 
several times today, and I can tell you that no letter was alluded to 
eo: discussed between the two Presidents. 


Yes? 


Q Yes, the Foreign Minister from Venezuela, Morales 
Paul said yesterday that he did have @ message that was delivered to 
hie through the Secretariat to the Nicaraguan governaent fros peatel 
Ortega that included some interesting new perspectives that would 
shed new light on the Contadora peace process. What were those new 
Perspectives that he was referring to? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He didn't share with us 
rape that may have shed any light on his sind. Okay? There was 
rence to eny -- a6 t seid, ae far as we can determine no 
penne no letter was received Setween the two. a aac 











Q Could you shed some light on what was -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- maybe the mails are 
slow. I guess maybe that may be part of the problem. I don't know. 


Q Did they talk specifically about Nicaragua? 


SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Madame, I just told you 
what transpired in that hour and a half. There was no sention of any 
letters. Wicaregua was discussed, but there wasn't any, “I have « 
message fron ané here's what it says* type of thing. 


Q vag By A. give us a briefing on what was said 
vis-a-vis Contadora with specific reference to Nicaragua? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Contadora was discussed 
in its overall context, and obviously eye was discussed as was 
Zl Salvador. The dilemma that one faces in light of the sore recent 
Graft known as ACTA II among the Contadora aficionados has a rather 
strong paragraph on it, &@ very explicit paragraph on it, dealing with 
democratization. In light of the event that took on Bovenber 


4th which the Nicaraguans called an election, it ésesa't 8 seen that 
the two marry up to each other. 


So, this presents «a dilemma for the Contadora countries. 
How @9 you square those paragraphs dealing with democratisation 
and that which took place in Nicaragua? That's recognized by all 


parties working on it, and it was discussed. How do you square the 
two away? 


Yes? 


Q Did the President of Venezuela then share President 
Reagan's opinion which he expressed so succinctly out on the lawn 


Guring the arrival ceremonies that the elections in Nicaragua were «@ 
comzaunist shan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't recall President 
Lusinchi using those words. WNevertheless, the distinctions between 


what happened in Nicaragua and what is required in the ACTA are 
apparent to all. 


Q Did he say that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not going to put 
words in his mouth. That subject was discussed, and I think that 
there was agreement, that there was a distinction between what is 
required and what is. But I'm not going to put any quotes in his -- 
not going to attribute any quotes to it. 


Yes? 


Q -- follow up on that -- during the speech, President 
Reagan this morning said that he ho that President Lusinchi would 
“work with ae" to ensure that the pleasures of free elections and 
real democracy made to the OAS and to the Nicaraguan le are 
carried out. Did he get any specific response from President 
Lusinchi on whether he will cooperate with hia in putting pressure on 
Nicaragua or working in some way -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The discussion was << «@ 
éiscussion took the fora, 
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as Venezuela is one of the fout of the Contadora countries, which has 
taken a deep interest right from the beginning and that they will 
continue to take that interest. And it is, I think, difficult for 
any one of four to at to take a lead as such. But there's no 
Goubt about it that Pres t tusinchi plans to continue to play a 
very active part in the four Contadora countries. 


Yes. 


Q Can you tell us what your interpretation is of 
President Lusinchi's comments this sorning that the solution rests on 
the exclusion of external factors both continental and extra- 
continental? And the solution also rests on not using force. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the conclusion 
of not using force is a basic premise of the whole agg of 
Contadora, which everybody's trying to bring to fruition. 


The “extra-continental* is exactly what it means. 
"Continental", and the term “hemispheric,* has been used at different 
times. And in some interpretations, it's used to exclude Cuba. 
it, maybe in other le's ainds, is -- it might mean exclude the 
United States. But I *t know what President Lusinchi hed in sind. 

Q Well, was there -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Both -- Those teras have 
been used before. It's not a new introduction of a tera. 


Q Did you conclude that he meant the United States? 
Cuba? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. 
Q The Soviets? 


SENIOR ADMINSTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I think that's what 
*continental* meant. It seant the Soviets, no doubt about it. 


I would rather let him explain what he felt about it. I 
think -- 


Yes. 


Q Can you tell us about this intriguing conversation 
on Bolivia and Chile? Would you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- there was -- in the 
tour de raison, specifically were mentioned the economic and social 
challenges faced by Bolivia, and also the recent difficulties in 


Chile. 
Yes. 
Q Was American support for the Contras discussed -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. 
Q ~~ in light of his comment? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Was not. Did not come 
up. 


Q Did President Lusinchi give any sense that the 
revisions in the Contedora Act that are dbeing developed now would be 
any more satisfactory to the United States than your second draft? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ¥e got the impression 
that of all the, you know, cevised suggestions that they got, thit 
they felt that they coulé accoasodate such of then. 
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Q Well, why don't we just write it? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 

Q Why don't we write it ourselves? 

SENIOR ADMINISTPATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry, I can't hear 


Q I said, why don't we write it ourselves? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Maybe nobody else would 
sign it. (Laughter.) 


Q This morning -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I could do that in about 
half an hour, Helen. It would mace life a lot easier. (Laughter.) 


Q This sorning, during the photo op, the President of 
Venezuela indicated that there were some amendments or changes or 


modifications that he would be discussing with the President -- 


interesting possibilities. What was discussed in that context and 
what have they led to? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, they were in the 
general area of the security aspects, which were of a concern, as 
evidenced the Tegucigalpa pees that put forward their comments on 
the second draft, sore specifically to the elements of exercises in 
the region, the manuevers, rights to bases and these kind of things. 
Anéd these -- he talked in generalities in those teras. 


Q Well, was Lusinchi carrying any kind of -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. 

Q -- concrete proposal? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, no. He was speaking 
for Lusinchi and giving his assessment of how the process will 
proceed, which is the continuation of trying to take on board all of 
these different comments. 


Q Did he ask for some trccps or -- breathing -- at the 
breathing space for Ortega in Nicaragua’ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I didn't catch any 
of that. 


Q When we were dealing with ACTA II, so to speak, it 
was made clear here the United States’ concerns were simultaneity and 
ver ification. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. 


Q Rave the Nicaraguans come any distance on either of 
those issues? 


(Reporter falls down.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They didn't go as far as 
he went. (Laughter.) 


#e Save not heard back from the Nicaraguans in that 
context, you know. Maybe that was something in this phantom letter 
that was supposed to have been delivered. I don't know. 


Q But you didn't hear anything today in that context? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATON OFFICIAL: Wo. Wo, nO, no. Se 
didn't -- as I said, he didn't try to portray soverent or ture on 
the part of the Nicareguans. 


Q Did Lusinchi express any concern about the slowdown 
in the 0.8. economy or slack oll prices? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, he did not séddress 


either one of those. Speaking of ofl, they did discuss the pendi 
closure of refineries in Aruba and Curacao. ~ 


Q Did he ask for any U.S. support of pressure on Exxon 
to keep it open, or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, he just -- he 
outlined the problems, and said that we have to keep working to see if 
we can find a solution; and the President agreed. They both 
acknowledged a very difficult probles. 


Yes? 


Q In Lusinchi's arrival statements, he also talked 


about the need for cation, negotiations, political solutions, in 
the region “to the exclusion of none." Was there any -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: To the exclusion of 
none. 


Q Right. Was there a discussion of involving 
Wicaragua sore in that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, not in that sense. 
I mean, the climate was such that Nicaragua was, obviously, a part of 
that whole process. There wasn't any special emphasis on that 


point. 
Q Going beck to the Aruba thing -- do they agree about 


maintaining or rcete'~ing the level -- some conversation to solve this 
matter? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Some what? 
Conversations? 


Q Exactly. At the technical level, would you say that 
be outlined the program -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there was no 
formal sechanism set up, but this is not his last meeting. He seets 
this afternoon with Secretary Shults and later with others. I's sure 
that some of the ideas that were just broached, or thoughts broached 


in the Owal Office, will be explored in sore depth with Secretary 
Shultz. 


Q Which one of these subjects that were discussed -- 
in which one of them did they spend sore tine? 


SINIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Probably the Contadora 
~~ the whole Contadora process. 


Yes, ma‘an? 


Q Any more details on the discussion of debt -- did 
they talk about Argentina, or what were you saying -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, they didn't Gwell on 
Argentina, per se, on the debt issue. 


Q What about -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 

Q -- Venesuela's outlook for ‘85, ‘867 Any further <-- 

SENTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Mo, it was mainly -- I 
think there was agreement that there -~ that the debt issue was 
central to the whole economic recovery and the ability to get the 
proper developmental financing for the return of the growth within 


MORE 


gave 








the countries. 


Yes? 


Q Did President Reagan discuss where he feels the 
Contadora process can go now, or should go now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. And it outlined, 
basically, that it's a question of trying to close the gap in those 


items thet are still -- in which there was some disagreement over, as 
reflected in ACTA II. 


Q Would you elaborate on that? 
SENIOR ADMINISTSRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, sure. Basically 
in the denocratization -- A. Gilemma I gave you earlier -- the 
po nag ogee Ser 1 theme par ee and also the specifics. And not 
a simultaneity, Punic @ technical aspect in the sense of 
= ay but it's the fon in the verification aspects and also 
rification of jects dealing with saneuvers and exercises, 
and rights of transit. 


Yes? 


Q Yes, just to cover one other aspect of this alleged 
—e You say no letter was presented. But, is it possible that 
may>de -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, no, no. He didn't 
say, "I've got it here in sy pocket, but I'a not going to show you, 
so ——s 

Q No, no, no l[.-- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm convinced there was 
no letter present at that time. 


Q Wo, no -- no letter, but any verbal sessage from 
Nicaragua? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, no, no, no. 


MR. SIMS: Can we have the pool camera crews now and 
we'll get the writers in a sinute? 


Q for what? 
MR. SIMS: For the President's return. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, look, I's all Gone 
if you guys are. Thank you very such. 


Q Why don't you ask them if they got such a letter? 
Q Well, what about the drug trafficking? 
SENIOR ADMINISTSRATION OFFICIAL: What? 


Q ~~ ash them if they had -- if they knew anything 
about such a letter? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, we didn't ask thes 
whether they knew — about such a letter, because they didn't 
get the questions until after we came out of the seeting. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 3:22 P.M. EST 
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The Briefing Roca 
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SECRETARY BLOCK: Ladies and gentlesen, at 
just heard the President's announcement. And not to belabor 

point, the President announced 300,000 metric tons from our wheat 
reserve to be made available to countries in need. In addition to 
that, $50 million to be transferred into Title II, P.L. 480, Public 
Law 480, also to supplement this -- the needs for people that are 
—~ y And this is the latest announcement of the President's, and 
he did review with you the very heavy commitment that we have been 
making to the Afcican hunger problem and the special effort that's 
been made since -- in this latest fiscal year. 


Q Excuse me, Secretary Block, but wasn't that -- 


SECRETARY BLOCK: One more point, Mr. McPherson, of 
course, has worked this subject in great detail. He's been there in 
some of the countries and he will assist in answering these 
guestions, and probably will answer sore of them than I will. 


Q -- is this that -- How much of that is new, of the 
300,000? Wasn't there some of that announced last week or -- 


SECRETARY BLOCK: That's all new. Wo -- well, it was 
only mentioned that it was under -- it was going to be released some 
time. It had not been released. It was released today. The 
President released it. 


Q All right. Can you say yet, Mr. Secretary, or Mr. 
McPherson, where this surplus actually goes? I sean, io its present 
form, it's not useable, is it? What happens to it? 


SECRETARY BLOCK: It -- Well, first of all, -e'll review 
the countries and determine which countries it goes to. That's not 
decided, precisely where it goes, and I think we all know there are 
several countries that have some really severe problems. And that 
product can be delivered, depending on the needs, in plain grain or 
it can be processed into flour or something else, right? Whatever. 


Why don't you take -- 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: Yes, we would anticipate that 
in the weeks ahead we'd make decisions concerning whether it would go 
as plain wheat, as flour or as what is called “bulgur,” which is, 
essentially it's wheat which has been cooked and processed. And 
those decisions need to be sade. 


A point that I think is worth making is food going into 
Ethiopia, which, of course, bas been the main focus of the news, we 
anticipate, ——s in excess of 100,000 tons from us and from all of 
the donors comb going to Ethiopia in December and in January, and 
a substantial amount in Pebruary. So, we've got the pipeline to 
Ethiopia really filled as about what that country should be getting a 
month. 
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And other countries, we'll be making these decisions as 
time goes on. 


Q -- pipeline will be filled before this announcement 
or as of today? ow long have you had that pipeline filled? 


ADMINISTRATOR McPHERSON: Just the last few days. Last 
few days. 


Actually, it was a very interesting thing. Some of you 
remember when I got back from Ethiopia that I was deeply concerned 
about ooeee able to move enough f into Ethiopia, and I projected 
we 100,000 a month was what was necessary. In the last couple 
of weeks, the Ethiopia government put into use several hundred trucks 
to move food out of the Bthiopia ports, a really quite dramatic 
increase in delivery of food within the country. Some of you recall 
that when the Director of the Ethiopia Relief tor al was here R ~~. 
weeks ago, one of the agreements that he sasede for h 


a 
part of that overall agreement, was that they 13 ot bebe tential 
additional trucks into this process, and chat has ghd gy 


Q When would any of this -- this surplus actually 
reach its destination? 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: When will this food? 

Q That's being released now, yes. 

ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: Well, it would upon 
how we allocate and how we use it. One would guess it'll be a couple 
of months before the food actually arrives there. 

Yes. 

Q Would you say -- 

ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: Before this food; but I would 
point out, again, that American food is, in fact, getting in the 


mouths of children. I've seen it. And I've observed it closely 
myself. 


Yes, back here. 


Q Would you describe the distribution situation in 
countries other than Ethiopia? 


ADMINISTRATOR McPHERSON: Well, it varies. There are 
about seven countries which we think are ine in need: 
Mozambique, Kenya, Chad, Wiger, Sudan, Et 


lopia -- 





Tne 

















What have I left out? Several -- seven countries altogether, which 
we see to be priority countries -- each situation waries. We are 
getting food into each one of those countries. 


Q Ethiopia -- 


Q With the so-called pipeline filled -- would say, 
in your opinion then, that the immediate crisis is over in iopia? 


ADMINISTRATOR McPHERSON: Wo, I would not. The pipeline 
is -- ships moving into port, being unloaded, and then, we hope, a 
regular stream of trucks going into the camp. I know that as of last 
week there were siz trucks of several ton-load each that went into 
one of the major camps there around Mekele. But there's going to be 
ongoing probleas. 


One of the things that we're doing right -- that we're 
Going right now -- is g ose half a million packets through World 
Vision. In fact, this is literally being done today. A half a 
million packets of oral rehydration salts will be given to World 
Vision to be delivered into that country. Diarrhea is a aores 
problem for kids that come into these camps and a aajor kil Gur ing 
these da o> we're Why oe Be, get the food into the children to 
revive t ts are helpful. 


We're going to be doing that kind of ° 
It's going to be — it's really a gigantic process. 
remember that just last week we diverted a ship on high seas that was 
on its way to India to get food into Bthiopia. We're maki 
adjustments every day, and in no way would I suggest the crisis is 
over. And it's clear that people are dying in Ethiopia today. 


I'm commited, as Secretary Block, and certainly the 
President has made abundently clear -- he's committed to doing 
everything we can do to save those children and those people. 


There are thousands of rebels in Ethiopia that are 
not os Sate food «= the ~~: + government reportedly blocking 
this food from getting to thea Ethiopian government is not 
exactly friendly with the United States. What are we doing to try to 
break that block and get that food through to thousands of rebels who 
are starving and not getting any of this food? 


ADMINISTRATOR McPHERSON: One of the commiteents that war 
made by the Ethiopian government when they were here, and publicly 
stated in the press conference in the State Department, was their 


commitment to deliver food ae in need without regard to any 
other consideration except 


We expect to hold them to that commiteent. We are -- 
*we* the U.S. government -- are providing a substantial amount of 
food to contested areas. 


Q Are we Going anything to guarantee that that food 
gets through? Other than asking them to get it through? 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: We're confident that the food 
is getting to people in need. The food that we are providing -- and 
we haven't discussed this extensive rr | publicly -- but the food that 
we are yy is being provi not through the government of 
casaseant but ivate voluntary organizations. We're 

ally Rng of this concern and are tracking it closely 
os 


Q See Sere See ee eee ee ee 
will feed people until they're hungry again and will have to 
renewed. How long do you expect the wheat reserve would hold out for 
this kind of emergency need? 
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ADMINISTRATOR McPHERSON: Go ahead. 


SECRETARY BLOCK: Let me just say that we have abundant 
in the United States America. And there are 1 
f food in Burope. And the Western world has no shortage 
food, and we have plenty of food to help these people for an extended 
period of time if that’s necessary, and it ly will be 
necessary. At the same time, I think we all know that the long-range 
be deve ts, rather than dependency, in these 
countries. And that has be part of the longer range process. But 
right now, we just have to feed people. 


Q Secretary Block, don't you have a problem with the 
Hickenlooper Amendment, preventing us to go in with development aid, 
nao se don't have agreement on some property they‘ve taken over 

n Bthiopia? 


ADMISISTRATOR McPHERSON: There are two y peagy me -- two 
problems that prohibit us from, at this tine, iding 

assistance to Ethiopia. For all of you here, let me make tha 
distinction. Disas assistance can 2" goes under the lew to 
any country, and that is the essence of President's philosophy of 
"a hungry child knows no politics." We provide assistance to 
starving kids regardless of their government. 


How, when we go yg RE, BR 
deve t, then the law prohibits us from provid 
countries that have expropriated property, and 


ng assistance to 














in @ timely and a proper fashion, compensated for that property -—- 
tty of U.S. citizens. And that's the Hickenlooper Amendment. 


m fact, the Kalamazoo Spice Company had property expropriated a few 
years ago and that matter has not been cleared up. 


The second problem was what is called the Brook 
Amendment. The Brook Amendwjent prohibits the 0.8. government froam 
providing this long-range assistance when a foreign government is 
greatly in arrears on their paysents to us for foreign aid that was 
given to them some time ago. And Bthiopia would be blocked froa 
receiving assistance from us on either account. 


Q Would go over the numbers again one sore tine? 
300,000 tons, and then $50 million in addition to 300,000 tons? 


ADMINISTRATOR McPHERSON: That's correct. 


Q And then, what other donors are providing this 
$100,000 to meet the pipeline needs per sonth, as you suggested? 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: I'd like to talk -- 


Q What proportion of it is the United States and the 
other donors? 


ADMINISTRATOR McPHERSON: Well, it varies by month. I 
think in December, we're providing about a third. In ome f that 
al 


percentage goes up some. In February, we provide a substant 
portion of what's going in. 


This effort for Ethiopia and the effort for Africa aust, 
and is, a worldwide effort. A very important part of our program has 
been to try to get the world to work together to solve it. 


In fact, I just came from -- I was in Paris wig: 
morning with a group of heads of agencies around the world like sine, 
my counterparts from Europe and Japan and Austria, Australia, and 

other places, talking about this problem and figuring out how we can 


all 1 together to solve it. It's very important that this be a 
worldwide effort. 


Q Where did we get this $50 million? Would you 
explainthat, please? And what the transfer does. 


ADMINISTRATOR McPHERSON: Yes. There are basically -- 
this is abbrieviated -- but there are two types of food programs that 
the U.S. government has that the Agriculture committees on the #il1 
appropriate to Secretary Block's department. 


One -- program one is a Title I program. This is food 
that is given to countries for them to sell within their country. 
And, essentially, it's balance of payment rt for those countries 
because they can -- they don't have to use their own hard currency 
import. 


The other program is what is called Title II. And this 
is the feeding program. This is -- and it's out of this Title II 
that you ordinarily -- you ordinarily teke emergency assistance. 

What the President 41d this sorning -- the President and 
Secretary of Agriculture -- did really was to sove $50 million out of 
this balance of payments account into this feeding account. 

Q Well, what will that money be used for? 


ADMINISTRATOR McPHERSON: It will be used -~ what will it 
be teken from? 


Q What will it be used for? 
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ADMINISTRATOR McPHERSON: It will be used to feed 
Chiléren and feed people. 


Q Specifically. I mean, since you're providing grain, 
are you purchasing other with that money or paying for 
transportation, perhaps? 


SECRETARY BLOCK: Well, it will be ee gag yy 
mostly grain, but there say be something in addition to And it 
will be determined certainly a ianity on the basis of the needs of 
the specific countries. Some countries have certain needs and others 
may have different needs in terms of food. And I would say it would 
be mostly grain, though. 


Q What is the impact of taking $50 million out of 
Title I? 


ADMINISTRATOR McPHERSON: There was a Title I reserve 
that Congress appropriated last year that was unallocated. it had 
not been allocated to any specific country. And it will be taken, as 
we've just indicated, from this Title I account, not taken from any 
other -- any country sround the world, and put in this Title II. It 
= be used, as the Secretary just indicated, for a variety of 
things. 


One of the s of food we're giving most to these 
countries is enriched f = cantehed with weal -- so a8 
to be high protein. And the high protein is ticularly helpfel for 
children that are -- that have gone on some time without sdequate 
food. 


Q The question is the use of the soney, I think. The 
$50 million is going to be used for transportation sostly? 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: It will be used for -- largel 
for food, but some of it could be used for transportation. You 
will recall that the President asked for authority to shift around - 
Title If monies last year so that some of that could be used directly 
for transportation. 


Q So the 300,000 tons is in addition to that? 
ADMINISTRATION McPRERSON: In addition to -- 


Q The 300,000 is going to also go to Ethiopia, or 
where-have-you. Okay. So -- 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: There‘s two accounts -~ 
Q The value is $50 million plus the value of 300,000 


ADMINISTRATOR McPHERSON: That's exactly right. 


Q What is that walie when you add freight and 
everything elee? What are we telt sg about? 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPHED ~. “2 300,000 ton? It would 
eopenee but it probably would be 1s:  « couple hundred sillion 
dollars. 

Q A couple hundred swillion? 

ADMINSTRATOR MCPHERSON: Yes. 


Q Secretary Block, on the other kinds of food, any 
chance any area, surplus here will be -- can any of those products be 
given? 


oe 

















SECRETARY BLOCK: We have 416 Title in the law that gives 


Us the authority to give away dairy products to hungry and needy 
people and we have been doing that 
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and we will continue to do that on the basis of need and demand 
wherever it may be. And it does help to reduce our stocks, and we'll 
put that surplus to @ very good use. 


Q Are you sending any to Ethiopia? Can it be used -- 
SECRETARY BLOCK: I don't know if it's going to Ethiopia 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: We've delivered -- we're in the 
process of giving some silk to Ethiopia out of 416. 


SECRETARY BLOCK: -- okay. 


Q Secretary Block, at the same time that the President 
is appropriating this edditional aid to help the starving people in 
Africa, we're told that he also made a final decision with regard to 

you this poe on fara price supports to cut them in half. I want 
“y know first all your reaction. Can you live with that? More 
importantly, is this causing outrage among farazers? 


SECRETARY BLOCK: Well, let me say first of all I have 
been working with the White House on this fara program proposal for 
some weeks now. And the budget that was proposed has got more in it 
than the fara program portion of the budget or the commodity portion. 
And we're still looking at the Cetails of AK... but I as coy = auch 


committed to bringing government spending and mer ps 
deficit under control. And that's the President's desire; sae’ ay 
desire. 


And, I ~— also add, American agriculture will receive 
the greatest benefit in teras of a lift to the fare if we can 
indeed successfully attack the budget deficits which should help to 
bring interest rates down and improve the currency relationship to 
the United States and other countries. So, American Agriculture will 
be accepting, along with other tteents, « certain number of 
reductions -- some cases freezes in specific parts of the budget -- 
and that, I think, will be accepted by he industry. 


Q After looking -- 


Q Don't you fear a backlash from farmers with the fare 
price supports literally in half? I mean, you're <- 


MR. SIMS: Can we -- 

Q -- their representative. 
SECRETARY BLOCK: I don't think that -- 
MR. SIMS: -- not on the subject -- 


SECRETARY BLOCK: I don't think that thet evaluation on 
the numbers is necessarily exactly right. But over a period of tine, 
yes. I think they can be expected to be reduced as such as half. 
And that would be no new news because I've said before that we need 
to reduce the cost of government fare programs and return agriculture 
to 4 market-oriented system and be competitive in international 
trade. So, it'd be nothing new. 


Q But you don't feel that betrays any of the 
President's election year promises to the farmers to help them out? 
He went to so many fare states. 


SECRETARY BLOCK: Absolutely not. I have preached ayself 
ay Commiteent to market orientation for agriculture in this country. 
T*'ve said over and over egein thet we to be competitive in 
international trade. I've expressed on 4 constant basis desire to 
bring down the cost of all government programs, and Agrice ture, 
said, is willing to teke ite lumps along with the rest. And we're 
prepared to do that as we address a very serious deficit question in 
this country. 





Q Are you planning to appeal anything you were told 
this sorning in teres of cuts? 


SECRETARY BLOCK: I'am still reviewing the whole thing. 
MR. SIMS: Any other questions on food aid or -- 


Q Well, what sight that sean to wheat prices, sir? 
What sight this sean to wheat prices? 


SECRETARY OLOCK: It won't sean anything to wheat prices 
-- this decision today. We have -- 


Q Could you possibly say that into the mikes? I's 
sorry. 


SECRETARY BLOCK: All right. 

The President's decision to make these edditional grants 
to the needy countries will not have any iapect on wheat prices. We 
have abundant stocks of virtually all greins. Thank you. 

Q Secretary Block, I think there wes an inaccurecy, 
you know, in the figures that, you know, McPherson said and that 
ought to be cleared up. 

SECRETARY BLOCK: -- get Peter to tell you -- 

Q -- the $200 sillion for that, 300,000 is enor zh. 

Q That's $66 sillion for a -- 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: I was wrong. We need to 
correct that. 


SECRETARY BLOCK: I think it'd be gore like -- 
ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: Yes, it's about $75 sillion. 
Q "or the grein alone -~- 300,000 tons? 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: The grain is $50 million, and 
the fceight is about $25 million. 


Q Yes. 

¥ So, it's $75,000 for 300,000 -- 
ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: <-- $75 sillion. 

Q -- million for the 300 -- yes. 

Q Mt. McPherson, what is your understanding -- 
Q So, Can we say sccurately it's $125 sillion? 
ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: That's what we -~- 

Q For the totel, for the $50 sillion and -- 


ADMINISTRATOR MCTHERSON: I -- how would -—~ are you 
willing to put « value on the wheet? 


SECRETARY BLOCK: Well -- 
ADMINISTRATOR MCPRERSON: That's -- 


SECRETARY BLOCK: <-- you're pretty close to being right 
on that -- $125 sillion altogether. 
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SECRETARY BLOCK: Let's go with your figures. 
(Laughter .) 
TUE PRESS: fThenk you. 


-_—.- —*-. —-* a 
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PRESS BRIEFING 
BY 
LARRY SPEAKES, SENATOR ROBERT DOLE 
AND CONGRESSMAN ROBERT AH. MICHEL 
ON THE PRESIOENT'S MEETING WITH THE 
REPUBLICAN CONGRESSIONAL LEADERSHIP 


The Briefing Roor 


10:56 A.M. EST , 


MR. SPEAKES: The President met with the Repablican 
leaders of the Senate and the House today. 


The President told the leaders, “The le have sade it 
plain. Fircst, we sust ceduce the federal deficit. re is no 


alternative to spending controls. We sust not spend one nickel sore 
next year than we spent this year. 


"Second," he said, “we gust continue the economic growth, 
with no tax increase. And I underline, ‘no tax increase.’ If we 
work together,” he told the leaders, “it can be done. I am willing 
to lead,” the President said, “I am willing to lead the charge and to 
go to the people. We face a time of critical choice. It is 4 soment 
in history when we say, ‘If not us, who? If not now, when?'* 


The meeting lasted 90 minutes. OMB Director Stocksan 
took an hour to review the working paper, which was 20 long. 
It was an overview of the preliminary Gecisions the President has 


made with his Budget Working Group. And then there was discussion by 
the leadership. 


We have with us Senator Dole, the Senate Republican 
leader, and Congressman Michel, the House Republican leader, who will 
review the discussion. 


Q Do you think somebody could get that statement? 
Q Senator Dole -- 
SENATOR DOLE: Yes. 


Q He's willing to lead tae charge; but he's not up for 
reelection anyaore. 


SENATOR DOLE: Well -- 
Q Senator Dole, can you sell it? 
Q That's easy enough for hia to say. 


Q Can you sell it without a decision on defense, and 
with no tax increase? 


SENATOR DOLE: Well, I think the indication was that, 
obviously, we're going to address defense. Secretary Weinberger's 
not in the country now, I think is the reason we didn't get into 
thet. Sut it's @ challenge. And I think it's also an ctunity 
for many of us to fulfill <r speeches with some action around 
the Congress. So, » 1 think it's -- Bot in every case, obviously, 
there say be sone channte, modifications. Sut it's still in that -- 
still in the stage of preparing it. Wothing’s in cement, and we'll 
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still have input throughout next week. 

Q But do you ectwally think that these -- 

Q ~~ Go you think -- 

Q ~~ from what you've seen of the kinds of domestic 
cuts that you were briefed on, is thie the tind of plan thet Congress 
will go along with, or has the President and Stocksan picked out «a 


lot of those sacred cows and things thet Congress has refused to cut 
for four years? 


SENATOR DOLE: Well, obwiowsly, Congress probably 
wouldn't go along with everything; but there be other ideas and I 
haven't -~- we haven't discussed it with each other; but -- 


Q Well, what's your overall assessment of these kinds 
of cuts, though? Are they -- 


SENATOR DOLE: My overall asesessaent is it's a very good 
stact and that we have an obligation, too. I think one yy & 
meaber of Congress who was cunning for reelection was talking t 
Geficitse and cutting spending, freezing -- and these are freese plus. he 
There are some terginations. There are some modifications. But, you o 
know, I think everybody in the room was upbeat about the general ‘4 
effort. 
Senator, do you think -- 
Mr. Michel. Can we hear -- 
~~ this can be done -- 
~~ Mr. Michel's assessment? 
Do you think this can be done -- 
Well, can we have -- 
-- without a taz increase -- 


“rt. -- 


5 @ & @ 4a 4, a ee 


~~ Senator Dole? 
SENATOR DOLE: Well, yes. 
Q Mr. Michel — 


Q You 460? Wait one second. You 60 think this could 
' one without 4 tax increase? 


SENATOR DOLE: My view is that we don't talk about tax 
changes because if you start that, somebody's going to start dropping 
all the spending items. Let's get the spending iteas done, see re 
we are, and then we'll go back to the last resort, resort. 


Q But you have said in the past that you think we're 
going to need a tax increase. Have you changed your sind, or where 
are you on thet? 

Q What about Jerry Ford*s one year -- 

Q Excuse me. 

Q -- increase? 

SENATOR DOLE: I haven't changed ay sind. I've just 
suggested that the President is going to give us & program that I 
think we can -- we have an opportunity of getting to pars. 
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Q Mr. Michel — 
What about the Ford -- 
Q ~~ Mr. Michel's -- 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, let me just say that I think 
in @ generic sense the freeze concept, you know, generally sets well 
with the American people, and -- However, when you get to tre 
individual specifics, you tnow, my Adam's apple was gurgitated and I 
hed to swallow it again -- (laughter) -- on a few of these items. 

But I think when you spread that around in on even sort of way, I 
think it'll take some time until that takes hold. And we're going to 
make our best effort to doing that -- 


Q What is the toughest to swallow? 
CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Excuse me? 
Q What's the hardest part to swallow? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, I don't know that I want to 
set out any specific one because you've got a whole array of then, 
and somebody else's cup of tea is another's poison. And so -- But 
when you average it all out, and I think that's one of the things 
we're going to have to sell owe individual members, each one of us 
then, aftec you average it owt, has taken his kind of hurt. But 
collectively -- 


Q Senator Dole. 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: -- it gets you to a point where you 
want to be owt there without a tax increase. And if there was any 
mandate, T'1ll tell you, owt there with the American people on that 
one issue between Mondale and the President -- And so we'll have to 
give it owr best shot. 


Q == gets you ~~ 


Q Well, what about asking federal employees to take « 
five percent pay cut? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Excuse we? 


Q What about asking federal employees to take a five 
percent pay cut, is that fair? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: I understand that -- there's some 
imagery connected with that at the top, because I would sssume we get 
to that area thet seans 411 of us at the top. Now, how sany tises 
have we heard owt there from constituents, “Well, you fellows, you 
know, if you'd just take the lead out there and show some dent of 
effort on your own part, maybe the rest of us would fall in line. 


SENATOR DOLE: In fact, I'd suggest that probably -- at 
least we discussed it yesterday on our side -~- that seabers of 
Cong:oss would take a 10 percent cut, and those in high places. 


And, of course, the alternative is is losing » oe 
mean, it's going to be one of the other. We're either go " to try 
to do it with pay restraint, or I assume they'll be -- the federal 
work force will be sade smaller. 


Q So we Can ageume that you lite -- that you will go 
for the five percent cut -- 
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SENATOR DOLE: We're going to try to go for all of it. If 


geen, |T tept hearing somebody next to me last night -- kept saying 
*amtrack* in her sleep, but you know -- (Laughter .) 


Q Can I get this straight -- you're going to go for 
all the cuts the President has proposed? Is that correct? 


SENATOR DOLE: Well, we're not there yet, I mean -- 
Q You said you were going to go for all of thes -- 


SENATOR DOLE: When we get down to the final package -- 
this is the interim package. 


Q Senator, is this going to be a sore difficult 
package to sell to Congress than the ‘81 budget cuts? 


SEWATOR DOLE: Well, it probably -- again, if we match 
our campaign rhetoric with the package it would be very easy, but I's 
afraid some may forget what they've said when they were running for 
reelection. 


Q Why -- is this @ more middle class package than the 
‘81 package? 


SENATOR DOLE: Well, this is going co hit eweryone. And 


you know, I's from the farm area, and there is « big, bia vet in fare 
subsidies -- 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Yes -- and the -- 

SENATOR DOLE: -- and it's up and down the line. It's 
directed, at least the propesal, is to help the small farmer and the 
bigger farmer is not in the program. He's going to receive no direct 


benefit. 

Q What will happen -- 

CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: And at that time -- at that tise 
there was much sore fat from which you could sake a ceduction than 
now after having pared Gown that 13, 14, 15 percent growth, down to 
something less than half of that. Unfortunately, howewer, in ‘85, 
when you look at some of those figures and add-on's from the Congress 
~~ we're back up to aboat 13 percent growth -- so -- 

Q What will have to be done with Defense. 

SENATOR DOLE: Considerable. 

Q I mean, is $8 billion enough, Senator? 

SENATOR DOLE: Well, again -- you mvan in defense? 

Q Yes. 

SENATOR DOLE: | don't know whether that's been even 
suggested, but there is a difference between the $34 billion and the 
$42 bililon that they hope to reach, so -- 


Q What about in the out years? ten't that where it 
really becomes -- 


SENATOR DOLE: tT think that's true in gost cases -- 

Q Would you like to see a freese in defense spending? 

SENATOR DOLE: Well, egain, we haven't discussed defense, 
so ' guess what -- sost of us, in fact, a number spoke up — 
want to see that addressed. We're not going to run off with this 
pectage without defense in it, and obviously that's not the intent of 
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the President. It just happens that the Secretary of Defense is not 
available right now. 


Q Is it clear to you, then, that the President is 
going to agree to some defense cuts? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, I'm inclined to think he's 
certainly gotten a message from people he relies on pretty heavily in 
the Congress that, unless there is some give there, it's kind of 
unrealistic to expect that you can do the other things. And so, for 
the moment, I think that's the way we'd prefer to leave it, and 
particularly, as Bob says, with -- 


The reason we ask is because we have not been able 
to really ascertain, in this press room, how the President feels 
about any defense cuts. 


And we just wondered, did you have any kind of expression 
from him that would give you an idea? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: That would really be conjecture on 
our part, because for this morning, that was not the topic of 
conversation. 


Q What about the Dominici plan to include Social 
Security? Did that come up? And what do you all think of that? 


SENATOR DOLE: Are you talking about COLA's? 
Q Yes. 


SENATOR DOLE: Well, that's a rather big item at $7 
billion, and $10 billion, and $10 billion. But again, the President 
reiterated what he'd said in the campaign before about benefits. But 
I'd be -- so that's sort of where we left it. I mean, I think there 
is a general feeling that, at least we ought to take a look at that, 
to see whether there is any bipartisan support on the Hill. But the 
President hasn't suggested that at all. 


Q Would the Hill cut -- would Congress get out front 
on that, and then perhaps he would go along with it? I mean, what is 
your sense of -- 


SENATOR DOLE: No, I'm not suggesting that. I'm just 
saying that I think if -- it has been looked at in Congress before. 
In fact, there are Democrats and Republicans who suggested it last 
year -- but this is sort of an emergency measure. And I think we 
have to treat it that way. Obviously, every group's going to jump 
and scream and kick when they see their little item in the list. 


Q Well, do you agree that the list -- 
Q -- Social Security ought to be -- 

Q Let me finish. 
Q 


Do you agree that Social Security ought to -- excuse 
me -- do you agree that Social Security ought to be included -~- 


Q Now, girls -- 

Q Ladies. 

SENATOR DOLE: Well, I don't have any -- my view is that 
-- it's my view that basic benefits are protected, COLA's or 
something else -- and maybe we ought to take a look at COLA's. 

Q Senator, do you think this can move through in one 
-- one piece of legislation? One measure? As some think -- the 
Democrats are saying, “No, we want to piecemeal it through,” -- or, 
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how do you think it will go? 


SENATOR DOLE: I just haven't focused on it. I'd like to 
have one vote, but obviously -- a voice vote if we could work it out. 
(Laughter .) 


Q Do either of you agree with Senator Goldwater that 
the MX should be scrapped? > 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, I was rather shocked to, ! 
guess, read that this morning. But that didn*t come up at all today, 
and frankly, I would -- it would be ay intention to be brushing by a 
few other members to see what their reaction was on that, because, 
for me -- we were talking about the posribility, obviously, that with 
additional seats in the house, and that being a very narrow vote the 
last time around, whether that was the key as to whether or not, you 
know, it flew or did not fly. 


When you have one with the credentials of Barry Goldwater 
making a public statement like that, it forces a guy -- a leader -- 
counting noses to go -- “Hey, did that make any points with you?* 
or, “Does it affect you one way or another?" I'd have to make an 
assessment. 


Q Senator Dole, how do you feel? 

Q -- are you talking about federal salaries -- 

Q Let me -- let me ask Senator Dole to respond -- 

SENATOR DOLE: I heard Senator Goldwater express that 
yesterday. I'm not certain I share that view; but, again, he'll be 
Chairman of the Armed Services Committee. It seemed to me that that 


might not -- he's talking about -- our first action comes -- when -- 
next March? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Yes, March. 

SENATOR DOLE: I think that's a matter that the 
administration probably will discuss with Senator Goldwater. 
(Laughter .) 


Q You're not certain you share the view? Which means 
what? 





SENATOR DOLE: Means I have have a different view. 
Q You don't agree with Senator Goldwater -- 
SENATOR DOLE: I don't agree. 

Q All cight. 


Q Can you two really sum up how you feel about this 
budget -- I mean, I'm a little confused. The budget cuts the 
President has proposed -- are you going to go for then? 


SENATOR DOLE: Well, I think ay view is, until we get the 
final package, then -- yes, when we have the final package, and we've 
had our input, and the President says, “Go,” then we've got to go. 


Now, there may be some changes along the way, but -- 
Q What's your view -- 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, in my judgment we've t to 
give encouragement to that process, because it's our obligation, our 
responsibility. We can't sit on our haunches and expect something 

to happen. It doesn't happen that way, and some of us have to 
take the point and the heat, and we're prepared to -- some of us -- 
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are prepared to do that. 


Q Senator, you say considerable things need to be done 
to the defense budget. What do you sean? 


SENATOR DOLE: Alot. You know, and I think we've got 
to find some real soney. 


Q How such? 


SENATOR DOLE: Well, I haven't got any numbers; I'11 
leave that up to the experts. But -- rather substantial -- 


Q More than $8 billion? 


SENATOR DOLE: Well, you're not going to get much sore 
than that the first year. tf think it's the out years where you pick 
up -—<— 


Q Senator Dole -- 


This past weekend you were talking about -- if 
you're going to get $10 billion, $20 billion, $30 billion, $40 
Siilion Gollars out of the defense budget, *re going to have to 

talk about some major programs -- do you still feel that way? 


SENATOR DOLE: I don’t think I mentioned that. I said 
$30 billion, $40 billion, of $50 billion dollars -- that's a lot of 
stretch in there. 


Q Do you disagree with Goldwater on freezing the 
defense budget? 


SEWATOR DOLE: Well, it's a little more difficult to 
freeze a defense budget. And, as you'd find -- if you've all looked 
at this list of things -- saybe ss surely all have this -- you 

Se in : take just the plain -- sort of the push-button freeze, that's only 
about 17 percent of the savings. You've got to reform, terminate, 
modify a lot of programs; and you'd have to do the same on the 
defense side. 





MR. SPEAKES: Let's take Andrea for the last question. 


Q Tf the President doesn't make a commitment to cut 
Gefense oy that kind of money over the next three years, will you all 
take the leadership and do it for hia? 





CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: I didn't hear the first part of the 
question. 


Q If the President doesn't reach the decision -- 
CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Yes <= 


-- to cut defense -- not necessarily in this first 


Q 
yeac, but the long tera -- by $20 billion or $30 billion more in 
years two and three -- 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, without mentioning a 
pet moey figure, I think the Congress has demonstrated within the 
ast year, particularly, that we hed our own ideas and feelings about 
authorization levels in some areas and appropriation levels in some, 
and made those adjustments to the degree that that earlier talked 
about 18 of 19 percent came down to 13 percent, down to 7 percent, to 
roughly 5 percent. So -- 


Q The anewer is -- 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: <-- I think that demonstrates that 
there is some capacity on the part of the Congress to make its wishes 
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known in no uncertain terms. It really does reflect itself 
eventually, and ultimately, in Gollars and cents. 


SENATOR DOLE: And I think the important thing -- 
whatever comes should be a credible effort. We're not playing the 
game of -- come in high, and we'll go down low. Our view that -- 
this is it. This is a credible package, and hopefully we'll all be 
able to sign off on it and not start playing a Congressional game 
with the White House. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 11:10 A.M. PST 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 


SECRETARY SHULTZ TRIP TO LONDON, BRUSSELS, BONN 
THURSDAY, DECEMBER 6, 1984, 11:10 A. M. 





MR. JOE REAP: Good morning. This is a 
ey aoe briefing on the upcoming North Atlantic Council 
meeting. 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I'll go 
through as this rapidly as I can, and then try to answer 
any of your questions. This is a normal sort of 
run-through that we do prior to these NATO Ministerials. 


Sandwiching the Ministerial meeting in 
Brussels are visits to London and Bonn. It will begin in 
London with a meeting with Foreign Minister Howe, Tuesday, 
December 11. The meeting will take place outside of 
London at a country estate, with the emphasis on informal 
discussions on East-West relations and arms control as 
well as bilateral questions. Obviously, the upcoming 
talks in Geneva will be a prime issue on the Secretary's, 
and I would assume the Foreign Secretary's agendas. 


From Britain the Secretary will travel on 
December 12 to Brussels, where he will have bilateral 
talks with the leaders of the Belgian Government, 
including Prime Minister Martens. Again, East-West 
relations and arms control will be key questions on their 
agenda. There has been, as you know, some heightened 
attention to the question of INF deployment, preparations 
for deployment in Belgium, and I'm sure that question will 
be addressed in the Martens-Shultz meeting on the 12th. 


On the evening of the 12th the Secretary will 
kick off his participation in the NATO Ministerial with 
the traditional quadriparctite foreign ministers’ dinner. 
That's with the German, French and British Foreign 
Ministers, and this meeting is principally a review of the 
situation in Bgrlin. For those of you who have followed 
events in Berlin recently, there is a longer list of 
topics to take up than is normally the case concerning 
Berlin, and, of course, the broader inter-German 


relationship. 














During the NATO Ministerial itself, in 
addition to the large meetings -- so-called 
super-restricted sessions that take place which allow a 
multilateral exchange -- the Secretary will have several 
bilateral meetings, including with Secretary General 
Carrington and the Dutcn, Spanish, Turkish, German, Greek, 
Portuguese, Italian and Canadian Foreign Ministers. In 
the larger NATO meetings, again, this Ministerial provides 
an unusually good opportunity to consult on U.S. 
preparations for the Geneva talks and to listen to allied 
views on East-West relations and arms control. 


In addition to that subject, there will be a 
military briefing for Foreign Ministers on the military 
balance in Europe, and I expect some discussion of 
decisions taken this week by the Defense Ministers on the 
importance of upgrading NATO conventional defenses. So 
while the Geneva talks on arms control will be primary 
subjects, NATO conventional defenses will also, I think, 
receive attention by the Foreign Ministers. 


Immediately following the NATO Ministerial 
meeting on Friday afternoon, December 14, the Secretary 
will participate in another traditional meeting, or what 
is really becoming a traditional meeting, and that is a 
Ministerial meeting with the members of the European 
Community Commission. In addition to the Secretary, 
Secretaries Baldridge and Block, and Special Trade 
Representative Brock, as well as Deputy Secretary of the 
Treasury McNamara will participate in the meetings with 
the Commission. The Secretary will have a separate 
meeting with the President of the Commission, Gaston 
Thorne. 


These are regular high-level consultations 
between the United States and the Community, which are 
important for managing the commercial relationship. As 
you know, the European Community is going through an 
enlargement process -- the admission of Portugal and 
Spain, which raises important trade questions for the 
United States -- so this will be, I think, a key question 
on the agenda as well as combatting protectionism. 


Following that session on Friday afternoon and 
in the evening, the Secretary of State will fly to the 
Federal Republic of Germany on Saturday, December 15, 
where he will meet with Chancellor Kohl at Kohl's home in 
Ludwigshafen. That will continue the discussions that 
were held here last week with the Chancellor, and again I 














expect amongst other issues that the Geneva talks will 
receive a lot of attention. 


With that, I‘ll try to answer any questions 
you might have on the Secretary's visit to Europe. 


Q How explicit do you anticipate you will 
be able to be with the allies in terms of defining what 
your Geneva positions are going to be? Are you going to 
try to lay it out in detail, or are you going to keep it 
very general so it doesn't end up on the front pages? 


a Let me just say that we have been very 
successful, I think, in our consultative processes with 
the allies, as I think can be demonstrated by the INF 
experience during 1983. Nearly every important arms 
control initiative that we have taken has been taken not 
only with the knowledge but also the views and 
recommendations of our key allies, and I expect that to 
continue. 


I can't ceally say how explicit we can be at 
this particular meeting. It will depend on decisions that 
may or may not be taken, but, as the consultative process 
continues beyond this meeting, we certainly want to inform 
our allies of what decisions the President has taken and 
also listen to their views. 


Following this NATO Ministerial, for example, 
there will be a meeting, I think on December 20, of the 
NATO Special Consultative Group which focuses on INF and 
acms control. As you know, Mrs. Thatcher will be here on 
December 22, and that will be opportunity to consult, as 
well as the visit on January 2 of Japanese Prime Minister 
Nakasone. 


Q Will you at this point have a 
government-wide Administration position on arms control? 


A I think it's fair to say that process is 
-- that such a position is in the process of being 
formed. At the various meetings that are under way, 
discussions are being held that are designed to produce 
that. 


Q Can you say at this point whether there 
will be consultation with the Allies, either -- well, 
probably not before, but right after the Geneva meetings, 
in terms of either Shultz himself or someone from the 
party returning, or will you be scheduling that? 

















A I would simply say it's looking a little 
fac ahead, Ralph, but I will say that I can't remember an 
important high-level U.S.-Soviet exchange which hasn't 


then led to a debriefing to our key allies. I'm quite 
confident that will be the case following the meetings in 


Geneva on the 7th and 8th. 
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Q Is there anything else you can us that 
you would be telling the allies perhaps about the 
scheduling of the Geneva sessions? In other words, the 
7th and 6th are Gromyko and Shultz. Will there be other 
things around that, perhaps with allies present in Geneva, 
or -- 


A Well, I think I've listed some of the -- 


Q Well, aside from the ones that are 
visiting here. 


A Well, I just can't say at this stage. 
I'm not really able to say. 


Q Since some of the key players of World 
Wat II will be at the Brussels meeting, do you expect the 
— suggestion of commemorating VE-Day will be explored 
there? 


A Well, I have to first of all say I have 
never heard that expression *key players* used in the 
context of a war -- 


Q Well -- 

A -- but -- 

Q -- wat is just a game, as Nelson said. ' 
A I guess so. But I'm quite sure that 


there will be discussions of VE-Day and commemorating 
VE-Day -- just as there were during the visit by the 
Chancellor, I think both in NATO Ministerial and in the 


Secretary's discussions with the British Foreign 
Secretary, as well as the Chancellor in Ludwigshafen. 


Q Does -- sorry. 


Q Arce we going into the military balance 
briefing with the os tees outline for improvement of the 
NATO conventional defenses? 


7 Well, that process is really already 


under way within the defense ministers’ committees -- the 
military committees -- 


Q Do we have anything to add to it at this 
point? 


M 
e 





A -- and when I say a “military briefing,* 
this is not a U.S. military briefing. This will be a NATO 
military briefing provided by the international staff of 
the Alliance. And, boy, I'm glad that I've asked you that 
question! 





This is not a U.S. undertaking or a U.S. 
initiative. What we see is I think a common desire on 
both sides of the Atlantic to enhance conventional 
capabilities, to raise the nuclear threshold. And while 
this is principally a defense undertaking, we think it's 
important though that the political aspects of this issue 
be addresse’ in the foreign ministers’ meeting. 


Q How does the enlargement of the EEC 
affect trade, the U.S. trade interests -- 


Q -- and, second, what will be the main 
issues of the talk -- the meeting -- between Secretary 
Shultz and Moran Lopez, Prime Minister? 


A Well, we have trade agreements with both 
Spain and Portugal, which can be directly or indirectly 
influenced by decisions taken by the Community, and Spain 
of course will, about the pricing of theic products, if 
and when those countries enter the Community. 


A Well -- 
: 
: 





So I would just put -- I will just say just 


very generally -- while we support the enlargement 
process, we don't necessarily want to pay for it. 


So this is something that we need to discuss 
not only with the Spaniards and the Portuguese but with 
the Commission itself. 





But there are a range of issues that wili 
cleatly come up in the talks with the Commission: 
obviously, the fact that the Secretary of Agriculture is 
there when there's an agricultural question, and the 
concerns that ye have had over a possible protectionist 
action taken by the Europeans on American agriculture; 
imports; the general question of protectionism -- more 
specifically, the problem which has emerged more cecently 
on steel, on European imports here. 


So those are all questions -- and in some 
ways, as you know, are faicly sensitive ones -- but this 
is a good opportunity to diffuse these problems. I would 











say that this is one of those unsung successes really of 
the U.S.-European relationship over the last two or three 
years in that we we have really avoided, at a time when 
protectionist pressures were very intense, any serious 
trade wars between the United States and Europe. And I 
think it's in part because of these discussions which 
we've annually held which have led to follow-on 
Giscussions and mechanisms for resolving these disputes. 


Q You said -- I'm sorry, I had another 
question but a follow-up on the trade question -- you said 
that the 0.S. doesn't want to pay for the announcement of 
the BEC. Does that mean that the U.S. would have to 
renegotiate its trade agreements with Spain and Portugal 
or renegotiate the EEC agreements? 


A No. It would be --as I understand it, 
we would have to examine whether we would have to 
renegotiate agreements with Spain and Portugal. 


Q And Secretary Shultz and Moran, Spanish 
Prime Minister -- what would be the main issue; I guess 
NATO -- and what would be the main point by the Secretary? 


A Well, I think the main point there would 
be what it's been for some time -- which is that we think 
that Spain should remain a member of the Alliance -- and 
we think our view: while this is a decision the Spanish 
Government, the Spanish people, have to take, our view is 
that a fully integrated Spanish membership in the Alliance 
would be preferable to the current situation. 


Do you have anything that you would say on the 


role of Greece in NATO? Do we expect them to be a problem 
at all as we get prepared for the Geneva discussions? 


a No. I don't expect they will be a 
problen. 


Q The fact that they've taken exceptions 
in the past on the communiques -- does that continue to be 
a sort of a problem for us as we approach this meeting? 


A I don't pay much attention to Greek 
reservations. 
Q Is Shultz going to have a bilateral with 


them? 








A He is meeting the Greek Foreign Minister. 


Q You've mentioned the unusual agenda on 
the Berlin dinner this year. Can you be more specific on 
what some of this is? 


A Well, there's been a lot of activity in 
the inter-German relationship. Of course, the whole 
question of, say, for example, the cancellation of the 
Honecker -- this gives the German Poreign Minister an 
opportunity to brief the three occupying powers in Berlin 
on German thinking, West German thinking on the 
inter-German relationship. 


It also gives the occupying powers an 
opportunity to talk with the West Germans on developments 
in Berlin -- there have been some problems which have been 
reported in the press, for instance -- and Berlin air 
reservations on -- 


Q Is that possible? 


A -- aic corridors. And this is something 
that I know the ministers will want to discuss. 





Q Hasn't that been solved, by the way? I 

mean -- 
A No. ' 
Q -- there were no <-- oh. 


Q How much do you expect to get into an 
itemized discussion of future military programs, 
conventional weaponry, that the U.S. would like to see in 
Europe? 


A Not in a foreign ministers’ meeting. 
This is ceally more of a bailiwick for the defense 
ministers. But it is important though that the foreign 
ministers do address the broad question of NATO defense 


policy in Burope. 


Q Will Ambassador Nitze be along on this 
trip at all? 


a I'm not suce. I think you should check 
with the Press Office. I believe he will be, but you 
really should -- the Press Office should have something on 
that. 























Q Do you expect much discussion in 
Brussels about Soviet compliance with existing arms 
control accords -- and, specifically, the question of 
SSX-25 -- raised? 


A Well, I can’t say. We will be prepared 
to address the compliance question. It is a serious 
probles. 


Q Will we have any discussions with the 
Dutch on theic deployment decision? 

A Well, there will be -- 

Q Will this be an issue? 

Ly ~~ there will be, I think, a bilateral 


meeting with Poreign Minister van den Broek; and I'm quite 
sure that the INF issue will come up in that meeting. 


Q Do you expect to hear from any of the 
other participants at NATO any kind of advance word on 
Soviet positions in Geneva? Have any of them been in 
Moscow lately or received messages that you would expect 
to hear about at this NATO session? 


A No, I can't think of any recent visits. 
Mc. Gorbachev is going to be in London for a week prior to 
Mrs. Thatcher's visit here. But, no, I couldn't say 
whether or not any of the other allies will have more 
insight into what the Soviets will bring to Geneva than we 
would. 


Q How is the U.S. viewing the Belgium 
decision not to make a decision for awhile on the missile? 


h Well, we just -- we would expect that 
the Belgians continue to adhere to the December ‘79 
decision, and we would expect that they deploy on schedule. 
Q — Thanks. 
a O.K.? 


(BACKGROUND briefing concluded at 11:28 a.m.) 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
O3 SOUTH AFRICAN AFFAIRS 


December 7, 1984 


The Briefing Roos 
12:07 P.m. EST 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I g<uess, if we're 
all seated, I'd like to give a bit of a readout on the meetings that 
have taken place this sorning with 3ishop Tutu of South Africa. 


The ry bad about a balf an hour of discussion in the 
Oval Office with the President, Vice President, Secre of State, 
and others present. And then the seeting continued in Vice 
President's office for, ob, I'd say, approximately another hour, 
after which he, the Bishop, sade some remarks to the press which 
you've all, I assume, heard. 


The President also took « few questions in the press 
conference on the subject of his seeting this sorning, so I won't 


eens that ground. t I think the President and 3 Tutu both 
felt thet the seet was useful. It was described, I think, by both 
as a good meeting. re was a good chance froa the seeting to sake 


each other aware of assumptions and to exchange assessnents. 


The President emphasized, as I believe he €id with -- in 
bis press conference, that we beliewe that our policy is having 
results, that we're on the right course. From our stanépoint, we 
would add that we think it is, therefore, the right policy. 


The Presic¢ent indicated interest in the ideas that the 
Bishop put forward and some of the os that he sade in his own 
remarks about things that. he would like to see established as targets 
for accomplishment are, of course, things, as the President said, 
which we are already doing through one channel or another. 


The President emphasized at considerable length the 
importance of our being there rather than walking away and being 
absent, not being @ player in the scene in Southern Africa. te 
emphasized, a6 well, the key laportance of private diplomacy or quiet 
¢iplomacy as a means of getting things done and the inherent dilenmas 
that that creates when ppegse ask, as they have every cight to do, 
for examples of what is being achieved. 





I think if there was one sost striking iapression that 
both the President and the Vice President, in their seetings, would 
take from these ~~ it would be the int about perceptions 
ané communication. as the President Clear to me in 
discussions over here earlier this week, and to others, we have «a 
strong policy: we ere proud of that policy, we want it to be 
understood, and we are determined to sake it understood. 





That applies not only, of course, here, but, sore 
inportantly perhaps, in South Afcice, amongst various sudiences 
there. So we will be looking at weys to sake it clear what it is we 
save deen doing, what it is we have been accomplishing, and what 
assua tions we're operating on. 


-" Sel., way Con’t you Start cight sow? 


~ res. 
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Q What accomplishments have you made and exactly what 
are you doing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll get to the 


questions in just a second. I want to make certain I give you a full 
sense of the meeting. 


I think the President stressed in his discussions, as did 
the Vice President, how strongly we feel not only about the systes 
that we're talking about -- a system based on legally entrenched 
racism -- but how strongly we feel about things that take place, 
including repressive moves that we've seen in recent weeks and 
months, including the effects that policies can have on family life, 
such things as forced removals which we have spoken out on many times 
and will, of course, continue to do so. 


: Q Where do you speak out on those? I must have sissed 
t. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'11 now go to 
questions. Do you want to be the first question? 


Q Well, I'd love to hear what you have said and what 


you have to say specifically about the forced removals. I've never 
heard you say anything. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, of course, we're 
dealing here with a press corps which is not at the regular briefings 
that ace given in the State Department necessarily. Sut I would 
venture to say that there is no government in the world that has 
spoken out azore frequently on some of these kinds of events that 
concern us than our own. And those statezents, of course, are 
carried not only here in our noon briefings, they're carried through 


our information services overseas, they're carried by our embassies 
overseas. 





eae We are cited on many occasions by white and black South 
Africans alike as being the first to speak out on forced removals, 


which I think anyone would agree are an unacceptable approach to 
resolving probleas. 


Q Well, what do you say? What is it that we say? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We say that we cannot 
condone and we deplore the forced removals of settled black 
communities of part of a doctrine of, in effect, denationalizing 
South African citizens. We reject the homelands policy, and have 
made that known at all levels, privately and sublicly. 





Q De you have -- 


2 The thing that's a little confusing is that you're 
talking about how strongly and forcefully we've talked out, using 
words like “not condone” and “deplore.* Then the President comes in 
here and proazotes -- and talks about how isportant it is to have 
quiet diplomacy. That's a little confusing. I wonder if we could 
just maybe fumble it and say what comes out the other end in teras of 


accomplishment; what, in fact, has our policy, whatever exactly it 
is, accomplished? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'll be glad to 
get to that, and, in fact, the question came up the other day and we 
know that people are interested in the answer to it. So I*ll be 
happy to get to it. 


But let se just say at the outset that, as the President 
indicated, there is an inherent dilemma when you are conducting a 
policy that is based essentially on guiet diplomacy. If we were to 
take every occasion that comes up, every evant that occurs, and issue 
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a litany of rhetorical statements, we would be eroding our diplomatic 
capital. So we do, in fact, prefer, and as a matter of preference, 
to use the diplomatic channel. 


But we also recognize that people gust understand in a 
general sense what it is we're doing, what we stand for, what we 
stand against. And so we obviously have to sake choices on a regular 
basis as to when we speak out and when we don't. Sut when it comes 
to the kinds of 
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things that have been cited in previous questions, such as forced 
temovals, such as the detentions of labor leaders, such as the 
killings of blacks in disturbances and so forth, we have been as 
clear as anyone could ask us to be. 


Yes, sic -- you had your hand up. 
Q Well, what about his question? 
Q Bow about the accomplishments? 


Q -- the accomplishments -- you say you'd be glad to 
get to his, to the accomplishszents? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, let se do that in 
a fuller sense, then, right now. The President has cited, in his 
answer to stions, too, that we considered to be extremely important. 
In fact, if one wants to look at the origins of constructive 
engagement as a policy, it is the investzent + of U.S. 
private firms in theic overwhelaing sajority in South Africa. 


Q Wasn't that goal before this administration, Mr. 
Secretary? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, it was. And we 
have pursued it, and we have urged a ané beer that fires 
adhere to the Sullivan eit use we believe that those 
principles represent, if you will, a beacon, a high standard, that 
all can follow and #11 should follow. Those inciples have 
accom>-ished a great deal. As the President indicated, they add up 
to a very substantial amount of soney for broad goals of black 
advancezent in the work place and outside the work place in terms of 
housing, in terms of education, sedical benefits and so forth. 


But equally, if not sore ctant, has been the example 
that is set thereby for the many other foreign firms, and for South 
Afcican firms themselves. The 0.8. standard of corporate citizenship 
in South Africa is the class of the field. And we are proud of those 
who have adhered to those principles and have implemented those 
principles. 


The President also indicated that we have government 
programs. And this, again, is a matter of public record. Anyone 
who's followed testimony in Congress would aware of the fact that 
we've had government programs which this administration started and 
sas expanded very considerably to promote black education, to promote 
the training of labor union leaders, to promote a wide range of human 
rights programs and activities -- these go back, starting in 1980 and 
ap to the present time -- to promote management training and a series 
of things of that kind. 


We have, with the support of Congress -- I would say the 
bipactisan support of Congress -- pushed those programs. They have a 
solid base. We would like to see them expand further. 


Let me go on from that. We have seen, during the past 
few years -- and I think it would be a sistake for us to sit here and 
clait primary oc exclusive credit -- but we have seen the 
developnent, the taking coot of a labor movement in South Africa 
which is one of the most dramatic examples of a process of change 
which, in our view, is indisputably taking place in South Africa. 


This movement today ‘as sany, many times more workers. 
There are many, @any sore unions. They are negotiating, in the 
interest of their labor force. They are achieving benefits for their 
tetbers. And that process, we hope, will continue and take root. 
It's in the interest of all concerned that there be a more stable and 
tore organized pattern of Labor relations, and that these «<inds of 
inetltstions Save a chance to fourish as a Suiiding blocs of change 
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ané a building block of democratic change in South Africa. 


We have seen a substantial reduction in the number of 
banned South Africans during the past few years. The nusber today 
being down somewhere around 11 or 12, coming down from several 
hundceé where it was before. There's also been an increase in the 
number of detentions which is a negative, and we are not complacent 
about it. We would like to see the number of detained people, of 
course, reduced. There has been an important emt in black 
urban cesidency cights; rights to have a settled family situation in 
the area where you weork; to be able to live with your family; and to 
retain urban residency rights. This is not an area in which we are 


complacent either, but we think there clearly have been advances in 
that area. 


We believe that our efforts to make clear what we feel 
‘ about forced removals have had effects. And we would note, just for 
example, recent decisions taken and announced by the South African 
government to change the policy concerning urbanization for black 
Africans in the Western Cape area of South Africa. 


We have cited, and will continue to cite, the lisited, 
but nonetheless significant, constitutional change that has taken 
place in the last year. We fully agree with the critics who point 
out that it does not address the sain issue, which is the political 
tights of the black African majority. But what this change has done 
is to remove from the history books the era in which whites have a 
monopoly of political power, and that's -- 


Q May I ask -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- that's a point of 
fundamental rtance. So -- if I could finish -- I've been asked 
for the accomplishments. I'm not going to stop until I've finished. 


We have seen, I think, most important of all, and this is 
a point which naturally causes, I think, a yee! of 
interpretations. We have seen a fundamental realignment in the white 
politics of South Africa, which has produced, if you will, a 
coalition that was backed & two-to-one vote of the white 
ileal electorate behind the principle of reform -- not with a clear 
dluepriat down the road -- but the principle of refora. 


That is something new. It is something which we feel we 
have helped to encourage, Sut which is naturally something which 
comes from within South Africa itself, as will the bulk of the other 
pressure for change. 


T'll stop there. I could go on, Sut you had your hand in 
the air. 


Q Given all that's been saic, is this administration 
saying that Biship Tutu is inaccurate when he says that during the 


pas: four years conditions for South African's black majority has 
eorsened? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We con't see it that 
way. What we would say is that, while the situation is, remains one 
of great concern, and in which there is an enormous amount to be 
concerned about -- that to say the situation is either stagnant or 


retrogressive is not an analysis we woulé share of the South African 
situation. 





Q But he lives there -- are we not getting our messaze 
across? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think if one talks ts 
South Africans across the spectrun, one would find that the subdjec: 
“Whither, South Africa?” is one that is grcbasiy the sos: ardent 
sus‘ect of debate in the entire countr,. Ané = ¢on*t presume to try 
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to cesolve that debate here this sorning. 
C Do you -- are you saying -~ 


Q Would it be unreasonable to e t -- could you see 
any circumstances under which the President travel to South 
Afcica to draw first-hand conclusions about whether his policies are 
Senefiting black people who suffer under apartheid? that be a 
good idea for hia? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I wouldn't want to 
comment on that. I think, obviously his -- the President's travel 
possibilities are for others to define. But I do think that the 
President is fully briefed on the situation as we see it. And I 
think, as he said, and as Sishop Tutu said, he had the impression 
that the President had a sense of what was going on. And of all the 
— things in South Africa that warrant the tera the President has 
usec, 


which is “abhorrent* to describe the system. There's no debate 
about that. 


Q Do you see any change in U.S. policy? Even subtle 
changes? Actions on things that Bishop Tutu aight have suggested? 
There was some hint of that in what the President said. Can you be 
more explicit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the President is 
very conscious of the fact that there is a -- there is a perce ’ 


because that's what Bishop Tutu told him, amongst many in the * 
comaunity -- 


Q Ané the white community -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -~ that we, in this 
country, represent, if 1 will, an endorsement of a status . 
That is not what our policy is, and we're not going to have it 
perceived that way. In that regard, I think the point that I would 
simply make is that we want to be understood. We will do the best we 
can to communicate to the various audiences concerned. In that 
regard, if you see us speaking more fregently that might well be one 
example of that. But we're not talking about reviewing, or changing 
the policy, as the President himself just said. 


Q There will be no -- let se just follow -- 
Q So what you're saying is -- 


-- there will be no specific actions other than 
speaking out more? Or trying to communicate better? 


SENTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me -- 
Q The policy will cemain the same? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me, for example, 
talk about some of the things which Bishop Tutu put on his list of 
targets. The lifting of banning orders on South Africans who are 
suffering under banning orders. Of course, many of those have, 
indeed, been lifted. But we make it a point in all exchanges, that 
this is the kind cf thing which we would like to see done. So this 
is not something that we have been failing to do. 


On the issue of soseoees detainees, both labor leaders 
ané others, from the United Democratic Front who have been under 
detention at various periods of time since September or so, we again 
have Seen speaking out publicly and privately on that ané will 
continue to 60 so. 


We, in fact, think it's very important that there be 
movement on the issue of Zetainees, anc are Sopeful in that regard, 
that there will be. We have been on that case since the day they 
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happened; and we're the first to be on that case at the sinisterial 
level with the South African government. 


When the decisions are taken, which ve they will be, 
we would not presume to say it's a direct result of t we've been 
Going, because that, as the President has said, is not the most 
effective way to conduct diplomacy. 


Also on the Bishop's list is the end of police violence 
against the black population of the townships in South Africa. Of 
course we feel that way and have been urging that that cease. 


A series of things on his list ace part of current 
policy. I think what the Bishop oay be telling us is that that is 
t be, as part of current policy. 


not perceived, as clearly as it aig 
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Q Well, maybe that's because you come here and tell us 
you speak out but we don't hear you and the general public doesn't 
hear you. Why not? 


Q Zepecially Ronald Reagan -- 


Q Why haven't you 611 spoken out sore in public with 
nore of a sense of outrage? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we use the 
channels that we have available to us. 


Q Yes, but this is quiet diplomacy -- this is -- what 
I'am asking you is, quiet diplomacy, and the United States ends up 
looking as though we have taken an immoral position in the world, or 
we ace criticized for it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Is it quiet diplomacy 
when we publish a 25-nage human rights ceport on South Africa which 


is as detailed as ary in the world, and our annual human rights 
reports which -- 


Q Yes, if nobody speaks about it publicly. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- which, in fact, are 
Gistcibuted widely across the different embassies, internationally 
and bere at home, are the basis for Congressional hearings, which 
people who are interested -- I suspect that part of the probles that 
you aay be reflecting is that the constituency that follows the issue 


may not be as broad as some would wish, and as a result, people don't 
reac these things. 


We have testified repeatedly on all these subjects, in 


public hearings. There's a long, long record, if one wants to look 
at it. 


Q But given the pace of sccomplishment and refora in 


South Africa, would = estimate, a6 an expert on the area, when 
aparcthied will dissolve, disappear? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't care to make 
an estisate on that. We've said that this is something for South 
Africans, themselves, to bring about an end to through a process of 
negotiation, not imposition, but negotiation -- 


Q What -- five years, ten years, three generations? 
what's your sense? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Are you asking how soon 
it should end or how soon it will end? 


2 No, the pace of reform that you've laid out. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I rceally .ouldn't want 
to sake a prediction on that. That would simply be « target for sore 
press stories. If don't think I really need that. 


Q You said a moment ago that one of the things that 
sight be coming out of all of this, because of the yoy probles 
that you sentioned, is that you sight -- we might be seeing the 
acdsinistration as out a little bit more frequently. Are you 
suggesting that quiet diplomacy is going to get a little less quiet? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I guess what I's 
suggesting is simply that if people have a genuine case that they 
didn't *now what our record was, we're going to try and sake it 


harder for people not to know what our record was and what our record 
is. 


Yes. 














Q I'd like to follew on Any Siplosacy. There 
seems to be a little bit Ay nase-call on. When Senator 


said that the President's led, you said that 
~-y- te ané Bishop Tutu caze Ca ors said that we're 
collaborating with an evil, un-Christian a oy and this sorcning, 
the President comes oy Do —_ people, Genonstrators, the 
protests that are le are ignorant. Is it going 


to be possible to oa any quiet Se ale efter all this name-calling 
back and forth? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFTICIAL: Well, I woulén’t say 
that there's any desire for name-calling. There are a good number of 
things that are said and done on an issue that is as intricate as 
this one, and I think the case that it is intricate is a very strong 

case. Deapte Snuee Gee’. 0 Sacw 6 B80 ates. They aay nee Se 
understand that *s one thing to take a solid position, as we all 
60, on the issue of theid. It's something else to define a 
course of action which sight have some effect on it. 


That's what's ceally at stake here. If people say that 
our policy is one of collaboration with « rcacist status quo, that 
statement is rubbish. And I will say it again. Sut if one says 
that, know, there's @ need to sove toward change, obviously, we 
feel that's a very strong issue of which we agree with. 


Q Well, sic, when we're the only one -- 


Q Bishop Tutu was going into something very specific 


Q Excuse se. When we're the only ones who abstain 
from a UN vote condemning apartheid, doesn't that send «a signal of 
collaboration, or can't that be widely interpreted as such? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not aware that we 
ace the only ones who abstained or have abstained on resolutions 


which condean apartheid. If you look at the resolutions, you'll see 
that there's something in it <-- 


2 Well, the most recent resolution we abetained froa, 
trve? 





Q Ané we were the only ones. 
Q Several weeks ago? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think you'd have to 
refer me to the resolution and ['1l give you the reasoning. 


Q I would think you would know the resoletion. It was 
just several weeks ago. 


2 We asked you this question three days ago. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are a good number 
of resolutions that are put forward -- they tend to involve either 
grotesque misuses of the English language ~~ if that's the case, 
we're not i to simply collaborate with that kind of thing <-- or 
elee they involve statements that go well beyond ny Ae ae ny 
our views on apartheid and call for specific actions we Gon't 


support. And that's obviously what causes us to shape our vote the 
way we do. 


Yes. 


Q Bishop Tutu is calling for something very specific. 
We wants the release of the detainees, he wants President Reagan's 
support for the political prisoners’ amnesty in South Africa, leading 
ap to @ national convention like your country hac when its Founding 
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oe got together to formulate a new Constitution. So you support 
t 


= - YY OFFICIAL: We obviously support 
releases of ne Gxagece the process of dislogue. We support 
the processes o yeah. ve change. The precise way in which that 
should come about ~~ the segis, the yy and all the rest ~ 
is not, and I repeat, not for outsiders to dictate or to be 
intervening on. It seems to us —— laportant thet the South 
Afcicans be given the A wy AS hong own future. That 
means negotiation. Sow that sight take place, I think, is not ready 
for us to say. 


Q What would be wrong with amnesty for political 
pt isoners? 


SENIOR ADNIEISTRATION OFFICIAL: » whatsoever. 
All the things that you've just cited I've sean tad cated that we 
osoee on le = supporting publicly and privately. The issue as 
evious stion of some forse of national 
caeaien, a 1 that's the South Africans to determine. 


Yes, sic. 


Q One of the justifications for the present policy of 
getting along with South Africa has been that this government is 
supposed to be helping us in the broader picture of trying to 
increase the whole Southern Africa area. Can you tell us, are you — 
really 60 have an agreement to sove the Cuban troops -- all the Cuban 
troops out of Angola, for example, as a result of this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, of course, the 
question was asked earlier, what are some of the accomplishments of 
this policy? And I think, clearly, the -- one of thes 
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that is on the list, and which the President himself cited, is that 
we have Geveloped @ pattern of celationship with all the key 
governments involwed in these regional negotiations, which we believe 
Save given us very substantial gains, indeed, in the region. 


I would cite the dramatic cedection in cross-border 
violence in Southern Africa as a whole in the past year to 18 sonths. 
I would cite the basic point that we've been supporting, « framework 
of cules of coexistence between nei ing states in which 
boundaries -- in which sovereignty respected a3 & two-way street. 
I would cite, on Bamibia specifically, the laportant progress we bave 
hed in gaining agreement in principle on all the elements of the 
package that could bring sbout bia's independence, and that, of 
course, includes the iseve you have just referred to, and which the 
Angolan government has said, yes, troop withdrawal will be an 
element of a package settlesent. We don't yet have that settlesment; 
but we have important ress toward it with South Africa and Angola 


‘ both putting forward speci tic proposals that could lead to such « 
settlement. 


Q But the Angola governsent seeas to be hedging as to 
whether all the 25,000 troops go out or whether only « ef out now 
and maybe none of thes later. Do you have a guarantee on t? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We don't yet have « 
settlement. We do not. This is a negotiation. 


Q What im the talks that -- are they still 
underway, the ones that Frank Wiener -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Ambassador Wisner has 


not yet cetucned to Washington, so I don't have anything for you on 
that. 


Q Ace they underway right sow? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Mo, they bave concluded. 


Q Ané was there any sovement? Can you just say 
progress -- 


. — 1 = +s SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't have @ report. 
fe's on his way home. 


Yes. 


Q The President just said that there are things that 
the -- 


Q Ace you convinced that once the leans and South 
Afcicans make theic arcangement and Namibians are also taken care of 
that the South Africans will feel reassured enough, secure enough to 
eove sore capidly toward caecial change? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we certainly will 
be hoping for that to be the case, yes. 


Q That's the whole basis of your policy, is it not? 
Or do I sisunderstand? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The basis of the policy 
is a cecglonal one, and this should be stressed. We look at the 
regional peace process and the eo of change in South 
Afcica as two sides af the same coin. two can contribute to each 
other. The failure of either one will set back the other. 


Q The President hese said that «= 


MR. SIMS: Can we have just one or two sore? Sandy and 
then here and then Bod. Okay? That's it. 
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Q The President just said that there some things on 
Bishop Tutu’s list thet were already current policy, but that there 
were other things that the State Departaent p to take heed of. 
But now you're saying that there doesn't seem to be anything that 
>? oe to be do that will be different. What was talking 
os 5 t was on bis list that you're going to take heed of to 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the sain point I 
would stress is this whole issue of signals and communication and 


people understanding what the sessage is and what the policy is. 
MR. SIMS: Okay. Sere and then Bob. 


How does the adainistration balance the progress 


Q 
nade 7 quiet diplomacy when faced with hundreds of thousands of 
workers going owt on strike on November Sth and 6th? 


Second, if one of the seasures of progress is the new 
amendsents to the Constitution, bet is the President also aware of an 
eg sk inion that for the first tise in South African history 

t 


titution actually institetes rece on the books, where it was 
never instituted before? 


Ané, thirdly, is it a time -- will there be a time when 
a ny bave to -- President say bave to address President 
Botha of Africa personally on these issues to sake known the 
repugnance that he says he feels over apartheid? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let's take thea briefly, 
but one at «a tine. 


A Be a we, 
obviously, felt that t's a legitiaate expression of view by those 
who engaged in it, while at the sape time making clear that we could 
not condone violent tactics by either those on the side of the 
protest or those on the side of the government. 
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So I gGon*t know what the issue is there in your question. What 


you 
bad was an expression of grievance that involwed « whole series of 
things in the black community. 


Well, let se clarify that. There have been about 
200 Dlecks killed in the violence. And the police and the sailitary 
save been -- in the Grand Dally Mail -— bave both been used to go 
into townships and have taken part in these killings. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And are 
ozpressing thelr concern about that as well as « series [See 
with the labor systes, with the educational systes, and with wage 
rates, and with cent increases and bus fares and all the rest. And 
that's what the stay away was a11 about. Wo one is saying that the 
situation in South Africa is satisfactory. That is not what our 
policy says; I'll hawe to say it again. 


Your second question? 


That -- is the eédministration aware that the 
Constitution which you sald is a seasure of progress, institutes cace 
in the Constitution for the first tine. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The message that we have 
tried to get across repeatedly on that Constitution is that it 
represents a step, & positive step, but that it does not address the 
sain issue of black political participation. There's sot such 
éebate, I think, about the latter point. On the former point, I 
think very much from our view, this is an open-ended process and 
that's -- it's on that basis that we are interpreting it. 


Tf we were to believe that that is going to be the final 


step, we obviously would be drawing ey A conclusions about it. 
Sut <t don't think that is the case. f *t think sost serclous 
observers of the South African scene believe that is the case. 


MR. SIMS: Okay. Bob -~ last question please. 


Q You sald that the administration will be king 
aore yo Will this respond specifically to Bishop Tute's 
request to s & positive signal to the oppressed in South Africa? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Will it be what? 
Inpressec? 


Q Will it respond to Bishop Tutu's request to the 
President to send «a positive signal to the oppressed in South Africa? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think our job is 
to encourage a process and to be understood to be doing so. The very 


fact of a meeting such as the one we'we bad today sends « signal in 
its own cight. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 12:40 P.M. EST 

















BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
UPCOMING VISIT OF PRESIDENT SEYNI KOUNTCHE OF NIGER 
FRIDAY, DECEMBER 7, 1987, 2:10 P. M. 


MR. BRIAN CARLSON: Good afternoon. This is our 
BACKGROUND briefing on the visit of the President of Niger. 
It's ON BACKGROUND for attribution only to Senior State 
Department Officials. I ask that you do keep your questions to 
the subject of the visit of the President of Niger. 


FIRST SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Thank you 
very much. We very much look forward to this official working 
visit, which will be taking place next week, of the President 
of Niger, President Seyni Kountche. 


I'll say a word or two ON BACKGROUND. If there are 
any questions, we'll be happy to try and take them, my 
colleague and I together. 


I think the first thing that should be said is that we 
consider Niger to be an important friend in the Sahel. It is a 
friend living in a very troubled region where there are 
security threats of various kinds. It's a region where there 
is conflict, notably next door in Chad where there has been 
aoe involvement, intervention, as well as a very threatening 
climate. 


Niger is on the list of most experts and donors in the 
top four or five countries most affected by the current drought 
and famine crisis affecting sub-Saharan Africa. We have a very 
good relationship with Niger which we would like, of course, to 
maintain and strengthen. 


It is a stable country. It's a country whose economic 
leadership, economic policies, represent from our perspective a 
model of common sense, with a record to prove it in terms of 
strides towards food self-sufficiency that are impressive by 
any measure.. 


To give an example of that, while Niger is much 
affected by this drought and lost some 60 percent of last 
year's crop, by comparison to the previous year -- and the 
previous year was lousy too -- Niger's leaders have done an 














excellent job of planning, monitoring, and preparing for the 
food emergency which it faces, which gives us all hope that 
with that kind of planning and preparation the worst can be 
avoided. 


It was among the first to collect the data to do the 
assessments and to let donors and international agencies know 
well ahead of time so that planning could be done. We estimate 
that the food deficit that Niger faces between now and the next 
harvest is on the order of magnitude of 350,000 metric tons. 


We have already made substantial decisions and will be 
making more, no doubt, as the needs are further defined in the 
coming period. 


During the course of this visit, President Kountche 
will be, of course, meeting with the President and the Vice 
President and the top team in the White House. We'll be having 
@ meeting with Secretary Weinberger, with AID Administrator 
McPherson, Peace Corps Director Ruppe, and others. I think the 
subjects of discussions will be pretty obvious from some of 
what I've said. 


We have a significant program of assistance in Niger, 
I would estimate on the order of $20 million a year in regular 
development assistance activity. That is, non-emergency 
activity as well as the emergency food that we are providing. 
I think some 60,000 tons of food have already been decided in 
the current cycle, and more maybe. 


There's a small security assistance program involving 
military training, and a modest program of MAP. There is a 
Peace Corps program there. I think I would stop with these 
background facts. If you have any questions, I'd be happy to 
have them. 


Q In which way do you think that Niger felt 
threatened by Libya? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I don't know if it's a subject on 
which I should expound at length because the leadership of 
Niger will be here next week and may prefer to answer that 
question with their own words. 


I would point out that in terms of the geography, of 
course, Niger shares a boundary with Libya. It is a direct 
witness and observer of various of Qadhafi's maneuvers, 
destabilizing activities, outright aggression in the case of 
Chad. 

















Niser is a big country with long boundaries and a 
modest defense establishment. I would assume from what I've 
already indicated that Niger would be looking at developments 
in Chad and elsewhere in the region in the hopes that they come 
out right. 


Q You mentioned a small security assistance -- 
namely, military training for Niger, and at the same time you 
talk about a meeting between President Kountche and Mr. 
Weinberger. Can you expand on that? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I think it's perfectly understandable 
that there would be such a meeting. There is a security 
assistance program, and I suppose the two men would be 
discussing that program and its progress. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Can you give us some details on that program, the 
military assistance? 


FIRST OFFICIALS: I think I might ask my colleague to 
go a bit further into some of that. We have, as I said, 
provided some training and some communications, transport 
equipment, but perhaps my colleague would like to say a word 
further. 


SECOND OFFICIAL: Our security assistance is mostly 
trained at helping the Nigerians fly, maintain and buy spare 
parts for their C-130s. Niger, in 1980, purchased two C-130s 
commercially. That is the bulk of their air force. 


Since it's an ex French colony, they get most of their 
security assistance from the French, but it's our planes, it's 
our technicians and that's our security assistance to them. 


Q Are there any trade issues between the two 
countries that need to be discussed? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: There certainly would be assistance 
issues and drought-related and food issues. Any trade issues? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: Unfortunately, no. There was a 
large American involvement in tne late Seventies in the country 
when the country had a lot of activity in its uranium 
Ceposits. But as you all krcw, the uranium industry has hit a 
slump and unfortunately this is one of Niger's problems. Their 
industry is also in a slump. 


Right now the only American involvement we have in the 
country is City Bank. They have an office there. 


Q As you know, Mr. Kountche is at the same time the 
Acting President of the CILSS. Are you expecting him to come 
up with some plan where U.S. aid will be necessary to help us 
in that area to overcome drought and its effects? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: You're absolutely right. He is in 
that capacity. It's an important position because it gives him 
an overview of the entire Sahelian region, and it gives him an 
excellent position from which to articulate more broadly the 
picture in the Sahel, and to express and describe that picture 
to President Reagan and others here. 


I expect he will have a desire to do exactly that, to 
describe the picture; to describe efforts that his country and 


others are making to deal with it. He may have some new ideas 
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to put forward. I wouldn't want to speak for him on that. He 
may. This is a region-wide problem. In fact, it goes well 
beyond the Sahel now. 


There have been institutions set up to try and talk 
and work together cooperatively. We'd like the CILSS to try 
and grapple with the problem. 


As I said at the outset, it's our impression that 
Niger has been among the most effective in terms of coming to 
grips with the problem despite the bad luck, the bad weather 
and the meager resource base. 


Q What prompted the visit at this time? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Nothing particularly special about 
the timing, except we wanted it to happen for some time. I 
think both sides have wanted it to happen and this just worked 
out schedule-wise. 


Q Are there any trouble spots in relations between 
the two countries? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: As I said, I think there's a very 
good relationship between the two countries. 


Q What is the internal political situation? Can 
you describe that? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: This is a government which issued 
from a military coup. It is, in that sense, a military 
government. There are a couple members of the Cabinet who are 
military. The rest are not. 


A number of initiatives have been taken by the 
government to move towards a more decentralized political 
model, and to begin discussions of a movement toward a 
constitutional regime. It's a stable country, as I indicated 
I think in large measure because it has succeeded in getting a 
handle up to now on a number of the economic dilemmas that are 
facing that country. 


Q How long is President Kountche going to be in 
Washington? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: For several days. We can post the 
full program. We'll be glad to do that for you. 


Q What importance do you attach to the coincidence 
that Mr. Kountche is here in the U.S. while his colleague and 




















the French President are meeting in Bujumbura? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I don't think I'm really in the 
position to offer any observation on that. It might be a 
question you would ask them when they're here next week. I'm 
sure Niger will be represented there. But President Kountche 
has been anxious for this visit to take place, and this was a 
time that was mutually convenient so we decided on it. 


Q Thank you very much. 


(Briefing concluded at 2:20 p.m.) 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
SY¥ SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
ON INTERNATIONAL HUMAN RIGHTS DAY 


December 10, 1984 


The Briefing Roon 
11:32 A.M. EST 


MR. SIMS: This briefing will be on background, 
attributable to a senior administration official. 


Let me give you a status report on paper. You have some 
materials we've ed out. The President's remarks -- we will have 
an advance for you, but I don't know whether we'll have them by the 
conclusion of this briefing or not. I think your briefer will be 


able to give you some insights into what the President's saying in 
his remarks. 


There is also a proclamation which the President is 
signee today on human rights. And we do expect to have that by the 
end of the briefing -- somewhat parallels his remarks. There is a 
list available at the end of the briefing on special foreign guests 
who will be here for the ceremony. 


Q We have that -- 


MR. SIMS: You've got the full list -- special foreign 
guests? Okay. Fine. 


Q Ralph has it. 


MR. SIMS: Ralph has it -- (laughter) -- as usual. 
(Laughter. ) For those of you who do not have Ralph's contacts in 


the Press Office, you may step inside after the briefing and you'll 
-- you, too, will get a list. 


Q I'll fall in after the briefing. 
MR. SIMS: All right. Sir? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you. 


Morning. We had this ceremony today on Hugan Rights Day 
because it's the anniversary of the adoption of the Universal 
Declaration of Human Rights 36 years ago at the UN. We had a siailar 
ceremony -- I think a number of you will cemember -- last year with 
the President and a number of foreign guests. 


Otherswho'll be speaking besides the President will be : 
me; Max Kappelaan, who has represented the U.S. under President 
Carter and President meagan at the Helsinki meetings, most recently 
in Madrid; Carl Gershman, the President of the new National Endowment 


for Democracy; and Senator Lugar. You have or will have that list of 
guests. 


The President will discuss generally our human rights 
policy and aention a number of countries in the text of his cemarks, 
namely Iran, Chile, Paraguay, South Africa, the Soviet Union, 
Afghanistan, Poland, Nicaragua, Cuba and Cambodia. And he'll 
probably have a little bit sore to say about two situations in 
particular -- one, the human rights situation in the Soviet Union, 
and the other, South Africa. 


Just a word atout the policy. Our human rights policy 
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really is to try to eagpest human rights in countries all around the 
world in ways that we think are going to be effective. That's how ve 
choose the tactics that we use. Some things are statutory: for 
exazple, the annual book that we do which some of you have seen which 
is now up to about 1500 Sym eg ag 5 om tie 
every cocatry in the eakae and statements by President and 
Secretary of State, others; votes in various international 
institutions; foreign aid, economic and silitary; export of things 
like -- what we call crime control items. The test of all of these 
tactics to us is effectiveness. We don't have any a priori decisions 
about which countries you do what to. 


Quiet dip which has been talked about @ lot 
recently, and rightly so, is not a yes oot It's a tactic. 
Generally, we start with it, and we certainly start with it in the 

case of tciendly governments. But we go be it if we think that 
that tactic isn't working. And we come back from it if we think that 
blic statements are no longer needed. For example, we've said sore 
n the last three, four sonths about Chile than in the previous year 
because the situation there has been deteriorating, and, therefore, 
our private efforts have clearly not been as successful as we'd 
- In the last few sonths, we've probably said less than in the 
preceding year about Poland because of the amnesty which continued in 
the last few days -- indicated to us that some of the private 
Giplosatic efforts were bearing a little bit of fruit. 


One final word, which we think is quite important in the 
policy, and that is we emphasize very much the question of roles. 
There are a lot of players in human rights ag # The Executive 
Branch is one. You are another. Congress and the husan rights 
groups are two other very important ones. Each has a different role. 
When we say that we think, for example, a quiet diplomatic effort is 
useful at a given moment, that speaks for the Executive ®ranch. It 
Goesn't speak for Congress or the human rights groups. 


In fact, usually the aost effective way for us to 
accomplish what we're | ay to do is when Congress and the human 
rights groups, essentially through the press, scream “bloody rurder* 

because that gives us a chance to 9 to the governments in stion 

re and show them what damage they're doing to their country its 
reputation and its prospects for getting foreign aid through whatever 
human rights violations are underway. But I think it's very 
important to remember that each player has a different role in this, 
and the notion that human rights groups should behave the way the 
government does or that the government should behave the way they do, 
I think, is implausible and incorrect. 





With that as an introduction -- be happy to take any 
questions. 


Q We heard President Reagan's stand last week on quiet 
diplosacy and how it works in South Africa. You said if doesn't work 
-- not specifically in South Africa but in any country -- you would 
go on beyond that to another tactic. Do you personally delieve it's 
working in South Africa? Can we anticipate any further action other 
than guiet diplomacy there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You have had it in a 
sense 
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in the President's statement a few — po azo, in the background 
briefing that was given on Friday, in the remarks “hat the 
President is making today, there is a turn away from quiet diplomacy. 
I would have to say that I don't think that's because it is not 
working, but cather because the policy is not well enough understood 
in this country. And that's something that the briefer on ae ay 
noted, too, that there seems to be a problen of *t 


perception 
think it's ee licy that is in any kind of trouble; what we think 


is that *t understand it well enough. That is a built-in 
bectase a rights policy. There's no way it, 
3se erequen the 


tly ind you can accomplish more 
&§ ty *. you're trying to do, and nobody 
eats SS cutee Gan es, 


There's no way around that, except occasionally to veer 
avay from private diplomatic efforts and go public. It's a rous 
thing to do; because if you push other governzents too hard publicly, 
as the President said last week, that may be counterproductive. But 
in the case of South Africa, I don"t think we have any alternative 
ri - this second because of the apparent aisunderstanding of a 
poiisy. 


Yes? 


Sc ty iets ee about a aisundéer standing of a 
policy, and Jont a, calling quiet 4 te a *tactic." I don't 
understand here. You're = sefeett e “ton't Eofecstent quiet 
Giplomacy as a policy and earlier saying it's a tactic. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I'm saying -- 
Q What policy don't we understand? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm eb There has 
been acomplaint that we do not have a strong human rights policy with 

respect to South Africa. One of the reasons for that complaint 
apparently is that a lot of what we've done, we've done weeore in 
diplomatic channels and it is not visible to sany people outside 
government. Therefore, if you want to convince people of what you're 
éoinz, you've got to turn away from quiet diplomacy at least for 
awhile to show people publicly what you're doing. 


But the basic policy of trying to promote peaceful change 
in South Africa hasn't changed. It's just that, obviously, we're 
going to have to use a somewhat different mix of tactics. 


Q What are those tactics? 


Q You said earlier, or indicated earlier, that you are 
essentially helped -- the 0.8. governszent is essentially hel ~~ by 
the sublic or the press screaming blocdy susder -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q If that is the case -- is it the case with the 
protests at the embassy? Did they, perhaps, Selp in getting the 
release of some of these prisoners? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You AD t say whether | 
they helped in the release of these prisoners. I think you can say | 
generally that such protests help us sake the point to foreign 
governments that there are very strong feelings and a great deal of 
attention in the United States to these human cights abuses. 


Again, there's always a Canger in these kinds of public 
protests that the other government, feeling its back to the wall, 
won't respond. But peer | speaking, the more public attention and 
Congressional attent there is and the sore eg there is, the 
better off our human cights policy is going to be. As long as it's 
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pressure for peaceful change and for effectiv. eps, then it's going 
to >be helpful. 


, Q m F. a panete while you, ae ae lived to your 
egal cesponsibilities at embassy, you, in fact, we that 
kind of caising of the public consciousness? f 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I personally don't 
welcome violations of the law. And I think that's « 
we've had in the area of buman rights. We have it in the sanctuary 
movement with regard to £1 Salwador. That's «a ——— ané 
I would Sope that there are waysof making this po 
violating the law. Sut peaceful demonstrations of concern around the 
country, including, for example, statements coming frou are 


cegtainly helpful in doing something that we'we been do four 
years, and that is —— the South African government the kind 
of celations it wants wi 


the 0.S. cannot be obtained if the kind 
repressive soves that we've seen recently continue. 

Q You said that your rem is not visible outside 

t 


country. According to Bishop Tutu, it's not wisible inside either. 
So, it's only visible from you all, is that it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. Well, the most 
important yar Bare f may be whether it's visible to the 
governnent of th Africa. After all, what we're ing to do in 
this policy, in South Africa or anywhere else, is f tally to 
change the behavior of a foreign government. That means that 
are the real target of this. And t know what we're saying, 
because we're saying it directly to ° 


I think Bishop Tutu knows some -- a good deal about what 
we've Gone in South Africa, and I would have to point out that he is 
not the only spokesman of South African blacks, and that others have 
taken different tactics and had a different response to U.S. policy. 


But you have to remember that the main target of the 


policy is the government of a foreign country. That's why diplomatic 
efforts can be so useful. 


Yes? 
Q Are you telling us -- 


Q The President is telling us -- let me follow up -- 
the President has always spoken out loudly and clearly about 
dissidents in Poland and in Russia. He hasn't said anything about 
black Africa. And then, of course, when you get to his interdiction 
on the high seas of Haitians who are black, how can black le here 
in this country and in South Africa see his policy as ba on 
anything but the color of the skin. You have to éifferently if 
you want to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, of course I don't 
agree with that. I mean, if you ask, for example -- 


Q Well, you can disagree, but this is the stand that 
people are taking. You do know that the interdiction on the high 
seas happen to be Haitian. You do know that he has not come up and 
sounded off on Africa, South Africa, as he has other -- you know 
those ace true. So, what's the difference? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We shouldn't really get 
into ismigration policy. I know, because I get the attacks -- 


Q I mean -~ what about foreign policy -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -~- that we >= many 
criticiscs,for example, from the Polish-American community for 
failing to accept the number of Polish assylus applicants that they 
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would like to see coved. It*s got nothing to do with race. Sut 
with cespect to South Africa -- 


Q The interdiction on the Sigh seas, I'm talking 
about, you know -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: With respect to South 
Africa, I think there is misunderstanding of the policy. All I can 


ARF a RG SEY. i eae 
efer on Priday mentioned in the briefing a feu «* aoe Spene == 
that it is primarily black South Africans who are pees. Ae benefit 
of this policy, it's in lacreased, hugely spending 


for education, or in a virtual elisination of the practice " 
banning, or in « breakdown of the Afrikaner-only control of the 
government -- those are soves in the right direction. 


Q What he said Priday -- is saying to black South 
Africa -- which is 24 aillion other le -- that you go there and 
work hard -- the laws © South Africa, blacks cannot be paid the sane 
as whites; they can't ce. land; and they can't vote -- and are you 
Soytes to them what he's saying -- live a short, brutal life until 
die so white South Africans can get cich. Why can't be say that 
~~ believe that black South Africa -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well. that is -- «@ 
complete -- 


Q Wait a minute -~ why can't he believe that black 
South Africans have the same es that whites said during the 
Seeepaeeenaey ~~ American revolution -- give se liberty or give me 
eath? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President does 
support that, and we have said so -- 


Q Well, anewer sy question. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm trying to answer 
your question -- I gather I'm not doing too well. 


MR. SIMS: I'd think you'd do better if he'd get a chance 
to answer it, Alfreda -- if you'd just let him answer. 


Q Okay. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Your presentation of our 
policy is an inaccurate one. The United States has supported, for 
example, equal pay for equal work. It is, in fact -- it ia a fact 
that, under the Sullivan principles, American and other foreign 
investaent in South Africa practices 1 pay for equal work -- that 
is the key pe-osere under Reverend Su fii livan's plan, and one of the 
few places in South Africa where you are guaranteed to get equal 
for equal work is, in fact, in American les, and some other 
foreign companies that invest there. That is a key part of our . 
policy. 


Another key part of our policy is building up -- helping 
to build up -- black trade unions, which are a vary tent matter 
in which blacks are already exercising a degrwe of economic and 
political power and ve — will exercise more. Obviously A 
expansion of democratic hts which now do not exist for blacks, 
though or re just beginning to for Asians and Coloveds, is another 


key part of the policy. So I think the cescription that you give is 
just inaccurate. 


Q You said earlier that -- you rp nebo the 
President's speech as a turn away from quiet diplomac We don't 
have the speech. Could you elaborate on that, please 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. The President gave 
& speech about human cights policy last year. And that, too, was « 
turn away from quiet ws The point is that quiet diplomacy is 
not a matter of princi ~~ it's @ tactic. We turn away from it on 
certain cocasions -~- like this; or when the President speaks to « 
variety of etnic or religious groups. Whenever you speak out about « 
problem it is aturnaway from quiet diplomacy. 


In the case of Chile, for le, we've Gone that 
soneats ey oy an increase in scoeess .. = the case of 
Sou tica, it's both « events re a to 
the perception that we're not’ sutticientiy getting aon. 


Q I understand what you're saying, but t want to 
dare _ President's speech, if you can, today. We don't Save the 
text of it yet. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I's relectant to do that 
~~ to characterize rcesarks that he's going to be saking very quickly, 
other Se that he's going to have something to say about the 
mers | in general, but also about those two countries. I don't think 
anything is gained by my characterizing it. 


Q Well, we're on background, and we can't use until 
1:00 o'clock, anyway -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, but I dor't to 
mischaracterize it, either; and I don't want to lay emphasis that 
you, yourselves, would not develop. 


Sir? 


Q Well, is he going to say something sore forceful 
about South Africa, or is it a matter of just the fact that he 
includes it in his speech as a some kind of a signal that he's no 
longer ignoring the country? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He's going to say 
something forceful. I would not take the sodifier “sore* forceful, 
because I think we'we been speaking out forcefully for four years. 
We may not have been getting through loudly enough, but the s 
have been made, not only over at the State Department, but -- to take 
another example -- at the U.f. 


Probably the best and least noticed is the report that we 
Go every year. We t it owt every year at the end of January. The 
Longest report -- this is a book which has a report on every country 
in the world -- the longest single report every year, as I can 
cecall, under the Reagan administration, has been South Africa, the 
country that received the most attention in those country reports. 
Ané 1 think the position of the 0.8. om all the human cights 
violations discussed there is very clear. 


Yes? 

Q We're talking about the President here, not the 
State Depactment. And I can't cecall the President speaking out 
lowdly on South Africa -~ every before. Can you? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President has spoken 
out adout South Africa - 


Q When? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <- oh, there have been 
interviews over the course of the years, but -- 


Q So now he's not Going anything different, is what 
you're saying -- 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I was just about to 
say ~~ but it is clear that the volume is being turned up at the 
moment, both as -- 


Q With cegard to South Africa, or as a whole? 


oct SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: With regard to South 
Africa. 


Q Tou say the volume is being turned -- up? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The volume is being 


a up with cegard to South Africa. I think I said, in sy own 
view, 
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because, as a number of us have said over the past week, it's clear 
that we hewe not been getting through to at least the domestic 
sudience here about how seriously we feel about this and how such 
we've done over the past four years and what's come out of it. 


So, we need to Go a better job explaining it. 


Q But you have been getting through to South Africa -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think we have. 


Q This is « one-day turning away from quiet diplomacy 
then, right? P 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would -- I wouldn't 
say thet. I mean, I think the -- as I said, the tectic -— the use of 
the tactic depends on how the South African government responds. If 
repression in South Africa gets worse, then there'll be gore and sore 
said publicly. If they G@raw beck from it, and sake progress in the 
éicection of -- of reform, then there'll be less and less of it. 


So, we haven't made a decision. We're going to stay 
public on South Africa for, you know, three months, siz ra) nine 
months. What we're going to do is watch what happens there. 


Q But as a@ self-critique, say the only probles 
with Sowth African -- with 0.8.-South African policy or tectics bas 
been public perception here? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would say that. 


I don't understand one issue here and that is, with 
Poland -=- the President called the government of Poland « bunch of 
thegs, be's called the Soviets liars and cheats, he's called other -~- 
other countries -~- other beads of other countries, you know, sinilar 
things. And yet, in Gowth Africa, and we've -~ we've about 
this -- we'we talked about it with Chester Crocker, the same kinds of 
human rights violations are going on and yet the President -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, first of all, wait 
a sinute -- 


Q «has never -- wait @ gainute -- that the -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sorry. 


~~ President has never spoken out -- that 
forcefully, not the State Departaent, not a thick book of, you know, 
of different countries in a rundown, but the President himself hes 
never said “the people in South Africa are a bunch of thugs,* 


know, of something sigilar -- never spoken out that forcefully. Why 
not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: When you sake a decision 
about when to speak out and what to say, I sean, who speaks out -- 
the President, the Secretary, lower ranting officials? What language 
do you use? The question you've got to ask is, what's going to come 
out of this? Is thie going to be an effective thing to do? 


We bave not felt that that was an — oo tactic Poe 
use, for exemple, with respect to South Africa. 


use quieter diplomacy when you think you've got « y¥ Ly vith 
the gowernment that allows that to be successful. 





We clearly Gon't have that kind of relationship with the 
government of Poland of with the Soviet government. Sow, when -- 
when @ government Like that of Poland responds, then we draw back 
trom public denunciations. When & government like that of South 
Africa engages in sore oppression, then we sove on to public 
denunciation. 
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So, it is @ question of cesponding to the way in which 
they ect in a sanner that we think is going to be effective. You 
cannot trert ge eg alike because their relationship with us 


is different, the -- the presumed effect of that public speech is 
going to be different. 


Well, then the relationship currently hasn't changed 
then between es and South Africa? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the fundamental 
relationship hes not changed. What's changed is the degree of 
Gissatistaction here with South African bebavior. That is, the 
repressive soves in the last few sonths. 


Q I mean, is -~- is the turning ep of the volume 
basically « response to the protest going on now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's & res to two 
things. It's @ response to the increased c ssion South Africa 
ané to the perception here that we have not anything aboct it, 


or said anything about it, or sald enough about it. 


So, it’s -- it's @ response to both events there and 
events here. 


Q The second part of that -~ I mean, being related to 
the current protest? You don't think -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it's not <-- I 
mean, it's -- the -- the -- I wouldn't say it's celated to the 
protests. I°'¢ sey its celated to the stetements that have been sade 
by @ lot of people, including sesbers of Congress, that we're not 


coming through. If we're not coming through, then we've got to do 
something about that. 


Q Are there other new tactics -~- you discussed tactics 
~~ are there other things that we'll be seeing other than the -- 
turning up the volune? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: With respect to South 
Africa? Well, the ficet thing to see is if that works. The probdles 
with cegaréd to sost countries we deal with on husen rights, and South 
Africa's one of thes, is, I think most human cights sdévocates 
exaggerate our leverage. 


for example, — call for -~- Bishop Tutu 414 -- for 
various foras of boycotts withdrawals. You tnow, the President 
cancelled the grain embargo on the Soviet Onion in part, because of 
his view thet thet kind of economic boycott is fr tly not very 
effective. In the case of Rhodesia, you aay recall, there was « 
boycott for a i time and it appears on balance to have done no 


Gamage to the esilan economy and bes greatly belped now the 
Zimbabwian econoay. 


South Africa has hed an areas embargo, in which we 
participate, for a long tise. They've developed a lasge crass 
industry, which is not in the interest of that pois » So, the 
question on other tactics is what works. I don't think that, for 
ex le, the economic tactics thet are being talked about <= no 
further investment, no further lcans, disinvestment -- 


— 7B?! 


ng to help improve the behavior of the South African 
nt or improve the status of South African 5lacks. 


Yes. 

9 What works? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, in some cases, 
hing works. We have, for example, for four years, been trying to 


ove the behavior of the Soviet Union in terms of human rights 
es at home and we have failed, as have the Germans, the French, 
3 
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ritish, and everybody else who's tried. The same thing, I would 
, one could now say asout Chile. That is, the United States has 
Clearly pushing Chile in the direction in which Uraguay, 

ina, now Brazil, are moving or have moved, and we have not 
ede in doing that. 
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Now, in the case of South Africa, I would say the policy 
nas been successful. This is obviously the most hotly disputed clais 
that the administration makes. The sovernzent of South Africa is 
never going to take steps that lead to its being knocked out in an 
ection. That is true of South Africa or any other government that 
er has to face an election. They're not soing to commit suicide. 


And, therefore, what we've got to do is figure out 
exactly how far we can push them before they just turn away because 
they would rather say no than get thrown out of office. 


Now, Bishop Tutu called the Prise Minister of Sout 
Africa a courageous man, as the bdbriefer mentioned on Friday, an 
he split his party in half over his reformist szoves in South Africa, 
moves which many Americans consider to be pitifully small and, in 


some sense, are pitifully small. 


the question is, how far can you push them. You 
to commit political suicide. He won't co that 
nited States is asking or pressuring. And it sway be that 
ssure that we can put on is not going to produce the 
that we want. What I think we can point to is change 
red and that we hope has been faster than what 
dé have been because of our pressure. 
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Yes. 


Q You mentioned the Soviet Union as kind of in 
parallel with South Africa today in the President's speech, 
suggesting again that there might be some change there. Will there 
be in his tone toward the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Towards? 
Q The Soviet Union. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don't think 
there's a change in tone. I mean, the tone has really been the same 
with respect to human rights over the last four years. 


Yes. 


Q With regard to Chile, you said you've been trying to 
push Chileans in the same direction as Uragquay and Argentina in the 
past few years and you have not succeeded. Do you think you might 
have succeeded if you hadn't been approving loans and things like 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. The Carter 
administration didn't approve loans and it cidn't succeed. In 
Argentina, we did approve loans and ultimately it became a democracy. 
In Uraguay, one of the first things we did was to start approving 
loans and it became a democracy. 


MORE a 





Why, of course, is a complex factor. And in the case of 
Argentina, I suppose Mrs. Thatcher gets a lot of the credit. But I 
would not say that had we st oped approvins loans for Chile, they 
would now be a d-vocracy. 

And 1 » " also point out that the sain move of 
discretion left to the adainist cation on Chile was to certify husan 
rights isprovements, which a lot of people expected us to do four 
years aso. It's four years lat er, we have not made the certification 
anc we do not have any aras relationship with Chile, whatsoever. 


Yes. 
* Just to go back to the Soviet Union for a sinute, is 
there any concern that, with the new relationship with the Soviet 
Union in aras talks about to begin in a zonth, that this sight not be 
the best tise to repeat our concerns about huzan rights in the Soviet 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the President 
will, in part, repeat them today, and we will continue to repeat 
thes. The Secretary of State and the President have -- well, the 
Secretary has raised thes in the several meetings that he's had, and 
in the seetings the President -- the seeting the President had, that 
was also a subject. And I think the President said some years ago 
that whenever there's a negotiation with the Soviets, we would always 
sake sure human rights was on the table. And that continues to be -- 

* I‘s talking about doing it publicly as opposed to 
privately. In other words -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry Well, we're 
doing it publicly today, and will continue to do it publicly. There 
#@ill not be silence on Soviet huszan rights violations because other 
negotiations -=- economic or strategic -- are underway. 

° In October, vtongresssan Crockett wrote the President 
a letter, sending hist a copy of the resolution that had been passed 
by both the House anc Senate, asking that they free Mancela and his 
wife. And the President only took the letter and sent it to the 
government of South Africa and said nothing. So Crockett has written 
him again. Is he going to do anything about or just say -- sail it 
on down there without anything? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President makes a 
comment today about the treatsent of long-ters political prisoners ia 
his remarks. 

MR. SIMS: Let's take one, anc then we will have the 
proclamation here shortly -- the speech. we're working on it. We 
want to repeat the ground rules. Background, adsinistration 
official, for use at the time of the event. 

Q Can‘t they say senior official? (Laughter.) 

MR. SIMS: Yes. 

Q Among the special ge pin, there are dissidents from 
Cuba, from Nicaragua. there _ is none from Chile, for ezenpie. There 
is none from South Africa. here is none from Paraguay, which are 


the few countries you have nent ioned. Why is -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Unfortunately, the head 
of the Chilean Human Rights Commission, with whom I met Friday, left 
the country on Saturday. He had appointcents in Madrid that I could 
not persuade him to cancel or I would have liked to have introduced 
him later today. 
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Paraguay? I sean i'm sure there are 
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psenty of people living in -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATIO} OFFICIAL: Well, in part, because 
‘nere is 3 limit to the number of people you can have. But I think 
sm Sne case of Paraguay, for example, that the policy that we've haa 
and enunciated pudlicly here, and more so and more importantly, 
pedlicly ard privately in Asuncion oy Ambassador Davis, has been the 
Strongest human rights licy with respect to Paraguay this country 
"as ever hac or any other country has, too, because we're not 
Supposed to de in this alone. There are other democratic countries 
in the world which are s 


“pposed to be helping. 


“2. SIMS: Thank you. 


9 why nobody from South Africa? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I's Softy. Bishop Tutu, 
#20 would have been an Spptopriate guest for a buman rights cerezony, 
+S, 8S you Know, in Oslo getting the Nobel Prize. 


. eas ne invited? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not after we knew he was 
394NG tO Oslo. It would have deen silly. 
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SY SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
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33i2 P.M ZS 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're here to provide a 
>it cf a prebrief on the official working visit of President Seyni 
Xountche of Niger who is arriving in town today and will be having 
m2etings tocav and tomorrow with all the top team here in Washington. 





Let me just say a few words about the context of this 
visit Suring which the President of Niger will be meeting, of course, 
with our President, with the Director of AID, Defense Secretary 
Weinterscer, anc us at State, the head of the Peace Corps. This 
Visit, of course, at the invitation of the President,takes place at a 
time wnen much of our attention is focused on problems of the African 
Crosiht and famine. Niger is one of the four or five countries nzost 
affectec Sy this tragecy that is spreading across Africa. 

He is not only the dead of State of such a country, Sut 
he is the acting President of an organisation called CILSS which is a 
cocrcinating committee of those affected Sy the crought in the Shael, 

2 interstate of grouping of eisht “est African countries. This puts 
him in an excellent position to speak; in other words, not only adout 
the srobiems of Niser but the problems of the whole region, and what 
concissions are Seing Crawn not only Sy his country dut Sy others. 

This organization, CILSS, was formec Sack during the 
sre@az drought of the early and mid 79s in an effort to try and find a 
framteor< Of a structure, if you will, for coordination, doth among 
c2citien:s and among concr countries and institutions. OdSviously, 
then, we look forward ts a discussion with our Niigerian visitors 
350: those kinds of questions. 

Niger is, indeed, suffering the effects of the drought, 
3s i've mentioned. And we calculate that its neecs between row and 
tre -ext harvest will be, indeec, substantial, putting it up at the 
-- 33 = said, amongst the top four or five most pnt countries in 
sfrcica. Niger has a leacership which has acopted amongst Africa's 
tOost harsheaded, commonsensical and pragmatic poli cies, and has made 
Stre-~sous efforts t prepare for such an emergency in terms of 
monisosiag the situation, in terms of careful policies aimed at 
taxictizing food self-sufficiency. And I would stress that theme of 
focd self-sufficiency. In fact, until this disaster hit, Niger has 
Seen tore or less self-sufficient in food, even finding a little bit 
for <= Secrp.us for export on occasion. 

So, it’s a well-prepared, well-organized effort that the 
sovernmeat of Niger has made and has been amongst the guickest to 
tase its 2ppeal when it became clear the extent of the disaster which 
“al struck. To be more specific, our figures would lead us to 
estirate that Niger lost something close to 60 percent of what would 
“ave seer the harvest the previous yer -- a 60 percent shortfall. 
12 that previous year was a lousy year. So, it gives you some idea 
sf s*2 extent of the prosiex We obviously ‘ope that, working 
2:c32.. wits Niger and with sther Gonors and sources of assistance, 
t-at it will de possible +> help Niger get shrough chis difficult 

Jer bilatera:i relations sith Niger, I would describe, as 

a¢ “av2 2 sucsser of Common interests, Soth in teras of 
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Beyond that, I guess I would just point out that, if you 
the wap and see where Niger is located, it is a country that 
y is land-locked, is affected by events and developments in 
ing countries, is an immediate neighbor of Libya, is next 
the Chadian 3rama, and, obviously, is in a good position to 

views with cur leadership about all those regional guestions 


el oe 
involved 
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Se svond that, of course, othe 
be affected. At present, as my col 
> not have the situation of mass sta 
v save in Ethiopia. we’ 


ions of the population 
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ing to head this off 
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feed their population in this period of time 
onal assistance arrives. 


You said they are not threatened with immediate 


“) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's rcight. 


SENIOR AOMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. 





. “ell, could you -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Because of the planning 
srocess -- this is my colleague of the West Africa section of the 
~frican Bureau, he’s also speaking on background -- Sut, no, that is 
the case re Go not think people are literally at rcisk of starvation 
ak f45is time at if tne cas. 
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. Are you prepared to give additional aid to the 
sntries should they ask for it during this visit? Or do yor 
=icipate they will? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question of 
sisions on food assistance, emergency food assistance, is really 2 
mction of identifying -- of getting assessments -- identifying nee3 
veils and then responding to specific requests. And we're keeping 

with those requests in this situation as we are in others. 1! 
slin‘t necessarily predict that there'd be any specific decisions 
adéitional food, where we've got already worked out between the 

S governments, something on the order of 60,000 tons agreed and 

sotiated in several packages of decisions that have been taken, ari 

2 in the process now of being implemented. But, I wouldn't be at 

~ surprised if additional decisions will be made during the course 
this fiscal year es needs are identified. 

Yes? 

e How much money is involved in the financing of thei: 
-vate production? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we have a regular 
veloprent assistance and economic support fund program in Niger oZ 
Out $25 million a year. The value of this food aid -- I'd have to 
x an expert to get you a dollar figure on the 60,000 tons I just 
Secred to. Perhaps my colleague -- do want to have a crack at 
at? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICTAL: You're talking about 
sroxiszately $20 million. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's an additional $23 


- lion 

* Also -- may I follow up? Since they have drought ins 
at area, why don’t they go into reclamation programs? Do they hare 
e -- where they have dams built so they can store water? 

SENIOR ADMINIST ION OFFICIAL: Well, one of th 
obiems, of course, has been “that there is not a whole lot of water. 

terms of rain-fed agriculture it’s a real probl because of the 

regularity of the rains. There are projects that involve irrigate; 
siculture along the banks of the Niger civer. Those are very, I 
ght say, capital and training-intensive ways to do things. And, es 
result, the track record in such projects has been mixed. There 
2 some; and some work. Others have proven very hard to maintain 

Yes? 

9 Why is Secretary Weinberger going to be in on this 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 
Cularly astonishing about that. We ha 
3 


sti ve a snail! securit 
sistance program between the U.S. and Ni 


'* 
iger, ai I suspect they‘ :. 
oa8 ' 
talking about that program, and talking about seestaumants in the 
gion generally. 
Q And Chad? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sorry? 
° chad? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL io doubt. i mean, t .3 
ssediate neighbor of Chad -- Niger is. Niger receives the bulk 
-_ : - ; - | 
*s security assistance, and has its srimarcy silitary 
at .icaship, in terms Of Support anc assistance, wits Feance. We 





nave a small program that has been concentrated primarily in terms of 
support for Niger's two 2-130's, which were purchased from us. 
Do you have a question. 
Q Yes -- I would ask the question in French, since you 
~ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Please, go ahead 


-_*--~-+ ~~ * 


It has been said in an interview in “Afrigque® -- 
"Une rumeur veut gue le Niger ait signe un accord secret avec les 
Estats-Unis pour l*insstallation, dans le nord doa pays, d'un systeme 
d*ecoutes permetant aux Americains de surveiller toutes les 
communications venant du nord du Sahara.* 


Is that true? The rumor? 


ENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's news to me. 


. Will you translate for us? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is a report of a 
rumor of a secret agreement between us and Niger to put, as I 
understand you, some form of communications facility in the north of 
Niger to monitor communications traffic coming from north of the 
Saraha. 


9 Are you denying it? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not aware of any 
secret agreement along tnose lines, no. I think I would know. 


Q Is there any security relationship, enhanced 
security relationship, that we're looking for, given the situation in 
chad and our relationship with Libya? Is there any assistance we 
want with Niger in terms of basing or anything else? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: WNo, I don’t think we're 
looking for bases, when we have put military supplies into N'd janena, 
in response to the reguest of that government. We have come via 

utes, including. on occasion, over-flying Niger. But, 
we're not looking for any faciliti es in Niger. I don’t think there's 
anything in that area that we're looking at as something that we're 
asking them to do, no. 
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9 And does he have any -- do you expect him to bring 
Jp the question of South Africa? Is that of concern to him in either 
a regional sense, or any of the questions about your negotiations? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I would assume 
that, because this is the case in virtually every such meeting with 
an African Bead of State, that there'd be some discussion between his 
and the Presiden: and other officials about Southern African 
developments, including, most particularly Namibia-Angola 


negotiations, yes. But I don't think I'd want to characterize 
anything much more than that until the meetings have taken place. 


Q Is the -- does Niger have any border problens with 
Libya? I mean, is the border secure? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it's a long border 
-- for the most part not defended. I don't believe there's any 
Sacy Claims as a problem. There have, on occasion in the past, 
s-e activities which one could say originated in Libya and were 
-c. wholly welcome in Niger, including rad 


io broadcasts 





anc psdlic statements and on one occasion a few years ago some pretty 
overt <nreats, but there's not an actual Sounzary dispute over the 
Locations of the boundary. no. 

9 How do you spell CIL3S? Yox were talking about -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-I-L-S-S. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: S-S. 

. why -- 

. DO you know what that stands for? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It stands for the 
interstate Committee for Liaison on the Shaelean Droszght. 

. Could you identify those -- 

° Why is he coming at this tise? What*s the prisary 
reason for his coming now? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: well, I think it's been 
a cesize on Soth sices to have the visit, and this just seemed to 
#Ork Out in terms of the timing that was convenient for both sides. 
There's 320 particular significance or drasa in terms of the bilateral 
relationships. 

ik. SIMS: Any more? Thank you very much. 
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PRESS: Thank you. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The ciscussicns that 
have 5cs: taken place have been characterized by Soth Heads of State 
with faisly full cemarks. 1 think I would add a couple of points. 
The President of Niger opened up with a very extensive presentation 
om she situation that Africa, as a whole, faces. And particularly 
tzat recion of Africa which he, at this time, represents in a sense, 
mamely the Sahelian countries, because he is the President, the 
acting Presicent of the CILSS, which is an organizacion, as I 
sentionec yesterday, of eight Sahel countries. And he is, in that 
capacity, in @ position to articulate that whole viewpoint. 


Be stressed, of course, the issue of a famine crisis. Se 
essed, secondly, the longer term agricultural development crisis 
= Africa is facing. Se stressed the vital importance of 
aintaining political stability and territorial integrity of small 
States. “We looked -- ané ce discussec, as well of course, the whole 
q-estion of North African Maghrebian politics and realignments -- the 
recent Moroccan-Libdyan agreement, if that’s the correct ters, the 
sitsation in Chad, the situation in the Western Sahara dispute. 


Anc then we discussed, at some length, the situation in 
Southern Africa. Se sade some points on that. The President, our 
Presiden:, responded to a number of the points thet were made, and 
there was extensive discussion, I think, on the following points: 
Southern Africa -- the whole issue of the famine, its origins, its 
roots: and the sost extensive discussion of all, I would say, was on 
the question of what works and what does not work in teras of 
Gevelopment, strategy development policy, what one can do to make 
more effective Africa's own food self-sufficiency, what one can do to 


reorient cevelopment efforts so that they are, in effect, zore 
effective. 


I think there was -- I might just leave it there and go 
tS svestions. 


2 Could you expand on two things? One -- the last 
thing you sentioned -- on how to meke long-term development aore 
efleciive; and secondly, on the MaghreS politics? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. President Kountche 
is 2 very strong Seliever in the following points as concerns 
Sevelopment policy: he feels that, after a generation or so of 
independence, that African states have mace their share of mistakes 
ard that, in part, those mistakes have S*en encouraged by donor 
institutions, incl sding the world bank and individual donors, and 
that the time is now for rethinking in many cespects. 


t don’t think Se would describde himself as an advocate of 


grancicse prosects. “hat he would describe himself as is somebody 
w*> “as exoerienced the failures of socialism, the failures of 
ccliectiv.ization and garastatals on the one hand; Sut also the 
faiicre of systems which only encourage the production of cash crops 
fer exsore 


, therefore, the lesson that one derives out of all of 
3, ampoertance of peasant agriculture, the importance T 
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of individual initiative, the importance of farmers -- that is, 
peasants, individuals -- being given incentives to produce, being 
given the szeans -- the necessary inputs and the supporting structure 
-- sc that they can Secome sore productive farmers. 


7 


I think that's Dasically it, in a nutshell. Repeatedly 
the theme cozes through of looking for new paths to try to get a 
handle on the downward, the tailspin in African agriculture. 


0 You say he -- President fountche -- sade a statement 
on Southern Africa, South Africa, right? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We talked about that at 
some length. yes. 

Q Did he endorse our policy of constructive 
ngasement? Or did he say the United States ought to do sore? 


SENIOR ADMI‘SISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me get to that. 
There was a second question here on the MaghreD which I'd like to get 
to, too. 


As we all know, from looking at the gap, Niger is an 
immediste neighbor of Libya; and, therefore, sust have some fora of 
relationship with a neighbor. I think the way he would put it -- and 


I don’t want to put words in his south -- is “with one’s eyes open.* 


There is e concern that sany countries in the Sahel, 
including Niger, I think, share as to what will be the ramifications 
as fac as the Western Sahara conflict is concerned, what the ispact 
of this Libyan-Moroccan accord sight be on Mauritania and other 
countries who are deeply affected dy that conflict. So that was the 
vasic point he mace, = think, on that issue. 


On matters -- Southern Africa -- to answer your question, 
Sam -- Se was, President Fountche was very such of the view that this 
is the time for dialogue between all parties concerned. That this is 
the time between South Africa and its neighbors when people should de 
sitting down, they should be negotiating, they should be working out, 
in effect, ground rules for getting along together. That is his 
view. e stated it publicly. He stated it again here today. 


He believes, for example, that such things ar the Nxomati 
greement between Mozambique and South Africa are important 
developments in Africa’s coming to grips with the problems of good 
neighborly relations as concern South Africa. 


*) So that makes his a sinority in terms of black 
Afcican leadership if he thinks the Nkomati acco:ds were a good thin; 
-- DSDecause they’re not -- 


IOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I‘m not going to put 
#orés in his mouth; I’m telling you what he said. And whether he's a 
minority or not would depend on one’s head-counts, I suppose. But, 
Clearly, what is reflected in the Mozanbique-South Africa process is 
omething which Se, and others, understan¢e ceflects a realistic and 
ragmatic approach to solving a probles. and I don’t think you'd 
ind his arguing against it. 


*e 
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On issues of aparthei¢c itself, I think there's no doubt 
that President Kountche made clear in his public statement how he 
feels, his private statements are exactly the same. This is a systes 
which no one can endorse; he doesn't. What he urges is that we al} 
ase our sest influence to dSring about change, and to Sring adout 
Sialogue inside the country. 

Q i'm trying to Cetermine, and of course you have se 
greement with Mozambigue -- = «now nothing about it. I°s 
Setermine whether he expressed anything to President Reagan 
gested that he was nearer the policy as enunciated dy 
Secretary of State Crocker on the record here a few days 
suchter) -- of suggestions offered by Bishop Tutu on the 


“nao 
~~ Ne 


q- 2332 

















e@Stion th 


So =e ere 


$38 tere? 


These arec 
ver>atia cre 
Zoing -- I'* 
visit of th 
-- ané ther 
3isagreenen 


3isagreesen 
“at we are 
naturally, 
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I think it's a 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ‘#ell, 
trea. And they‘re go 
An 


at, in fairness, should be put to 
for a day or two -- the WNiserians. I think it would 
ciate for ze to go Seyondé what he has said publicly in a 


5 What dic he say to Presicent Reagen? What did he 
SENIOR AD INISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's exactly ay point. 
iplomatic discussions, Sanz, ané if = start providin ou a 
? P $Y 
count of what he said in a diplomatic discussion I's not 
= not doing the job cf a Sost. Ye ere the host in a state 
is kind. ©, 1 would urge the svestion, you «now, de put 
@ tay Se opportunities to ¢éo that. 


President Reagan said there were sreas of 


. 
ats? What sajor areas were there? 


. South Africa. (Laughter .) 
SENIOR MINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I ¢o not sense a 
t on the issue “-- om the issues of South Africa. I! think 
reflecting in the President's remark about how, 
as friends, we say ciftfer on sose things, is the sictple 
we're talking -- in the case of Niger -- adout a 
country, & mesber of the non-aslignec sovepent, the OAL, 
h; and that it would be unrealistic and 1 inapprope iate to 
e to >be an identity of view on all issues as between our 
a super power, the leader of one of the world’s great 
- anc a non-aligned country. I think that’s siaply what 


> 


{ woulé be very surpriseé -- and yo 


¢ you could, of course, 
stion directly -- if you would find that the Nigerian 
¥as asking us to abandon our approach on the Naszibdia 


ogress there which 


S 
Ss. On the contrary, i thins there 

*) evere ané to »orin 
a 


r 
é, and which they would urge us * t 
uccessful conclusion -=- using all of our infivence. a 
influence with South Africa as vell as the other partie 
mistake. We are expectec to Sring South Africa to an 
That's what we're trying to do. 
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On the issue of basic approaches toward the South African 
Situation, I*d be cather surprised, but again, you'd better ask thez, 
if you would hear thes saying that we should be using econoszic 
wa:fare as a means of bringing about chance in South Africa. 

Yes. 
* What was President Reagan referring to when he said 


sosething about rational econosic thought? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What he’s referring to 
is the very common-sensical zsanagement of the economy of Niger over 
recent yeacs that has seen a purposeful and systematic effort to sove 
toward food se.f-sufficiency ir Niger. And they have come very 
ciose In fact, in some years, they've even sanaced it with a tiny 
fraction for export to needy neighbors. 

im the face of the current drought, as you were talking 
e>out yesterday, where they lost some 60 percent of their crop 
suaspared to the previous year, which itself was a lousy year -- of 
course, they*re not going te be self-sufficient. Sut ewen in that 
respect, the planning for the drought, for seeting the drovght, has 
been a sodel and one that we would hope that sore countries could 
emulate, in terms of getting monitoring, getting the data together, 
making plans in preparation of affected populations, sakiag appeals 

at & 


to donors for celief in a timely basis -- th ind of thing. 


MR. SIMS: All cight, could this be the last one, plesce. 


~ ol 
an 


° a recent issue of Congressional Quarterly, they 
they had had to sell off their grain reserves to pay off 
£ debtor -- to pay off their debts. Is that correct, and 
ce them to sell off their grain reserves? it said 
he reasons that they‘re facing this severe probles. 


Le 2 


ains for their national security stock. This is a 

in -- within the country they had bought from the 
farmers. They had bought this with loans from Caisse-Centrale, and 
other French banks. They were -- they had to sell it the next year, 
and what they did was sell some of this to outside countries. 


NIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Niger had purchased, the 
t 


It wasn’t -- that’s @ misinterpretation that somebody was 
forcing them to sell their food. it was food they had bought and had 


mortgaged and that there was, iast year, excess grains that they sold 
off to their neighbors. 


~ 


These are French banks that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Caisse -Centrale is a 
French bank, yes. 


_ 


© can you say if there were any specific pledces of 
food aid sade during this visit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On, yes. Yes, we are 
soing to sign the second accord. 


* And how much is involved? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's 45, 


© 
L 
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tons. 
- You had 15,900 -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OTFICIAL: Before, and now we're 
Signing 45,000 tons. 


2 That's for mext year -- for fiscal ‘85? 


MORE 


Pad 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The  »tal, therefore, 
111 have Seen concluded, including the amoun: signed during 
will be 60,000 metric tons. Anc we will be looking at 
ional decisions during the discussions that will be taking place 
e weeks ahead after that. 


-* 





y Wnen is this agreement to be signed? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The seetings are today 
and tomorrow 
< is it just grain, no other product? 
) SINIOR ADMINISTFATION OFFICIAL: Sorghusz. 
2 You said yesterday that theizs shortfall -- 
. For sale? 
. -~ was 359,000 tons? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
. Where will the rest of the shortfall be made up? 
SE.IOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yell, that’s an estimate 
of the gap thas we think would exist as between now and the next 
harvest, which is some considerable months down the road. it's 


ly, to some extent, the best guess at this point. 


There are obviously other Jonors involved. And one 


takes decision: as neecs are identified. One doesn’t make all the 
Zecisions up front. One makes decisions as sore data come in and as 
spec'fic requests are put between the recipient and the dono: 

-__ ee * wy 


There's a mechanism for doing this and it tends to work 


in chunks, chunks of decisions, rather than all in one big decision. 

Q Can I just ask one? Did they -- did the President 
he re-arrcest of the six South African leaders? Did that 
he meeting? 


ef #¢ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, it did not come up 
ng 


~ 


Do you have anything to say? 


SENIOR ADMIN 


TRATION OFFICIAL: Not beyond what we said 
e State Department, which we can get for 


ee) 
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MS: President Kountche has a press briefing 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: At 3:30 p.m. -=- press 
conference, Executive Room of the Madison Hotel -- tomorrow. 


THE PRESS: Thank you 


END 2:11 P.M. EST 
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AID TO AFRICA 
BY 
M. PETER McPHERSON, AID ADMINISTRATOR 
WEONESDAY, DECEMBER 12, 1984, 2.35 P. ™ 


MS. KATE SEMERAD Peter McPherson, Administrator of 
AID, will be briefing today on the famine in Ethiopia The 
briefing wil] be ON THE RECORD for both sound and camera 


MR. McPHERSON Good afternoon The U.S. has 
responded enormously, both private citizens and the U.S 
Government, to the tragedy in Africa. Private citizens, we 
estimate, have given $15 million, and more, of resources and 
money to Africa as a whole 


In terms of Ethiopia, the U.S. Government has provided 
223,000 metric tons of food in the last two months, since the 
beginning of this fiscal year That's a total amount of 
resources -- that's food and everything else -- of $121.7 
million This includes, as I say, food It includes recently 
5,060 blankets and 500 rolls of plastic for sheeting for some 


temporary housing It includes medicines A number of items 


Overall in Africa so far this fiscal year we have 
provided $253 million of resources Included in that is 
614,000 tons of food As I say, enormous and really a 
historical response, substantially greater than any previous 
time ever in the history of this country for drought in Africa 


I'd like to comment briefly on a couple of topics, and 
then, of course, look forward to your questions 


There's been some discussion recently about 
resettlements What's involved here is the Ethiopia Government 
moving people from north, in the contested areas where the 
civil war is occurring, down in the south. Substantial 
resources, apparently, are already at play in this effort The 
Ethiopian Government indicates they have moved some 70,000 
people, and that they plan to move some 1.5 million people 


This i¢ an enormous movement, enormous effort I 
remember in recent years that Indonesia has tried to wove many 








people -- begun to move many people from one area to another -- 


took years to plan it, a lot of resources The World Bank 
worked closely with them, and there have just been tremendous 


problems in achieving this 


At other times in history. efforts have encountered 
substantial difficulties as well 


The Ethiopia Government, putting very substantial 
resources into this, in our judgment poses a number of 
problems, such as Can there truly be voluntary consent of 
those moved when those who are going to be moved are in fact 
starving or near-starving? Can a starving man or woman aive 
voluntary consent? 


There is no preparation, or very little preparation, 
for the arrival of these people. It looks to us like it may 
well be a situation of moving starving people from one point to 
another point where they'll starve in anew location. They're 
being moved to a location where the climate and circumstances 
are quite different Where the drought 1s occurring now 1s 
relatively high -- thousands of feet high They're being moved 
down to lowland areas where there are problems such as malaria 
-- disease difficulties that haven't been prepared for and that 
we anticipate will be a major source of difficulty 


Cther populations The ethnic groupings are already 
there in the areas where they're being moved -- at least some 
of those areas -- and every expectation is that arrivees will 
encounter difficu.ties in that area 


But, most of all, the facts are that this move is 
going to take very substantial resources, and the Ethiopia 
Government is frankly strapped They've got the problem of 
helping to deal and dealing with the starving people that are 
now there, where they now understand what they are and that 
they need to deal with it. 


We urge the Ethiopia Government to focus on the known 
problems instead of creating new ones 


Another topic I'd like to comment on The logistical 
problems within Ethiopia have been enormous You've heard me 
comment about them before They're enormous in no small part 
because of the civil war In times past you've all heard 
reports of trucks being blown up, of camps like Korem being 
taken over by insurgent groups, moving back and forth as to who 
controls it It's my firm conviction that we're not going to 
do the necessary job in Ethiopia We, the donor community, and 
the Ethiopia Government are not going to get the job done in 











Ethiopia unless something is worked out, unless some reduction 
is put in place of the battles 


In short, what we're calling for is a food truce ne 
believe that trucks carrying food ought to be aliowed safe 
passage Properly marked trucks, international humanitarian 
efforts, clearly need to be able to move through areas in safe 
passage Clearly. feeding centers need to be safe havens, need 
to be apart from the battles Without a food truce involving 
safe passage of vehicles, without feeding centers being sa‘e 
havens, without some effort such as this, to be able to move 
this international humanitarian effort freely th:cugh and 
around the country, we frankly don't believe we're going to be 
able to save all the lives that can be saved 


I'd welcome your questions 


Q Is tne Administration responding to increasing 
reports from some of the PVO's that have also called for a food 
truce? Have they contacted you? Have they asked you to make 
this type of statement, or to have the Administration make a 
statement like this? 


And the second question 1s, what is the Administration 
doing in rebel-held territories, specifically Tigre and Eritrea?’ 


4 We have been interested in a food truce, safe 
passage, safe havens -- however you wish to describe it -- for 
some time The PVO's -- certainly some of them, especially, 


have been interested in this, and we continue to talk with them 
as well as others 


This is not an absolutely new concept, bdut certainly 
as time has gone on we have f2lt more and more intensely that 
something such as this was critical in order to save really 
many thousands of lives 


We have not commented to any degree publicly about the 
work that is being done in the insurgent-held areas I think 
many of you know that private voluntary organizations -- the 
U.S. and others --— are working there There are many destitute 
people in insurgent-held areas clearly in need, and we are 
clearly interested, and those PVO's are doing some work there 
But our public comment has been limited to that basically 


Q Okay One other question Is the relief effort 
-- I mean, Ethiopia's organizing its own relief efforts Is 
this something which is done outside of a military strateay in 
Eritrea and Tigre, or do you see the current program of 
resettlement which comes on the heels of reports that other 
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people are being refused food? Do you see this as part of 
Ethiopia's military strategy for crushing the insurgents in 
Eritrea and Tigre? 


A Frankly, as a measure of a humanitarian effort, I 
have not really commented on motives What I've said before 
and what I say again today is that substantial resources are 
being civerted from the efforts to save the Lives of starving 
people into a resettlement scheme which we think is unwise and 
which 1s resource intensive 


Q Didn't the Ethiopians do something like this a 
few years ago when they were having problems with the Somalis 
in the Ogaden? Didn't they also try a type of resettlement 
program which ended up with thousands of refugees in the 
neighboring countries? 


A Resettlement schemes are not brand-new in the 
area, and I'd really rather not comment on the history, as much 
as to say -- and again go back to the fact that logistics are a 


major problem Every time [I'm here it seems like a good 
portion of the time I talk about logistical difficulties in 
moving food around and the lack of resources to do everything 
we want Now to have the Ethiopia Government talk about moving 
1.5 million people is, as I say, a major diversion of resources 
and effort which we think should be focused upon the starving 
people themselves 


Q Can we go to the next logical question about your 
conclusion about the resettlement program, which is if the 
Ethiopian Governinent doesn't see it your way and doesn't agree 
that this is a diversion of substantial resources and doesn't 
agree that it's in any way an obstacle to solving the hunger 
problem, what do you do about it? 


Do you just keep sending food and supplies over there 
and then find them not getting where they need to get and not 
solving the problem, or do you eventually say, “Look we've told 
you what we think you need to do, you didn't do it, there's 
nothing further we can do"? 


Are you contemplating cutting off the assistance at 
some point if the -- 


fe) No We're not suggesting that we're going to cut 
off assistance to people that we're not -- in the areas that 
we're now feeding We have said from the very beginning that 
this effort was a humanitarian effort; it was not a political 
effort A hungry child knows no politics We have been very 
careful to send our food through private voluntary 








organizations that could carefully account for the food or to 
in other ways carefully monitor the food We would anticipate 
continuing with that effort 


There's no question that in the weeks ahead there's a 
real possibility the Ethiopia Government will get these people 
down to the south and the world will be presented with a 
problem of those people are starving in the south How we 
address that problem, we certainly haven't -- it's not before 
us row, but we think that the Ethiopia Government must now 
understand that this diversion of resources, this movement of 
people from one point of starvation to another, is 
counter-productive We call upon them now, as we have for some 
time, to not divert resources to some massive resettlement 


We've said, as I indicated in my initial remarks now 
for several weeks, that US. resources themselves -- and I say 
again now that US. resources are not and will not be going 
into this resettlement effort 


Q You met with Minister Dawit -- I don't know -- a 
month or six weeks ago -- 


A Yes 

Q -- and you stood -- 

fs) You sat right here, as a matter of fact 
Q -- there with him 

“ You sat right there I remember 

Q No I think I was here Laughter) 

“ Yes 


-- MORE - 








Q Were his comments yesterday, particularly with 
respect to the magnitude of the humanitarian effort being 
mounted by donor countries, did those comments come as a 
surprise to you? 


- I think that he was not the principal spokesman 
that was quoted; another ®cthiopian Government official 


Frankly, I think this « «he classic example of biting 
the hand that feeds you We r= '«:* them. We think that they're 
just absurd I think the wori emunity understands that 

Q This is not the first time that the West is 


accused of being quiet about this thing for while 
International aid agencies have also raised the same point 


Do you think there 1s a misunderstanding or there is a 
political explanation behind this? 


a I would like not to go into motives I would 
just comment that this is biting the hand that feeds you In 
fact, the world knows that the West and the U.S... in 
particular, has responded with enormous resources That our 
plan is to continue to help these starving people because as a 
civilization we cannot stand by while people starve and while 
we have abundance, and that will continue to be our plan 


Q Mr. McPherson, are we sending aid to the Sudan, 
to the Ethiopian refugees in the Sudan right on the border near 
Kacsala? 


Yes 

Q Do we consider this part of the Ethiopian - 

“ They're not part of the numbers 

Q They're not part of the numbers? Okay 

“ No. 

Q One other question Do you have any estimates on 


the number of starving people that are living in the rebel-—held 
areas’? I've seen estimates as high as four million 


Aa The problem is to define what is an 
insurgent-held area Those borders to weave back and forth 
So, frankly, I've never tried to settle upon an official number 
I would announce of numbers living in insurgent areas 











Q Do we have a ballpark figure? 
4 I'd like not to give one because it just raises 
more questions than not. There are clearly a number of people 


in Tigre and Eritrea that need to be fed 


Q In response to the charge yesterday about the 
West and the U.S. not acting Guickly enough, when did the 
United States and your Agency become aware of the magnitude of 
the problem? What then did AID undertake to do; and did the 
government of Ethiopia interfere or hinder in any of these 
efforts in any way? 


A Last fiscal year -- the year preceding October 1, 
1984 -- we provided some $21 million of disaster assistance: 
$19 million of that was food That was the largest single 
donation of any country to Ethiopia, and one of the larger 
contributions of food and assistance of any country that we 
gave in Africa that year 


Large as that was, as the months went on, it appeared 
to us from information we were getting from the field that this 
problem was beginning to balloon There were concerns all 
along about things such as the Ethiopian Government giving 
priority use to their ports for cement or military equipment 
moving in from the Soviet Union. 


Perhaps some of you remember my saying here that the 
Ethiopian Government seemed to be saying, “Let them eat 
cement,” because we couldn't our ships, the priority that we 
felt was necessary There clearly wasn't the priority by the 
Ethiopian Government to put trucks at the disposal of moving 
the food Trucks were moving other things. 


This is not a criticism of the RRC, the relief 
commission itself, but rather how much the government of 
Ethiooia allocated to the relief commission in resources 


Sometime in September -- earlier in September -- the 
problem looked like it was getting potentially very large 
indeed to us and to me, myself We became deeply involved 
Some of you remember that we set up this interagency task force 
with General Becton as head of that task force, and we began to 
move substantial quantities of food through the system, so by 
the first few days of October, we committed some $30 million 
dollars worth of food 


I might point out that was before there was a lot of 
media attention to this but not before all of us talked about 
it, since I think I was here several times in those weeks and 
months preceding October 1 








Clearly, with the explosion of the situation in 
October, it became a situation where we moved this massive 
amount of food, to date, where, as I indicated, we moved $123 
million worth of resources 


Q Last spring and summer a supplemental 
appropriations bill moved through the Congress at glacial speed 
because of the number of riders that were attached to it, and 
it was, in fact, I think, passed piecemeal several times 


Can you say now, looking back, what the effect of that 
delay in the bill was on African drought victims? 


Q We made food decisions as they appeared to be 
appropriate at that time whether we were able to move them as 
rapidly as we thought eppropriate, and had the resources to do 
so without regard to their supplemental That supplemental was 
clearly very important for us by the time the money was 
available, but the delay in itself did not delay decisions on 
food. 


Q Why is that so? Why would it not have been 
better to get the food in there earlier even if it hadn't been 
consumed immediately --— because of the port facilities, for 
example, and other problems in transportation? 


- I mentioned Ethiopia a minute ago where we 
weren't able to get our food through the ports because of 
cement unloadirgs clogging up the system as well as our having 
food stock on hand that we could commit We needed that 
supplemental by the time we got it, but we did not need it in 
any material fashion before the time that Congress actually 
appropriated the money 


At least, that was our judgment as we ixoked at it at 
that time. Of course, had we had 20/20 hindsight, maybe more 
food might have been moved But with the figures and 
information we then had available, in my judgment we moved the 
food as appropriate P 

Q Let me just follow this up one more time If 
that bill had passed when first proposed, and certainly there 
wasn't any opposition to the drought relief portions of the 
bill -- 


A We probably would have moved the food in the same 
fashion 


Q You would have still not moved the food until 
late summer, or whenever you began to take advantage of it 














Q The information which we had at that time 
suggested the movement of food as we did it It was not the 
availability of the supplemental monies which drove those food 
decisions but rather it was the information from Africa as we 
had it 


Q Other than the Soviets, who else is helping the 
Ethiopians in the resettlement program --helping in the 
transportation? 

a We know of no one 


Q Helping them? 


a The Food and Agricultural Organization in Rome - 
Secretary General Saouma has called a conference for purposes 
of obtaining donor contributions for this resettlement ae 
have said that we will not attend that conference. I believe 
that other donors -- at least some other donors -- have 
indicated the same I don't know that any other donors are 
actually participating at this time 


It certainly is appropriate, we think, to call upon 
the Soviets and other Eastern-bloc donors to use whatever 
resources they're willing to put in Ethiopia to allocate those 
resources to the prodlem most immediately at hand 


Q A follow-up on that point Did the 300 trucks 
promised by the Soviets ever turn up? 


A We don't know that they've turned up Frankly, I 
don't think so We don't have information to absolutely 
confirm that they haven't, but I have no information that those 
Soviet trucks have been delivered 


What I do have is information that the Ethiopian 
Government allocated trucks, which they already had in their 
possession, to move food out of the ports. And by that 
decision -- I've been critical several times today of the 
Ethiopian Government But the facts are that sometime shortly 
after their Tenth Anniversary Conference, there was a dramatic 
increase in interest, and I think Dawit being here, and his 
commitment to me and to all of you, that they would put 
substantial additional trucks into the movement of food, back 
in Ethiopia, was delivered on 


They moved thousands and thousands of tons of food out 
of their ports so very fast, as a matter of fact, that for a 
few days it looked like we weren't going to have enough food in 
the ports. 
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Some of you remember that [I was presented with the 
situation cf the Ethiopians doing such a good job moving food 
that we diverted some ship on the high seas that was on its way 
in India to get some food into the ports of Ethiopia 


The lesson I draw from this is that the Ethiopian 
Government, when it's prepared to apply its full energies, its 
full resources, can save thousands and thousands lives of 
people That we, as donors, can help but we cannot be the 
primary driver in this The Ethiopian Government really cannot 
afford, for the sake of its millions of people. cannot afford 
to divert necessary resources to something like this 
resettlement scheme 


Let me take one more question and then I'm going to 
leave 


Q tT would jus” like to know, what do you suggest as 
opposed to the resettlement program for the long-term solution 
in the area considering the land and ail the conditions? 


a I think what the Ethiopiens need to do is to 
rethink their collectivized farming approach, and export of the 
Soviet Union It doesn't work back at home and it doesn't work 


in Ethiopia I think what they need to do is to rethink their 
farming pricing schedules They're paying farmers 
substantially below production levels which discourage farmers 
from producing more and investing in the productivity of their 
farms 


They need to change those economic policies I think 
those would be cornerstones of long-term increased productivity 
for the country 


Q Before we lose the opportunity, I would like to 
ask you something on another subject for a moment 


You had two of your employees returned to the United 
States today under circumstances I'm sure you would rather not 
have had them return 


a Of course 


Q A third is in Germany at this point On the 
basis of what you have been told about his conversations with 
U.S. officials, how do you think the Iranian Government handled 
your employees during the hijacking incident last week? 


a These were good men These men served you and I 
really very weil It's clear that they're going to be missed 











There have been a lot of questiors raised There's 
been some comment from the White House, from the State 
Department, about the hijacking and the role of the Iranian 
Government, and I think I really ought to leave any further 
statements to them But, clearly, these are men which we will 


miss and that we admired 


Thank you very much 


(Briefing concluded at 3:00 pm.) 
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4:33 P.M. EST 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Perhaps if I go through 
quickly the framework in which this agreement operates, it will sake 
it easier to deal with some of the questions. Sasically the 
situation that has existed since the time of Mariel in 1960, was that 
Cuba has refused to accept back people that we found that are 


mandatorily ineligible to be admitted to the United States under our 
law. 


The U.S. law provides that when a country refuses to take 
back so-called “excludables® that you gust stop the issuance of visas 
to mationalc of that country. As a consequence, our visa processing 
in Havana has been turned off for four years with the exception of 
immediate relatives of 0.S. citizens. Likewise, the processing of 


political cefugees in Havana has also been suspended during that 
period. 


What this agreement involves is, Cuba has now accepted, 
or agreed to accept, the return of the group of persons who we have 
found excludable under U.S. law. The group, as mentioned in the 
agreement, comprises 2,746 people. 


These persons have been through various stages of the 
judicial process, and nothing in the agreement affects, in any way, 
their rights under U.S. law. It's simply a statement of Cuba's 
willingness to accept those persons should they ultimately be 


deterzined excludable, or have that detersination upheld throughout 
the court syste. 


With respect to -- the fact of Cuba’s willingness to take 
them back, however does remove the obstacle under U.S. law for the 
issuance of visas and refugee processing in Havana. Consequently, we 
will begin to once again process immigrant visa applications in 
Havana. These will be done entirely within the framework of existing 
United States law. Only those persons who meet the eligibility 
criteria will be adawitted through their consular interviews and so 
on. This will be conducted within the numerical limits that are set. 


for each country and for worldwide entry into the United States under 
our law. 


With respect to the refugee program, there is a group of 
persons in Cuba who we've traditionally had an interest in. These 
are so-called “ex-political prisoners," persons who were jailed by 
the regime there, for usually very long terms, on account of acts -- 
politically motivated acts -- and who have since been released. Many 
of them have been waiting for some time to apply for adsission into 
the United States. There was a program that had begun in 1979 and 
was susper.ded as a consequence of the Mariel episode and some 
attendant disorders around our intrasection. 


The agreement provides that we will, once again, begin 
srocessing applications from these persons within the framework of 
the Refugee Act of 1980. Both the eligibility criteria, which 
invelves a case-by-case determination by 0.S. authorities, and also 
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within numerical limits which are set annually through consultations 
between the Executive branch and the Congress. 


The figure established in our consultations earlier this 
year is 3,000 for fiscal year 1985. This is for the ex-prisoners and 
theirs fasily sembers. In other words, all the people will have to 
fit within that celling. The size of the program in subsequent years 
would be deterszined through our normal annual consultation process 
between the Executive and Congress -- in light of the experience that 
we have in processing applications in Havana. In other words, we'll 


see what the demand is and what level seems appropriate, taking our 
own interest into account. 


9 Is that 3,000 figure for refugees only -- not to 
include regular tasmigration? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That*s correct. There's 
really two ways that these ex-prisoners can come. Many of them say 
be eligible for regular immigrant visas. if they have relatives in 
the United States and seet the eligibility criteria, they'd come 
within the norzal framework of the iagigration law. If they don't 
qualify for immigrant visas, they can apply for adsission under the 
Refugee Act within this 3,000 ceiling. 


* What are the limits on the immigration visas? [fs 
there an annual lisit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is for every 
country -- 


9 Talking about Cuba -- 


SENIOR ADMKINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. For every 
country, including Cuba, but every other country in the world as 
well, there is an annual ligic of 20,000 -- up to 20,000 -- per 
country for so-called “preference visas.° There's another group of 
visas which are those that are issued to the immediate spouse and 
minor children of American citizens, which are not within that 20,000 
ceiling. The actual number that would come, though, depends on how 
many apply anéd how many are found to be qualified and so on. That's 
an upper limit set by our law. 


Q About the people here -- the so-called crisginals -- 
4ié they become criminals because of actions they committed in this 
country? And were they a range of crimes? And about how many of 
them came here as criminals or how gany came here as normal people 
who commited crimes? And were they all serious crimes? And does 
that mean that an imaigrant who commits a minor crime can be punished 
by being sent back to a country he doesn't want to go to? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Maybe I can hit that 
‘tiefly, and if you want to get into some more detail, you can ask 
o:rt friends from the Immigration and Naturalization Service. 


The situation of these people is that they've never been 
admitted into the United States as immigrancs. They arrived 
illegally: and now the bulk of the Mariel Cubans are in the process 
of adjusting theic status under the Cuban Adjustment Act, so they 
will become legal, permanent residents. But with respect to this 
group, they're treated as if they've never ceally entered, in a legal 
fiction sense. So they can come under exclusion proceedings. 


Having commited crimes of moral terpitude is one of the 
mandatory bases of exclusion from this country. You can't get a visa 
if you've done that. The group here -- there's a bit of an overiap. 
There are people who admitted to committing serious crimes in Cubs 
when they first arrived and who have been held in jail ever since. 
There are also people who were free and at liberty in this country -- 
a much larger group, actually -- who've committed serious crises 
since they've been here. Some of those overlap, because some vere 
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melc imitially om the basis of what they said they did in Cuba, were 
subsequently released, and then proceeded to commit a crise. 


But the criteria we used in defining this class were 
le who had committed serious offenses, not traffic tickets or 
mg. We've got gsurderers, arzsed robbery, this type of thing on 


—_ 


. But, traditionally, lots of Americans case here in 
illegal ways, jumping ship, getting here any way they can. If they 
hec committed equivalent crises, would they be sent home or is this a 
process you're just using against these Cubans? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I think it's being 


Gone under the normal procedures. Perhaps the INS representatives 
would == 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The individuals of which 
we are speaking are being given the same ¢we process rights of any 
alien would in the United States who is attempting to enter legally 
into our country. These individuals, as my colleague indicated, did 
enter illegally, and a very small portion of them have comzitted 
crimes. The crimes they have committed, because of the serious 
mature of them, with respect to the small group of people, do allow 
us to attempt to remove them because of the crimes, in addition to 
theirc illegal immigration for not having proper documentation. 


SENIOR ADMINITSRATION OFFICIAL: I think maybe one reason 
this is -- this, you know, sort of seems to be something abnormal has 
been the abnormality of Cuba's refusal to take people back. I mean, 


with sost countries that we have normal immigration relationships, if 
someone arrives illegally and has committed a crime, we -- 


Q Well, I mean -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: — ship hia right back -- 
* -- there are a lot of World War II Nazi criminals 


who have been here for 20 years and there are just about two or three 
w ho have reached the stage where they're going home. And you're 
talking about shipping home hundreds of people. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This -- 

Q You know, it just doesn’t seem even-handed. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, there's a difference 


here, though, I think, in that once somebody has been admitted as a 


legal permanent resident, then you have to go through a deportation 
proceeding -- 


. But if he, if he -=- O£ course, but if he came 
through -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <- which is a different 
procecure and -- 


-- without revealing that he, you know, sort of 
killed thousands of people, that’s considered grounds for -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, dDut it gives a -- 
* -- sending hia home 


SENIOP ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: it gives him, I guess, 
more bases for resisting deportation under U.S. law. 


Q -- he even gets to ask which country he'd like to go 
to. But these people have no choice. They go home to Cuba. 
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* You say a larger number have committed crimes after 
arriving here. Can you give us that exact breakdown? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's overlap amongst 
all these categories. 





0 ome number. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: About 400 -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, basically there are 


around 400 people who have been held in federal custody since their 
arrival. Those are the ones where they -- the soic thing is crimes 
that they admitted to having undertaken in Cuba before arriving here. 


There are a small group of people who are ineligible for 
admission because of serious mental infirmity. This, again, varies 
because some of these people go in and out of the hospital and back 
into prison because they say also be criminals. But I think -- what 


*~ 


is it? About a hundred, maybe, in that group. The remainder, 2,200 
or thereabouts, are persons who have committed crimes in the United 
States since their arrival. They may also be included in one of the 
other groups as well. 

* Where are most of these people being detained right 
now? Do you have a breakdown of that? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The greatest 
concentration, I guess, is in the federal penitentiary in Atlanta. 
It's about 1,400? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 1,500. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 1,500, something of that 
order. 


thers are scattered arcund the country in state 
rtually -- almost every state has some. Obviously, 
cencentrations in some areas than others. 


ies ‘-~ « 


‘ 
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9 When are you going to start shipping them back? 
When will that process begin? 


SENIOR ADMINISTPATION OFFICIAL: The agreement provides 

t che returns will begin no earlier than 30 days from the entry -- 
m today. This was to give time for necessary preparations and so 

The returns will be effected at a rate of 100 per month, on the 
e There's a rather technical formula that if we're unable to 
t number in one month, that there's a carryover, but with 
Olute maximum. But, basically, the idea is approximately a 
d a month, so as to allow an orderly process and reception 


This is all, of course, dependent upon our cwn judicial 
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litigation in certain places for that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is, in other words, 
-his is an expression that -- of Cuba's willingness to accept people 
t that rate. Our capacity to deliver them is going to depend on the 
onduct of our own internal due process. 
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internal due process. 

9 Sir, during tne talks, at any moment the Cuban 
delegation talked about tying these talks to lifting the embarso, the 
San on the U.S. tourists to Cuba, anything else they wished it to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As a spokeszan 
indicated, these talks were liszited to -- 


9 I know, but did they wish to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- immigration matters, 
and that was the subject of discussion. 


-- can you -- this is a fairly unusual circumstance 
to have these kind of talks with the Castro government. Can you give 
us any kind of description of how the talks went about? I mean, they 
kent being described as businesslike, but -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I think that was a 
very good description. They were serious, businesslike, a normal 
exchange of views. I guess, to me, it is not that unusual since I 
was involved in the talks in 1980-81 on the same subject. And we've 
kind of gone through this ground before. 

9 Were they orderly or were they -- did they seem to 


come back and forth from one position and back to something they had 
rejected earlier or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's always hard -- in 
y negotiation you have ups and downs and I‘m -- of each side. But 
think the; proceeded in an orderly and businesslike fashion from a 
int of departure, and we worked towards an agreezent that both 
des could -=- found acceptable. 
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*) What's Cuba's motive? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The basic -- I think 
you'd have to ask the Cuban government. 


9 No. But you've been dealinsc with them now two 
years. What do they want out of this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think it's 
really appropriate for us to try to speak to their interests. 
Obviously, they decided that the agreement in its totality was 
something that served their interests or i assume they wouldn't have 
Signed it. 


In what way? 


©) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But -- 
°) Well, what is your idea that is in their interests? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think I'd realiy leave 
that to the Cuban spokesman to answer. 


Q Does the processing of immigrants start -- 

Q Only a few weeks ago when you -- I'm sorry. 

Q Sir, does the processing of immigrants there start 
right away or does that also have a 30-day lag period? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is no lag period 
as such because under our own law it's as soon as they're willing to 
take back excludables the prohibition is removed. There's a 
Sractical lag time, however, in that we con't have at this time the 
staff in the Interest Section in Havana to process the visas. 


The agreement -- you'll see thet it's in two documents -- 
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there's a communique and then a minute on implementation. And some 
of the details -- for example, adding additional staff in the 
Interest Section are covered there. So, it may take a certain amount 


of tise before the visa applications are running at a significantly 
higher rate. 


- 


I should say, it’s never been terminated totally because 
I tention we've continued issuing visas in Havana to close relatives 
£ U.S. citizens. So -- 


G How many did you issue -- 


Q Did shoot toward a -- 
Q How many visas did you issue among the family over 
the past few years? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What's it been running? 
Three thousand, five thousand a year? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'd say approximately 
two to three thousand a year. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Two to three thousand a 
year is a guesstimate. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's -- I don't have 
an exact figure. 


Q What is the relationship -- this decision to the 


court o-° Judge Schoob's order and all the legal implications of 
that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think they're really 
separate but related. Separate in the sense that the agreement is an 
agreement whereby Cuba agrees that they will take these people back 
as we provide them to them. The litigation is a function of our 
internal constitutional processes. And, obviously, nothing -- 


there's no reason we would agree with Cuba on anything involving our 
internal law. 


I think the only real relationship is that -- whereas 
before the litigation was proceeding in a situation where, even if 
someone were found excludable, there wasn't any realistic prospect of 
his going back; now, there is. 


Q Only a few weeks ago, the United States resumed 
relations swith Ira~ and the explanation largely was it's normal for 
countries to have diplomatic relations. Why is it so abnormal to 
have relations with Cuba? What is the -- -o, I mean, really what is 
the problem? Larry said something about when they show they're 
eligible to be in the family of nations -- I don't know what that 


means. I mean, aren't you off on a good footing now where you can 
move ahead? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -<-- yes. I've been here 
to talk about one specific issue with the Cuban government. 


Q Well, you've got six helpers here. I thought maybe 
somebody could say what it is about Cuba that makes them eligible for 


a relationship that the United States has with China, Irag, the 
Soviet Union. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think not only do you 
have the statement here, but the spokesmen of a much more significant 
level than my own have commented on that -- 


9 -- I don't know if you found them to have strange 
habits or something. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- over and over -- this 
fellow back here has been -- 
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Q Getting back to the Schoob thing -- 
Q Yes. 
Q -- just for a second, doesn't that have to resolved 


before you can actually start processing any of these pecr'e? Hasn't 
he said basically that you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Do you want to say 
exactly what the status of that is or how -- 


9 I mean, it seems to me that Schoob's ordered to 
delay this whole thing. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, the Schoob decision 
does have an effect on the removal of these individuals. But at this 
time, the Department of Justice is working toward dissolving any 
injunctions that would impede our removal of these individuals after 


they have been given their opportunity for due process here in the 
United States. 


Some of the individuals, however, are not affected by the 
Schoot order. They would, obviously, have individual cases pending 
to desermine their immigration status. 


Q How many and where are tiiey located? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Woll, it's hard to say. 
The Schoob decision specifically addresses to anybody who was, is, or 
possibly will be, in the Atlanta Federal Penitentiary because of 


incarceration there, so I can't give you a specific number at this 
time. 


o Thank you. 
°) But doesn't this mean -- 


Q -- you were involved in 1980-81 discussions, could 
you reply to a contention made by Wayne Smith that this is an 
agreement we could have reached four years ago but the administraton 
didn't want to then? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I might just make a 
few comments on that 
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without getting into any kind of blow-by-blow debate, those talks in 
1980-$31 were conducted under the previous administration but with the 
approval of the transition team. And they were in-de-th discussions 
of the issue. They did not succeed, largely because we reached a 
position -- and I think we made this publicly available before -- at 
that time, Cuba took the position that it would not accept anyone 
Sack unless he wished to come voluntarily, and unless they decided on 


@ case-by-case basis with a complete veto that they wished to take 
his. 


That kind of position did not satisfy neither our 
interests nor the criteria of our immigration law. And, as a 
consequence, we were unable to reach an agreement. 


We have had exchanges with the Cubans on that subject 
subsequently. Indications were that they had not changed their 
position, and so eighteen months ago we took an initiative and got 
sose signals that maybe we could look for some different ways of 
Handling the different set of principles the two sides had. And that 
led to these talks; and I think we've managed to find something, even 
though both sides proceed from a somewhat different set of principles 
as to what the obligation of a country is to accept back its 
mationals, we were able to find a solution that corresponds with both 
sides theories and is the same in practice. 


Q In terms of political prisoners and their families, 
how large of a pool, totally, are you dealing with? Or do you know? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFPICIAL: I don't know. It's 
really a guesstimate, I think, at this point. We'll know as people 
cose and apply and we have an opportunity to review their 
applications. This is why the agreement indicates that the size of 
the program in future years will be determined in light of 
experience. it's both, because, under our law, we have to set a 
ceiling on an annual basis, but also, we really feel like we want to 
find out sore about this population, and who they are and so on, to 
Geterzine what kind of a size makes sense. 

Q This 3,000 limit you are talking about for fiscal 
year ‘8S, does it incl ude the former political prisoners and their 
fasilies? Or is it just the political -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. The former 
prisoners and tueirc families. 


Q So it cannot go beyond the 3,000? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Correct. 


Q Is that part of the 20,000, or is that is addition 


to? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, that's in addition 
to. And let me emphasize again, though, the 20,000 and the 3,000 
are ceilings established under 0.S. law. That doesn't mean we have 
-- and it's very clear that we have not said we will take that many 
people. We've said we will take up to that many people who are 
qualified and meet the standards of our )aw. So, we're essentially 
repeating what our own law says. 


Q On the question of the number of excludables. iI 
anderstod there was a higher figure of 3,600 altogether. Does this 
sean that Cuba only accepted 2,700? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 
Q And also, the Governor of Florida yesterday said he 


wanted the federal government to include up to 2,100 of the Mariel 
srisoners in Florida state prisons in this agreement. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Basically the 
Immigration and Naturalization Service, in preparing for this, has 
checked with all of the state and local facilities in order to put 
together the list of people we considered excludable. Cuba agreed t 
take everyone who was on that list. It wasn't a question of numbers. 
The point was one of the application of our law and our principles of 
an obligation of a country to take back its nationals who are not 
found eligible for adazission. 


And so it wasn't a question of whether it was 25, or 
2,500 or 5,000; it was a question of how gany are there actually? 


Q So, isn't the number that yc’ agree now -- is the 
number of excludables for the entire country? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I might add -- as I 
think was indicated -- 2,700 was the number identified as state and 
federal institutions. So it’s seant to cover them all. There aight 
be some more out there which later on will have to be dealt with if 
they come into this category. There's a bit of a grey area. We 
don’t know how many -- this should cover, certainly, most of those. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In other words, this is 


all that we were put on notice of by the state and local authorities 
as of this time. 


Q In the question of the Florida Governor asking that 
all those prisoners in Plorida, the 2,100, be also included in this 
agreement -- that's not going to fly? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'm not sure what 
Governor Graham's alluding to. We have talked to the state of 
Florida, as well as other states, ané those in Plorida state custody 
are included. 1! don't know where this number 2,100 comes fron. 


Q Be released that figure -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTSRATION OFFICIAL: Certainly those in 
Florida institutions are included in this number. 


Q But not ix county institutions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, in county also -- 


those that are identified as Mariel Cubans that meet this excludable 
criteria. 


Q Can we just clear this up? So, as far as you know, 
all the excludables are 2,700 people? You've counted all the noses 
you can, and this, you think, is the amount? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: At this time, yes. 


Q But they're all going to stay in Atlanta, aren't 
they, under this Schoob decision? You've chosen to appeal the court 
decisions cather than to obey the judge's order to reopen hearings, 

n*t that correct? 


MORE 
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comsent Driefly, the Justice Department will be taking appropriate 
legal action and, of course, has already. We believe, under existins 


United States law, as my colleague has indicated, that these people 
are excludable from entering the United States. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Again, I gzight just 


Up until now, the big problem is that you've not had a 
piace to send them back to under normal immigration procedures. 
Therefore, with the Cuban agreement, we have an ability to send thes 
back to Cuba. We will pursue all necessary legal procedures to 
handle the recurn of these people. We're confident that our laws and 
criteria will allow these people to be returned. 


Q But at the moment, you're under court order to do 
something else for these folks to deterzine whether or not they're 
excludable, isn’t that right? And we're appealing that order, which 


means that they will not leave until the court procedure is finished 
in the States? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we're taking all 
necessacy procedures with the court, of course, to pursue the remedy. 


Q But that can't be done within 30 days. Well, 
nowhere near 30 days. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The thing is to start in 
33 days. We're very hopeful that this can move very quickly. 


° But the llth Circuit, that could be a matter cf 
sonths. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, a court can also 
sove fast in addition to slow. 


MR. SIMS: All cight, Hank and you have one here. Let's 
let that be it. If£ some of you have addittional questions, maybe a 
couple of people would stay back. But let's finish it for here. 


Fank? 


Q I think I must misunderstanéc the numbers here. I! 
unéerstood you say that the 3,000 would include ex-prisoners and 


EV 
fazil 


y twensercs, right? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


¢ Ang that the 20,000 would be under the regular 
imsigration procedures? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


* Well, the first thing I see under the communique is 
that you will rcesume issuance of visas to Cuban nationals up to 
20,009, in particular to close family members of U.S. citizens. 

‘ SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's two -- you'll 
see there's also another paragraph towards the bottom of that page -- 


"for its part, the U.S. will continue granting visas to parents,* and 
so on. 


You're dealing with two types of relatives of U.S. 
citizens. The immediate family is outside of the quota. The 
Slightly sore extended family comes within the 20,000 quota. It's a 
peculiacity of U.S. immigration law. 


MR. SIMS: Last question. 
2 Yes, it’s a double one. Immediate family -- just 
— 


rothers, kids? What is it? 


MORE 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Immediate family is 
spouse, children, unmarried under 21. That's the immediate relatives 
not subject to any nuserical lisitation. 


Q And that goes beyond the 20,000? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: S8rothers and sisters, 
married children -- 


MR. SIMS: That's in your fact sheet as well. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- are preference visas 
and come under the numerical lisitation. 


Q Thank you. Did you and your colleague sign the 
agreement in New York today? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. It was signed -- 
what was it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: About 1:45 p.a. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 1:45 p.m. Something 
like that. 


Q Can we know now the name of the hotel where you've 
been hiding all this tise? Laughter.) 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


EW" $:03 P.M. EST 
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ON-THE-RECORD BRIEFING 
ON 
HIJACKING OF KUWAITI ALRLINER 
BY 
CHARLES KAPAR, AID 
MONDAY, DECEMBER 17, 1984, 9:04 A. M 


MS. KATE SEMERAD Good morning As you know, Charles 
Kapar has agreed to meet with you this morning, and we all 
appreciate your forebearance in allowing him to have some 
privacy and some rest over the weekend 


He will have some brief opening remarks, and then he 
will try to answer as many of your questions as possible I am 
sure that you appreciate that he cannot probably answer all of 
your questions, and we would very much appreciate it on those 
questions where he indicates that he cannot answer your 
question, that you not press him 


Tne session this morning will be ON THE RECORD for 
both sound and camera, but it will not be allowed to go live 


MR. KAPAR I'd like to say good morning to everyone, 
and for me it's a lovely day out there, althouch it may be 
raining I'm just happy to be alive And 1 wish to thank 
everybody for all their prayers and their thoughts, and I'm 
sure that goes for all the hostages We're all happy to be 
a@alive, and I'm here to answer all of your questions Anything 
you want to ask i'd gladly answer, and I'd like to go ahead, if 
possible Would you 


MS. SEMERAD Questions? 
MR KAPAR Please 


Q What judgment do you have on the role of the 
Iranian Government in ending the hijacking? 


A Well, all I could say is for 140 hours, 1 was 
confined to an airplane, and we really didn't know what was 
going on outside of that olane Any information given to us, 


of course, was an interpretation from Arabic, and I really 
Gon't know their part in the hijacking, and I wish 1 did know, 
but I didn't 








I will say, though, their medical assistance, their 
help in getting us out of the plane, was just fabulous. It 
saved my life and all the other people's lives. These people 
want to be friends That's the way they acted towards us over 
in Tehran. Of course, they have a lot to answer for, which is 
out of my province 


Q Mr. Kapar -- 
m Yes? 


Q Could you -- perhaps it would help us a little 
bit if you could, in not too much detail, but in a detailed 
enough way, go through the final -- the conclusion of the 
hijacking in a way that we could -- it would help us make 
judgments about what was being done trom your perspective 
inside the plane. We, of course, have seen plenty of reports 
about what happened outside the plane -- 


ve Yes 

Q lf we cou.d compare your account with that, it 
might help us Can you give us such an account? 

f All right I'il try It was a strange day As 
we woke up, the tension was very high The evening before, the 


Kuwait Airline people had sent the plane in, and tne pilot had 
refused to land, I believe, because not all the hostages were 
freed And apperently did they did not take the prisoners with 
them into Iran, ard the hijackers were extremely upset It was 
&@ strange evening 


They threatened to kill me, of course That was the 
last act But the hijackers knew the had lost, and I told the 
lead hijacker that, "I may die, but you're going to die, too." 
I told it to his face I'm not ashamed of saying that. 


Then a strange thing happened The crew -- the 
airline crew were preparing a last dinner for everyone aboard 
the plare because apparently the hijackers were threatening to 
blow the ship up and kill everybody with it. I told the lead 
hijacker -- his name was, I believe, Abu Hassim -— that's what 
he called himself. I don't know if that was his name or not 
He looked at me, anc he said he was going to kill me, and I 
said, "No, you're going to die, too." Then we went on and on, 
and apparently, I said, “Well, as long as I'm going to die, I 
mean, give me my last dinner." I noticed they were preparing 
all this food 














So apparently he thought about this, and then he 
ordered someone to cut my ropes, and we all went in and had our 
last dinner together as if we were brothers. They took care of 
my wounds. I had handcuffs on me. They tried to remove the 
handcuffs. They didn't have the keys. 


These people were strange I think they were sort of 
mad. I knew what they were doing. I think they were planning 
to do something very, very tragic at the last moment. The 
following day they did save some hot food for us as a last meal 
in the afternoon, and you could feel the tension. You could 
cut it with a knife. it was leading up to this 


And toward the evening, a decision was made to release 
the airline crew, and they were separated from us. They were 
separated on the other side of the airplane, and then from 
about row 20 on they tied myself and John Costa and the pilot, 
Harry Clarke -- they tied us together in the front row 


And the other Kuwait people were -- sat behind us, and 
apparently the lead hijacker was discussing with the local 
crewmen nis plans We couldn't really hear it, and not only 
that, it was in Arabic He apparently was preparing some kind 
of explosion of some kind However, we believed that there was 
no TNT aboard that plane -- that was our belief -- and there 
was @ black box which they had placed inside the toilet of the 
first class cabin, and apparently that was supposed to be the 
explosives. 


But he did a strange thing -- the hijacker -- and his 
people They went around destroying whatever they could -—- the 
seats, baggage compartments Whatever they could tear apart, 
they coul They broke all the windows, or course, they shot 
out all the windows, and anyone who was going to blow a plane 
apart, why would they do that? I mean, what would they sain by 
doing that? All they hac to do was put the explosive on, and 
that would be the end of it. 


Q Mr. Kapar, after the plane landed in Iran, did 
you notice any introduction of new arms into the plane? 


f No That was the strange thing I only saw, oh, 
I would judge, about four pieces at any one time, plus hand 
grenades. I notice in today's Times -- I think it was Times 
magazine -- they had a picture of 8111] Stanford sitting -- 
standing out on the platform, and there was some hijacker -- it 
looked like an automatic weapon, and I never saw that before. 
That was brand new to me. I wouldn't know about it. I was 
inside the plane at all times, except for the time they beat me 
up on the platform That was the only exception. 


-~- MORE -- 











Q Can you pick up and tell us how it ended for you? 
fs Well, apparently, one of the medics -- Iranian 
medics --— had slowly walked down the aisle and walked towards 


the rear of the plane where the Kuwaitis were. This was after 
the hijackers had sort of gone up towards the front and 
finished with their destruction inside the plane. 


Apparently, the medic was doing something that one of 
the hicjackers didn't like and he came -- the hijacker came 
running down the aisle after him. I noticed that he was 
yelling at him, and I noticed there was a grenade on the floor, 
too. Apparently, a grenade had fallen on the floor; and there 
was @ little struggle there, and apparently another medic came 
in and then another hijacker, and they were struggling around. 


Towards the front of the plane we heard a few shots 
It wasn't in the plane. We just didn't know where it was 
from. But then we heard a loud bang, Apparently, it was some 
kind of gas, a missile, that went off where we couldn't breath 
and we were choking. At that point in time, I opened -- I was 
tied to John Costa on this side and Harry Clarke on that side 
-- opened the knots on my left hand; I still had the handcuffs 
on me but they still had this red nylon cord on us. Opened the 
knots on the left hand Il managed to open that, and Harry 
opened up the one on the right hand side, and we all got up and 
started running like all hell 


We came out of the plane, and we noticed all these 
hijackers were all laid out These Iranians had them by the 
head and by the hair with a gun They were just laid out At 
that point in time we were rescued by the Iranians who came 
over with ambulances They did everything possible to get us 
to the hospital and to take care of our wounds 


Q I wonder if you could tel. us during this crisis 
what kind of thoughts were going through your head? I mean, 
personal thoughts, anything besides the obvious fear? 


n You mean the last day? 
Q Yeah, and also throughout the crisis? 
A Well, I'll tell you about the last day I was 


sort of bored I think I went through everything This fellow 
was destroying everything, and we were just sitting there As 
amatter of fact, I almost fell asleep; I was so bored I 
don't know why Maybe I was just exhausted Maybe that was 
the answer. 

















Q Did they tell you whom they belonged to? What 
was their affiliation? 


‘ No, they never did But they did claim they were 
from Kuwait. I don't know if they were from Kuwait. They were 
light skinned One of the leaders was light skinned. I 
personally think they were more Lebanese or Palestinian. I'm 
not sure I couldn't tell. 


They were strange people We had the lows and the 
highs. If everything went well that day, they treated us 
nice If it went bad, they treated us awful And they 
tormented the pride to the Pakistanis leaving and the other 
Prabs leaving. They just tormented these people They accused 
them of everything It was sort of horrible for them. They 
just didn't understand because a lot of the Pakistanis couldn't 
speak English Someone had to interpret into their own 
language -- Urdu -- in order for them to understand what was 
going on There were about 26 of these Pakistanis who were 
part of the military organization of Kuwait They were 
instructors, and so forth They were basically sergeants 
They were scared They were just frightened to death, and 1 
don't blame them 


Q Do you have any ideas as to why it was that you 
were spared and the others were killed? What their 
decision-making process was? 


fa I really can't say why me The first one, of 
course, 1 believe, in my opinion, I thought they made an 
example that they were going -- they meant business The 


second one, I was told by the local crewmen, if you can get in 
touch with these people, that they feel it was an accident; 
that Bill Stanford was killed by accident I don't know All 
I do know, they were both dead 


1 was told I was Number 3 But, apparently, they were 
looking for some government official so they could enforce 
their exchange for the prisoners that were held in Kuwait 
They felt that possibly I was the highest of the three 
officials Of course, I wasn't I tried to explain that to 
them But atter my first beating I decided to say that, yes, I 
am a high official and 1 gave them a title It seemed to 
work They said, “Oh, now, you're free, don't worry, you're 
okay." I knew they lied anyway, but it saved some days for me 


Q What specific torments did they inflict on y°u? 
Did they beat you with a pistol or with their fists, or what? 


A Well, the first time they beet me with the butt 








of the pistol in the head. Naturally, they hit me around the 
face They really did a good job on me. I felt it vor a 
couple days after that But they stopped at that point because 
they wanted certain information 


Apparently, they found a passport, an American 
passport, with the first 8 or 10 pages torn out, and they 
accused -- well, prior to Bill being killed -- 8ill Stanford -- 
they accused myself, Bill and John Costa of tearing those pages 
out and we were trying to hice the fact that we were very high 
officials in the American government And, of course, we 
Genied it, but they carried on something bad on that. 


They beat me up on that point. And then they wanted 
me to admit that I was a high official, which I did I had 
nothine to lose I was practically dead anyway, so I just gave 
them @ name and a title, and it seemed to work I think, by 
doing that, it saved a lot of -- well, I don't know if they 
would have killed anyone after me but I know they would have 
gone after the other people after me I know John would have 
been next and then there were a lot of Kuwaiti officials 
aboard There were a lot of Pakistanis which they would easily 
kill They wouldn't think twice about that 


Q Do you have any evidence that they were Shi'ite 
Muslims? 


f. No, but I do know they were hiahly religious 
people They prayed constantly The last wight, before we 
were rescued, each one took turns on praying They were very 
sensitive about anyone drinking whiskey or any kind of sexy 
type pictures They were very sensitive about that 


But as far as I know, they were supposed to be highly 
religious people 


Q They were fundamentalist Muslims, whatever stripe 
they were, huh: 


6 I wouldn't know, but they acted like that; they 
acted like that 


Q Did the hijackers, to your knowledge, offer any 
resistance when the Iranians took the plane? 


A As far as I could tell aboard the plane, yes, 
they were struggling with the medics Off the plane, I had 
noticed they were already subdued by the Iranians. and 
apparently they held them by the hair and they held them down 
by their feet anc had a gun on them I was to.d one of them 
was injured I really don't know 





© ) 


Q My question is alorig the same line. So you 
weren't able to form any impression whether this was a show or 
a staged rescue? 


f No. At that point in time I couldn't say that. 
I wouldn't know. 


MORE 























I think this gentleman in front here has -- 


Q At some point, we were told that somebody's thumb 
was cut off and thrown out of the plane. Did that happen? 


“ I never saw that, but I do know that the leader, 
the lead hijacker, did hurt his thumb, and it was bandaged. 


Q The lead hijacker hurt his thumb? 
A Yes. That's Abul Hassein. 


Q Bani Sadir claimed that these hijackers had been 
involved in a previous hijacking. Did you hear any talk like 
that or --? 


fs No. I never heard that before That was the 
first time. I heard this, I think, yesterday or so, but I 
never heard it aboard the plane. 


Q From your point of view, having now been through 
one of these incidents, is there anything you could advise the 
U.S. Government on in its campaign against terrorism as far as 
dealing with, negotiations with this type of hijackers, or 
dealing with the government on the ground as to how to handle 
this sort of thing? Would you have preferred, for example, to 
see an earlier military or para-military action, either by the 
Iranian Government or by the U.S. Government, or wouid you have 
advised waiting till later, or what? 


f. The only way I could answer it -- I talked to my 


fellow hostages about this -- I said, “well, if we were in the 
same position and we had landed in London, what would the 


English have done, or even New York? What would they have done? 


I think the way it worked out, there were two people 


killed -- which was tragic, I believe that; it was a shame. 
However, no one else was killed, and apparently their timing 
was perfect. I can't say more than that. I know I was safe. 


Yes, ma'am 


Q Sir, do you feel that it would be advisable in 
the Middle East and perhaps in other areas of danger that there 
would be armed guards riding aboard the planes, “riding 
shotgun," as it were? 


fs Well, they did have one security man aboard that 
plane, and as he rose to stop these highjackers, there was 
another hijacker right behind him who shot him, so apparently -- 








Q He killed him, did he? 


‘ No, he didn't. He was saved. He was saved by 
the chief purser, and there was a Pakistani doctor aboard ship 
that saved his life 


Q Sir, a fotlow-up question. You've mentioned 
going into the, going into a cabin togetner to eat dinner, the 
last dinner. 


os Yes. 
Q Were you all permitted to go to the bathroom or -- 
f Oh, yes. As a matter of fact, some of the 


hijackers came over and prepared ture fish and offered me tuna 
fish on some bread, tried to treat m, wounds, and we were 
joking -- offered me cisarettes and -- It was unusual, just an 
unusual evening. 


Q You said they told you the second death was an 
accident Can you explain that? What did they say? 


A Well, I would speak to the Kuwaiti airline crew. 
Apparently, they heard more than I did They speak Arabic, of 
course, and apparently, they felt that there was some kind of 
accident aboard the platform I wasn't outside the piatform. 

I wouldn't know Apparently, Bill had tripped or so, and maybe 
it looked like he was trying to get away and then they shot 
him l'm not sure I'm just not sure 


Q Given what you saw Sunday night vis-a-vis the 
Iranian rescue operation, were you surprised two days later 
when the White House suggested that the Iranian Government was 
actually encouraging the highjackers to do what they did, and 
should have moved a lot earlier than they did? 


fs All I can say is that, I know in the past, we had 
similar incidents where these planes were hijacked and brought 
to Iran, and we know that Iran had “not lifted a finger to 
help" -- I'll put it that way 

I can't say what happened this time. However, I will 


say that if the Iranian Government really meant to help, then I 
think the least they could do is have these four people tried 
as murderers -- I think that is the least they could do. And I 
think the widows of these two men deserve an answer as to why 
their husbands were killed, for what reason I think that 
should be brought out, too. 
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Q Sir, in the event that the Iranian Government 
does not proceed with a real trial, what will that say, if 
there is no real trial by the Iranian Government? 


4 I can't answer that. All I can say is, if they 
really want to reconcile their differences with the West, more 
specifically the United States, then they must take the first 
step. That's the way I see it. And that would be the first 
step. 


Yes, sir. 


Q Did they themselves ever claim any link with the 
Iranian Government or with any religious group or with any 
government? 


f. No. They have never said they had any link with 
anyone, except they did say they had a lot of Arab friends who 
were part of their group throughout the Arab world, including a 
few Americans. I don't know what they meant by that. 


MS. SEMERAD: Two more questions 
a) Let we take someone from this side 


Q The other American who survived, John Costa, we 
know very little about him What did you find? The only think 
we've been told is that he's an American, a New York 
businessman 


A John is a very fine person. I think we 
couplement each other very well. I was sort of “down in the 
dumps" and he would make me laugh and so forth. He's a fine 
gentleman. He's a very intelligent man -- he speaks four 
languages and he's been around. He is a businessman, and he's 
been throughout the Arab world. He is a salesman of some kind 
-- I think it's American Surgical Company I'm not sure. 


Q American what? 


Q American Surgical Instruments, or something of 
that order. 


Q Does he speak Arabic? 


( He said he spoke about ten words or so. That's 
about it. 
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Q Referring to the first killing, can you tell us 
what kind of exchange there was between the hijackers and Mr. 
Hegna? 


A Well, the only thing I could say -- that was the 
first day, I believe, we were on the ground -- Chuck -- I 
called him “Chuck”; he was a good friend of mine -- he was 


called in by the hijackers; we were in the economy area and he 
was called into the first-class area where there was a 

curtain. He went in there and I really don't know what went cn 
behind the scene there 


However, we did hear some shouting of some kind -- we 
couldn't understand it -- and then I heard a shot. Then there 
was another pause and I heard another shot. But after that, we 


just didn't know what happened to him. 


Q I'd just like to know if you thought you'd be 
here today to give this press conference? 


A What? 


C I'd like to krow if, on board the plane, you 
thought you would be here today to give this press conference? 


i) Like I said before, to me it's a very nice day 
out there right now I'm alive! 
Q How do you feel about future travel in the Middle 


East, in the aftermath of this? 


f Future travel in the Middle East? All I can say 
is, today it's a very dangerous thing to be an American. I 
don't know what to say If they ask me to travel again, I 


probably would, but I'd be very careful as to the route and to 
which airline I take 


Q Sir, a lot of families of Foreign Service 
officers live in this area What can you tell them? And would 
you, under what circumstances would you accept another foreign 
assignment? 


A All I can say is, just have hope I don't know 
if I would accept another assignment at this time I just need 
a Jong rest before I make my mind up 


Q Thank you very much 


(The braefing concluded at 9:30 a.m.) 








PRESS SRIEFING 
BY 
DEPUTY TRADE REPRESENTATIVE 
ROSERT LIGHTHIZOR 
ON STEEL AGREEMEVTS 
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The Briefing Roos 
soon 7 


12:00 ?.mM~ EST 


MR. SPEAKES: The President today is announcing 
gceements with seven countries -- Japan, Korea, Brazil, Mexico, 
pain, Australia, and South Africa -=- to establish limits on the 
sporting of their steel to the Jnited States. 


On Septender 18, 1984, the President announced his 


decision to deal with unfair trade in steel by seeking negotiated 
3greemerts with major steel suppiiers within a 90-day period. The 99 
Jays ended yesterday. Today, the President is very pleased with the 
successful conclusion of these negotiations, carcied out by his 
Jnited States Trade Representative. Se considers these agreements to 
se a step in the cight directiun. 

we believe that overall steel import penetration of the 
U.S. market will decline significantly as a result of these 
agreements and that the U.S. steel industry will be able to compete 
in the world markets. 


We have with us Robert Lighthizer, the Deputy U.S. Trade 
ive, who conducted negotiations with each country and will 
to explain them to you. 


° Are there any pieces of paper that we can look at 
that will give us all the figures and numbers, or is it so simple 
at if you just tell us, we'll have it down? 

MR. LIGHTHIZER: ‘Well, it’s not simple. It's << 

- Would you spell your name, slease? 

MR. LIGHTEIZER: L-Ii-G-H-T-H-1-2-E-R. 


It is not simple. In fact, it’s extraordinarily 


. Good. 


MR. LIGHTHIZER: <-- like just what you expected. There 
will be a release out out which will have the nusbers that have been 


- for the five-year program of the President for each of the 
countries with whom we have agreements. 


. Where is it? 
. Could we have it? 
‘th. ROUSSCL: It’s forthcoming. 
MR. LIGHTHICOR: It’s Deing Keroxec 11 it Now. 
The one point that I should make is that this is a 
e-ye srogram; this is just the first 99 days. The President 
362 a cotmitaent to try to deal with the countries that were the 
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igges: suppliers to the Unitec States sasket during the first 90-day 
perioé. 3ut this is a continuing process and one which we expect to 
tonitor and deal with additional problems as they arise over the 
course of the five years. 


We expect the Unitec States industry to do what it said, 
wnich is to continue to sodernize and to become sore efficient. So 


at the end of this time, there won't be a need for a progras like 


The countrc’‘es with whos we have agreements, if you also 
include the European Community with whom we negotiated an agreement 
1932, account for about 75 percent of the imports in the United 
ates marcket. And the seven agreements that we have, taken 
gether, would account for about a 30 percent reduction fros current 
vels of steel imports in the United States market. 


ese oO 


@hat evidence do you have that the industry is 


MR. LIGHTHIZER: Well, the industry is spending sore 
money than they have now -- there have been some mergers and some 
changes in facilities. We have talked to the inéustry about that, 
asout what they are doing. There was an agreement, I guess last 
year, to nocify their wage structure. They have, in fact, decreased 
costs of proéucing steel Sy some 15 percent in the last year or so 
And that process. we expect to continue and, indeecé, think is 
continuing. 


Where does that 39 percent reduction put import 


MR. LIGHTHIZER: That is a difficult question to answer. 
u assume a 30 percent level across the Soard, you would have 
t levels down around 18 percent. Now, there are countries with 
we are not negotiating who, in fact, -=- who will either be 
ec by cases, unfair trace cases, that are going to de filed dy 
Sustrcy, of, in fact, say sodercate their imports or have their 
s effected by market shares. 


oe 
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At this point, we are still going with the Presidential 
expectation, which is that imports will be -- of finished steel <-- 
will de around 18.5 percent next year. 


. That's with the agreesents now? 

MR. LIGHTHIZER: That's cight. With the agreements we 
save now and what we expect to happen as a result of people who are 
not covered either being effectec Sy cases or, in fact, agreeing, in 


“e cases, to moderate imports. 


- Jy next year -- 


. 30 percent reduction from this year to next year in 
imports, is that what you're saying? 


MR. LIGNTHIZER: With respect to these countries, these 
seven countries, there is a 30 percent reduction from current -- fros 


sort of annualized current levels to what we expect each of the next 
r ve a 
five years. 


¢ Yell, how close do these seven agreements bring you 
to the 12.5 percent a year? 
MR. LIGNTHIZE: With respect to these countries, the 
arsets that we set for ourselves that woulc get us to 13.5 percent, 
2? are almost exactly on mark. 
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MR. LIGHTHISSR: That depends on what happens to other 
cocntrcies, with respect to other countries. 


te) 


* What was the question? 

MR. LIGHTHIZOR: The question is, Sow close are we to the 
16.5 percent. And I*m saying that that is a factor -- or a function 
of what happens with respect to the other countries. If new 
Suppliers come in, for example -- in a large way -- for exarple, 
Eastern-bloc countries that haven't been a big part of our sarket, 


then that is a problem that we'll have to deal with with respect to 
cases. 


We expect there to be reductions in other -- with respect 
to other countries, but those will largely come as a result of cases 
being filed -- anti-dumsping or countervailing duty cases being filed 
Sy the industry or, in fact, conceivably self-initiated by the United 
States governzent. The President, in his program, said that we would 
self-initiate cases against unfairc traders. 


We haven't done that yet during the 90-day period because 
we've been focusing on negotiating with these countries which account 
for such a large percent of the increases. 


Q Ace there one or two countries among the group not 
covered that are prime offenders who sight de targets? 


LIGHTHIZER: There are not countries which I would 
characterize as prime offenders at this point. There are countries 
ehich Save a larger share of the market than others, obviously. 


- 


* what are they? 


MR. LIGHTHIZER: Well, the country with the largest share 
of the sarkxet and one with whom we made a decision not to negotiate 
an agreement is Canada. And, in fact, I*s going to Canada to speak 
with some of the industry officials tomorrow there. We are not 
seexing an agreement with Canada. 


The President made the decision that because of the 


snique nature of the integration between our industries, that at this 
time it would be difficult to have an agreement. 


Basically, the steel comes across from Canada and the 

6 States in trucks and it tends to go back and forth. In other 

° they'll ship some hot product down to us and we'll roll it -- 

we'll ship it back to them, and it goes the other way also. The idea 
f saving this kind of an agreement, we thought, with Canada at this 

rE ase would be difficult, that it aight have the effect of -eally 
trting the trade generally between the two countries. 


Q Some people say this is «ind of a polite fora of 
protectionism. Sow do you respond to that? 


MR. LIGHTRIZER: Well, we don't believe that it is 
protectionism. We are responding to what is an unfaic situation in 
steel trade in the United States. Andé cefending yourself against 
unfaic trade is not, in our opinion, protectionisa. 


a 


* What is Canaca's share of \he market? 


MR. LIGHTHIZER: Canaca's share of the market right now 
is something less than 3} percent. 


2 Mow do you Classify Korea in that cespect? I! mean, 
they have sot Seen charged with unfaic trade at a11 and you're stil) 
recucing their share of the market. 

MR. LIGMTHIZOR: Well, Korea *as agreed to reduce their 
sare of the sarket. They have been charsec with unfaice trade, 
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although the sarcgins have Seen very ssall with respect to Korea. Sut 


there have been cases, Cuzping cases, that have been drought against 
Korea. 


In accition, I would say that there is a -- there are two 
kinds of unfair trade. There is the countervailing duty, 
anti-cusping -- the thing that you are used to thinking about; and 
there also is the fact that in the steel area -- and this was an 
important pact of the President's decision in September -- in the 
Steel area, there are closed sarkets all over the worid with the 
exception of the United States; the net effect of which is to divert 
an enorsous amount of steel into our sarket, an abnormally large 
amount of steel into our sarket. 


2 What's going to happen to the trade cases pending 
against the countries you've gotten agreements with? Will they be 
ssopped? 


MR. LIGHTHIZER: Yes, those cases will be dropped. 


*) What about Argentina? Are you negotiating with 
Argentina cight now? 


MR. LIGHTHIZIR: We have negotiated with Argentina. We 
are not at the point of having *n agreement with Argentina at this 
point. We negotiated with Argentina as recently as yesterday. We do 
not Save an agreement with Argentina. 

5 What are the prospects for an agreement? 
MR. LIGHTAIZER: Well, = don't w.3t to comment on ongoing 
talks like that. Right now, I*°a not optisaistic. 


2 Are you contending that the 39 percent cutback will 
mot result in higher Gomestic steel prices next year? 


“SR. LIGHTRIZER: Presumably, there will Se some effect. 
e's cedate on that. There's debate on that within the industry, 
Suspect that there will Se some effect of somewhat higher 
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5 What is Argentina's share? 

MR. LICHTMIZER: Argentina's share is about .J percent -- 
- ¥ell, tow such do you want -- 
MR. TCIGHTHIZER: <= fight row. 


- Row auch do you want -- 


MR. LIGHTRIZER: I*m not going to comment on ongoing 
negotiations. 


*) Ace these negotiations, are these accords all 
retroactive to October lst? 


MR. LIGHTHIZER: Yes, that is our position, that -- 


9 And also, these are percentages of the projected 
stee. market in the ¥.§., is that correct? 


MR. UTISHTMIZER: That's correct, right. 


- what is the projected steel sarket in the U.S. of 
enicm these are a percentage -- percentages? 
MA. SISUSNISOR: The current forecast for finished steel 


"at? Adost 94 million tons next year? 95 million tons? 
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“A. PAPOVICH: 95 sillion. 


MR. LIGHTHIZER: 95 sillicn tons next year. That's the 
official srojection. 

- Mc. Lighthiser, what is your expectation with regard 
to that £SC agreesent when it expires next year? So you have any 
king of a commitszent froa thea that they wil! coll that ower to the 
$.46 Level? 


MR. LIGHTHEIZER: We don’t have a cousita@ent froa thes, 
cut the agreement itself provides for consultations which would lead 
to negotiations on an extension of the agreement. And we expect 
cight now that we will abide by that part of the agreement as well as 
the crest of the agreement. 


The agreement itself connotes segotiations at least to 
detersine whether or not it is extended. And we expect to engage in 
that at the appropriate tise. 


Q Did you say whether these agreements would raise 


prices? “hat is your comment on the iapact on prices of these 
agreesents? 


MR. LIGETHIZER: I equivocateéd on that. (Laughter.) 
What I said was that there is some debate on that, dut that some 
price increase is probably a reasonable expectation. 


- Row such? 


MR. LIGHTHIZER: I don't know that. There is debate even 
about whether or not it will have any noticeable effect. If mean, 
there's -- some people think that it won't have a noticeable effect. 


2 Fas the Japan duration been settled or are they 
still holding for one year? 


MR. LIGUTHIZER: The Japanese Save .ctreeé to sore than 
one year. They have not finally come in and said they agree to five 
yeacs. Our position is that five years is absolutely non-negotiable. 

Q Can = just clerify one thing? You don't know or 
you're not going to tell us exactly where you are now as far as 
progressing towards the 18.5 percent goal? 


MA. LICHTHISER: What ['s telling you is that it is 
something that you can't calculate. It just isn’t as siarle as it 
sounds Secause you Save to sake assumptions about what happens with 


respect to an awful lot of countries who either aren't in our sarket 
"Ow Of were in it. 


4ith respect to these seven countries which, when you 
include the EC, become about 75 percent of our market, we are alaost 
exact.y on target for what we set out to sccomplish to get to 18.5 


percent. 

° By when? By when? I sean, Sy next year? 

Rh. LIGHTRISEA: Yes, in the next calendar year. 

=" Ané where has it deen this year? The penetration. 

‘TR. LISRTHIZER: ASout 26 percent -=- 25 percent, = think, 
NOW, Figs ow. 

2 Ané thet incluces sezi-firishec steel? The 25 
sescent? 

RP. SSoNTRi SER >t 60@8 aot inc.ste semi-finished steel. 
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. Does this agreement include any commitment by the 
~-S. Sakers to either sodernize to invest a certain amount of soney 
in steel-making or any kind of quid pro quo -- 


MR. LIGHTRIZER: These agreements, thecselves, don't deal 
with that question. That's part of the President's prograz, though, 
that they do, in fact, engage, and they have undertaken to do that. 
They have committed to do that. And the legislation which authorizes 
cs to enforce it makes certain requirements with respect to Sov such 
=oney they spend and the like in terms of zodernizing. 


Q Do you have any specific targets that agree to -- 
with the industry? 


MR. LIGHTHIZER: We do not have specific targets. It is 
our view in the administration that that comes too close to something 
Lise inéustrial policy. The Congress required a one percent -- I 
Suess a one percent -- an investment of all net cash flow I guess is 


what it was. That's what the Congressional legislation says. 


MR. SPDAKES: Why don't we take two more, Sob. 

Q You said that the U.S. considers five years 
absolutely non-negotiatab.e. Which of these seven countries have 
agreed to that five-year period? 


MR. LIGHTHIZIOR: We have agreement with respect to five 
yeacs with all the countries with the exception of Japan, which has 
agreed to more than one year Sut has not committed yet to five years. 


MR. SPEAKES: Last question over here. 

Q If you include semi-finished steel, how such would 
it be -- how much, shall we say, the foreign steel would be of the 
3.5. market; and what are you going to do about senzi-finished steel? 
Are you going also to negotiate it with these countries? 


“MR. LIGHTMIZER: We have negotiated seni-finished steel 
“ith respect to all of the countries with whom we have negotiated. 
The President's expectation is that there will be an 18.5 import 
penetration sade on finished steel plus 1.7 million tons of 
semi-finished steel; the net effect of which is about a 20.2 percent 
import penetration next year. That's what the President's 
expectations -- 


° 20? 
MR. LIGHTHIZER: 29.2. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
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ON- THE-RECORD BRIEFING 
ON 
UNITED STATES WITHDRAWAL FROM UNESCO 
BY 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE GREGORY J. NEWELL! 
INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATION AFFALRS 
WEONESDAY. DECEMBER 19, 1984, 2:30 PM 


MR. CARLSON Good afternoon This 1s the 
Department's briering on UNESCO It 18 ON-THE-RECORD and for 
cameras The briefer is Gregory J. Newell, the Assistant 
Secretary of State for International Organization affairs He 
has a brief statement, and then he will take your questions 


Mr. Newell 


MR. NEWELL One year ago, the United States notified 
UNESCO that U.S. membership would terminate on December 31, 
1984 We confirm today that U.S. withdrawal from UNESCO will 
take effect on that date 


UNESCO policies have, for several years, departed 
sharply from the established goals of the Organization we 
have regularly advised UNESCO of the limits of U.S. (and 
Western) toleration of misguided policies and programs, and of 
repeated mismanagement failures. .* the circumstances that 
impelled us, last year, to announce our plan to withdraw have 
not changed sufficiently, this year, to warrant a change in our 
decision Extraneous politicization continues, as does, 
regrettably, an endemic hostility toward the institutions of a 
free society -- especially a free market and a free press 
UNESCO'S mismanagement also continues, and approximately 80% of 
its $374 million biennial budget is still spent at its Paris 
headquarters, leaving only 20% to be spent elsewhere 


UNESCO has made efforts to reform itself during the 
past year Taking the pattern of UNESCO's own past »%erformance 
as the point of reference, we can agree that those efforts 
appear genuine Viewed, however, in light of the serious 
concerns we expressed last December, an unacceptable gap 
clearly remains An independent Monitoring Panel of eminent 
American experts formally reported a similar conclusion to the 
Secretary of State on November 27, 1984 


The United States remains committed to genuine and 


erfective internationa eration that serves the legitimate 
needs of developing na We intend to continue support 


*Conformed to text being read 





for international activities in the fields of education 
science, culture and communication through other existing 
channels multilateral, regional, biiateral, and private 
sector institutions 


As the Presicent stated in his recent address to the 
UN, we support genuine and effective international 


cooperation To help return UNESCO to that purpose we have ir 
mind a thre*-pronged approach 


(l) to promote UNESCO's reform from the outside 
the U.S will desianate a Reform Observation Panel of 
independent experts 





(2) We will work with all those -- countries, 
individuals, and private organizations who seek 
improvement in UNESCO 


(3) We will establish an observer mission in Paris 
to protect American interests at UNESCO and to work 
with like-minded tates on retorm measures 


When UNESCO returns to its original purposes and 
principles the United States would be in a position to retur 
to UNESCO 








Thank vou Ana I'd be pleased to take any questior 

Q Do you Nave any specific examples different from 
those you've gone over before that you find (economic or other 
that you oppose - on the part of UNESCO prompting this 
jecision specifically say on a tree oress or 

fs) On the question of hostility towards a free 
press, we have complained now for many years that UNESCO ha 


been involved with studies conterences meetinas ana the 
like which we believe could lead to the licensing of 
journalists and the establishing of codes 


Q What you're aying in ettect is that UNESCO di 
achieve some reforms r Gid work toward reform during the past 
year but it wasn't enough? 


A we are stating as nhas the rest of the West that 
there has DeeN uNnorecedented discussion on reform in UNESCO 
There has not been unprecedented reform 


we be | 1eve that Tre concerns which were i 61Gd On the 
table not only Dy the US Dut Dy many other nations if 
fact, officially by Belgium nada japan Ltaly the UK 
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Sweden, Finland. Denmark Iceland, et cetera - that those 
concerns which were made manifest this year pub! ] 
Deen overcome 


v Mave not 


Q Not enough to justify the U.S changing its mind’ 
A Well, not only not enough; it hasn't occurred 
Q Can you give us some idea of what kind of money 


is involved here? What the U.S. contribution to UNESCO was 
what percentage of the total? 


A Twenty-five percent of the total. which 
represents in the current budaet, about $47 million 


Q But hasn't the United States already paid some of 
that’? That was the 84-85 budget, wasn't it? 


A wel} some of the funds which are currently with 
UNESCO are to our benefit because of tavorable rates of 
exchange But UNESCO does 01d money yet that the United 
States 13s owed and when we do leave on the 3:ist ft December 


we hope to get back those moneys which are owed to us 


Q $45 million 3 ne year's 

3) Ls one year aS 5f nen? 

And what the US in the past, what would 
otherwise have gone to UNESCO, will it now be ailocated t 

ther oroiects or will there be a net decrea: in the amount 

fundina for these (inaugible)?’ 

a As we indicated with our withdrawal decision ifr 
December we would continue to support these activities in 
egucatior science culture and communication through oth 
existing means As to what level that is, the budget is 


currentiy under review, and we can't prejudge that 


Q You say the U.S. will have an observer status at 
NESCO? 

A Yes Lurreny ly there are about +70 who have 
observer status either as untries or a$ ingavidual 
rganizations ihe will maintain an observer mission it 
Paris to look after our interests 

Q woen are you going t nan this mission who 


will head this mission?’ 
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fe) Well, the mission will be filled basically by 
Foreign Service Officers We will also have a Reform 
Observation Panel that will look after our interests on reform 
ana that panel has not yet been decided on 


Q That's going to be separate from the observer 
mission? 

m That will be separate from the observer missior 
The observer mission will undertake the official duties and the 
ancillary needs which we will have in Paris --— financial 


+ 


arrangements and those sorts of things The Reform Observattior 
Panel will assess and report back on the reform efforts whi 
they see over the next 12 months 


Q When are you going to name that pane! 

ms After the holidays 

Q You gave an example about your concern about the 
free press What about the free market that you cited? wnat 
1S the chief US concern there? Ls 1t aqgvoca y f scocliaiism 
or what? 

“ Wel | the concerns we have here basically deal 


with the statist theories, new world orders and movements 
which UNESCO seems to be headed toward in terms of 
trans-national corporations 


e) This 1s a second to the funding question rirst 
of all, will any of the money that has previously been sent + 
UNESCO in that, roughly, $47 million figure be used to fund t'! 


observer mission, the Reform Observation Panel. or (the third 
item) the assistant to other aqroups that are keeping track f 
UNESCO? 


And second of all, can you tell me whether in the 
Administration's view, the funding level of about $47 milli 
Should be increased, decreased, or remain about the same for 
those types of programs, without setting a specific dollar 
amount, or is this some place where the Administration feel] 
can afford to cut spending in the effort to trim the federal 


budget? 

A Number one in terms of the alternatives whict 
would come forth with our withdrawal, we do not see the 
observer mission or the Retorm Observation Pane] claiming any 


of those resources 


In terms again of what Level we would have fo” 
alternatives, we just can't prejudge that right now 


(Continued on following page. ) 
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action miaht be considered and should this 


where similar 














tnose agencies to get thelr act togetner in terms of U5 
poiicy 

4 It should certainly be a warning to other 
organizations that this Administration will not tolerate the 
problems that have caused us to remove ourselves from UNESCO 


In terms of any other organizations that we are 
contemplating withdrawing from now no, we Nave none 
Remember, wnen we briefed last December 28, we stated at that 
time that the review process of all 96 multilateral 
organizations took us down the direction that we felt we needed 
to be going less in some, and more in some, organizations 
and that we should probably withdraw from UNESCO, which of 
course we did with our letter 


~ What's the status of US. participation in FAO? 

fe) We have no formulated plans to withdraw from the 
FAQ 

~ Could you explain why you think the United ‘tat: 
would be a more effective advocate of reform with an empty seat 
than taying in and working with US. allies inside of UNESCO 

4 yes Our chief goal here is not UNESCO's good 
health or UNESCO reform Our chief goal is international 
development Lt 1s not occurring through UNESCO 


Consequently we seek to take our political resources and other 
resources, and use them in other ways through other existina 
mechanisms which have proven more beneficial to the Third World 


How Go we act from an empty seat? Probably as 
effectively, if not more so, than we did on the occasion of j 
withdrawal from the ILO Recall, during that time there was a 


two-year -- not a one year -- notice, and it wasn't even in 
those two years that any change occurred It wasn't until the 


U.S. withdrew that there was a hasty action on the part of 
member states, and the Secretariat of the ILO to make retorm 


Q What about the U.S. National Commission whict 
voted a year ago that we should not withdraw, and then just 
last week said they regretted the withdrawal that they would 
rather see you give another year's notice like the British are 
going right now, and then withdraw if there hasn't been 
reform? Basically, they were saying there hasn't been time for 
these reforms to take place 


p There's been adequate time and there's been 
adequate opportunity for that reform to take place We've had 
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an Executive Board meeting in September/October; we had an 


Executive 


Board meeting 


in May; we have attended over 150 


meetings with the Western Information Group on reforms; we have 


made 145/] 
in the Jul 
opportunit 
for reform 
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change, th 
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reform -- 
occur with 


50 specific re 
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y The lack h 


commendations to the Director Genera! 
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as been. we think the lack of desire 
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en they will withdraw at tne end of 1985 They are 


l, a year behi 
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e think that with our withdrawal - if UNESCO can 


that tnis will 


increase the opportunity for that to 


25 percent reduction in the assessments, (2) with 


anotner member state at 
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UNDP -- United Nations Development Program - which currently 


nas a 20/8 
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Q 
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O percent ratil 


O 20 percent at headquarters, 80 


the field UNESCO has just the opposite - 80 


neadauarters 
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aid which has a 10O percent 
field ratio; and USIA, in terms of 
an 8 percent headauarters and 92 


S. officially out, are chere any 
$s staying on with the Secretariat, 


joining the Secretariat Guring this period; or government 
agencies supporting specific programs; or NGO's working with 


UNESCO? 


A 


We have be 


en assured repeatedly by the Director 


General that American personnel who are international civ 


servants 
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which he j 
their post 
submit Ame 
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would be pro 
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U.S. personne] would still stay on in 
continued, even in this year, to 
es for poli: V level posts 


he basic reforms necessary, then, for 
onsidering going back into UNESCO? 


reforms requisite are those same ones 








we've been talking about now for eleven months and that is 
mechanisms that will protect minority views mechanisms that 
will structurally change the decision-making apparatus in 
UNESCO; a budget that reflects zero-net program growth 

movement away from the New World Information and Communications 
Orcer and other statist theories 


Q Could you explain about programs that the United 
States will continue to be involved in -- the copyright 
program, [I understand, and 

- Yes, there ere selected programs out of the 
nine major areas in UNESCO, two of them -- which we can 
continue participating in by virtue of our being a signatory to 
other conventions and treaties, etc such as the Copyright 


Convention, such as the Inter-Governmental Oceanographic 
Commission, the International Geological Correlation Program 


Q How about Man and the Biosphere? 


3) Man and the Biocsphere We hope to find away to 
continue participating 


Q Didn't UNESCO adopt a zero-growth budget for two 
years recently a few weeks ago? 


A UNESCO did not The txecutive Board agreed to a 
zero-program-growth budget for the next biennium, and then 
unfortunately added a troublesome amendment which would allow 
for growth of up to two percent - plus, there's no 
implementing mechanism attached to the zero growth, as it 15 
With the two percent add-on, we're back about where we were 


Q When you speak about mechanisms to protect 
minority views, aren't you really talking about a veto for the 
United States and the Western Group so they could have together 


a veto on the budget; that they could decide which way UNESCO 
should go? 


We're talking about protecting minority interest: 
whether they be East, West, North or South For example, on 
the budgetary questicn what we asked for in the Executive 
Board of 51 members is that 85 percent of the 51 Executive 
Board Member would be required to approve a budaet That means 
if we think the budget is too large, eight Western countries 
can vote against it and stop the budget 


That also means that if the developing nations feel 
that it's too small, they can also stop the budget 





Q How many of those 140 recommendations were 
carried out? 





A I know of virtually none I'm sure there must be 
one or two, but I cannot cite any right now 


One of the problems we had here with the Executive 
Board meeting, and all the activity that went cn in Paris. is 
that we basically discussed -- and we didn't do anything 


We still recognize the genuine efforts that were put 
forward to discuss, but there was not concrete agreement on 


most of these recommendations, not just from the United States 
but from other member states; not only in the West but 
throughout the world But we don't have any implementing 


mechanisms and we don't have any time-line as to when these 
things would be put in place 


Q Your critics say that the intitia] indications of 
U.S. concerns that came in May were very vague and that the 
ones that came in July were too late for very much to happen 
and that manv of the recommendations couldn't be implemented 
through the Board meeting but had to wait for the Conference 
next year such as program changes 





How could they have made the changes you want since 
they didn't have the meeting scheduled in the time you gave 
them? 


s) We'll answer the first question, and then we 
don't need to answer the second one 


We have been criticized all year long for not having 
been specific, but we have been abundartly specific, first, i: 
our letter of December 28 from the Secretary of State to the 
Director General; in meetings then that I had with the Director 
General in January; in a meetina on April 10 with the Secretary 
of State and the Director General here in Washington As early 
as March 5S we put forward specific recommendations We refined 
those and elaborated further in April, and then at the May 
Executive Board meeting, working with 23 other Western Group 
countries, and consulting with 120 other countries in Paris, 
Washington, New York and some 23 Third World capitals Wwe 
think we were abundantly specific 





On July 13 we put forward another 145/150 specific 
recommendations for the program of action for the next bienniun 
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Q Is it fair for us to say that you recognize that 
you will be judged by both the Third World and other members of 
UNESCO on your commitment to continuing funding these programs 
by the level of funding, by the dollar amount of that $47 
million that you contribute to similar programs? Will you be 
breaking that out or will it end up getting buried in agency 
budgets where it woula be impossible to know how much of it is 
actually being spent on those programs? 


a Again, on the bBDudgetary side, we just can't 
comment on that 


Q You have no comment on the dollar amount But 
the question of being judged is 


ve I would like to address that ina broader 
context We have heard now for, goodness, 15 months -- since 
this has been under consideration and enroute that the Third 


World would feel that the U.S. had abandoned the Third World 
Well, that's poppycock We participate in some 95 other 
international organizations where we work harmoniously with the 
Third World - constructively with the Third World 


‘w So you're going to dbase your judgment - you 
think that people should judge you on the basis of the 95 other 
organizations that you're members of, not on the basis of how 
much of this money will end up going back into Third World 
programs? 


A We hope they will judae us on our 
across-the-board approach, which 1s constructive to 
multilateral development in the Third World 


Q Two of those organizations you mentioned to me a 
few moments ago, Mr. Newell, are already American-funded 
programs Let me get it straight Are you suggesting that 


some of the funding used here would go into those programs over 
and above their present budgets? 


A We, again, on the budgetary side, we just cannot 
answer that 


Q (Inaudible) money to AID and to the USIA? 

A Our alternatives package, which has been underway 
now for about eight months with an interagency force and 
private sector individuals would design resources going to 


these implementing mechanisms 

















Q One of the things the critics would also say is 
this kind of move weakens the international system when we pul! 
out and say, “We don't like the way you're doing business, we 
want to do it some other way “ Would you answer that charge’ 


Does this, in your view, weaken the international system when 
the U.S. withdraws’ 


“ We think this decision strengthens it We think 
this decision is pro-U_.N [It's because the multilateral system 
is important to us that we have blown the whistle It's 


because the multilateral fora are important to us that we have 
asked all agencies to return to their original purposes, to 
depoliticize themselves, to get budgets which reflect sound 
management, and to get more of the resources which they have at 


their disposal out into the field So we think this has the 
opposite effect -- that it will strenathen the system 

We have seen that in this ‘ast General Assembly in 
New York We have seen this in the ITY the World Health 
Organization, the ILO, the [AEA, UNL the International Civil 
Aviation Organization all of which have had major meeting 


which have been significantly more encouraging to the purposes 
of their being in this past year, and we correlate that 
directly to the UNESCO decision 


Q What's the mechanism for informing UNESCO today 
if you already have or will, of this decision? Have they beer 
notified today, and how was that done?’ 

a They have been notified And as we did last 
December, the Secretary of State wrote to the Director Genera] 
as well as well to the Secretary-General of the U.N 


9 That letter was delivered today? 


a There has been communication today to the 
Director General 


MR. CARLSON Thank you very much, Mr. Newel] 


(Briefing concluded at 2:55 p.m.) 
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December 295, 1934 
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ION OFFICIAL: I suppose I should be 


= - 

eroperiy deflated. I was told on the way up here Sy Bob that the 
only question that apparentiy was evoked Sy the notice that there 
#oulé be this session was, why is he coming? Laughter.) 


* Well, what is the answer? (Laughter .) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, many of you have 
assed to have a session to talk about topical issues and the run up 
to Geneva, East-ivest issues, other stories in the headlines in the 
past few days, anc I thought that sayde it would Se useful if we took 
from the preparation for Cenevwa to talk ssout those; to talk 
sic defense, and to respond to your guestions on those or 


ef 
’ 
"” 
\) 
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For the past several weexs, the President has Seen 
$s over a series of meetings in preparation for renewal of 
th the Soviet Union. on has directed at the outset that we 
every possible way in which we might succeed in renewing 
Sialogue on the Paniily of arms control issues, strategic 
re 
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as we.l as Cefensive, as soon as "oenethie. Those sessions 

sd more than a doven of them -- prceducec a cich panoply of 
the Presicent has heard anc wiil weight in forging the 

© the delegation which I would expect to be finally 

e the tiew Year. 
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t seenec to se that one of the fundamental lessons fros 
xtensive review has Seen that the foundation assumptions which 
ec the acoption of the current strategy for deterrence about 20 
aso Save Seen calleé into question; and that our own ability to 
ose realities and to forge what will be an effective doctrine 
° for preserving deterrence through the turn of the 

it to inspire our policies toward arms control as we.l as 
policies in this country. 


Let me tell you exactly what I'm talking about here. For 

st 20 years, we and the Soviet Union ‘Save Sased our -- of we, 

t -- have based Our assumptions on Sow deterrence can Se 

urel upon the sotion that if t -- each side were able tS maintain 
Siiity to retaliate against any attacx that it might face and 

e costs which were unacceptable, that this would suffice to 

7 ict. This Salance of terror, if you will, relies upon 

threaten the other side with sReasive power. It is a 
ch each sice is supposed to gain security through its 

ity and its own ability to retaliate against the other. 
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the ability to retaliate woulc remain stable. The corollary to 
t assumption was that neither side would seek to gain unilateral 
antase, to alter that balance by the dSuilding of offensive or 
efensive forces which coulé either rezove its own vulnerability or 
ercome the adility to the other side to retaliate. 
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And, thicdly, there was, adout 15 years ago, the 
conclusion that offensive deterrence was not only sensible but 
necessary, because neither s.de could develop a defensive systes 
which could effectively detec the other side. The state-of-the-art 
Simply wasn't that advanced. 


Now it would seem to me that each of these fundamental 
assumptions may no longer be valid. For example, at the outset, the 
motion that a country is better off in a circumstance in which it is 
unable to defend itself is a little bit surreal, om its face. The 
corollary, however, that neither side would seek to alter that 
condition would undermine that presumption if one side @ié and, for 
azample, if the Soviet Union, as it has, has gone beyond equality to 
establish a superior ability in a particular category as, for 
example, the prompt hard-target capability, then this would call into 
question the stability of the fundamental balance. 


Sisilarly, if one side, in this case, the Soviet Union, 
were to establish an advantage through the development of defensive 
Systems able to counter or reduce the ability of the other to 
retaliate effectively, that, too, would remove the fundamental 
stability that is supposed to inhere in mutual vulnerability. 


. 

Here, again, we see that for the past 20 years the Soviet 
Union has put quite a lot of gmoney and research into the development 
of defensive systems. indeed, if you look at that period, you find 
that the Soviet expenditures on strategic defensive systems have been 


greater than their expenditures on offensive systems, although both 
are quite large. 


Finally, on the point that it is -- Of it was -- sigpily 
not possible to develop effective defenses, the emergence of new 
technologies, sensors, other systems, suggest the possibility that's 
mo longer the case anc that we say see, by the turn of the century, 
systems which would offer the possibility for each side to defend 
itself effectively, and that evokes a very promising possibility, 
which is that you coulé aove away from a strategy based upon the 
ability to threaten with offensive power to greater rceliance upon 
systems which don't threaten anyone, to systems which are oriented 
toward military weapons and sot people, to systems which would not 
threaten the Soviet Union nor its society. 


It's for that reason that the President, @ 
year-and-a-half ago, proposed the opening of a serious rcesearch 
effort, fully compatible with existing treaty commitments, to sec 
whether, for the 19906 and beyond, some future president might not be 
in @ position to move us away from @ strategy based on threatening 
with offensive power and toward one which threatens no one. 


Now that is an important part of the foundation of our 
Thinking 








anc seexing to renew serious Cialogue with the Soviet Union on the 
recuction of offensive systezs, Doth stratesic an? intersediate 
canse, anc @ serious dialogue on the basic issue of the relationship 
>e=ween offense and defense. This is our purpose in Geneva. 


And it will be @ our purpose in what we hope will be 
negotiations to follow to deal seriously, flexibly and constructively 
with bow we can ceduce offensive systems. Anc we spent the past year 
examining our positions in START and INF, and on the space -- the 
fasily of space systems -- we've identified a number of ideas and 


concepts which we think hold prozise of bridging saps which have 
existed heretofore. 


And we are ready and going to Geneva to exchange 
thoughts on these ideas, hopefully to receive some from the Soviet 
Union. Ané we hope to come away with an agreed plan for the early 
renewal of formal dialogue, negotiations in each of these areas. 


Well, there are a number of other points to treat. But 
why don’t I respond to your questions now? Yes, in the back? 


Q Sit, yOu want to sove away from offensive power. 


What ideas do you have in place of thea specifically -- that you will 
present in Geneva -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't intend to 
get into the specific systems and possible trade-offs as between 
them. The Presi¢ent very clearly recognizes that as fundamental a 
change as this represents, requires a thorough understanding on both 
sizes of its motives and of the how <-- the procedure -- through which 
over time it might be adopted. And it is laying that foundation and 
maxing clear that this represents in no sense an effort to gain 


unilateral advantage but to sove us toward a sore stable posture of 
éerterrence. 


With that foundation laid, we'll be prepared in 
negotiations, which we hope will follow promptly, to get into the 
scecific ways in which this evolution could take place. 


Yes? 


-- yOu sees to Se Saying tha 
negotiable. You use the words, “seriously, f 
constructively” <- 


i really is not 
ibly and 


SENIOR ADMIN"STAATION OFFICIAL: constructively. 


2 -- “constructively” -- right -- in terms of the 
Amer ican attitude to reduce offensi e systems, but the Soviets 
obviously want us to forego or reduce defensive systems. Are you 
Saying that the strategic doctrine change that's evolving is so 


, 


fundamental that it really cannot de alter ed by Geneva and the 
subsequent negotiations? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: “ell, to Degin with, we 
face a condition today in which the imbalance in this ability that I 
referred to as prompt hard-target capability is lopsidedly in favor 
of the Soviets by a factor of about 3 to 1 with 6,900 IC3H warheads 
on their side and about 2,000 on ours. That is a fundamental 
imbalance of great importance for crisis stability, and it needs to 
be acdressec. These are systems which exist today, which threater 
tolay, as opposed to others which are not even in the laboratory 
stase in many cases. 


And, 86, it’s sensible to taik about that as a matter of 
creates: urgency Cleary. And i don't sean to tis.eac, Sowever. The 
ani of defensive systems and the basic concept of defense, and 
a: biculariy the enormous investments the Soviet cnion Sas already 
st into it == far greater than ours <-- and the existence on their 
ite of defensive systets today -- well Seyons any U.S. Capability -- 

fe that we, fiest, exmastine tozether, for the ficst tame in @ 
tite, # at if Stabiiity. Is it th5r9e35 *utesl vuineradiiity? 
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ooes that exist tocay’ ce. it be estasSlishec? In any case, is it 
mot worthwhile to rceiuce the nusser of those systems to equality at 
sower levels? Andc, Linally, how can ¢efesse enhance the ability of 
>oth sices to feel secure, and not just the United States? And I 
Stress the later becaus., clearly, in Geneva and Seyond strategic 
cefense will be clearly cn the agenda. 


~ 


. Sic, helle -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes? 

9 ~~ back here -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Jarry? 


Q You used the phrase, “trade-offs.” Is it 
conceivable in the U.S. strategy to trade off some of our interest in 
a defensive system for curbing what you see as their advantage in 
certain offensive systems or must the trace-offs be within those 
areas -- inclusively within those areas? And, secondly, when you 
speak of their having a greater capability, I think you said, in 
cefensive systems, that isn’t what most analysts seem to think. Are 
you talking about -- they have a better anti-satellite system or were 
you Simply talking about the defense arounc Moscow that we don't 
have? in other words, coulé you be a little more specific about what 
you see as their edge in defensive systems? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Glad you asked. it is 
Surprising and perhaps our fault that few people in this country 
Con't understand that the United States today cannot prevent a 
Sallistic missile warhead from cosing into the United States. I was 
struck by a poll not long ago which reported that 60 percent of the 
American people are confident that today we can prevent a Sallistic 
sissile from coming in and exploding in our territory. That's not 
true. We don’t have that capability. 


Beyond that, however, while in the 1950s the United 
States 7id have a defensive anti-aircraft system ceployed that was 
Sisestablished, and while today we have s modest capadility for 
anti-aircraft defense, it is infinitesimal when compared to the more 


than 10,000 Soviet air defense sites now and to a progras through 
_ am & — 


which missile systems have been develope’ that have 4 capability 
against both aircraft and missile syste2s. 


In addition, there's the reported -- well, actnovwledged 
“- Capability of the Soviet Union through its early-warning and 
Sattle-sanacgement radars to 








identify and track ballistic sissile attack And, of course, they do 
nave the site, which is being improved cight now, for the defeace of 
Moscow within the teres of the ASM treaty, dDut with newer and far 
more capable systeas. 


We don’t have any of those things. So it is -- it is 


a.most as though there were a sonopoly, although the difference is 
insignificant. 

* Well, can you answer the first part of his question? 

. -- the first part -- 

Q Trade-offs? 

9 ny trade off from our area of strength as against 
theirc area of strength? Or the trade off within each area? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that it's 
important that the United States and the Soviet Union accept that if 
we are to go toward the adoption of greater reliance on defensive 
Systems, that it be done in a stable way, and that it be acknowledged 
as improving stability and the security that each side feels. 

Now, it is very conceivable to se -- if you look at the 
basic alternatives which the Soviet Union faces -- that they say well 
indeed accept that premise. indeed, their very force structure today 
suggests that they Go. Otherwise, why would they have spent well 
over half their investment in defensive systems? So, if there is a 
believer in defensive systems, it is the Soviet Union. And they've 
shown that belief by putting those systems into the ground. 

Now, let me answer your question on trade-offs. And that 
is to say, that coring to terms on how defense can enhance deterrence 
will undoubtedly inwolve trade-offs. We believe that it is «a 
Sefensible proposition, which we will discuss and entertain objection 

ns every fashion imaginable, that we can establish stability through 
lower levels of offensive power and we''l be delighted if the Soviet 
Jnion agreed to that. 


We believe that, in that event, defense can nonetheless 
contribute to enhancing deterrence. But we intend to discuss that, 
too, and are entirely open to a contraty view. We also think that in 
>.fensive systems -- after looking at our START position and theirs 
~~ that there are trade-offs here. As, for example, between areas in 
which we have an advantage in bomber systems, and their own areas of 
rantage in offensive ballistic gwissile systems -- ICBMs 


So, yes, there are trade-offs. And we think, 

particularly in te START content, that those trade-offs cou 
ogress. 

* Are you say 

bombers for a reduction of 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL Well, acai, T*m not 
going treat the specific -- 

° Ts this an example of what you're -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIA! -- numbers, but that is 
senericaliy accurate 

Sern.le? 

¢ Several months ag0, Most people were focussing on 
se - ‘en ate . at were 5onming JD De eryi-¢ -OR AAG winter. nd in the 
Send inne’ ea speec* i st iy. sc ’ recall, he saic4 sonetrine ~*~ the 











eflect that we won't pay 8 price for reruming negotiations, but if 
ta.ks resume, we would consider feStreints in this fleld. Where does 
S382 Stanc? Because that is a live ‘SSue, whereas the Star Wars is 
"till way in the future before you're talking about testing or 
sep.oyment. Is the 0.s. going to discuss some tind of negotiated 
passe or sotething in ASAT development? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFF 


° 
S3amk that it’s good to recall that tS oviet Union, in proposins a 
moratorium, is in an excellent posstion to do so. They have a proven 
System -- and ceployed -- and we don't. So 8 moratoriusz on testing, 
something they don’t need to do, serves theic interest. 


The President stands by his commitment of the Speech and 
sn DiS talks with the Foreign Minister of September, that, yes, we 
will consider what measures of cestraint are appropriate when +h 
meGotiations open. And we shall. 

A small digression: two or three months ago, there was 
toe assertion by a leading political figure in this country, during 
toe campaign, that President Kennedy's proposal of a moratorium led 
promptiy to the conclusion of the Limited Test Ban Treaty. And that 
was really substantial revisionissa of history. And I mention it 
secause of how moratoria have worked in the past. 


The truth is, in the ls 


te Eisenhower years, we and the 
Soviet Union adopted a moratorius on nuclear testing, atmospheric 
-@S*ing. After some two and a hal? years, as I recall, the Sovier 
STLON, unilaterally, broke out of thar without notice. However, in a 
program which had clearly been planned over months and years, and in 
2 very mattow space of time, conducted severa? yeac’s worth of 
nuciear testing. 


Again, at the conclusion of that program, the Soviet 
vnion said, and President Kennedy accepted, the renewal of the 
soratotium. But the United States had not been able to put together 
2° test program of its own << being caught Dy Surprise << and the 
a-Ventage gained was very substantia!. 

Now, this is not to say that one precedent rules out 
renceforth and forever more some kiné of moratorium -- it doesn't. 
But it has pitfalls. The President stands by his commitment of his 
s5eech. 

a 3 

e DO you think that the President's renewed enphasis 

" Strategic cefense that you've talked about * te, and other 
ac™inistration officials have talked about, gives the United States 
s.gGnifticantly sore leverage in these negotiations with the Soviets 

-e “ney sees So concerned about it? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, again, I think -- 

Ss qgvestion is poes SOI give us significant severage to gain 
-ONSeSSions on the sart of the Soviets in view of the 2>vious concern 
that the ave about it? 


s Qnink, fiest of all, the concern is probably felt, but 
se BASksS their own acknowledged history of enormous investment thar 
nm this area. So to Say that the Soviet Union is 
eoncerneé about defense is utter nonsense, to the etent that they 
. 





ave Ceveloped such an elaborate defence of their own, they c eariy 
—_ . ~ ‘*\@e . "cane am € 4af nse 

+ GO think that the research progran = wnich is juste 
‘nas «= offers the promise of greater stability and enhancing 
le@terrence ind, oy *eir own history =} interest sn it, too, they 
. - we — .e*e a 7atter of COFIAG er terse rr sow to integrate 
" .)* we sve * set agreement on it 
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the conclusion, apparently, Dy the Soviets in the late sixties that 
although they were further along, that U. S. technology, once 
developed, could well be Setter and, as a consequence, it was in 
their interest to try to liait it. 


Well, for whatever reasons, we think that they obviously 


have @ serious interest in it; we've seen it in theic statements, and 
that’s fine. We look forward to talking to them about it. 

0 You keep talking about the extent of the defensive 
Systems which the Soviets already have deployed, researched and 
“eployed. If you can clarify something -- I'am under the impression 


chat they have only one crude anti-satellite system and no 
anti-sissile systesz, and that the rest of this defensive array about 
which you were speaking consists of radars and such things, but not 
anything that would be a defense against a ballistic missile. In 
other words, they can no gwore prevent a ballistic missile fror 
triving there than we can here. Isn't that the case? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. The defense of a 
country, in this case, the Soviet Union, against the spectrusm of 
attacks they might face requires that they deal with missile attacks 
and bomber attacks and today, in the bomber area, they have a massive 


, 


capability to defend against that. We don't. 


° Okay, but no sissile capability? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In the missile area, the 
ability that they are authorized under the ABM treaty is not only 
very robust but improving every day -- true enough, limited to 
Moscow, but the research effect of that and the ability it gives the 
Soviet Union to break ow* with the early deployment, unilaterally, 
conceivably, of the fruit of that research, which has been very 
vigorous, is very such worth considering. 

In addition, aparct from the systems deployed around 
Moscow, Galosh and SH-8, the other Soviet missiles which are 
ostensibly anti-aircraft, SA-10, SA-12, appear to have the 
sapability, also, to deal with ballistic systems and, again, here, 
where we are talking about a system which could be deployed against 
an aircraft threat, which is authorized, but has that capability, 
coulée fundamentally alter the strategic balance. 


0 Could you clarify whether -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Chris? 


* Yes, I’m a little confused. It seems to me there's 
contradiction because, on the one hand, you're saying that you want 


change the whole bdbasis for the strategic thought from the “MAD” 
tem of the past several decades to this new idea of a possibilit 
or an effective defense, and yet you say that you are willing to 


rene & 
) 


negotiate away, because you say it’s on the table, the Star Wars 
space defense system. I think -=- that seems to me to be an interna 
contradiction, first of all, and if you could explair that and, 
secondly, I'd like your reaction to Mr. Gorbachev's success, apparent 
success, in the last week with Mrs. Thatcher on this question of Star 
vacs 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, first of all, let 
me say that if there is, or if I*ve given the impression that our 
Slatform is to fundamentally change the basis of strategic 
feterrcence, I don’t intenc that. What we seek here <-- 
a IA a’ cn > ? 
C $aic -- 
SOR AOMINISTAATION OFFICIAL 200d, I'm glad you .- 











Let me go through it, again. 
. A philosophical discussion you were having with us? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right 


° All right. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The United States 
purpose is to maintain effective deterrence, to preserve peace, to 
reduce the potential for conflict. Wow the construct under which 
that -- those ends have been pursued has been a construct of reliance 
upon offensive deterrence. We believe that the Soviet Union, by its 
actions in the past 20 years and particularly the last 10, has 
undermined the viability of that, but we think it can be restored. 

We are confident that it can and that it gust involve focusing upon 
the restoration of a stable balance in offensive systems, and that's 
what we are about in START, INF separately. 


And so we are entirely committed to the preservation of 
e status guo and of making it more stable by reducing the level of 
fensive systems on both sides. AS a Separate matter, we believe 
that that condition of effective deterrence can be enhanced by seeing 
together if we cannot integrate defensive systems, which are 
fundamentally different, they do not threaten anybody, and that ought 
to be in the interests of the Soviets and us, to move away fros 
something which is posited on your ability to threaten, which is a 
political fact, not military -- is a less stable condition than your 
ability to use systems which do not threaten anyone. 


But this is a matter for discussion and it doesn't 


suggest at all a departure from our commitment now and in the years 
to come 





-ty. And cight now that means in offensive systeas 
lower levels. 


With rcegeré to the visit of the Soviet Union's 
representative, “zs. Gorbachev, to London and the statements of 
interest in making progress in arms reduction are welcome. The 
United States hopes that that is reflected in the Soviet positions in 
Geneva and beyond. And I wouldn't comment beyond that. 


Yes? 


9 It*s still not clear -- it's still not clear to ge, 
when you say that the SDI and everything else would be on the table 
-- whether, at the optimum, you would be willing to accept cancelling 
the SDI if they would reduce the capability -- dramatically reduce 
the capability -- of theirc offensive systems. I! mean, at the 
optimum, is that the kind of a deal that we would like to see? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I's not about to get 
into the negotiations that will ensue in the months ahead and the 
positions that the United States will take. I've gone over what our 
objectives are, and that they are oriented towards stability, and we 
see a number of ways that you can get to that outcome, and that we 
have no illusions that some unilateral U.S. deployment of defensive 
systems would do that. 


And so, getting to a condition in which defensive systems 
lay a role reguires Soviet-0.S. dialogue about capabilities and what 
eally does improve stability. So it's going to be probably 4 
entral part of the negotiations in the months ahead. 


ono 


Q But -- going back to an earlier question -- and it's 
not clear to me -- are you saying that we would consider, in the 
general sense, we would consider offensive systems traded off for 
4efensive systems? Or are you saying within each area, it would be 
Sefense for defense, or offense for offense? Could there be a 
cross-over to reach this level of stability? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And if you say, could I 
imagine a condition in which both sides agreed that there ought to be 
offensive and defensive systems, and that that would be a stable 
balance? Yes, I can imagine that. The Soviet Union clearly can 
because it has such a major defensive posture today. And -- but I 
will not get into what specific systems and in what numbers and so 
forth, right now. 


9 #hat about -- just areas? Could there be -- [ 
guess, getting down ts, not specifics, but the area of defensive 
weapons versus offensive weapons. For instance, if we have an A 
system and a 8 system in the defensive area, would we want some 
concession from the Soviets in the defensive area for one of those as 
we would in the offense? Or could there be a cross-over between one 
of ours -- offensive for one of their defensive -- or 60 on. Are we 
locked into a negotiation where there has to be an area-for-area 
transfer? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is no rigid 
construct for associating defensive concessions with defensive 
concessions or any other context. These capabilities have to be 
dealt with in an owerall framework of stability, and each side’s view 
of what is stable. And the composition, at the end of the day, of 
each side's forces will end up, as it is today, different. But it is 
impossible now to srezict what that outcome would be. 


. “-e@ negotiations that have gone on, on the specific 
subjects -- stratetic arts, INF and so on -- are all limited in their 
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Do you foresee that in order to address this (undasental 
yoo talk about, do you foresee the necessity for a new forus 
cst of Geneva at which these Sasic discussions about 
lity and defense can be carried on? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The format for talks 

rf Sope will follow Geneva is one of the leading issues to »%e 
in Geneva. We are flexible on that. We have no 

vel outcosze that we insist upon. We have a number of ideas 
ifferent formats which we think would hold promise of saking 
S in each of the areas. So we're willing to offer our ideas, 
to theics, and couldn't really prejudge what the outcome is 
ng to Se. ut there can be an outcome; at least we have a nuzber 
ideas, any of which we could live with, that we think ought to be 
asonsadSie from their point of view. 
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Yes? 

* I wonder if we could go back to this correlation 
between the aef ense buildup here and Soviet willingness to talk aras 
control. How is the fact that they walked away in the amidst of the 
suildédup fit into that correlation? 

SENIOR MINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think one has to 
consider whether taking a tough stance of confrontation, which 
historically engenders fear in the West, may not have been done in 
the hope that it will alter our policy; or the attitude of the 
congress or the people in this country or Europeans about their 
willingness to go ahead with this investment in their security, and 
thet this susceptibility of cemocracies generally to threats, to 

confrontation, to walking out, to posturing, which, in points in our 
history, have succeedeé in changing our policies, might not have 
worked. 


Sut that is a close-run thing from their point of view; 


anc that is, if doesn't work, and if not only your political cohesion 
with allies is preserved, Sut your own modernization program is 
continued, then it promises some day to turn from paper to hardware. 
anc cur own excellence in technology is something of natural concern 
om thee 


Historically, they have had results in putting lisits on 
American technology Sy coming Sack to the table and negotiating arms 
control. Anc I imagine that it must surely pe part of their calculus 
that, “Let*’s try it. We sade out pretty well in the ‘70s, let's try 
it again.” At any rate, they are coming Sack and we welcome that and 
we ‘ope we can make some headway. 
fes 
e I'd like to get back to your statement at the outset 
Sout moving more toward a defensive system. Logic and the burden of 
history would seem to suggest that if you move more toward a 
lefensive syster you're going to get more of both, that as each side 
uiléds up their vefensive capadility, they’il also Suild up the means 
to overwhelm or saturate the other guy's cefensive capability -- why 
wOric that not apply in this case? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The assertion <= and the 
rticle that was mentioned earlier has it in it == that defense will 
naturally iead to more offense doesn't square with the -- either the 
facts historically in all cases or expectations of some of the 
technologies that are at hand; anc that is that their effectiveness 
ac«nowleégec on dSoth sides in dDeing relatively invulinerabie could 
e-onstrste that it is pn to try, or even if they are 
siaerable to offensive attack, or attack dy offensive systems, that 
the cos : ing that is sreaces than our cost in putting up a 
: AS J@ $ .@em 
.- : > > oe it’ t ort* i? Jut rigrt AOw, "eit er 








the systezs capadilities nor the cost Senefit trade-offs sugsest that 
sheze is any natural logic to an expansion in offensive pover 

Yes 

. From your discussion of the Soviet defensive systes, 
are you seying that the Soviets have the capability to defend against 
anc prevent a nuclear strike Sy the Unitec States while we do not 
have that adility? 


- 7 — a. a -—* ~e - - > Ai Au 7 > 
SENIOR ADMIN > aun OFFICIAL: > = “wee t Ssy that. > 
a a 


did say that they have a very healthy anti-aircralt defense ané that 
their -- Soth theic R&D anc their developoent of systens which appear 
to have the capability against Sallistic systems is very 
ferc-acivanced; wd that because it's far-adévanced, the ability to, 
with a surge, creak out of that is real. 

. But currently, they cannct - 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL No, I would not pretend 
that today, the Soviet Ynion could prevent a Sallistic sissile 
attack. 


MR. SIMS: We're approaching an Sour anc I know you have 
to leave. So how about ove or two sore -- Jernie and -- 


° Can you edccress the ABM Treaty which 


, 











im aS current phase, expi:es or is up for remewal or automatically 
is renewed in *87? Is that something that has to be factored into 
the megotiations? BSecause after all, you can’t -- as I understand it 
-- test some of the things that people have talked about without 
cnanging that treaty or just abrogating it. I mean, is that 
something that is negotiable in the current stage? 


LOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's premature, and that 
question wil murce to some future President. I think you'il check 
“~~ it’s ‘88, I bellewe, Bernie -- five years. We had our review in 
1983 in the fall, and it'll be rewiewed again in the fall of ‘88. 


* -- *87. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL. Well, I'll check it out, 
Sut the J.S. program is entirely compatible with it. And the there's 
a lot of negotiating to do between now and then on fundamental 
concepts. 


9 Will it be compatible with it until it expires 
whether -- I sean, do you expect to be in a position to be able to 
test things that would be in violation of that treaty, whether 
President Reagan's in office or anybody else, Sefore expiration date? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Lou, I think it’s 
premature now with the state of the R&D that we're doing to say what 
you might want to do even that far ahead right now. But we don’t see 
any incompatibility between the research effort and the ABM treaty. 


Yes? 

Q It seems you're saying -- 

MR. SIMS: Last question, please. 

- ~~ that the U.S. -- it seems you're saying the U.S. 


is going to Geneva in an inferior -=- currently inferior strategic 
position. It seems Russia has a big edge on the offensive side and 
on the defensive side. And, do I understand you correctly that 
s*re only saying it's because toward the end of this decade they 
rceive we may be restoring finally equilibrium and balance because 
Sur continuing investment that they have this incentive, dbut if 
they look at just the strategic situation today, they*‘re ahead? Is 
3 


- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that unless the 


Sviet Union thought there were high self-interest and real 
ncentives to come to Geneva they wouldn't come. 
7 No, I understand -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: WNow, that doesn't 
sest that they think that we are inferior in the context of what 
egotiation would involve, which is out-year systems And that's 


we are talking about <-- Out-year systems. 


2 But are you going to Geneva feeling that the current 
stion is unbalanced rather than balanced in the overall? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think that 
tive deterrence exists. There are areas in which the Soviets 
substantial advantage. There are others in which we have an 
ace. Deterrence exists; we want to keep it that way. And 
the basis for a €ruitful negotiation. 
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MR. HUGHES Good afternoon This is an On the fecord 
briefing by Under Secretary for Political Affairs, Michael 
Armacost It's almost five years since the Soviets invaded 


Afghanistan, and Secretary Armacost will given you an appraisal! 
of the situation as it stands today 


I would just like to point out this is a briefing or 
Atghanistan and Secretary Armacost will take questions on 
at gnanistan 


UNDER SECRETARY ARMACOST l'm happy to be here and to 
nave the chance to discuss with you the subject of Afghanistan 
and where we stand This 1s a subject of some importance 
clearly to American foreign policy [t's a subject in which 
many people in the Department Hvyiousiy, Nave taken @ very 


keen personal interest 





Let me briefiy discuss U.S policy in Aafaqhanistan 
what's happening miiit ariliy m the ground nNolw we see thre 
status of diplomat; efforts toward reachina a settlement 


Then ['ll be happy to take a crack at your questions 


l also have with me Herb Hagerty who's the ountry 
Director for Paki¢tan at jnManist an. ana Bangladesh Peter 
Burleiah trom INR and Phyllis Oakley from the Atahanistan Dest 


You're all aware that December 27 marks the fifth 
anniversary of the Soviet invasion of Aafqhani«tsi That event 
caused a protound shock in the international community and it 
relations between the United States and the Soviet Union 


Five years ago, when many of you reported on the 
Soviet invasion, few of us would have imagined that five year 
later we would be speaking of an Af jnman resistance that has 


kept the Soviets essentially from subju@ating their country 
It 18 an incredible tory it deserves our attention It is 
possible only pecause of the strenath of character ang couraace 


and fortitude of the Afahan people 





AY 





Afghanistan is an issue that's not yet decided 
Although it's a truly remote area from a geographic standpoint 
and it is rather sparsely covered in the media, what happer in 
Afahanistan is very important for the stability of South Asie 
and the reduction of world tension in general 


A comment about American policy We think our 
policies toward this situation have been clear and consistent 
The goal has always been a negotiated political settlement 
whose objective is to secure the withdrawal of all Soviet 
forces from Afghanistan and to end the ever-increasing agony 
and devastation borne by the Afghan people 


We believe a settlement is possible in which the 
legitimate security interests of all the parties can be 
protected We intend to continue our search for such a 
settlement not only in the interests of the nations of South 
Asia but for the peace and stability of the wider world 


Our national interests are not served by simply 
keeping the Soviets tied down in Afghanistan The burden of 
suffering the Afghans carry 18 tremendous, and U.S. policy is 
and must be based on the objectives for which we have stood 
namely, support for the Afghan right to freedom, independence 
and self-determinatior 





let me turn then to a few comments on the military 
Situation in Afghanistan, beginning with the Panjsher Valley 
The story of the Seventh Soviet Panisher offensive is well 
known At the end of April, the largest concentration of 
Soviet/DRA forces ever assembled in Afahanistan, beaqan a maior 
jrive against the mujahidin of Commander Masood 


Masood resorted to classic querrilla tactics; he 
pulled his forces back and up to high ground, hiding in the 
network of caves that riddled the valley sides Land mines 
became the major weapon 


At present, the Soviets occupy roughly two-thirds of 
the valley floor, and have established various garrisons in 
which to winter 


What has been the 1984 outcome in the Panisher 
Valley’? Masood was not captured and, contrary to initial 


Soviet claims. he's alive and wel] Although they have 
suttered considerable losses his forces avoided major pitched 
battles and they have escaped to surrounding valleys to fight 
on On the other hand the valley has been denied to Masood a 


4abase of operations ana he has had to find winter refuge 

















ae 


elsewhere for his followers 


The valley itself is largely deserted, as Masood has 
moved out most of the civilian population before the Soviet 


April offensive began Foodo resources in the Panjsher have 
been dramatically reduced and the people of that valley face a 
rather bleak winter Although the use of scorched earth type 


tactics is not country wide, this is but one illustration of 
the deteriorating cond: ions for the civilian population inside 
Afghanistan as the war continues 


When the Soviet offensive in Panjsher tapered off 
roughly in May and June, they turned their attention west to 
Herat, Afghanistan's third largest city. where there was a 
marked deterioration in the security situation 


In early June roads to the city were blocked and the 
city itself surrounded by over 300 tanks and armored personnel 
carriers Large numbers of Soviet troops proceeced to search 
the city nouse-dy-Nhouse There was little resistance activity 


as most of the mujahidin had already left the city Dut 


; 


villages south and west were subjected to intense air attacks 


In Herat : in other aftaqhan cities Soviet force are 
garrisonea near but itsice of the inter of town rucept for 
periogi: Sweeps anc searches tor atanhan army recruits “oviet 
soldiers are seldom seer in th ities themselves, leaving the 
security to ineffective local forces This policy invariably 
leads to progressive decrease in security, and the Herat 
campaian was an attempt to relieve resistance pressure ry +t 


city and nearbdy highways 


Ihere’'s no reason to believe that the 1984 ampaiar 
was more successful in Breaking the strength of the resistar 
or the support they enjoy from the surviving population than 
the offensives in 1983 


In the first part of 1984 Soviet security in Kabul 
had been increased, creating the impression, especially for 
foreign residents and visitors that the city was firmly under 
the control of the Soviets and their Kabul regime 


in one of the most dramati< anges in the aftaqhan 
situation Guring this fall the mujahidin have been able to 
mount attacks rocket firings electrical outages and bombina 
in Kabul that have resulted in a sharp deterioration in the 
security situation This illustrates the mujahidin's skill ar 
persistance in challenging Moscow's forces in their wih) 
stronghold 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 
Office of the Press Secretary 





For Immediate Release December (1, 1984 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
ON THE VISIT OF 
PRIME MINISTER MARGARET THATCHER 


December 21, 1984 


The Briefing Room 


19:06 A.M. EST 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On Mrs. Thatcher's visit 
-- she arrives late tonight, flying in from Hons Kong. 


Q Do you have a time, sir? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, just late this 
evening. She'll be having breakfast with the Vice President and then 
going to Camp David for meetings with the President. Lunch at Camp 
David, returning to Andrews around, I guess, 2:15 p.m. or so in the 
afternoon. A press conference at Andrews, and departure for London. 


Q Where's the meeting with -- or the breakfast with 
the vice President? Here? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Here in Washington. And 
she will be going -- I assume it's at the Vice President's residence. 


MR. SIMS: At his residence. 
Q At the residence? Okay. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Admiral'’s House. And 
she'll be going directly from breakfast to Camp David, Camp David to 
Andrews, Andrews to London. That's the visit. Very quick; very 


important, though, part of a series of contacts which we've had with 
our key allies. 


We had Chancellor Kohl here on the 30th of November. We 
expect to have the Prime Minister of Japan -- or the President will 
be meeting with the Prime Minister of Japan on the West Coast on the 
2nd of January. We had the visit by the Secretary of State to Zurope 
for the NATO Ministerial. We expect the President -- or Prime 
Minister of Belgium here on the 14th of January. All part of a very 
intensive series of consultations ensuring that we and our allies are 
on the same wavelength as the Secretary prepares for his meeting with 
Foreign Minister Gromyko in January in Geneva. 


We had a very successful session in 3russels -- very 
pleased with the degree of coherence, cohesion in the Alliance -- the 
unified approach. Rich Burt was just in Brussels yesterday for 
another meeting of the special consultative group in NATO. And I 
think there, too, we find a very good meeting of minds between the 
NATO allies, among the NATO allies, on all these issues. 


So I think basically the issues which will come up 
tomorrow between the President and Mrs. Thatcher will, of course, 
include Last-West relations, in their broadest sense. And, 
doubtless, Mrs. Thatcher will want to inform the President of her 
impressions of the situation in the Far East after her visits to 
Beijing and Hong Kong; her discussions with the senior Chinese 
leaders -=- obviously the President will be very interested in hearing 
from her on that. 


MORE 
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We do have a few bilateral issues which could be 
ciscussed, Sut I wouldn't expect thes to be of any major importance 
in the meeting tomorrow, which will be fairly brief. 





Q What aight they be? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we have 
ciscussions on trade issues, these sorts of things, which always come 
up, Sut I doubt seriously that they will come up between the 
President and Mrs. Thatcher. We've had some discussions with the 
3ritish on the civil aviatior issue in the past month or so, but also 
that, too, I would not expec. to be an issue for tomorrow. 


7 


. What about the Gorbachev meeting? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I Seg your pardon? 
Q -- the Russian meeting in London? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I would expect 

that Mrs. Thatcher would want to brief the President on her 
Giscussions with Mr. Gorbachev, her impressions of hia, her 
impressions of the Soviet position as a result of her talks with his 
on Sunday and Monday. Other members of her government also had 
éiscussions with Mr. Gorbachev and that, obviously, would be one of 
the points which we would expect her to make. 


Q You mace some reference to the allies and the U.S. 

being on the same wavelength, and you made some reference to Kohl, 
né, of course, Mrs. Thatcher’s coming here -- the Star Wars, or the 
Strategic Defense Initiative, is a sajor item for Geneva. And you 
watch Europe -- not only 2ritain -- you watch all of Europe, or at 
least a good part of it. Do the Germans and the French, 
specifically, and also the British agree with the U.S. in -- with the 
administration's intentions to proceed with the Strategic Defense 
Initiative, or do they have some reservations about it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would say that at the 
time of the original announcement, or the speech dy the President in 
March, 1983, there were obviously some reservations expressed in 
Europe. 
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Sut as a result of a very intensive set of consultations during the 
last year -- 18 sonths almost by now -- I think Europeans have come 
to see that the program which the United States is embarked upon, the 
research program -- I stress research -- is both necessary and 


Gesirable in light of the very extensive program which the Soviet 
Jnion has been undertaking for several years. 


The Soviet Union very clearly believes in the 
Significance and the importance of defensive systems, given the fact 
that -- oc is demonstrated by the fact that the Soviet Union 
maintains its own ABM system around Moscow and is engaging in a very 
extensive research and development program of its own using very many 


-- in fact, the same basic technologies which the President's program 
envisages -- the research. 


Q So, would you say there's no disagreement among 
these four sajor allies -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I <= 


Q -- so far as how the United States should deal with 
tac Wars in Geneva or reasonably enough for their tactical 
differences among them about how willing we should be to trade it on? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that the 
Europeans feel that the research program which the President has 
announced is, as I say, necessary and desirable. They have expressed 
concerns about the possibility of a major race -- weapons race -- in 
Space. S3ut that is, indeed, something which -- concern which we 
share. And I don't think that there's any essential disagreement at 
this stage between us and our allies on this point. 


Now, we'll wait to see what Mrs. Thatcher has to say as a 
result of her conversations with Mr. Gorbachev, but I would not 
personally expect Mrs. Thatcher to take a different position from the 
one which she's taken to date. 


Q In which way, sir, do you share the concerns of the 
Europeans about the arms race in space? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're interested in 
maintaining deterrence at the lowest possible level of weapons on 
both sides. And the President believes, and I think the European 
allies believe, and I think also the Soviet Union believes that 
defensive systems can play a part in maintaining stable deterrence. 


Q How do you explain Mrs. Thatcher's remarks that 
caused some concern here earlier this week following her meeting with 
the Soviet visitor expressing real concern about a space weapons race 
and her intention -=- her clear intention -- to raise that very real 
concern with the President when she visits -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think if you look back 
over the record that Mrs. Thatcher made no such statements. There 
were some statements attributed to British officials at the time of 
the conversations with Mr. Gorbachev which were interpreted by some 
here in the media as indicating that the British have even agreed 
with the Soviet interpretation. But Mrs. Thatcher made no such 

tatements, nor would we expect her to make them when she's here. 


Q So, you say those Sritish officials were either 
misinformed or were misunderstood? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think they were 
misunderstood or misinterpreted. I wouldn't want to say they were 
misinformed. But there were no statements which we saw attributed to 
Mrs. Thatcher which were consistent with the interpretation which you 
put on it; that is to say that Mrs. Thatcher's going to come here and 
urge that the President abandon SDI. 


@) No, that's not -=- that's -- I don’t believe that was 
the impression that -- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well -— 


Q “= was given. The impression was that there was 
concern raised about a space weapons race, as you stated, and that 
concern was going to be shared. She's got two speeches, if I'm not 
mistaken, public speeches in which that concern was mentioned and so 
Goes Kohl. He‘s been public -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, as far as the 
statements which Mrs. Thatcher made and which her government 
officials made following the talks with Mr. Gorbachev, I don't think 
there was any basis for grave concern in Washington. I think it was 
basically an exaggeration in the press. 


Q Do you think Mrs. Thatcher got a bit carried away in 
Saying that she thought that Mr. Gorbachev was a fellow that she 
could do a lot of business with? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don't think Mrs. 
Thatcher is prone to being carried away. (Laughter.) I think she's 
a very levelheaded lady. And, indeed, the fact that you say that 
somebody from whatever government -- the Soviet government or any 
other government -- is someone with whom you can do business doesn't 
mean that in doing business you're going to give everything away to 
him or sell out to hia. 


So, if Mr. Gorbachev is someone with whom you can do 
business, that is all to the good. I think the assumption on which 
Secretary Shultz is going to Geneva in January is that the entire 
Soviet leadership, we hope, is one with which we can do business -- 
obviously without any assumpticns on giving away the store. 


Q Will Mr. Ustinov'’s death affect these talks in any 
way that you can determine -- the Geneva talks? What is the 
assessment of that? 


SENIOR AD! INISTRATION OFFICTAL: I had heard rumors of 
Mr. Ustinov's death, Lut I wasn't sure that that had been confirzed. 
Has it now been confirmed? 


2 Not officially. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not officially. 

Q It appears to be -- 

Q Have you heard anything, sir? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Mr. Ustinov has been 
absent from public view as I recall since sometime around the 20th of 
October. He did not meet with the Indian Defense Minister, was not 
present for the November 7 events and has not been seen in public, 
although statements have been made -- issued in his name. de‘s been 
shown as signing obituaries carried in the newspaper of other senior 


Soviet military figures who've also died -- (laughter) -- if, indeed, 
he has -- (laughter) -- if, indeed, he has, which I'm not sure of, 
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so I wouldn't want to speculate on what impact Marshal Ustinov's 


Geparture -- if, in fact, he's departed -- would have on the 
discussions. 


Q The reports were that this has been exaggerated. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Exaggerated or 
premature, in any case. 


Q Do you expect Mrs. Thatcher to raise a concern about 
the federal budget deficit with President Reagan, and its effect on 
the Western -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would not expect that 
economic issues would bulk overlarge in the discussion. She could, 
indeed, get a briefing from the President on his plans to reduce the 
federal budget deficit. I think she might be interested in that. 
The British economy, I think, and Mrs. Thatcher might be one of the 
first to recognize this, sas benefited very substantially from the 
economic recovery in the United States. British exports to the 
United States this year are at the highest level ever and I think, 
overall, the British economy has benefited from things such as the 
high level of the dollar and the high level for imports, the demand 
for imports in the United States. 


I don’t think that Mrs. Thatcher is going to come here 
complaining too much about the economic situation in the United 
States. Yes? 


Q Is she going to get a point-by-point rundown? Is 
the President going to give Mrs. Thatcher a point-by-point rundown of 
positions that are going to be taken, at least on the broad issues, 
at Geneva, and will there -- in the expanded meeting, is that what's 


going to be discussed? I mean, what are the specifics of this 
meeting, why -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I really don't 
want to speculate on what the President's going to say to Mrs. 
Thatcher tomorrow. I don't think that's appropriate for me to do. I 
think the purpose of the meeting is clearly one of taking stock of 
the situation at this particular point, where we are vis-a-vis the 
Soviet Union in our preparations, what the Prime Minister's 
impressions of the situation are, particularly after her meetings in 
London earlier -- her checkers earlier this week with Mr. Gorbachev. 


I think it's also, as I mentioned earlier, of interest to 
the President to hear Mrs. Thatcher's impressions of her trip to the 
People's Republic of China. 


Q Do you know if he has any -- 


Q -- with regard to what the President might say to 
her, let me try, again, is there -- is it planned to share with Mrs. 
Thatcher some of the 0.S. negotiating positions for Geneva? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFTCIAL: I would suspect that the 
President would discuss with Mrs. Thatcher his hopes, his objectives 
for the meeting, yes. That's one of the purposes of the meeting, 
yes. 


Q Who will be meeting in the larger meeting at lunch? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not exactly sure who 
Mrs. Thatcher will have with her, but with the President there will 
be Mr. McFarlane, Secretary Shultz, Ambassador Price, Mr. Burt, and 
Mc. Sommer. 


Q: Same lunch, same people. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Same people for lunch. 
Q No Weinberger or Kirkpatrick, I take it? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q Well, do you expect any discussion on the Irish 
question? Are we involved, do we have any interest any more? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, we're interested. 


(Laughter.) 1 would not anticipate that that would be a major issue 
| in the discussions. 


Q Since we are ON BACKGROUND here, and since that 
alway” makes such a big difference for these briefings -- (laughter) 
-- you said that the purpose of this meeting and others is to be sure 
thec we're on the same wavelength. Can you tell us, where might some 
of the areas be where we're not on the sase wavelength right now, 

} some places in advance of these meetings where it's felt that it's 
necessary to have a chat? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it’s incredible 
to conceive that we wouldn't be on the sase wavelength. I think at 
this point we do have a very good consensus in the Western alliance 
about the approach to take in these negotiations. Now I wouldn't 
want to suggest that at all times and as this process unfolds we are 
going to agree 100 percent with our allies. 








Obviously, there will be nuances of difference here but, 
at this point, given the fact that we are at a very beginning stace 
in the process, ( think we are on the same wavelength, and it's 
something which we notec with considerable satisfaction during the 
NATO ministerial meeting in Brussels last week. 


Yes? 


Q Aside from what Mrs. Thatcher may or say not have 
said, there is a body of thought amongst strategic thinkers in Europe 
that SDI would leave them more vulnerable, that we would not 
sacrifice our cities once we're under a safe defensive umbrella and, 
also, that technologically it may be easier to hit long-trajectocy 
missiles -- then we think we can defend ourselves, but 
short-trajectory INF-type missiles that would hit London or Paris ve 
might not be able to intercept, so that a war as a result of SDI 
might be likely to occur more in Europe and less on this side of the 
Atlantic. What do you say to them when they raise those concerns at 
lower levels than the Prime Minister or other top leaders? 





SENIOR ADMINIST?ATION OFFICIAL: Well, these concerns 
have been discussed in the press. To the best of my knowledge, they 
haven't been highlighted in the consultations witl the allies. The 
points which you raise, given the nature of the SDI program, are so 
highly theoretical and hypothetical, that it's really very difficult 
to deal with them in other than just a very hypothetical discussion. 


So I think the basic point is that the technologies which 
are involved in SDI are technologies which deserve examination and 
that the concept of SDI is, if it is, in fact, implemented, or some 
parts of it are implemented, is the strengthening of deterrence. And 
I think this is something which is widely accepted in Europe as well 
as in the United States. 


There was some misunderstanding at the beginning, 
immediately after the President announced the program, that somehow 
this represented a fundamental shift in U.S. policy. But, in fact, 
now I think that people understand that it does not represent «4 
fundamental shift; it cepresents a continuation of the effort to 
maintain an effective deterrence in this cecade and beyond. 


Q But deterrence for us or deterrence for -- 
MORE 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Deterrence for 
everybody. We've made quite clear that there is no divisibility of 
Geterrence as far as the United States and Europe is concerned, and 


the allies accept this and recognize that this is a fundament of our 
whole approach to the issue. 


Q There's a lot of talk of trade-offs and, you know. 
the talk is rather broad, even including SDI. What aboct the British 
nuclear force? Is there anything to discuss about that? Is there 
any possibility that could wind up on the table, or does the United 
States and the United Kingdom remain determined that the British 
nuclear weapons aren't negotiable? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The position is that the 
British, independent British strategic nuclear deterrent is not a 
subject for negotiations between the United States and the Soviet 
Union nor, for that matter, is the French deterrent, which is in the 
same category. However, both Prime Minister Thatcher and President 
Mitterrand have stated that in the event of substantial deep cuts in 
the strategic nuclesr deterrents of the other countries, or the 
United States anc the Soviet Union, that Britain and France would be 


prepared to consider equivalent or whatever deep cuts in their own 
nuclear deterrents. 


So I think this is the position of the British 
Government, the position taken by Mrs. Thatcher, 2 position which we 
support. 


Q Is there any thought being given either by the 
United States, by the allies, or by the Soviets that if these talks 
get off on a good start, that the Western nations would somehow be 
involved, you know, an East-West large set of arms negotiations? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm unaware of any 
thinking on the allied side along those lines. You'd have to ask the 
Soviets whether they're thinking about it, but -- 


Q But do you have any indication -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I've had no 
indication of that, but I wouldn't want to speak for the Soviet Union 
in teras of what they're thinking of, but as far as we're concerned, 
no, no, there has been no -- 


Q But we go to the table even though the French and 
British forces, and all the rest, are implicitly involved. We're 
speaking only for ourselves -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wait, wait, wait. What 
now? 


Q When we go -- let's assume the United States -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wow the British and 
French forces are not implicitly involved in the discussions between 
the United States and the Soviet Union. I don't want to give you 
that impression. The British Prime Minister and the Prench President 
have stated that in the event of an agreerent between the United 
States and the Soviet Union involving deep cuts in the strategic 
nuclear detercent forces, that they would be prepared to consider 
cuts in their own, but the British and French forces are neither 
explicitly nor implicitly involved in these discussions. 


Now as far as the allied participation is concerned, we 
have an extensive set of consultative arrangements in place. Zick 
Burt was just in Brussels for another meeting of the SCG which deals 
with INF. We have other consultative mechanisms to handle other 
aspects of the arms control picture, and these consultative 
mechanisms will be used very intensively, as they have been used to 
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date. 


Q Will these consultative mechanisas be used during 
the talks or after? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I think it's 
important to underline that. It‘*s not -- when he's talking about an 


eventual agreement, it's not in relation to January 7 in Gereva. ” 
gean -- 


Q Well, what I'm asking is, if things get successful 
down the road, if it's still the U.S. and Soviet Union just 
bargaining for themselves, is that the thinking, that as these talks 


progress -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's no consideration 
-- no consideration being given to widening the talks, as far as 
we're concerned, and I can't speak for the Soviets but I can't 
imagine they would want to do it, either. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 10:30 A.M.EST 
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MR. BRIAN CARLSON: Good afternoon This briefing is 
ON THE RECORD and for cameras, and this briefing is on the US 
Government response to the emergency situation in the Eastern 
Sudan caused by the large influx of Ethiopians from Eritrea and 
Tigre Provinces. 


The briefers are the Administrator of the Agency for 
International Development, Peter McPherson; the Director of the 
Bureau for Refugee Programs, Jim Purcell; Deputy Assistant 
Secretary for African Affairs, Princeton Lyman; and the 
Director of the Refugee Programs Office of Emergency 
Operations, Tex Harris, and I've got them almost in that order 


Mr. McPherson will begin. 


MR. McPHERSON: Thank you. I would like to today give 
avery brief overview of where we are in our drought relief 
efforts. Then I'm going to introduce another person that will 
talk about what we've done for this situation of refugees 
streaming across the Ethiopia border into Sudan. And, lastly, 
we have a man who just a few days ago was actually in that 
location and was a key part of putting together the location 
where refugees have gone in Sudan. and was a key part of 
putting this whole thing together. 


First of all, an update of what I think many of you 
know. We have provided some $269 million worth of resources, 
largely food, but additional resources as well. to 
drought- -stricken Africa for this situation in the last three 
months, and this fiscal year is some $269 million Of that, 
$121.5 million is for Ethiopia -- a massive response 


This situation has required continual adjustment 
practically day by day. As some of you remember, a few days 
ago how on high seas we redirected a ship that was on its way 
to India with some food We redirected it to Ethiopia. A 
constant adjustment process has been required. 











Last weekend we had another adjustment process ae 
got an appeal from the UNHCR UN. High Commissioner on 
Refugees, asking for us to provide certain assistance to the 
refugees that had come across -- from Eritrea anc Tigre in the 
northern part of Ethiopia -- that border, thousands a day ae 
got that appeal on Thursday night I reviewed the situation 
with the President on Friday morning, was directed to 
immediately take action, and by Saturday we had planes in the 
air from Germany, stopping in Italy to pick up some supplies, 
and they were actually there by Sunday morning. Thursday night 
an appeal, Friday a Presidential meeting, Saturday planes in 
the air, and by Sunday morning planes arriving in Sudan Not 
just in Sudan, but in the town in Sudan where the refugees were 
in general located. 


So we've been able to continually adjust and rapidly 
respond, and we expect, frankly, that there's going to be a 
whole series of adjustments in the weeks and months ahead like 
this. 


The situation on the ground in Sudan where our airlift 
arrived is going really quite nicely There are problems, of 
course, but we do know that children are being vaccinated we 
had a measles epidemic that we were concerned about. We do 
know that blankets and sheeting for tents have arrived and are 
in use to provide shelter for people. 


With that as background, let me next introduce Jim 
Purcell who is the Director of the Bureau for Refugee Programs 
and who has been very directly and intimately involved with 
this effort. Jim? 


MR. JIM PURCELL I'd like to make a few remarks about 
the worsening situation in Sudan and how we have dealt with 
it. Historically, as you know, Sudan, like a number of other 
African countries, has maintained an open-door policy for those 
fleeing civil strife and natural disasters from neighboring 
countries. ; 


As of this past September, there were about 450,000 
Ethiopians, 200,000 Ugandans, and several thousand, Chadians who 
had refuge in the Sudan However, the catastrophic combination 
of severe drought and civil war has, in the last few months, 
brought an additional 200,000 new arrivals from both Ethiopia 
and Chad into the Sudan, which, as you know, is itself 
suffering from drought and a weakened economy The influx has 
been most acute in tre eastern part of Sudan, where over 
100,000 Ethiopians have arrived since early September 











Just a couple of months ago, we went to New York to a 
pledging conference for the U.N. High Commissioner for 
Refugees. At that time they estimated their 1985 program for 
africa to be somewhere in the range of $130 million The u S 
pledgec at that meeting $39.8 million, or about 30%. That was 
a very high contribution for this early point in the year, but 
we made that, knowing that the severe impact of drought was 
going to have a big effect on the refugee care and maintenance 
program in that country 


However, because of the influx of persons over the 
last two to three months, the situation has worsened as Mr 
McPherson has indicated, the UN. High Commissioner has found 
it necessary to issue a special augmented appeal for the Horn 
of africa This appeal was for an additional $24.8 million 


About 11.8 of that was issued to us this past Thursday 
in the terms of emergency supplies that were necessary Wwe did 
respond in the speed with which Mr. McPherson indicated. The 
first flight arrived in Kassala on Sunday, December 23, which 
included eight large portable water tanks, approximately 3200 
blankets, and six hospital tents 


A second Flight arrived in Khartoum on Christmas day 
It carriea seventeen 3,000-gallon water tanks, 35 cartons of 
S-gallon water jugs. 1°0O rolls of waterproof plastic sheeting. 
and 607 bales and boxes of blankets 


On Christmas eve, the first delivery was made of 
measles vaccines to combat an outbreak of that disease in the 
reception certers alung the borders These vaccines were 
donated by the pharmaceutical firm of Merck, Sharpe and Dohme 
who has a cooperative arrangement with the private voluntary 
organization, Save the Children 


We delivered 24,000 units which should innoculate up 
to 100,000 persons. We stand ready to provide additional 
vaccines if they are required. 


We are attempting to stay in constant touch with the 
UNHCR, t*e U.N. High Commissioner for Refugees, in Geneva who 
has the « y coordinating responsibilities for refugees in the 
Sudan. ww ‘ll provide additional materials or supplies as they 
are needeg. 


The next flight that we plan will arrive in Sudan on 
this coming Sunday, which will have 22 metric tons of 
life-sustaining non-fat dried milk for vulnerable group feeding 
programs in the camps 














I'd like now to introduce Tex Harris who is the 
Director of the Office of Emergency Operations in the Bureau 
for Refugee Programs who has jus* returned from the Sudan 


MR. F A. (Tex) HARRIS: Thanks, Peter; Jim My office 
has the very difficult task of following crisis situations 
around the world We have been looking at the situation in 
northern Ethiopia for two and a half years, following the 
movement of people displaced inside that country, and recently 
following the beginning of a large-scale movement across the 
border into Sudan 


I would like to lay out five brief areas which we have 
used as categories in terms of our analysis, and then step back 
and see which ones you all are interested in pursuing. 


The first area that we followed is the human political 
food and health dynamics inside Tigre and Eritrea Provinces, 
these areas in northern Ethiopia which have been among the 
hardest hit by the recent drought, and are also areas of 
longstanding fighting between secessionist groups in both 
Eritrea and Tigre 


The second area that we have followed is the influx of 
large groups of Eritreans and Tigreans out of northern Ethiopia 
into Sudan 


The third area that we have tracked is the response of 
the Commissioner of Refugees in Sudan anc the U.N. High 
Commissioner for Refugees as they have to deal with the effects 
of drought on a large number -- 120,000 -- resettled refugees 
in agricultural settlements here (indicating map) who were on 
their way to self-sustaining agricultural production who, 
because of the drought, are now back to 100% dependence on the 
United Nations for their daily food 


The other area, the fourth area that we're following. 
is the 390,000 spontaneous settled refugees who have come 
across in the last ten years from Ethiopia and have settled in 
the towns in Eastern Sudan who do have a claim -- although they 
are integrated into the Sudanese society -- if their farms or 
if their labor opportunities are so diminished, would have an 
opportunity to turn to the United Nations Haigh Commissioner and 
the Sudanese Commissioner for Refugees and ask for food 
assistance in order to maintain their families. 


The last thing that we've looked at, although in a 
very limited way, is the context in Sudan which itself is in 
the throes of a very significant drought and a very significant 
economic problem, as Jim Purcell mentioned 











Those are the areas that we've looked at, and I think 
we and Princeton Lyman will be happy to take any questions that 
you all might have 


MR. McPHERSON Tex, why don't you give a flavor of 
where you went -- where you just came back from, because I 
think that people need a sense of that geographically -- 


MR. HARRIS. Sure. 
MR. McPHERSON That camp just across from the border 


MR. HARRIS: In the first half of December I made an 
official assessment visit to the Eastern Sudan and visited two 
of the major concentrations of refugees which are outside of 
the town of Kassala here (indicating map). 


There are two settlements: One is Wad Sherifie, which 
is about a halr an hour slightly northwest of Kassala, where 
today there are 33,000 Eritrean refugees. In August there were 
4,500 refugees in that camp 


when I arrived, three days before, because of the 
water facilities which consisted of two tube wells, which have 
been designed to provide water for four or five thousand 
people, had been so heavily used that the structure collapsed, 
and there was no water in Wad Sherifie 


The demands had grown so quickly in terms of food that 
the Sudanese Commissioner for Refugee's People were forced to 
stop registering new arrivals and were forced not to put people 
on rations So you had hundreds of families When I was on 
the outskirts of the camp, scores of people came up and asked 
for our help in terms of getting registered in the camp so that 
they could receive rations for their families. 


In Wad Sherifie, when I was there, there was an 
outbreak of measles which impacted very heavily on the 
children, especially those kids who are malnourished. The 
mortality, as you know, for children who are in good health 
from measles is very low, but when children are in the 
condition that they are of having come across this long 30 or 
40-day trek, or even the 10-day trek that the Eritreans take, 
they are in extremely weakened condition and subject to very 
dire consequences from an outbreak of measles 


In the other camp which is Tekl el Baab which now 
houses 34,000 Tigrean refugees, it is not a camp; it's really a 
site. I've described it as kind of a “John Wayne mesa” sitting 











in the desert. As you look out from Kassala. you see a large 
mountain to the east towards the Ethiorian border. and strung 
along the base of this mesa are thousands and thousands of 
arrivers from Tigre 


There is a pipeline which is run by the Relief Society 
of Tigre, which begins in Sheri Province or Sheri District of 
Tigre, which moves thousands of people The estimates from 
travelers who have been in the area is that there are 
approximately 50,500 persons in the pipeline at any one time 
moving towards Kassala, the camp at Tekl el Baab. or a southern 
pipeline which is now growing larger since the bombing took 
place in Shelalo a few weeks ago -- more people are coming out 
through the southern route to a camp called Sefawa  Sefawa now 
has 26,000 people. with $5,000 people massed at the border, Tfekl 
el Baab. as I mentioned before, has 34,000 people. and there 
are 7,000 people wrich are congregated just across the border 
waiting their turn to come into the camp 


The UNHCR has beaqun to resettle people from these 
areas, and in the last week has moved 9,000 people 300 
kilometers to a place called Elfaw, which is here near a large 
irrigation scheme, which the Government of Sudan has. which is 
avery ideal site 


MR. MCPHERSON What you've got essentially is in the 
last few days -- weeks, I suppose -- but very recently, you've 
got thousands of pwople a day coming across that border, 
creating a crisis situation, to which the United States 
responded That's in brief what we had, and I think Tex has 
given you something of the flavor of that crisis emergency 
Situation that has sprung upon us 


Are there questions? With us is Princeton Lyman, who 
I think many of you know, who's the Deputy Assistant Secretary 
of State for Africa 
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Q Can we talk about putting stuff into Tigre and 
fFritrea itself? I understand that the U.S. Government has 
approved 50,000 tons also to be moved into Tigre and Eritrea. 
The problem will remain on how to get it in there because of 
the lack of trucks, and you are being asked to supply trucks. 
What's happening on that? 


MR. McPHERSON: When the Director of the Relief 
Commission for Ethiopia was here several weeks ago, part of 
that agreement, that public statement that was made by he and I 
here in this room, was that the Ethiopia Government commitment 
to deliver food, or to allow food to be delivered, to any part 
of the country totally dependent upon the need of the people. 


Accordingly, we have, of course, tracked that 
situation carefully. We, however, have not made any public 
comment about the delivery of food into so-called contested 
areas. 


Q You're talking about areas in which it cannot be 
trucked in from Addis Ababa, are we not? We're talking about 
the pipeline from Port Sudan up through Sudan and into the road 
to -- 


MR. McPHERSON:. You've got two situations, I suppose 
One, a feeding within Ethiopia -- in Tigre, Eritrea, and so 
forth. Not all those provinces but areas that are sometimes 
referred to as contested areas, contested by the government and 
in various other groups 


We have this commitment from the Government of 
Ethiopia. There's been, as you know, some discussion about 
what the U.S. Government is doing in those areas, but we, as a 
government, have specifically refrained from commenting upon 
our feedina activities in those areas. 


The second part of all this is the feeding on the 
Sudan side of the border. Food comes into the Sudan side of 
the border generally from Port Sudan up to the north and is 
trucked down to the Sudan side of the border. 


’ 
Q You have a flight scheduled on Sunday. What is 
the duration of this relief program, this emergency program 
you're speaking of? How many flights, how many days a week? 


MR. McPHERSON: We expect to have another flight here 
shortly, a third flight, and there no doubt may be more. But, 
essentially, we view this airlift as a short-term measure and 
expect to be able to deal with the problem on a longer term 
fashion, in the next few week fashion by way of a more normal 
method of ground transportation. 











Q It's not expected on this basis to continue for 
several weeks more? 


MR. McPHERSON: No. There will be more flights -- or 
at least one more flight -- by this is essentially an 
emergency; a very short-term effort. 


Q All these aircraft are based in Germany? What 
other bases are there? 


MR. MCPHERSON: The U.S. military craft flew out of 
Germany, picked up supplies in Italy. Another flight, which 
was a chartered flight -- the second one -- came out of 
Baltimore. It was a large cargo aircraft that flew into 
Khartoum, the capital of Sudan and then by overland truck those 
supplies were carried in about an 8-hour drive into Kassala 
itself for distribution. 


Q And the third flight will originate where?’ 


MR. MCPHERSON: Tex, you perhaps may wish to respond 
to that. 


MR. HARRIS: The third flight responding to an 
emergency request for dry skimmed milk will originate in 
Europe. We had hoped to put 30 metric tons of dry skimmed milk 
on the plane on Saturday for delivery for first flight on 
Sunday mornir.g. However, the airport manager in Kassala 
informed us today that he had established a 50,000 pound limit 
because he's concerned about very heavy planes landing and 
destroying the runway. If we lose the runway in Kassala, then 
we lose a major avenue of bringing things in. So in respect of 
that directive, we've cut back and the plane will contain only 
dry skimmed milk; 22 metric tons of dry skimmed milk which wil] 
be used to start a feeding program. 


As you know, when children was extremely malnourished, 
it is impossible for them to digest and to handle the regular 
kind of cereal or bread which is the normal part of the diet 
So with the food which we're providing, the Commissioner of 
Refugees, the UNHCR, and the private volunteer organizations 
working with them will be able to make up milk preparations for 
feeding to these children. 


Q What is its destination? Where will it land? 


MR. HARRIS: It'll land in Kassala. 


MR. McPHERSON We've been extremely lucky to have -- 











the place is certainly is a long way from other places; an 
airport which we can use. Kassala is really the center of much 
of the camp locations that we're trying to locate, so we have 
been able to fly right, really, to the area. 


Some of you know, in Ethiopia, frankly, when we've 
using planes flying out of the ports in Ethiopia, there's been 
a limit to where we could go because there hasn't been all the 
airport facilities that we wanted to reach. 


Q Can you confirm very recent reports that the 
Ethiopian aircraft have bombed fleeing refugees? I understand 
Mr. Harris made an allusion to a bombing, to a recent bombing. 
Was it a bombing of refugees by the Ethiopian army? 


MR. McPHERSON: Princeton, do you have -- 


MR. LYMAN: There was evidence and reports by people 
who were in that movement of people that a bombing took place, 
of people moving from Ethiopia to Sudan. 


What is not clear is whether the Ethiopian Government 
thought that this was a movement of armed cessationists and was 
bombing for that reason. It's very clear, and it remains 
unclear in that situation. 


Q Do you know how many people have been killed or 
injured? 

MR. LYMAN: Eighteen killed and 53 wounded. 

Q Can you give us the date, the precise date of the 
bombing? 


MR. LYMAN: I'll have to get that I don't have it, 
I'm sorry. 


Q The figure of 50,000 people in the pipeline from 
Tigre providence into Sudan was mentioned at one time. Do we 
know how long this pipeline is going to last? 


MR. MCPHERSON: We really don't. What we know is that 
people are hungry and people because they're hungry are moving 


Q Do we expect all the three million people that 
are a risk in Tigre to move into Sudan? 


MR. McPHERSON: I don't think we expect all the three 
million people, but we -- 
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Q How are you going to stop them? 


a MR. McPHERSON: We're not in the business of 
stopping them, of course. We really don't know how many will 
move. 


One of the problems in Ethiopia, in the effort there, 
has been to reach people who were in these far flung, isolated 
communities with the only method of communication to them was 
essentially by foot in many cases. So we just don't have a 
good understanding of how many people might move. 


What we do know is that there are thousands of people 
on the move, and there are thousands of people crossing the 
border daily. It is to that that, the human wave, that we 
responded with this emergency effort. 


Q Do you have any indication that the peopie are 
being moved for political reasons by the rebel groups? 


MR. McPHERSON: I think the people are individually 
moving because they're hungry. 


Q And they're not being moved out to get away from 
the resettlers of the Ethiopian Government? 


A MR. McPHERSON: I'm really not in a position to 
speculate on what other motives there may be. But I do know 
that the people are coming at some substantial physical peril 
since they're going in areas often without much water, without 
much food. They're going at this physical peril to get food, 
and it's clear they're very hungry people. 


Q Can I ask Mr. Purcell a question about his 
statement, to pin down some of these numbers? 


You said over 200,000 new arrivals into Sudan over the 
past few months from Ethiopian and Chad. Later on, you said 
100,000 Ethiopians arriving in Eastern Sudan since early 
September. That suggests that another 100,000 came in from 
Chad. 


MR. PURCELL: There are approximately 100,000 Chadians 
who have arrived in the Western part of Sudan over the past few 
months; that is correct. 


Q When you talk about "past few months," you're 
talking about since early September? 


MR. PURCELL: Since early September. 


LN) 
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Q So we have 100,000 Chadians in Western Sudan, 
100,000 Ethicpians in Eastern Sudan? 


“MR. PURCELL: That's approximately correct. 


Q What are U.S. aid levels for the past three 
months? The figure that was mentioned as $121.5 million in 
Ethiopia. What about Sudan or is that figure included in there? 


MR. McPHERSON: That figure is included in there. We 
passed out a sheet, have we not, that shows by country what we 
have done? The Sudan figure is almost $19 million worth of 
food. That does not include this emergency effort which has, 

so far, cost about $500,000. 


In the East, you've got people from Ethiopia; in the 
West, you've got people from Chad. To understand Africa, it's 
important to recognize is that there's a tremendous amount of 
refugees. Across the border there is these various conflicts. 
Many countries have, on a several different borders -- ona 
couple different borders, at least -- refugees from one place 
to the other. So Sudan, in that sense, is not atypical. 


Q So your emergency effort is concentrated on 
Ethiopians in Eastern Sudan; is that correct? 


MR. MCPHERSON: The flight. George, the immediate 
Flight is concentrated there; the airlift. But, in fact, there 
is a substential refugee effort on the Western side to help 
those people come across from Chad. And, of course, we have an 
overall emergency effort, drought-feeding effort for Chad for 
the Sudanese themselves. 


MR. PURCELL: I might mention, I described the UNHCR 
issuing a special appeal of $24.8 million. Of that amount, 
approximately $14.5 million would go for Eastern Sudan and 
somewhat over $3 million for the Western part of Sudan. So the 
UNHCR is the principal organization, and it's attempting to 
address both East and West in its appeal to the donor 
governments. 


Q And the rest? 


MR. PURCELL: The rest would go to Ethiopia to cover 
those who had participated in the volunteer program of 
approximately $2.3 million and approximately $3 million to the 
Central African Republic to fund border survival assistance, 
and to move refugees now on the border to more secure inland 
sites. But the UNHCR has augmented its appeal to those areas 
that are most hard hit by the refugee drought situation. 
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MR. LYMAN: Because I know it is getting a bit 
confusing, you have a drought situation in Sudan affecting 
Sudanese, and it's particularly severe in Western Sudan where 
the Chadian refugees are coming in. So you, in effect, have 
two programs going on in Western Sudan from abroad. 


The drought relief for Sudan, which is heavily focused 
on Western Sudan. I think some 60,000 metric tons of food from 
the United States is directed there. Then, you have Chadian 
people coming in in that same area. The Sudanese have been 
extremely sensitive to making sure that food gets to everybody 
who is hungry in that area -- Sudanese and Chadian refugees -- 
and we are working with UNHCR to make sure that the same thing 
happens so that our different bureaucratic lines don't affect 
people on the ground. 


Q Mr. McPherson, could you describe the interaction 
between your effort and the Sudanese Government. What are they 
providing in terms of over-and-above manpower? 


MR. MCcPHERSON: The effort, in connection with these 
refugees, is largely an international effort The Sudanese 
Government, of course, has its hands very much full with a 
tremendous drought problem of its own people 


The Sudanese Government is clearly allowing these 
people who are Sudan from Ethiopia to be there, to stay there 


Q In an earlier briefing you commented on the 
Ethiopian Government program of resettling people to the 
South. What is the status of that program, and do you have 
anything to say on it today? 


is That program is continuing We continue to 
believe that resettlement of refugees from the north to the 
south is a diversion of resources which would be better spent 
on people directly. Trucks being used to move people from the 
north to the south are trucks that could be used to bring food. 
blankets, tents and so forth, and we continue to urge the 
Ethiopian Government to use those trucks in that fashion. 


There is indication, by the way, that the trucks that 
are being used to put people from the north to the south, many 
of them may be Soviet vehicles, and the Soviet contribution of 


trucks to the drought in Africa -- you remember, that's 
sometimes quoted in the newspaper -- it appears -- we're not 
Given the full information on this daily, you note -- but it 


appears that the trucks have “contributed to this drought" 
have, in fact, simply been used to move people from one part of 
the country to the other 
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We urged the Russians and others to use those trucks 
for direct route purposes 


Q Will it possible through backdoor food deliveries 
or aid from other countries to get enough food into Tigre and 
Eritrea to stop the flow of refugees? 


MR. MCPHERSON: Clearly, the people in Tigre and 
Eritrea need food, and some food is being provided. 


As I mentioned earlier, we really have not publicly 
commented on that because we thought that was the most 
productive way to respond to this whole effort, not to taik 
about publicly. 

I would say, however, that we anticipate that refugees 
will continue to go across the border for ai least the 
immediate future 

Q Thank you. 

MR. McPHERSON Thank you very much. 


(The briefing concluded at 2:40 p.m.) 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me start with some 
opening remarks, and then I'll be glad to take questions. 


President Reagan's meeting with Prime Minister Nakasone 
on January 2nd marks their fifth meeting in the past two years. The 
previous ones were on January ‘83 in Washington, on May ‘83 in 


Washington and Williamsburg, November ‘83 in Tokyo and June of this 
year in London. 


During the past two years, our two countries have made 
significant progress toward fulfilling our vision of a new 
international partnership between the United States and Japan. 


Japan today is linked constructively with the United 
States in virtually every international concern that we have: 
Working together for stability in Asia, feeding Afghan refugees, 
= alleviating the Third World debt crisis, providing aid to Africa and 
Pacific Basin cooperation. 


Throughout the world, Japan increasingly is involved, not 
only economically but politically, and working with us as a partner. 


The President will cover a wide range of topics during 
his meeting with the Prise Minister. And I might note that that 
meeting will be preceeded by an hour-and-a-half meeting between 
Secretary Shultz and Foreign Minister Abe. 


Q -- spell that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Abe, A-b-e. Wiich, by 
our count, is the fifteenth meeting between the two -- the Secretary 


of State and the Foreign Minister in the last two years. And I won't 
try to list those fifteen. 





We expect the major focus of the discussions between the 
President and the Prime Minister will be two subjects. First of all, 
relations with the Soviet Union, and particularly the prospects for 
acms control, in light of the Secretary's upcoming meeting with 
Foreign Minister Gromyko. 





And second, our bilateral economic relationship, 
particularly trade problems and sepcifically the problem of access to 
the Japanese market for U.S. exports. 


President Reagan has long believed that our relationship 
with Japan is not merely important but crucial to our prosperity, our 
security and our future. Together, our two countries account for 
over one third of the world's GNP and one half of international bank 
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lending. Together, our two countries erport and isport 22 percent of 
the worid’s trade. And together we provide over $11 billion ir 
economic aid to the world’s developing countries. 


In 1964, Japan purchased $23 billion of American exports. 
That's roughly equal to our exports to France, West Germany and the 
United Kingdom combined. And only Canada, our next-door neighbor, 
buys more from us than Japan. 


Japan buys more beef, more citrus, more chemicals, sore 
lumber and liogs, more fish, more commercial aircraft and scre 
industrial raw materials from the United States than does any other 
country in the world. Japan buys about $7 billion a year of U.S. 


farm products, making it twice as large as the next leading purchaser 
of U.S. farm exports. 


Our exports to Japan directly and indirectly provide 
roughly 600,000 jobs in the United States. And Japanese investment 
here, which has now reached $17 billion, has generated roughly 
150,000 jobs. That's the positive side of the coin. 


On the other side of the coin, we are concerned that 
while Japan enjoys great success in penetrating our very open 
markets, it continues policies that make it difficult for us to sell 
products that should be competitive in Japan. 


The President's meeting with Prime Minister Nakasone 
comes at a time of mounting frustration over our continued inability 
to gain full access to Japan's market. One commonly cited measure of 
that is the trade deficit. And in 1984, our trade deficit with Japan 
is estimated to exceed $34 billion. That's out of a total trade 


deficit that has now reached truly staggering proportions of $114 
billion for the world as a whole. 





As a matter of fact, because of that enormous growth in 


our overall trade imbalance, Japan's share of the trade imbalance has 
actually gone down. 


Our concern, though, is not with the bilateral trade 
Geficit itself, which, of course, in its simplest terms is exports 
minus imports. Rather, our concern is with market access, or with 
the export side of that equation. 


Even if the United States were not running this massive 
overall trade deficit, which is largely attributable to 
macro-economic factors that are producing a dollar that is at record 
strength relative to all currencies in the world, and even if Japan's 
markets were fully open to U.S. products, we would not expect to see 
our bilateral trade between the U.S. and Japan in perfect balance -- 
far from it -- basically for two reasons. First that Japan is a 
country with a very high savings rate with domestic savings exceeding 
domestic investment substantially, making Japan a substantial net 
lender abroad. And, in fact, that, of course, is something from 


which we benefit. There's a large export of Japanese capital to the 
United States. 


And secondly, the second element of the so-called 
"structural trade deficit” is Japan's very poor resource base. An 
island that is poor in resources will not have the same six of 
imports and exports as a resources-rich country. And in a 
perfectly-functioning international economy, we would expect to see 
Japan running surpluses with the United States because it runs 
deficits with oil-exporting countries and other raw material 
exporters. And viewed in this way the basic structure of Japan's 
trade is ccnsistent with the principle of comparative advantage. the 
principle that underlies the free trading syster. 


But there is also, and this is our concern, 4 very large 
non-structural portion of the trade surplus that reflects, in 
particular, the closed nature of Japan's carkets. 
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When I sey it's the export side of the equation that 
we're concerned about, I mean specifically that export restraints by 
Japan are not the answer to the problem, although export restraints 
could be a way to bring down the trade deficit. They say be 
appropriate in specific sectors, such as autos and steel, but on the 
whole what we want to see is free trade, not greater restraint. 


So that significant reduction in this non-structural 
portion of the deficit requires market-opening measures that could 
substantially reduce pressures on the whole international trading 
system and tensions in our bilateral relations. 


Q Could you ask them to keep it down -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's a request to get 
the volume down outside. 


Despite years of efforts in trace negotiations and many 
efforts by the Japanese to lower trade barriers, import penetration 
of Japan's market is still very low, particularly in sanufactured 
goods. Only 13 percent of Japan's domestic consumption of 
manufacturers is made up -- is accounted for by imports -- excuse se 
-- compared to roughly 24 percent of domestic manufacturers in the 
U.S. ané Western Europe that are imported. 


Japan's imports of manufacturers are low on a per capita 
basis -- excuse me -- lower on a per capita basis than any of the 
other industrialized countries and lower as a share of GP than any 
of the other industrialized nations. 

Progress has been frustratingly slow and incomplete in 
implementing many of Japan's commitments, as the edministration's 
recent report to the Senate Foreign Relations Committee indicated. 


Certain high tariffs and residual import quotas on 
agricultural products continue to restrict our market sccess. 


I think there's going to be another request -- 
Q Quiet. 

Q Shut up. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I guessed it. 


And we still face formidable barriers to selling 
highly-competitive U.S. high technology products and services, 
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such as satellites and telecommunica:ions equipment in Japan. 


In fact, I'd think I'd say perhaps our single greatest 
concern is that Japanese protection is being extended not merely to 
old industries that are in trouble -- which is a familiar phenomenon 
everywhere and one that, is if regrettable from a free trade point of 
view, something that reflects political realities -- but it's also 
being extended in important new sectors where those same political 


interests have not developed yet and where the United States could be 
highly competitive. 


One area of -- but not to single it out to exclude others 
~~ But one area, for example, of great concern to us is the access to 
the Japanese market for U.S. software products, which is an industry 
in which the United States maintains the unquestioned world 
leadership position. We've had some success over the last year in 
Celaying the introduction of protectionist legislation by Japan, but 
the threat of that legislation still remains. It's protectionisa in 
@ particularly unpleasant form of complusory licensing that would 
mean that in order to sell pee products in Japan you essentially 
have to give away the intellectual property or license the 
intellectual property to Japanese companies. And it's something that 


is of great concern both as a specific problem and a general 
principle. 


Q Could you elaborate on that specifically in lay 
terms about -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. Maybe when we -- 
let me finish up and then I'll be glad to come back. 


We are concerned in this process with results. 

Prequentiy in our negotiations with the Japanese, we have 
concentrateé on process and on changing the process by which goods 
are imported to Japan; for example, changing the method by which a 
product is certified to be safe for the Japanese market or in the 

~ case of cigarettes, for example, reducing the tariff on cigarettes 
only to find that there was no substantive increase in our exports to 
Japan because some other barrier turned up. In the case of 


Cigarettes, it's the state monopoly on distribution that has proved 
the problen. 





I might say in that specific case there's a Japanece 
commitment to break up that monopoly effective April ist of this 
coming year. We hope that will produce results. But the point is 
what we are concerned with now is not just changes in the process but 
substantive results, meaning substantial increases in exports of U.S. 
procucts that are and should be competitive in the Japanese market. 





Failure to overcome these obstacles to achievement of a 
free and open trading system not only will have its effects on the 
trading system but will interfere with our efforts to achieve the 
vision of international partnership that both President Reagan and 
Prime Minister Nakasone share. There's an urgent need for effective 
action, and that is a primary point that the President intends to 
emphasize with the Prime Minister during their meeting. 


The Japanese understand that in order to strengthen both 
our relationship and the world trade system their remaining barriers 
must be removed. But from our point of view, the progress has not 
been as fast or as complete as needed. 


As I mentionec, though, the other important topic in this 
session will be to bring the Prime Minister anc the Japanese 
government fully up to date with the President's thinking about 
U.S.-Soviet relations as we enter what could be a period of movement 
in those relations, particularly in the area of arms control. 





And I would say that, our problems in the trade area 
notwithstanding, it's important to remember that this relationship 
with Japan is one that has brought enormous benefits to the United 43S 
States’ position ané to security in Asia and, indeec, in the world. 7 J.4 oO 





It's fair to say that Japan is the linchpin of the U.S. political and 
Strategic position in the Pacific region, a region of growing and 
alreacy enormous importance. 


Japon has been very helpful in constructing our positive 
relationship with China. Prime Minister Nakasone's visit to Korea 
anc the visit by President Chun of Korea to Japan earlier this ct, 
which is the first time ever that a Korean head of government visited 
Japan since the end of Worlé War II, has produced a major turning 


point in celations between these two critical allies of ours in 
northeast Asia. 


Japan's economic support for our strategic concerns in 
the Persian Gulf region, increasingly also in places like Central 
America and Africa, have been enormously important. Japan has made 
efforts that are unprececentecd in terms of its diplomacy to try to 
Giffuse the war between Iran and Iraq. It has been very supportive 
of our parallel policies in Southeast Asia. 


It has taken a stand on difficult issues in the security 
relationship, particularly the issue of ship visits that have been 
supportive not only to our maintenance of these critical bases in 
Japan, but to our whole position in the Pacific. 


And in the defense area, we have just seen an 
announcement of 6.9 percent increase in the Japanese defense budget 
which in real terms will represent roughly 5.4 percent. It's not as 
much as we would like, but it's a healthy increase. And along with 
that is a very healthy contribution by the Japanese government to 
support of our bases in Japan. That figure now running at over $1 


billion a year comes out to roughly $21,000 for every U.S. serviceman 
in Japan. 


That's a lot of background. IT'11 be glad to try to 
answer your questions, but before I do i‘'é just like to make one 
announcement. It's a sad one for those of you who knew his or knew 
of him. Former Ambassador Naboro Ushiba died yesterday. He vas a 
very Gistinguishec Japanese Ciplomat. He was one of Japan's most 
cistinguishec ambassadors to the United Stetes. He served as Japan's 
Special Trade Representative. After that, most recently, he was the 
Japanese Chairman of the U.S.-Japan Advisory Commission, whose report 
has been a very helpful one and probably, in fact, will be the 
subject of some discussion during our meetings on Wednesday. So, ve 
very much regret his passing. 


Okay. 


Q Would you just clarify for me, please, the -- what 
it means to have this complusory licensing on software and how 
serious a problem that is? 


SCNIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It would mean that -- 
Q What's the question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question was what 
compulsory licensing of software means anéd what its implications are. 
It means that an American company selling its software products in 
Japan would be subject to administrative Ccecisions by Japanese 
government administrative officials that could require it to license 
its software to Japanese companies, which essentially means 
compelling it to sell or rent its property, not on its own terms but 
on the terms of a governzent cecision. 


This is an area where our firms have been enormously 
competitive. There have been, in fact, some even illegal attempts to 
get a hold of American software by Japanese companies. This would 
amount to a legal form of somewhat the same thing, and it would be an 
enormous baccier to sale of software products in Japan. 


2 Piracy? A non-Ciplomatic term for what we're 
talking about? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm 8 diplomat. Let me 
avoid that word. 


Larry? (Laeughter.) 


Q Sic, on the $34 billion trade deficit, does the 
acministration have in mind a goal where -- you made the distinction 
between structural problems and the more optional problemas -- is 
there a goal that the administration considers realistic to which 
this figure should érop over some period of time -- a year, two 
years, three years -- that you think is achievable? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's some difference 
of view about that. And I don't think we have a fire view. I think 
our basic point is that as we look at a number of specific sectors 
where we are competitive -- such as telecommunications, for example, 
such as forest products, such as ter software, such as chemicals 
-- we can in those sectors put some ballpark figures. They're 
ballpark figures, but they could add up, for example, as such as $10 


billion of additional exports that should be competitive in the 
Japanese market. 


Now, there's some question whether one can deal with an 
overall export target since that's infivenced by many other forces 
including heavily by exchange rates over which governments don't -- 
that governments don't control. But we think a substantial increase 
of -- I think that order of magnitude is certainly possible. 


Q Sir, on areas control - 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Over the long term, by 
the way, I might say. 


Yes? 
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Excuse me. The other day when the President 
responded to these questions put to him by Yosriuri Shimbun, he talked 
a>5out mot moving weapons from West to East. Would you expect that he 
use this occasion, just before the Geneva talks, to make a spec.fic 
pledge to Nakasone that we wouldn't -- as an INF, we would not be a 


party to any agreement that would allow redeployment of those 
medium-range missiles? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In general terms -- I 
mean, I'm not sure about the specific form of it, but I think 
definitely that the President would reaffirm what we call the global 
approach to these arms control negotiations. That was an approach 


og og affiroed jointly by the seven summit leaders at Williamsburg 
n ‘83. 


And it was @ very significant statement, by the way, from 
the Japanese point of view, because this was the first time ever that 
the Japenese government associated itself with a joint statement on 

security and arms control with other Western allies. It's a measure 


of the extent to which Japan has moved in the direction of being a 
true partner. 


And I think it's very fundamental on the President's 
thinking that we have to maintain that approach, that security is 
indivisible and that arms control agreements, for example, that 
simply shift the threat from Evrope to Asia are not in our interests 


and are certainly not in Japan's interests, or in anyone else's, for 
that matter. 





I think Nakasone and the Japanese government under his 
have been as supportive as any other ally of our position in the aras 
control negotiations, of firmness but realism, and I think the 
President will also want to affirm to the Prise Minister our 
commitment to consult closely as we proceed in any negotiations. 


Q Just how much pressure is Ronald Reagan going to put 
on Mr. Nakasone to make changes in the trade situation? And if he's 
quoted as saying, well, how can I get tough with a very good friend, 
all of your elaborations of the difficulties seem to go by the board. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, that's not true. I 
think the point is that you don't treat a good friend the way you 
treat -- you don't go into a meeting with a friend like that, 
treating him as an enemy or an adversary, setting up the kind of 
confrontation in which, frankly, you may satisfy some people's 
emotional longings, but you don't make progress. 





I think the way you make progress is, in fact, in @ 
cooperative spicit. One -- and I'm sure this is what the President 
will be saying to his friend, the Prime Minister, we face a common 
problem. We have common responsibilities to maintain a free and open 
trading system. If the United States and Japan don't set the lead, 


then we really aren't going to make it. And in that spirit, we have 
to find some real solutions. 


That's essentially the approach we have taken previously, 
and that approach has produced some significant results. One -- to 
pick out one particular one, at Tokyo last year, the President and 
the Prime Minister announced the common effort to open up financial 
markets <= jointly, but meaning principally in Japan. There's been 
enormous progress in that direction. And though there is still some 


further distance to go, that has been a truly significant 
achievement. 





Q A follow-up to that, is this the tough approach? 
Some of his aides were urging @ tougher approach. Is what you've 
given us today the hard liners? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You're asking me to 
characterize other people's positions, but there's a story attributed 
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to a high American official that describes the tough approaches. 
When two people are sitting in a boat and one shoots a hole in the 
bottom of the boat, then the other one shoots the hole too, and some 
people call that getting tough. But this person calls it getting 
wet. 


There's a kind of toughness that says -- 
Q Sounds like Ronald Reagan to me. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If you can attribute it, 
that's fine. (Laughter.) 


There are certain things in the area of what people call 
toughness that amount to saying, if we have a problem getting into 
Japan's markets, then we're just going to close them out of ours. 
And that is the kind of thing that can degenerate into a trade war, 
into just generally restricted markets all over the world. And 
that's one of the things we're trying to fight off. 


But part of the President's point and Secretary Shultz's 
point with the foreign Minister is certainly going to be that there 
are people who think that that makes sense, even though it doesn't, 
and that if we want to beat off that kind of protectionist action, 
we've got to show real progress. 


Q The question is, how much of this frustration is the 
President going to convey to the Prime Minister, or is this message 
just being conveyed by you and others like you through us? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I think -- 


Q Is Reagan actually going to sit down with him and 
Say, “Look, we're frustrated about this. You've got to do something 
about this or we're going to have -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the President 
will be very candid about problems, just as he was very candid when 
we were in Tokyo -- even candid im public. But there's a difference 
between being candid about a problem and saying we've got to do 
something together to solve it, and being threatening, or being 
abusive, or being confrontational, or making threats that, in fact, 
amount to shooting yourself in the foot. 


Q Well, the President doesn't have a monopoly or 
candor, though, and Nakasone has been equally candid in some of the 
interviews given lately. Wow, these men have met four times in the 
past, as you've said. Each time trade has come up. Each time there 
have been expressions of optimism that Japan would open its markets. 
And now you talk about mounting frustration going into the fifth 
meeting. Why have these -- and Nakasone is well aware of the 
frustration over here. Why has more not been done? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, quite a lot has 
been done. One of the major achievements, the one I just mentioned, 
the opening of capital markets, is a very significant achievement. 


We've had a major opening of semi-conductor trade 
between the two countries, leading to an elimination of tarriffs on 
both sides of the Pacific. And I believe, in this year, our 
semi-conductor exports to Japan are up -~ let me just check that, but 
I think they're up 66 percent, which is an enormous increase. 


We had a significant agreement on the beef and citrus 
jecue, leadina -— tha 
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We produced a significant result in discussions with the 
Japanese last spring on new legislation concerning so-called 
value-added networks -- networks that process large flows of data -- 
that produce the bill in the Japanese Diet that is very 
non-protectionist and very satisfacxory. 


We succeeded in this case only delaying for a year -- at 
least for a year, the potentially obnoxious legislation on software. 
And our disatisfaction is that the solution so far is only temporary. 
We would like to see that made permament. 


So there has been a lot of progress. And one of the 
reasons there's mounting frustration is because there's a mounting 
trade deficit. But that's not because the barriers have grown. We 
have a $15 billion greater trade deficit with Japan this year than 
last year. But that's not because there are $15 billion worth of new 
barriers. 


The growth of the trade deficit is attributed to -- the 
growth, enormous growth, is attributable to basic macro-economic 
forces that are putting our trade in deficit with the whole world. 
But it has a political effect. It enormously increases the tension 
and frustration on any particular issue that's outstanding. So it 
makes it much more important to make progress. 


Q What does it suggest to you when Nakasone says that 
what he thinks should be done is that more U.S. businessmen just 
ought to be in Japan trying to market their goods more aggressively, 
just as Japanese businessmen come to the United States and try to do 
the scvr.e? And he seems to suggest that that's an answer to at least 
part of the problen. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is an answer to part 
of the problem. It's something that we've encouraged and urged the 
American businessmen to do. I think they are doing better at it, 
though probably the general assessment would be that we're not nearly 
as aggressive or effective as the Japanese are in reverse. 


But that's not the reason why our telecommunications 
products aren't selling in Japan, the way Japan's are selling in the 
United States. That's not the reason why our forest products are not 
selling in Japan. There are a lot of areas where it's got nothing to 
do with aggressive marketing, and those are the areas where we want 
to see solutions. 


Q Is there any concern on Nakasone's part about SDI, 
and is the P.esident prepared to reassure him? Has he expressed any 
concerns, as some of our European allies have? 


SENIOR ADKINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He has been generally 
supportive and feels that that's an issue on which Ie sure he's 
gcing to be interested on being briefed and in hearing what our 
thinking is. He certainly wants to see real and significant arms 
control. But, in general, we've had good support from the Japanese 
government and good understanding of our approach in that area. 


Q Given the mounting frustration and the mounting 
trade deficit, what are the prospects for discussion and change, 
progress -- however you want to call it -- on import quotas for 
Jepanese autos, which comes up in March? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As I mentioned, autos 
are one of the areas where, sort of contrary to our general rule, we 








practical tecms, inconsistent with the long-term goal we'd like to 
see of free trade. 


They have been helpful up to now in the recovery of the 
U.S. auto industry -- and I suppose one of the reasons that Chrysler 
is back on its feet. In studying whether to continue them or not, 
there'd be many considerations, one of them, the question cf whether 
further protection of that kind will benefit the U.S. auto industyr 
or simply lead it to depend on non-competitive practices because it 
enjoys that protection. And it would probably be -- it would be 
judged certainly in the context of overall trade problems and whether 
we make progress on these other issues. But it's a deliberate 


—— not to make a decision at this time, but to wait until later 
and see. 


Q What results do you realistically expect from this 
meeting on Wednesday? Do you think they're just going to talk or do 


you think there's going to be some realistic results? And if so, 
what? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the results will 
be principally -- and I think there should be some -- in terms of 
commitment to a process. You don't solve problems like this in a 
meeting at a head-of-state level, even, in fact, if you -- if it were 
avery long meeting. But, just as in Tokyo last year, for example, 
we made a commitment to set up a process on opening capital markets. 
We didn't open them in Tokyo. But we set up a process which produced 
very significant results. It‘s still continuing. It's to be wrapped 
up this spring. We sort of finished off a process at that time on 
semi-conductors. We set up a process on citrus and beef. I would 
think that -- what we'd hoped to get out of this is a commitment to 
further progress and perhaps some idea of where the areas are to 
concentrate or what the approach ought to be. This whole question of 


how you measure results undoubtedly will be something that we'll 
discuss. 


So you mean you're not going to say, “How can we get 
this trade deficit down to a manageable size?" You're going to say, 


"What areas are you going to open up so that we can reduce the 
deficit in those areas?* 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that's more what 
we'll end up with. 


Q Isn't what you've just described more of a sywbolic 
meeting leading to other things further down the line, when the 
experts and the technicians get involved? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's not symbolic. I 


mean, I think I agree with part of - the answer to your question is 
in part yes; but it's -- the symbolism has real -- if that's the word 
you want to vse for it; I wouldn't call it that -- has real practical 


results. Take the capital market opening thing. As that process 
proceeded last spring, there were many times in which the Prime 
Minister personally got involved with the Finance Ministry to a 
degree that was probably unprecedented in saying, “Look, I made a 
commitment to the President at the Summit that we're going to carry 
through on these things. Now, don't tell me these twelve reasons why 
you can't do anything. Get something done.” I'm not saying that's 
-- those were the exact words. That was the tenor of the kind of 
intervention. 


So commitments made at this level and by people who 
believe in carrying out commitments, as the President and the Prime 


ttimieébace wal i awa 











- ll - 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It might be something 
stated in general terms, in terms of some definition of market 
opening that we would like to see. It might be stated in terms of 
specific sectors where we'd like to see progress. Some of those 
sectors of particular concern are -- to us -- telecommunications is 
one. Electronic equipment, including computers, is another. Medical 
supplies and pharmaceuticals is a third. And a fourth, high priority 


sector for us is the whole area of forest products, wood, lumber, 
‘paper and so forth. 


So there might -- I really don't want to predict whether 


we'll get into that level of detail between the two leaders; but we 
might. 


Yes. 


Q But what more can Nakasone do than he's been doing 
in the past year or so? What does the President want him to do now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, in a sense, it's 
to continue and perhaps intensify the same kind of result-oriented 
efforts that we've had over the last year. It's not a problem that's 
going to be solved overnight. It's a problem that, by going after 
different areas of restraint, we expect over a period of time to get 
a substantially more open Japanese market. And I would think if we 
can get the kind of commitment from the Prime Minister on other areas 
that we had on the capital markets area, then we'll see increased 
progress. And obviously, particularly in view of our overall trade 


problem, we'd like to see that rate of progress substantially 
increase. 


Q Is the fact that Nakasone is so supportive of the 
President on arms issves and security make less onorous these trade 


barriers? Is Reagan willing to forgive some of this trade stuff 
because he gets so much suport on arms? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't think it 
-- There's no question that the overall value of the relationship has 


some impact on the way you approach it. But that actually works both 
ways. 

















I mean it does mean that, as the President said, he's not going to 
treat a good friend like an enemy. It also means, though, that 
because that relationship is important to Japan, that Japan is going 
to make, and has made, extra efforts on the trade front that are 
motivated not simply by economic and trade considerations. 


When you come down to these issues of so-called getting 
tough, yes, I suppose we're influenced somewhat by the fact that this 
relationship is of such enormous overall value. But, on the other 
hand, if some of the things that appear to be getting tough really 
are getting stupid, then you wouldn't want to do them anyway. 
(Laughter.} 


Q Ie the Prime Minister's political -- 
MR. ROUSSEL: Let's make this the last question. 


Q Okay. Is the Prime Minister's political situation 
in Japan sufficiently strong that he can bring about the changes 
you're looking for? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Prime Minister is in 
a certain way, in effect, the head of a coalition government. The 
Liberal Democratic Party is a mixture of four or five major factions 
and a number of smaller ones. The Prime Minister's own faction is 
not -- is one of the smaller of the big factions in the party. So he 
Goesn't have the same kind of control over his administration, I 
think you might say, that the President has over his. (Laughter.) 


The systems are different -- 
Q Boy, are we in trouble. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He certainly has shown 
an extraordinary ability to lead, despite some of the inherent 
weaknesses of his position. And our point has to be that this is a 
problem that isn't just facing Nakasone, but facing the whole 
Japanese government, and the Japanese government as a whole hao to 
pull together in solving it. 


Foreign Minister Abe is the head of the -- of one of the 
other major factions, for example. He's been very constructive and 
very helpful and his presence in these meetings will be important. 


But we're really counting not only on Nakasone 
personally, who does have a lot of strength, but on the Japanese 
government as a whole. 


I think I've gotten no time for Japanese questions, so 
I've gotten permission itor the one gentleman in the back. And that's 
the last one. 


Q You didn't mention anything about the Pacific Basin 
cooperation, which was once talked about as one of the major topics 
of discussion. Is the President not so much willing to talk about 
it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry -- cbout which 
subject? 


Q Pacific cooperation. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question was, I 
haven't said anything about Pacific Basin cooperation anc : 
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strongly supported, and it certainly serves our interests. 


By definition, it’s got to be something that comes out of 
the countries of the region. There's long been a certain suspicion 
from many of the smaller countries that Pacific Basin cooperation 
could just become a means for the United States and Japan to tell 
them what to do. So our approach has been to, in recent years, to 
try more clearly to follow the lead from the smaller countries, 
particularly the Association of Southeast Asian Natiors, who've made 
some constructive initiatives in this regard. 


We might discuss that brie‘iy at the summit, but I don't 
believe it will be a sajor subject. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


EXD 10:57 A.M. PST 
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